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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Petition U/S 12(2)688/2023
In

Service Appeal No:938/2004

1. The Chief Minister,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

<% •,

2. The Chief Secretary, Govt Of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
3. The Secretary Industries, commerce. Mineral Development Labour & 

Technical Education Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. The Director General, Mines & Mineral, KP , Peshawar.

VS

1. Muhammad Akbar Khan, Ex-Deputy Director, Mines & Mineral, KP, 
Department, Peshawar, through its legal hiers.

2. Farzana Shah (Daughter).
3. Asad Akbar (Son).
4. Saad Akbar (Son).

RESPONDENTS

REPI.Y ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT TO PETITION
U/S 12/2.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:-

Preliminarv Objections:

1. That the petition is incompetent and not entertainable in its present 
form.

2. That petition is filed for just lingering on the implementation petition 
pending before this court in which already salary of the respondent 
attached.'

L



3. That the petitioner misconceiving the court has concealed material facts 
from the august Tribunal and therefore the petition is liable to be 

dismissed with cost.

4. That the same objection is filed by the respondent department 
containing same documents in execution petition of the respondents 
which was dismissed by this HOnable Tribunal. Copy of the order and 
objection petition is attached for perusal as annexure-A.

5. The in petition no ground disclose on which the department filed this 

petition but just linger on the implementation.

FACTS:-
1. Incorrect and misconceiving. The respondent Akbar khan was 

Honorably acquitted by the supreme Court of Pakistan.

2. Correct.

3, Correct. But these are no grounds for 12/2 petition.

4. Incorrect and misconnecting and also amount to defaming the 

respondents without showing any grounds particularly which is 

necessary for filling this petition. The order passed according to law 

and rules and is liable to be dismissed this petition on the following 

grounds with cost.

GROUNDS:-

1. Incorrect and baseless. The deceased Ex-Akbar Khan Himself filed this 

Appeal no 983/2004 in his life. And the respondent no.l original 
appellant in service appeal no:983/2004 was died in year 2019 and 

widow of the respondent was died in year 2012 much before the 

respondent no.l. The same plea of the petitioners and the same 

documents was struck down by this Hon’able Tribunal in execution 

petition. Copy of the death certificate is attached as annexure-B.

2. Incorrect and misconceived. The respondent also defaming this 

Hona’ble Tribunal and the same documents and plea was struck down



by this Hon’able Tribunal. The judgment attached by the petitioner 

favor the respondents.

3. Incorrect and misconceiving As explained in above paras.

4. Incorrect and misconceived. As explained in above paras.

5. The replying respondent also seeks permission to advance other 

grounds and proof at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the petition U/s 

12(2) being devoid of merit and may be dismissed with cost through out.

RESPONDENTS

THROUGH:
U'

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 

Advocate High Court



BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL^ PESHAWAR.

Petition U/S 12(2)688/2023
In

Service Appeal No:938/2004

Industries Etc.

VERSUS

Akbar Khan, etc

AFFIDAVIT

I, Saad Akbar, do hereby affirm that the contents of this para

wise are true and correct and nothing has been concealed from this august Court.
tkts peJctkoft 4W be-w '
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liP 608/2022 )

Mr. Fazal ShahNome Tor the petitioner.
Mohniand, Addl. AG alongwith Aftab Ahmad, Legal 

Sher Muhammad, Superintendent for the

01.28'" Sept. 2023

^v:
Advisoi' and 

-- : respondents present.

Representative of the respondents submitted 

objeetion petitioner which does not se.em to hold ground. 
Learned AAG requested for short adjournment to 

contact the respondents for implementation of the 

judgment and submission of proper implementation 

report, (jranted. 'fo come up for implementation report
Parcha Peshi given to

A. X-^7
‘V

U/ V

an02.

on 26,10.2023 before the S.B.
the parties.

(1
(FAREEMTAUL) 

Member (E) -
:V/f

A. >

II. I’.S*

'Date of 

Nuir'.bcr cf 

Cc:.-yir.g
,Ur---vr.i____ . „

Told____  )^f
Nriv: /'.f '.',. •
Dur-j cf Cl 

D:'^- ; ...
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BEFORE THE E^RVBER PAKMl’lINEHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL1.
PESHAWAR.

Petitioner.Execution Petition No.608/2022 Saad Akbar

VERSUS
Respondents.Government of IQiyber Palchtunkliwa & Others

IKDEX

IlKfPages.'., 
__________i* 01-02AObjection Petition U/S-471.

03BAffidavit ' -2. .
, 04-07CExecution Petition No.6083. •

08-12DService Tribunal, Peshawar Judgement
Datet: 14.09.2021

4.

13-21ESummary for approval to Chief Minister. 

Law Department 1st opinion

5. :
22F6. .
23GLaw Department list opinion7.
24HOrder Sheet8.

Superintendent (Litigation)
' For Director General 

Mines & Minerals 
Khyber Palihtunldiwa, Peshawar

- A
i

•■’•V

'■ • /; i t V' .'i'
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.q^RVICE TRIBUNALlpCTfiRR THE HQN^BI^i

Execution Petition No.608/2022
o

Saad Akbar

Versus

Government of KPK, Through Chief Secretary KPK, 85
The
Others.

OF THE

Execution proceedings are pending 

disposal before this Hon’ble Tribunal wherein on the 

date of hearing i.e. 23.01.2023, this Hon’ble

That the subject1.

previous 

Tribunal ‘was pleased to direct the respondents to 

of the order datedsubmit implementation report

14.09.2021.

about the Order 

for i/s vacation on the
That the respondent feels aggrieve 

dated 23.01.2023 and prays 

following grounds amongst other^;

11.

GROUNDS:

impugned order dated 23.01.2023, is 

contrary to law and facts and same has been passed 

without taking into account the true facts of the case.

1. That the

2. That true facts were not brought before this Hon'ble 

Service Tribunal through the factum of locus standi of 

the petitioner in the execution petition as he is not a

1 I p. ‘•.-i

fv.



__ %

I?* such cannot file any execution
before this Hon’ble Tribunal. Hence, the order

the respondents to

initial order daled 14.09.2021 is liable

civil servant and as 

petition 

dated
implement the 

to be vacated.

-7^£
23.01.2023 directing.

failed to 

over the issue
Tribunal has alsothis Hon’ble

that it had no jurisdiction
3. That

appreciate 

brought before it by the petitioner.

submitting that CPLA No.695-P/2021
Court

4. That it is v^orth
before the August Supreme

14.09.2021 passed by this
is also pending

ainst the judgment datedag
which no date of hearing has yetHon’ble Tribunal in 

been fixed.

acceptance of theIt is, therefore, prayed that 

instant Objection Petition, this Hon’ble Tribunal may
its order dated

on

re-call/set asidebe pleased to 

23.01.2023.

