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245/2024Implementation Petition No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge■ oi ortier-•,1 ■. I
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The implementation petition of Mr. Zahid Khan 

submitted today by Mr. Zafar Ali Khan Advocate, it is 

fixed for implementation report before touring Single 

Bench at Bannu on 21.03.2024. Original file be 

requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. Parcha 

Peshi is given to counsel for the applicant.

By the ord^T^

i.S.03.2024
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Appellant RespondentsM .. s CONTENTSmI. YES NONO
1. has been presented - Advocate —7w?—

^hether the enactment under which the appeal is filRd mpntinrior|o----------^------------
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correnf? ------------ ------------
Whether affidavit is aPDRnriPri? --- ----------^^------------------------—

- by competent Oath Commisainnpr? --------- :—^—
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? ~ “ ^

. filinp any earlier appeal on the subierT

. Whether annexures are lepible? ---------------------—'
Wjiether annexures are attested? ^ ^ ^

J/Vhether copies of annexures are readable/elRar?
Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?

7wneiher Power of Attorney of the Counsel 
petitloner/appetlant/respondents?
Whether humbers of referred cases .given are correct?

_Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? ---------
_Whether list of books has been pro^^ded at the end of the appeal?
' Whether case relate to this nmirt? ~ —^
Whether requisite nurhber of spare copies attached?
VWiefher complete spare copy is filpri in gonarafe file rnyrr*^ ~
Wh^er addresses of parties given are complete? ^
Whether index filed?
Wiether index is correct? - -. --------------r~~------------^^-------
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On ---------- ------- -------------^
Vvneiner:in^view of Khyber PaKhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 19?4 Rule 11 notice alona 

_. with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to rpspnnripnt.^? nn > 9
^ JVQgther copies of comments/reply/rejoindef submitted? On'~------======—
27. Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder

2.
t 3.,

VMl Vwi1. • V6.

I: V7.
78.
V^9.

furnished? V10.
711.m 12.tm 13.i 7I 14:i engaged is attested and signed by “7ri§. il;' 15.Si

i 716.I
17. Xi• I 718.■ • S'

V19.'• • 720.id 21.S'.-I 722.• I 7^3.
724.I

25..I

I
provided to opposite party? On

It IS certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulled
Name:-t /'.1

i
Signature:- 

' Dated:-
s

Ir.
• ton:'Ft‘lComprmngOinlei^lmuarjrn& Coart, iFaCiawar

. Ce/TXor- *02302SS3I(00/*923JJ9]49S44/*923JS973T1S1 
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

P. /Vo
/2024C.M No.

In
Service Appeal No.6333/2020

AppellantZahid Khan

VERSUS

RespondentsInspector General of Police, KP & others

INDEX i

Annex PagesDescription of DocumentsS#
1-3Application for implementation1.
4Affidavit

Copy of judgment/ order dated 

08.09.2022

Copy of order dated 13.03.2023 and 

affidavit alongwith implementation 

application

Copy of order dated 04.09.2023 and 

order dated 04.12.2023

Wakalatnama

2
5-11A3.

12-16B4.

17-18C5.

6.

P^tiorre^
Through

Zafar Ali Khan
Advocate High CourtDated 15.03.2024

^6^<■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

- P- HO' Ktiyher P»khta2||^8B 
iici'vicc 'I'ribun^

11773Oiary No.72024C.M No.
In l>ui:cU

Service Appeal No.6333/2020

Zahid Khan s/o Abdur Rahim Khan 

Constable Belt No.1145, District Police Bannu 

R/o Ismail Khel, District Bannu........................... Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police, KP, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Disfricf Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Bannu.

Commandanf Elife Force, KP, Peshawar.

Deputy Commandant Elite Force, KP, Peshawar

6. Deputy Superintendent of Police (Legal) DPO Office, 

Bannu.................  ........................................Respondents

4.

5.

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF 

JUDGMENT/ ORDER OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

DATED 08.09.2022, 13.03.2023 AND

04.12.2023.

