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The implementation petition of Mr. Azmat Ullah 
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W BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K1»v?ior Pnlvhtukhwa 

ice IVihuiialPESHAWAR
60S2023Execution petition No. fiDtiur;,

in
Service appeal No. 4812/2021 Dated

Azmat ullah 602, s/o Hazrat Yousaf r/o Ghar mali khel, masho khel, 
p.o Badhaber, Peshawar.

PETITIONER.

VERSES

1) Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Central 

Police Office, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.
Capital aty Police Officer at Police Line, Peshawar. 
Superintendant of Police HQRS, City Traffic Police, Peshawar.

.....................RESPONDENTS.

2)
3)

Execution Petition for Implementation of Judgment & Order of
this Hon*ble Tribunal in Appeal No. 3866/2021 Decided on

25/07/2023,

Respectfully Sheweth!

1) That the above mentioned appeal was decided by this Hon’able 

Tribunal vide judgment dated 25/07/2023. (Copy of the 

judgment dated 25/07/2023 is annexed as annexure-**A”).

2) That the petitioner after getting of the attested copy of the 

same judgment approached the respondents several time for 

the implementation of the above mention judgment. However 

they are using delaying tactics and reluctant to implement the 

judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal.

3) That the relevant portion of the judgment at Para N0.O6 is reproduced "For 

the stated reasons, especially, the innocence/none involvement 

of the appellants in the above circumstances rendered the entire 

departmental proceedings of no avail, therefore, on acceptance 

of these appeals, we set aside the impugned orders and order 

reinstatement of the appellants with ail back benefits. The 

period absence shall be treated as leave of the kind due. Consign"

4) That the respondents are legally and morally bound to obey 

the Order Judgment of this HonT)le Tribunal and to 

implement judgment of this HonT)le Tribunal. But they 

reluctant to implement the same.
are



5) That the petitioner has no other option, but to file the instant 

petition for implementation of judgment of this HonT)le 

Tribunal.

6) That there is no legal bar, which may prevent this HonT^le. !
Tribunal from implementation of its own judgment.

It is, therefore, requested that on acceptance of this petition, the 

Respondents may directed to implement the judgment of this Hon'ble 

Tribunal pass in Appeai 4812/2021 dated:25-07-2023, by reinstating ^ 

the Petitioner into service with ali back benefits.

Dated: 28-08-2023

Petittoner
d

2. Through

JaveiHqbafGulbela,
Advocate, Supreme Court Pakistan.

Saghiriqbal Gulbela.
Advocate High Court

Alam Zeb khan
Advocate

M. Arif Mohmemd-^
Advocate Peshawar.
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S.Appeal No. 4812/2021

In
/2023Execution Petition

Azmat Ullah
i

Versus

Govt of KPK & Others

affidavit
I,- Azmat UUah S/o Hazrat Yousaf R/o Garhi Ali Khel,

Masho Khel, P/0 Badaber, Tehsn^& District Peshawar, do
oath that all
true & correct

hereby solemnly affirm & declare on 

contents of the instant Service Appeal are 

to the best of my knowledge and belief & nothing has been

cealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.con

DEPONENT

0 CNIC# 17301-3369166-5 

Cell# 0310-2897775

'A

fi?:

Identified By-
/ Javed Iqbal Gulh^Ia

Advocate, Supr/me Court, 

of Pakistan. • .
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^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Execution petition No. 2023
In
Service appeal No. 4812/2021

Azmat ullah Constable 602,

VERSUS
I

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others.

Addresses of parties V:
; ■

Petitioner;

Azmat ullah 602, s/o Hazrat Yousaf r/o Ghar mali khel, masho khel, 
p.o Badhaber, Peshawar. , *■

Respondents:
. V • '

1) Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Central
Police Office, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2) Capital City Police Officer at Police Line, Peshawar,
3) Superintendant of Police HQRS, City Traffic Police, Peshawar.

C-.

Through

Javedlqb^ Gulbela,
Advocate, Supreme Court Pakistan.

