17.01.2022

- Learned counsél fot the petitioner présent. Mi. Muhammad Adeel
Buit,’ A‘dditjpnal“Ad}'{Qcaté" General 'éléﬁgwiith‘,l_iaziq H.C for respondents

present..

Learned'A'('iditi_onal Ad\}ocaté General produced copy of the cause
list of Suprefhe .Court of Pakistén and at serial No. 5. C.P.464-P/2021 the
subject case is reflected.. Learned Additional Advocate General further
stated at the bar that stay_haé been granted by the august Supreme Court of
Pakistan but could not produce a copy thereof. Copy of the stay order in

question be provided to be placed on file where-after the instant execution

R T

I

petition shall stand Sine-die till further outcome in the . To coine up

for further proceedings on 03 /03 /2022.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)
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29.11. 2021

15.12.2021

esentf;Mr Kab:ruliah Khattak,

- .~-é' &3 ; £
iEAddl AG alongmth Mr. Rehma_; SI fcﬁr respondents present.
{J’_ it :A.,;’g‘ s E
‘ Learned AAG req_uested forsa shon adjournment which is

S ] <

acced d. to but as a [t chance To come up for implementation

report on, 15_12'2021'b3fores B . oL
) ‘ ‘;: ‘ *t'-;;-"--"' e s: ..,- L
S (MIAN MUHAMMAD)

. MEMBER (E)

.

Petiticner alongwith nis counsel prasent. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Respondént-department produced. a ccpy of internal
note/depar-mental proceedings dated 06.12.2¢21 where-under
DSP (Legel) has ‘advised conditional implementation of the
Service Tribunal judgemert dated 08.07.2021 subject to the
outcome of CPLA by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan. The
same is placed on file. Learned AAG requested for short
adjournment. Request i< allowed. To come up fo: F plementation

report on £:# /01/2022 before S.B.

7 g s ampudenn o sme A - ~(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E)
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27.10.2021

Petltloner annwah hls counsel present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addmonal Advocate General

~ alongwith ‘Mr. Muhanpmad Razig, H.C for respondents

present.

According to the operative part of the judgment,
direction was given to the respondents to place the name
of the appellant (present petitioner) in the confirmation
list with his batch-mates as SI w.e.f 10.09.2012 when his
colleagues were confirmed in the rank of SI and

" accordingly to revise the seniority list with all
consequential benefits. The representative of the

respondents has produced copy of CPLA No. 464-P/2021
with the submission that the process for filing of CPLA
before august Suphr‘e'me Court of Pakistan':is in progress.
Needless to say, it is right of the respondents to pursue
their remedy against the judgment of this Tribunal before
the august Supreme Court of Paklstan but in case no
order as to suspension of the judgment of this Tribunal is
passed, the‘respdndents in absence of suspension order
are under obligation to  implement the judgment
conditionally subject to the decision of the CPLA, after
obtaining affidavit from the petitioner that in case the
judgmeht of this Tribunal is reversed, he wili have to
surrender the benefits got under the conditional order.
To come up for implementation of the judgment in the
given manner on 29..11.2021 before S.B. |

=

Chairman



‘ : Form-A =~~~ = .0
. FORM OF ORDER SHEET | |
" Court of% » ' -
’ Execution Pzetition No. l gv; /2021
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
:  proceedings .
1 | 2 3
1 . 30.08.2021 r The execution petition of Mr. Amj|d Ali submltted today by
'; Mr Fazal Shah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the relevant
r_eglster and put up to the Court for prqper-order. pleasew
“REGISTRAR
7. Th]S execution petition be put up before S. Bench at
Peshawar on _O! //b (1
ceeﬁ&m/
| 01.10.2021 Learned counsel for the petitioner 'presént." X
' g Notices be issued to the respondents for submission of
implementation report on the next date of hearing. Adjourried.
To come up fof further proceedings before .the S.B|on
28.10.2021.
- (MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E) -
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Implementation Petition No /2021

In
Service Appeal No 1458/2018

Appliént/Petitioner

Through | o
‘ . 'FAZAL SHAH MOHMAND
- ADVOCATE,

SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN.

OFFICE:- -
Cantonment Plaza Flat# 3/8B

Khyber Bazar Peshawar.

