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1 | 04.04.2024 The implementation petition of Mr. Fayyaz

Badshah submitted todéy by Mr. Attiq ur Rehman
, 'A'vacat-e‘. It is fixed for implementation report before
Single Bench at Peshawar on .Original file be
reﬁuiﬁitioned. AAG 'has notéd. the 'héxt date. Parcﬁa‘Peshi
| given to counsel for the Petitioﬁer;
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BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
' PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. Qﬂ/ 2024

In Re: Execution Petition No. 297 /2023
In the matter of

Service Appeal No. 5365/2020

Decided on 02.03.2023

Fayyaz Badshah ............ esseer. Applicant / Appéllant
| VERSUS
IGP, KPK & others........ccccevviiiiinnnnnee Respondents
INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. | Application for implementation . 1-4
2. | Affidavit L 5
3. | Copy of the Judgment and Order A ;
dated 02.03.2023 6~ lo
4. | Copy of Execution Petition and B
Order dated 09.08.2023 . "~ 1Y
S. | Copies of Applications and e _
Postal receipts LS AJ
6. | Wakalat NAma Q0

x .
~Appellant / Applic.ant
Through % Q L

ATTIQ UR REHMAN
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar
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BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

-4 bér Palkhtukkhwa
S’érvice Tribunal

Execution Petition No.(l_?ﬁ_ /2024 Diary No. / b9, /3 f/

o Q ~cly~d° }l"
In Re: Execution Petition No. 297/2023 Dated
In the matter of

Service Appeal No. 5365/2020

Decided on 02.03.2023

Fayyaz Badshah Ex-Inspector Kohat Police walﬂff/
............ . Applicant / Appellant
VERSUS

1. Inspector General of KPK Police Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region
- Kohat. |

3. District Police Officer Kohat.

.......... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF

THE _JUDGMENT AND ORDER 'DA'TED

02.03.2023 IN THE CAPTIONED SERVICE

' APPEAL OF THIS HON’BLE TRIBUNAL,




&
Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above noted Service Appeal was pending
adjudication before this Hon’ble Tribunal and was

decided vide Judgment and order dated 02.03.2023.

2. That vide judgment and order dated 02.03.2023 this
Hon’ble Tribunal allowed the appeal andlset;aside the
impugned Orders dated 10.02.2020 and 17:.02.2020
and the Appellant was ordered to be reinstated in
service with all back benefits. (Copy of the Judgment
and Order dated 02.03.2023 is attached as

Annexure A)

3. That the Judgment and Order of this Hon’blé tribunal
was duly communicated to the Respondents by the
Petitioner vide various Applicétions for
implementation.  Thereafter the Petitioner is
continuously approaching “the Respondents for the
implementation of the Judgment and :Order dated

02.03.2023, however they are reluctant to implement

the same.

4. That thereafter the appellant / Petitioner filed
Execﬁtion petition No. 297/2023 before thié Hon’ble
Tribunal, wherein the respondents had subrhitted an
Office Corrigendum OB No. 582/SRC dated
05.07.2023 whereby the Petitioner has been
reinstated in service with all back benefits and the
Execution Petition was disposed off as ' stand

implemented vide Order dated 09.08.2023. (Copy of
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Execution Petition and Order dated 09.08.2023

are attached as annexure B)

5. That later on the petitioner came into knowledge that

the services of the Petitioner has been reinstated but
no back benefits were granted to the Petitioner.
Moreover the Petitioner moved Applications before
High Ups for implementation of the Order and for
grant of back benefits to the Petitioner, but in vain.
(Copies of Applications and Postal receipts are

attached as annexure C):

. That the Respondents are legally bound to implement

the judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal dated
02.03.2023 in its true letter and spirit without any
further delay, which has already been delaﬁred due to
the malafide intention of the Respondents and the

respondents are duly bound to grant all back benefits.

“to the Petitioner as per the Judgment of this Hon’ble

Tribunal.

. That the valuable rights of the Petitioner are involved

in the instant case and the Respondents are violating
the legal and fundamental rights of the Petitioner by

not granting back benefits to the Petitioner.

. That other grounds will be raised at the time of

arguments with prior permission of this Hon’ble

Tribunal.
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On acceptance of this Application, tlhe Order
and Judgment dated 02.03.2023 of this Hon’ble
Tribuhal may Kindly be implemented in its true
letter and spirit. And the Respondents may
- graciously be directed to grant/ allow all back
benefits to the Petitioner with the larger interest

of justice.