Respondents

Through

O \
\

Chief Secretary, 
Khyber

The 
Govt of 
Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

The Chief Minister, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

\

r\)ecfor GeneiWl, 
Mines & Minerals, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

ThThe Secretary, \ 
Minerals Development 

Department, 
Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

■Khyber

SECREmnY 
to Govt of Khyber Paiihtonlthwa 

Minerals Dev: Oeptt
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• BEFORE TBE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
■,./

Execution Petition No.608/2022
Petitioner.Saad Akbar

VERSUS

Respondents.Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others

AFIDAVIT

I, Said Muhammad Superintendent (Litigation) BS-17 of Directorate General Mines a 

Minerals do hereby solemnly afSrm and declare that the contents of the accompanying parawise reply is tr 

and coiTect to the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Honorat 
Court. It is further stated on oath that in this appeal, the answering respondents have neitlier been placed e 

part nor their defense have been struck off.

DEPONENTS

Superintendeni (Litigation) 
For Directorfffirieral 
Mines &VMineraIs 

Khyber Pakhtujhkhwa^ Peshawr

7 10 1 - 8 5 3 1 4 5 4 3

CeIlNo.0306-5680362

4
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GS&P0.444/1-RST-17.000 FofiM8-2Z.09 71/l’HC Jobs/F.-.-.., Af.t? Ser. T.ilM.n.nlXPJ

66 99

imBEB PAiarrUNKHWA service tribunal, PESHAWAR.
^ jiUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

. PESHAWAR.

5^No.
[Vi. ^0^ 

^45/. /IH^y
Appeal No. of 20 ^

i
Appcllant/Pelitioner

& V^sus (1

l{es{}oiulfu(

CUReapondeiu No.

I 7

\ jfllnM/j yt \I Notice to: inei ^€..0 hpr. ^
II . WriERlvAS an appeal/petition under ttic provision of the Khybcr Pakhtunkh\\;j
I Pmvinqe Ser'/ico Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prcsentcd/rctfistcrcd for consideralion. in 

the abo\'e case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby l^^Tjied Ahat the said appeal/petition is fixed for hcarinjj before the 'i rihunul

I ....... ................................................at 8,00 A.M. If you »vish to urge anything against tin'
I appellaut/pet tioher you are at Uberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day t o wh iclj
I the case may be postponed cither in person or by authorised representative nr In any

Advocate, duly supported by your power of Atto3-ncy. You ai‘e,thcrcfoi-e, retjuired (.0 I'iJe in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statemeiu 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely PIcjlsc also take notice that in 

I default of your appearance on the date fixed and in tlie 
appeal/petition ■wdll be heard and decided in your absence.

I.
I

S:
manner aforementioned, (heI'

I1 Notice of any alterationin the date fixedforhearingof this appeal,'pctilion will be
given to you by registered pq^st. You should inform the Registrar of any change in vciw
address. TfyouXail to fuinishsuchuddrcssyour address contained in this notice which < hr 
'Jjb'ess ^ven in the appeal/petition wiUbe deemed to beyourcorrect address, and furl Itci- 

/ ^'^‘^cpostcdtothisaddrossbyregistcrcdpostwillbcdocmcdsufficicnl fo
fids 'petitif^

Z\ ^
of is attached. Copy o.f uppvai iid.-. Hi

olT, ^cNotic.-'No

I

r the purp<i>:<..

P

U-jhj'i .jtiCh .-ii-Vh'I I v> Vuh “7

;! dated........ ..............................

Liven under my h,«nd and the .seal of this Coiiri. ai IVshawar thi.s...........

20 2- yDay of.

Registrar, j fj(j JVV
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribur/al,^ 

Pc.shawar. *

\k{)P
4

•iNolo; 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same tr. st of the High Court orcrpl Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. White making any corrospond ’ncc.

li
. ■ 3'3' ■ f o — z2^ ’<
/

/
f' —-•r-

i
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before ^^er/akhtwskhwa service
TRIBUNAL, PESHA war:I'i

m
f;

Execution Petition No.
■ In Service Appeal No.983/2004

/2022
i ;I .
ti Saad Akbai-., v/s ■. Mines & 'Mineral Deptt:
1 i:E;

INDEX ■I
S.No. Do cuinentsi- Annexure Page No.K- Memo of Execution Petition 01-02Copy of Judgment -A- 03-083. Vakalat Nama.I 09

If
it:h fr I PEffiriONER 

Saad Akbar11
TFIROUGH:

i

SYED NOMAN ALT BUIOIARI 
■ ADVOCATE, PEGtl COT.n<T

5'
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t

I. &V

Iii:
U-1iffl' S:r (UZMADSYED)

■ ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR 

Cell No; 0306-5109438
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r BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUIVKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.&

• ° /2022Execution Petition No.
In Service Appeal No.983/2004 *

5'

ISaad Akbar S/o AppeJIant Namely Late Muhammad AJcb^ Khan Ex-Deputy • 
I Director, Mineral Department, NWFP Peshawar.
|r/oK.NO 173, Street, Sector-Jl, Phase-2, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

petitioner

I

VERSUS
I'
I-

1. The Govt of KP Through Chief Secretary Govt of KP, Peshawar, 
f 2. The Chief Secretary Govt of KP,'Peshawar.
I 3. The Secretary, Industries commerce. Mineral Development, Labour 

Technical Education, Deptt„KP , Peshawar.*
4. The Director General Mines & Mineral, KP Peshawar.

i
1

#•

f

i
. ■?

I :I ¥
RESPONDENTSf

r
f :

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
^ • RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE ,

JUDGMENT DATED: 14-09-2021 OF THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND

i:
r '

SPIRIT.-wnin
mw RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: ,
mm 1. That the applicant/Petitioner filed Service Appeal Mo._l 4-09-2021 

against the dismissal order.
ii'If'-
I

That the said' appeal* was finally heard by the Honf)rable Tribunal 
on 14-09-2021. The Honorable Tribunal is kind enough to accept 
the appeal vide judgment dated 22-11-2021 as prayed for.it is 
added that due to death of the-appellant during-pendency of appeal,, 
his postliumous re-instatement into' service will be ordered and he 
will be treated to have died during servcic. (Copy of judgment is 
attached as Annexure-A)» .

