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ImpicMnentation Petition No. " 182 /2024
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Orcier or oilier proceedings with signature of judge

') 3

; 23.02.2024 The impiementation petition of Mr. Javed Iqbal 

resubmitted today by Akhunzada Asad iqbai Advocate', 

it is fixed for impiementation report before Single 

Betich at Peshawar on

;
3

. Original file be

i requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date.

By the oridej:-&f-Gh.airman
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1 ri-e C;;vecution petition in appeal no. 152/2022 received today i.e, on 

2.02.202‘'i i;: relumed to the counsel for the petitioner with the following

i' A copy or application moved by the petitioner to competent authority 

for the implerneniation of judgment is not attached with the petition. 

If the apphcalldn has already been preferred' and reasonable period of 

BO days has been expired be placed,on file. If not, the'same process be 

contpjeiad and then after approach to. this' Tribunal for the 

inVpiernentatiGn of'Judg'rnent. ■

2~ Petition is not on proper format.
Spare copies for respondents are not submitted with the appeal.

/s.r,No.

Dt. 'Z.'3 /'2- /?.024 P >
REGISTRAR

■ KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR

A
\

Akhuruada Mad laba! Adv. 
yj gll_ku u r ]■__ Jiyei_h a w ar.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
%

Case Title:
-•*

CONTENT^S# YES NO
This Appeal has been presented by: I  ' • •
Whether Couns^Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed
the requisite documents? .

1.

2

3 • Whether appeal is within time?_______ ■ - ._________ •
Whether . the enactment under wiich the appeal is ' filed 
mentioned?
Wbetifer the Enactment under'which the appeal is filed is correct?
Whether affidavit is appended? __________________
Whether "affidavit is duly attested by: competent Oath 
Commissioner?’ • . .

4 3 . < ‘’Tz5
76

‘H ' H. f
j7

ZWhether appeal/annexures.are properiv' paged?________ •
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the: 
subject, furnished?

8
Z9'

3!\710 Whether annexures are legible?
Whether annexures are attested?n
Whether copies of annexures are readcbie/clear? ,
Whether, copy of appeal is. delivered to A<o/DAG? •
Whether Power of Attorney of the Coi nsel engaged is attested 
and signed by petitioner/appellant/res[i indents?
Whether numbers of referred cases givtr:n are, correct?

z12- z13

1/' 14'v

15. • » ;
Whether appeal contains cutting/overvyriting?16

ZWhether list of books has been provid~d atthe'end.of the'appeai? 
Whether case relate to this court?

17
18, y

ZWhether requisite number of spa re copies attached?19
A Whether complete spare, copy is filed in separate file cover? .20

Whether addresses of parties given are complete? 
Whether index filed? ..

f-21
ij'22 ■■

23'JWhether index is-correct?
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On . :
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 
1974 Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures. has 
been sent to respondents? On________ ' . ■ ______ •
Whether copies of comrhents/reply/rejpinder. submitted? pri' .

24
!

'"'i
25

r

26 i-

Whether copies of comments/reply/rej'-^inder proyided to 
opposite party? On_____ • ______ ' '

It is certified thatformallties/documentatior as required In the above.table have.been 
fulfilled

27
•I

' Name:
.i .

Signature: . 
Dated:

16-U-
; •

i;



BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR ^ ,

Service Appeal No: 152/2022 

Date of judgment: 08/12/ 2023

Registrar PHC etcVERSUSJaved Iqbal

INDEX
PagesAnnexDescription of Documents

Grounds of Execution Petition & 

affidavit
Copy of the judgment dated 

08/12/2023
Copy of correspondence letters

S.No
1-4•k1.

5-13A .2.

14-15B3.

cr^^ioner

Through

Akunzada Asad Iqbal
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar
Cell# 0345-9499710

Date: 16/02/2024 .



BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL. KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR Kbylicr Pakhtnkhws 

Soi vicc Tribunal

[21_HService Appeal No: 152/2022 

Date of judgment: 08/12/2023
liaary No.