Appellant / Applicant

h j A
Throug > /4{
Dated: 04.04.2024 : -

ATTIQ UR REHMAN
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar



BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. ___ /2024

In Re: Execution Petition No. 297 /2023
In the matter of

Service Appeal No. 5365/2020

Decided on 02.03.2023

Fayyaz Badshah ........ Applicant / Appellant
VERSUS
IGP,.KP'K & others.............. ceeesesesacene Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

I, Fayyaz Badshah Ex-Inspector Kohat Police, do
hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of
the accompanying Application 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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‘BEF ORE THE KHYBI:.R PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

Service Appeal No. 3365/2020
Date of ]nstitutio‘n o 04.06.2020

Date of Decision...  02.03.2023 -

AFayyaZ Badshah Ex-Inspector Kohat Police. »

.. (Appellant)
. ) -
- VERSUS
_ lnséecto_r General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Peshawar and 02 others.
(Respondents)

MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN, .

Advocate ) - For-appellant.

MR. \/1UHAMMAD RIAZ KHAN PAINDAKHEL,

Assistant Advocate General . --- For respondents.
' MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - = MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MS. FAREEHA PAUL --- MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

" JUDGMENT;
S}\LAH-'U‘D-DIN \AEM’BER'- . Precise facts surmundmg ‘

the instant service appeal are that the appellant was proceeded

against departmentally on the allegations re-produced as below:-

“i. That on 05.01.2019, an incident of assault on
Police was taken place in the jurisdiction of Sub

Division Darra and you alongwith other. 10/12

~ officials duly armed was present at the distance. of
150/200 meters from place of incident, bhut you

deliberately did not respond/rescue the Pblz’gé. |

hﬂﬂdnvﬁ
3 . " S(.l Vk.e Tty et

mattani, highway and Gulshan Abad checkposts in =~ Pesbewer
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order to apprehend the suspects/culprits and ‘their

vehicles, particularl y coal trucks. ‘
{

ii. That you have facilitated about 70/75 vehicles 1o
proceed on un-frequented routes and ‘took Rs. 300/
per vehicles as illegal gratification from them. '

iv. That reportedly, you are getting  illegal
gratification from officials deployed at ‘Eagle: Fort

and grant them illegal leave.

v.  That you are ill-reputed caused embarrassment
Jor the entire department and reportedly involve in

anti-merger activities. "

2. On conclusion of the inqtii‘ry, the appellant was awarded
major penalty of dismissal from serv‘ice by Commandant Darra
SuB-Division/ Distri‘ct Police Officer Kohat vide or&er bearing
O.B No. 90 dated 10.02.2020. The same was challenged by the B

appeliant through filing of depaﬁ:ment'il appea! before DiG Kohat

Regton Kohat, which remained un-responded Wlthln the statutory
period of 90 days, therefore, the apv'pellant‘ﬂ ted the in_éta:wt service
appeal on 04.06.2020.. It was during the pendency o’f‘ the instant
service appeal that the departmental appeal of the appellant was

~ decided vide order datgd 25.06.2020 and his revisfon :petitioﬁ was v.
then also hrejected Qf;ie order dated 04.03.2021 issuéd frézn the

office of Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar.




~ : . ' @
of filing ofjt)int reply, wherein théy refuted the assertion raised by |

the appellant in his appeal.

4, Learned c'ounsel‘ for the appe}lant has -addressed his

srguiﬁe‘t}ts supporting the grounds agitated by the appe]tant in his

service appeal. On the other hand learned Assxstant Advocate
. Gencrai for the respondents has controvelted the arguments of - :

learned counsel for the appellant and has supported the comments

submitted by the respondents.
5.0 ‘Arguments have already been heard and record pe‘ruséd.