2.t

w
5I

&
t

ft

F

/ Ia

Ill
is® St'imi



¥■ W:S' 1'■^3 i;V I ■

1w-A 3. Tliat the respondents' were totally failed in taking
, regarded the Hon’able Tribunal Judgment .dated 14-09-2021.

y action

Plfe:- i; That the respondent totally violated the judgment of Hon’able 
Service Tribunal, is totally illegal amdunl to disobedience and 
Contempt of Court,

l:f 4. .m
I

IfI:i-
w.'t That the judg;nent is still in the field and has not been suspended 

or.set, aside by the Suprerrie Court of Paldstan, therefore, the 
respondents are legally bound to implemented tlie same in letter 
and spirit.

i
1
gt-

hI-II w
¥■ 6. That tire petitioner has having no other remedy to file this 

Execution Petition.i ii'lmi I It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents 
may be directed to obey tlie judgment dated 14-09-2021this august 
Tribunal in letter and spirit. Further be directed to modify the order 
dated 17/02/2022 as-per judgment. Any other, remedy, which this 
august Tribunal deems fit and appropriate tliat, may also be 
awarded in favor of applicant/appellant.

1’^

Ii t1i'f

I I Ifi f ■

FETTTIONIER 
Saad Akbar

THROUGH:
t:

I f i k ■

(SYED NOIVIAN ALI BUKHARI) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.

I am
IM

Piif
hmmmIPii
Mi AFFIDAVIT:i| ^fe''

It, is affirmed and declared that, the contents of the above 
Execution Petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 
and belief.

M:if
imir DEPONENTI 1,.i-
Iff'
I

I iSIfIT
$k'i'f-

f Ia
Ky ’
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' H IP -S' u
f W'3'■J. ,iMi-

lBUNAt--pccyf.[.r^^y^
;Serv(se.-Appea|..|VD.983/2004.

*’ >• * ' P

Date of Institution ■'
Date of Deasioni ■ -.01.12.2004 

■• • i4-09.2021-
i: Mohammad- Akbar 

■ Mineraf D
Street No,6, Sector-Ji^

f^tian s/o Shah- Jehan Khan Fy 

apartment RM/FP Pesh^ ' ' '
Phase ? M ' '' ..Phase-2, Hayatabad, Peshawar.- '

CAppellant)

t.

msus ■:
™=a.ef Minister
Peshawar-and three others.' , a,-Chief Minister's House,

(Respondents)• ••

Advocates '■
. For Appeiiant.

■;• . For Respondents.

chairman ^TTESTEa 
-member (j)

-w.ffipnvjir,'^^osNAmmiL
respondent D

■ post of "

Appeiiant

epartment. At the
was the empioyee of the

le Televant time, he 

neral when he
•'s was holding the ' 

‘Vas implicated in
: Deputy Director Mi

rase wde , Reference ' No.6/20G2 a NAB -
a result of which, he

tJe fi/ed r
“T ““ **"*(*,,
^Sainst the said- conviction before

suspended the

Court

was •
Peshawar.

appeal 

Court which 

Appeiiate

-the. Appellate
sentence of payment of fine 

^^w'ng no jurisdiction to
and as the

suspend the..
was

.sentence of
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' A/.
ii'''- ■ % .

2 .
T imprisonment, therefore, he; filed writ: petition in

the .High Court
■ which-was altowed and he.was released,on,bail, show

cause was
W,upDo the ■appellant and tl^was awarded 

service. He filed' departmental 

^representation before the Governor but'none of these petitions 

'disposed of within the statutory 

appeal was filed.

3 major 'penalty of 

appeal and a -
dismissal' fromI'

If'- were

period, therefore, instant serviceIif-II- i.

2.

behalf of appellant arid Asif Masood Ali Sh
ah learned Deputy District

Attorney for the respondents-and have

the proceedings of the case in minute particulars.
gone through the record and ■

'

3. Learned counsel for appellant contended that the appellant 
■i»r,ng p«<l.„cy c fte lnsB„,.se«, ,ppe.ra„a

matter in issue relates to the

death of a

died

survival of the right to sue following the

Civil servant He submitted that'
appeal of decedent on a;■

matter relating to some terms and .conditions of service 

undoubtedly pending before this Tribunal at the time of his death 

his legal heirs had filed an

was

and

application for. bringing on record, legal
teir. of Bfo i„ te

«ng Of ,0,0, o.,„ „ ,00 oppollon, W.lr.adf ■

boon allowed p, « Tdbonol, *o, mopffofo, cntondod «

appellant was not treated in accordance with law'and rules and they !

“ »' Of Idomlc Ropobiic, ■
bf Pbblofon, .PP3. H. «od „o .pp«,.« „ od,„|«

"*■ »“ ’"PM C0« .of PoMon

regard, judgmentof the august Court dated .13.6.2019
and in this 

^3s produced I

.‘m'V.

•f‘.>r'i'dv
i M

;' "4^'
%v-

----
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3 • -O . ■ •
t

ancfis-placed- on .file-vicie which appeal was allowed, convicHon and

sentence of'the aippellantr was set aa^^ oft^e ’

■charge.bY;e>tehdin3;the'benefit dPdoubt to'him; He submitted that

the departmental -proceedings were' initiated only-on the basis of 

criminal charge Which was not subsequenijy proved and resulted in 

acquittal, therefore, the impugned order Is wi^out lawful authority 

and not sustainable. Reliance was placed on P,LD 2003 187; 201S 

P.LC-{C.S) 1442 and.20p6 S.G.M.R 1287.

¥■

it

m. /

l: I
.3.-
r I.

0
if

■ ■ Conversely learned Deputy.- District Attbrhey-.submitted that

- - appellant-was holding the post Of Deputy Director Minerals
.* , •

Directorate of Mines & Minerals, and

4.i
in theIm^- was arrested by the NAB 

authorities. . He was awarded the punishment, to undergo' rigorous . ■‘11
imprisonment for two .years and pay fine of Rs.2,565,000/^7 He -i .'v

m contended that proper show cause notice was served upon appellant ' '

and that, on receipt of the reply of the show cause, the competent ' 

authority after considering the charges and evidence on record, held 

the appellant guilty' of the charges, of. corruption-against him and 

awarded major-penalty of dismissal from :

-the date of decision of the 'National Accountability Court U/S 3 of the 

N.W.F.P Removal From Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 and 

that the appellant was treated in accordance with law and

ii-
Urn-
m.ItI g-- I

I
service w.e.f 22.04.2004 \.e.' -

\ '

i S:3
rules.i

4!
5. From the record, it is evident that Muhammad Akbar Khan, 

appellant was holding the post of Deputy Dirertpr Mineitil in the Mines -

iI fe.- ■Im
■m

& Minerals Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. He was arrested by the 

NAB authorities on 27.07.200Z

i11

fcrESTEB

mm
p

He .was tried.by Accountability-Court ■ 

in connection with Reference No.s'of. 2002 and vide Judgment dated
1

--•NTi'.K 
■•-•.'.SI*

I
I

7 —.
nn

..... . ,



a ■V
I Ij.i 

.i f “”='''“""BOIty Orttonce, M, „ 

■ -“"o—

J,'®
.i^■f'-' ■' 

■4. ^ .
“ 'fc; ■• ■■. 3’nd^P.ay b' fine of Rs.’

