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Service Appeal No.1453/2021 titled “Riaz Khan versus Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa”

S.No. of 
Order & 
Dale of 
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of 
Chairman/Mcnibcr(s)/Registrar and that of parties or counsel where

necessary

Order-14
Present:24ih

October,
2024. 1. Mr. Israr Iqbal, Advocate, for the appellants.

2. Mr. Nasecr Ud Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for 

respondents.

Kalim Arshad Khan. Chairman: Appellant’s ease in brief, as 

reflected from the record, is that he was appointed as Assistant Sub

Inspector and. was confirmed on the said rank after completion of the
/

period of probation; that while preparing the seniority list, the

respondents excluded the period of his probation, which period 

allegedly considered to be included for seniority; that a seniority list 

of the appellant alongwith his colleagues, was prepared, excluding the

as well as his

was

objected by the appellantprobation period, which 

other colleagues; that their probation period was not included, which

wasV
\

assailed through a departmental appealact of the respondents was 

followed by Appeal No. 1504/2013 before the Khyber Pakhtunkhkwa 

Service Tribunal; that the fribunal, vide'its consolidated judgment, 

dated 08.03.2017, allowed the service appeal and respondents 

directed to count the probationary period for the purpose of seniority 

from the date of initial appointment; that implementation petition 

filed by the appellant, however, on the alleged verbal commitment by 

the respondents, the said proceedings; that the appellant alongwith 

others approached the respondents through applications but (ailed; that

were

was

00

Q_
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after preparation of revised seniority list, appellant was allegedly on

top, however, he was not granted promotion from the rank of Deputy

Superintendent of Police (BPS-17) to the rank of Superintendent of

Police (BPS-18); that feeling aggrieved of not granting him promotion,

he filed departmental representation on 25.08.2020 (on the same date,

he got retired from service) but the same was turned down on the

ground of his retirement from service, hence, the instant service

appeal.

3. Arguments heard. Record perused.

Perusal of record shows that he was initially appointed as4.

Assistant Sub Inspector and was on probation while after completion

of his probation, he was confirmed against the said post of AST. A

seniority list was prepared, wherein, the services of appellant during

probation period, alongwith other colleagues, was not counted which

act was countered by them through departmental app(\al followed by
; a;*: ^

service appeal before the J'ribunal. Phis Tribunal vide its consolidated 

judgment dated 08.03.2017 accepted the plea of the appellant by 

directing the respondents to count their probationary period for the

r
sT

purpose of seniority. However, the matter allegedly got delayed, for

which the appellant filed implementation petition, however, the matter

was finalized and the period of probation was counted and revised

seniority list was prepared. However, in the meanwhile, appellant got
rsi

retired from service on the rank of DSP (BPS-17) without gettingQ_

promotion to the post of SP (BPS-18). 'J'hc appellant filed
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departmental appeal on the date of his retirement, i.e. 25.08.2020 but 

the same was rejected that he was going to be retired, therefore, could 

not be promoted, 'fhcreforc, the appellant filed the instant appeal.

After his retirement, promotions were made. However, when 

confronted whether any steps were taken for promotion by the 

department in the shape of working paper, closure of date etc. prior to 

retirement of appellant, to which the learned counsel for the appellant 

submitted that no such step was taken. Admittedly, the appellant had 

retired before the PSB could be held, therefore, his application

5.

was

rightly dismissed.

In view of above, we see no merits in this appeal, which is6.

dismissed with costs. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar under our hands and seal 

of the Tribunal on this 24'^^ day of October, 2024.

7.

IIv (Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
<bar Khan)

Member (li)
‘fi-liiliKfiii Shuh*
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MKMOOF COSTS
KUYBl-K PAKM'I UNKIIKWA SIIRVICI-TKTHUNAl.. Pl-SllAWAK

Service Appeal No.1453/2021
Dale of prcsenlalion of Appeal 
Dale of hearing 
Dale of Decision

22.10.202^ 
24.10.202-1 
24.10.2024

Kiaz Khan, l^x-Dislricl Supcrintenclcnl of Police, R/O Khushal Colony, Warsakd 
Road, Pc.shawar {Appellant)

Versus

1. J*rovincial Police Officer, Kliybcr Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Pcgional Police Officer, Peshawar {licsponclciils)

Sl-KVlCI- APPI-AL UNDl-R SUCI ION' 4 OI' Tl il- Kl IYI5HR PAKIITUNKI1VVA SHRVICP. ll^IlUJNAi. ACT, 1974 ACAINST Tl il-

IMl’UGNHD OKDl-R DATl-15 25.()8.?.02() OI- Ti lii RI-Sim'DI-NTr N0.3 MAY KINOI.Y BH DI-CI-ARHn II.I.HGAL, UNLAWl'UI,,

AND DIRHCTION MAY HI- ISSURD lO 'l i 11- RISmNDl-ATS l-OR (JRANn- OI- PROi-'ORMA PROMOTION '!0 I I II-

APPHLLANT l-ROM BI’S-17TO W.l-.l-THI- DA'J I- OF 1-NTm.l-D OF BI’S-18.

PRl-Sr-NT

1. Mr. Israr Iqbal, Advocate, for the Appellant
2. Mr. Nascer Ud Din Shah, Assislanl Advocate General, for respondents

Respondent

1. Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal

AmountAppellants Amount

1. Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal Rs. NilRs. Nil

Rs. Nil2. Stamp for powerRs. Nil2. Stamp for power

Rs. Nil4. Pleader's feeRs. Nil3. Pleader's fee

Rs. Nil4.Security Fee4. Security Fee Rs.lOO/-

K.s. Nil5. Process FeeRs. Nil5. Process Fee

Rs Nil6. CostsRs. Nil6. Costs

Rs. Nil'I'otalRs. 100/-Total

Counsel 1-ee is not allowed as [hr. required certificate has not l)een furnished.Note:

Dhc .seal of this Court, this 24'*’ day of Detoher 2024.

Muliam^it:I/A| irt'

Member (Fxccutive)

Given under our Irani

.alinr Arshad Khan 
Cirairman


