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Implementation Petition No. 1125/2024

S.NO. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgi;

1 2 3

The implementation petition of Mr. Raqibaz & 

others submitted today by Mr. Q.amar Zaman Khattak 

Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before 

Single Bench at Peshawar on 04.10.2024. Original file be 

requisitioned. AAG'has noted the next date. Parcha Peshi 

given to counsel for the petitioner.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKH
PESHAWAR

In Execution Petition No. 2024

Raqibaz etc (Appellant) 

VERSUS
Govt of KPK & other (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR FIXATION OF TITLED EXECUTION 

PETITION BEFORE THE PRINCIPAL SEAT AT
PESHAWAR.

Respectfully Sheweth-

1. That the applicant/appellant has filed the instant 

Execution Petition in which no date is fixed so far.
2. That case of the applicant/appellant is urgent in nature 

and therefore be fixed before the principal seat at 

Peshawar.
3. That the counsel for the applicant/appellant is doing legal 

practice at Peshawar as well as the addresses of the main 

respondents i. e. Inspector General of Prison are also at 

Peshawar and the appellant also wants to pursue his case 

at the principal seat at Peshawar.
4. That it will be convenient for the counsel as well as for the 

applicant/appellant to fix the instant execution petition at 

principal seat at Peshawar.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the 

acceptance of this application, the instant execution 

petition may kindly be fixed at principal seat at Peshawar.
Dated: 01.10.2024

ApplicarkyAppellant *

QAMAR ZAMAN KHATTAK
LLM UK, ASC

Through



i

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

VS__"4
- CONTEI?fs

KHYBER

Case Title:
NOYES'S#

This Appeal has been presented by: ------------------------------ -
Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed

1
Whether

^ the requisite documents?_____________ ______________________
'3^'Whether a’ppeal is within time?_______________________—__

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed
^ mentioned?____________________________ ------------------ rr“
'5 Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct.

Whether affidavit is appended?_____________ ___________
" ■"Whether ' affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath
^ Commissioner?____________________ ____________ —---------------
's ’ Whether appeal/annexures are properly page^--------------------------

Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
^ subject, furnished?________________________________________
fo ^hedrer annexures are legible?______________ _______________
11 Whether annexures are attested?____________________________
12 'whether copies of annexures are readable/clearj--------- -—-----------
Ts Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DA^___——_—

*’"Wh^t"he7Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested
Signed by petitioner/appellant/respondenn?_______________

Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?_------------- -
Wheth^ appeal contains cutting/overwriting?--------------------------

list of books has been provided at the end of th^appeaj_^

1

I 6

14

15
16
17 J Whether________

118 rwhether case relate to this court?______
^1*9 1 w/hpthpr requisite number of spare copies at^ched]--------- ------------
r^O j Wh^her complete spare copy is filed in separate ,fijg_^ver?-----------
'2i~''Whether addresses of parties given are cornglete?------------------------
' 2YTwhether index filed?_______________________________ _______
'l^Twhether index is correct?____________ ___--------------------------------
24 i Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On--------------------- ---

WhetherTn view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 
1974 Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has

been sent to respondents? On _________________ _____ _______
'^ \X/hether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On 

26 ____

25

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to 

opposite party? On________________________ _—------------------ '---------- ------

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been 

fulfilled.

!27

Name:

Signature:
Datedr^ -f
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCr. TRIBUNAI. PF.SHAWAR

.APPELLANTSRaqibaz and others

Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others RESPONDENTS

INDEX

A # % ^ - Description of Documents fAnnexuree. v-
r •mm •. a

Execution Petition1. 1 -2
Affidavit2. 3
Copy ofthe order/judgment dated 31.05.2024 of this 

learned Tribunal and First page of All appeal. A3.

WakalatNama. 244.

Appellants

Through

QAMAR ZAW AN KHATTAK • 
LLMUK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

Dated; 26.09.2024



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTRTJNAT PESHAWAR

Execution petition No. '■px024
Ktiyljt-r

Service Ti iltuHailIn
fLmAppeal No: 1324,1226,1325,1326,1327,1328,1329,1330,1367,1368 and 1554/2010ary No

Oalvtl

1. Raqibaz s/p Amir Qabaz Khan, Warder, central Jail Bannu, R/0 Fariq Ismail 
Khani P/0 Ismail Khani Bannu.

2. Muhammad Saqib s/o Niaz Badshah Warder, attached to district Jail Kohat.
3. Aminullah s/o Khan Sarder, Warder attached to central Jail Bannu.
4. Gul Mir Dali s/o Taj Muhammad, Warder attached to central Jail bannu, R/0 

