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' Bench at Bannu on i1.03.2024. Original file be

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

o
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The implenentation petition of Mr. Zahid Khan
submitted today by Mr. Zafar Ali Khan Advocate. it is

fixed for implementation report before touring Single

requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. Parcha
Peshi is given to counsel for the applicant.

" By the ord an




S, -
R ~ SN
DM M— e __.._._..7 — -
ey =T had {
3
B

. - - - .. ¢ - A e e e A o T 5T A IS e e L s SR e
R . - e ST A A TR e e v NS A T R e

;-'gag@zmmgpmamgmmsmms TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
o . CHECKLIST L
/@W O Vewsws OIS

" i Appellant B .. RESpONdents
o . ‘ .CONTENTS : " {YES | NO
{%5 1. | This peﬁtion has been presented by: - Advobate. Courf.‘ V -
o ‘Whether Counse!/Appeﬂant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents?

. .| Whether appeal is within-time? . ‘
. 4.4 | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
- % | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
6. _| Whether affidavit is appended? o '
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.| Whether affidavit i$ duly attested by compatent Oatﬁ Commissioner?
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Whether appeal/annexures are property paged? _ v
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished? y
Whether annexures are legible? L ‘ «l

Whether annexures are atlested? -

... | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? : o I
Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? L T v
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.\/
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petitioner/appellant/respondents? A ‘
Whether humbers of referred cases given are correct?
.| Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?
_| Whether case relate to this court? « C
:-| Whether reguisite number of spare copies attached?
.| Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?
.. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
. Whether index filed? -~ &
Whether index is correct? R
._| Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On _.. ' ‘ : '
. | Whetherin. view.of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along
E | with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
~[:26.+ | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? Cr-. -
127, [ Whether copies of comments/replyfrejoinder  provided to opposite  party? On

Whether Power of Attomney -of the Counsel ‘engaged is attested and signed by

. Name:-. : Lo

B . Signature- %
I S - . “Dated:-

" QI Pt Comprasing Conter, Peshiavuar 3igf Coinrt, Pesfiommnr
- ®ioncer of fegal dmfting o eonposiy

Itis certiﬁéd th“at form;ilities/_docqmentation as feqLiired in the above table have been fulfilled.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

0 no 24520ty
C.M No. /2024

In
Service Appedl No.6333/2020

2N KON . e Appellant
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KP & others......... Respondents

INDEX '

‘, S# Description of Documents | Annex Pdges

1. | Application for implementation 1-3

2. | Affidavit R

3. |Copy of judgment/ order dated A 511
08.09.2022

4. | Copy of order dated 13.03.2023and | B 12-16
affidavit alongwith implementation
application

5. | Copy of order dated 04.09.2023 and |- C 17-18
order dated 04.12.2023 ’

6. Waka‘lnétncmq

Through
Zafar Ali Khan
Dated 15.03.2024 Advocate High Court

a}%ﬁﬁjiﬁ%@ﬁ
63129573
7W Zﬂ\f,«/ld t/l\‘( waﬂéﬁm
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
z. Ip CND 4 5774>7/£| SRR
C.M No. /2024 , vy oLt 773 |
n Daicd- ) .S~ & 3 - 309[’(

| Service Appeal No.6333/2020

Zahid Khan s/o Abdur Rahim Khan
Constable Belt No.1145, District Police Bannu -

R/0 Ismail Khel, District BANNU...coovevveireieeaeiiniiee, Appellant
VERSUS
1. Inspector General of Police, 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, PeshoWor

6. Depuly Superintendent of Police (Legal) DPO Office,
BN . et eee e e e sne e ar e Respondents
APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT/ ORDER OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL
DATED 08.09.2022, 13.03.2023  AND
04.12.2023.

Respectifully Sheweth;




@

That this Hon'ble Tribunal vide judgment/ order
dated 08.09.2022 accepted appeal of applicant/
pefitioner.(Copy of judgment/ order dated

108.09.2022 is attached as Annexure "A").