Dated

Registrar PHC etcVERSUSJaved Iqbal

PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE JUDGMENT DATED
08/12/2023 PASSED BY THIS
HON»BLE TRIBUNAL. IN LETTER

AND SPIRIT.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the petitioner had presented the service1.
appeal in this Honhle Tribunal and this Hon hie 

Tribunal vide judgment dated 08/12/2023 had
datedof judgmentaccepted. (Copy

08/12/2023 is attached as Annexure-A)

2. That the petitioner provided the copy of the 

judgment dated 08/12/2023 to the respondents 

as well as through proper channel by this 

Honhle Tribunal for implementation but they 

delaying the matter on one pretext to another 

and depriving the petitioner from the fruits of 

the judgment dated 08/12/2023. (Copy of



r
BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAlkHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1152/2022 

Date of Judgment 08.12.2023

Javed Iqbal, Ex.Reader (Now Junior Clerk) at District Courts, 
Swabi at Chota Labor. .... Appellant

Versus

1. Worthy Registrar Peshawar High Court Peshawar.
2. District & Sessions Judge, Swabi.

Respondents

Petition for implementation of the judgment dated 

08.12.2023 passed by this Hon'ble Court in letter and 

spirit. !

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the petitioner had presented the service appeal in 

this Hon'ble Tribunal and this Hon'ble Tribunal vide 

judgment dated 08.12.2023 had accepted. (Copy of 

judgment dated 08.12.2023 

annexure "A").
is attached as

2. That the petitioner provided the copy of the judgment 

dated 08.12.2623 to the respondents as well as through 

proper channel by this Hon'ble Tribunal for 

implementation but they delaying the matter 

pretext or another and depriving the petitioner from the 
fruits of the judgment dated 08.12:2023. (Copy of

on one



'V/'J

attached ascorrespondence letters are 

Annexure-B)

3. That the petitioner having no other alternate 

remedy for impalement of judgment dated 

08/12/2023 in letter and spirit except to knock 

the door of this Honhle Tribunal.

4. That the petitioner tired to make them see light 

of reason and implement the judgment passed 

by this Honhle Tribunal in letter in spirit but 

same proved as cry in the wildness, the said
A

conduct of respondent falls within the mischief 

of law of COC and disobedience of Court orders, 

duly explained by the August Superior Court of 

Pakistan.

5. That any other grounds will be raised at time of 

arguments with prior permission of this Hon hie 

Court.

It is, therefore most humbly 

requested that on acceptance of this 

execution petition the respondents may 

kindly be directed to implement the 

judgment dated 08/12/2023



.*■ V

A•V#s'

other relief which this Hon’bleAny
Tribunal deems appropriate may also be

awarded to the petitioner.

'etitioner
W!

Through

Akunzada Asad Iqbal
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar
Date: 16/02/2024



BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL. KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: 152/2022 

Date of judgment: 08/12/2023

Registrar PHC etcVERSUSJaved Iqbal

AFFIDAVIT
I, Javed Iqbal, Ex-Reader (Now Junior Clerk) at

District Courts, Swabi, do herby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of accompanying
true andImplementation/Execution Petition are

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and
nothing has been concealed from this Honorable 

Tribunal, intentionally.

r DEPONENTIdentified b

Akunzada Asad Iqbal
Advocate, High Court, 

Peshawar
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Service Appeal No.

jAVED IQBAL, Ex-Reader (Now Junior Clerk) at. 

restrict Court, Swabi at Labor.,..,
VERSUS

I Appellant \

/y.

Peshawar^ Higji Court,' 1. Worthy Registrar 

Peshawar . .
' 2. Distiict & Sessions Judge, Swabi

:^;v
Respondents*,;•

;

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KP

SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 .
AaATWST THE IMPUGNED ORDER

08/10/2021

DECLARED NULL AND VOID. VOIP- 

CflRTIM-NON-JUDICE

;

BEDATED 1I

siiyAB-INITIO,
MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE
AMD TITO PETITIONER MAY BE 

RESTORED/REINSTATE ON ITS

ORIGINAL POST, WITH ALL ^ACK
f

BENEFITS.\
i

■■■--

\^Vftyer in Appeal
On acceptance of this service appeal, the 

impugned order. 08/10/2021 be declared null 

c:jid void, void-ab-initio, corum-non-judice may

(K

ji' ?'

