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hiV';
l._,Abdus Sattar 

Peshawar.-
B..i:' No. J;746/P ASI/-- CCP, ;. ■

\
}I

Fazal Hadi No. 747/P ASI, CCP, Peshawar. 

Manzoor Khan. 748/ASI Opertaion 

Peshawar,

Tahir All Khan No. 749/P AS!, Charsadda. 

Bismiliah Jan No. 750/P ASI, Charsadda. ' 

Imran Ullah No. 751/P ASI, Charsadda.

VVisal Khan No. 753/P ASI, Nowshera. 

hiuriamiTiad Arif Khan No. 754/p ASI, CCP 

Peshawar.

. Muhmmad 

Peshawar.

■Masood Khan No. 756/P ASI, INvistigation 

Wing, Peshawar.

..Muhammad TahirS No. 757/p ASI 

■CPO, Peshawar.

AFtab Khan 

'Peshawar.
13. X

;• ••
5 Room, CPO, !'
r

5

6.j !
f7,
I

8,
/ .1

[■

9 Umer No. 755/p ASI, CCP, . ,r

10.-

11.
AIG Legal,

12. u
NO. 75S/P AST, AIG Legal,

;
’y*.

:Re,hmat Ullah No. 759/P ASI, Charsadda. 

iAfsal Gul No. 760/P ASI, CCP, Peshawar. 
Piaz Ahmed No. 761/P ASI,

14.
15. ^ S.MAYljojsCCP, Peshawar. 

Afzaal Khan No'. 766/P ASI,.CCP, Peshawar. 

Ihsan Ullah No. 767/P ASI, CCP, Peshawar. 

Naveed GUI No. 768/P ASI, Charsadda.

16. I;\
.17, I•• )4- I / • r

18. T \ f
19. Bahar Aii No. 769/P ASI, Charsadda. 

Muhmmad ARshaci

;•I .•
V

dC DLb20. No.- 770/P ASI, CCP,
Po.'*i'iavv:ir,

Asif Khan No, 771/P ASI, Charsadda. 
Muhammad Rafiq 772/P ASI, IV>, Peshawar. 
Tehsin Ullah No. 773/P ASI, CCP, Peshawar.

I

21
22.

pSiSiif
23.

S iRB55Jl
ViWKils!
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24, Laiq 2ada 774/P asi, r

Wan Ullah No. 776/P ASI 

'^3jid Khan No. '
Akhl:or Huiisnin No.

AlDin Khan Khalil 
Pesiiawa/-.

CCP, Peshawar
25.

Charsadda.

Peshawar..
26.

777/p asi, ccp,
77.
-'/i. ^iV'V.-ir,. t

No. 7S3/P ASI, CCP, •
: 29. ^nitia.-r Ahrned No 

^sifAW Khan No, 
Saleem. Khan No.

‘ ^nan-i Ullah No 

^uhmn-iad 

Peshawar.

'^yub Khan No.
Qezi Muhmm 

Peshawai*.
Mumtaz Kh,

Hussain No. ; 
Abdullah Jaiai 

Peshawa

• 2S4./P ASI, CCP, Peshawar.

Peshawar.'
. .30.

• 7S5/P ASI, CCP,

^ 786/P ASI, CCP, 

■ 7S7/P ASI, CCP, 
Asif Khan

Peshawar. 

Peshawar. 
78S/P ASI,

?O0.

No. CCP,
34.

7S9/P ASI, 
ed Arif No.

CCP, Peshawar. 
790/p ASI,

,35.
R •CCP, • /

•36.
an No. 791/P ASI, I'

CCP, Peshawar.

PeshaWar. 
793/p ASI,

37. • ;
■ 292/p asi, ccp,
Khan No.

38.

CCP,r. .»
Muhmmad Mubarak 

CCP, Peshawar.

; Saeed Jan No. ' 

Pluhammad Ishfaq 

Ahmed ■ Ullah 

Peshawar.
; Pluhammad 

; Nowshera.

iv
Csib Gui No ■ 794/p ASI,

4 0'.
ATT*795/p asi, CCP,

No. 796/ P ASI, CharsaddaP«*^4i^^c?i 

Khan No, 797/P ASI, cCP, / SgAy^is |

ISTEDPeshawar.•41 t •$
■ ■:

■r.

43-.
Waqas Yousuf No. 798/P ASI, ;

:)44. Muhmmad Ayaz No. 

Mamoon 

Peshawa 

- Adil Sayed No.

799/P.asi, Nowshera. ' 

800/P
: PlLrio ]

■ . 03 DSC 2

45. .■
Rashid No. asi. CCP,r.

46.
801/p ASI, Nowshera

CCP, Peshawar.

47.

48. Noman Knan No. S03/P ASI,

Versus

-Chief Capital City
Police Officer, KP

Sui
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SHEET
the PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

JUDICIAL 0BPAH7MEHT ’ ^
■"'1

No... ’Of. 20^1^

m
■, >

JUPGMF.Arr

Date ofhearijio___ J -}

.. ; :■ .nil
■: -‘i—■

I Qt

■') S '••
Petitionen-fj k^._ (:■ A/

’*■11.

imS

» :•

^<esponciani C

?«' 1 
»

-T

K
U:mi 'MSAR HUSSAIN KHAM'■‘i

J. P^tlihnQrs.SQek issuance of an mtf-

n:. *
Appropriate writ directing the authority to finaiizo 

JfQCt/promotee Assistant Sub In

A i
seniority list of the

speciors and then promotion to -the : 

rr^nk ofSuh Inapectora bo rr,ade on the baaia ofaeniority

'CJI
•I

1* •

. 1

■cuimfitness.
■ .»'a

\-
■■2;-

In eaaonce grievance of petitioners is 

« Assistant Sub inspectors'through

recommendation of the Public Service

end later

probationary period.