That petitioner approached ‘;_he concerned
authorities- for The‘ implemen’roﬁon 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 \DOT given to the appeliant/ .

petitioner.

That the petitioner filed an application for
implementation of the above mentioned 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 -’ro the responden’fs as
per order dated 09.12.2022. (Copy of order dated
13.03.2023 and affidavit are attached as Annexure

124 Bll
)-

That the pefitioner was filed second implementation
application which was disposed off in the absence

of counsel for petitioner as well as petitioner, on the



3

do’fe of hearing in that fime judgnﬁen’r has no’r' béen-
implemen’fed and the respondent rmsguuded this. -
Hon'ble Tribunal in this case . (Copy of order dc:ied

04.09.2023 is attached as annexure C).

5.  That according to superior courts judgmen’rs;\every
organ of ’fhe State as well as subordinate court of
the country is bound to implemen’r the Judgmen’r

and order in its frue letter ond spin’r

6. That justice demands that judgment of this H:on'ble
Tribunal may please be implemented in Trué_le’r’rer

" and spirit.

' It is, therefore, 'humbly proyecﬁ that
respondents may please be directed to impilémen’r
the order/ judgment dated 08.09'.2'022, 03.03.2023

“and 04.09.2023 in true letter and spirt and all the
beneﬁ’fs be awarded after the decisién of the

Hon'ble Tribunal. 3

Zafar Ali Khan B
Dated 15:03.2024 . Advocate High Court

Through
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

C.M No. /2024
in |
Service Appedal No.6333/2020-

Zahid Khan........ e Appellant .-

VERSUS
Inspector General of Police, KP & ofhers......... Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

|, Zahid Khdn s/o Abdur Rahim Khan Constable Belt
No.1145, District Police Bannu R/o Ismaiil Khel, District Bdnnu,
do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the co:'nTenfs“"
of the accompanying Application for implementatién are
true ondAcorrecT to the best of my knowledge ondlbeﬁef

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

DEPONENT
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PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 6333/2020

BEFORT: MRS, ROZINA REMAN ... MEMBER(I)
VILES. FAR EEHA PAUL i MEMBER(E)

Zahid Khan S$/0 Abdur Rahim Kban Constublc Belt No. 114:, District
Police Bannou, 170 §smail Kbel, Distriet Bannu

(Appeliani)

Vcrsus

Iwspector General of l’uhu, Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pcsh.lw.lr
Regionad Police Officer, District Bannn.
District Police Officer, Banon.

Commaadant flite Forcee, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Bestfawar, - .
Geputy Commandant Elite Forée, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

-~

v D -

w4

..« {Respon dents)

Alr, fnayat Dllak Khan

Advocule For appeliant
Nir. Nuseer-ud Din Shab . .
Assil, Advocate General . I‘oc respondents
N :
Date of Institution.............. ... 18.06.2020
Dite of Hearing.......... e 08.09.2022
. Date o Decision............ e 08.09.2022 . .
. 4

JUDCEMENT
\f, _
FAREEHA PALL, MEMBER (K): The service appeal in hand has been

instited under Section ol the K’!xybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service ‘I'ribunal Act; -
1974, against e impugned  onder dated 27.(53.201_8 and Mad No.39
Roznamcha died  F5 12019 whereby the appellant was removed from
setvice and fater on his pay wu;: stopped \;'.c.l’ 15.10.2019 againsti which he
. |‘\l‘C|'CI.'I'L‘l| depaprtmentat appeal dated 28.01.2020 (o D.LG/RPO ])islricl Bannu,
for reinstatement e service, but the same was marked 10 respond.ent No.3,
Distict Police OFEeer Bann, The 121°0 Bannu vide letter dated 10:02.2022

sldressed o Depuy Commandant Elite: Yoree, Khyher  Pakhiunkhiwa,

T P
SHEVERTED : -7 -
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~ Bannu, R/o Ismail Khel, District Bannu............._. et .. .Appellant

- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
, PESHEWAR

Service Appeal No. 6333/2020

. Before: . Mrs. Rozina Réhrrian- e Member(])

Miss Pareeha Paul T Member(E)

Zahid Khan §/0 Abdur Rahim Khan Gonstable Bel No. 1145, District Police

S
" Versus

Inépechr ngefél,of Police, Khyber PakhmnkhWa, i?esﬁawar. ,
Regional Pdlice-Offi_cér,'Dis;trict’Bannu.f

.Districi Police Officer, Bannu. » _ | 4
'Commaridant,Eli,te‘Fbrce, I(Hybe': Pakht_unkhwa,’ Peshawar. -
Deputy Comfnandant Elite Force;'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. )

R AN CR)

. .(Responder,l,@- -

. Mr.Inayat Ullah Khan . : L For Appellant 7
- Advocate ‘ Do ' ' : ' L o
- Mr.NaseerudDinShah f S
 Asstt: Advoca‘.telGeneral T For Respondents
Date o:f Institution.;...._.- .......... ‘,.1‘8.66.20520 ‘ o
Date of Hearing......... Vererene.....08.09.2022

.- Date ofDecisior} ...................... 08.09.2022

‘' [UDGMENT

 Fareeha Paul, Member (E): The service appeal in hand has been instituted - -
~- under Section 4 of 'the'Khybef ‘Pakhftu'nkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,
- against the impugned order dated_"27.03.‘2(')‘18 and Mad No.39. Rozﬁac}ima
' dated 15.10.2019 whereby the appellant ‘was‘rem'ox}e(_:l- from serviﬁe and alter

on his pay was stq‘ppea w.e.f 15.1‘0.2019 'agains.t.'v{rhich he. preferred

departmental appeél-ciatecl 28.01.2020 to"D.-I.G/ RPO District Bannuy, for

réin'statement in serﬁce, but the same was marked. to respondent -No.3,

‘District Police. Officer Bannu. The DPO Banny vide letter dated 10.02.2022 -
‘.', ‘addressed to Deputy Commandant Elite Force,_-Khyber P’akhtﬁnkhwa,- :

e

- .
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Peshawar requesied him Lo provide service record of the appellant with further:

reqiest 0 Commandant Flite” Foree, . Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Pcshﬂwur?tq

.

prayed for setung, aside (hc impugned order wnh dlrcbuom to the rcspondcnlx

to nluw him luH hack benclis/amears ol pax w.C. l 15 10,2019

-

2 Bml K u.l\ of lhc cuse, as givens in-the mcmordndum of dppcal are ﬂml

thé: appellant \nn uppnmlgd ay (‘un«.l‘:hlu on 19.01. 2013 in Polm. Deparlmcnt

l(l‘ayl';’cr Pllk.hlllf\l\'l'll\\'il und piJSlcd al I)iﬁ(ricl Bannu. Alcr comp_]cling his

braining from Policd Training Collcge Fangu, he was formally assigaed duties

as Constable al District Bunnu. Aller rendering more than threc yeers service «

at District Bannu. he was wansferred o Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkiiwa,

Peshuwir and as such was receiving trainmg and almost spent onc year and-
. : . . - t, . . =~

Headguarter? Peshawar be was transferred back to District Bannu, vide order

122017 and received treatment from Medical Offic6t Inchargy Ceritral

fail, Baniu followed by @ sargery, e preferred an application to his highups

Aor grand of medical leave but it wus not considered, and instead he was

- proceeded against mnd removed from service vide order dated 27.07.2018 by

order danéd (J/ I?._?.()I 7 the appellant had ru.pmlcd bd(,k to Dmlnct Bannu.