Respectfully Sheweth;



. %

That this Hon'ble Tribunal vide judgment/ order1.

dated 08.09.2022 accepted appeal of applicant/

datedpetitioner.(Copy of judgment/ order 

08.09.2022 is attached as Annexure "A").

That petitioner approached the concerned 

authorities -for the implementation of judgment/ 

order dated 08.09.2022 but the respondents 

implemented the order of this Hon'ble Tribunal to the 

extent of reinstatement but the back benefits have

not been paid completely and after reinstatement
\

the salaries still not given to the appellant/ 

petitioner.

. 2.

application for3. That the petitioner filed an

implementation of the above mientioned order

which was partially implemented to the extent of 

reinstatement of service while back benefit were 

not completely implemented despite the affidavit 

submitted by the appellant to the respondents as 

order dated 09.12.2022. (Copy of order datedper

13.03.2023 and affidavit are attached as Annexure

"B").

4. That the petitioner was filed second implementation

application which was disposed off in the absence 

of counsel for petitioner as well as petitioner, on the



date of hearing in that time judgment has not been
I

implemented and the respondent misguided this 

Hon'ble Tribunat in this case . (Copy of order dated 

04.09.2023 is attached as annexure C).

That according to superior courts judgments: every 

of the State as well as subordinate court of

5.

organ

the country is bound to implement the judgment

and order in its true letter and spirit.

That justice demands that judgment of this Hon'ble 

Tribunal may please be implemented in true letter 

and spirit. •

6.

It is, therefore, humbly prayect that 

respondents may please be directed to implement 

the order/ judgment dated 08.09.2022, 03.03.2023 

and 04.09.2023 in true letter and spirit and |all the 

benefits be awarded after the decision ;of the 

Hon'ble Tribunal. T

2.

Petitforre
Through

Zafar Aii Khan
Advocate High; CourtDoted 15.03.2024
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

72024C.M No.
In

Service Appeal No.6333/2020-

AppellantZahid Khan

VERSUS

RespondentsInspector General of Police, KP & others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zahid Khan s/o Abdur Rahim Khan Constable Belt 

No.l 145, District Police Bannu R/o Ismail Khel, District Bannu, 

do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of the accompanying Application for implementation are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

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

DEPONENT
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Service Appeal No. 6333/2020

MRS. KOZINA RiaiMAN ... MEMBER(J) 
VIISS. Ka’rKKHA PAUL

RI'l-OKr:;
MElViaER{E)

1 . Zahid KJiaii S/0 Aljtlur Rahim Khun Constable Belt No. 1145, District 
Police fianiiu, R/C) Jsinuil Kiicl, District Bannu.

{App'elUmf)3
Versus

1. Jnspcclor Ceiieral ol Policc, ivliyber Pahhlonkhwa, Pwhawar.
2. Regional Police Orilccr, ilisiriet Baiiiiii.
.L Dislrict Police oniccr, Banini.
4. CoinnjMiKlHOl Klito Force, Khyber Pakhfuii|vluva, Pcstfavvar.
1 Deputy Coniimmihnil Klile Force, Khyber Paklitunkhwa, Peshawar.

i
'f

i

f

... {Jie^pomieiiis)

I Mr. Inayal IJIIah Khan 
.Ailvucule

1.
For appelhint

4

iVlr. Nasccr-iui Din .Shah 
A.ssii. .Aci\'(tc:Me Ceiicial \I'or respondents

i

......18.06.2020
.........08.09.2022
........ 08.09.2022

Dale of Instiuilion 
dale oi lkarinji... 
Dak’ oi Dccision..

