Form- A

- FORM OF ORDER SHEET

- : . 'Cci_urt"-of'_ : —_—
Implementation PetitionNo.__, 1230/2024
S.Nof " Dalcolorder - --_(:J-r;d;f-r;‘(i;B_tﬂer'sprocee.dings with'sigﬁé[ﬁ‘ré ofjﬁdg;o_' . ST
proceedings .
T e - e e — 3 VR B
1| 17.10.2024 The implementation petition of Syed Amir Abbas:|
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B E KHYBER PAK C
PESHAWAR
Implementation Petition No.\2 30 /2024
II'I Khyber "':.llcl'ﬂuk
Appeal No. 8488/2020 Sorvive Al

Dinrsy Nt.Léﬁ.ﬂ—é—
Mr. Syed Amir Abbas, =
Acting DSP Legal CTD, Peshawar "“'“"'LL L(

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.

6- Mr. Wisal Ahmad, DSP Legal, Peshawar Region.

7-  Mr. Malik Habib Khan, DPS Legal, Peshawar Region.

.......................... RESPONDENTS

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:-

"y 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, le 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.” Copy of the judgment dated
12/07/2024 is attached as annNexur€...:cuaseses A

That after obtaining copy of the judgment dated 12/07/2024
the same was submitted ~ with the respondents for
implementation 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 ANNEXUICecssesrnessnosnsssassessasnsrsasaasssssssassisaansissnssrasaseass B

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. @
Petitiomér

Syed Amir Abbas
THROUGH:
NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

AFFIDAVIT

1, Syed Amir Abbas (petitioner) do hereby solemnly affirm that
the contents of this Execution Petition are true and correct to the

from this Honorable Court.

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has be@@ncealed

DEPONENT




Syed Aamir Abbas, Acting DSP Légal,
CTD HQrs, Peshiawar.

APPEAL NO. 8488 72020

VERSUS
The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Péshawar. o I
The Additional Inspector General (HQrs) Khyber .
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.. S
‘The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region,
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. I .
The Assistafit Inspector General & Police Establishmient,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
.~ Mr.Rashid Ahriad, DSP:Legal, Hazara ‘Region at Abbottabad

Khyber

6 . Mr, Wisal ahmad, DSP Legal, Peshawarrl REQIOFI;I o
Mr.. Malak Hablb: Khat;. DSP: Legal, Peshawar egi
e eg RESPONDENTS

......................
.lll.l._lllll_l..l..l.ll.lll._'.!..‘..', """

"f'hat on igcceptance of this appedl the imipugned order
dated 07/02/2020 :may kindly be sét aside and the
respondents may please be directed to- considered the
--appellant fof profiotion. to the Rank: ‘of Deputy
_-Supermtendent of Police Legal w.e:f. 07702}/ 2020 with
all 'back: benefits including seniority. Any otfiér remedy
which thls august Tribunal deems fit:that may also be

awarded in favour of the:appellant. .
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S.A £.8488/2020

URDER
127 July. 2024 I Learned counsel for the appellant present. M.

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respon'denls
present. Private respondents present through counsel, Heard.
2. Vide our'consolidated order of today placed on file
of connected Service .Appeal No0.6271/2020 titled
"“Muhammad Farooq Khan 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.

3. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given
under our hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 12" day

e

of July, 2024.

(Rashida Bano) (Kalim Arshad Khan)
“Mutezvn: Shake® Member (J) Chairn]an
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Se.rvice Appeal No0.6271/2020 titled “Muhammad Farooq Khan Vs.
Police Department” and Service Appeal No.8488/2020 titled Syed Amir
Abbas Vs. Police Department”
ORDER

12" July. 2024 Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman: Through this single order, the

above two appeals, are jointly taken up, as both are similar in
nafure and almost with the same-conlentions, thercfore, can be
conveniently decided together

2. Learned counsel for the appellants present. Mr. Muhammad
Jan, ‘Dist‘rict Attorney for the respondents present. Private
réspondents present through counsel. Heard.