A A Whm I)Muu I’uhcc '}lhccvl Bdnnu, all of & .suddcn wuhoul any prror
- mlmnmtum 10 lhc app(.lhml st ud\ ofl/ﬁmovuﬁ .hlm.from sc.r;ncc wlnln.
: nml\mn u.[uun.c ln uuimauncui No. 4626- 31/LI ordu dalcd 9/ 03. "018
- vide Ma‘d NG, 39 l{u/mum ha ddlbd 15, 10, 2019. Vide’ letter dated 02,08, 2019

uddrcsscd b_\fbi?islricx l’c})licc (_)f‘ﬁcer. Hannu to the Commandant E]i:c:'l'“orce,

o

Khyber Pakhiuinkhwa, lemual it was. mentioned lhal the appelant -was -

. o . CAY -.“'.Hr‘; - ",(

P

’

ix‘cviéw the impugncd order dated 27.(!3.20 I'$ but all in vain. fl_'hc appellant «has

<. five smonths there. After getting  clearunce  certificate from LElite Foree -

~dated 07122007, e appollant got “seriously ill w.e.f 22112007 fo-

the F)cpuly-(.Tmnrruu‘ulum Lilite Foree. Khyber ."ukhu.inkhwa','m pursuaice of -

-

e PR
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issucd a clearance contiiicate dated 92.01.2018 by the Elite EEstablishment and

he reported back 1o District Bannu and a new Belt No. 11435 was issucd to him -

eriara

while his previous tiie Foree Belr No.1449 was changed. The Dislrict Police
OtTicer Banne requested Commandant. )ilitc Foree (Respondent No. 4) to
d ‘ P |

review order dated 27.03.2018 and appraise his office accordingly. The

[

PO ERARRLS I TR o -

appeltant prelivred departimental appeal to Regional Police Oflicer, Bannu on
28.01.2020  as  no  order . was  communicated 1o him  Tor’

restorationdreinstalenient of his service upon which RPO Bannu wrote letter

it o atnd BN ool

dated 10.02.2020 10 DPO Bannu to provide his service record but the same .

wils nol provided. Fecling agericved against the impugned ex-parte action the

LA A

appellant Tiledserviee appeal.
N

3. Respasidents were put on notice who submitied  written replics/ -

-~

comments on the appeal. We have heard the leuencd-counsel for the appellant

Ca —

as well as the learned Assistant Advocate General and perused the case file |

: with conneeted documents in detail,

: - ;
4 , 4, Learned "counsel for the appellant contended that Commandant 1:lite !
j . . g
3 Force (respandent No. 4 passed the impugned order dated 27.03.2018 and . i
g . . ' )

Mad No. 39 dated 15.10.2019 without communicating o the appellant. He
i ) raised the question that i something wrong was-done by the appetlant than -
ke . )
; ~why clearance certificate was issued by the Commandant Elite Force Khyber
: Pakhtunkhwa, " Peshawar, lssuance ol elearance certilicale meant thar no
] disciplinary proceedings were pending against him- and hence there.was no

Justitieation 10 swrike him ofT or remove him [rom service. e drew the

aitention . Jetter duted 10.02.2020 of DPO Bannu addressed 10. Deputy
Commandant Elite Foree requesting him 1o send service record of the -

appellant for - Turther - process. Theough  another  previous  letter dated .

Ll
ik e e
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Cunsatishactory. the appellant was called in orderly roog but he failed to

02.08.2019. he had requested the Comnjmmlunl' Iilite TForce to review the order

daled 27.03.2018 and accordingly appraisc the I)Pk) Bémnu, but n6 aclion was
taken by respondent No. 4 on any of-the leuers. The Icarhqd counsel further

conlended ll'ml‘ the Duiy I{ou; was - un, cvidcn'cc that the appellant was

|u:|‘['m'n'.|ing his regular duties al the olfice of l)l?() Bannu and therelore, any -
onc sided or ex-parle action agztinstfhim had no substance in the eyés’ of taw.