(
■I i
i

I

j

■RIOCF-MFNT
{

/
Kai^KFHA P.ALI.. HD: 'I'hc service appeal in hand ha.s been

V

iiasiiliiicd under Section I ol ihc Khyber Pakhlunkinva Service ’rribiinul Act, 

!V7'1. aeainsi ihe impuyiecl order daicti 27.03.2018 and Mad No.39 1
Ko/.nanieha dated 1."^.IP.2019 whereby Ihc appellant was removed Jrom

.service and later on hi.s pay was sioj)ped w.e.l' 15.i0.20J9 again.si which he
i

y
prcrcrreii ilep.arlmcnial appeal dalcd 28.01.202(1 loD.l.Ci/RHO Dislricl Bannu,

for ivinsiaiemeni in service, but Ihc same was marked to respondent No.3, 

Disivict Police illlker Dannu. Ihe. DI'D Daiutu vide letter dalcd ■10.02.2022

1

I
addre.«.^ed i«» Dejn;i\ Comnumdani l-liie Force, Khyber Ptikhlunklm'a,

•1

n
f-

/ i|

f t.STCO
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KHYBERPaTOfTITOKHWB appyrr-r- TRIBnNAT. 

PESHAWAR
/

I

Service Appeal No. 6333/2020
!

Before: Mrs. Rozina Rehman 
Miss Fareeha Paul

Zahid Khan S/o Abdur Rahim Khan Constable Belt No'. 
Bannu, R/o Ismail Khel, District Bannu............

Member (J) 
Member(E)

1145, District Police 

..............Appellant

Versus

Inspector General of Police. Khyber Pakhtunkh’
2. Regional Police Officer, District Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Bannu.
4. Commandant Site Force, lOiyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.
5. Deputy Commandant Elite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

1.
wa, Peshawar.

Peshawar.

■ ■■(Responde^i^te)

Mr. Inayat Ullah.Khan
Advocate . - 

Mr. Naseer ud Din Shah
Asstt: Advocate General

For Appellant.

For Respondents

18.06.2020
.08.09.2022
.08.09.2022

Date of Institution.. 
Date of Hearing..... 
Date of Decision....

tudgmentFareeha Paul. Memh^r fry The service appeal in hand has been instituted 
under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974
against the impugned order dated. 27,03.2018 and 

dated IS.10.2019 whereby.the appellant was'removed from service and alter
Mad No.39. Roznachma

on his pay was stopped w.e.f 15.10.2019 
departmental appeal dated 28.01.2020

against which he preferred 

to D.I.G/ RPO District Bannu, for
reinstatement in service, but the 

District Police-Officer Bannu.
same was marked, to respondent No.3, 

Bannu vide letter dated 10.02.2022
dressed to Deputy Commandant Elite Force, lOiyber Pakhtunkhwa:

;

- .•*
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!liv Pc-shiivviir rctiucslud him.lo provide service record oi'llie appellant with further; 

ru-qiiesi to C.'ornniandani l-lilc'I'orcc,.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar^to 

•review the impujined order dated 27,03.20lk but all in vain, i.he appellant has 

priiyed ibr seuinu aside (he impugned order with directions to the respondents • 

lo iiiiovv him lull buck hcjicIltsAuTcars orpayw.c.r,15.10.2019. ’ •

t
1-

l
V

■ f
I.

if
Brief Ibcla of (he ca.se, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are thator-.

the appcili-ml \va.s appointed as Conslablc on 19.01.2013 in Police Department 

Khyber Pakhlunklnva and posted at District Bannu. After completing his
I

•f!■:

I
Lraining !rom Police i'raining College Mangu. he w'as formally assigned duties 

as Constiihlc Ml l)i.'<Lriei Hanini. A fler rendering more than three years service '

if

I
P at. Dl.siriet Bannu. he was transferred to l.-Jitc'I’orcc Khyber Pakhlunklfwa,t:
:!
X Pesliavviir and a.s siicli Was receiving training and almost spent one year and-

*1

. i1vc -inaiuhs there, Aficr getting clearance ccrlilicatc from HJitc Porcei1-
!.

