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04.03.2016 Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Shafiullah, • 

Junior Clerk alongwith AddI: A.G for respondents present. Reply 

submitted. To come up for implementation report subject to the final 

order of august s\3p re me Court of Pakistan on 27.5.2016 before S.B.

an

i
■'

. -Petitioner with counsel and Addi. AG alongwith 

Haroon Computer Operator for the respondents present. 

Copy of office order dated 15.3.2016 submitted according 

to which judgment of the Tribunal stood implemented 

subject to final judgment of the august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan.

27.05.2016

II

In view of the afore-stated developments learned 

counsel for the petitioner requested for withdrawal of the

petition.

Dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned to record

room.

ANNOUNCED
27.05.2016
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET

ii Court of
5

I3<^ /2015Execution Petition No. f

fMh:>i: Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

3 -21MR

i The Execution Petition submitted by Mr. Muhammad /^htar 

through Mr. Inayatullah Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

Register and put up to the Court for proper order please. ,

24.11.2015
1

11
'.i

REGISTRARUi This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench2-
1i

1
ICHAIRMAN

P-mi
■>5

26.11.2015 Petitioner in person present. Notice to

respondents be issued for 4.3.2016 before S.B.

'I r
Ch !man
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHAWAR

/3^ /2015C.Misc Application No._ 

For Contempt of Court 

In Appeal No.676/2013

PETITIONERMuhammad Akhtar

VERSUS

District and Sessions Judge B.annu and another

RESPONDENTS

INDEX

PagesDescription of Documents AnnexS.No

1-4Application for contempt of court1.

5Affidavit2.

6Address of Parties3.

Copy of judgment dated 10/09/2015 "A" 7-104.

"B" 11Copy of Application to implement and 

enforce the judgment of Service Tribunal 

Peshawar

5.

Wakalat Nama6.

Petitioner
Through

Inayat Ullah Khan
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar.
LLM (UK)

Date: 21/11/2015
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBONAL'KPK. PESHAWAR

/3^ /2015C.Misc Application No._ 

For Contempt of Court 

In Appeal No.676/2013

i©nr!cti TeihiUBifll
fijsry ISo_12.2m _

PETITIONERMuhammad Akhtar

VERSUS

1. District and Sessions Judge Bannu

2. Senior Civil Judge Tehsil A District Bannu

RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION/CONTEMPT PETITION FOR

ENFORCING THE JUDGMENT OF THIS

HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PASSED

IN APPEAL NO.676/2013 WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT WAS REINSTATED IN SERVICE

AND THE INTERVENING PERIOD WAS

TREATED AS LEAVE OF THE KIND DUE.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the petitioner humbly submits as under;



That the appellant' proffered his service appeal for 

reinstatement in service which was accordingly accepted 

and the impugned order/punishment of dismissal was 

modified from the major penalty and converted into 

minor penalty of withholding of one annual increment for 

two years. (Copy of judgment dated 10/09/2015 is 

attached as Annexure

1.

That the petitioner moved an application dated 

18/09/2015 to respondents No.2 to implement the 

judgment dated 10/09/2015 in accordance with the 

judgment of service tribunal Peshawar referred above in 

Para No.l. (Copy of Application to implement and enforce 

the judgment of Service Tribunal Peshawar is attached 

as Annexure “B"y

2.

That the petitioner beside making written application 

before respondent No.4 for his reinstatement in office 

also made repeated verbal requests and time and again 

visited the office of respondent No.2 to implement the 

judgment dated 10/09/2015 but unfortunately, the 

petitioner was not reinstated since the order referred 

above/therefore, constrained to file this petition for the 

enforcement of the judgment in its later and spirit on 

the following amongst other grounds:

3.



6 R O U N D S:

That non-compliance of the aforesaid judgment dated 

10/09/2015 of the Honourable Service Tribunal by the 

respondents is malafide, illegal, without lawful authority 

and without jurisdiction.

A.