(

ATT! D<
> • V-

S*frvlci* 'l l ibunal ^ 
Pesbawar-J:,

t 1Iw (



152/2022 :
ORDER
l3ec\A^3 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

/V

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.
•x

2. Vide our consolidated judgment of today placed on file of connected 

Service Appeal No. 151/2022 filed by the appellant, we are constrained to

allow the appeal and set aside the impugned order dated 08.10.2021

thereby reinstating the appellant into service with consequential benefits.

Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our hands 

and the seal of tlia Tribunal on this 8'^' day oj December, 2023.

3.

(Kaiim Arsl^^l^an) 

Chairman
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J)*Miiiiizc‘ii Shall*

r
[i nKhy.:.,

>

Date of 

Number of 

Copying Fee
Urgent____
Total ______
Name of /...... .
Date of CoinplecKCa- c 
Date of Deli ver/

f ,/* i;
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VBFW PAKHTUNKBWA SERVirff TRIBUNAT., PESHAWAii^^w ■KH

kal™ arshad khanBEFORE:
SALAH-UD-DIN' -

Service Appeal No.l51/2022

Date of presentation of Appeal........
Date of Hearing........................... ; ■•
Date of Decision............................. ■

Javcd Iqbal, Ex-Reader (Now Junior Clerk) at District Court, Swabi at, 
{Appellant)

f

....... 02.02.2022
.........08.12.2023
......... 08.12.2023

it
f

>
£Lahor

t. Versus

Worthy Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. 
2. District & Sessions Judge, Swabi.............................
1; {Respondents)

Present:.
A!<hund2ad^ Asad Iqbal, Advocate....................
Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General

For the appellant 
.For the respondents

-1^

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SvtcE TMBUNAL act, 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 

08 07 2021 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MaJor PE^TY or REDOCTION TO THE POST JUNIOR

CLERK.

Service Appeal No,151/2022
i

Date of presentation of Appeal........
Date of Hearing............................
Date of Decision.........................

Javed Iqbal, Ex-Reader (Now Junior Clerk) at District Court, Swabi AfTTEij^D: 

' ' ...........\.{Appellant) il V

•/

......02.02.2022
........ 08.12.2023
..... 208.12.2023 .i:

*; •
Labor

K.hy'Ub i’ll

***34iltu«yMur
Versus

/i

1. Worthy Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
2. District&Scssions Judge, Swabi............................

Present:
Aidiundzada Asad Iqbal, Advocate............ .........
Ml-. .Asad Ali KJian, Assistant Advocate General.....

{Respondents)

For the appellant 
.For the respondents

V—i
7;

77.s
i

ii:
i



Servia- ApfKul N(j.I5I.‘2027 tilled ".h'td /•/IkiI versux U'nnliy Itc.iibirar f'eshanar !iii;h Coiiii (inoihar ' .lud 
Se/nce ApiKu! h'o. 152/2022 tilled "Juvrd Iqbal versus l/nrihy kegisirar Peslupvar High Court <*< anothur'. di’Cuh'd 

OS. 12.2025 by Division Heiicli co/nprisitig ojMr. Kalim Ar.diaJ Kliivt, Cbainiian, and Air. Sainh-Ud-Dm, hie.inlK-r 
.luilidal, Khybor Pakhuiiikhwa S&yic? Tribunal. Pesliou'ar.

•v^

. 'V.«
on

1‘s

I. XUd,
iI

M APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST 
ORDER DATED 08.10.2021 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT 
WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE.

ipim :

I CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENTI

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Through this single judgment, .thisg
f
>il

appeal and the connected appeal No.l52 of 2022 are being decided because 

both are between the same pailies and almost with the same issue, therefore, 

can be conveniently decided together.