Che lener of Distict Police Oflicer ]iz;mlu showed that his offic was not

ntimiated ol oy disciplinary proceedings initiated against him. Leamcd

cotusel lor the appeltant argued that the appellant was scriou‘s!y ill. . and

subritied  applicovon lor grint of medical Icavc. w;c.f 22.11:20]7 ‘to

27.I2.2()I? but the.sime was nol cunsidc.rcd which was againsl the law and

rides as medicat 1cuvs; supported by relevant docu.:flu:r{rs could.nol be denied.
Heiavired he ;mcntioﬁ towards the competent au'thorily in casc of the’

- - N T
appeliint For wking action against him and which was the District Police
OMeer Bannu and stressed  that the office o.l' Commandant Elite Force,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshiwvar was not compélcm‘to' issuc any order (.Jf
remaval from service against the uppciiurﬁ and requested for setling Asidc the

\ : :
impugned order with further diveetion fo reinstate him we.e.l 15.10.2019,

[
~

3. The fearned Assistant Advacate General referred 10 order dated

27.03.2018 dind contended that charge shect and summary of allcgations was -~

issucd to the appellant, and proper inquiry way conducted before any funther

action was tuken. Final showceause potice was also issucd but reply was found .
) N : - . . . . M Ll -

appear and henee a natice wils issued in Jocal daily also. FHe was of the view

. . . ' . .. : .' . 1 .
that entire procedure -had been completed in the light of rules before awarding
major penalty of removal trom service. e
. ' : ’ Tayp - /

Lasigan . e g
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6. lmm th record pmulul bum us it 1s ¢vident 'lh_al-thc'appé,lizlnt:was

!
i
'
)

transferred. huck by affice of € ornmundam Llite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa;
]".i.:shi-l_\\'tllﬂ to District Bunnu on  disciplinary “grounds wide order dated

T0712.2007. Disciplinary - action ‘was- inil‘iatcd “against _him bv Dc‘puty‘

i

‘(.‘Aon'z;rrmmlmft lite Foree - Khyber 11\.htunl\hwa wdc, OldCI Sht,c.t dau,d
2‘).!2.2()17_ nS" i evident fram " the h,llu‘ 01 DPO Bdnnu dddrcascd Lo
((m manddnt E"lilc lForce, “and the .Seung Jetter iridicates 'that‘. thc_ 'Elilc

) I,istuhiixi;a.r-lunl=hml issucd the LPC 1w the appellant also, which according 1o -

v

‘him svas contrary o disciplinary rules as an inquiry had been initiated auaim{'

“him. llc was “hunded over a clearance 'cc‘r’tii’nclic on- 0” 01 2018 by ]*hic .

l \tuhhxhnuu It is &;lmnnu fo nmc lhat the OlllCL 01 Commandam] iite Fotee

did not enter i any cnrrcspnnclcncc. with the DPO Bamw, being the parent

. oltice of the appetiant und-henee the office of DPO Bannu remained- unaware

Colany gl<;|aallil|1')Cii};;l pm}:'uc'dii);-;s- iﬁiti_jatcd aguinst the appellant: 'l“he" official :;  :

j‘un'-his_l1rm.1.\;u‘"cr."il‘nim the ('é!"i'ncc"ol;‘ ‘tfnx1111i§i|idglli -I{;Illttc [orce wés rephlriatéd“on :
7. I‘-2.2'U i7 10 tite- oﬁiug _6!" PO -Ba;nnu‘.‘ 'I'_hc bcx'ibd'o.f' ubsénce ‘as-sh'owﬁ in |

. l.h_c in'xﬁugncd' ‘(;t'durﬂni»a[c'd 2’;’.05.2'0! i5 ()4 U] 2018 \VI‘ICl’Lab ihc same 01(11.1

mdu;lu,«. that Iu umamu.i .nhsml Imm duty W, Li 22 Lr 2017 to 02 01.2018

und that - pumd ol 41 c.uys h.ls bu:n trcalcd as ICd\ wu'houl pay. lhc‘,u '