That the petitioner approached Respondent No.2 time 

and again for the implementation/enforcement of the 

judgment, but unfortunately no positive response has 

been given to the requests made by the petitioner.

B.

That its seems that respondents are adamant to 

implement the judgment of this Honorable Tribunal in its 

later and spirit, therefore, the petitioner is constrained 

to request for the coercive measures to be adopted by 

this Honorable Tribunal to compel the respondents to 

implement its judgment dated 10/09/2015.

C.

That the non compliance by the respondents of the 

judgment of Honorable Service Tribunal is amounting to 

contempt of court.

D.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this application/petition, the judgment 

referred above may kindly be implemented in its later 

and spirit by directing the respondents to forth with 

reinstate the petition in service and if adamant contempt



proceedings may kindly be initiated in the best interest 

of justice to secure the compliance.^

Any other relief not specifically ask for may also be 

granted, keeping in view, facts and circumstances 

referred above.

Petitioner
Through

TV'
Inayat Ullah Khan
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar.
LLM(UK)

Date: 21/11/2015



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHAWAR

C.Misc Application No._ 

For Contempt of Court 

In Appeal No.676/2013

/2015

Muhammad Akhtar PETITIONER

VERSUS

District and Sessions Judge Bannu and another

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Akhtar , do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of this accompanying 

Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Court.

Identified by fi-
Deponent

Inayat Ullah Khan
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar.
LLM (UK)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

/2015C.Misc Application No._ 

For Contempt of Court 

In Appeal No.676/2013

PETITIONERMuhammad Akhtar

VERSUS

District and Sessions Judge Bannu and another

RESPONDENTS

* ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

PETITIONER:

Muhammad Akhtar S/o Muhammad Khel

R/o Kot Bally, Tehsil and District Bannu.

RESPONDENTS:

1. District and Sessions Judge Bannu
r

2. Senior Civil Judge District Bannu k:
Petifioner

Through

Inayat Ullah Khan
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar.
LLM (UK)

Date: 21/11/2015
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---------- PFSHAWAR.

Date of 
order
proceedings

S.No.
ft/

p B.
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1.appeal NO.676/2013 •V
' 1-

1;;
District and Sessions Judge, Bannu and others).

(Muhammad Akhtar-vs-

n mOMENT

AT^nni.TAm MEMBER:

Whh counsel and Mr. Ziaullalr.GP for respondents
Appellant10.09.2015

present.

ellant under Section-4

of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act-1974 against the 

dated 18.12.2012, whereby the learned Senior Civil Judge,

The instant appeal has been filed by the app2.
i;.i'

impugned order
being the competent authority imposed the major penalty of dismissal from 

service under-4(l)(B)(iv) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government.'Sery^
i

charges of willful absence from duty against which
(E&D) Rules, 2011, on 

departmental appeal dated 21.12.2012 has not been
A : responded, hence thei

tYi\
'j'V

instant appeal on 17.04.2013.

z. >
Brief facts giving rise to the instant appeal arb that the appellant

in BPS-3 in the year 2004. That the 

his credit at the time of 

service. That the appellant

3.V i ;

appointed as Process Server m _

or less 8 years service at

was

appellant had 

imposition of major penalty of dismissal from

alongwith 14 others were 

Civil Judge, Bannu to

f more

reported by Civil Nazir/Naib Nazir pyeniii^
'

'.A

absent from ith^;the effect that all of them were ;
ti
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different dates and this report was submitted to the court of 

Senior Civil Judge, Bannu for further necessary action in the matter. That

duties on
t
i
1

the Civil Judge/Judicial Magistrate-I, Bannu being the inquiry Officer 

conducted a separate inquiry with regard to the same allegation on which 

another inquiry with regard to 14 others similarly placed subordinate staff

of Civil Judge-VI, Bannu. That the Civil

Officer conducted

sent to the courtwas

Judge/Judicial Magistrate-I, Bannue being the inquiry 

an inquiry into the charges/allegations of willful absence from duty and 

found the appellant liable to the major penalty of dismissal from service. 