1 leadquarieri Pesliawar he was-iran.sfeurcd back to District Bannu, vide order 

di,ilcd 07.12.2017. ■The appollanl got seriously ill w.c.f 22.11.2017 to 

27.12.2017 and received treatment from Medical OfTiCt^r Incharge Central 

.fail, Bannu Ibilovvcd by a surgery, He preferred an application to his highups 

lor granl of nicdieal lc.ive but it was not cbn.sidered, and instead he

;
i-

C

i ;

1k was

prueoeded against and removed from service,vide,order dated 27.02.2018 by 

.the Deputy ConuTiaiKlaniidite I'orcei Khyber .Pakhlunkhwci. Jn pursuance.of

order dated 07.!.2..2()[7, the uppelUinl had reported back to District Bannu. 

When Disirici Police (TTicer Bannu, all, of a sudden without any prior • 

inlormalion to the, appcikinl struck .off/removed him from service'while 

'■ making reterciice -to cndor.scmeiti.'No. 4626-3d,/]:P order dated 27.03.2018 

■ . vide Mad Nu.;39 Ko/namelia dated 15.10.2019. Vidc lclter dated 02.08.2019

addrcssctl by i)i.siriei l^olicc Ofiiccr. Bannu to the Commandant Elije l'orce,

I
»

1
i

7
I1

.i I
>5:d •t

Kliyber Pak-luuiiklma. ikeshawar it was--iiientioncd that the appel.ant-was

4/ 7 !
}: '■ f

Vf... I

r.
;

r .
■to

I
I
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issued i\ clcarnncc ccriiJlcaic dulcd 02.01.201 S by ihc Tiliic Establishment and

he reported hack lo lOisiricl iiannu and a new Uck Ko.l 145 was issued to him •i
while his i)rcvioLis l-liic \-oixc Heir No. 144-9 was changed. The Dislricl Tolicc 

Otiiecr Hannii ivtiiicsied Commandant Jiliic Force (Respondent No. 4) to 

review order dated 27.03.2018 and apprai.se his olTict^accordingly. The • 

appellant' prderred cicpariincnuti appeal to Regional Police Orticer, Baruiu on
:

2X.01.2020 as no order .was communicated lo him 'Ibr’

I
K

i
*
I
>L

reslttraiioiureinsUilemenl ol' his service upon which Ri^O Bannu wrote Iclier 

dated 10.02.2020 to HPO lUinnu to provide his sen-ice record but the same

was not provided, l-celing aggrieved against the impugned ex-partc action the 

appellant riled’scrvice appeal. r

3. Rcspiindenls were put on notice who submilied written replies/ •

eojniiicnts on the appeal. We have heard the Icurncd counsel for Ihc appellant 

as vvell as the learned Assislani Advocate General and perused the case file*■

t
t with connected dtieuments in detail.t

i

II.earned’eoLinscl lor the appellant contended that Commandant Elite4.

;
,1'oree (re.spoiuienl 4) pa.s.scd Ihc impugned order dated 27.03.2018 and

¥

Mad No. 39 dated 15.10.2019 without communicating to the appellant. 1-Tc 

raised the question that il'something wrong was done by the appellant than 

wh\ clearance ceiiiCjcaie was issued by the Conimundanl Elite Force Khyber 

Oakhinnkhwa.'I’eshawar. Issuance of clearance ccrtilicaie meant that 

diseiplinarv proceedings vverc pending against him-and hence there.w'as no 

justiticaiion to .strike him olT or remove him from scrN'lce. Me drew the

3
i

i
►

i

no

■i

attention Lo. letter dated 10.02.2020 of DFO Bannu addressed to.'Deputy 

Commandant l•)ile l-orec requesting him lo send service record o'i' Lite' 

appelianl I'or Innlier process. Thrnngh another previous letter dated.
. I
J.

