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The implementation petition of Syed Amir Abbas 

submitted today by-Mr. Noor' Muhammad Khattak 

Advocate. It is fixed for,implementation report before' 

Single'Bench at Peshawar on ■25.10.2024. Original file be 

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

given to counsel for the petitioner.
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RgPQRg THE ifHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Implementation Petition No. /2024
’.‘nkhluUrnVA 

SiM-' lvt; 'hi-ilinrWHIn
Appeal No. 8488/2020

utv^H
l>irt»'y N*.

Mr. Syed Amir Abbas,
Acting DSP Legal CTO, Peshawar

Oiilctl-

Appellant

VERSUS

1- Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2- The Additional Inspector General (HQrs), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
3- The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
4- The Assistant Inspector General of Police (Estb:) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5- Mr. Rashid Ahmad, DSP Legal Hazrat Region at Abbottabad.

Mr. Wisal Ahmad, DSP Legal, Peshawar Region.
7- Mr. Malik Habib Khan, DPS Legal, Peshawar Region.
6-

Respondents

PFirnON FOR IMPLEMENTATION UNDER SECTION 

OF THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974. RULE 27 OF TME 

KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL RULES 1974 READ WITH SECTIONS
36 AND 51 OF THE CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE AND ALL

SURIECT FOR THELAWS ON THEENABLING __________________
implementation OF THE JUDGMENT DATED 12/07/2P^4
IN LETTER AND SPIRIT,

R/SHEWETH:

1- That the appellant filed service appeal bearing No. 8488/2020 
before this august Service Tribunal against the impugned order 

dated 07/02/2020 whereby the private respondents have been 

placed as senior to the appellant.

2- That the appeal of the appellant was finally heard on dated 

12/07/2024 and as such the ibid appeal is disposed off as 

follows:-

"7. True that during pendency of the appeals, 
seniority list was revised, but we deem it appropriate 
that for the prayer regarding setting aside the 

promotion of the private respondents and promoting 

the appellants, ie this matter be decided by the 

competent autiiority in view of the changed situation in 
accoidance with tite relevant iaw and rules. Copy of this 

order be placed on file of connected fiie. Costs shall



4-\

follow the event Consign," 0:iPi of the judgment dated 

12/07/2024 is attached as annexure

That after obtaining copy of the judgment dated 12/07/2024 
the same was submitted with the respondents for 
impiementation of his grievance coupled with an application, 
but the respondents/ department failed to do so, which is the 

violation of the judgment supra. Copy of application is attached 

as annexure

That petitioner having no other remedy but to file this 

implementation petition.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 
the instant execution petition the respondents may kindly be 
directed to implement the Judgment dated 12/07/2024 passed 

in Appeal No. 8488/2020 in letter and spirit. Any other remedy 
which this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded 

in favor of the petitioner.

A

3-

B

4-

Petitidn^r 9
Syed Amir Abbas

NOOR MOHAMMAD laUTTAK 

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

THROUGH:

AFFIDAVIT ^ ^
I, Syed Amir Abbas (petitioner) do hereby solemnly affirm that 

the contents of this Execution Petition are true and correct to the
ncealedbest of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

from this Honorable Court.
D EPO N E NT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHtUNKHUyA sgBViCE
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.:.£ifM_/2020

Syed Aarriir Abbas, Acting DSP L^al, 
CTb HQrs, PesHawar. appellant

VERSUS
pakhtunkbwa, 

(HQrs) .Khyber 

Khyber 

E^.blishrrfent,

Police Officer> Khyber 

General'

, Kohat R^iPP

The; Provincial 
Peshawar.
The. Additional InspeetoT 
Pakhtunkhwa, feshawaf:

-The Regional Police Officer
Pakhtunkhvya, Peshawar.
The Assistant insF^pr'
^'^^SS&L^a,,:..z..aR||.3t.Abbottabad 

6- . Mr; Wi^l ahmad,DSR!Legal. Peshawar
Mr., Malak Habib Khari, DSP Legal,

.I-

2-

3-
Genera.r ^of RoliceA-

5-‘" Mr:.

7-

ib/zoarv whereby
Has BFFN PRQHOTED TO 

ippiMTFDENT OF ROLICl 
AMT HAS BEEN IGt^ORED
TAKING Acnoja—fiN 

nP aPPEI I ANT WITHIN

abifeiMEBIBUMAl.
T^pD opragR/bATE^OTj 

ipg tn THE APRELLANT 

PUTY SQP

'.1'. • .
PAKHT 
THEiMPU 

JUNib 

THE RAffl
I WHILE THE AP

NQT^
departmental appeal
^ATi irnpy PERIOD OF NINTY DAYS

AND AGAI

PRAYERi
That on iacceptance of this 

dated 07/02/2020 Lmay
appei^l the impugned o.cder 

Kindly be set aside arid the 
respondents ma> please be diverted to considered tHe 

aboellaht for prompfioh to the of Depy^
Sli'berintendent of Police Legal; vy.eif. :07y02/2020 with 

all back benefits including seniority. Any other remedy 

whi^h this augu^ Tribunal deems fit thot nvay also be 

awahd^ In favour of :tfie appellant

{■

Ateo

IIBrief faf^^oivinQ rise on the present appeal areas ^ ' 
underl

R/SHEWETfe
ON FACTS:

•ri\:
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S.A #.8^88/2020 
OkDER 

12‘'^Juiy. 2024 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mj*.

Muliainmad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents
ipresent. Private respondents present through counsel. Heard.