r
(hat they, were

directly appointed
prescribed

j/

procedure of Selectionf on the

Commission in-(he year 2010
on confirmed on 13.8.2014 on '

.
completion of

At the same time, there Iare

promotee Assistant Sub Inspectors. Petitioners
legitimatelyare

mM
VaVoj',' ii'hI; Mi■M

. (
•l

AV :
\

■«

........
..

i-; ».

isSSMMMT
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expecting (hdr promotion according to the ssniority Hst 

ye/ whiiQ

^^^^riuhdtobQhsldin 

petitioners would be

y^hich has
r>ot been prepared

^^^oiing Of tho Departmental

Promotion Committee is ■i'

riear future^but in the
absence of seniority list,

deprived, of thoir
r:onsidct\ition.

3.
Pospondents in their

oommonts eontindicted the
of }u:(,■{loners 0" hictual e/Jtf legal pianos. However, 

ro^pondonls through leorhod AAG 

^^^nhrity list and. provido

i
on the

preceding date.

iVGro directed to
, finalize the

• tho same before the Court.
'^oday, the seniority list

by DSP (Legal) CCP.

In view of which

Peshawafl has
been furnished.

petitioners grievance has^^beon 

said seniority list
rodrossod. Respondents shall circulate the 

e// the ASIs on

grievance and thereafter 

final order.

amongst

^Mch they may take legal course, if they h
ave^any

'”^y ^PProcch the proper forum
against any

y[

TMs petition is disposed
Of accordingly. it

^ U D G e'
f^,pounasd on

i
May. 201.R

■6 ■- (il' I'l'fSi'iiirriidn nl Applicjjj^
II o!'

0[\N'inU

I'gflll
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jii'lc nl I'rcpiiVMliiit ul ......
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'V-

EOLTcp
O^PTTi ■ "N

No

•^-’*.- As

/^C-I, A/?OA/on-OA: ro

Police, Pes.'iewa

—./201S."^He RANy. r
°n 07-07-2015 the

Promoted to the ra..,..o.

OFFG:meeting held 
^ ere hereb

jppra^by 
led “5"

-Inspectors

^epartmer 
of^ap , 

'■'"'th.immediate eff

following Confirm 
Offs; Sub ^'St ASIs'

Their

fesponsibiliti
charge promotiomeir higher ®'ect from 

ot posting.
date actuailynew p|,;

Muha^

t3j<e over I

T^^sTeih^p------- CTD~Kp/;f~ 
^^prpesh^

S06//VSR
/ ^oTissI ■

“^SI Inayat

4. war
-2^^i25?P^ol/en7cSr—

w5s#Sf«5ra=r
____ _ / ^wshcro ^^

1163/PS.
fiehman /Vo.

"■ P'S-graS”"
^^■J^sTmUE 

’^SJTuJh

ii6a/p ; 
n?i7p

Ciiiarsodda
Charsadda

^/Tarsadda"

■ii4S/p
• 1329/p 

^^nTnT^d"G[TN^a. 121S/P 
aTo/p" _ Pc^haw^T-----

r^P^PieTBranch
I^PffiP^BrafKh^

— --—
^^prPeihi^;;^^-^— 
^!^PeshS^^i7—

----- I ^^^f~Peshawi7^~:'—

_IpP^^^QraT^^
--- X^^^^shaTTi;:----:

_5^PrPes]^
p'es/^

12. r^Si^SartaJwa
MsTchi/i^ 
TAsTHi

12/P13.
J;[^^5sai;rw3n2Ti7p 

^T5t^GurNo!T?227p------
'nayun Kha“n

IS. Hu
1223/p 

mmod No.T22‘:i7p
16.

I Subh17.

1227/p

^ ^n No.T225;p
^^o^r2297p---------

^^nfdTcha^Ti^

__ Tehi^^

r^sfAtta

ASI Was/r2l,
I 22. 1 230/p
23. I n NoTTHTTpASI Wfir

•1232/P24.
tlilah ^0.1233/P war
^10.122^ 

U/7ah JV
26. ar

0-3/P SlT^ 
'^^°P'^^^oa2367p Poadcr

27. on ACB.

'^sTTchi^

war 
SSp/Opfp 

‘"‘~'°~Pesh?;^^7 '

Pesha

28.
•1237/p

'^ed~Hussaih

29.

3or~7 ^o-iTa^ 
^o.T2407p—

ASI Ja
AsTwi^

ASI Jeha,

War

J^fmabad^Sii^ 

__  / Speciai S

”731.
"’f^on NSIJSbTp

/f^MorniiTsbib

ASI Vehya J

32.
33

■ 1242/P
-^'437p 

12447p^^ 
'^o^a^s/p—: 

^p ^oal467p—'

34. nanch

--------
—'

--_L55^^~^^shavv^7~^-------

35.

36.

37.

38. SaiTui/ih

W=>fP;«tic n



rttnIf A..-, ^1. .

■ v4. >/
■ ■ •;■/■,

39.
, No.Tsrj^
/ ■''S; Jjar uilah No.i 249/p

[-1 >- •
^0.

__ ^^^rPeshawir
____ ^^^^’C5haw.-ir ~ ■

__ j^^^rpelha\v^r ^ —

■----   Peshawar^ ~

__ I ‘~^^/ Peshawar
_ J ^P^r^5hawar~~ 

'^^prpeshaT^
^^P.- Peshawar 

^^^prPeshawar" 
'^^PrpeshaWaP 

Special Branch

I Peshav/ar ' '

£fitc Pores KPK —^

^^^^P^iawar^ 
^^prpeshawa? ^—'

I ^^prPeshI^77 
__ ___^^J'^CPr^eshawar ----- -

'^^^TPeshawar^ -----

41.