^ .9-
\

c: i.
«• iIk

•t! >:*T7 I

.0
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0?..()K.20I9. he h;ii; l eciULSlccI the Coinmandynl J'litc Force to review .the order
>- . .

dulcd 27.03.20 IX and accordingly appraise the ])F() Banau, but no action was. 

lakcn by lespoiKlcnl No. d on any or ihe lellers. The learned counsel further 

conlunticd ihal the Duly Kota was an, evidence that the appellant was ■

- peifoniiini; his rcgLilar dulic.s at the ofliec ofDPO Bannu and therefore, any-
V

one .sided or c.N-paile action against him had no substance in the eyes'of law. 

fhc letter of Disiricl 1‘oliee Officer Jiannu showed that his office was not 

inlinuiied of any disciplinary proceedings initiated against him. Learned 

counsel for the appelhiiit argued lhai the appellant was seriously ill..and 

.Mibi'uiucd application for grant ol' medical leave w.e.f 22.11.2017 To 

27.12.2017 buf Ihc same was not con.sidcrcd which was against the law and

t»
■ I

r
i'.
t-
i

?

r

1
f

\

5

I
J/
{

rules as medical leave supported by relevant documents could not be denied, 

lie'invited llic allention towards the competent authority in ease of the'

i

t
f

$
appcliani for uiking action against him and which vva.s the District Police

i
*

(NFicer Baniiu and stressed that the office of Commandant Elite Force, 

Khyher Pakhiunkhwa. 1‘eshawar was not compolcnl'to issue any order of .

1

removal from service against the appellant and requested for selling aside the 

impugned order with further direction to reinstate him w.e.f 15.10.2019.

1
The learned Assi.siani Advocate General i-efcrred to order dated 45. •!

1 I

27.03.201 X lind conicndcd that charge sheet and summary of allegations was • 

i.ssued to the appcliani. and projicr inquiry vva^ conducted before any fijnher 

action was taken, l inal ^.ho^vcause notice was also issued but reply was found 

unsalisfaelory. The appcliani was called in orderly roqgi but he failed to 

appear and hence a notice was issued in local daily alsb. He was of the view

j

i

i

i

lhai entire procedure had been complcied in the light of rules before awarding 

major-penalty o( removal Irom service.

■‘■■'•'•‘'-’•Nv.-.s

'• i- .4
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l-’i*oin ihc fcci)rcl prcscnicd hcibrc us i( is evident ihai ll'ie appejlant was . 

ininsiurred. back by ol'licc oi'Commandant I'dite Force K.hyber Pakhluiokhvya; 

l^cslunvar, (o l^islrici Hunnu on disciplinary grounds 'vidc..order dated 

0?‘12.2017. pisciplinarv action was initialed against him hv Deputy
i

CoiTMTuindani d'diic !d)rcc l<.hybcr Pakhiunkhwa vide order sheet dated 

20.12.2017 as is es'idenf irom ihc Idler ok DPO Bannu addressed to ' 

.' CoiTiinandani ;I '!iic I’Orcc, and the same letter iridicate.s that the Elite

6.‘i

y:

I•Ck
r

■ifK

I
. i:I

Fstablislnncnl tuid i.ssucd the LFC lu the appellant also, which according to 

him Nv;is conimry to disciplinary rules as an incjuiry had been initialed against 

him, ile was handed over a clearance ccrtilicate on-02.01.2018'by. Elite.

■ l■.^la[>li.shnlcnl.‘' li is .sirarigc lo note that the office ok Commandant Elite Force 

did not enter into any coiTespondcncc, with the DPO Bannj^ being the parent 

^ okOcc okthe appciiam uiui hence the oJEicc ok DPO Bannujemained unaware 

ol any dcpartmcnial proceedings iniliuled against the appellant: The'official ;

yon his imnsl'cr Irom the office okCammandant Elite Force was repatriated on 

07.12.2017 to liic-okiice ok DFO lEinnu.'Thc period o,kabsence as-shown in

ih.e iiripiigncd orticr dated 27.03.2018 is 0^.01.2018 whereas die-same order 

indicates that he ivmuined absent tram duty w.e.f 22.11.2017 to 02:01.2018 , 

and that period ok 4! days'.ha.s been'treated as leave without pay.-The... 