Mawah Khel Ilaqa Soorani P.O Fazl-e-Haq Malwana Tehsil & District Bannu.
5. Muharnmad Ibrar s/o Khayat Ullah, Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, R/0 

Hussani Kalan Ilaqa Soorani P.O Nizem Bazar Bannu.
6. Abid Ullah s/o Hazrat Ghulam, Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, R/0 

Hussani, Ilaqa Soorani P.O Nizem Bazar Bannu.
7. Saved Khan s/o Muhammad Usman, Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, R/0 

Jando Khel C/0 Rafiq Zaman Jewelers Shop No. 14 Tehsil Bazar Bannu City.
8. Hafiz Mir Hussain Shah s/o Bahadar Shah,, Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, 

R/0 Hussani Darah Shah , P.O Soorani Bannu.
9. Asif AH Shah s/o Tahir Ali Shah,, Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, R/0 Pir 

Khel Kakki, P.O Kakki District Bannu.
10. Mir Liaq s/o Baraz Khan,Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, R/0 Degan Shadi 

Khan Soorani P.O Fazl-e-FIaq Malwana Bannu.
11. Muhammad Zahid, Deputy Superintendent Jail, Central Prison Bannu.

APPELLANTS

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs 
Department, Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. Superintendent Central Prison Bannu.

RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION FOR SATISFICATION OF THE ORDER/JUDGMENT 

DATED 31.05.2024 PASSED BY THIS LEARNED TRIBUNAL, ACCORDING TO 

WHICH THE MAIN APPEAES OF THE APPEELANTS WERE PLEASE TO ALLOW 

AS PRAYED FOR AND STANCE OF THE APPELLANTS, i-e PAY OF THE 

APPELLANTS MIGHT BE RESTORED TO THEIR ORIGIONAL POSITION WITH 
ALL BACK BENEFITS WERE ACKNOWLEDGE.

f-



i

IS
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:-

Appellants humbly submit as under;

1. Aside from the detail of the averments of appeals raised in the detail of the 

contents of appeals, this Hon’ble Tribunal please to allow the preferred appeals of 

the appellants by consolidated order/judgment dated 31.05.2024. (COPY OF THE 
CONSOLIDATED ORDER/JUDGMENT DATED 31.05.2024 THIS LEARNED 
TRIBUNAL IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “A”).
That after arrival of the order/judgment of this learned Tribunal, appellants 

approached to the respondent no.2 & 4 with speaking applications and requested 

for the compliance of the order of learned Tribunal and treat to the appellants 
accordingly, but all in vain.
That the respondent no.2 & 4, being competent authority is under the legal 
obligation,, to be obedient of the order/judgment of this learned Tribunal in its 
letter in sprit.
That delay so for is accrued, in compliance of the order/judgment of this learned 

Tribunal is amount to injustice and creating legal liability to the respondents.
That four months more sufficient enough period has passed away in arrival of the 

order/judgment of this learned Tribunal but it is very unfortunate to say that 
any reaction is reacted on behalf of the respondents for compliance of the order of 

this Learned Tribunal which such act of the respondents is amount to contempt of 

the order/judgment of this Learned Tribunal, which attract otherwise enactment of 
Contempt of Court Ordinance 2003,

2.

3.

4.

5.

no

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in the light of the above, this learned 

Tribunal may very kindly please be passed directions in specific form to the respondent 
no.2 & 4, especially and remaining respondents generally to comply with the 

order/judgment of this tribunal dated 31.05.2024 in its letter in sprit that pay of the 

appellants might be restored to his original position with all back benefits may be 
acknowledge by rewarding the same.

Appellants

Through

QAMAR ZAMAN KHATTAK 
LLM UK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

Dated; 26.09.2024
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTR1INA1 PESHAWAR

Raqibaz and others APPELLANTS

Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Hafiz Mir Hussain Shah s/o Bahadar Shah,Warder attached to central Jail Bannu, R/0 

Hussani Darah Shah , P.O Soorani Bannu, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 

that the contents of the accompanying Execution Petition are true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Tribunal Court.

QAMAR ZAMAN KHATTAK 
LLM UK

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

IDENTIFIED BY; DEPONENT
f-

• j

CMC:
Cell; 03348810890
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. SA 1554/2019 ; •

3.l‘^‘:May.2024 01. Mr. Zartaj Anwar, Advocate for the appellant present.

Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

02. Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 07 pages, in

^eshasv'^'' connected Service Appeal No. 1324/2019, titled “Raqibaz

Vei'stis Government of-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary

l.lorae & Tribal Affairs Department, Peshawar and others”,

impugned order is set aside and the appeal is allowed as prayed

Ibr. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under 

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 3P' day of May,

03.

2024.

(RASHIM BANG) 
Mcmbcr(J) jMember (li.)