6 The appellant was proceeded ag_,amst departmentdlly by

;ssumg him charge sheet as wetl as statement of alleﬂattons on

.08.01.2020 and ASP- Saddar Kohat was appointed as inquiry
Officer in the tnatter._ We have gone through the i.nquiryt r,éportt :
submitted by the inquiry officer, ‘wherein it is mentiotted that .‘the

~ testimony of the SHO, Dri\ter, Subedar etc amply prOve' that the |
dccused Fayaz Badshah d;splayed cowardice and dld not respond

to the call of duty. The respondents have, however ot annexed -
‘statement of any of the witnesses recorded during ;the inquiry:
proceedings. On our. query, representative of the 'jtespondents
categorically stated that no oth?r staternent éxcept the documcnts

annexed as page -16 10 page 20 with the reply of the reSpondents‘

-aze available in tecord of the . respondents We have gone through

the afore-mentzoned documents and have obsewed that the “ﬁ'
Q\h‘h

documents as page 17 to 20 are undated apphcations of Nazb S Vicw HengiR

he .
%&j"lb ":: hH o
- % o

Subedar Khan Aslam, addressed to various officers regarding an
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R ‘améun.t of Rs. 14300/3;"WHicli was spent by him-on arrangement of
vehicles and Generator for election duty and was not péid to him
by the appéllant. Similarly, on page-16 of the retlJiy‘ is an
apphcatlon submttted by Subedar Ilyas to the Dastuct Pohce
Ofﬁcel regarding the incident, whxch took place on OIS 01.2020.
The said application was submitted on [3.01.2020, ‘wh‘iie the
charge sheet was received by the appellant on 14.01 2020 Even if
the afme-mennoned application of the appellam: i consxdered as
statement of Subedar Ilyas,. no opportunity . was affordéd to the

appellant to cross-examine him, therefore, the same could not be

onsidered as evidence against the appellant. The allegations

» against the appellant are though grave in nature, howevér the same
have not been substantiated through recording of any cogent

evidence during the inquiry proceedings against the appellant.

7. Moreover, the available record does not show that final
show-cause notice was Aissued o the appellaﬁt ar!ad "he was
provided copy of the in'quiry report. "!"Ihis Tribunal hés already
‘held‘in mtmerbus"judgments- that issuance of final show-cause - | )
notice along with the inQﬁiry report is must undér Poiige’
Rules, 1975. Reliance is also placed on the judgment (:(.h\ ered by
‘august Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as APLD 1981
SC-176, wherein it has been held that rules devoid of bl'ovision of
inal show cause notice along with inquiry ij@é()rt wefé not valid

rules. Non issuance of tinal show cause notice and non-supply of

copy of the findings of the i inquiry officer to the appéllant has ervice iy
]
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caused miscarriage of justice as in such a situation, the appellant

was not in a position to properly defend himself in respect of the

allegations leveled against him. =~ '

8. In view of the above. discussion, the appeal jii‘l hand - is

accepted by setting-aside the impugned orders and the appellant is

reinstated in service with.all back benefits. Parties are left to bear

t

their own costs. File be conéig_ned to the record room.

i

ANNOUNCED -

02.03.2023

(SACAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

- (FAREEHA PAUL)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

»%?/’ v

) hate of Presentation of Ap lﬁatton_ —=
Wumber of Words . .2 .A...u...m.-.m.,_*,m?,,_
Comying Fes ,wﬁ/’{// R .< - -
lUr-.-ant ‘C{ | F O VUUPRE
Tﬂ:a!‘ii.., 5 /-—/ - .I._._W | _.:

C Name of o, et
Date of Corg e o el -
]

Bate of Delivery of COpYussains
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01.  lLcarned counscl for the petitioner present. Mr. Asif

Masood Al Shah, Dcputy District Attorney a%o‘ngwith Mr. Arif

Salcem, Stenographer for the respondents present.

02. chl'cscntaliv;_ of the rcsp;)ndcnls submitted copy of
corrigendum OB -'N.'o. 5.82./S‘RC> dated 05.07.2023 wiici'cby the
petitioner has been reinstated in service with all back bencfits
i:ondilionally/provisionaIly subject to the outcome of CPLA
pending before the august Suprcmc. Court of Pakistan. Pléccd on
filc and copy thercofl prdvidcd_to lcarncd counscl f'or'tI.w petitioner

who cxpressed his satisfaction. The Service I'ribunal judgment

‘delivered in service appeal No. 5365/2020 dated. 02.03.2023

stands implcmented. Consign.

03."  Pronounced in open court al Peshawar and given under my

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 09" day of August, 2023

Certifig to be true copy : / s j @
L% \kbar'Khan)

——

AAINER {Muhanimad
Ku¥hevPukhtukhwa .
Service ‘Fribunal Member (] 3)

BReshaway

vt ptsion LI
Date of Presentation of Application /& .
Nuhber of ‘A’ozds;.wL/ 7 - |
Copying Fea.Oy/ - R | -
Urgent —£7/, . .

