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Court of

1141/2024Implementation Petition No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The implementation petition of Mr. Waheed 

Ahmad submitted today by Mr. Mehboob Ali Khan Dagai 

Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before 

Single Bench at Peshawar on 11,10.2024. Original file be 

requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. Parcha Peshi 

given to counsel for the petitioner.

08,10.20241

By order of the Chai/man
K
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M) The execution petition in appeal no. 667/20'22 'received today i.e. on 

03.10.-2024 is returned to the counsel for the .petitioner with the following 

remarks. ; ' r *

1- A copy of application moved by the petitioners to competent authority 

for the implementation of judgment is npt attached with the petition. If 
the application has already been preferred and reasonable period pf 30^ 

days has been expired- be placed on file, If not, .the same process.be- . - 
completed' and then after approach to this Tribunal for the. 
implementation of Judgment.
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ADDITIONAL REGISTRAR 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR

IVIehboob;Ali Khan Dagai Adv.
High Court Peshawar.

■ - ‘-V
•.?

• 'S'

\

f

V



\

'

• S

ri3Ur<iUi£$§SAW^'
I

l'

eHESiiji

■>'

3'.
■Mo'J-Yes

Yes No

j-TT Copies of jttestedjH^fSiS^lSS^ en

^erred has been
■ ' ''^^•

--; •No'•• lYeL^
'TYesBii^'- ■

L.‘

3.

and nemberea Yesended^_:,j—^ * .*,✓* I

YeS'liNd
•»^'' i._.• 'i

No’Yesfiled
,* .

Tyes ■ '^^'^''

;csM±^.
STho^'' 
YcTE^—I” '

-■ I
12■ ::7 , eTjonn:.-^-:1 ■. f

i •

^ 1___ _
^ '■

■ 16.
'' *

Tves'S5S^y3^“*oTity, Cfo-i^"17.
^f/-attorney Is ‘ a

above. haYe-oecnfuimiea .

^18 •ired 'vn column
,t.

3^
' Name:-

(

Vc.
Signature: - 

-'■ Dated: ■:

USEQNLV ■/

<

">...I

• » oiindsT -—:•' ■ Care>eS^»';—
. Complete ^ • fSignature

(Reader^
. • ., Dated:-

■ ■ Cotmte^'^ed-^Y^;^rSgistrsrl : '

I
■‘■K

K
'■ - . V.*

I . V

I,

, t



E

I
iI

.
/r •

?

BEFORB THE HONORABLE SERVTnE TRIBUNAT.
KPK PESHAWAR.

!
j

Execution Petition No. j fU] /2024 

In Service ^Appeal No- 667/2022 (

Waheed AhmadJ
f

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police and others
V

.. /INDEX
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s# Description of Documents Annexure Page#
1 Execution petition 

Addresses of Parties
1*3

2 4I

8 Affidavit 5 ^
Copy of Judgment Sk 

Wakalat Nama
4 6A7^A
6 18

Dated 01/10/2024
4

plicant/Petitionerf\ Through
Mebboob AliKban Dagai
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.•?
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KPK PESHAWAR

f'

Khy»,cr
-Scrvfcc IVM.unalM 'VO

Execution Petition No. /2024

In Service Appeal No: 667/2022

l>illfy fs'„

UitCcd

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable 

No. 156, R/o Mohkllah Par Hoti Moli Manki Tehsil 

Lahore District Swabi
(

i

Applicant/Petitioner[ \
t

VERSUS
f

1. Tho Inspector General of Police, Police 

; Headquarters, Police Lines, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan
3. The District Police Officer Swabi.

Respondents(<'t

EXECUTION PETITON FOR ISSUANCE
DIRECTIONS TO THE RESPONDENTS
TO FOllLOW THE DIRECTIONS OF

r.

, t\ »
THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL VIDE
JUDGMENT AND ORDER DATED1

i
t 10.10.2023IN ITS LETTER AND SPIRIT

t

\

Respectfully Shewetb,
I
H

• y

■ 1. That the > applicant/petitioner had filed Service 

Appeal No.667/2022 before this August Tribunal 

^ whereby, the appeal of the petitioner /appellant was
>

1i

«•
i

f
• I
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Q
partially allowed and the major punishment of 

dismissal from service of petitioner / appellant was 

converted into minor punishment of stoppage of 

appellant 03 increments for a period of 3 years and 

the petitioner/appellant reinstated in service and tho 

period of his absence as well as the intervening 

Ijeriod with effect from the date of his dismissal till 

his, reinstatement shall be treated as extra-ordinary 

leave without pay. (Copy of the appeal and Judgment 

of this august tribunal are attached herewith as 

Amexure “A”). •!

2. That on receipt of the copy of the
judgment and order of this august tribunal, referred 

tpi above, the petitioner/ appellant submitted the 

same before the respondents for compliance but till 

t^at. on one and the other evasive pretext, the 

respondents have not complied with the judgment of ^
^ this August Tribunal. d

3. That till date no appeal or revision against the 

judgment and order of this August Tribunal has been 

preferred before the competent court of law.
I

4. That the petitioner/appellant is jobless and has no 

source of income even to feed his family members for 

one time in 24 hours.

5. That the respondents were asked time and again to 

obey / complied with the orders and judgment of this 

august tribunal in its letter and spirit and to 

reinstate the sei^dces of the petitioner/appellant but 

to no avail, hence the instant petition.

:,

I 'I
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t \

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

on acceptsmce of the instant application the 

' respondents:, may be directed to fully comply 

with the judgment and orders of this August 

\ Tribunal and to reinstate the services of the

; I

iy-;

t
1 ,

j, petitipner /^appellant with all back beneGts, 

y without any'further loss of time.
>

I
1

(1
I I

!
1<4 I

Dated 01/10/2024

iit/r§titio

I

I
I f Applican titioner

4
Through ^

✓ • ^I

Mehboob Ali Khan Dagai
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONOEABLE SERVICE

TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR.
.. M

r-
A i

^1!
(. .1 I
< <• ■ :.:• -1.. Execution Petition No. /2024 If I

•f. ^ . 
-I: .. In Service Appeal No- 667/2022 I

ii:
*

r V.

f

Waheed Ahmadr

VERSUS*! I
r
; A

• t ;/b- The Inspector General of Police and others.; Ji--. ;

\ f

Vi'*AFFIDAVIT k

^\\\ ■
:■

I, Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable 

‘ij, .iNo.156, R/o Mohallah Par Hoti MoH Manki Tehsil
-•~3 -

■J!

Lahore District Swabi, do hereby solemnly affirm 

. iahd declare on oath that all the contents of the
■.i••4

■3.i- -

;! instant application are true and correct to the best 

feir'of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been ■ ' J
: concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

^ iV5• V
V *. >

f

1- .
■ Ir V.

: -i i y.: Deponent.;
\
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KPK PESHAWAR.

>
♦$

Execution Petition No. i /2024.

In Service .Appeal No: 667/2022

Waheed Ahmad
}1

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Pohce and others

ADDRESSESS OF PAETIES
I■PETITIONER: \.
i
.t

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable 

No. 156, R/o Mohallah Par Hoti Moli Manki Tehsil 

Lahore District Swabi

RESPONDENTS:
1. The Inspector General of Pohce, Police 

Headquarters, Police Lines, Peshawar.
2. Regional Pohce Officer Mardan
3. The District Police Officer Swabi.

!■

Dated 01/10/2024
^phcant/Pet^ioner

Mehboob Ali Khan Dagai 

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.

(•

Through;
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL-^

PESHAWAR*•<
i

■ Service Appeal No.__^ /2022
I

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable No. 
156 R/o Mohallah Par -Moli 'Manki Tehsil Lahore, . 

•jj District Swabi.
t

At)pellaiit
\ M

Sorvi- ' ' VERSUS
■

r
•- 'I ,

. - ‘ ^ 1. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.
^ *-i' 2. Regional Police Officer Mardan

; 3 Digtrict Police Officer Swabi .

I
11

f

t

■ ii

1
I

Respondente
%
•Sen. V 1

\•v
V

np THE KHYBERAPPEAL U/S:i 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERyin^S tribunal 

AgAlNST THE ORDER

f
t

I'-

t i

1ACT 1974*

•HATED 16’11-202LN0.47Q9-14/PA
wwp.REPY THE APPET.LAOT ■ WAS 

A^yAPDEn MAJbR PUNISHMENT QF 

. niRMTSSAI- PROM> SEPVTCR AND ALSO
ORDER OR THE APPELLATE

. V. \*

I'

Or '
Ml'i ^

♦ f

THE
^tit-hortty on the departmental 

AppTT.AT. 'YTDE endorsement—
*!
1.
-

r

MARDANi THEDATED2771/ES%
v-
^ •

nR.Q4.2Q22.\

■s
2

V:»
1
»i!‘i»; ii v i-»j
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FBAYER:- i

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE 

IMPUGNED ORDERS NO. 4709/PA
DATED 16/ll/2q2l AND ALSO ORDER.OF
j\PPF.TJ.ATE AUTHORITY ON' THE *
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL VIDE ORDER
yr). 2771/ES DATED MARDAN THE

LY BE SET ASIDE

i

*

]

■ r
1 4i

i
f\ •

V ■ ■ nR.04.2022 MAY. I 

AND THE A1=^P^^TJANT MAY kindly BE 

REINSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL

WiL
1

.1 /
.i-i

BACK BENEFITS.
ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS 

AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT MAY 

AT,SO BE: GRANTED IN FAVOUB OF 

APPELLANT.

•4

V
6

^'^!4pectfullv Sheweth,
i

I. That the Appellant was appointed as 

Constable on 29.06.2012 with respondent 

department.

;2. That the appellant performed his duty
■ regularly and with full devotion and no 

. complaint whatsoever was made lagainst
■ the appellant.

I
. f I
' I(• i

I(
I

t

I
I

I
3. That the father of the appellant af^.was 

■ seriously ailing on the faithful dates, arid 

on each and every, date he was taking to 

hospitals, and. doctors for

■!

l
I
I

IW
t
4

different 

diagnoses etc but to, no ayail. *

health of the father of the 1>■ 4. That the
appellant graduaUy had become too much
week and despite of request of the

times • to the .

f I
I

r; I

I •
tappellant for so many 4f •

I
I ‘

4
i f *

J \
. \L 0 • i
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i

I

: I
} I/ ir b
I L.,r -

§>
r

i\ MO'
i'concerned authority, he was not left on 

leave. i I

1 i
L

• i. ‘
' f5. That since there was no other male person 

■ during those days in the. house' of the 

appellant, so due to serious

) I-
i •

k

illness of
father of the appellant, the appellant was 

constrained not to go on his duily and to

f

ri
f I•* I

. look after his father. II

6. That no show cause notice or statement of 

allegation or any other information with 

regard to inquiry proceedings against the 

appellant were received to the appellant.

I
4

\ ►

II
I

y I

!i
7. That no formal inquiry was ■ conducted 

against the appellant and the appellant 

proceeded ' Ex*parte and awarded 

major punishment of dismissal from 

referred to above. (Copy of

/
O'

I
Iwas (

II«•
i

service
dismissal order is attached as annexure

A f

j

t
• I

“A". . 1
• I

/' t I
I

That against the impugned order the 

llant submitted departmenldl appeal 

16.11.2021 which was rejepted vide

8. I
I

:appe
<

on
order 2771/ES dated Mardan 05:04.2022. ‘ 
(Copy of departmental appeal & rejection 

order are attached as annexure “B & C”).

t

I

i

I 1.* t

*.
. 5:

feeling aggrieved the Appellant 

instant service appeal before

I
I •9. That 

prefers the 

this Hon’ble Tribunal on the following
f(grounds inter alia*' f

i

i
, r
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! :'i\
■vi >1 •h

'
CrROUNDS:- \ ,

A. That the impugned order dated 16/X1/2021

is void^s ab'initio.

That the impugned order dated 16.11.2021 

has been passed without fulfilling codal 

formalities. Reliance is 

SCMRPage 834.

;
J>

Ii

5
'5 : I\B. i • *

\t rplaced on , 2007 f. I!
U'-\ - ■■ !. ;

i
•'i•-

sheet and statement of 

issued or served upon the 

clear cut violation of

C. That no . charge 

' allegations were 

appellant, which is a 

Rule*6 (A) (B) of police RuleB-1975.

I

1' 1

! ;t i!
') . :> t • i

!!•/‘:'r
U •

alsb voidD. That the impugned order is

because no regular or
conducted against the appellant which

departmental inquiry ' f

I

•i
! j 5was

the major. is mandatory before imposing
opportunity of personal 

provided to the

(
t

. penalty and no k'
)
.!

hearing and defense was 

appellant. Keliance is placed on a judgment
PLC (CS) Page 365 and

I

]reported on 2003 

2021PLC (CS) page 235 as well as judgment
of this Tribunal in service appeal No.

1181/2018 decided on 17.09.2021.

1 .iiI

.
r,;

1
well settled principle of law that

which
;E. That it is a

could be condemned unheard Ino ones

b 1
'

' ^
: 5 I

• !;n'
4
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* \ :

■

'
/

; ‘ \■'(b I: 1 •
, 5 i (

of. law.is against the, natural justice 

Reliance is placed on 2008 SCMR page;678.
,5

'' ;
c

I
I 'l

F.That no opportunity of cross' ejc^mination
. In this

I,

has been provided to the appellant
pect the appellant relied upon a judgment

reported on 2016 SCMK Page 108.

I

res
cv

t

i ■

N

of the appellant was not
; ‘

LS illness of his
G. That the absence

intentional but due the serious
I'

' I\
‘ .

; father. ♦

I
I...

1
u^ ,

the subject no 

in such
V. H.That under the law on

dismissal removal from service, in -
can be awarded and that the

t

I

:■ like cases
punisliinent awarded to appellant is too
much harsh which is liable to be set aside.

5 i

*

is dismissal, the appellant ^ is ^./
I. That since his 

jobless 

source 

large
and octogenarian parents.

!;V'
and that'this service'is the only 

of livelihood of the appellant and his
his decrepit, ailing

1

f-
family including

( •! :

;
I

period from Saturday i.e 

i.e 08.05.2022 was 

for Eid-ul-Fittar, 

date,', i.e

P:i .

thej. That since
01.06.2022 till Sunday i.e V

>holidaysdeclared as 

. therefore,
onon 1®^ opening i

1

i
I I :ft

. 1I 1
I t
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%
\

/
■ i' 1!

;
\

: iV
1 :.

09.05.2022, the instant appeal was filed by 

the appellant.

1 .
i
t i

' i•>
k \

\ '
1 ;
I {

K.That any other ground not raised here may 

graciously be allowed to be raised at the 

time of full arguments.

1 '
1

. »\ !
J • M'-.N

: 4

t l ;• I,*

l.i

It 18 therefore, most humbly prsyed that 

of this appeal the impugned

• \

' \
vn acceptance 

orders No. 4709/PA, Dated 16/11/2021 and also
1 '

theorder of appellate Authority on 

Departmental Appeal vide order No. 2771/ES 

dated Mardan the 05.04.2022 may kindly be 

aside and the appellant may kindly be 

reinstated in service with all back beneiits.

, I
j '

•. 1

1

set i
■ ’

d.
/

,/ APPBLLAN
■ (

Through
MehtJfeb Ali Khan Dagai 

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.

•«. r

:Dated' ?^0/Q4/202^ . 4 . I I

I ; r
t ,

note:*
No . such like appeal is either pending or decided

earlier, as per instruction( of my client. . '

•<

y^dvocate; }

■ i

‘

! .

j

ii
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V. THE HON’mJSESaS&TBIBmiM, 

-----PESHAWAR •,

/2022Service Appeal No. 1
I

t

Waheed Ahmad 

VERSUS

General of Police KPK Peshawar & Others

I
I

V- 1/
t

y.:

* ■

Inspector
K .

Vw '

attidavit

d Ahinad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable No.. 156 

Mohallab Par Moli Manki Tehsil Lahore, District 

Swabi, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that-all the 

contents of the instant appeal are true and correct to the 

c best of my knowledge and belief anh nothing has been 

concealed or withheld from this Hon’ble Tnbnn ^

deponent

x
1

‘ .1, Wahee
V ii \

R/o

1

I
( \

f

f i

1 y' I

i iidentified by:
MehboobAliKhaiHlagai
Advocate High Court 

Peshawar.

\
t

' im \iX^

cotptionDate of 
Huuiber ofV-"'-' 35/ 1 >

^1(\' tying Fes ^ i
i

k^h I

i\/,jent 

, Tc'.cU
0. .

Divtoci'-'-- 
Dateo£Uvliv«yw^=‘-

t
1

• ' di-a[p !
b\ ;^ . I

I \ ' r
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: K^lYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNALBEFORE THE

Service Appeal No. 667/2022

Date of Institution... 09.05.2022 
Date of Decision...

’30/A£V:ii^(H0
10.10.2023

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable No. 156, R/o Mohallah Par
... (Appellant)—'Moli Manki Tehsil Lahore, District Swabi.

/yi-VERSUS

lnspei:tor General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and (XT^hc::
(Respondents)

ers.

MR. MEHBOOB ALI KHAN DAGAI, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. ASAD ALI KHAN, 
Assistant Ad\ocate General For respondents.

•■ii
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

SALAH-UD-DIN
FAREEHAPAUL

JUDGMENT:

Precise facts forming the 

background of the instant appeal are that departmental actioji was 

taken against the appellant on the allegations that he had willfully

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:-

■t remained absent from duty with effect from 11.08.2021 to 23.08.2021
j

and 06 10.2021 till the date of his dismissal from service i.e
A

, 16.11.2021. The appellant challenged the punishment of his dismissal 

: from service through filing of departmental appeal before the
r *

Regional Police Officer Mardan, which was rejected vide order dated

05.04 2022, hence the instant appeal.

On receipt of the appeal and its admission to regular

hearing, respondents were summoned, who put appearance tlnough



«ft f .» 2
■ t> I

Y
their representative and contested the appeal by way of filing written 

reply laising therein numerous legal as well as factual objections.

/
t

I
1

1 ’
I ■ 3. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that whole of the
I

inquiry proceedings were conducted at the back of the appellant and 

he was not provided any opportunity of personal hearing as well as 

self defence. He next contended that the appellant was to attend his

\

ailing L father, therefore, his absence could not be considered as 

willful. He further argued that the inquiry proceedings were

conducted in derogation of mandatory provisions of Police Rules, 

1975, ^therefore, the impugned orders are liable to be set-aside. He also

»
argued that absence of the appellant was not misconduct of such grave

I
‘ nature to entail major punishment of dismissal from service. Reliance1
I

. was placed on 2008 SCMR 214 as well as judgment dated 13.10.2020

" , passed by this Tribunal in Service Appeal No. 627/2017 titled
V

“Shujchat All Versus Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar and 03 others ".

On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General for the4.
t

respondents contended that proper charge sheet and summery of
V

. \ I
allegations were issued to the appellant, however he did not bother to

A
I

. ‘ i , _ •
' associate himself in the inquiry proceedings. He next contended

I

that the appellant was issued final show-cause notice but even
I

♦

J then he remained absent from duty, therefore, he was rightly

dismissed from service. He further contended that the allegations of 

.1
'^.ypnabsence from duty against the appellant stood proved in a proper

f



‘I

• It 3>
J

r
inquii7, therefore, the impugned orders may be kept intact and ‘the

1

I ,,
appeal jp hand may be dismissed with cots.

/

. f t
.1

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the parties
!

. and haye perused the record.

t

\

6. • ITie appellant was issued charge sheet as well as statement of 

'■ allegations on 20.10.2021 and Mr. Noor-ul-Amin the then DSP H.Qrs 

Swabi was appointed as inquiry officer. Vide letter No. 457/HQrs;

daied'.21.10.2021 and letter No. 467/HQrs dated 28.10.2021, the

• appelhint was summoned by the inquiry officer, however he failed to 

appeal* and associate himself in the inquiry proceedings, therefore, ex-
I I

parte action was taken against him. Even otherwise too, the appellant 
» *

has admitted his absence from duty, however his plea is that he was

t

i . attending his ailing father;. The same plea was also taken by the 
'■*1 '

^ <
l * I
' appeJl^t 'in his departmental appeal, however the appellant did not

annex any documentary proof alongwith his departmental appeal as
:!'

well as service appeal in support of his afore-mentioned plea.

Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment reported as 2008 SCMR

214 has held as below:-

"•TTie civ// servant can avail earned leave in his own right
.f

b‘ut for grant of such , right he must follow the proper
I

procedure provided under the rules and is not supposed
! i t

tO'Cvail any kind of leave entirely in his discretion and
i, '

choice in departure to the rules and service discipline.

The conduct of appellant wcj thus, unbecoming of a good
t- . •
officer and in the given circumstances, the absence of 

appellant from duty without leave even if was not willful

pi

v'1
I

I
!

t



\

n

4' 'fc

T-;'

it being an act of disorder in the service, would certainly 

constitute misconduct and consequently, no exception can 

be taken to the opinion expressed by the Tribunal.
t

However, in service ^matters, the penalty is always 

imposed in the lighf of nature of charge and in the
i

present case the charge against the appellant was not so 

grave to propose major penalty of removal from service 

or compulsory retirement.

While seeking wisdom from the judgment referred to above, we 

' are of the view that the punishment awarded to the appellant was too 

harsh and requires modification.

I/

t

7.

In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is partially

allowed and -the major punishment of dismissal from service is

converted into minor punishment of stoppage of three increments for a 

i. t
period of three years. The appellant stands reinstated in service and 

the period of his absence as'well as the intervening period with effect
I

fromitiie date of his dismis.sal till his reinstatement shall be treated as

extra-ordinary leave without pay. Parties are left to bear their own 
if

costs. File be consigned to the record room.
}
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\
/
^ervict: Appeal No. 667/2022

Slider
10.10.2023

Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Asad Ali Khan, 

Assistant Advocate <3eneral for the respondents present. Arguments 

' heard and record peioised.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on 

; .file, the appear in hand is partially allowed and the major 

punishment of dismissal from’ service is converted into minor 

punishment of stoppage of three increments for a period of three 

years. The appellant stands reinstated in service and the period of his 

absence as well as the inteivening period with effect from the date 

, of his dismissal till his reinstatement shall be treated as extra-
t

ordinary leave without pay. Parties are left to bear their own costs. 

^ File be consigned to the record room.

f

t

!'/

'1

I

<y

4

ANNOUNCED
10.10.2023

’V.
I /«• V'.f?

'k

f-I

mha Pam) 
Member (Executive.)

I

! (Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial)

(;

1

*Naeem Amin*

<

i

!

;

I

[

I

i.



• WS-n

y ^c/ MioIi£

1^ /T7 n Kf J

y'

^ fffy ((^^<P

r
ffV

*
0'

^iSD?
((

^^0 Ir

'"ii^lTt'fSii’'''^"' ■
^J^Pf

C-. V //Q9^fr/ ^

\

/V 

pMi’d ■'ioun^A^«nMV

Pxpr VC

I
>7-^f

'j^(A
>jir^r\

aaA
/^‘ • V "

V
t- r/VT



TI

t
4I

I

i iI

j <

i*.* 4 ••i,
It

Ik

;
i;

I
I

V
?

i ••.
1

71'^' " i

t-*• A C’fOr.frc '*•1( ii-f. •••*; .\
;

1

(

. iI ,
1

i

u i • r‘

I
i

4
t

1 *.
; ‘1 '

‘ j
k

t
t tr. 1V

i

• I. . . • 
••1 •

k

.•», i ► ',

I

.
?!'

rf-•• I
{ *
k

-■ /■ .rX: '. i

■

I
t*:

t. 1

A •

k i

k

t

■ P-i» %#' .*
t

\/< •ti •,
4', *. . I« I

V '.\:
4*:I