__ uh^rnad~Ri.,’

I A5I Siraj ^Jo 
' Naslm Akb

iSSl/P-------42.
2 No. 1252/P 

^^2 53/P------
43.

44.
■ 1254/'->

45.
ar N:j. 1255/P

-f!IIl^P>^^^cJ2S77F-

ASI Qayyum Oad

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.
N:).126D/P 

Nc.T26i7p~ 

•■^oTiIeF*

Si. Khai/d Kh
"^^^"^ehihiiTKhi^: 

ASI Sher Al

52.

53.
____ am No. 1 263/p

4—5fl5^:':i2SVP---54.

55.

■.'IsiiT?

^!i!E5^5^;si7r^ 
ffl2^^f^|3?Z^'-*2G97P-----

59

60.
61. m . ■ ;•
62. . ASI Javid Akhta

~^srriirMuhi 127i7p—
ammad i^o.i2?2^ 

iT^37p —

63.
1:64. ^alaklajTJ^

AsTFiuTad65.
AJi No.:2;’4/P *':'66. ASI Sajjad All n Peshawar 

^'-Py'Peshavyar' 
"^^^TPeshaw^ 

■“CP, Peshawar

, - __________ 0.12 :'5/p
M^Nhan Muhamma H^IT^/TTP

[_^^J^hII7k^F7^
ASI Mukhtia

67.

68.
69.

^ N«;.12so/P 
r No. 128 .VP--------

70.
_____ '^^P' Peshawar
- / ^^P/ Peshawar

71. ASI—^ Plushtaq No.128;;/p
72.

^"eshawarT73.
— I ^^P/Peshawar 
_ ■ r^PrpeshIWi7 

_ r^^PTPeshai^
^ ] ~^^^Peshav^

' l^^^rPishawaT"" 
r^^prPeFhawar~~~

----- -------
— /^^P^PeshaT^T^ --------

_____ [ pesjij;^;^ ——

_ l~^^^^~PQsha^ ~—.
/~^^pr~Pc5hTw

_ / ^‘-P/ Pesdaw;^r^—

74.

, —__________ -3 286/P
VffVitarrsherNj^ :;877^

:i27~—.

No.r^df/p---------
——-

ASI Hossa

76.

77.

78.

79.
;60.

61.
!

■64.
_____ a;/ NQ.i2s'f7p

ASI Muhammd

65. ar
12 ve/P ■— 

129^
66.

Saecd ’Jo
—^Tp 
J_^^^erTui/^

c:po/o67. PP'^etion .Room
RP|<

^^pTpcsit^
00.

No.,129:Vp or
_ •• I Cep^ Pcs/io war

NoOfication



89, ^SI S. MIrAbu-ul M'^:ian No,130O/P

ASj Maaz Ulloh No,i30i/p. ^ ------------

A5I ifUkhar Ali l^Jo■l303/p---------- *-----------

I ASl Abdulloh Jan No. 1303/P ~—

A5I ZulfiqarAli No,1304/p------------- -----------

ASI Alamgir No. i305/p -- ------------ --------

CCP, Peshawar 
Traffic, Peshawar 
Charsadda

00.

91,

92.
PTC Hangu
"baffle, Peshawar ~

93.

94.

Traffic, Peshawar95. ASI Muhammad Usman No.956/ i 
ASI Shah Jehan No.i307/p 
ASI Iqbal ShaJ) No.lSOS/P 

7 ASI AJmal Khan No. 1309/p 

A51 Maiook Jan No.i3:q/p' 
l^-lul.ammod Iqbal No.i3'n7p 

ASI Munawar Khan NoT

CCP, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar 

I CCP, Peshawar
__j^CP, Peshawar

j ^CP, Peshawar 
Traffic, Peshawar 
Traffic, Peshawar 

^ CCP, Peshawar ”

I CCP, Peshawar 
~j~CCP, Peshawar ■

] CCP, Peshawar 

Peshawar
~PTC Hangu” ^ ^ ^

CCP, Peshawar 

Elite Force KPK

^ Elite Force KPK ! -

^ Micj LegahBranch CPQ ^ T 
^ Operation;Room CPO

CCP, Peshawar'

■ AIG Legal:Branch CPO 
~CCP, Peshawar ■” "

j Charsadda * ------

I Elite Force KPK ^

CCP, Pesh’awar '

Charsadda 

Peshawar

Charsadda '

Charsadda^ ~

__ I OOP, Peshawar

__ i-t-p, Peshawar

_____  CCP, Peshawar

Charsadda'-
_ ___ ^E.cp, Peshawar "

Charsadda ' T—
__ /~ccp, Peshawar 

_ Peshawar

Charsadda" ^ “i"

_ CCP, Peshawar ' ~
j^CP, Peshawar" ~~~

~^CH, Peshawar " ^

^CP, Peshawar •

^cp, Peshawar ! '

CO^-Peshawar”

CCP, Peshawar

96-.
97.
9a.

99.

100.
101.

1313/P (SI on ACii)
.102. ^SI 'Farid Gul No. 1318/P 

ASI MIsai Khan No.iaio/p 
ASI Muhammad Aftab 
^SI Ilyas Khan No'.

-103.
10*1.

No. 1320/P
‘lOS.

1321/P
lOG. ASI riunommad RIaz No. 1327/P 

ASI Muhammad Javed107.
'■^0. 1323/P

108. ASI Qazi NisarAhmad No. 
ASI Abdus Sattar No. 746/p 

PASI Fazal Hadi No, 747/p 

AS] Aftab Rnan No. 75S/P

132S/P
109.

no.
111.