‘Name ¢i L, - V/?’/ )
Date of COr.Lu0: 1o o vy | momim : kf) T

Date of Delivery of COpY—




BEFORE THE LEARNED. SERVIéE TRIBUNAL KHY'BER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

G ccoctrn Pediton 12 29?/%237

CM No. /2023
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Service Appeal No. 5365/2020 N\ , o .LZL j[_j’?@%‘;
. ) ek Dnvt'c , _

Decided on 02.03.2023

| Fayyaz Badshah EX—Inspectbr Kohat Police
ssresseseere. Applicant / Appellant_ ,
VERSUS

1. Inspector General of KPK Police Peshawar

2. Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Kohat Reglon
Kohat. |
3. District Police Officer Kohat.

...... .... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE JUDGMENT AND _ORDER DATED
02.03. 2023 IN THE CAPTIONED SERVICE
APPEAL OF THIS HON’BLE TRIBUNAL.

SeTvice Tribunad

,\M&wm’



| Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above noted Service Appeal was pending
adjudication before this Hon’ble Tribunal and was
decided vide Judgment and order dated 02.03.2023.

2. That vide judgment and order dated 02:.0?;;.2023 this-
Hon’ble Tribﬁnal allowed the appeal and set aside the
impugned Orders dated 10.02.2020 and 17.02.2020
and the Appellant was ordered to be reinstated in
service with all back benefits. (Copy of the Judg;nent o

"and Order dated 02.03.2023 is attached as

Annexure A)

3. That the Judgment and Order of this Hon’ble tribunal
was duly communicated to the Respondents by the .
Petitioner vide - various 'Applicationé ~ for
implementation.  Thereafter the Petitiorier = is
contin_ix_ouslyi approachihg the Respondents for the
implementation of the Judgment and Order .date'dl
02.03.2023, however they. are reluctant tol.i:mple-ment‘

the same. ‘ )

4. That the Respondents are legally bound to implemeht
the judgment of 'this Honble Tribunal dated
02.03.2023 in its true letter and spirit without any

further delay, which has already been delayed due to
" the malafide intention of thé Respondents. '

5. That the valuable rights of the Petitioner are involved |

in the instant case and the Respc}ndents' are violat'ing'

AR .
L Gy uer Pukiitukhwve
Hervice Tribunal
. RNty e




Tribunal.

the legal and fundamental rights of the ‘Peititione.r-by

" not reinstating the Petitioner into his servié;e with all

back. bgne’ﬁts.

_That other grounds will be raised at the time of

arguments with prior permission of .this Hon’ble .

<

On acééptance of this Application,:' the Order
and Judgment dated 02.03.2023 of this Hon’ble

. Tribunal may Kindly be implemented 1n its true

letter and spxrlt And the Respondents may

graciously be directed to remstated the Petxtloner '

on his respective post/posxtlon with .all back
benefits. | B o

i

S : » Appellant / Applic
o " Through | ZI '
Dated: 12. 05 2023 p

ATTIQ UR REHMAN
Advocate, High Court E
Peshawar ‘




BEFORiE‘THE HON’BLE.DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL"

KOHAT -

: Subject:"' REQUEST/APPLICATION TO GRANT BACK BENEFITS

IN EXECUTION PETITION NO. 297/2023 IN SERVICE

- APPEAL NO. 5365/2020 TITLED FAYAZ BADSHAH VS |

POLICE DEPARTMENT

Respected Sir,

It is submitted as under;

1. That, petitioner is serving under your command as a

constable.

. That, petitioner was dismissed from service with

unknown reasons but later on field a case in service

tribunal against his dismissed.

. That, the petitioner was reinstated vide judgment and

order dated: 02.03.2023 by Hon’ble Service Tribunal
allowed the appeal and set aside the impugned order
dated 10.02.2020 and 17.02.2020 and the petitioner
was order to be reinstated in Service with all back

benefits. (Copy of Service Appeal with judgment is attached

as annexure A)

. That, the Hon’ble DPO Kohat passed an order dated

20.06.2023 for reinstated in Service conditionally/
provisionally, but not with all back benefits, hence,
petitioner again approached to Hon’ble Service Tribunal

with execution petition No. 297/2023. (Copy of Petition is

attached as annexure B).