0
,*'.

lil
li#

in his bankaccounts.- I were, to be forfeited and th-ePrte- -"xr:::—-——-
appellant Challenged his convlcbbn '

High Court through an appeal which

e Bonds recovered from his

m*.

If'i&rii

.. and sehtence before 

partly allowed; his. conviction was
recorded by the Trial Court■:

J was upheld

however,, upheld the

il
period of

lil'
l'4w
W-

The -High Court had.
remaining sentences .passed against ••the

appellant He, therefore,' filed
appeal before the a.j- august Supreme 

august Supreme Court of

It Court of Pakistan ,j

•1ft
and vide judgment of the aum

Pakistan dated 13.06.201%
appellant, was acquitted of the charge by

If* :•iriji wasissued PnclertheKhyberPakhtunkhwa 

Powers) 'ordinance.

V
Voik -IS Removal From.Service (Special

R«ii •
2000 and as the appellant had been convicted, 

to imprisonment

r
.and sentenced by. court of

and fine on the

>ai was passed by the

of Subsection'-(2) of Section-
Po hahbtunkhwa Removal From Service (Special
Powers) Ordinance 20nn ■ ■ ^^P®oa'

' “■“^"'"’^'^^^hismissedfromserviceweTfh'
' '^‘^°''"^°™-^onbythecourtofLaw..

lev, o,a..„(a,
3A- of the Khyber,

W-:.
c.> JHfcMii-* AnV.tm-

tfc ^
i-:i:

initiated'm>r . proceedings 

charge in view of the Clausefa)
wereonly on the basis of criminaliff!•IS

iwm^

tk
J

#

\
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^ - '■ of Subsectron:(2} of SecHon-3A of the: Khybe 

From. gen/ice .fSpepal--Powers) -Ordinance, 2000 which 

_ subsegu^^proyea and.resi^^ It has been held by the 

superior fora that all the acquittalsafo^ce^iniy honorable. T^ere can 

be no acquittal-which may be said to-.be'dishonorable, Involvement of

case was the only.ground on which he 

service and the said

r PakhtunkhwaTtemoval
3

was nof .

"t the appellant in the'criminal•'•'i

. had been' dismissed" from 

subsequently disappeared, 

emerge as fit and 

service.

ground- had 

bberefore, his acquittal, made him re-I

-•I
proper person entitied him -fo continue with his■:ii

l--y:

4
%:i 7. For what has been discussed above, , we consider, that the ' 

appealdn hand meritsW•i acceptance. It is, therefore, allowed as prayed ■
. for.

1 ,r 8. Before parting, we deem it necessary to
expound for removal 

Of diffl^ulbes in giving eflect to operative part of the judgment that 

due toi death of the

I
I 4■4

—■/

appellant during pendency of appeal, his-

j treatM-to hawilw danag ssMce. Panfa a,^

: costs. RIe be consigned to the record

,TI1 t

I I
i

i
own'1

room.

I ■ ANNOlJNrm . 
14.09.2021

I1
5
!
I!’

(
(Ahmad^
.•■-•v..-,Chairman / • i

1 tan Tareen)r'
" ’•V.,

■’ h -k cop,,

----2:^7^
Serv/cc TribiinaL

I
V

fjjy.;.. ■■|;.:i :•
I'l''

- ■

■

•a



X

Most Immediate/ Court matters
1 k \ f Government of

1 ir

ente
No.SO(E)/MDD/2-17/Retiremeiit/2023 
Dated Peshawar. 23.05.2023

To

The Secretaiy to.
Govt, of Kliyber Palditunkhwa. 
Establisluiient Department.

EXECUTION PEXmON NO.608/2Q22 IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.983/2Q04 
IITLEP MUHAMAMP AKBAR KHAN GANDAPUR V/S GOVERNMENT 
OF lO-lYBER PAICHTUNKttWA.

Subject:

Dear Sir.

I am directed to state that a summary to Chief Minister Khyber Palditunlchwa in 

the subject case regarding implementation of the judgment of the Hon’ble Service Tribunal in 

Sendee Appeal No. 983/2004 was moved on 02.05.2023 for approval, which on one hand is still 

awaited; while on the other hand, the Service Tribunal, vide order sheet dated 08.05.2023 

(copy enclosed), has given last opportunity for submitting the implementation report in the 

otherwise on failure, the salaries of all the respondents would be stopped. The next hearing date in 

the instant case is 09,06.2023.

case

In view of the above. I am. therefore, directed to requested that the Section 

conceined in Establishment Depaitment may be directed to process the case summary for its early 

approval by tlie Chief Minister, being competent autliority, so tliat implementation report could be 

presented before the court on the above hearing date, please.

Yours faithfully.

/7/ V ^

cer (Estt:)Section Cfffi
Ends: As Above.
Endst: No & Pate even: /

Copy Is forwai'ded to the:

1. Section Officer (O&M) for similar necessary action.
2. P.S to Principal Secretary to CIrief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunldrwa for information, please. 

J -S to Secretaiy. Minerals Development Department.
Assistant Director (Admin) Directorate General of Mines & Minerals w.rt your letter 
No.l0174/DGMM/Admin: EP No.608/2022 dated 15.05.2023. with the directions to 
pursue the case being court matter.

---
/:■

f' . 'u /./

Section^fficer (Estt;)
/
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Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

MineraBs Development Department

SUMMARY FOR CHIEF MINISTER KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

V;;

—

Subject: - EXECUTION PETITION NO.608/2022 IN SERVICE APPEAL 
NO.983/2004 TITLED MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN GANDAPUR V/S

,, ^ GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

On the charges of corruption and corrupt practices one Muhammad Akbar 

^. Khan (Late), Ex-Deputy Director Minerals (BS-18), Directorate General of Mines & Minerals^ 

was arrested by the National Accountability Bureau (NAB) on 24.07.2002 (Annex-I), and 

was trialed in the Accountability Court No.Ol Peshawar. The Trial Court Imposed him penalty 

of imprisonment for 02-years as well as a fine of Rs.2564266/^ vide judgment dated 

s 22.04.2004 (Annex-II).

N
CO

>4-^

2. It is added that in light of above penalties, a Departmental proceeding was 

also initiated against the above named late officer and a major penalty of Dismissal from 

Service was imposed upon him by the Competent Authority vide order dated 04.09.2004 

(Annex-Ill).