Siih.'ian

fV/orus--/' //
f ■presenDateo

Urgent -
Total—

o

i .

ofbev' ;
{DeUv--y 2l>aie 

pateo



1r\

BEFORE rUE KllYBER PAKlITUNKliWA SKIIVICE TRIBUNAI
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1324/2019

* Bl’l'ORi:; MRS. RASHIDA BANG 
MISS I' ARBEHA PAUT.

MJ‘iMBER(J) , _ 
MliMBER(E) S'-;

Raqibaz S/O Aiiiir Qabaz .Khan, Warder, Ceniral Jail Bannu, R/0 Fariq Ismail 
Khani i^osi Office Ismail Khani Bannu. (Appellant)

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa tlirough Secretary Home & Tribal 
Affairs Dcpartnicnl, Peshawar.

2. Inspcctoj- Genera! of Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. SupcriniendcnL Circle Ileadquaricrs Prison, I'eshawar.
4. Supcriniendciil, Central Jhison, Bannu. (Respondents)

Ml'. Yasir Salecm, 
Advocate Fot* appellant 

For respondentsMr. Muhammad Jan, 
District AUoi'ncy

Date of Institution 
I'Jale of .Hearing... 
Date of Decision..

26.09.2019
31.05.2024
31.05.2024

CONOiJBA J ED JCDG EMENT

FAREEHA PAUL, MEMBER fER Throunh this single judgment, we intend

to dispose of instant sei-vice appeal as well as the following connected service

appeals, as in all the appeals, common questions of law and facts arc

involved:

1. Service Appeal No. 1226/2019, Muhammad Saqib,

7 Service Appeal No. 1325/2019, Aminullah

3. Service Appeal No. 1326/2019, Gul Mir Dali,

■t4. Service Appeal No. 1327/2019, Muhammad Ibrar,

5. Service Appeal No. 1328/2019, Abid IJllah,
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6. Sci-vicc Appeal No. 1329/2019, Saved Khan,

Service Appeal No. 1330/2019, Hafiz Mir Hussain Shah, 

Service Appeal No. 1367/2019, AsifAli Shahi 

Service Appeal No. 136S/2019, Mir l.iaq and - 

Service Appeal No. 1554/2019, Muhammad Zahid,

7.

8.

9,

10.

Vs. (lovei-nmcni ol’ Khyber Pakhiunkhwa through Secrclaiy Home & Tribal 

AlTairs Hcparimenl Peshawar and others.

2. The service appeal in hand has been instituted under Section 4 of the 

Khyber PakluunkJnva Service Tribunal Act, J974 against the order dated 

11,04.2019, communicated to the appellant 

awarded major penalty of reduction to a lower stage in time scale for a 

period of three years, against which his departmcnlai appeal dated 

responded within the stipulated period of ninety days. It 

acceptance of the appeal, the impugned order dated 

1 1,04.2019 might bo set aside and pay of the appellant might be restored to his 

original position with all back benefits.

25.05.2019, whereby heon was

maximum

28.05.2019 was not

has been prayed that on

3. Prid facts of the ease, as given in the memorandum of appeal, arc that 

the appcllani was appointed as Warder in the Prison Dcpaitmcnt. He 

performing his duties in Bannu Jail when in the mid night of 14/15 April, 

2012, a huge number of militants attacked the jail with heavy weapons. The 

appellant, alongwilh other jail officials, started firing at them, however the 

■ militants managed in helping the escape of certain condemned prisoners from 

the jail and also damaged some parts of the jail premises with their heavy 

weapons. The appellant also got wounded in cross firing. I'hc Provincial

was

-4

'I■T
/• 1
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Govci-nmciU condLicicd a fact linding inquiry after which the appellant 

served with a show cause notice containing the allegations that during the 

attack on i^annu Jail, he failed to fire and confront the inilitanis effectively, 

'j'he appellant duly replied the show cause notice and refuted the allegations 

leveled against him. Without conducting regular inquiry, he was awarded 

major penalty ol'dismissal from service vide order dated 12.12.2012, against 

which he lilcd departmental appeal which was rejected. The appellant filed

was

Service Appeal No. 492/2013 before the Service Tribunal which was partially 

allowed vide judgment dated 01,09.2015, and the 

alongwith other cormcctcd

of the appellant.case

cases, was remanded back to the respondent 

department to conduct denovo inquiry and the issue of back benefits was

subject to the outcome of that inquiry.-The appellant was served .with charge 

sheet and staicmcnt of allegations which were duly replied by him and he 

rcllitcd the allegations leveled against him. An inquiry was conducted and the 

Inciuiry Oflicer recommended the appellant for major penally, 'i'he appellant 

was served with show cause notice dated 06.12.2017, which was duly replied 

by him, but without considering his reply, he was awarded major penalty of 

reduction to a lower stage in time scale for a maximum period of three years 

vide impugned order dated 11.04.2019, communicated to him on 25.05.2019. 

i-ecling aggrieved, ho filed dcparlmenlal appeal dated 28.05.2019, which 

not responded withijt the statutory period of ninety days; hence the instant 

service appeai.

was

Rc.spondcnls were put on notice who submitted writlen reply/cominents 

on the appeal. We heard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as the
'^'Tested

4.
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learned iJisii'ic; Attorney for the respondents and perused the case file with

connected documents in detail.