Saghir iqbaTGulbela.
Advocate High Court

Aiam Zeb khan 
Advocate Peshawar.

M. Arif IVIohni§nd d 
Advocate Peshawar

L

• \
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In Re S.A 72021

^mat Ullah Ex-Constable No: 602, (Police
Ghar MaliKhel, Masho Khel, P.O Badhaber, District Peshawar.

{Appellant)VERSUS

1. Injector General of Police Khyber PaMitunkhwa 
at Cenrial Police Office, Qvil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. Capital aty Police Officer at Police Line, Peshawar. 
5. Supenntendant of Police HQRS, Qly Traffic Police

Peshawar. ’
(Respondents).

APPEAT. U/.S.... 4 OF THE________ KHYBER
EAKHTUNKHWA SERVICESTRTBTTMat AiPt-_
1974 AGAINST THE IMPUONF.n T>TSlvrTS.«}AT
ORDER NO: 704-07^PA. DATED; 20/12/20^.0 

OF THE OFFICE OF SUPF.T^■^I^JTP^rnA^v^T 

POLICE HQRS CITY TRAFTJtp
OF

________POLICE
PESHAWAR, WHEREBY THE APPFT t
WAS DISMISSED FROM SEPxnrrTr___________fe HT.<t
DEPARTMENTAI. APPEAI. was turn r>nwM
VIDE IMPITONTEn ORDER NO- 
DATED;

744--S1/PA
11/0.2/2021 BY CAPITAT CITY

POLICE OFETrpn' INA______ CLASSICALI.V.
QURSORY AND WHIMSICAL MANNEE

RespectfliUv Shewetb •

1. That after being envisaged with the ordeals 

inquisitions of Selection process, the Appellant got 

inducted onto the rolls of the highly prestigious 

department of police; whereby the Appellant
always performed his duties with full zeal and zest 

and have never left

&

any stone unturned in•r- s;,.v ...4^



I;
I

*
I

S.AUMmiOll 
ORDJ^ 

25'‘^ July, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant , present. Mr. MuhaiTf^i^Ja%-N^^
. i ' ' • '

District Attorney for the respondents present.

Vide our detailed judgment of today placed on file of Service 

Appeal No.3866/2021 titled “Asif Khan Vs. Inspector General of
' I ^

Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshavv'ar and others”, \ye set aside the 

impugned orders and order reinstatemenf of the, appellant with all 

back benefits. The period of absence shall be treated as leave of the

2.

■ '-I i ■, i. • ■!■•yI kind due. Consign. ”1

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our3.
;

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 25' ‘ day of July, '2023.

. i

[^alim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

. (F^eeha PaCul) 
Member (E)'^MftUfTejn Shaii^

1
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Sc,r\-in’ 'Ap/j<.’ii/:.^o38C0/'202l "AsiJ Khm -vx-The inspccmr General of Pfilitc. Khyhcr Pukhninkhwa.
Peshawar ami Miersi. and Sendee Appeal No.4SI2/202I iiilcd ' A:inai Ullali -vs-Ik' Insjx'aur Genera/ r;/^;5s====-^ 
Police. Khyber Paklillinkliwu. Peshawar and others" decided on 25.07.21)22 by Divi.sian Hemh eoinjinsin^‘̂ ^\y\\\ya\VQ 
Kalin} Atsliad Khun. Chainmin. and ■V/.v, h'areehcr,d^tU Ttiemher. Lseciilivc. Khyher Pokh/iinklnrn ^
Tribunal. Pe.diiiwar ( / .■•f'

- \
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, *
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
s.

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN
... MEMBER (Executive)

BEFORE;
FAREEHAPAUL

Service Appeal No.3S66/2021
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing......................... ...............
Date of Decision............................. ........

Mr. Asif Khan, Ex-Constablc No.853, Headquarter City Traffic
{Appellant)

24.03.2021
25.07.2023
.25.07.2023

Police, Peshawar.