3. It may also be added that the above named late penalized officer had 

challenged the decision of Accountability Court No.Ol Peshawar as well as decision of 

Departmental proceeding in the different courts of law, details given in the below mention 

table:-

S.# NATURE OF DECISION TAKEN BY THE COURT pNAME OF THE COURT IN WHICH 
CONCERNED__________________________
i. Rigorous imprisonment 02-years
ii. Fine of Rs.256^266/-

( (by the Accountability Court No.Ol Peshawar 
reflected at Annex-II above^________________

Peshawar High Court Peshawar upheld the conviction.
and fine imposed by the Trial Court and sentence of 
imprisonment was reduced to the period of 
imprisonment already undergone (Annex-IV^_______
Supreme Court of Pakistan decided to extend the

I benefit of doubt to the appellant. The conviction and 
; sentenced of the appellant are set-aside and he is 
acquitted of the charge by extending the benefit of 
doubt to him fAnnex-V).____________________
Departmental proceeding I.e. major penalty of
Dismissal from Service by the Competent Authority
(reflected at Annex-Ill above)________________
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal through its 

I judgment dated 14.09.2021 decided that due to death 
of the appellant during pendency of appeal, his 
posthumous reinstatement into service will be ordered 
and he will be treated to have died during service 
(Annex-VIj•

DECISION CHALLENGED
1. Peshawar High Court, Peshawar

2. Supreme Court of Pakistan.

3.

4. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
In the year 2004.

5. CPLA against the decision of 
Tribunal has been filed/1 
Department which can 
(Annex-VII) /

^rvice 
ly the 

fe seen at
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Pursuance to the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal decision dated 

14.09.2021 and subsequent hearing upon Execution Petition held on 22.03,2023 

(Annex-VIII), last opportunity was given to the Department for implementation report, the 

case was taken up with the Law Department for advice/ opinion. The Law Department 
advised that the judgment of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal may be conditionally 

implemented i.e. subject to the final decision of the Supreme Court of Pakistan with further 

addition that Administrative Department may endeavor to obtain stay/suspension order of 
the impugned judgment from the august Supreme Court of Pakistan vide (Annex-IX & X 

respectively). So far obtaining stay/ suspension is concerned in the case, the requisite 

application through advocate-on-record has already been submitted In the Supreme Court of 

Pakistan, which already shown at Annex-VII.

In light of the above, the Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in Terms of 
Rule-4(l)(a) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Appointment, Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989, 

being the Competent Authority, is requested to accord approval to Implement the decision of 
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal conditionally i.e. subject to the final decision of 

the Supreme Court of Pakistan.

5.

Jicited, please.Approval of the Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa i6.

%

(Hameed Ullah Shah) 
Secretary Minerals Dev; Department

/I
Minister^for Minerals Development Department, 
Khvber/Pa'khtunkhwa

//

Chief Secretary, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Chief Minister
Khvber Pakhtunkhwa.

r D
l\ ^

CamScanner

M

/
/'•ir



( 7. Summary’ for Ciiicf Minister. Kiiybcr Pakhtunklnva moved by Minerals 
.H)L'\clopmcm Dcparlmenl regarding implementation of the Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Scrv'icc 

Tribiinnl Judgment dated 19-04-2021 has been examined.

Penally of imprisonment for 02 years as well as fine of Rs. 2564266/- 
imposed upon Muhammad Akbar Khan (late), Ex-Deputy Director Minerals (BS-IS) of 
Directorate General of Mines & Minerals on account of corruption by the Accountability Court 
No.l, Peshawar (Anncx-Il). Subsequently, departmental proceedings were initialed against the 
accused officer and a major penalty of “Dismissal from Service” was imposed upon him by the 
competent niitliority (Annex-Ill).

The accused officer challenged the decision of Accountability Court as well as 
departmental proceedings. The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal vide its judgment dated 
14-09-2021 decided that due to deatli of the appellant during pendency of appeal, his 
poslhmnoLis reinstatement into service is ordered and he will be treated to have died during 
service (Annex-VI). The Administrative Department filed CPLA against tlie said judgment 
(Anncx-Vll), however, the Tribunal upon hearing of the Execution Petition vide order sheet 
dated 22-03-2023 granted last opportunity to the Department to implement the judgment in letter 
& spirit and submit proper implementation report on the next date i.e 08-05-2023, failing which 
coercive measures will be taken (Anncx-VIII).

Consequently, the Administrative Department took up the case with Law 
Department for advice/opinioii wliich advised that the judgment of the Tribunal may be 
condilionall}^ implemented i.e subject to final decision of the Supreme Court of Pakistan with 
further addition that tlie Administrative Department may endeavor to obtain stay/suspension 
order of the impugned judgment from the august Supreme Court of Pakistan (Annex-X). 
Therefore, in order to implement decision of the Tribunal, the Administrative Department vide 
Para-5 ante has requested to accord approval for issuance of conditional notification in respect 
of the accused officer.

8. was

9.
J-

10.

11. In view of the opinion of Law Department at (Annex-X), proposal of the 
Administrative Department contained in Para-5 of the Summary may be submitted for 
appropriate orders of the Hon'ble Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

\ (Akhtar Saeed Turk)
Secretary Establishment 

/o May, 2023Chief Secretary. Khyber Paklitunkhwa
/

f( Soc^Os t

CHIEF SECRETARY 
Govt, of Khyber PeJthtun.khv/i
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r I Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Minerals Development Department

SUMMARY FOR CHIEF MINISTER KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

EXECUTION PEHTION NO.608/2022 IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.983/20Q4
TITLED MUHAMAMP AKBAR KHAN GANDAPUR V/S GOVERNMENT OF

Jubject: -

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

takeU >s- paK'aJ.evened

io 1

^r
/ w7S-\

V.'

Advocate Gsnar-' 
\<hybsr PakhtuiiKb v 

. Peshawar

cr/e^S
^ IS" ^h-

I

A^yRirai-itTKcrvdcafe 
Khyt -or Pakhtunkhwa'-'" 

Pestiawar

\;
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Law. Parliamentary Affairs &
Human Rights Department<2r-

SUBJECT: EXECUTION PETITION NO. (>08/2022 IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.
983/2004 TITLED MUHAMMAD AKBAR ICHAN GANDAPUR V/S
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

Reference ParaA2 of the Summary:

The instant case has been examined. The view of Advocate General, Khybcr 
Paklitunkhwa may be perused at Para-16 of the Summary. Law Department is 
of the view that it would be appropriate that the Administrative Department 
may approach the Law Officer in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal to file 
an objection petition in terms of section 47 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 
1908 (Annex; “XIU”) on the principle laid down by the Supreme Court of 
Pakistan in the judgments (Annex: “XI” and “XII”), wWch provides the right 
of appeal to a civil servant and there is no provision in the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 to provide any remedy to the 
successor-in-interest of the civil servant.

18.

/v
(SHAGfjPTANAWED)

SECRETARYLAW

CHIEF SEfCRETARY
/

i

CHIEF SECRETARY
GovLof Khybsr

Jz/zAv;''2-1.

'2' oC^i’ciOs cn ■ MJ73/ plj,.J
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OFFICE OF ADVOCATE GENERAL. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVVAi
PESHAWAR

5 / __ I2QZZdated Peshawar, the

Address: High Court Building, Peshawar. Exchange No. 9213833 
Tel. No. 091-9210119 No. 091-9210270

/AGNo

22, As per latest view of Supreme Court of Pakistan returned in a case titled as 
Azra B'bi Versus General Manager, Personnel (CPO), Pakistan Railways 
HP, Lahore reported in 2023 SCMR 46, the Hon’able Supreme Court has 

settled the law on the subject wherein, inter alia, it has been held that.

There is no scope or prospect for filing any appeal before the Service 
Tribunal under section 4 of the Service Tribunals Act, 1973 other than 
by the civil servant himself, and the law does not permit the legal help 
to knock on the doors of the Service Tribunal after the death of the said 

civil servant.

Any relief which is personal to the deceased civil seiwant cannot be 
granted after his death but the Service Tribunal after taking into 
consideration the facts and circumstances of each case separately and to 
alleviate the miseries of the bereaved family, may continue the pending 
appeal only to examine and decide whether any monetary relief such as 
lawful pending dues are payable or if any lawful claim lodged by the 
civil servant in his life time which is subject matter of appeal in which 
cause of action survives despite his death including pensionary benefits, 
gratuity or provident fund etc. if permissible and applicable under the 
law and rules to the deceased. However, the facts of the present case are 
quite distinguishable and the Tribunal could not entertain the appeal 
which was originally filed by the widow herself after the death of civil 
servant and it was not a case of impleading the legal heirs in any pending 
appeal to ensure the payment of full and final settlement of dues'! 

Petition for leave to appeal was dismissed and leave was refused^

-oitlHeA -Icy

^MIRJAVEy • 
Ad^cate-General, 

KhybVlPakhtunldiwa 

Peshawar.

Secretary Law

CamScaimer
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^ dgcment http://www.plsbeta.com/LawOnIjnc/Iaw/casedescnption asp?ca5ed.

t
„.023,;SCMR46 

Supreme Court of Pakistani

^ C9cnf. Sardar Tariq Masood, Amin-ud-DIn Khan and Muhammad Ali Mazhar, JJ 
aZRABIBI—Petitioner 
Versus

GENERAL MANAGER, PERSONNEL (CPO), PAKISTAN R/MLWAYS HQ, LAHORE and others—Rcspondents 
Civil Petition No, 2628 of 2019, decided on lOlh October, 2022.

(Against the judgment dated 27,05.2019 passed by Federal Service Tribunal, Islamabad j'n Appeal N'o. 2054fR)CS/20I8}

Civil Sen’ants Act (LXXl of 1973)—

-—S. 2{b)--Service Tribunals Act (LXX of 1973), Ss.^2fa) & 4--Appeal filed by legal heirs of deceased civil servant— 
Maintainability-Perusal of Civil Servants Act, 1973 and Service Tribunals Act, 1973 showed that there is no scope or prospect for 
filing any appeal before the Service Tribunal other than by the civil servant himself, and the law does not permit the legal heirs to 
knock on the doors of the Service Tribunal after the death of the said civil servant—Any relief which is personal to the deceased 
civil servant cannot be granted after his death but the Service Tribunal after taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of 
each case separately and to alleviate the miseries of the bereaved family, may continue the pending appeal only to examine and 
decide whether any monetary relief such as lawful pending dues are payable or if any lawful claim lodged by the civil servant in his 
life time which is subject mailer of appeal in which cause of action survives despite his death including pensionary benefits, gratuity 
or provident fund etc., if permissible and applicable under the law and rules to the deceased.

Record showed that the deceased civil servant died on 30,07.2017, and the first app/icatioa/representation was moved before 
the department by his widow/petitioner on 21.05.2018, which was obviously after the demise of her husband. Nothing vvas placed 
on record to show that the deceased, ever challenged his regularization with immediate effect, rather than from the date of his initial 
appointment. The claim of regularization, rightly or wrongly, from the date of initial appointment was a cause of action that could 
only be agitated by the deceased in his lifetime, but no such claim or legal proceedings were set into motion by him which showed 
that the deceased was satisfied and not interested in lodging any such claim and after his death.

There is no scope or prospect for filing any appeal before the Service Tribunal under section 4 of the Sem'ce Tribunals .Act. 
1973 other than bv the civil servant himself, and the law does not permit the legal heirs to knock on the doors of the Service 
Tribunal after the death of the said civil servant.

In the present case had the appeal been filed by the deceased and during its pendency he passed away, then subject to the 
Tribunal first deciding the question whether the cause of action did surv'ive despite death, the widow.pethioner could ha\e moved 
the application for impleadmenl In the Tribunal as if the Tribunal had not become functus officio.

Any relief which is personal to the deceased civil servant cannot be granted after his death but the Service Tribunal after 
taking into consideration the facts and circumstances of each case separately and to alleviate the miseries of the bereaved family, 
may continue the pending appeal only to examine and decide whether any monetary relief such as lawful pending dues are payable 
or if any lawful claim lodged by the civil servant in his life time which is subject matter of appeal in which cause of action survives 
despite his death including pensionary benefits, gratuity or provident fund etc. if permissible and applicable under the law and rules 
to the deceased. However, the facts of the present case are quite distinguishable and the Tribunal could not entertain the appeal 
which was originally filed by the widow herself after the death of civil servant and it was not a case of impleading the legal heirs in 
any pending appeal to ensure the payment of full and final sclllcment of dues. Petition for leave to appeal was dismissed and leave 
was refused.

i

Muhammad .Sharif Janjua, Advocatc-on-Rccord for Petitioner along with .Mrs. Azra Bjbi in person.
Nemo for the Respondents.
Dale of hearing: lOlh October, 2022.

JUDC.ME.NT ,

MUHAMMAD ALI MAZHAIl, J.—This Civil Petition for leave to appeal is brought to challenge the judgment passed by 
the learned Federal Service Tribunal. Islamabad ("Tribunal") on 27.05.2019 in Service .Appeal No.2054(RlCS 2018. wherebv the 
appeal filed by the petitioner was dismissed.

To pul it in a nutshell, the petitioner, being the w idow of Fateh Khan, approached the learned Tribunal by means of the 
aforesaid appeal with the grievance that her husband joined Pakistan Railways as Ganeman on 04.10.1990, and was regularized in 

14.01.2000 with immediate effect. She prayed to the dcparlnierti, as well as the learned Tribunal that the services of her 
deceased husband be regularized with retrospective effect from the date of his initial appointment I.e. on 04.10.1990. The record 
reflects that the husband of the petitioner died on 30.07.2017, and the first application-representation was moved before the 
department by the petitioner on 21.05.2018. which is obviously after the demise of her husband. Nothing was placed cn record to 
show that the deceased. Fateh Khan, ever challenged his regularization with immediate effect, rather than from the date of his initial

2.

service on

'2 6 Z 201?. 3 32 PM
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appoinlment.

All the more so, the claim of regularization, rightly or wrongly, from the date of Initial appointment was a cause of action 
lhal could only be agitated by the deceased husband in his lifetime, but no such claim or legal proceedings were set into motion by 

which shows that the deceased was satisfied and not interested in lodging any such claim and after his death, this cause of 
'l.clion does not survive to be agitated by his legal heirs. According to section 2(b) (Definitions clause) of (he Civil Servants Act, 
1973, a "civil servant" means a person who is a member of All-Pakistan Service or of a civil service of the Federation, or who holds 
a civil post in connection with the affairs of the Federation, including any such post connected with defence, but does include (i) a 
person who is on deputation to the Federation from any Province or other authority; (ii) a person who is employed on contract, 
work-charged basis or who is paid from contingencies; or (lii) a person who is "worker" or "workman" as defined in the Factories 
Act, 1934, or the Workman's Compensation Act, 1923. Whereas under section 2(a) of the Service Tribunals Act, 1973, a "civil 
servant” means a person who is, or has been, a civil servant within the meaning of the Civil Servants Act, 1973. The provision for 
filing an appeal to the Tribunal is provided under section 4 of the Service Tribunals Act, 1973 by means of which civil servants 
aacrieved fay any, final order, whether original or appellate, made by a departmental authority in respect of any of the terms and 
conditions of his service may, within thirty days of the communication of such order, file an appeal to the Tribunal. The above 
provisions unequivocally interpret and elucidate that there is no scope or prospect for filing any appeal before the Service Tribunal 
under section 4 other than by the civil servant himself, and the law does not permit the legal heirs to knock on the doors of the 
Ser\’ice Tribunal after the death of the said civil servant.

4. We are sanguine to the legal maxim "actio personalis moritur cum persona" which is a legal turn of phrase of Latin origin. In 
the well-read literary connotation it means that the personal right to an action dies with the person. There are certain categories of 
I'-al proceedings or lawsuits in which the right to sue is personal and does not survive to the legal representatives and, as a 
t .sequence thereof, the proceedings are abated. In case of survival of the cause of action, according to the genres of the lis, the 
legal representatives may be impleaded to continue the suit or other legal proceedings for which relevant provisions are mentioned 
under Order XXII, Rule I, C.P.C. that the death of a plaintiff or defendant shall not cause the suit to abate if the right to sue su^iyes 
and further modalities are mentioned in succeeding rules, howto implead the legal heirs in case of death of one of several plaintiffs 
or the sole plaintiff and in case of death of one of several defendants or of the sole defendant.

3.

i

or on

5. The petitioner in this case did not apply to the learned Tribunal for impleading legal heirs on the notion that cause of action 
survives despite death, rather the appeal was filed much after the death of her husband who did not opt to initiate any legal 
proceedings within his lifetime. Had the appeal been filed by the husband and during pendency he passed away, then subject to first 
deciding an elementary question by the Tribunal in the set of circumstances of the case whether the cause of action does sumye 
despite death, then unambiguously, the petitioner could have moved the application for impleadment in the Tribunal as if the 
Tribunal had not become functus officio. For instance, if the service appeal is filed against the dismissal of service or for 
compulsoA retirement, and death of petitioner occurred during the pendency of appeal, then obviously the main relief of 
reinsiaicmerii in seA-ice, which was persona! to the appellant cannot be granted after his death but the learned Service Tribunal after 
takins into consideration the facts and circumstances of each case separately and to alleviate the miseries of the bereaved family, 
mav continue the pending appeal only to c.xaminc and decide whether any monetary relief such as lawful pending dues are payable 
oriTanv lawful claim lodged by the civil servant in his life time which is subject mailer of appeal in which cause of action survives 
despite his death including pensionary benefits, gratuity or provident fund etc. if permissible and applicable under the law and rules 
to ihe deceased appellant. However, the facts of the present case are quite distinguishable wherein the Tribunal could not entertain 
the appeal which was originally filed by the widow herself after the death of civil servant and it was not a case of impleading the 
•legal heirs in anv pending appeal to ensure the payment of full and final settlement of dues.

The learned Tribunal has already considered all legal and factual aspects in the impugned judgment and to some extent also 
isidered ihe rcprcseniation of the petitioner being time barred, obviously for the reason that act of regularization was done in the 

>ear 2000 but no departmental appeal was filed within the specified period of limitation, and even the departmental appeal was filed 
by the widow and not by her husband during his lifetime.

7. .As a result of the above discussion, the civil petition is dismissed and leave to appeal is refused.

Petition dismissed.M\VA'A-47..SC
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oOVKKNIMElviT OF KhVBER PAKIITUNKHWA
Law. Pahlumentary Affairs &

Human Rights Department 
0

No. Alo(OP-I)/LD/J5-2/2023/ICC /» -
Dated: Pesh; THE 27™ march, 2023

® ' 'jl
.■>

\\>
‘"il '.^"- L'.J , %•• The Secretary,

Government of KJiyber Palditimichwa 
Minerals Development Department.

Section Officer I'Estr; f •

> .
f- J
<*•

Atientiiin:

Siibjecc;- EXECirriON PETITION NO,^nfinn-i->
titled MUIiAMMAD AKTiATi toaiv /:!aa 

GOVERNMENT OF lOH^BER PAT<HTUNTfTTVV^

Dcaj- Sir.

I am directed to refer to 
Reiirenient/2U:j/29ii5-8S, dated 07-03-2023,

K-bi'tier l'akinunkii\va Service Tribunai \ade its judgment dated 14-09-2021 i 

No,y83/2004. held that due to death of the 

pobthiiraous reiusiaiement into

your Department’s letter No.SO(E)MDD/2-]7/

the subject noted above and to state that tlieon

m Service Appeal 
appellant during pendency of appeal, his

service will be ordered and he will be treated to have died 
dLirtng sendee. CPLA of the Govermnem against the ibid judgment is pending in tire Supreme 

Cuuii of Hakistati uud the Service Tribunal vide order sheet dated 21-02-2023 has granted last 

uiipoiiuniiy to submit iinpienienuition report.