advertisement dated 02.03.2018 in daily Aaj indicalcs’his continuous absence 

/ -irom,22.11.2017. Record luiiher indicates, that service record of tlic appeHani’ 

a.s rec|iic:sicd h)' DIR.) Biiaiiu was noi provided by Conunandant Elite Force. ■ 

i he available I'ccord turlhcr indicates lhal:-lhe appellant reported arrival in • 

IRdice idne Hannu, on 20.02.2018 and was'ajlolicd new belt no. 1145 and

r-

■ i'

•-.
1

. K

r

I. \

I

i

I
r -•

!

i.
t
t

s
1
1
4
.1 •

T

1
■ 2■;

hence he wa.s oti.ihe sirengtii oi'regular police of District Bannu at.lhcTinie of - - 

' issuing ok impugned order dated 27,03.2018.
S'
5
4 !
4

... !
%■ :
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Legible Copy
/

6. For the record presented before us it is evident that the appellant was 

transferred back by office of Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar to District Bannu on disciplinary grounds vide order dated 

07.12.2017. Disciplinary action was initiated against him by Deputy 

Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide order sheet dated

27.12.2017 as is evident form the letter of DPO Bannu addressed to 

Commandant Elite Force and the same letter indicates that the Elite 

Establishment had issue the LPC to the appellant also, which according to 

him was contrary to disciplinary rules as an inquiry had been initiated against 

him. He was handed over a clearance certificate on 02.01.2018 by Elite 

Establishment. It is strange to note that the office of Commandant Elite 

Force did not enter into any correspondence with the DPO Bannu being the 

present office of the applicant and hence the office of DPO Bannu remained

of any departmental proceedings initiated against the appellant. 

The official on his transfer from the office of Commandant Elite Force was 

repatriated on 07.12.2017 to the office of DPO Bannu. The period of absence 

as shown in the impugned order dated 27.03.2018 is 04.01.2018 whereas 

the same order indicates that he remained absent from duty w.e.f

22.11.2017 to 02.01.2018 and that period of 41 days has been treated as 

leave without pay. The advertisement dated 02.03.2018 in daily Aaj indicates 

his continuous absence from 22.11.2017. Record further indicates that 

service record of the appellant as requested by DPO Bannu was not provided 

by Commandant Elite Force. The available record further indicates that the 

appellant reported arrival in Police Line Bannu on 20.02.2018 and was 

allotted new belt no. 1145 and hence he was on the strength of regular 

police of District Bannu at the time of issuing of impugned order dated 

27.03.2018.

unaware
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f. : 7. ■ ■ In view oi ihe iih.ovc dijicussion.wc arrive at tlie'^onciusion Ihac the ■ 

OlTicc Or
r.

■ k Coinniandani r.iliic 'l-orec was not competent-for taking any
... " I

disciplinary iicuoi.i agalnsl the appcllani and Hej\ce order of removal from

t;
S-K). r:
i'

f
service passed hy the Cunimanciani i-iiie'l’prce is against the law and rules. In 

tii that ihe service'appeal of the appellant is allowed, and impugned 

Milder .dated 2/.0.5.2{il8 is set a.sidc and the respondents are directed-to 

reinstate die.appollani rrom the date of his removal i.e illO.2019 and allow 

, . him all hack bcMeliis as prayed for. Pnrlie.s are left to. bear their own costs.

t.Ainsiiin. ' ' ' ■ • .

.., view

t-;.

r.
ll'

-f:

I 1

k: I'roiiounccd in oiK:n cawt in deshawar and given wider .our hanch' '
, seal oj {he li-ihuncd on this day of September; 2022.' r
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Legible Copym
1. in view of the above discussion we arrive at the conclusion that the 

office of commandant Elite Force was not competent for taking any 

disciplinary action against the applicant and hence order of removal from 

service passed by the Commandant Elite Force is against the law and rules; 

In view of that the service appeal of the appellant is allowed, and Impugned 

order dated 27.03.2018 Is set aside and the respondents are directed to 

reinstate the appellant from the date of his removal i.e. 15.10.2019 and 

allow him all back benefits as prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own 

costs. Consign.

8. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands and 

sea! of the Tribunal on this Sf>' day of September, 2023.

Sd/-Sd/
(FAREEHA PAUL) 

MEMBER (J)
(ROZINA REHMAN) 

MEMBER (J)
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IS* March 2023

Petitioner in person present. Mr. Asad Ali Khan, 

Assistant Advocate General alpngwith Mr. 

Muhammad Faropq, DSP (Legal) for the respondents 

present.

Representative of the respondents provided 

office order dated 09.12.2022 through which the 

petitioner has been provisionally and conditionally 

reinstated in service and back benefits have been 

granted subject to provision of Affidavit. Copy of the 

same has been provided to the petitioner and he is 

satisfied. Judgment of the Tribunal stands 

implemented. Consign.

Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given 

under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal on this 

13*^ day of March, 2023.

Sd/-

(Fareeha Paul) 

Member (E)
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BEFORE THEKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVmF. TnrmiN^r ■ :
PESHAWAR

Appeal No.6333/2020

!•
Zahid Khan s/o Abdur Rahim Khan | 

Constable Belt NO. 1145, District Police Bannu 

R/o Ismail Khel, District Bannii......... ... .—Appellant'
Versus

1) Inspector General ofPolice, KP, Peshawar.

Regional Police Officer, District Bannu.

3) DistrictPqlice Officer, Bannu.

Commandant Elite Force, KP, Peshawai-.

Deputy Commandant Elite Force, KP, Peshawar,

2)

- 4)

5) Respondents

Application for implementation of judgment/ 

order of service tribunal dated 08.09.2022.
I

Respectfully Sheweth; C'

••
. 1) That this Hon’ble Tribunal vide judgment/ order dated 08.09.2022 

accepted appeal of applicant/ petitioner: (Copy of judgment/ order
dated 08.09.2022 is attached as Annexure “A”). L'.:>

2) That petitioner approached the concerned 

implementation of judgment/ order dated 08.09.2022 

respondents implemented the order of this Hon’ble Tribunal

j.

authorities for the.

but the 

to the
extent of reinstatement but the back benefits have not been paid and 

after reinstatement the salaries still 
. petitioner. .

not given to the appellant/ S
•;

.

:

M;
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That according to superior courts judgments every organ of the State 

as well as subordinate'court of the country is bound to implement the 

Judgment and order in its true letter and spirit. .

-:3).
■

I
6'

%
4) . That Justice'demands that judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal may 

please be impWented in true letter and spirit.

?.

r
t .

♦

It'is, therefore, humbly prayed that respondents may please be
directed to implement the order/ Judgment dated'08.09.2022 in true -■

. letter arid spirit and all the benefits be. awarded after the decision of 

■ the Hon’ble Tribunal.

i.

\ 'I Iit

P
fI

■%

^^fitidaer. i
i

, ■ ■■
:■I «*

Through . \
\It J % '

Zafar All Khan 
Advocate High Court ;

l
3

i ■ t

i '
AFFIDAVIT 1

■;

. .. I, do hereby affirniand deciare on oath thrit'the contents of the.'.
■ Application are true and correct to the best of my Icnowledge and belief tc
■ the best of my knowledge^d belief .and nothing has been concealed from 

. this Hon’ble Tribunal.

: i

•I

'

1

'
■De p one n t f!

2
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i Clerk of learned counsel for the petitioner present,

rMr. Shafiullah, ASl alongwith Mr. Asad Ali KJian, 

Assistant Advocate General for die respondents present.

04.09.2023

On previous date, representative of the respondents

had requested for time for submission of implementation

report and the matter was adjourned for today. 

Representative of the respondents is again seeking further 

time for submission of implementation report. In this 

scenario, salaries of the respondents stand attached till 

further order. The Accountant General Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa and District Accounts Officer, Bannu shall 

attach the salaries of the respondents till further order. 