J.ci.i]'jied counsel' for the appellant, after presenting the case in detail,5.

argued that the appellant was liot treated in accordance with law. He argued

that the chargCvS leveled against him were totally false and baseless and that he

duly fired at ihc militants and confronted them as long as he could. Moreover,

he was not provided with sufficienl bullets and he also got wounded during

cross firing. 1 Ic argued that no proper procedure was followed before awarding

major penalty to the appellant. 'Neither he was associated with the inquiry

proceedings nor any witness was examined during the inquiry and thus the

whole proceedings wci’c nullity in the eyes of law. He argued that the appellant

was ,nol given proper opportunity to defend himself nor allowed any

opportunity ol' personal hearing and was condemned unheard. He requested

that the appeal might be accepted as prayed for.

Learned District Attorney, while rebutting the arguments of learned6.

counsel fo;' the appellant, argued that the appellant showed cowardice during

militants aiiack on Jail and as a result, a number of condemned/convicted

'prisoners, escaped from the Jail, lie argued that in the light of order of the

'I'ribunal, denovo enquiry was conducted and charge sheet and statement of

allegations were served upon the appellant, and the allegations leveled against

him were proved. He was given proper opportunity of hearing but he failed to

prove his innocence. The learned District Attorney requested that the appeal

¥might be dismissed.

kSTEB

examiner 
xtiyUi j- »^n.htuk^.w* 

Service Tribunal 
I'csla.iiiwar
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Argiimcms and record presented before us show dial all the appellants7-

were on duty at the iJannu Central Prison, when on the night between 14-15

April 2012, a group of militants attacked the Prison and got 381 prisoners

released, including high profile prisoners also. The departmental authorities

conducted a I'act finding inquiry and rcsultantly imposed penalties on them

which were impugned before the Service 'J’ribunal. The Tribunal vide its

judgment dated 01.09.2015 remanded the ease back to the respondent

departincnl to conduct denovo inquiry. The matter of back benefits was subject

to ihe outcome of that inquiry. In pursuance of that order, denovo inquiry was

conducted and penally was imposed on lire appellants as follows;-

“Redudion to a lower stage in a time scale for a maximum •

period oj three (03) years "

In the present sci-vicc appeals, the appellants have impugned the order of

dcparliTicntal authority issued after the denovo inquiry. There is no second

opinion on the fact that Prison is a highly sensitive place and requires

extremely carcfuily drafted rules and standard procedures. Keeping in view the

- charge sheet of every appellant, the learned District Attorney was asked to

clarify certain points about Bannu Prison, being a Central Prison, where high 

profile prisoners were kept. He was asked that it must be having more titan one

layer or cordon of security and at every icvcl/cordon, the deployment of

ollicials mu.si be according to the requirement and sensitivity of that layer or 

cordon and ba.sccl on that what were the SOPs for every layer of security and 

what were ihc job description of every official deployed at each layer/cordon?

ATr-Uc^vas furihci- asked to clarify the weapons and ammunition provided to them
/) * Ci)
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under the rules and SOPs. The learned Dislricl Attorney as well as the 

departmental representative confirmed that there were different layers/cordons 

of security but could not respond to other queries. 'I'hey relied on the reply 

submitted by the respondents.

8. In their reply, the respondents themselves stated that the militants, who 

attacked the prison, were equipped with heavy weapons. Question here is, how 

did such a big number of militants, armed so heavily, reached the Central 

Piison? Another question is whether the staff deployed for security of prison, 

specialty at the watch towers, were equipped to the extent where they could 

repel the attack which was made with heavy weapons? According to the 

inquiry rcpml presented before us, it was not so. 'JTe Inquiry Officer look into

consideration the type of weapon, which was AK 47 in almost all the cases, 

except for Abidullah who had 303 Rifle with 10 cartridges and Muhammad 

Zahid, who wa.s the Deputy Superintcndeni-cum-Supcrintcndcnl of Centi'a! 