2. Vide our consolidated order of today placed on file

of connected Sei-vice Appeal No.6271/2020 titled

“Muhammad Farooq KJian Vs. Police Department”, instant

service appeal is also decided in terms of the order passed in

the connected mentioned appeal. Costs shall follow the

event. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given 

under our hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this jf’ day

3.

of July, 2024.

(Kaliin Arshad K.han) 

Chairman
(Rashida Bano) 
Member (J)'Shull’’

t«TC COW

. TtVouna', ^

^licaiionNc-----------
---------—
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cta'^__

,• • r.O:’.'''-:

«



Service Appeal No.6271/2020 titled “Muhammad Farooq Khan Vs. 
Police Depaitment” and Service Appeal No.8488/2020 tilled Syed Amir

Abbas Vs. Police Department” !

ORDEK 
12"'July. 2024 Kalim Arsliad Khan, Chairman: Through this single order, the 

above two appeals, are jointly taken up, as both are similar in 

nature and almost with the same contentions, therefore, can be 

conveniently decided together

2. Learned counsel for the appellants present. Mr. Muhammad 

Jan, District Attorney for the respondents present. Private

respondents present through counsel. Heard.

3. Appellants’ cases in brief, as per averments of appeals, are

that'they were appointed as Sub Inspectors (Legal); that through 

promotion oiders, they got promoted to the posts of Confirmed

Inspectors; that on 01.01.2017 revised seniority list was issued on

02.01.2017, wherein, they were placed junior to their alleged 

junior colleagues; that feeling aggrieved, they filed departmental

representations but the same were not responded, hence, the

instant service appeals.

4, Arguments heard. Record perused.

5. At the very outset, learned counsel for the appellants

produced copy of revised seniority list issued in compliance of the

judgment dated 02.02.2022 of the Supreme Court of Pakistan in

Civil Petition No.6367/2021, and submitted that seniority of both

the appellants has been restored'. Me submitted that the promotion

order of the private respondents was thus required to be
s* I

accordingly set aside.
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6. There is no denial lo the fad that the appellants were left 

iVoin promotion on the basis of old seniority list and on the basis 

of such old seniority list in which the appellants were junior to the 

private respondents, these appeals were filed.

7. True that during the pendency of appeals, seniority list was 

revised but we deem it appropriate that for the prayer regarding 

setting aside the promotions of the private respondents and 

promoting the appellants, let this matter be decided by the

,/

:

competent authority in view of the changed situation in

accordance with the relevant law and rules. Copy of this order be

placed on file of connected file. Costs shall follow the event.

Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar under our hands 

and seal of the Tribunal on this J2"‘ day of July, 2024.

S.
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(Rashida Bano) 
Member (J)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman*iUiil<izt'iii .Shull*
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The Provincial Police Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Through Proper channej. 

Respected Sir,
It is submitted that, my seniority being Inspector Lepl Kohat was disturbed/changed by 

the CPO Peshawar in 2017. The said seniority list was challenged in the Tribunal and later on, it was decided 

by the Supreme Court of Pakistan in C.PNo. 6367/2021 iri favour of the appellant Later on, my Junior 

colleagues were promoted as DSPs Legal in 2020 narriely Malik Habib, Wisal Ahmad and Rashid Ahmad, 

the promotion order was challenged in Service Tribunal KP, Peshawar through S.A No. 8488/2020 titled 

Ameer Abbas Vs IGP KP, Peshawar and decided in favour of appellant. Operative part of the Judgment is 

reproduce: ‘.‘At the very outset, learned counsel for the appellants produced copy of revised seniority 

list issued in compliance of the Judgment doted 02.02.2022 of the Supreme Court of Pakistan in Civil 

Petition No. .6367/2021, and submitted seniority of both the appellants have been restored: he 

submitted that the promotion order of the private respondents was thus required to be accordingly 

set aside. There is no denied, to the fact that the appellant were left from promotion on the basis of 

; old seniority list and on the basis of such old seniority list and which the appellant were junior to the 

private respondents, these appeals were filed. True that during (he pendency of appeals, seniority list 

was revised but we deem it appropriate that for the prayer regarding setting aside the promotions of 

the private respondents and promoting the appellant, let this matter be decided by the competent 

authority in view of the change situation in accordance with the relevqnl law and rules”.

It is therefore requested that, in light of the above Judgment I may kindly be promoted as 
DSP Legal from the date where my junior colleagues were promoted.a

(Syed Aamk'^bas) 
DSP Legal CTD HQ: 

• Peshawar



VAKALATNAMA
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

peshaWar.

Ef /20^^No

(APPELLANT)
(PLAINTIFF)
(PETITIONER)

VERSUS
(RESPONDENT)
(DEFENDANT)D IC^

I/w/ ____________________
Do ^hereby appoint and constitute Noor Mohammad . Khattak
Advocate Supreme Court to appear, plead, act, compromise, 

withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our 

Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability 

for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other 

Advocate Counsel on my/our cost. I/we authorize the said 

Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the 

above noted matter.

Dated.- 1202

CLIENT

ACCEPTED

NOOR MOHAMM>n> KHATTAK 

ADVOCATE SU^ME COURT

WALEEDADNAN'

UMAR FAROOQ MOHMAND
________^

KHA^ADGUL
&

ABID All SHAH 

ADVOCATESOFFICE!
Fiat No. (TF) 291-292 3^ Floor,
Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar-Can*tt. 
(0311-9314232)