112. ManzoorKhan No. 7487p—
2^1 Masood Khan No. 75S/P-------

~A5I Muhammad Tahir No. 757/p'

■Hai /^Uhammad Umer No.'
ASI Tahir All No. 749/p-----

ASJ WJsai Khan No. 753/p 
. ASI Afzal Gul No. 760/P
I ASI Bismillah J

113
114.
11s.,

7SS/P
116.
117.
118.
119.

an No. 750/P
Muhammad Arif No. 7547^ 
Irnran Uilah‘No.751/p 

I Kehmat Ullah j 

ASI RI02 Ahmad No

120.

121.

122.
an No. 759/P

123,-■ 
124?^

. 761/P
ASI Afzal Khan No.766/p 

I ASTlhlan Ullah No.767~ 

Bahar All No.769/p

ASI Muhammad Arshid

I

126., ASI

127.
No. 770/P

128.. ASI .Asif Knan No.77i/p
I 1-29. I as: Muhommod

Rofique No. 772/P
130. 
13 i7

ASI l.alq 2ada No.77^;/p"

hlan Ullah No.776/p" 
ASJ Wajid Knan No.777/p 
AS! Akhtar Hussain i 

134, j^Ahmad Ullah

132.

133.
N0.77S/P

No. 797,'p J '
135. _ ASI Mbouiiah Jalai Kha 

£asi Nauman Khan 
"Xs: M.

1 'n No. 793/P136.
No. 803/P

AS: Imtiaz Ahmad No

137.

. 784/P

Mofifirarlnn
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I 139, J ASI S20ed Jsn Mo. 795/? CCP, Peshsw,2r

Thsir posting will be issued s ‘parately.

The following ASIs have been Referred from promotion to the rank of offg: Sis 
reason mentioned against their names:-

I

su Rank, Name. & No 1 Place c/
____I posting' ..

Trar/ic, Tsshowar

Reason

ASI Dowo Noor Ko, 111 i/P 
fSI on-ACQ') ________
ASI Kh^lsca Khan Mc.i279/P

1, Deferred from promotion to the rank of ofi 
to non avrillfibiltlrv of ACR»20l2/4 m.
Deferred from promotion to the rank of off ’
to non availability of ACR 2014._________
Deferred from promotion to the rank of off*
to non availability of ACR 2014. - _____
Deferred from promotion to the rank of off( • 

_tp npn availability of ACR 20l4 and also ah 
Deferred from promotion to the rank of offc 
to non availability of .ACR 2014. '

2. CCP, Pes ^awor

ASI Izzat Khan No.l30S/P3. I Traffic, P-: shawar

ASI Mayeed Gul N0.76S/P Mowsherc

5. ASI Tehseen Ultah No.773/P CCP, Pesh iwar •

CAPITAL. CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
•• fc-=E5HAWAR.

7''r'lo, tlntcid Pnslinwnr'th

' f* '*

Copy of above is forwarced for information and necessary-action I

Inspector Genera] of PoIi.;e ,Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, With 
request that the newly p'-omoted Offg: Sis ofCCR, Peshawar how 
deputation to the Olstrict':/unlts mentioned against each'may be 
repatriated to CCP, Peshcwar'for further posting at Traffic;? Warde/ 
system please.
Inspector General of Polic:, NH Si Motorway Pcliceflslamabad. 
AddI; Inspector General of Police Investigation-, KPK,'Peshawar. 
Addi: Inspector General of Police^Special Branch, 1<PK, Peshawar. 
AddI: Inspector General of Police Elite Force KP.K,.Peshawar;'.o 
Deputy Inspector Genera] :if Police CTD KPK, Peshawar. : /

•• Deputy Inspector GeneraN; f Police Mardan Region.
ComrTiandant Police Trainlr.9 College Hangu.
Commandant CPC Unlversilv Campus, Peshawar.
Dlrecto.“ Anti Corruption Est ibKshmen't KPK.
SSs.D/Cperations, Investigav.ion & Traffic, Peshaw'or., •
The Senior Superintendent c f Police, Logistic Headquarter, 
Sector-H/l 1, Islamabad. . ‘

14. . District Police Officers, Nows nera &. Charsadda.
’IS.

a 0 -<
X

the;-
1.

/
I

2.
'.,3.

• . 4.
5.

7.
' 8.

• i•'•9.
•.10.

■:i2.
' 13.

EC-II, ?0 S; AS.

V
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• OFFICE,GFTHE', 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,; 

iCHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
' CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR.

1^

;

_____________ /v^v ///

To: ' The'- Capital City Police .Officer,
Peshawar.

Miiuitcs of the lS‘'VPolice‘Policy Board meeting'held oh August 2015.

; a

Subject:-

Please refer Ip MiiuitesPof-PPB-l.S,;, vide- Ends! No. ,i;59S-i6507PAv ;'dated’Ni

• 2S.0‘S,2015.

:During the PPB niecting, it was unanimously agreed that a's'eparaie'.standing order:
■ . may be issued for streainlining'the. affairs of Traffic. Wardens that, wilf-addfess'issues.'siich as..'.,' 
•• selection,, deputation, li'aihing and promo.l ion etc.', of Traffic Wardens. The.Board dcci.dcd that'till'. ^

• permanent recruitment of traffic wardens,'seats .will be filled'temporary, deputations. Movyevef,. 
they \vill not get ]')romo(ccl on the scat.s .sanctioned for traffic wardens nor will claim scnio'rit’y if 

they are posted on a senior'rank'in'tfaffic'warden; On-repatrialion.''to parent-district, they will be ' 

repatriated in thcir.substantivc ranks! ’ ‘ '

ThC'Board 'took'..seripuS'note 'Of the'rc'cent- prombtiohs op'SIs by. CCPO' on'the- ’ ■" 

posts... of Traffic Wardens. .They Board'.directed', that'.since these seatsrbelp'ng to the traffi.C' ' 

wardens, those promotions should be cancelled with immediate effect.'