Orison, llannu. I he amount of ammunition provided to all of them was

extremely limited. He also took into consideration the power outage and 

darkness but concluded that the charges stood proved. One fails to understand 

that when it was dark, and the jail was attacked by militants having heavy 

weapons, how could the jail staff deployed for security with an ineffecive

weaponry, having limited ammunition, without any arrangement to see in the 

dark and without any communication system with the person in-charge of 

ammunition lo gel more from him, perform effectively and efficiently? In the 

absence ol any cffcclivc security from outside, uptodate weapons, and back up 

for elcctricilY, how could the authorities expect from the appellants to perform
.■Rested

7\'ri*rv Kn
^ a><hiuUii»v*
Scrvici^. TrllMioal 

,i''«.sUa«var
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wcil in such y siuialion? Tl should be an eye opener for the competent 

authorities and the provincial government and they should review their existing

; systems and make them fool-proof against such attacks.

I'or what has been discussed above, impugned order in every appeal is 

set aside and all the appeals are allowed as prayed for. Cost shall follow the

9.

event. Consign.

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

seal of the Tribunal this 3P' day of May, 2024.

JO.

^ /

(RASHIDA BANG) 
Member(J)

(}*'ARlilf lA PAUL) 
Member (li) .

*l■uzk■Svhhull PS--

jested

Date of Presemation of ADpHcadon. 
Number orWorda—
Copying Fe-:: 2 (7
Urgent:__f/
Total 7

Name of Cop;-';;./; ..
Date of Cornplectic:; </: Cc-p’'_ 

Date of Delivery of Copy__ I'p.—-'G —
/ ■ x
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKJIWA 
SERVICE TRIBTJNAT, PF.SHAWAI?

Appeal No. /2019
-Oaivci'

Raqibaz S/0 Amii^Qabaz Khan, Warder, Central Jail Bannii, R/0 
Fariq Ismail Khani Post Office Ismail Khani Bannu.

r',-

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Govt. ofKhyberPakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal 
Affairs.Department IChyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison,IChyber Palchtunkhwa, Peshawar. '
3. Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. The Superintendent Central Prison, Bannu. ,

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the IChyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
IChyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 11.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 25.05,2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
'^reduction to a lower stage in a time scale for a 

maximum period of three years’' against which his 
Departmental Appeal dated 28.05.2019 (through post) 
has not been responded within the stipulated period of 
ninety days.

V. -day

Prayer in Appeal: -
On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 
dated 11.04.2019 may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his original 
position with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:i.

1. That the appellant was appointed as Warder in' the Prison 
Department and was posted at the relevant time in Bannu Prison. 
Ever since his appointment the appellant was performing his 
duties as assigned to him with full devotion and there 
complaint whatsoever regarding hiS'performance.

2. That Ihe.appellam while performing his duties in Bannu Jail, in the 
mid mght of 14/15 April, 2012, a good number of militants (more 
then oOO) attacked the Jail with heavy weapons, the appellant 
along with other jail officials started firing at them, however they

was no

cyi
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BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHWAR

t

;■

Muhammad Saqib S/o Niaz Badshah warder, attached to District 
Jail Kohat

t

Petitioner/Appellant
SAybef Pakhtukliwa 

Sut-vicc TrShitituI5

VS' Oiur^ No.

1. Govt. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home 

Tribal Department KPK

2. Inspector General Prisons KPK
3. Assistant Director for Inspector General prisons KPK
4. Superintendent Circle Headquarter Peshawar.

5. Superintendent Central Prison Bannu.

{

\ \ \
n--. L

J

Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 

READ WITH SECTION 19 OF THE GOVT. SERVANTS 

(E&D) RULES 2011 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER 

OF THE RESPONDENTS DATED 11/04/2019 WHEREBY
THE APPELLANTS HAVE BEEN AWARDED MAJOR 

PENALTY OF “REDUCTION TO A LOWER STAGE IN
.yJ-O *\ A TIME SCALE FOR A MINIMUM PERIOD OF 3 

wriedto-day YEARS” AS WELL A.^ THE INTERVENING PERIOD i.e.

FROM THE DATE OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE ON
\

THE BASIS OF AN EARLIER ENQUIRY TO THE DATE 

OF REINSTATEMENT IN SERVICE (2-12-2012 

TO 20-01-2016) OF THE APPELLANTS WAS

r y ••
s i.

r*

xN 2.3
■ jr.

Ml»
I-:.

. >?yL .

I

m1m.
\

'Mil I



i ■

\3

f. V ii. m

• :

:■ '

1

BEFORE THE laiYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHA Wat?