That it is pertinent to mention here that Senior Civil Judge, Bannu being

the Competent Authority in both cases agreed to the findings of the 

respective Inquiry Officers as in one case the Competent Authority agreed

13 subordinate staff while on theto impose minor penalty of censure 

basis of the same/identical allegations, a major penalty of dismissal ws

on

imposed on the appellant. That the appellant preferred departmental appeal 

dated 21.12.2012 which was not responded .

r- Learned counsel for the appellant argued that impugned orders 

violative of the Articles 2-A,4 and 25 of the constitution of Pakistan 

' 1973 which shun/avoid discrimination in its all forms. It was clear from 

■ the proceedings against the appellant that inspite of same nature allegation 

of absence, appellant‘s case was enquired from a separate Enquiry Officer 

who recommended different penalty in case of the appellant (Major 

Penalty) as against the penalties recommended by the other Enquiry 

Officer in respect of the other 13 Officials (minor penalty) of censure 

which was not sustainable in the eyes of law. He further contended that 

referring the enquiry of subordinate staff proceeded for the same allegation 

to different Inquiry Officers and then imposition of two different penalties 

on the same charge was clear malafide on the part of Competent Authority

4.

were

4
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maintainable under the law. That theand Enquiry Officer and was not 

impugned order

as the Competent Authority failed to pass a speaking order. He further

violation of Section 24-A of the General Clauses Actwas

was not commensurate toargued that punishment awarded to the appellant 

the offense but penalty was excessive and harsh. That no opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant before imposition ot major 

penalty of dismissal which 

He prayed that the impugned orders may 

may be reinstated in service with all back benefits. He relied upon 2000 

PLC (C.) 817, 2001 SCMR 256, 2000 SCMR 669, 2008 SCMR 871, 2008 

SCMR 214 and 2008 SCMR 1369.

violative of the principle of natural justice.

be set aside and the appellant

was

The learned Government Pleader argued that no discrimination was5.

done against the appellant for the reason that facts of the case of the 

different from other officials. That appellant neverappellant were

challenged the enquiry and he accepted his willful absence during the 

proceedings and that full opportunity of defense was provided to the 

appellant throughout the proceedings. He prayed that the appeal being

devoid of merits may be dismissed.

Arguments of the learned counsels for the parties heard at length

and record perused with their assistance.

6.

From perusal of the record it transpired that the appellant was 

proceeded against for the charge of absence of 7 days amongst other 13 

similarly placed Subordinate Officials. Inquiry against the appellant 

however conducted through a separate Enquiry Officer as against the rest 

of 13 Officials whose case was enquired by a different Inquiry Officer. 

Imposition of major penalty of dismissal against the appellant vis-a-vis 

minor penalty of censure on the rest of the similarly placed officials was

7.

was

'i
;!
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I
attributed to penal actions taken against the appellant for his lapses in the

past, which do not seem fair and tantamount to discriminatory treatment. 

The Impugned orders of punishment are therefore not maintainable on this 

score alone. The Tribunal therefore is of the considered view that penalty

M
$

$

being harsh and discriminatory as well, the case warrants interference of

this Tribunal. The impugned orders are therefore modified, the major

penalty of the appellant is converted into minor penalty of withholding of

one annual increment for two years. The appellant is reinstated in service

and the intervening period shall be treated as leave of the kind due. Parties

are left to bear their own costs: File be consigned to the reco^.^y

»
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Dated: / 02 /2016.3/<7 / ,No.

To
The Registrar,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

■ N

From
The District & Sessions Judge, 
Bannu.

E.P.139/15 in Appeal 676 of 2013
Muhammad Akhtar

Subject:

Versus
District &> Sessions Judge, Bannu etc

Dear Sir,

With reference your good-self notice No. nil, dated

15/01/2016, on the subject noted above, 1 have the honour to

submit/forwarded the reply (four sets) of the learned Senior Civil 

Judge, Bannu (respondent No^I) being appointing authority, as

directed & desired, please.
i: Yours faithfully,

1/

I

(RAJAB ALI KHAN) 
District & Sessions Judge, 

Bannu.