Cell# 0301 8804841 .

Email:- fazalshahmohmand@gmail.com

Amjid Allvcaiiiriiiicsrr s e S Appellant/Petitioner
VERSUS

PPO and others.......cccivennnes [T TT TP Respondents
INDEX

S. Descri;)tion of documents Annexure | Pages

No ‘-

1. - | Implementation  Petition  with ' |

| Affidavit " |- 2.
2. | Copy of the Order and Judgment A
dated 08-07-2021 , d-TF
3. |Vakalat Nama | | =
- Dated:-27.08.2021 A

Ty
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- BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWA

Impleméntation Petition No l SS /2021
In ~
Service Appeal No 1458/2018

Amjid Ali, Inspector No 305-P, Investigation Wing Cap
City Police, Peshawar. ... Appellant/Petitioner

VERSUS

1.Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3. Superintendent of Police Headquarters, Peshawar.

Cerrrsrrssrsrrsrivenranan Respondents

'PETITION __FOR _ THE IM»PLEMENTAT&N OF
ORDER/JUDGMENT DATED 08-07-2021 PASSED
BY THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL IN THE ABOVE

TITLED SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1.That the Petitioner/appellant earlier filed Service
Appeal No 1458/2018 for his confirmation as SubA
Inspector w. e. f. 10-09-2012, i,e the date when his
colleagues were confirmed which was accepted vide
Order/Judgment dated 08-07-2021, the petitioner
~was. ordered to be confirmed as'SI from the date
when his other colleagues were confirmed, as well as
to place him in due place in the seniority' list with all
benefits. (Copy of the.Order and Judgmenf is
enclosed as Annexure A).

2. That the ‘Petitioner/appellant after obtaining attested

-copy of the stated Order/Judgment of this honorable . -

Tribunal approached respondents which was duly

forwarded but with no further proceedings till date.



@

3. That the respondents are not ready to -implemént the
Order and Judgment of this honorable Tribunal in its
true spirit for no legal ‘and valid reasons, this act of
the respondents is unlawful, unconstitutional and
goes agaihst the Orderé and Judgment dated 08-07-
2021 of this honorable Tribunal.

It is therefore prayed, that on acceptance of this
Application/Petition, respondents may kindly be
directed to implement the Order and Judgment of this
honorable Tribunal dated 08-07-2021 passed in
Service Appeal No 1458/2018.

Dated:-27.08.2021 -
Applicant/Petitioner

ANA S
- FAzAL SHAH MOHMAND
ADVOCATE, :

SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN.

Through

AFFIDAVIT
I, Amjid Ali, Inspector No 305-P, Investigation Wing Capital
City Police, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare
on oath that the contents of the accompanying
Implementation Petition are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed
from this honorable Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE T¢ RIBUNAL KPK PE%HA%}E

Service Appeal o {Y §A 018

Amjad Alj, inspector,‘No 305-P, Incharge Security Peshawar High
Court Pashawar. e e Appellant

VERSUS

1
2. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar. . m*m‘j 7’ ?{T/ ?
3

. Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.

i [

. Superintendent of Police, Headquarters Pe eshawar.
................... Respondents

PPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK SERV!CE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974
DR ANTE-DATED CONFIRMATION OF THE APPELLANT
AS _SUB INSPECTOR W.E.F 10-%-2012 FOR WHICH AIS
DEPARYMENTAL APPEAL DATED 17. 08-2018 HAS NGT

Hi:u\é RESFONDED S0 FAR DESPITE THE LAPSE OF
STAUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS.

P

;{l N

_.n.,,...q...‘.:_.. g
N accep t—m.cu of this appeal the iﬂ;pelfam may. ki ndly be
confirmed as Sub Inspector w.e ef 10-40-2012 i; & fran: the date
when his colles sgues/junior to him were cc>r1ﬂrmf~, as Sub
Inspector with due seniority in List r " with all bark berafiis

Hespactfully Submitted -

YL That the appeliant was appointed as Assistant Sub inspector
upon the recommendations of < Public Service Coir HTHSSION

SOl valong with ten {)thers vide Notification dated 05.01. 2007 ot
’_ e ;ci r‘esn» war, {Cony af Notification dated 05- ~OL-2007