1

.;;; I

0 •

i

It-.is therefore, requested thaTactioii- about Para-2 ,above.p.f-'PPl^. may be taken . 

■ forthwith' and report',be coinmunicated'to. this office plt^ase.;

■ j.

.K . .

•:
■ {ASIF TQB^L MOMAND) „■ 

AIG/Bstablishm'cnl,'.' ‘
For Pro vinc'ial Police.Officer,-. -. 

Khyber'Pakhtiinkhwa, Peshn'wari •••
.No. V

• Copy to the:-
../E-lIl. .,

...

.'..DIG HQrs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P.eshawar..;--; 
PSO to IGP,' IChybcrPakhtiinkhwa,'Peshawar.'-.'a

; ' .V
:' ‘''

.
:Tv

n.
1; f , t

' ‘-‘S' V
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CAPITAL CIT^^^ic^GppfcER 

PESHAWAR. ." . '
9210641 Fax No.0919212597

-----------

No.
d^d pQc^haw^r/EC-T.

./-a-QJUL

rn l-^ui-iiurjncc of IQ^'’ Police Policy BoardJ-3.08,2015 duly ■ 
Peshawar issued vide 
28.03.2015

'■d Meeting held on 
Khyber PakhtunkhwO/ 

1650/PA/DIG/HQrs;, dated . .

■ ^PPFoved by Inspector 
-' ^^G/HQrs; Letter Endsf

General or Police
: No. 1598-AIG [^iJtablishment, 

dated 31.08.2015, 

issued vide this

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
the promotion Notification

office Notificatio

No.2404/B-n,

Sub-Inspectors

24.07,2015 is hereby cancelled.

Peshawar Letter 

promoted Offg; 
n No.13685-l.570S/EC-I, dated

Of ,139'\

; T

_1

eshawar.
No.

■Copy of above is forwarded fto the:- or information and
necessary action- •■S'-

1.‘

Adto°'' Police' Nh''& M ’’/■’''''‘■■onKhwa, Pdshawar.

Commandant Police Tratninn MArdan Region.
Commandant CPC nnivJ^^? Goliege Hangu.

11 Peshawar.. '
^.n.^SSsP/Operatinn inw!. ^ KPK.
;-^2. The Senior Superintendent^^f'^^^’^'^^

I^l^mabad °r Logistic. Headqaurter

2.■•' !:■'

3.
4.

KPK, ■ .5.r'
6.

-. :7. 
:.L‘8. • . .

9.
. -10.

■ 13. *
14. era.

'■‘A

uv"’-

.:V

.Oi* 1^
^■-V '. >-

.i r

;ii
r'l

■f

•:

;1

■ ■:



, before the PESHAWAR HIGH n>;^TIRT PFS
• • %

W.P.No .:2ai2^/2015

Muhammad Israr, ASI No.506/]NrSR. CTD ICPK. 
Muhaininad Sher, ASINo.lsei, CPP, Peshawar.

3. ' Bahar Ahmad, 'ASI No. 1129/1',
College Course.

Jamshid Khan, ASI No. 1163/P,
College Course

-Inayat-ur-Rehman, ASINo.lieS/P, Nowshera. 
Muhammad Alam, ASI No. 1181/P Nowshera. ■

7., Masood Jan, ASI No.584/P, Charsadda 

8. Hidayat Ullah, ASI No. 1148/P, Charsadda 

Mufad Ali, ASI No. 1329/p. Charsadda 

10. Muhammad Iqbal, ASINo.1218/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Muhai-nmadGul, ASIN0.I219/P, Special Branch '
12. Sartaj, ASI No. 12/P, CCP, Peshawar
13. ■ Ghulam Hussain, ASI No. 1221/P, S
14. ■ Hayat Gul, ASI No. 1222/p', Special 

Humk-yun IQian, ASI No. 1223/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

FidaMuhammad, ASI No. 1224/P, CCP, Peshawar .
17-. Subha:n'Ullah, ASI No. 1225/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

18.' Khalid Khan, ASI No. 1227/P, CCP, Peshawar
Hamid RaufKhan, ASI No. 1228/P, Special Branch ' 
Sartaj,.lUian, ASI No. 1229/P, CCP, .1 eshawar 

Wasif-ur-Rehman, ASI No. 1230/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

SardanHussain, ASI N0.I23I/P, CTD KPK 

Farid-Khan, ASi No. 1232/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Tehseen.Ullah, ASI No. 1233/P, CCIf, Peshawar

1.-
2.

Charsadda/,' Upper.';

4. Nowshera/, Upper
i

•5.
••6.

s;

9.

II.

pecial Branch 

Branch
15.
16.

19.
. 20.

21.
,22.

23..

24.
■

7^:
^r.HIgh court •//✓ \ /

■■ Pgq'r/. 2 o..Die;2.a^fe■ OS S£P7ni^
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i: ■

25. Yasin Gul. ASI No.i224/P. Traffic. Peshawar
>5

Atta Ullah, ASI No.3/P SI on ACB, Reader SSP/ Opt; 

Sajjad Ahmed, ASINo.I236/P, GCP, Peshawar , 

Wajid Ali, ASI No. 1237/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Khial Muhammad, ASI No. 1238/P, Anti-corruption 

■Jawad Hussain, ASI No. 1240/P. Islamabad Police - '' 

■ Rilchmeen, ASI No. 1239/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Jehan Zeb, ASI No. 1241/P, Special Brach

-Ar:- ■

% ■' 26.