.uh uusunuu dawd U“ 03.?018 in c]m]v Aa; mdlcalu hlb contmuous abscmc

Airomlv.?.F 1.201 l(umd Hiriher mdlc.uca uut suvxcc rccmd 01 the appc,llam‘
s rcquc&%l,f;tl l,j_\' I)l’() Bannu .wz-_xs _n_ul p;‘ovidcd by 'Conunandam' Elite Forcé.
ihL available |.c O dA [mlhu indicates ll;‘u th appcllam n.port(.d amval in, ,-‘
|>(_,|1_L»¢1j,,m_ H.uvmu an ”(} 02 2018 dnd was’ al[oucd new bc]L no. 1143 and‘:‘_

lnnu. he wus on, the sliu)"lh ul u.s,ulm puhu. of le[l’lCl Bdnuu at. lhc Lime ol

S
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Legible Co

6. - For the record presented before us it is evide‘nt fhat the appellant was
transferred back by office of Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhv\;év,‘
Peshawar to District Bannu on disciplinary grounds vide order dated
07.12.2017. Disciplinary actionA was initiated against him by Deputy

Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide order sheet dated

127.12.2017 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 El"i‘té
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
unaware 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' ié 04.01.2018 whereas
the same order indicates that he remained absent from duty wef
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 Aajindicates
his continuous absence from 22.11.2017. Record further indicates fhat
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 oﬁ fhe strength of regular
police of District Bannu at the time of issuing of impugned order datéd

27.03.2018.
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Lo Hz..e or L,nmm md.ml lluc Iuru, was not c.ompct’cnt for (akmg any
T ; i R {

- R ~di.=<cipliruu'y.u'c{im_{ ugui_nsl‘ the- appcllan;’«zmd lience ordc-r of removal ftonﬁ

37

ated

“ordér 0.).2018 is set “aside und t.h‘c rcspondcms are dlrcclcd'to
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7.  inview 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 éppellant is allowed, and impughed

order dated 27.03.2018 is set aside and the respondénts are directed to

reinstate the appellant from the date of his rembval i.e.l 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
seal of the Tribunal on this 8" day of September, 2023.

Sd/- . Sd/-

(ROZINA REHMAN) . (FAREEHA PAUL)
MEMBER (J) - | MEMBER (J)
.
ED

ATTEST!
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© 13" March 2023

'~ Petitiener in person present. Mr. Asad Ah Khan,"

. BETTERCOPY

' Assistant ~ Advocate - General  alongwith Mr. -

_Ml'lhamniéd,Fal'ro;oq, DSP (Legal) for the respondents

" present. -

Representatlve of the respondents prov1ded |

ofﬁce ordetr dated 09.12. 2022 through which the .

petmoner ‘has been prowsmnally and conditionally -
remstated m semce and . back beneﬁts have been‘ ‘
granted subject to prowsmn of Aff;davu Copy of the

same has been provided to the p_etxtloner_and he is .

sat1sﬁed ]udginenf of the Tribunal stends

‘

1mp1emented Consxgn

- Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and g1ven

under my hand and the seal of the Tnbunal on th1s
13 day of March, 2023.

P

o Sds-
(Fareeha Paul)
Mermber (E)
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- Appeal No.6333/2020

" Zahid Khan s/o.Abdur Rahim Khan

»

BEF. ORE T HE KHYBER PAKHT UNKH wa SER VICE T RIBUNAL
PESHA WAR ‘

Constable Belt NO 1145 District Pohce Bannu

Vers‘us

1) - Inspector General of Police, KP, Peshawar
| 2). Reglonal Pohce Officer, Dlstnct Bannu

. A3ﬂ) ' Dlstnct-Pohce Officer, Bannu

) I Commandant Ehte Force, KP, Peshawm

5) . Deputy Commandant Ehte Force KP; Peshawar..‘ ..... Resp_ondents

Application for implémentation of judgment/

 order of service tribunal dted 08.09.2022.