K^iybcr PaUlitultbWS- 
Scrvic* Trlbuiiul

Diary No.
Appeal No. • ■/2019 amDated'

Amituillali S/O Khan Sardar, Warder, attached lo Cemral Jail 
Bannu.\ , '..s r-

(Appellant)

VERSUS

_ 1. Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunlchwa, through Secretai-y Home and Tribal
Affairs Department Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
3. Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. llie Superintendent Central Prison, Bannii. t

(Respondents)

Appeal Under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, J974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D). 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 11.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 

I eduction to a lotper stase in a time scale for a
_____years" aga.inst which his

Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not 
been responded within the stipulated period of ninety 
days.

>

1^

/

maximum neriod of three

i

\
" • 1\ Prayer in Appeal: - •

ledtor.^ay On acceptance ol this appeal the impugned 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be .set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his original 
position with ail back benefits.

order

.. 1

l!:.espectfllllv Submitted’

1. Thai the appellant was appointed as Warder in the Prison 
Department.and was posted at the relevant lime in Bannu Prison 
Ever since his'

\

appointment the appellant was performing his 
duties as assigned to him with full devotion and there 
complaint whatsoever regarding his performance.

AX
was no

■''-.I'-;',..-- 1 hat the appellant white performing his duties in Bannu Jail, in the 
niid night of 14/15 April, 2012, a good number ofmiliiants (more 
then 300) attacked the Jail with heavy weapons, the appellant 
along with other jail officials started firing at them, however they

9^

<
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAICHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAT PFSRA WAO

1

' fI.

Diary IM©.

Appeal No. /2019

Gul Mir Dali S/0 Taj Muhammacl. Warder, attached to' Central Jail 
Bannu, R/0 Mawah Khe! Ilaqa Soorani P.O Fazl-e-Haq Malwana ‘ 
Tehsil £&. District Ban

Dated

nu.

(Appellant)
.i

VERSUS

1. Govt. of Khyber.Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal ' 
Affairs Department KJiyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison, KJiyber Pakhtun'khv/a, Peshawar.
3. Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. .The Superintendent Central Prison, Bannu.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Paklitunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Paklitunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated■u n.04.2019,
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
‘‘̂ reduction to a lower siase in a time scale for a 
maximum period of thrpp

•' ;

______ years" against, which his
Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not 
been responded within the stipulated period of ninety 
days. ^

Fsjledto-day

hi ti
Prayer in Apoeal: -' .(

On acceptance ol this appeal the impugned order 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his original 
position with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted-

appellant was appointed as Warder in the Prison 
Department.and ^as posted at the relevant time in Bannu Prison. 

La V# .appointment the appellant was performing his
tievotion and there was no 

‘'spi'ding his performance.

2. That the appellant while performing his duties in BanntrJail, in the 
mid night of 14/15 April, 2012, a good number of militants (more

.i

I

r. I
i.

■c.

s

}

_ ' s
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWA R

Khybcr Palchtakhwa
Service '(Vibunal

i: ' i «
Diur}- No..

nAppeal No. /2019 Dntcrt

Mulisimmad Ibrar S/0 Khayat Ulali, Warder, attached to Central 
Jail Bannu, R/0 I-kissni Kaian Ilaqa Soorani P.O Nizem Bazar 
Bannti.

» (Appellant)t
' i;

VERSUS

1, Govt, of Khyber Palchtimkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal 
Affairs Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3, Superintendent Circle'Headquaiiers, Prison Peshawar.
4. The Superintendent Central Prison, Bannu.

A

f

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 11.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
'^ductiun to n lower sta^e in a time acale for /i 
maximum period of thrpp

\

•i
i

K

Filedto-day
_____ years” against which his

Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not ’ 
been responded within the stipulated period of ninety 
days.01? /f)!

5 Prayer in Appeal' -

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his originsil
position with all back bciicnts.

•j

ResoectFulIv Submittprl-

Thai the appellant was appointed as Warder in the Prison 
Depaiiinent and was posted at the relevant time in Bannu Prison 
bver since.his appointment the appellant was perlbnninc his 
duties as assigned to him with full devotion and there was no 
complaini whatsoever regarding his perfo

i

rmance.

;
■
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A.s I.s .•N!. >>J5EFORE THE ICHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
if.

i
i
1

»«nf

imNo.!
Appeal No. /2019\

Abid Ullah S/0 Hazrat Gluilam, Warder, attached to Central Jail 
Bannu, R/0 Hussni Illaqa Soorani P.O Nazim Bazar Ba

!
A
: nnu, •'

; (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Govt, of Khyb'er PaldiUinkhwa, through Secretary Home.and Tribal • 
Affairs Department KhyberPakhtunkliwa, Peshawar.

• ■ . 2. The Inspector General ofPrison.KhyberPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3, Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar,

• 4. The Superintendent Central Prison, Bannu.