. 2. That the apdeliant along with 36 others was confirmad o=

o
Assistant Sup inspector and their names wer brought on

promotion List “E” vide Notification dated 01 LS ”*’ ’L ANd was

f“romote‘c 1s Officiating Sub Ins pecior. {(Copy of
siaty fi U1-2010 iS enclosed ag ﬁmncxure B}
3. That accerding to Police Rules, the appella

nave been confirmed as Sub in wpecior after
rwf two ye\-“ €, but he was not cont; irmed for
N, posted as SHO/OH. inde

. FUTCY one vear, in time Whii’ his (»i
'i:;f‘.g” "lC fdlr}\} SVETI J"l"‘l‘uiu {0 him wWere confirms "if ‘
B TS ’\SCtOlu \.u'z H T

sati
¥
L

K >,
ey i Bl et b o
E’c i*‘?c‘.:;k.-:r iar e

C

VNG tne appeilant, vide Ngs




Service Appeal No. 145‘8/2018

~ Date of Institution ... 05.12.2018 -
" Date of Decision .. 08.07.2021

Amjad Ali, Inspector, No.305-P Incharge Security Peshawar High Court Peshawar

(Appellant)
VERSUS | |
Provincial Police‘Ofﬁcer'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two.others,
' : o .. (Respondents)
FAZAL SHAH MOHMAND o . '
Advocate , For Appellant
MUHAMMAD RASHEED KHAN .
Deputy Distrl\ct Attorney For Respondents
MR. SALAH-U-DIN ' . MEMBER (JUDICIAL) .
MR. ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR .. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
A y T e
JUDGMENT ' :

Mr. ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the case are

that the appellant was promoted as ofﬁciatiag Sub Inspector(SI) on 0j1—01-2010 but
was not confirmed as SI after satlsfartory service for two years, whereas his other
<olleagues including his Jumors were confi rmed in the rank of SI v;de order dated
+10-09-2012. Finally, the appellant.was confirmed as, sub inspector vide order dated
13-07-2015 but with immedlate effect, against which the appellant filed
departmental appeal, whrch was not responded to, hence the instant service appeal

with prayers that the appellant may be conﬁrmed as sub. rn;pector w.e.f
AL

i LR
Servigy iy ;:"Néhwe
Ei'“&’ha Hmuc




10-09- 2012 the date when his other colieagues/;umors were conhrmed wrth due

senlorrty in list F with all back benet“ ts.

02. Written reply/comments were submitted by respondents.
03. Arguments heard and record perused.
04. Learned counsel for the appeilant has contended that the appellant was

not confirmed as S along with his colleagues due to the reason that during the
tenure as officiating sub inspector, he did not serve in mdependent charge of a
police station, a notified police post or as in- charge mvestigatfon of a pohce statlon
or in counter terrorism department Learned \counsel for the appeliant further
contended that such postmgs were beyond control of the appellant that according
to Police Rules 13: 18, it was the legal right of the appel!ant to be conﬂrmed as ST

[ " after lagse’OﬁwT years but in case of appellant, the said rules have not been

f

observed; That fi naiiy the appellant was confirmed vide order dated 13 07- 2015 but
with Jmmediate effect instead of 10 09-2012 and was included to list F, whereas his
other colleagues and juniors were confirmed on 10-09-2_012 and were accorded.
seniority accordingly, the appe!lant too, as such is entltfed to ante-dated
confirmation as SI w.e.f 10-09- 2012 but he was not treated accordlngfy Learned
counsel for the appeliant further contended that similar nature cases have already
been accepted by this Tribunal and the appellant is aEso entitled to same relief under
the principles of equity and consrstency Reliance was placed on CP. No 538-P of
2003, Service Appeal No. 1602/2010 Service Appeal No. 1450/2013, Servrce Appeal
No. 1227/2013, Servrce Appeai No, 1021/2015 and Service Appeal No 271/2018. -
Learned counsel for the appellant added that the appellant has not been treated in
accordance with law and rule and was deprived of his legal rights in arb;trary and
illegal manner. On the question “of - limitation, learned counsel for the appellant