‘j
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AUTHORITY LETTER

/SCJ Dated Bannu the^3 / /2016No. 1^7

. Mr. Mohammad Shafiullah Khan, Junior 

Clerk/Naib Nazir (BPS-ll) of the court of 

undersigned is authorized to attend the Honhle 

court of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar in respect of case titled “Muhammad 

Akhtar Vs District and Sessions Judge, Bannu etc” 

fixed on 04.03.2016.

s'.

r

■Vr',.

ll^E:•
SENIORN^^L JU

■U-:
:•

-•:

,r,.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 

P AKHTIJNKHWA, PESHAWAR
-T- '

^4

Exe/C.Misc Application No. 139 of 2015 

Muhammad Akhtar Petitioner

VERSUS
District & Sessions Judge Bannu & Others 

Senior Civil Judge, Bannu
1.;>«

t'. 2.
.....Respondents

'Fh rough: PROPER CHANNEL
Reply on Behalf of Respondent No.2

Respectfully Sheweth: 

Preliminary Objections:: t -

1. That the petitioner has got no cause of action to file the instant application.
2. That the application is not maintainable and the petitioner has filed the 

instant application to harras the Respondent.
3. That the present Respondent has not violated any order of the Honourable

court.
4. That the Respondent has filed CPIA No.622-P of 2015 before the august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan.

V.

■

AW- .
: b

■ai.'I.*

r
r

Grounds;
'V'V.

Para “a” is incorrect. The Respondent has filed CPLA before the August 
Supreme Court of Pakistan (Copy is annexed).
Para “b” is incorrect. The petitioner is well in the knowledge regarding 

CPLA of the Respondents.
Para “c” is incorrect. The Respondent as Judicial Officers are 

regarding the honour of judicial orders, however the law provides the right 
of appeal which was filed and pending adjudication before the august 
Supreme Court of Pakistan.
Para “d” is incorrect.

a).

b).

:•
awarec).

d).

It is, therefore, humbly requested that the petition be dismissed wnth cost.
Yours Obediently,

?

ii (Lulbna^aman)
Senior CiW ^dge, Bannu 

Respondent No.2
Dated: 18-02-2016
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'.1 _cniiirr 01-' PAKISTAN
(A].vpellate Jurisdiction)

IN THE SUillUHAEy

Irm.1. ’■1
.1 •:<iVi

,_..-./2015CFLA. NO.^.I••1 • -i
District and Sessions Judge, Bannu & Others

PETITIONERS• i

VERSUS
4-\

• ■'„ respondentryI Muhammad Aklitar
i

KPK Sei-vice Tribunal, Peshazuar. 
Advocate General,KPK, Peshaxvar 
Mian Saadullah Jandoli, AOR

Appeal from 
Counsclfor Petitioner 
Instituted by1

:<»
IN'DEX

PageDatedDescription of documents________ ^____
Concise statemeirt_____________ •____

"chela '_________________
Judgment of Service Tribunal________

“Grounds of appeal___________________ ^__
Comments n/'/h ovMr dh f/ -___
Absentee report , _______ __________
Charge Sheet^______________ - _______

^Discipliiaary action_________________ ^____
Show cause notice_______ _____________ _
Order sheets of Departmental inquiry _____
Inquiry reporP___________ ______ „

'"oismiyal order_________________________
Mhatement of accused ______________

Statement of CW-1 Shah DarazKhan 
~ Atatem^yofCW^^uhammad Hay at Khan
~ CH^GShafiuIhO Khan______
~ Do‘paidmcntal ap^al alongwith order ___
" Application for condonation of delay
" Stay application ____ ^_________ _____

Affidavits________ '________________

rFRTIFIHD that the paper book has been prepared in
SnEmd all thobocuments nc:ccssa.-y for due npprecahon of the cornt..N 

been included in it. .Index is complete in all respect.