TR SR
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S. Thét, in the instant execution petition Hon’ble Court
directed to issue order with all back benefits, hence, in
this regard with the direction of AIG Legal to Hon’ble
DPO vide letter No. 2326/legal dated 13.06.2023 issued

ordered. (Copy of letter is attached as annexure C).

6. That, thereafter Hon’ble DPO issued an order No. 4788-
89/SRC dated 05.07.2023 again with the following
remarks. . |

“This office order OB No. 352/SRC dated
20.06.2023 issued in complianée with the
judgment dated: 02.03.2023 passed by Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, the Service Tribunal Peshawar in
Service Appeal No. 5365/20 and approval of
competent authority vide CPO Letter No.
2326/Legal dated 13.06.2023 may be read as Ex-
Constable Fayaz No. 1963 is hereby reinstated with

~all back benefits conditionally provisidnally with

immediate effect”

7. That, petitioner time and again approached to the
concerned accountant/pay officer namely Shoaib Khan,

but he denied to give me the instant payment.

8. That, time and again I given him the concerned orders/.

- direction of High ups but not availed.

9. That, he is continuously denied from the orders of
Hon’ble Courts and high ups, and is not giving me a

single penny, which is not fair and transparent.

2. SR 5 -

G
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

That, the Act of ‘the concerned accountant is not
according to the rules, law, and constitution, which is
embaracing situation and may lead further litigation

process which is not a good situation.
That, he is denying the orders of high-up’s and court.

The act of the concerned accountant is not according to

police rules 1934.

The, concerned accountant said to me no one give you

the instant money.

That, petitioner is a poor man and belong to a
respectable family of Pakistan, without this job there is
no source of income, and during out of service period

petitioner has taken a lot of loan from different peoples.

It is therefore, requested before your honour
to given direction/order to the concerned accountant to
give me the payment i.e (back benefits) and implement
the court order as well as the concerned high ups order

direction with true letter and spirit.

L)

[ATTESTED)

Thanks

Your Obediently

«Z%M
CONSTABLE- AZ BADSHAH

-No. 1953 District Kohat
Cell: 0334-3706072 o
|

o oY
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF
| POLICE KOHAT

Subject: REQUEST/APPLICATION TO GRANT BACK BENEFITS
IN EXECUTION PETITION NO. 297/2023 IN SERVICE
APPEAL NO. 5365/2020 TITLED FAYAZ BADSHAH VS
POLICE DEPARTMENT '

Respected Sir,

It is submitted as under;

1. That, petitioner is serving under your command as a

constable.

2. That, petitioner was dismissed from service with
unknown reasons but later on field a case in service

tribunal against his dismissed.

3. That, the petitioner was reinstated vide judgment and
order dated: 02.03.2023 by Hon’ble Service Tribunal
allowed the appeal and set aside the impugned order
dated 10.02.2020 and 17.02.2020 and the petitioner
was order to be reinstated in Service with all back

benefits. (Copy of Service Appeal with judgment is attached

as annexure A)

4. That, the Hon’ble DPO Kohat passed an order dated
20.06.2023 for reinstated in Service éonditionally/
provisionally, but not with all back benefits, hence,
petitioner again approached to Hon’ble' Service Tribunal
thh execution petitioh No. 297 /2023. (Copy of Petition is

attached as annexure B).

ATTESTED,
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5. That, in the instant execution petition :Hon’ble Court
directed to issue order with all back benefits, hence, in
this regard with the direction of AIG Legal ;v to Hon’ble
DPO vide letter No. 2326/legal dated 13.06.2023 issued

ordered. (Copy of letter is attached as annexure C)..

6. That, thereafter Hon’ble DPO issued an 6rder No. 4788-
89/SRC dated 05.07.2023 again with the following
remarks.

- “This office order OB No. 352/SRC dated

- 20.06.2023 issued in compliance with the
- judgment dated: 02.03.2023 passed by Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, the Service Tribunal Peshawar in
Service Appeal No. 5365/20 and épproval of
competent authority vide CPO Letter No.
' 2326/Legal dated 13.06.2023 may be read as Ex-
Constable Fayaz No. 1963 is hereby reinstated with
all back benefits éonditionally provisionally with

immediate effect”

7. That, petitioner time and again approached to the
concerned accountant/pay officer namely Shoaib Khan,

but he denied to give me the instant payment.