added that in matter of promotion, seniority, pay and other emoluments, limitation
LSTED
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would not foreciose his right accrued to him. Reliance was ptaced on 2002 PLC (CS)
1388, 2009 PLC (CS) 178 and 1999 SCMR 880. Learned counsel for the appellant
prayed that on acceptance of this appeal, the appel!ant may be conF rmed as SI
w.e.f 10-09-2012, the date when his colieague/Jumors were conf rmed with due

semonty in hst F and with all back benefits, | o

05. Learned Deputy District Attorney appeared on behalf of official

from time to time; that the appeliant was required to qualify the requisite criteria for

confi rmat:on in the rank of SI. Learned Deputy District Attorney further contended

-

o
that the gppeﬂﬁnt was confirmed as SI, when he fu!flled the mandatory

1 k\ eﬁﬁﬁments and orders are issued Wwith ;mmedlate effect and not with retrospective

effect as per law and rule. Learned Deputy Dlstrlct Attorney added that other

col!eagues/ juniors of the appellant Were promoted after fulfi lhng the reqwsxte

Criteria. Learned Deputy Dlstr:ct Attorney further added that posting/transfer on

~ independent position are made after examining professional Ski”S and ability of

suitable ofﬁcers that the appellant was treated in accordance WIth Iaw and his

appeal being devond of merit may be dismissed.

06. We have heard learned counsel. for the partles and have perused the
record. Record reveals that the only reason for non-confi rmataon of the appefiant as

SI was that the appellant had not fulfilled the criteria envisaged in 13 10(2) of PO“CgmsTED\

Rules, 1934, which is reproduced as under: -
. Khvs akhf;l':

Lribus
"Wo Sub -Inspector shall be confirmed in substantia/ vacancy uniess pe has been restéd for a year of # er;‘:: hawar

officiating Sub-. ~-Inspector in independent charge of -a Police Station, a notified police posz‘ or as m-charge

investigation of 3 police station or in counter terronsm aepartment. *

To this effect the worthy Apex Court as well as this Trlbunal ©in numerous

judgments have held that condition of postmgs as envasaged in the rule ibid, as




impediment in the way of conﬁrmation as SI was not attributab!e to the appellant

because postings were beyond control of the appeiiant which powers rests with the

competent author;ty and subord:nate officials cannot be punished for such

administrative lapses on part of the relevant authority, hence depnvmg him-from

being conﬂrmed in the rank of SI along with his batch-mates would tantamount to"-

his deprivation from further progression, which was not justified. Tt was also noted -

“that respondents totally ignore Ruie-13 18 of Police Rules, 1934 wherein it is laid

down that all police officers promoted in-rank shal! be on probation for two years,

provided that the appornting authority may, by a specaal order in each case, permit
perlods of officiating service to count towards a period of probatton On the
conclusion of probation persod a report shall be rendered to the authority

empowered to confirm the promot:on who shall either confirm the officer or revert

him.

- 07. In view of the foregoing discuséion we are of the consif:lered opinion that

case of the appeilant is sumu!ar In nature with the cases already decided by this
Tribunal as well as by the apex court, as referred to by counsel of the appellant. For
the reasons, we are inclined to accept the present appeal with directions to the
respondents to confirm the appellant as SI from the date when his other colleag_ues

were- confirmed, as well as place him in due place in the seniority list. The appellant

is also held entitled to all consequential benefits, if any. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
08.07.2021 -

:“i:ili‘:“’”””‘”" \/\/ M

(SALAH-U-DIN) L (ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (JUDICI ot c MEMBER (EXECUTIVE
( c@.-‘i\!r?edfbe‘“"e ow (EXEC )
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OFFICE OF THE
}%[p INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
"% KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

;.l]ef‘ Secretary
‘ ‘Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
* Home & TAs Department, Peshawar.-

Attention:- 'S0 (Court)

Subject:- ' REQUEST FOR FILING EARLY HEARING BEFORE THE

'AM__WM&MML
Memo:- o | | |
| ‘Capital- City Police Officer, Peshawar has placed request
vide his office Letter No. 2455/LB, dated 11.11.2021, on the subject» cited
case. : , |
‘ Reportedly that the appellant filed the above ‘mentioned
Service Appeal before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar
for ante date confirmafion as Sub Inspector with his colleagues.