Law Depanment is of the view' that in terms of Order XX Rule-1 of Suprcrae7 
ibid judgment of Khyber Paldicunldiwa Service Tribunal,

y

G'Liii Rules . iu80. the
may be

i.miiundJ, implemented i.e. subject to the final decision of the Supreme Court ofPaldstan.

Moreover, it is advisable that Administrative Department may endeavor to
fc...in siay/suspension order of the impugned judgment trom the august Supreme Court of 
ukisliin.

.li r

SC4)
.1

Yours Faithful!}',

1 . I'v''. i •• i • ' >

Assistant Law Officer (Opinion-I)
l5/H S' \
Lri of even No. Jili d:jn‘.

Copy is fonvarded for information lo ihe:-
PS to Secretaiy, Law Department. 

2. Master File.
1.

y-

-• i
Assistant Law Officer (Opinion-!)

■^v'l

. 3,.

0
h. H-f
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n

57.2023 ■ Learned counsel for the petitioner.present Mr. Asad'Ali 

.;Klian, Assistant Advocate General' alohgwilh'Mr. Sajid Anwar,' 

Assistantidr die'respondents present •

r

Representative of the respondents; and. learned Assistant 

Advocate General' stated at the bar that depaitment has 

submitted summaiy fpr approval of the Chief Minister. Tlic said

summary has .reached the table of Chief Minister Kliybcr 

Pakhtunlchwa. . Respondents are directed to submit

implementation report on the next date positively. Adjoumed. . 

Po come up .for implenientation report on 2']/08.2023 before '■ 

S.B. P.P given to the parties.

•r.\\
•

«■.. 

a..a;
I (Muhanimad Akbar Khan) 

Member (B)
"Kimimtuf/hih*

Learned counsel for the petitioner preseni. Mr. Sajid 

Anwar, Assistant alongwith Mr'. Asad .A.Ii KJian, Assistant 

Advocate Gcncra.l for the respondents present and sought -

- .21.08.2023

•

■ adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for implcmcntalion 

report.before the'S.B bn 28.09.2023. Paixha Pcsbi given lo '

the pajlics.

■' (Salah-(Jd-Din) 
Mcmher'i J}

'■ 4v ■ ■y
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THE GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PAKISTAN

death certificate
CRMS No: 0121003-12-0078 
NATURE OF DEATH : NORMAL FORM No: P01739755

.......

1730141877963^

>'.28/MC ^■'' ,

; yi- I
' i

Ji a^xf /T^i a/'

...................... iS^-

i
f: vr^ ;i

I

... -j
> ('P'i i ^j/\9/.^ .

;■

10-9-2012 ;10-9-2012 !
mo-1956 !

I i ;1730141877963j 1730116160308i.. _____

applicant NAME: iMUHAMMAD AKBAR. KHAN GANDAPUR
APPLICANT CNIC: 1730141877963

relation with DECEASED: V^/lf8
ADDRESS: HOUSE #; 28/MC, . UGAHARI GATE. 

.y-T^TP.'.KHAN, TEHSIL; D.I.KHAN 

DECEASED NAME/i

DISTRICT: D. I. KHAN
T

: HUSBAND NAME/ i DATE OF 

BIRTH
: SEX RELIGION PLACE/DATE 

OF DEATH
; DATE OF : REASON j SICKNESS! 
! BURIAL

CNIC CNIC;
j OF DEATH;' PERIOD ;•j'MAIMOONA

AKHTAR
i

: MUHAMMAD 
i AKBAR KHAN 
i GANDAPUR

FE- i'lSUM 
MALE; DI KHAN natural

!
! 17301418779631 ; 10-9-2012 : 10-9-2012 ;

y | blood RELATION I
name : SAiF UR REHMAN

I PERSON CAUSING DISPOSAL OF BODY/ ,

CNIC; 1210154067765 
graveyard name

tfaSSRlR ■ ____
entry DATE: 18-10-2012

1210154067765 
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ISSUE DATE; 22-10-2012 
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Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhuwa
I

w Ij j

Death Registration Certificate

imiiiiii
Tracki .jD210000411 
CRMS No:'iy?60102-20-10102 Form No: W10740746

2U^(jld:iy'/cC'yOLD/M REG «:
^1/ _____Deceased Person's Details

i Name; MUHAMMAD AKOAR KHAN GANDAPUR
■ r-Nailonalicy: Pakistani

Lk?ri
CNICNo: 17301-4187796-3

17301-4187796-3 :

26-Novcmbor-20l9 . i 
27-Novcmbef-2019

Date of Birth: 08-November-1945 
Male

08-November-194S

Parental Information

Gender: Religion : ISLAM ('iL-'l
Sickness Period: I

Date of Death: 26-Novembor*2019 
Date of Curi.il/L<ist rite; 27-Novcmbcr-2019

I

Place of Death; DI KHAN 
Natural.

f

^ Diiricd/Last rite at: MAKHNA FAQIR TANK ADDA

I1 t Reason of Death: Nature of Death: Norm.
: wb'josi^ ■ cf*

'Jl

Ir.

t
I Father's Name:I'

CNICNo: 
Moiliei's Name:

SHAH JEHAN KHAN GANDAPUR

: c':i',A}h •

I
\ 1

DORAN JEHAN DEGUM

CNIC No:

iLM : r'
■ -__________________________________________________ ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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Tchsil: 0.1.KHAN

District .- D.l. KHAN
.U> •

Name:

■ CNIC No :
MUHAMMADASGHAR KHAN GANDAPUR' ‘ 
12101-0964141-5 

Relation with Deceased; BROTHER •
12101-0964141-5 ■ 

 (jt/ :

I

I

• I Information of Buriatfl.ast rite by
Name: MUHAMMADASGHAR KHAN GANDAPUR

12101-0964141-5
•'fCNIC No: 12101-0964141-5 

Rolalion with Deceased: BROTHER

' I
■

- iM,Entry Date:( ■ 27-Januarv-2020
27-Jan_uarv-2020

Issue Date: 2?-January-2020
27-JanuarY-2020 ‘

A- ;

: wL>'Jlii

Entry Status; NormalI

Additional Information:
;

■^^crela
Meighborhppd Coiincil 

De^i&MinMnoa'i
Is!

"his Certificale can be verified at https.7/crms,nadra.gov,pk/verlfy
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