2. Appeal No.l51/2022:

According to the memorandum and grounds of appeal, the appellant was 

serving as Senior Clerk (BPS-14) in the District Judiciary, Swabi. In the 

meanwhile, a show cause notice was issued to him. Consequently, vide order 

dated 08.07.2021, he was awarded major penalty of reduction from the post .of 

Senior Clerk/Reader to the Junior Clerk (BPS-ll). Feeling aggrieved, he filed 

depaitmental appeal which was not responded, hence, the instant service appeal.

i

1

3. Appeal No. 152/2022:

According to the memorandum and grounds of appeal, the appellant 

initially penalized as “Reduction to Lower Scale” and later on, in consequence 

to the allegations of being absent from duty w.e.f 18.05.2021, vide order dated

removed from service w.e.f the date of absence i.e.

was

08-10.2021, he was 

18.05.2021. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed.departmental appeal which

remained un-responded. Hence, the connected service appeal.

On receipt of the appeals and their admission to. full hearing, the 

:gspondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and contested the

4.



Senucf .■ijiiH'ol Ni.‘.iM/2Ci22 lilkul "Jcwd J.ihfii versiK H'c^rf/n' Rtiusirar Reshawur Lour! c? (oioihcr" und 
Sa vuv /Ipptcl No.!52;7(ii2 ihL-d "Jin cd Iqho! vrnus Wonky Rcfinirar Pesimmr. Htif.U Coun A or.olher dccuhtl 

08.!2.2fu3 by Division i.hincli cumprtsin^ of Mr. Kcilini Arshoil Cluiiniiau. toul Mr. Sijluh-(ld~Di‘:. McniLK'r 
.iuciickd. Khylh’i- PaUuuokhwa Scrvici- Tribunal. Pesfurn'or.i on

a
V appeals by filing written replies raising therein numerous legal and factuali t

ih objections. The defense setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellant.I
k.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and leamed Assistant5.

Advocate General for the respondents.
I. The learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the facts and grounds 

detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal .while the leamed Assistant 

Advocate General controverted the same by supporting the impugned.order(s).

6.

;

It appears that for the same charge of absence from duty from7.

18.05.2021 the appellant was first penalized and awarded punishment of
j

reduction to the post of Junior Clerk (BPS-11) under rule 4(b)(i) of the K.hyber

Pakhtunkhwa .Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011

vide order dated 08,07.2021 and further proceedings were directed to be 

continued under rule 9 of the above rules posting the matter for 10.07.202], 

These proceedings were conducted in a file named Admin File No.50. What

happened on 10.07.2021 or thereafter is not known. Another Admin File No.65
I

was then opened on the note put up by the Superintendent on 12.07.2021. On

13.07.2021, the District & Sessions Judge, Swabi adjourned the matter to

17.07.2021 for perusal and consideration. On 17.07.2021, the District &

■i Sessions Judge, Swabi passed the following order:

Instant proceedings, initiated in follow up of order dated 

08.07.2021in Court File No.SO/Admn of 2021, propose disciplinary 

action against the accused official Javed Iqbal-under Rule.9 of the 

Khyber Paktunk/iwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) 

Rules, 201 r(the Rules).

2. The accused official, as per report received from learned AD&SJ- 

j Labor vide No.814 dated 03.07.2021; is absent from duty since

‘7.

<

i
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r :\-rvitv. Appl’uI I\u.1!>I liiK-A ".kntd l.ihi! wrsiis U'miliy Pc.ihinnir ///I’/j Coiwi -i inicilicr''
.Vi'rwci' ■•ft-peal f/f/t.V "jiiwn' lqh<tl H'nriliy Kcgisurir /'cxliuwar h'iyh Court anoth^'r ". rlci klai
on 0P.I2.2\/2S hy Divtsini; l.f-yirk ■■i‘o:’>ri!iin’Jo/iW. Kiiliiii Arsh-.iil Klio/i, Chiiinniin. aitd Mr. Mi'iiihi'r
Ju</iiwi. K’\ylK‘r J\-:hliiiiiii;huoi!::i v/ce I'riheiiial. !\-.\iiawar. .

i:

■

■

J8.05.2021 .without leave, Notice in terms of Rule 9 has been signed 

and issued against the accused official for joining duty within 15 days, 

at his home address through registered post AD. Copy of the notice is 

placed on file.