~ Feeling aggrieved the appellant then filed Service Appeal
No. 1458/2018 before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar
which was contested fhrbugh Government Pleader by subhﬁitting duly vetted )
para-wase = comments. Thev Honorabie Tribunal without ~taking into
~ consideration plea ef the respondents accepted the appeal, with the direction
to respondent Department that “we are inclined to accépt the present
'appeal with directions to_ the respondents to confirm the appellant as
SI ffom the date when his others colleagues were confirmzd, as well
as place him in the due place in the seniority list. The appellant is
also held"entitled to all consequential benefits, if any” _

On procurement of judgment order dated 08.07.2021 the
' Departmental lodged CPLA before the Supreme‘Court of Pakistan against the
said Judgment order dated 08.07.2021.

Appellant has now filed Execution Petition No. 155/2021,
for 1mp|ementat|on of the Judgment Order dated .08.07.2021 passed by the
é%rx?uce Tr;buna! Peshawar. The Execution Petition was contested and argued '
-~ by the Govt: Pleader, but the Honorable Chairman of Service Tribunal Order
that “but in case no order as to suspension of the judgment of this
: tribi.mal is passed, the respondents in absence of su'speriéion order
are under obligation to implement the judgment conditionally -
subject to the decision of the CPLA, after obtaining affidavit from the
Petitioner that in case the Judgment of this Tribunal is reversed, he
will have to surrender the benefits got under the conditionally order.

To come up for implementation of the judgment in the given manner
on 29.11.2021 before S.B".




. IS therefore requested that Law Department may kmdly be approached
“for onward approach ‘office- of- Advocate on. Record Supreme Court of

Paklstan to Iodge early hearing applscatlon in above mentloned case: |n order
o to stop the execution petition, please ’

T

4

_ SP COUBI.&-tI‘rIGITION
-~ CPO, Peshawar.
12 11. 2021

o “T'C-amtai C:ty Police .. Offtcer Peshawar for mformatlon and further
“‘necessary action vide his office No. quoted above. ‘
2 ‘Section officer (Litigation) Law, Parliamentary Affalrs and Human
Rights Department, Government of: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

¥
Lo
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o IN THE. SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
e (Appellate ]urlsdlctlon) '

CPLA NO:. U& b - 40 /2021

* Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar & Others - _
' --~-----PE'I‘ITIONERS
VERSUS
'Amjad Ali . o - ----.-:-‘--_-.-RESPONDENT o
L =.Appedl from ' CoL2 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tnbunal
S S Peshawar
- Counsel for Petitioner  : Advocate General, KPK Peshawar

Institutedby . = - Mo n-ud-Din Humayun, AOR -



- Sir, )

REFERENCE ATTACHED.

(1) It is submitted that Inspector Amjid Ali No.305-P of CCP, Peshawar has filed Service

Appeal No.1458/2018 before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar for ante date

confirmation as Sub Inspector with his colleagues.

(2) Brief facts of the case are that the appellant filed the above mentioned service appeal
before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar for ante date confirmation as Sub

Inspector with his colleagues. ' : o A

(3) Feeling aggrieved the appellant then filed Service Appeal No. 1458/20'18 before the ...

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar which was contested through Government
Pleader by submlttmg duly vetted para-wise comments. The Hon’ able Tribunal without takirg

into consideration plea of the respondents accepted the appeal, with the direction to respondent

department that that “we are inclined to accept the present appeal with directions to the

respondents to confirm the appellant as SI from the date when his others colleagues Were

- conﬁrmed as well as place him in the due place in the seniority list. The appellant is also

held entntled to all consequential benefits, if any”,

(4).On procurement of judgment order dated 08.07.2021 this office moved request for

lodging CPLA agamst the judgment order which subsequently was filed in the apex court

through law department, which i is Stll] subjudice and not yet finalized.