••• S ;

i

.1
i

(Respondents)i

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Paklitiinkhwa 
. Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 11.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
‘■'■reduction to a lower siaee in a time scale for a 
maximum period of tliree. vears" against which his 
Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not 

^ heen rc.spondcd within the stipulated period of ninety
r days.
;■ I?

» ■

)* . 'i
i
:
i
t

j
,

!■

S

• i Prayer in Appeal: -
I

;
On acceptance of this appeal the impfigned order 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his original 
position with all back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:' .

!.' That the appellant was appointed as Warder in the Prison 
•Department and was posted at the relevant time in Bannu Prison.
Ever since his appointment the appellant was performing his ... 
duties as assigned to him with full devotion and there
complaint whatsoever regarding his performance. '

2. That the appellant while performing his duties in Bannu Jail, in the 
mid night of 14/15 April, 2012, a good number of militants (more

was no

i ■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRlBtJNAT, PESHAWAR

■ "t>una,

Saved Khan S/0 Muhammad Usman, Warder, attached to Central 
Jail Bannu, R/0 Jando Khel C/0 Rafiq Zaman Jewellers Shop 
No. 14 Tehsil Bazar Bannu City.

Appeal No. /2019

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Govt, ofKhyber Palthtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal 
Affairs Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshaw'

2. ThelnspectorGeneral of Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ■ 
3; Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. The Superintendent Central Prison, Bannu.

.'ar. . i

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011,. against the Order dated JT.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
^'reduction to a lower stage in a time scale for a 
maximum period of three years’' against which his 
Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not 
been responded within the stipulated period of ninety 
days.n T 1^ V .

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appcllant may please be restored to his original 
position with all back benefits.

Respectfully Siibmitlerl.-

o 1; That the appellant was. appointed as Warder- in the Prison 
Depaitment and'was posted at the relevant time In Bannu Prison. 
Ever since his appointment the appellant was .performing his 
duties as .assigned to him with full devotion and there 
complaint \yhats'oever regarding his performance,

was no
■5^

ryb

^ 'H ' «
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SEl^VICE TRIBUNAL PESHawai?^

Ktiyber Paklitukhwa 
Service Tribunal;

:
Diary No.

Appeal No.____ ^/2019'.t
! Dated.!

Hafiz Mir Hiissain Shah S/0 BahAdar Shah, Warder, to Central Jail 
Baniui, R/0 Hussni Darah Shah P/0 Soorani Bannu,

i!.
f

f'

'

A;>

(Appellant)
r,

VERSUS;
I
£

1. Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal 
Affairs Department Khyber Paklitunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison, Khyber Paklrtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Supeiintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. The Superintendent Centra! Prison, Bannu.

! ..
i

i

.!.*
\ (Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011, , against the Order dated 11.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
reduction to a lower stage in a time scale for a 

Jmximiim period of three ygm”. apninst which his 
Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 

conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05,2019 has not 
been responded within the stipulated period of ninety 
days.

!
' i

I

s

)
:
■

i

!;

A1 Flledto-dayI
i
;
i I

077 /
Prayer in Appeal: -

J

7
On acceptance ol this appeal the impugned order- 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to liis original 
position with all back benefits.

1

i
>■

. Respectfully Submitted-

1. That the appellant wa.s appointed as Warder in the Prison 
Department and was po.sted at the relevant time in Bannu Prison.

• Ever since his appointment the appellant was performing his’ 
duties as assigned to him with full devotion’and there was no 
complaint whatsoever regarding his performance.

2. 1 hat the appellant while performing his duties in Bannu Jail, in the 
mid n^ght of 14/15 April, 2012, a good number of militants (more 
then pOO) attacked the Jail with, heavy weapons, the appellant

1

lEOi

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTENKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

K*iybei* Pakhttikliwa 
Service Tribunal

Dliiry No..

nAppeal No. /2019 DatcU

Asif Ali Shah S/0 Tahir Ali Shah, Warder, attached to Central Jail 
Baiinti, R/0 Pir Khel Kakki, P.O Kakki District, Bannu.

(Appellant)

VERSES

1. Govt. ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal 
Affairs Department Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,,
3. Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar,
4. The Superintendent Central Prison, Bannu.

/

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&T)) 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 11.04.2019 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant lias been awarded the major penalty of 
^'reduction to a lower staue in a time scale for a
maximum period of three years” against which his 
Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not 
been responded within the stipulated period of ninety 
clays,

3

_ ...

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his original 
position with all back bcncllts.;

.4

Respeccfullv Submitled:

1. Thai the appellant was appointed as Warder in the Prison 
Department and was posted at the relevant lime in Bannu Prison, 
Ever .since his appointment the appellant was performing his 
duties as assigned to him with full devotion and there was no 
complaint whatsoever regarding his performance. .