3. Come up for further proceedings on 06:08.202} (09:00 hrs)." .

The order sheets of 06.08.2021 and onwards have not been placed on file

! ,

:
I

;'r

[•

8.

by either side nor the original record was produced. However, vide order dated 

08.10.2021, the appellant was removed from service and direction was also 

issued to reimburse the pecuniar^j^ loss caused by him on account of receiving 

salary/fmancial benefits received since 18.05.2021. But when once the 

appellant was penalized for his alleged absence from 18.05.2021 vide order

r

i
I'

dated 08.07.2021 and he was demoted to the post of Junior Clerk, there was no

justification for vexing him for the second time on the sante allegation of his

absence from 18.05.2021, by removing him from service vide subsequent order

dated 08.10.2021. The subsequent order of the District & Sessions Judge,
.i

Swabi is completely silent regarding any absence of the appellant after!

08.07.2021 at the time of awarding him major punishment of reduction to die

post of Junior Clerk rather the subsequent removal order also speaks about the 

absence of the appellant from 18.05.2021 i.e. the date, which was admittedly

the date of absence initially and for which absence the appellant was proceeded 

under itjles 5(l)(b)(ii) and 7 of the above Rules and consequently penalized 

under, rule 4(b)(i) of the rules and awarded punishment of reduction to the post 

of Junior Clerk. There is no denying the fact that again proceedings under, rule 

9 of the rules for the same absence period/dale of absence (18.05.2021) were 

conducted, which amounts to double jeopardy/vexing twice or penalizing twice 

p'^J^^by no cannons of law, justice and equity second punishment on the same j

V

a.

I /



1S.r",<v I'm-a! lilhu-J ■■.knr:.l!abJ vvr..-,M- H'-'rlhy /'V.v,CorrI <<■

,•.» ric? hy -nivision IkMch ccmpnwvi o/'.-l-V, AV///»; .-!r.v/i.;t/ A^w/. -. ha^vuUK Mr .'sini,n-0<W-,. Mu>..h.
Jidicioi. rlni'cr l\-il.lilimkh\iri .Scrviri: Tninuioi. IVfhriw wr.

m
sss

t)
I;emission was justified nor warranted. Yes, in case, after the iirst punishment 

08.07.2021 for absence from duty on or from 18.05.202], the 

appellant again willfully absented after 08.07.2021 for fifteen days, he could 

have been proceeded afresh for any absence after 08.07.2021 but that does

the order dated 08.10.2021 is also for the same

i"rawarded on

i-

not
■i

seem the case here as t.!;
>-period/date (18.05.2021) and there is nothing said that after 08.07.2021, the

accordingly proceeded against under

provisions of rule 9 of the rules. We thus reiterate that a civil servant could

commission.. Reliance is 

as 2022

appellant again remained absent and was (
'i

the

not be penalized twice for the same

placed on the judgment of the Supreme Court of Pakistan repoited 

SGMR 1387 titled "Sohai! Ahmad versus Government of Pakistan through

omissiom or

Secretary of Interior Ministry; Islamabad and others", wherein the Supieme 

Court has held as under:

Whereas under Article 13 of the Constitution of Pakistan, it 

is clearly provided that no person shall be prosecuted or punished fo 

the same offence more than once or shall when accused of an offence,

r

•I
]

be compelled to be a witness against himself In the case in hand, it is
vexed twice for the same allegedapparent that the appellant was 

offence of making false complaint against his colleagues who were

found innocent after inquiry. The punishment of transfer as well as 

declaring him junior while upsetting the seniority through anolhei 

office order issued in continuation are for the one and the same cause 

is also hit by the doctrine of double jeopardy which provides a legal 

defence to shield a person from being tried again for the 

indictments after an acquittal or conviction. The word double 

jeopardy* originates from the rule 'Nemo his punltur pro eodem - 

delicto,' which means "no one should be punished t\^ice for the same 

’^T^^ffence" and another common-law rule 'Nemo debet bis vexari,' which

same

/• LO. A
GJ
OO-rn

O-;