S.No A-B . 'i,25-11-2015
25-11-MB

NU(M2015

;dtv 1. 1-4D •

AC# 2. ■5-9
3. 10-17 ■;17-04-2013■;¥ -• ' 4. 18-1910-03-2014

^0^2012
!• ■ 5.■h 20-21 -

6. 22- • 1'
7. 23s 8. 2419-11-2012i

. 9. 25-27
10. 28-32 .15-11-2012 • 

lMi2-2012"^
"bs-iicmy^
Ti-10-2012
oi-IocoiF"

i 11.I 33'
12. 34
13.g 35 •
14. 36'si

15. 31-10-2012 37.
15^2013 .138-47^ 

25-11-2015"^ 48 ' - 
25-11-2015 49-51
■9^-2015 152H5c:

16.
!S'! 17.

18.
119.

20.I
%

.H-••
^,1

\fee V;r
>d.

k (Mian Saadullah Jandoli) 
Advocate on Record 

Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Govt, of ICPK/petitioners •
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District and Sessions Judge, Bannu & Others

. VERSUS
PETITIONERS

i. t...respondent
Muhamiufvd Akhtar

Ia
li i CONCISESTATEMENT

Claim for reinstatement in ServiceJ
Subject- matter and the law

Which side has filed tins petitioh
1! \Government./ petitioners

WholheduiTai^withwhat ..j.a
result

0.

r Date of
a) -Institution
W Decision______ ____ . .

----- service
b) 10/9/2015 appeal which has been 

accepted

/ *ourt /Forum
•r

in

ICPIC Service Tribunal Peshaw ai;

I
^T^^tThTthTimpugnedI 1 Treatment

jLidgment
the impagned judgment hi. Points noted in

1iJjraihWaant.transpired
proceeded' jr- 

charge of absence of 17 ■ ■

I From peril
that the respondent was

against for the 
days amongst other 13 similarly placed

subordinate officials.Tnquixy againstthe.

however conducted

the respondent

orders were
I Learned counsel for 

argued ' that impugned 
violadve of the Articles 2-A, 4: and 25 of 

the Constitution of Pakistan 1973 which 

discrimination 

clear from the proceedings

,

I
IIi
Ii

• in its alli shun/ avoid 

forms. It was 

against 

same 

respondents 

separate 

recommen 

the res

i respondent was
officer as r, 

of 13 officials whose
through .a separate enquiry 

tl'ic t'c:l

m ofthe respondent that imspite
of absence,

enepired from a 

who

i
against
case-was enquired by a different inquiry ^ 

of major penalty of;7

allegation 

case was

nature

officer. Imposition
dismissal'against the respondent vis-a-

I; officerenquiry

on the .rest ^vis minor penalty of censure
similarly placed „officials^

pondent (Major penalty) as against 
recommended by the othei

; '
avas.m--'-

of the
attributed to penal actions' taken against;the penalties

enquiry Officer in respect of the other lo
the respondent for his lapses in the past, 

fair and tantamount ,
penalty) of censure which 

not sustainable in the eyes of law. He 

contended that reierring the 

subordinate staff proceeded

officials (minorii which do not seem
was Thetreatment.discriminatory

orders of punishment
to

further areimpugnedfi
ofenquiry

i
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iwtheret'cn’e not maintainable on this score 

fhe tribunal therei'ure' is of the
to ciifferen' for the same allc^’nlion

inquiry officers and then imposition ot
I '^'=ar'a alone,

considered view that penalty bein^ 

harsh and discriminatory as .well,, the .

interference ot

L I

i \
the sametwo different penalties

clear malafide on the part of

on
ll

I Icharge was
thiswarrantscase

tribunal. The impugned orders 

tbercl-ore modified the major penalty of 

the respondent is converted into minor 

penalty of withholding ot one annual

I'he

.n are1^' I
and-was not maintainable under tne law.

violation of
St

That the impugned order 

section 24-A of the General Clauses Act as

wa.s•I
1^-

'W-!

