
t '■ :-N
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22"‘' Nov, 2022 This case was directed to be fixed before camp court 

Abbottabad for 16.11.2022 bu^ the Reader■ has,^neither
I

placed these appeals nor brought in the 'cause list.
i

Explanation of the Reader be chlled as to why. he should
i. \

not be proceeded under the relevant Law. His explanation
A I '

should reach my table within three days. The matter be

posted on 14.12.2022 before S.B at camp court

Abbottabad. Notices be issued to the petitioner and his

counsel through ordinary means as well as through
SCANNED

KPST Whatsap of the counsel.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

7

14* Dec 2022 Clerk to counsel for; the petitioner present. Mr. 

, Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Respondents are directed through learned AAG to 

submit implementation report on the next date positively. To 

come up for implementation report on 21.02.2023 before S.B 

at camp court Abbottabad.f
'IT'

:r

(Kalim, Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

Camp Court Abbottabad
'i

''i' 
, .■

.2'

\
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26.09.2022 Nemo for the appellant.

Notice be issued to the appellant and his counsel to attend the 

court on the next date. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

office objections before the S.B on 04.11.2022.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

4‘'' No.v,. 2022 None for the appellant present.

Because of strike of the Bar, this matter is adjourned to 

16.11.2022 before S.B at camp court Abbottabad. Office 

is directed to notify the next date on the notice board as 

well as on the website of this Tribunal. O
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR SCANNBO

KPST
i|?<eshawar!2.. rrb-\

Execution Petition
IN

Appeal No. 1610

Qazi Muhanimad Naeem LHC Member 271 District Police Mansehra.

PETITIONER• • »

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KP Peshawar & Others.
...RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION

INDEX

AnnexurePage No.DescriptionS3
1 to 5Execution Petition alongwith affidavit1.

“A”Copy of service appeal and judgment 
dated 18/09/2017 of this Honourable 
Tribunal

2. £ ^
Copy of order dated 11/10/20213.

/fWakalatnama4.

.. .APPLICANT/ PETITIONER
Through,1:| /2022Dated:

(Muh^mad Arshad Khan Tanoli)
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan

I
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IJJE: SSRXM21
'"iRuitMAL FEBHAW^-:

BEFORE, »CANMES^
KPST

P^shaw^i^
Execution Petition

m
Appeal Mo. 1610

LtlC. Member 271 District Police Mansehra.Qazi Muhammad Naeem
...PETITiONEib

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KP Peshavvm*
Deputy Inspector General of Police Plazara Range Abbottabad.
District Police Officer Mansehra.

1.
2
3. ...RESPONDENTS

execution petition for implementation

OF JUDGMENT DATED 18/09/2017 IN SERVICE 

NO.1610/10 OF THIS HONOURABLEAPPEAL

TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the facts forming the backgrounds of the instant 

execution petition are arrayed as under;-

That, this Honourable Tribunal accepted 

service appeal No.1610/10, vide judgment 

dated 18/09/2017 wherein, the rights of the

1.



2

applicant were protected w.e.f 12/05/2010

regarjding the inclusion of the name of the
* ‘ •

petitioner for lower school cpui’se^ (Copy of 

appeal and judgrnent dated 

18/09/2017 of this Honourable Tribunal is 

anneiced as Annexure “A’O*

service

That, the applicant earlier filed execution
\ . ;.

No.182/19 and the' same and

2.

petition

consigned was filed to the record room on
5 ’

submission of compliance report vide order

dated 11/10/2021 of this Honourable 

Tribunal. Copy of order dated 11/10/2021 of 

the Honourable Tribunal and compliance

report submitted by the department 

annexed as Annexure “B”.

are

That, this Honourable Tribunal discussed the 

service appeal of the appellant in through 

detail in para No.5 of the judgment dated 

18/09/2017 and finally decided the appeal of 

the applicant in para No.7 which read “the 

consequences of the above discussion of this 

tribunal reached the conclusion that the 

appellant was entitled to have been included

3.



3

to the list and then should have been
/

recommend for the said course. The appeal

is therefore accepted”.

That, though the respondents’ department 

got the lower school course completed from 

the applicant in term ending 15/06/2021. 

This fact is mentioned in the compliance

4.

report which is attached above.

That the Honourable Tribunal in para No.5 

of the judgment dated 18/09/2017 and 

declared the applicant entitled for the said 

post in 2010. Therefore, the judgment of this 

Honourable Tribunal dated 18/09/2017 has

5.

not been complied with letter and spirit.

That, as per judgment, the applicant is 

eligible for having lower school course in 

the year 2010. But the said course was got 

completed by the department from the 

applicant in June 2021. Therefore, the 

applicant/petitioner’s name was to be placed 

in the list of those employees who got 

competed course their lower school.

6.



V'

4

' ■
1

?'

t

In view of the above, it is prayed that respondents 

be directed to' include the name of the 

applicant/petitioner in the list of those police officials 

who have completed their lower school course in 2010, 

failing which, contempt proceedings may be initiated 

against the respondents to punish them.

)

may

...APPLICANT /PETITIONER

Through
/2022Dated:

(Muhan
Advocai

r
[preme Court of Pakistan

. ■

i .

-i.
r'
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BEFORE THK KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRTRTTNAT. PESHAWAR ;

Execution Petition
:IN

Appeal No. 1610

271 District Police Mansehra.Qazi Muhammad Naeem LHC Member

...PETITIONER

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KP Peshawar & Others.
...RESPONDENTS

4

FXErilTlON PETITION

AFFIDAVIT

271 District Police Mansehra,I, Qazi Muhammad Naeem LHC Member

do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of foregoing 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief andapplication are

nothing has been concealed therein from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT

!
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PoliceThM the appellant joined the service m

21/11/2003. and since then the appellant

and with

1.
•4 DepantiTient on

honestly^he Depatt^^®^^is serving

dedication.I

the • Ithe exavrVinatvdn ^or

class Li which the

■ph^'the ^department tooh 

■GOdrse/of doy/er
:■-;. ....

•A.. ; •':
••a;'.

I

K-r
xaii&atfoh/«ap^t■ 1.*.; . ••

.vCA'.C;; C. - ■
■' hi^o^assed:B.l exaoTiinatipn,.

V

ppGltant w,as deetared

iot.>selheted/fdr::the
'Tfigih^iieahe fact: that the a

s'; ;:||d^ij»|®examwatipn;l3m was;®
.5- ■

,4®-&
________ __

AdvoGcii.i; SupryniijGohd'JI
Officefj :i3-Sihiahfia?:a74ijaGiifii VO' ■ ■.applicatibn before the 

Abbonabad thrpugh Diitn..-- 

the selecnon of -iower

Hazara

Police Officer Mansehra for
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iel^#ri dfflie appedlato^for the »;pf;3Wecc|a??;-

f" ■■I- tBefveraiofpoliceKPK Peshawar.
#•

when through theThat^ the appellant after 06-04-2010 

impugned order the- case

referred/recommended to respondent

No. 3, but no

j

1

of the appellant

No. 3; who

was

i'.>
jmswer/decision

contacted respondent

has been given.,

•|- ■^^^^th^ya|pellaiitA5
• ' '-i.! '.:•

^ ■ 'gpnSd^feAt*

■
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J

grounds:- -

grounds -
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That the appditet has passed, the examination

^of B-1 which is a pre-requisite for Hie course

lower class.
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‘ It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

■■4s:‘appeal the-respondents be directed to select the appell^t
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Qazi Muhammad Naseem sou of Qazi Muhammad Aslam resident of TostJIffice 
Gandhian, village Hathi Maira, No. 271 at present constable PS Bafl^ fistnct
Mansehra.

APPEIJUANT• » • *<

VERSUS ■>
t •■

Govenunent of K.P.K through secretary interior Peshawar. 
Laspector General of Police K.P .K Peshawar,
Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara, Abbottabad.
DistrictPolice Officer, M^ehra. ,

1.
2.
3.
4.

BESPONDENTS

r

AGAINST THE GPDBR DATED 0^14/2010APPEAl
OVU--

PASSED BY THE DEPUTY rNSPECTOR;GENIAL OF

hazaRa abbqttAbtad whereby the
■ Mat

POLICE
7^ RESPONDENT NO. 3 INSTEAD OF SEEECTIhJG THE

lower : T CLASS ;/ COURSEappellant for

recommend/referred the : matter to the
i;

respondent NO. 2.
lSU&S^!U6d

'filsa.
;=S1WS5S=S=S

■ iA

u5. • Ml
If/m ON^ACCEPTT^CErOE THI§ 7^ THEPRAYER;- C

respondents BEiDI^GTl^^m^S;^^ :*^^
-i

.
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^BEFORE THE lOryBERPAKHTTINKHWA SF,RVTr.F. TRTRITKIm 

: CAMP COT JRT ABBOTTABAD
■

Service Appeal No. 1610/2010

i
Date of Institution... 06.08.2010

Date of decision... 18.09.2017

Qazi Muhammad Naseem S/0 Qazi Muhammad Aslam 
K/O Post Office Gandhian, village Hatlii Maira, No. 2 at present Constable 
Baffa, District Mansehra. (Appellant)

Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Interior, Peshawar 
and 3 otliers.

1.
(Respondents)

MR. SAJJAD AHMED ABBASI, 
Advoc^ite
^CMUHAMMAD BILAL 

' 6eputy District Attorney

For appellant.

I For respondents.
f\)

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI,

CHAIRN/IAN
MEMBER

\-.

JUDGMENT :

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRJvlAN: - Arguments of the learped 

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. Tlie appellant was recmited as Constable on 20.11.2003; According to service 

record his date of birtli is 01.01.1978. He appeared for B-I Examination wl^h he 

qualified and his name appeared in the merit list of the said, examination at S.No, 33 in 

tlie year, 2010. But he was not selected for lower school course in the notification issued 

31.3.2010. The D.I.G Hazara Region, thereafter wrote a letter dated 06.04.2010 to; the 

Provincial Police Officer for allotment of extra seats for the lower schools coi|rs? for ' ^ 

Hazara Region so. that the appellant alongwith 35 others might be selected for.^e said

on

pm.
■\

—...i a

•.V
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qualified candidates i

of the Police Rides says that o

m making such selections, irrespective of the date 

be taken that

IS to be made on the basis of merit or on the basis of age. Rule 13 .7
',**•*■

ripr Gonsddej^ation 

of admission to tte list, and care musri'

rdinary seniority in age shall be given p

a constable borne on the list iIS not allowed to become ov^ age for
is clear from this rule drat while:n,«king the 

age is likely to become over qge in that

appeUant Js furtlier
'•t.

which supported die c^ pf 36 

e present appellant but the PPO while issuing dtfrer dated ^.05.2010 '

admission to die school being selected. It i 

list, tlie' age is given priority over merit if older in

yeai*, otherwise the merit is a normal rule. This stance of the
supplemented by die letter of DIG dated 06.04.2010 

persons including th

nominated four 

Shakeel and Amir Malak 

DDA replied that the 

merit. Tliis

persons and in these fom
persons, two persons namely Mohammad 

present appellant to which th? leatped 

reason for including these two persons was that they were>enior in 

aigmnent is not plausible because Rul

are younger dian the

e 13.7 as discussed above give? jHiority 

- Situation and specially when the
to persons who are likely to become over age. In such si

order dated 12.5.2010 was passed for adjustment of over T
age quota, the appe:|ant was 

over age quota in preference to other two persons
entitled to have been placed in the

mentioned above.

6. Coming to die departmental
appeal of die present appellant dated 07.04.2010, there 

IS generally mentioned in tte said
IS no mention of letter dated 06.04.2010. It i

departmental appeal that as the appellant was becomiming over age, therefore, he shriulri be
selected in the said course, 

appeal before tills Tribunal would

The mentioning of order dated 06.04.2010 in the heading of

not be taken to diminish his legal right oEf hyper

rime being 

• This technically sho^d nc« 

se, the appellant has timely approached

technical ground because otherwise, his departmental appeal is well within ti
preferred after four days of the notification dated 31.03.2010

come in the way of substantial justice if otherwi 

tlie authority for redressal of his grievance.

c

“ 4

f--
i at

Diitu: ^at

I

lift miic
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f.

Consequent of the above discussion, this Tribunal reaches tire 

appellant was entitled to have been included in

recommended for the said course. The appeal is therefore, accepted. Parti^ ar? l^jf to.

bear tlieir own costs. File be consigned to the record room. /

7.
conclusion luat the

the list and their should ha«e been

(Niaz'^lulimmnad 

Chairman 
Cairip Court, A/Aba4

1^)

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
ANNOUNCKn
18.09.2017

_

fn fi
• hire ...

u^-
S ■». r

....

v-‘.

f-

c:w-

r.

b
rj

>4



••
d

11
Ift-.
*€'■

►
1 »■ ■ ».: .

00c0i^- ^1^-:W'i
»-i

\•: , *•;•
jV’V;*v ' •.•.;■

'.“•••

15 mmH
fet£;-: ^ • ‘** -^ •.

..., •. ■1:>.
'.nv,V ^vi:

:■-Petition^r^-ln‘pe^rr^ Mr- Mpharnniad R^she^ 

' ” ' " ihammii'^ KHan; ':ASr;:(Legal)^

•--.•\ t
■• ■ t.•( .*-4 t:r' '..-* ;a long with-: 

present

r
os. r./rf.. >■'•/ • >'

bflfb^^Tespondents Sybniittedi Gorhpli^Representadve
^which 'is placed on file. The petitioner, stated Bt th& bar
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report, 

that'116 is
obtained on the margin of order sheet;

■ ;in vieyv of the above, instent execution petition is filed and

satisfied; with the .cofnpliance report. Hi:: signatureI\
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2017. (Copy of the appeal is attached as annexure
"A").