: ‘ARespec;ﬁJZly SheWez‘h} o o A .' -

- 1y That this Hon’ble Trlbunal vide' Judgment/ order dated 08 .09. 2027

R/o Ismall Khel DlstrlctBannu...;.‘...s ...... e eeeeeanaa S Ap'pelianff L

| 'accepted appeal of apphcant/ petltloner (Copy of judgment/ 0rde1 .

‘dated 08.09. 2022 is attached as Annexure “A”)

extent of" remstatement but the back beneﬁts have not been paid and ,

‘ aﬁer remstatement the salaries stlll not glven to the appellant/ ‘

. ~pet1t10ner

2 That petmoner ap'proached the- concemed ‘auth'orities for the.
‘ _unplelnentauon of judgment/ order dated 08. 09.2022 but the

. respondents. implemerited the order of this Hon’ ble Tnbunal to the
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23) That accordmg to supenor courts 1udgments every onzan ot the State”. -

as well as subordlnate court of the country IS bound to :mplement the -

- Judgment and order in its true letter and spirit.

4 . That jUSthC demands that. Judarnent of this Hon’ble Tnbunal may .
. please be implemented in true letter and spirit. - -
.-
It 13 therefore humbly prayed that respondents may please be -
' dlrected to 1mplement the order/ Judgment dated 08. 09 2022 in true - |
. letter anid spirit and all the benef ts be awarded aften the decmon oI
B . the Hon’ble Tribunal.

o S é%/tzié’etf‘ _ L
Through Y

y ~v
/A"

Zafar Al Khan .
Advocate ngh Court

- -

' AFFIDAVIT - -

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

) .'<Apphcatlon are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief to .
' the best of my knowledge and behef and nothmg has been’ concealed from "3: T
.thlsHonbleTnbunal T o S i

. X ) . . . s . i . . .
.. ) . ) R . . R N
. * - . T .“ -.. N .t . ° l .. .. :
. Lo . . SN e B -
R . . L. -, . : . . .
. N t . T M .

“Deponent. 7
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#- b €233/, Gk
Clerk of learned counsel for the petltloner present. /%/Wk
Mr Shahullah ASI alongwith Mr. Asa_d Ali Khan, C

' Ass;stant Advocate General for the respondents present.

On previous date, representative of the respondents

had requested for time for submissiqn‘ of implementatioh :
report and the Amatte‘r' wasv adjourned for today.
Representative of the .respénaepts is again seeking further
fimé for submissién of 'imp,lement‘ati.on report. In iliis
o sqenarid,- s‘aléﬁes'qf the respondents stand attached tii‘I},’_
' ‘ﬁiﬁher: ordef, The Accoﬁntant General Khyber
- ,Pakhtunkhwa and District Accounts Ofﬁcer Barmu shall
| attgch the salaries of t-hg responde_nts till further oxder.
Registrar of this‘ Trii:funa] ‘'shall send cop)‘/l, of this -mfde'r to
Accouﬁfaﬁ; .. Géneréi - Office Khybé’r 'Pakhtﬁnkhwa,
Peshg;y?ar as well as District Aééoums Officer, Bannu for
| .comp.lia-ngc;’. To- Com'e_. up. for implementation: report on

!

- 12.10.2023 befére, the S.B. Parcha Peshi given the parties.

;
3

(Salah-Ud-Din).
- Member (J)

*Naeem Amin*

\Date of. Preqm‘m*mn of A wnlt*ﬂhon P /7/ 7 / \/) .

Urgent
© Total
B ﬁamc of COpym&t_Amm.._.w

Date 6’{ Complecticn of Copy.