8. That, time and again I given him the concerned orders/

direction of High ups but not availed.

9. That, he is continuously denied from the orders of
Hon’ble Courts and high ups, and is not giving me a

single penny, which is not fair and transparent.




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

20

That, the Act of the concerned accountant is not
according to the rules, law, and constitution, which is
embaracing situation and may lead further litigation

process which is not a good situation.
That, he is denying the orders of high-up"s and court.

The act of the concerned accountant is not according to

police rules 1934,

The, concerned accountant said to me no one give you

the instant money.

That, petitioner is a poor man and belong to a
respectable family of Pakistan, without this job there is
no source of income, and during out of service period

petitioner has taken a lot of loan from different peoples.

It is therefore, requested before ybur honour
to given direction/order to the concerned accountant to
give me the payment i.e (back benefits) and implement
the court order as well as the concerned high ups order

direction with true letter and spirit.

%NT%}E@

Thanks

Your Obediently

CONSTABLE yAZ BADSHAH

No. 1953 District Kohat
Cell: 0334-3706072
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE ASSISTANT INSPECTOR

GENERAL LEGAL PESHAWAR

Subject:é REQUEST/APPLICATION TO GRANT BACK BENEFITS

. IN EXECUTION PETITION NO. 297/ 2023 IN SERVICE
APPEAL NO. 5365/2020 TITLED FAYAZ BADSHAH VS
POLICE DEPARTMENT

Respécted Sir,

It is submitted as under;

. That, petitioner is serving under your command as a

constable.

2. That, petitioner was dismissed from service with

unknown reasons but later on field a case in service

tribunal against his dismissed.

3. That, the petitioner was reinstated vide judgment and

order dated: 02.03.2023 b&/ Hon’ble Service Tribunal
allowed the appeal and set aside the impugned order
dated 10.02.2020 and 17.02.2020 and the petitioner
was order to be reinstated in Service With all back

benefits. (Copy of Service Appeal with judgment is attached

as annexure A)

. That, the Hon’ble DPO Kohat passed an order dated

20.06.2023 for reinstated in Service conditionally/
provisionally, but not with all back ‘berllefits, hence,
petitioner again approached to Hon’ble Service Tribunal

with execution petition No. 297/2023. (Copy of Petition is

attached as annexure B).
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5. That, in the instant execution petition Hon’ble Court
directed to issue order with all back benefits, hence, in
this regard with the direction of AIG Legal to Hon’ble
DPO vide letter No. 2326/legal dated 13.06.2023 issued

ordered. (Copy of letter is attached as annexure C).

6. That, thereafter Hon’ble DPO issued an order No. 4788-
89/SRC dated 05.07.2023 again with the following
remarks. -

| “This office order OB No. 352/SRC dated
20.06.2023 issued in compliance with the
judgment dated: 02.03.2023 passed by Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, the Service Tribunal Peshawar in
Service Appeal No. 5365/20 and approval of
competent authority vide CPO Letter No.
2326 /Legal dated 13.06.2023 may be read_as Ex-
Constable Fayaz No. 1963 is hereby reinstated with
all back benefits conditionally provisionélly with

immediate effect”

7. That, petitioner time and again approached to the
concerned accountant/pay officer namely Shoaib Khan,

but he denied to give me the instant payment.

8. That, time and again I given him the concerned orders/

direction of High ups but not availed.

9. That, he is continuously denied from the orders of
Hon’ble Courts and high ups, and is not giving me a

single penny, which is not fair and transparent.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

D ’ I |
|

That, the Act of the concerned accountant is not
accgjrding to- the rules‘, law, and constitpition, which is
embaracing situation and may lead further litigation

process which is not a good situation.
Tha{t, he is denying the orders of high-up’s and court.

The act of the concerned accountant is not according to

police rules 1934,

The, concerned accountant said to me no one give you

the instant money.

That, petitioner is a poor man and belong to a
respectable family of Pakistan, without this job there is
no source of income, and during out of service period

petitioner has taken a lot of loan from different peoples.

It is therefore, requested before your honour
to given direction/order to the concerned acj:countant to
give me the payment i.e (back benefits) and ifnplement
the court order as well as the concerned high ups order

direction with true letter and spirit.

Thanks

Your Obediently

«/% ok
CONSTAB AYYAZ BADSH_AH

No. 1953 District Kohat
Cell: 0334-3706072
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