2. That the Honorable tribunal while accepting the appeal of 

the appellant concluded its verdict that The appellant 
entitled to have been included in the list and then should 

have been recomniended for the course of lower class.

was

3. That the petitioner thereafter provided the copy of 

Judgment of this Honourable Tribunal to the respondent 
No. 2 through proper channel for his selection for lower 

course. (Copy of the application is attached as 

annexure "B").

4. That the application of the petitioner was processed 

further at some length as the District Police Officer, 

Mansehra respondent No. 4 vide its memo No. 1125/SRC 

sent the case to the respondent No. 2 for allotment of 

one extra seat for lower school course, so that the
implementation of order of this Honorable Tribunal could 

by carried out.

5. That the respondent No, 2 then vide his off ice order No. 
2063 dated 10/03/2018 asked the respondent No. 3 if 

any CPLA was lodged against the judgment of Service 

Tribunal or not while through a decision filing of appeal / 

CPLA before the Honourable Supreme court of Pakistan 

not found fit. (Copies of the relevant documents 

are attached as annexure "C", "D" <S "E").
was

l

ArrESTEO; ■

i? e* \ «c c- 'I'r i It •.!»i If
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6. That, thereafter no steps have been taken so far to 

irnplement the decision of This Honourable Tribunal that 

has caused irreparable loss to. the petitioner / appellant.

PRAYER

In view of the above submissions it is most humble 

prayed that the respondents may be directed to implement 
the decision of this Honourable Tribunal to meet the ends 

of justice.

Qazi Muhammad Nascem

Petitioner

Through
1/

(Zulfigor^iimed Advocate) 

High court Abbottabad
Date: 14/03/2019
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D
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR AT CAMP COURT ABBOTTAB AD

Execution Petition No. 607/2022

Qazi Muhammad Naeem LHC Member 271 District Police Mansehra.

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and 02
others=

ORDER
29.11.2023

Mr. Muhammad Ibrahim Khan, Advocate for the petitioner present.

Mr. Gul Shehzad, Sub-Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Asif Masood Ali

Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

/I Learned counsel for the petitioner stated at the bar that the

s/1 petitioner wants to withdraw the instant petition with the permission to 

file a fresh one,' if the need so arises. In this respect, written endorsement 

of learned counsel for the appellant obtained at margin of order sheet. 

In view of the above, the petition in hand stands dismissed as

f/ ri

>-

e.
withdrawn, however petitioner may file a fresh appeal subject to all legal 

and valid objections. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be
o)

,0 Ka^ST
_ !1 consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

Q

29.11.2023
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (Judicial) 
Camp Court Abbottabad

Jr

*i\’aeein Amin*

<P



1. Clerk of counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Asif Masood 

Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Gul Shehzad, Si

26^'^ July, 2023

for the respondents present.

2. Clerk of counsel for the petitioner requested for adjournment 

the ground that learned counsel for the petitioner is busy 

before Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, Abbottabad Bench. 

Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on 29.09.2023 

before S.B at camp court Abbottabad. P.P given to the parties.

on

- (Rashida Bano) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, Abbottabad•KaleemUllah'

J)y-e to

/ j ■ iD
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25.05.2023 Petitioner alongwith clerk of his counsel present.

Mr. Ikhlaq Shah, DSP (Legal) alongwith Mr, Asif Masood

Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

present.

Representative of the respondents stated that the

Execution Petition No. 182/2019 for implementation of

the judgment under execution has already been filed on

11.10.2021. When confronted with this situation.

petitioner stated at the bar that his counsel is not available

today, therefore, an adjournment may be granted.

Adjourned. To come up for furtheri proceedings on

26.07.2023 before the S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad
*Naeem Amin*



21^' Feb, 2023 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.
- j.

‘"i

Respondents are directed through learned AAG to 

submit proper implementation report. The learned AAG is 

directed to communicate the directions of the Tribunal to the 

respondents. Last chance is given to the respondents for 

implementation report. To come up on 30.03.2023 before 

S.B at camp court Abbottabad.

J.

.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

Camp Court Abbottabad

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali30.03.2023

Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Zahid, ASI for the

respondents present.

Implementation report not submitted. _Representative of the 

respondents requested for time to submit implementation report. Granted 

by way of last chance, failing which coercive measures shall invariably 

be initiated against the respondents. Adjourned. To come up for 

implementation report on 25.05:2023 before S.B at camp court 

Abbottabad. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

Camp Court Abbottabad