the Competent Authority failed to pass 

speaking order . He further argued ihat 

awarded to the respondent

a c- ;
for two years.

reinstated in service and
increment 

respondent is 

the intervening period shall be treated 

as leave of the kind due.

p;
punishment

not commensurate to the offense but iwas
was excessive and harsh, that no

was
penalty

opportunity of personal hearing 

given to the respondent before imposition 

of major penalty of dismissal which was 

of the principle of natural
A

violative 

ju,slice.

learned government Pleader argued 

that no discrimination was done against
I'he-

HPthe- res\ ; 1

of the respondent were different ■:4the case
from other officials. That respondent V'

I
challenged tlie enquiry and he

during the
never

epted his willful absence
arui that full oppoi'ttiniLy of

acc
’ a proceerlings 

defense was i'>i 

throughout the proceedings

T
[I•ovided l;c.' du- respOMdent •C "'‘I

LAII m-'A ON THH SUBTECT

FOR
S’1- CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973

2- CIVIL SERVANT ACr, 1973.
3- KHYBER PAKKTUMKHvVA E&D RULE, 2011

CERTIFICATE:

CERTIFICATE that I myself prepare

B\
m

the above concise statement which is correct., I

i
i aI

(Mian SaadulJah Jahdoli) 
Advocate-on-Record 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

h —
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4 IN T H SUP R i:^ ME C Q U R T OF PAKISTANa .--j

.:-ii (Ap p eiiate T U'i'is cLictioji).1
■ \

'•■5i

;i
T--'

'■i CPLANO. 72015-i.
-Ay

s?f
.-M DisLTict and Sessions Judge, Bannu & OthersI

j.

■tr3 f •PETITIONERS-i0i
3

¥S VERSUS
i
I

:! • Muhammad Akhtar RESPONDENT;)
.1
J APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DBLAY IN FILING OF CPLA.{
}

!
? RFSPECTFULLY SHEVvTTFI

Thai the titled appeal is being filed with delay.1-
2') L

Si
0_ That judgment of the learned KPK, Service Tribunal, Peshawar is violative 

of provisions of law and grounds of CPLA may be coiasider as part'of this 

application. '

!
i

a '
fiiI

1
i

I
% That the judgment of the learned KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar is illegal, 

void ab-initio, ultra-viiais, without juiisrliction (witli j-espect) and limitation 

does not run against void judgment/order,

3- \,
i .

That the subject case was delayed due to late supply of documents and the 

process of completion of attested copies of the judgments of Learned KPK

Service Tribunal Peshawar and lengthy correspondence between various
>

tires of Department and the process of decision taken by Constituted Law 

Committee lor fitness or iTie case Par tiling CPLA.

4-I

!
/i

That the delay in filing- the CPLA is not intentional but on account above 
reasons. ' _

5- > •

I
It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that by condoning the delay the petition 

may graciously be decided on merits to meet the ends of justice.

i

I
ig

II (Mian Saaduliah Jandoli)
■ Advocate-on-Record 

Supreme Court of Pakistan

;
i

f:^11
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' ni IN THE SUP REME . •
COURT OF PAKISTAN 

(Appellate Jurisdiction)'
/ ’

■ / 1
/

lii / ^
A>I

C.M.A, No. /20:i5')( ar »»■* *T! 1 • jsfta rrra t

i
\
1 IN•(% i

, CPLA NO.1 72015
1

I& ■]

District and Sessions ] iiclge, Banna & Olhers
PETITIONERS

I VERSUS

I

Muhanimad Akhtar RESPONDENT V

s-

\'S

APPLICATION TOR SUSPENSION OF OPERATIONe;
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i
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■ N

i
RESPECTFULLY SHE^VETH:-
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of Senior Civil Judge, Bannu who absented himself from duty 

and remained absent for seventeen days which was' reported"'
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i 6.
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al increment for two years vide order dated 10/9/2015.
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annu
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i'
That the petitioners mortally aggrieved from the impugney

of the Honble Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa Service

Service Appeal

1
7.