(5) Appellant has now filed executlon petition No. 155/2021 for implementation of
the judgment order dated 08.07.2021 passed by the Service Tribunal Peshawar. The
execution petition was contested and argued by the Govt: Pleader, but the Hon’ able

Member of Service Tribunal ordered . that “learned AAG requested for a short

adjournment - which is acceded to but as a last chance To come up for

implementation report on 15 12.2021 before the- SB » (Copy of order sheet is attached)

(6) In order to grantmg stay over the unpugned judgment of Servxce Tnbunal
appllcatlon for early hearing before the Apex Court vide 2455/LB dated 11.11.2021 and

,remlnder No.2717/LB dated 06 12.2021 were submitted to CPO which is stili awaited.

(7) 1t is therefore requested, that Judgment of the Service Tribuhal may be
implemented conditionally as CPLA before the Apex Court has already been filed which

is still subjudice or othervnse : ; . \\»\ g
o . NoOrMm_

DSP/Legal,
CCP, Peshawar.

o2 ) e



From 17-Jan-2022 To 21-Jan-2022, at 9:00 AM

Y SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN, ISLAMABAD B

FINAL CAUSE LIST 3 0f2022- .. . - O v

F or fixation and result of cases, piease visit www.supremecourt.gov.pk

The following cases are fixed for hearmg before the Court at Islamabad during the week commenclng 17-Jan-2022 at
y 9 00 AM or soon thereafter as may be convenient to the Court.

(i No apphcatlon for adjournment through fax/email will be placed before the Court: If any counsel is unable to

~ appear for any reason, the Advocate-on-Record will be required to argue the case. o . v 3
(i) No adjournment on any ground will be granted. . I ST

BENCH - 1

Monday, 17-Jan-2022

.1 CRP.31122020in

&
MR, JUSTICE GULZAR AHMED, HCJ = - T
MR. JUSTICE, MAZHAR ALAM KHAN MIANKHEL ¥

MR. JUSTICE SAYYED MAZAHAR ALI AKBAR NAQVI o ‘:

Dr. Aqal Zaman v. Govt. of K.P. through Syed Rll‘aqat Hussain Shah, AOR (pr)

C.A.175/2020 Chief Secretary, Peshawar & others : ‘(Enrl#239)
‘(Service) : o : Mr. Muhammad Az-var Awan, ASC .
. [A]Mr. Justice Sayyed (Enrl#4069)
' ' Mazahar Ali Akbar Naqvi, J + '
2
(D.B.) : : : ‘
and(Z) ‘C.R.P.312/2020 in Dr. Aqal Zaman v. Govt. of K.P. through Syed leaqat Hussain Shah AOR (pr)
C.P.4028/2019 Chief Secretary, Peshawar & others ~ (Enrl#239)
(Service) . S Mr, Muhammad Anwar Awan, ASC'
(D.B) (Enrl#4069)
[A]Mr, Justice Sayyed
Mazahar Ali Akbar Naqvi, J +
2
2. C.R.P.490/2021 IN Muzaffar Ali Mahar v. Board of Mr. Jawaid Masood Tahir Bhatti, (Ibd)
: - C.p,1722/2019 Govex;hors, Pakistan Institute of AOR (Enrl#276) y
(Writ Petition / Service) Parliamentary Services thr. its President, Mr. Zulfikar Khalid Maluka, ASC (Ibd) ‘
-(D.B.) - Islamabad & others (Enrl#2752)
- . [AJMr. Justice Gulzar Ahmed : .
. CJ,J+2
.' 3 C.R.P.620/2020 IN Zahoor Ahmed Mengal v. The National ~ Mr. Gohar Yaqoob Yousaf Zai, AOR(Qta)
: C.A.681/2020 Bank of Pakistan and another (Enrl#218)
~ (Writ Petition / Service)- _ ' Mr. Kamran Murtaza, Sr. ASC (Qta).
(Miscellaneous) (Enri#326) T
.(D.B.) Mr. Abdul Rahim Mengal, AOR (Qta)
[A] Gulzar Ahmed, HCJ +2 (Enrl#289)
' Mr. Kaleemullah Quresh, ASC (Qta)
(Enri#4967) .