VersLi.s
I. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar. 

v2. The Chief Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.: ^ /
3. The Superintendent of Police, Headquarters City Traffic Police, 

Peshawar....
* ^

(Respomlents)

Service^ Appeal Np.4812/2021.
Date of presentation of Appeal...................
Date of Hearing..........................................
Dale of Decision...................

07,04.2021
25.07.2023
25.07.2023

Mr. Azniat Ullah, Ex-Constable No.602, (Police Department Kliybei* 
Palditunkhwa) S/0 Hazrat Yousaf, R/0 Char Mali IChei, Masho Khel, 
P.O Badhber, District Peshawar, (Appellant)

Versus
I. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, Peshawai'.
1. I he Capital City Police Officer, Police Lines, Peshawar.
2. The Superintendent of Police, Headquarters City Tiaffic Police, 

Peshawar,

\

(Respondents)

Present: I C ' i’

For the appellant in S.A,??.3866/2021 
For the appellant in S. A #.4812/2021 

Ml. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney..For the respondents

> I.

Mr. MirZaman Safi, Advocate 
Syeda Ume Habiba, Advocate.

APPEALS UNDER SEC J iON 4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKH rUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, J974 AGAINST THE 
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 29.12.2020 WHEREBY MAJOR 
PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE HAS BEEN 
ON THE APPELLANTS AND AGAINST THE 

APPELLATE ORDERS DATED 02.03.2021 & 11.03.202]
HIE DEPARTMENTAL APPEALS OF THE APPELLANTS 
BEEN REJECTED

IMPOSED 

IMPUGNED 
WHEREBYrH

o
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/ip/Kol NoS866^202l titled ".htj Khan -vs-Thc Inspector General nj Palkc. Khyber Pokhinnkhwn. 
Peshawar and olhers". and Kenhce Ap/h'al Ktijd12/2021 tilled "Aeiiicii Lillali -v.s-lie Inspecior General nJ 
Police. Khyher Pakhiunkhwa. Peshawar and others" decided an 25.07^2023 hy Dh-isian ISencIi cuiiiprisiny 
Kalwi Arshiul Khan. Chairman, and Ms.FcireehaJlm^i-iKlcmhcr. Kxeciltive. Khyher Paldiinnlhwa Service

s.-

Trihiinal. Peshawar. %

-i CONSOLIDAT JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Through this single judgment the

above two appeals are being decided as they as similar ih nature and almost

with the same contentions, therefore, can be conveniently decided together.

Facts of the appeals as enumerated in the memoranda and grounds are

summarized as under:

a. AsifKiian SA 3866 of 2021:

Appellant was serving as Constable in the Police Depailment. He was 

implicated in criminal case vide FIR No.81.0 dated 10.07.2020 IJ/S
: * f •

365/147/149/5 Exp/15AA/182 PPC at Police Station Badliber, due to 

which, he was suspended vide order dated 31.08.2020, that the 

appellant approached the Couit of the learned Additional

Sessions

granted to the appellant and BBA 

06.10.2020. In the meanwhile, the respondents conducted tact tmding

dismissed from service on 29.12.2020 i.e.

■ 'i

District <&

Judge-lX Peshawar for want of pre-arrest bail which was

confirmed vide order datedwas

inquiry. Resultantly, he was 

before the final decision of the Court in the said FIR vide which the

acquitted. Feeling aggrieved, he filed depaitmental

02.03.2021, hence, the instant

appellant w^as 

appeal but the same was rejected on

service appeal.