27.

28.

29. •

30.

I 31.

32.

33. .-Abdul Wali, ASI No. 1242/P, Traffic, Peshawar
34. : ..Npwsherawan, ASI No. 1243/P, CCP, Peshawar . 

Zahir Shah, ASI No. 1244/P. CCP Peshawar 

Momin Shah. ASI No. 1245/P, Traffic Peshawar 

Yahya Jan, ASI No. 1246/P, Traffic Peshawar

35.

36. -.

. 37. -

38. . SaifUllah, ASI N0.1247/P. CCP, Peshawar.

>39. Iftikhar Ahmed. ASI No. 1248/P, CCP, Peshawar - 

Ijaz Ullah, ASI No. 124.9/P. CCP, Peshawar

Noor.Saeed, 71SI No.1251/P, CCP, Peshawar -

Muhammad Riaz, ASI No. 1252/P, CCP. Peshawar
/

HajiRehman, ASI No. 1253/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Siraj. ASI No. 1254/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

NasimAlcbar, ASI No. 1255/P, CCP/Traffic, Peshawar 

Qaim IQian, ASI No. 1256/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Balcht Munir, ASI No. 1257/P, CCP, Peshawar ' 

Shamshad Ali, ASI No.1258/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Gul Muhammad, ASI No. 1259/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Oayyum Dad. ASI No. 1260/P. CCP, Peshawar 

51. Ifhalid Khan, ASI No. 1261/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Jehangir Khan, ASI No. 1262, Special Branch 

Sher Alam, ASI No.1263/P,^CCP/ Traffic, Peshawar 

Ihsan-ul-Haq, ASINo.1264/P, Traffic, Peshawar

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

■ 45.

46.

47.

. . 48. ■

49.

SO.

^. '
- '.52.

53.

54.

Hashmat Khan, ASI No. 1265/P. CCP, Peshawar 

Wajid Ali, ASI No.473, Elite Force KPK

55.

56.-

y

m is; •
fwourl
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Muslim IQian, ASI No. 1266/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

Nasif-ur-Rehman, ASI No. 1267/P, GCP, Peshawar

TariqNiaz, ASI No. 1268/P, CCP, Peshawar "

Aurang'Zeb, ASI No. 1269/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Guljalal. ASI NO.1270/P, CCP, Peshawar 

62. /JavidAkhtar, ASI No.l271/P, Traffic Peshawar 

Tila Muhammad, ASI No. 1272/P, Special Branch 

64., :;,FalalcTaj, ASIN0.1273/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Murad Ali, ASI No. 1274/P. CCP. Peshawar 

SajjadAli, ASI No. 1275/P, CCP, Peshawar .. 
lOianMuhammad. ASI No. 1276/P, CCP, Peshawar '

68.: iBakhtiar laan. ASI No. 1278/P. CCP, Peshawar 

;i Shaukat Khan. ASI No. 1280/P, CCP, Peshawar 

70. Mulditiar. ASI No. 1281/P. CCP. Peshawar 

Mushtaq ASI No. 1282/P, CCP, Peshawar

Mukamil Shah, ASI No. 1283/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Muhammad Tariq, ASI No. 12'84/P, CCP, Peshawar ■
Jamshaid, ASI N0.128S/P, CCP, Peshawar

76. Shakir Ullah, ASI No, 1286/P, CCP, Peshawar 

;'Suitan Sher, ilSI No. 1287/P. CCP, Peshawar "
77. jBaldrt Saeed, ASI No.1288/P, CCP, Peshawar

78. •Jan Badshah, ASI No. 1289/P, Special Branch 

» Shakar Ghayas, ASI No. 1290/P, CCP. Peshawar 

.Shahid Rehman, ASI No. 1291/P, Motorway Police
81. Javed Khan, ASI No. 1292/P, CCP, Peshawar
82. LaiqShah, ASI No. 1293/P. CCP. Peshawar 

Zulfiqar. ASI No. 1294/P, CCP, Peshawar

;HassanAli, ASI No. 1295/, CCP,, Peshawar P 

Fazal Raziq. ASI No. 1296/P, CPO/ Operation Room 

Muhammad Saeed, ASI No. 1297/P, CTD I'CPK 

Wali Khan, ASI No. 1298/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Irfan Ullah, ASI No. 1299/P, CCP, Peshawar

57. -

58. '

59.

60

61.

t .

•63

•65

66.,:
u

67.:-%
:■

69. ;
f

71.'

72. •

•73.

74..

• 76.

79.
'•■i

■ 80.

i

5

■

• 83.
i 84.

85.

.'86.

87.

88.

■^OiDEC:2016
. ■ t
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S.Mir Abu-ul-Hassan, ASI No. 1300/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Maaz UUah. ASINo. 1301/P, Ihraffic, Peshawar 

Ihikhar All, ASI No. 1302/P, Charsadda

Abdullahjan, ASI No. 1303/P, PTC Hangu

, Zulftiqar All, ASI No. 1304/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

;'mamgir, ASINO.1305/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

.:^uhamrnad Usman, ASI N0.956/1328/P. 
Peshawar

•V ,

96. :Shah Jehan, ASI No. 1307/P, CCP, Peshawar 

Iqbal Shah, ASI No. 1309/P, CCP, Peshawar .
Ajmal Khan, ASI No. 1309/P, CCP, Peshawar 

99. Malookjan, ASI No. 1310/P, CCP. Peshawar

Mjuhammad Iqbal. ASI No. 1311/P, Traffic, Peshawar 

101. Munawar Khan, ASI No.lS.lS/p 

Peshawar

. /,

,'v» '89. \

90.