, t

That the appellant while performing his duties in Bannu Jail, in the' 
mid night of 14/15 April, 20)2, a good number of militants (more 
then 300) attacked the Jail with heavy weapon's, the appellant

.■r’
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR i

Kiliyher PalUitukhwa 
Service Ti-ibunni

■*)

Diary No.5.

Appeal No.f5^^/2019 /? MlDated

Mir Liaq S/0 Bnraz Khan, Warder, Central Jail Bannu, R/0 Degan 
Shadi Khan Soranai Post Office Fazal Haq Malwana Bannu.

%
(Appellant)

VERSUS
V *■

1. Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and Tribal 
Affairs Department Khyber Pakhtimkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Inspector General of Prison, Khyber Paklttunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Superintendent Circle Headquarters, Prison Peshawar.
4. The Superintendent Central Prison', Bannu.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa . 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 
Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 11.04.2019, 
communicated to the appellant on 13.05.2019 whereby 
the appellant has been awarded the major penalty of 
^‘■reduction to n lower stase in a time scale for a
maximum period of three years" against which his 
Departmental Appeal dated 15.05.2019 (through post) 
conveyed to the Respondent on 17.05.2019 has not 
been responded within the stipulated,peripd-of nincty 
days.

• J

F’lledto-day

/fIs

Prayer in Appeal: -
V .

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 
dated 11.04.2019, may please be set-aside and the pay 
of the appellant may please be restored to his original 
position with all back benefits.

1^7 h
Respectfully Siibmitled:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Warder in the Prison 
Department and was posted at the relevant time in Bannu Prison. 
•Ever since his appointment the appellant was performing his 
duties as assigned to him with Full devotion and there was no 
complaint whatsoever regarding his perfonnance.

I'EOA

f,s-4>'*f**®**- VnUblukhw*
TrlhiM>a*

KUybv'i

2. That the appellant while performing his duties in Bannu Jail, in the 
mid night of 14/15 April, 2012, a good number of militants (more
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BEFORE THE ICHYBER PAIOrrENIOIWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
■i ve«^erPati;htii»chi 

Serv»ce Ti iljianiil
a
I

1S4i Ollii'j Nu^; Appeal No. /2019?
: Dutcd-

1 Muhammad Zahid, Deputy Superintendent Jail, Central Prison Bamui.

(Appellant)
S
i-..

'i

VERSUS.

?
1. Govt, of Wiyber Palditunldiwa tlu-ough Chief Secretaiy, IGiybcr 

Palchtuiildiwa, Peshawar.

2. Secretary Home and Tribal Affairs Department, Khyber ' 
Pakhtunlchwa, Peshawar.

3. Inspector General ofPrison.KiiyberPalditunldwa, Peshawar. ' •.

T:. 1

i: . ;
■ i //

'

I \
i

(Respondents)o I
fs

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunlchwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974, read with Section 19 of 
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 
(E&D) Rules, 2011, against the Order dated 
11.04.2019, whereby the appellant has been awarded 
the major penalty of “Reduction to a lower stage in 
a time scale for ncriod of three years” against which 
his Departmental Appeal has also been rejected vide 
order dated 30.09.2019.

!
!'■

i

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of this appeal flic impugned order 
dated 11-04-2019,. may plcase bc set-aside and the 
appellant be restored to his original position with all 
arrears and benefits.;

■

•( Respectfiillv Submitted:5

1. That the appellant started liis service as Assistant Superintendent 
Jail In the year 1986, he was promoted as Deputy Superintendent 
Jail in die year 2005., He remained posted at different jails and has 
performed his duties^quite diligently, vigilantly, honestly and with 
his utmost loyalty. Ever since the appointment of the appellant, 
there was no complaipt whatsoever regarding.his performance.

2. fhat the appellant while posted as Deputy Siiperintendent-cum- 
Superintendent Central Prison Bannu, in the mid night of 14/15 
April, 2012, a good number of militants (more then 300) attacked

f
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"-Si?-'
<•

i

i'. y *11 S



To

The Inspector General 

Of Prison,
KPK, Peshawar.

Subject: APPLICATION FOR COMPLIANCE OF 

TONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT DATED: 31.05.2024
OF TITILED “RAQIBAZ etc VS GOVT OF KPK etc”
BY THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
PESHAWAR.

Respectfully Sir,
1. It is stated that the above subject case along with 

other ten appeals has been decided on dated: 

31.05.2024, through consolidated judgment all 

appeals of the applicants has been allowed.

2. That the applicants being waiting for a long time to 

compliance with the above subject judgment.

It is therefore, request that the above subject 

Judgment may kindly be compliance with.
Thanks

Dated: 10.07.2024

Yours Sincerely 

Raqibaz
S/0 Amir Qabaz Khan 

Along with other 10.
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