b. Azniat Ullah SA 4812 ol 20M

as Constable. He was implicated in twoAppellant was serving

. FIR No.810 dated 12.08.2020 U/S 365/147/149/5 ■criminal cases, i.e

Exp/15AA/182 PPC at Police Station Badhber and FIR No.525 date

j.- >; f

Khvt.. . .
Sfi-- A.:-.- i ■.-'ih’.iii-’’
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Svnuce Ap/Kai Na3li66/202J lilkcJ "Asif Khun -vv-y/ji.' //i.v/;t\vor (huicral of I'oiuic, Kiiyhi’r l^ukhliiukinw'i. 
Pcshawur and atlinrs". and Hi-rs'lne Ap/inal i\'o.dAI2/202l liiieJ "Aziiiaf Ulluli -vx-iw Ins/Kcinr (icnt'nii uf 
I'nlicc. Khyhei' Pakhinnkhwa. Fcshinyar and oilicrs" ilechk'd nn 25.07.2023 hy Divixiim Ih-iu'h luiiijirisiny, 
Kalin) Arxhad Khan. Cliaiinmi. and Ms.Fnictilui Paul.
Trihiina/, Pc.diawar. (

#•
%

)cr; /:.ver///(i'c. Khybcr Pukhiunkliwa Ik'.rykv

05.06.2020 U/S 342/427/149/PPC at Police Station, Badhber, due to

which, he was suspended with immediate effect; that the appeJlaiu
I

/•
approached the Court of the learned Additional District & Sessions

Judge-lX Peshawar tor want of pre-arrest bail which was granted to

■i the appellant and BBA was confirmed vide order.dated 06.10.2020. in

the meanwhile, the respondents conducted fact finding inquiry.

Resultantly, he was dismissed from service on 29.12.2020 before the

decision in the criminal case, by the Court before the final decision in 

the said MR vide which the appellant was acquitted. Feeling 

aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal but the same was rejected on 

J 1.03.2021, hence, the instant service appeal 

On receipt of the appeals and admission to full hearing, the respondents 

summoned, they put appearancb and contested the appeals by filing their 

respective written replies raising therein numerouslegal and factual objections. 

The defense setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellants.

2.

were

-.1
1-
i..'.!

We have heard learned counsel for the appellants, and learned District 

Attorney for respondents. ■

j.

The Learned counsel'for the appellants reiterated the facts and grounds 

detailed in the memo and grounds of the'appeals while the learned District 

Attorney assisted by the learned, counsel for respondents, controverted die 

by supporting the impugned order(s).

It appears in the FIR No.810 that none of the appellants have been 

chaiged for any overtact. Besides, the affidavit of the complainant party, placed 

file, shows that they,have declared the appellants innocent havinir n

4.,

same

5.

ro
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Scr.'ici' Ap/)eal i\'o3866/2t)2I lilkil "AsiJ Khan -\s-7lic- lasjK'ctor General nf PaiU-C:. Khyhcr i'akliiiiiikliwii. 
Peshuwar and (illiers", and Sendee AiJpeal No.4Sl2/202l Hik'd “Aziiiul Utlali -ys-lic lii.y>e:clar General of 
Pnlicc. Khyher I’akhlmkliwa. Pe.dunvar and oihers" decided on 2x02.2023 hy Division Hench eoin/jrisinj' 
Kiiiiiii Arshad Khan, Chainnan, and Kls.hdreoha MfMrtKu'^yticiilix'e, Khyher f':ikhinnl<ln\-a Service
Trihnnui Peshawar.

C- '

04
evolved in the criminal case on the basis of which, they were proceeded

against depaitmentally. Moreover, the lnquii7 Officer did not bother to conduct

inquiry properly as no oppoitunity of cross-examination seeins to have been

provided to the appellants during the course of inquiry. Last, but not the least,

the charge sheet and statement of allegations were issued by Chief Traffic

Officer, Peshawar, whereas, the impugned order was, passed by Superintendent

of Police Headquarters, City Traffic Police, Peshawar.

For the stated reasons, especially, the innocence/none involvement of the6.

appellants in the above circumstances rendered; the entire departmental 

proceedings of no avail, therefore, on acceptance of these appeals, we set aside 

tile impugned orders and order reinstatement of the appellants with all back 

benefits. The period of^absence shall be treated as leave of the kind due.

Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our hands and7.
I •

the seal of the Tribunal on this 26 day of July, 2.022':

KALIM ARSHAO KHAN
Chairman'

FAITEEHA PAUL
Member (Executive)‘Mumem Shah’
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