Date of Delivary of T s 2/77,,/,? =
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JRDER ‘ ‘ - 4
" 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 arrears bill amounting to Rs.19,94,254/- of the petitioner. It is
al leged‘in the application for implementation that the back benefits had not
been paid after thé reinstatement of the petitioner as salaries were still not
given to him. The letter of the DPO Bannﬁ shows that his claim has been
submitted. Therefore, the judgment seems to have been implemented.
Disposed of according]y. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawc.zr and given undér my hand
and seal of the Tribunal on this 14" day of December, 2023.

oL/ L—W W/

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

a0 P S
Dats o -ty

WNoopahyes ~ 7 vty
Mutazem Shak* ™"

%.
\
o
H
P
S
4
)

R R J7r= .
\J./.urJAu“' L )
~ASUL A,
[ 95 cadorTn s e { .
" > oy
' X
Tol .. - ol ]
| - ol KA fr
Nary. o L7 B e = Wy AL
) ) [f SR
. -/ 5% 1y np_, .’.P[r ; ..u\){; Wa
T2 Us et T . TNt Sl ot R T AQUQ{ZL ‘
ol > G e
'ld"-)od v e e ey WA wur‘!r__‘_‘ =4 -




- BE THE KHYBE UNKHW, ER E BUNAL

PESLLA WAR. -
Appeal No.6333/2020

Zahid Khan s/0 Abdur Rahim Khan

* Constable Belt No.1145; District Police Bannu o

‘R/o Ismail Khel, D1stnct Bannu..,; ....... samvesssens ...... Appellant ‘
' ' ' ‘ Versus -

1)  Inspector Gener'al of Police, KP, PeSbatyaf.-

2)  Regional Police Officer, District Bannu,

3) - District Police Officer, Banmu.

4 Commandant Elite Force, KP, Peshawar.

- 5) . _ Deputy Commandant Elite Force, KP, Peshawar

6) 'Deputy Supermtendent of Pohce (Legal) DPO Ofﬁce Bannu

e Respondents- -

4 Applieation for implvementatie.n o'f judgment/
-~ order’ of service trlbunal dated 08.09. 2022
and 13 03 2023

" Respectfully Sheweth;

1) That this Hon’ble Tribunal vide judgment/ order datéd 08.09. 2022°
accepted appeal of. apphcant/ petitioner. (Copy of Judgment/ order :
dated 08.09 2022 is attached as Annexure “A”)

| 2)  That petmone‘r‘ approached- the c’oncemed. alit'hori_ties‘ for the

implementation  of judgment/ . order : dated 08.09.2022 but the . -

‘ respondents unplemented the order of this Hon’ble Trlbunal to the. o

extent of remstatement but the back beneﬁts have not been pald and
b.after reinstatement ‘the salanes stlll not glven to the appellant/ ‘

N petltloner




E) -That the petitioner ﬁled an application: for ir'nplementation of 'the'
‘ 'above mentloned order whrch ‘was. partlally 1mplemented to the
: extent of remstatement of servxce Wwhile back beneﬁt ‘were ot : o
implemented desplte the afﬁdavrt submrtted by the appellant to the .
- respondents as per order dated 09.12.2022. (Copy “of dated‘

i 03.03 2023 and afﬁdavrt are’ attached as Annexure “B”).

"4)'_ .That accordmg to super1or courts judgments every organ of the State .
. as well as subordmate court of the: country . is bound to 1mplernent the

o Judgment and order in its true letter and Sp1r1t

' 5) . That _]ustlce demands that Judgment of this Hon ble. Trrbunal may

7please be unplemented in true letter and spirit.

- Itis, therefore humbly prayed that respondents may please be -
~ directed to 1mplement the order/ Judgment dated 08.09.2022 and
: 03 03.2023 in true letter and spmt and all'the beneﬁts be awarded - -

after the decrs1on of the Hon’ble Tnbunal

: 1545 gloner

Through

| Zafar Ali Khan
' . AdvocateHigh Court
AFFIDAVIT S e - o
I, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the
: Apphcatlon are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and behef to .

- . the best of my knowledge and belief and nothlng has been concealed from -
thls Hon’ble Trlbunal ’ o
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