Registrar of this Tribunal shall send copy of this order to 

Accountant General Office Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar as well as District Accounts Officer, Bannu for 

compliance. To come up for implementation ^ report on
I

12.10.2023 before the S.B. Parcha Peshi given the parties.

Pf COISJ, (Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

*Naeem Amin*

I Date of Presentation of > nplieation.^ 

Nunjber of ----
Copying Pee
Urgent ----- -

\

1-0/.-Total
Name of Copyiest------
bate of Cornplectic-n cir Copy.

of Deliv-ii'^ Waj-v —
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Execution Petition No.383/2023 titled “Zaid Khan Vs. Police Dep4rtm'ent” V f.n

>wV

DRDER. 
Dec. 2023 1. Nobody is present on behalf of the petitioner. Mr. Asad Ali Khan,

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

2; On the previous date, Mr. Niaz Muhammad DSP (Legal) had

produced copy of letter No.4090 dated 16.10.2023, whereby the District

Accounts Officer Bannu was requested by the District Police Officer Bannu

to process the airears bill amounting to Rs, 19,94,254/- of the petitioner. It is

alleged in the application for implementation that the back benefits had not

been paid after the reinstatement of the petitioner as salaries were still not

given to him. The letter of the DPO Bannu shows that his claim has been

submitted. Therefore, the judgment seems to have been implemented.

Disposed of accordingly. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under my hand 

and seal of the Tribunal on this 14^ day of December, 2023.

3.

''■ ■' OIf ''-T!(--41!:^!/....Dab cf I?.:- 

Cxyb-F--— - ■
Ur'.=
To;v\-

(Kalim Arshad Kh in) 
ChairmanMiiiaiem Shah

rr'.
Kar;:'. •' >.:T

'V.4.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVICE TJiJmiNAI.

PESHAWAR:

Appeal No.6333/2020

Zahid Khan s/o Abdur Rahim Khan 

Constable Belt No. 1145, District Police Bannu 

R/o Ismail Khel, District Bannu...................... Appellant
Versus

1) Inspect6rGeneralofPoIice,KP, Peshawar.
2) Regional Police Officer, District Bannu.

3) District Police Officer, Bannu.

4) Commandant Elite Force, KP, Peshawar.
5) Deputy Commandant Elite, Force, KP, Peshawar

6) Deputy Superintendent of Police (Legal) DPO Office, Bannu

Respondents

Application for implementation of judgment/ 
order of service tribunal dated 08.09.2022 

and 13.03.2023

. Respectfully Sheweih;

1) That this Hon’ble Tribunal vide judgment/ order dated 08.09.2022 

accepted appeal of applicant/ petitioner. (Copy of judgment/ order 

dated 08.09.2022 is attached as Annexure “A”).

2) That petitioner approached the concerned authorities for the 

-implementation of judgment/. order dated 08.09.2022 but the 

respondents implemented the order of this Hon*ble Tribunal to the 

extent of reinstatement but the back benefits have not been paid and 

after reinstatement the salaries still not given to' the. appellant/ 
petitioner.



That the petitioner filed an application for implementation of the
i * ■ '

above -mentioned order which was partially implemented to the ‘ 

extent of reinstatement of service while back benefit were not 

implemented despite the affidavit submitted by the appellant to the 

respondents as per order dated 09.12.2022. (Copy of dated 

03.03.2023 and affidavit are attached as Annexure “B”)-

3)

That according to superior courts judgments every organ of the State 

as well as subordinate court of the country is bound to implement the 

judgment and order in its true letter and spirit.

4)

5) That justice demands that judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal may 

please be implemented in true letter and spirit.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that respondents may please be 

directed to implement the order/judgment dated 08.09.2022 . and 

03.03.2023 in true letter and spirit and all the benefits be awarded 

after the decision of the Hon’ble Tribunal.

loner

Through

Zafar Ali Khan 
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

I, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the 

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

the best ,of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DVpone.nt
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