91.
92. ,

■ 93. • I

94.
95.

CCP,

97.

98.

100.

(SI on ACB), Traffici

102. Farid Gnl, ASI No. 1318/P, CCP, Peshawar '

103. Misal Iffian. ASI No..l319/P. CCP. Peshawar ■ .

104. Muhammad Aftab, ASI No. 1320/P, ,CCP. Peshawar
105. I%|s Khan, ASI No. 1321/P. CCP. Peshawar

106. Muhammad Kiaz, ASI No. 1322/P, CCP. Peshawar / 

Muhammad Javed., ASI No. 1323/P, PTC Hangu
108. O^ NisarAhmad,ASIN6.1325/P, CCP, Peshawar
109. AbdusSattar. ASI No.746/P. ilite Force KPK

110. FazalHadi,PASINo.747/P, Elite Force, KPK
111. Afffib Iffian. ASI No.758/P, AIG Legal Branch CPO ,

VI12. Mai^oor Iffian. ASI No.74S/P. Operation Room CPO
/ 113- Masood Khan. ASI No.756/P, CCP, Peshawar : 

y 114. Muhammad Tahir, ASI No.7S7/P. AIG,Legal Branch .CPO
115. Muhammad Umer. ASI No. 755/P. CCP. Peshawar

V •107.

'-1

■ lie. Tahir Ali, ASINo.749/P, Charsadda 

' 117. Wisal IQian, ASI No. 753/P. Elite Force KPK 

118. Afsal.GuI, ASI No.760/P, CCP, Peshawar
attested

.V

'B
Pcah; ■qFk Co.

•2 0 DtC ,■

niiiiiiiiniwnmii»mi nTIllllliijlpania'CTj.;

■*.1.
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■‘19. Bismillah Jan, ASI No.750/P. Gharsadda

120. Muhammad Arif, ASI No. 754/P, CCP, Peshawar, '

121. JinranUllah, ASIN0.751/P, Charsadda

122. Rehmat UUah Jan, ASI No.759/P, Charsadda

123. RiazAhmad, ASINo.761/P,,CCP. Peshawar
124. Afzal Ifhan. ASI No.766/P, CCP, Peshawar

125. IhsanUllah, ASI N0.767/P, CCP, Peshawar
126. Bahar All, ASI N0.769/P,-Charsadda
127. Muhammad Arshid, ASI No.770/P, CCP, Peshawar

128. AsiflOian, ASI No.771/P, Charsadda

129. Muhammad Rafqiue, ASI No.772/P, CCP, Peshawar

130. Laiq Zada, ASI No.774/P, CCP, Peshawar
131. IrfanUllah, ASI N0.776/P, Charsadda
132. Wajid IQian, ASI N0.777/P, CCP, Peshawar

; 133. AlchtarHussain, ASI No.778/P, CCP, Peshawar 

„ 134. AhmadUllah'Khan.ASi No.797/P, CCP, Peshawar 

■ ,13S. AhduUahJalallQian, ASINo'.793/P, CCP, Peshawar'' 

136. Nauman lOian, ASI NO.803/P, CCP. Peshawar 

' 137. ,M,lMubarakZeb Gul, ASI No.794/P. CCP, Peshawar

138. Imtia:: Ahmad, ASrNo.784^,;CCP, Peshawar
139. Saeedjan, ASI N0.795/P. CCP, Peshawar

-■ i

' 1

Petitioners
Versus

1. . Government of IChyber Palchtunlchwa, through Chief ■ 
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

^ Inspector General, IQiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar ■;,,

Central

2.

3. A.I.G/ Establishment 
Peshawar.

Police ■ Office, ■

4. D.LG
Peshawar.

Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,".;

.hi

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar5. .

P. T E D\
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WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 1.99 OF THE .

CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF

PAICISTAN, 1973 •

. Prayer in Writ Petition:- •

On'^ acceptance of this writ petition an 

appropriate writ petition may please be issued 

declarina the petitioners as fit to hold the rank 

of Sub-Inspector, was duly considered by the
Departmental Proruotion . Committee and ■ 
validly promoted vide Notification dated 

24.0^015i^ The letter dated 31.08.2015, . 
whereby direction were issued for the 

cancellation of the promotion of the petitioners 

and order dated 04.09.2015, whereby the 

-promotion Notification dated 24.07.2015 is 

cancelled, is illegal, unlawful, without lawful 
authority and of no legal effect. The petitioners, 

have even right to continue in the rank, of Sub- 

Inspector, OR

!

• ;

■I

. Any other remedy deemed proper in the 

circumstances of the case and not specifically 

asked for may also be granted.i

r
Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the petitioners are the Regular Employees of r .' 
the K.P Police serving under the administration.'/;" 

control of the Capital City Police, Peshawar./i 
. : . ;

That there are two categories of the petitioners for2.

the. Police Officers performing duties, t^^ fir^
attested

nf. ;

r..
•7

2 0/fEC20il6
r-iIPCBtiB .

^///9, oLP 2015 •
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5:^
category are consists of the police officers'^proinoted 

from the Rank of Constable and reached to the status 

of confirmed ASI of Police, 
category are the police officers who

U -' •
0

while the second

were directly 

appointed as probationer ASI through Public Service 

Commission.