judgment/ order

Tribunal, Peshawmr dated 10/9/2015 i 
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I
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\
i

5

8. That the impugmed judgment of the Honble High Court is 

totally illegal against justice and having no backing of law.
5

1
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IN TI-IE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(A p.p e i 1 a t e J tx r i s d i c t Fo ii)

*1

;

CPLA NO. ,/2015

Disli'ict and Sessions Judges Bannii & Others d

PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Muhammad Akhtar ' s * •

RESPONDENT
/

• .1
I-

AFFIDAVir OF FACTS

AS'

1 I, Mian Saadullah Janadoli, Advocate-On-Record for ' the 

CovernnuMiiy petitioners do hereby sokarinly affirm and declare as under:-
i
2

1- That tlie contents of the accompany application .for" o' 

condonation of delay of appeal is true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief.

1??$
i

2- That the facts have been obtained by perusal of the case and 

information furnished by the petitioners. _ 'I
V

PESHAWARATSWORN 
Dated this the dai/ 23-NOV-15

i «*

\2

(Mian- Saadullah Jandoli) 
Advocatc-bn-Record 
Supreme'Court of Pakistan 
For Government

ft

m*
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Office Of The Senior Civil-Judge. Bann.u

/5yNo:

Dated; yj' loj /2016

Offtcp: 0/?0CT;-

In pursuance of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

'fribLinai, I'eshawar, judi^inenL dated: 10-09-2015 & order dated 

04.03.2016, Mr. MLihaininad-AkhUir, Process Server of the court of 

undersigned is hereby reinstated into service frcan the date of dismissal 

from service i.e. 18.12.2012 and major penalty is converted into minor 

penalty of withholding of one annual increment for two years subject to the 

final decision of august Supreme Court of Pakistan. The intervening period 

shall be treated as leave of the kind due. Entry be also made in his service 

book, accordingly. ' '

Service

I Nr

i

s\

(Lub'n^amin)

SeiiiorX^Vil Judge 
15kMiiu

No /SCJ'Bannu dated the / 72016
\

Copies for information to; I

1. The Registrar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal, Peshawar, 

with reference to appeal No. 676/2013, decided on 10-09-2015.

2. 'i'he learned District K Sessions Judge, P>annu.

3. The District Accounts Office, Bannu.

4. The Civil Nazir, SCJ, Bahnu.

:

5. The official concerned.

a m ) 
SeniorXC^'il Judge 

B^rnu

(LuHn
i

U
Mi

f ■

iiin $ L.

If V-

■ 'Af 1
t
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AUTHORITY LETTER

•__3^3 Dated Bannu the^ / 72016No

;

Mr. Haroon Khan, Computer Operator (BPS-14) of 

the court of undersigned is authorized to attend the 

Horihle court of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar in respect of case titled “Muhammad Akhtar 

Vs District and Sessions Judge, Bannu etc” fixed 

27.05.2016.
on

\
i\

SENrOR ClVlMlI
0

nj
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/
] W ARAL A TNAMA

(Power of Attorney)

. BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KPK. . PESHAWAR

(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

(Applicant)
.......(Appellant)

(Complainant) 
(Decree Holder)

QKI\Aj6 ^

VERSUS
^JVvi ........(Respondent)^

Defendant) 
(Accused) 

(Judgment Debtor)

. 1/

^ V^iviV'-VV'Vvv ^
in the above

, do hereby appoint and constitute Inayat Ullah 

Khan Advocate Peshawar to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer 

to arbitration for me/ us as my/ our Counsel in the above noted matter, without 

any liability for that default and with the authority to engage/ appoint any other 

Advocate/ Counsel at my/ our matter.

noted

fesfed & Accepted CLIENT

■ V

Inayat Ullah Kh 
Advocate High Court, Peshawar.

\ LL.M(UK)
House No.460 Street No. 12, 
E/4,.Phase-VII, Hayatabad Peshawar. 
Cell: 0333-9227736 ...

' -<•

rt—