3. Appellants’ cases in briéf', as per averments of appeals, are
that they were appointed as Sub Inspectors (Legal); that through
promotion orders, they got promoted to the posts lof Confirmed
Inspectors; that on 01.01.2017 revised seniority list was issued on
02.01.2017, wherein, they were placed junior to their alleged
Jjunior colleagues; Lhéit 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 submitied that seniority of both
the appellants has been restorqd‘. He submitted that the promotion

order of the private respondents was thus required to be




*Mutezem Shuh®

6. There is no denial to the fact that the appellants were left

from 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 pendgncy 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
promoling thé appeilants, lel 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.

8. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar under our hands

and seal of the Tribunal on this 12" day of July, 2024. -~
(Rashida Bano) (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Member (1) Chairman
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The Provincial Police Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Through Proper channel.
Respected Sir, *
‘ It is submitted that, my seniority being Inspector Legat Kohat was disturbédfchanged by
.the CPO PeSha;var in2017. The said seﬁibrity list was chaile'nged in the 'fribunal and later on, it was decided
b;' the Supreme Court of Pakistan’iﬁ C.P No. 6367:’202] m favour of the a;ipellam. Later on, my."Junior
colleagues were promoted as DSPs Legal in ‘70”0 namely Mallk Habib, Wnsal Ahmad and Rashid Ahmad,
the promotion order was challenged in Semce Tribunal KP Peshawar through S A No 848872020 titled
Ateer Abbas Vs IGP KP, Peshawar and decided in favour.of appellant. Operative pan ofthe Judgment is
reproduce “At the very oulset, learned counsel for the appellants produced copy ol' rewsed seniority
- list lssued in compliance ofthe Judgmem dated 02.02.2022 of the Supreme Court of Pakistan in Civil
Peu_llou No. 6367/2021 and ‘submmed semorlty of both the appellants have been restored: he
sutimitu;d that the prom'otit;n order of the private respondents “fas- thus requi-red to be accordingly
set ;mi;:le There is no ﬁeﬁied to ;hé fact that the appella.ﬂl were left froni promotion on the basis of
old semorlty list and on the hnsns of such old seniority list and which the appellam were junior to.the
prwate ra;pondents, these nppeals were filed. True that during (he pendency of appeals, SEI‘IIOI’II}' list’
- was rewsed but we deem it appropriate that for the prayer regardlug senlug as:de lhe promotions of
| the private respondents and promoting the appellant, tet lhls matter be decnded by the competent
aull_:orityvin view.ofthe change situation ir;‘ac'cordance .With-:tlié;r'elévant;law and rule_s"’.

Itis lherefore requested that, in light of the above Judgment I may kmdly be promoted as
a DSP Legal from the date where my junior colleagues were promoted, .. ;

-

(Syed Aarh blias})/gj)zf
DSP Legal CTD HQ:
. - Peshawar




"VAKALATNAMA
- BEFORE THE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

EY No 12024

- (APPELLANT)
e Moy Mobass (PLAINTIFF)
- (PETITIONER)
 VERSUS'
| (RESPONDENT)
Volice dWH ~__ (DEFENDANT)

I/W;/ | Saco( Aoiy  pokeor ..
Do "hereby appomt and constitute Noor Mohammad Khattak
Advocate Supreme Cour_l: to appear, plead, act, compromise,

‘withdraw or refer to- arbitration for me/us as my/our
- Counsel/Advocate in the above neted 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 dep05|t withdraw and receive .on my/our behaif all

sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the
above noted matter.

Dated.__/  [202 @

CLIENT

ACCEPTED

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
Y |
WALEED ADNAN—#4-
UMAR FAROOQ MOHMAND

KHAf{i AD GUL

ABID ALI SHAH

OFFICE: - : ADVOCATES
Fiat No. (TF) 291-292 3" Floor,

Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar: Can*tt.

- (0311- 9314232)