4  C.P.3259/2018
(Writ Petition / Service)
(Appointment)
(8.4

Munawar Hussain & another v. Province Syed Rifaqat Hussain Shah, AOR (Rwp

of Balochistan thr. Secretary Education, (Enrl#239) ) -

Quetta & others : , Mr. Kamran Murtaza, Sr. ASC ~ (Qta)
_ (Enrl#326) '
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C.P.464-P/2021-

a(Serwce / Confirmatlon)
: (S 1)

(ChO)
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Provincial Police Officer, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh: Peshawar and others v/
Amjad Ali

BENCH -1
. Monday, 17-Jan-2022

Advocate General, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa °

(Enrl#274)

Vi

‘Mr. Moin-ud-Din Humayun, AOR (Pesh)'

S

C.P. 6378/2021

(Service / Correctlon in Date of Karachi, through its Attorney v. KhudadadMr. Shahid Anwar Bajwa, ASC

Birth)

" (D.B)

_(Ch.0)

Allied Bank Limited, Cllfton Road,

Sher and another.

Mr. M. S. Khattak, Aok (Enrl#178) (RWp)
(Keh)
(Enri#2648) :

'I‘\igsday,' -18-Jan-2022

{(Complulsory Retirement)
(8.J.)-.

another

Mr. Zafarullah Khan Khakwam,

1i C.R.P.631/2020 IN Sanaullah v. Govt. of K.P. through P - In Person

C.P.298-P/2015 Secretary Food, Peshawar and others R - Notice
- (Service / Promotion) -

-|A]Mr. Justice Gulzar Ahmed,

CJ,J+2

(D.B.)

2 C.M.A.3512/2021 IN Muhammad Orooj v. Mst. Maria Hanif & Syed Rifagat Hussa?: Shah, AOR (Rwp)
C.R.P.NILL/2021 IN others (Enrl#239) ’
C.A.978/2020 ) Syed Rifaqat Hussain Shah ASC .(Rwp)
(Permission to file and argue) (Enrl#2412) '
(Servnce/Appomtments)

(D.B.)
: [+] Gulzar Ahmed, HCJ+2

3  C.M.A.6783/2021 IN Tahir Ali, etc v. Senior Member Board of - Mrs. Tasneem Amin, AOR (Enrl#ZZ‘KLhr)' _
C.R.P.NILL/2021 IN Revenue Punjab, etc Mr. Ch. Muhammad Sarwar, ASC (Lhr)
C.P.2449-L/2017 - (Enrl#4537) ' ‘
(Service / Others)

(Permission to argue)
(8.J.)
" |AMr. Justice Gulzar Ahmed,
Cl,J+1
4 - C.M.A.7885/2020 IN Muhammad Kazim Raza v, Chief Mr. Ahmed Nawaz Chaudhry, AOR
" C.R.P.NILL/2020 IN Postmaster Multan, GPO & another (Enrl#243)
. C.A.576/2020 o T Mr. Aftab Alam Yasir, ASC
" (Permission to file and (Enrl#4620)
~ argue/Others)
" (Service/ Against reductlon of
" 'penalty) . R
(D.B.).
. [A]Mr. Justice Gulzar Ahmed,
CJ,l+2

5 - C.P.551/2018 Vice Chancellor Bahauddin Zakariya Syed Rifaqgat Hussain Shah, AOR  (Rwp)

(Writ Petition / Others) University, Multan v. Hagnawaz & (Enrl#239) :

ASC (Enri#3664)



‘Sir, , . . )

1. I;UC 1S an applic,ation submitted by DSP Legal in EP No. 154/2021,
155/2021, 183/2019 & 227/2021 wherein he has requested to release the

salaries of all the respondent which were attached due to non compliance of
the court order.

2. If approved, this office may be allowed to release the salaries of the

respondents.
A"

Assistant Registrar

3. Hon’ble Chairman

e 2 2ppe




KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA All communications‘should be
C ' addressed to the Registrar

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR | KPK Service Tribunal and ot

any official by name.

: - Ph:- 091-9212281
No:__) X0 /ST Dated:_ &/ & /2023 | Fax:- 0919213262

The Accountant General,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. -

Subject: SALARY RELEASFE OF THE INSPECTOR GENEREAL OF POLICE IN
EXECUTION PETITIONS NO. 154/2021, 155/2020, 183/2019 & 227/2021. |

Dear Sir,

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Order dated 01.06.2023

" passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As Above., E .

- ) \ -
3 S

(AAMIR FAROOQ) ,
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA - -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR



