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Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

The execution petition of Mr. Javed Igbal submitted today by Uzma
Syed Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before Single Bench at
Peshawar on . Original file be requisitioned. AAG has noted the
next date. The respondents be issued notices ~ to- submit‘
compliance/implementation report on the date fixed.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
S 4 PESHAWAR.

ﬁ é P - No .5113/257?/2—'
In Service Appeal No. 63/2018

Javed Igbal Ex-Constable, No. 1449 FRP
Kohat

e Appellant

VERSUS

1. The AIG Establishment for Inspector General of Police KPK, Peshawar.
2. The commandant Frontier Reserve Police KPK, Peshawar.
3. The Superintendent of Police FRP Kohat, Region Kohat.

........................ Respondents
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In Service Appeal No. 63/2018

Javed Igbal Ex-Constable, No. 1449 FRP
Kohat

............................ Appellant
VERSUS

1. The AIG Establishment for Inspector General of Police KPK,'Peshawar.
2. The commandant Frontier Reserve Police KPK, Peshawar. -
3. The Superintendent of Police FRP Kohat, Region Kohat.

........................ Respondents

----------------

EXECUTION PETITION FOR_DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE JUDGMENT
DATED: 20/05/2022 OF THIS HONOURABLE
TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.

.................

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the applicant/Petitioner filed Service Appeal No. 63/2018 against

the impugned order dated 31/05/2017 where by the appellant was

dismissed from service.

2. That the said appeal was finally heard by the Honorable Tribun@l on

20/05/2022. The Honorable Tribunal is kind enough to accept the appeal



@

partially. The Appellant is reinstated and absence period as well as

intervening period shall however be trzated as lieu without pay.

That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended or set
aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the respondents are

legally bound to release the salary of the appellant.

That the petitioner has having no other remedy to file this Execution

Petition.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may be
directed to obey the judgment dated 20.05.2022 of this august Tribunal in
letter and spirit. Any other remedy, which this august Tribunal deems fit

and appropriate that, may also be awarded in favor of applicant/appellant.

Dated 13/09/2022 (/ 7 0l
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