AT



M-j'v'/ft' J/i/jetil SI/2022 imVc! ".I{irc:l /•■/hai 
.Venvcf nf.'fKiil ,V,v, 152/2ft22 liiL\i inhai vcrmix ll'ivrhy Ref^iMror Fexliov.-c^r Hiyli Conn A onollmr', dcddcil 

■ l•■>l /!•''*,!2.2‘)2.\ hv Ihvixion Ik'iiHi ‘ iiiiipruiinv; ;)?'■>//•. ICctiin; .‘Irsli.n.l Kh-ni, Chi.-iniiiin. mu! M/'. Sol/i.'i-IJd-Oiii. .i/i.vu/ic'' 
JuJkiii! Kuj'l.\-r

tV'icihy I’vxhawur Hiyh Courl it niiailier " inu'versus

means "a man must not be put in peril twice for the same offence.” It - 

is also based on rule of conclusiveness and finality based upon the 

maxim of Roman Jurisprudence 'Interest reipuhlicae ut sit finis litium ' . 

(it concerns the state that there bean end to law suits).”

We are, therefore, constrained to allow the connected appeal No. 152

5
4

9.
'

of 2022 and set aside the impugned order dated 08.10.2021 thereby

reinstating the appellant into service with consequential benefits.
i.

Coming to this appeal (No. 151/2022), the appellant was issued show10.

cause notice on 02.06.2021 by the District & Sessions Judge, Swabi that he

was found absent from duty without any information or prior permission vide

report No.724 dated 06.05.2021, No.735 dated 18.05.2021, 740 dated

20.05.2021 and 742 dated 24.05.2021 of AD&SJ-II, Labor. The appellant

submitted reply and explained that his real brother met with an aeddentjn 

which his children were also injured and the appellant rushed to the hospital 

to look them after and thus he remained busy with them and that was why he 

was unable to perform duties. The appellant admitted his absence and did not 

utter a single word about his applying for any leave or seeking permission. 

Not explaining the absence of different dates by the appellant cannot be 

ignored rather a civil servant is under obligation to obtain leave in case he is 

in need of that. The action taken vide,the impugned order dated 08.07.202] 

„is, therefore, quite justified. However, the punishment awarded to the 

appellant is shown to have been given under rule 4(b)(i) of the rules. Rule

• -

;

4(b)(i) is reproduced below:

"(b) Major penalties: 1 [(i) reduction to a lower post or pay 

scale or to a lower stage in a time scale for a maximum, 

period of five years: Provided that on a restoration to

! A' TO
(U
oo

O-
FX>«lINK» 

Khyl.cr J*Mklitukhw» 
JVittuaal 

. i^eshuwitr



JuJidol Kliyl^'r l\ikhltiiikh>w Sci’vit’J Tribiiiu/I. J-'i-sluiwai. r^. ■■!'
4

(3original pay scale or post, the penalized Government servant 

will be placed below his erstwhile juniors promoted to higher
posts during subsistence of the period,of penalty,]

the punishment awarded to the appellant under the above rule

k/m
1

I When we see
rs- that does not seem.to be in accordairce therewith because while awarding 

punishment under this provision the authority has to specify the period for

period has been specified in the impugned oidei

I
such punishment whereas 

dated 08.07.2021. Thus while maintaining punishment of reduction of the

no

hold that the same shall beappellant to the post of Junior Clerk (BPS-l l) 

for two years.

While deciding both the appeals

events. Copy of this judgment be placed, in connected appeal No.l 52/2022.

, we

direct that costs shall follow thewe11.

; Consign.

12. Pronounced in open 

and the seal of the Tribunal on this 8‘^ day of December, 2023.

Court at Peshawar and given under our hands

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman

tied to

- EXAttS

;
SALAH-UD-DIN
Member (Judicial)

IDate of Presentation of Apptotion
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The District Judiciary, Swahi
3H KJPhone # 0938-280372 

Fax # 0938-280117
V.

■;

dsisvvabi@vahoo,com
dsiswabil@gmai!.con>■'i -• •

Dated ^ ! .2024No/lS^-ii/F-lSS/D&SJ

The Registrar,
Peshawar High Court 
Peshawar
Service Appeais No. 151 & 152/2Q22Subject:

Javed Iqbal vs Registrar, PHC Sc another.

Dear Sir,
With reference to the august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar letter ' 

y No. 12343/Admn dated 13.08.2022 followed by letter bearing No. 5727-30 

dated: 11-12-203 of the Assistant Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Service Tribunal, Peshawar regarding the subject above. Service Appeals of the 

official named above has been decided by KP, Service Tribunal, Peshawar on 

08-12-2023. The learned AAG, KP Service Tribunal, Peshawar vide his letter 

referred above has asked for obtaining attested copies of the Judgment and 

other relevant record. Hence, the same are enclosed herewith for further orders.

Superintendent of this office is directed to visit the office of the 

concerned. branch of august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar for further 

guidance in the matter & for handing over the relevant record.

Muhammad Rauf Khan
District & Session Judge, 

Swabi£^^l
Endst: No.& date even.

Copy forM>arded to Mr. Asad AH Khan, Assistant Advocate General, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal, Peshawar w/r to letter referred above for 
information, please.

District & Sessions Judge 
Swabip-^

I



Ip All communications shoiiUI be 
addressed to the Registrar Peshawar 
High Court, Peshawar and not to any 
ofTicinlby name.

The
PESHAWAR HIGH C 

Peshawar
T

Exch: 9210149-58 
Off: 9210135
Fax: 9210170

>■

www.peshawarhighcouitgov.pk
info@peshawarhighcourt.gov.pk

phcpsh@gmail.com

NoS.Z.Zr. /Admn Dated :).C5../.Ci2t./2024

To
The District & Sessions Judge,

Swabi.

Subject: Service Appeal No. isi &

Mr. Javed Iqbal...vs... Registrar, PHC & Others
Dear Sir,

With reference to your letter no.
13.01.2024, on the subject and to advise 

Department to see

164-65/F-185/D&SJ, dated
you to seek opinion of the Law

the necessity of filing appeal before the august Supreme Court
of Pakistan, please.

Sincerely yours

(HldHaFOTiirKfe^
^£^PPITI^AL REGTyjP^p

flistration)
\
\

wvw.peshawnrhighcourt.gov.pk info@peshawarhighcourt.gov.pk phcpsh@gmail.com

http://www.peshawarhighcouitgov.pk
mailto:info@peshawarhighcourt.gov.pk
mailto:phcpsh@gmail.com
mailto:info@peshawarhighcourt.gov.pk
mailto:phcpsh@gmail.com
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Honourabic D}sthct & Sessions Judge

'S^bt
'■tS

'SiJbigct: APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION TO ORIGINAL POST ^

-Respected-Sir,— ■

To bring lo your attention a matter of utmost importance regarding my professional life, 
i am Javed Iqbal, a former reader in this honorable court.

I am writing to express my gratitude for the recent court order and judgment that was 
passed-in my favor. I sincerely appreciate the thorough consideration'and fair decision 
made by the court, which has been instrumental in restoring justice.

in light of the court's decision, 1 would like to humbly request your esteemed office to 
facilitate my prompt restoration to my original post as per, the court order^ The 
appellant, who was previously in favor of the decision, has'been reinstated from their 
postyand I believe it is only fair that I loo am reinstated to my original position.

! understand that.your office is committed to upholding justice and ensuring that the
-decisions-made-in-the-courhare-executed efficiently.—'----

Therefore, ! kindly request your inicrvenlion m ensuring that the necessary steps are 
taken to restore me to my original post without any undue delay.

I assure you of my dedication to my responsibilities and commitment to upholding the 

^ values of justice within the court

SKin

/
Your Obedient

Javed Iqbal

‘ M
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