3. That Chapter-XIII of the Police Rules, 1934 deaJ.s, with 
■ the promotion of the Police Officer from one rank'.to 

the other. Rule-XIII (10) deal with the promotion, to 

under Hiiie-XIIIthe post of ̂ Sub-Inspector. Similarly 

(10) list (E) is prepared consisting of confirmed ASI 

who were consider eligible

1

for promotion to: ithe 

(Copy of the Rules/
Chapter-XIII is attached as Annexure “A”)

f

; posts of Sub-Inspectors.
i-

4... That recently some of the
Department have ffled W.P.No.3e52-P/20I4. wherein 

they have sought the direction to th 

■ finalize the

employees’ of the Police

e respondents; to: 
promotee/ , 

The writ petition was '.

seniority list of direct/
Assistant Sub Inspector.
disposed-off vide judgment 

. 13.05.2015.
and order dated

when the respondents produced 
: seniority list-(E) List ASI’s of Capital City Police,

. Peshawar as it stood on 31.03.2013. (Copies of the
■ judgment and order dated 13.05.2015 

list dated 31.03.2015
-I and seziiori^, 

are attached as Annexure ,”B"*

;4 •

>.
&I

.. .“C”)

5. /That the petitioners 

/.seniority list and thus 

: promoted to the post of Sub-Inspector.

were placed at the top. of the , 
wereSB' considered eligible fo'be-'

r.:

iODECW r-
• I
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6. That the-f

names of the petitioners w
^departmental 

promotion to the rank 

fdie Departmental

sre placed before% the
Promotion Committee for 

of officiating Sub-Inspector, ; 
Promotion Committee i ’ 

on 17.07.2015
in its.;meeting held 

when found fit 

Accordingly vide 

petitioners were 

Sub-Inspector 

I^btification 

Annexure “D”)

considered them-and' ' 
recommended forwere

prornotion.'. ^ 
-24.07.2015-theNotification dated

promoted to 

- with i
the, rank of officiatin

g- ■
immediate effect. (Copy- of- 

attached as
dated 24.07.2015 is

• 7. That;;the Notification ■ 

was impleniondod and has
promotion of the 

^ taken its effect.
petitioners

8. Thaf it i 

there are no 

different branche 

throughout the

IS pertinent to point out here that
presently 

promotion rules in ' the 

s of the Police

separate

Department
officers from Regular Police

. ■ are •transferred to Traffic Branch,, etc. However
sr, vide 

referring to minutes ■ of the ' : 

yseting held on 13.08.2015;

fetter dated 31.08.2015 

is Police Policy Board M 

it as <lirected that the
promotions of .Si’s, should be 

allegedly, that 

Worden’s.

immediately cancelled
belong^; to

' Notification

these seat ,- 

vide’ .
traffic Accordingly
dated

Notificatioh dated
04.09.2015 the promotion 

petitioners as.24.07.2015 of the
officiatir^,Sub-Inspector i
letters idated 31.08.2015

ts cancelled. (Copies of 

and 04.09.2015 are attached 'as Annexure “E” & “p”)

’9. ' That since the 

■ promotion-
respondents have , 

primilarly regarding their
questioned; their 

fitness, -for

. i..-'



i r :

•: ‘ ' J /
promoting,.vailable in to “t

\

•A\.

inter ';• alia on the following grounds:-J .

■QROinvm.c;

A, That th^

accordance with law, 
guaranteed under 

been recld^ssly violated. ^

That the

petitioners have uot been treated 
^euce their rights

;in

secured and 

and Constitution hav^the law

B.
petitioners fit and eligible,rightly promoted as 

whereby the
Were :•-iSub-Inspectors, the order

amhodtynndofnotoja^^T*”'’

phat the letter 

Bolice Rul
dated 31.08!2015 iIS violative of the

es 19,34. therefor 

rules in the Traffic Branch 

therefore,

e, no separate promotion
of the Police Department

allOdedl ""''"®“''^‘'^"P-^°donoftho 
^hegedly on the

I

petiboners . 
“ post belongs to . 

against the record

ground that these 

is illegal andTraihc Warden, i

D. Tha^the letter dated 31.08.2015 i 

tfiat ;at present traffic b 

separate cadre in the Police . 

aspoMMto 2,„. y., a™,
separate rules for the Trafa ^ ^°r forming

That, the 

fisaring before

IS self contradictory . .f r.. ti

ranch has not been declare as
•I ■,

i •

;ac Warden's.
E.

petitioners .are ^ot provided with,
cancelling the promotion

right, of
order.

F. Tiiat- the 

Withdrawing
W. provide

s separate rnode .forthe promotion * !
ar . •

i

J
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.#)f

3^{Employees as instant'case 

adopted, therefore

•f •'

/I
no such mode has been 

order cancelling the promotion
of the petitioners is legaUy not sustainable. .

I

:
J

:

G. That the petitioners
Court to relay on additional 

heiring of this petiti

seek permission of this Hon’hle 

grounds at the time of
0

on.

It is, therefore, 
■ this., writ petition, 
please be issued

requested that, on acceptance of
appropriate writ petition 

as prayed for. OR

•an t

may

other
circumstances of the 

fro may also be granted.

remedy, deemed proper in the 

specifically askedcase and not

T'

INTlglMRELIEF
• p.

, yyang a. o,d,r.d„.d 04.0a.2013 :

4^

:«
I'

j

V
■

/
Eetititners 

Through
•:

r- . • . 'I-;
;. .r.t

iJAz i^rwjiR
CKRTT-PTnnrpt,. Advodate. Peshawar '
no such hke^wit petitio^haf eaS®3^^ Petitioner that 

;this Hon-ble Court ^ been filed before

I .•v;

:u
i

M
list QFRnnj^c^.

l °'PaM3„„. 1223.

A. 'cate *;

©ATT#
i

I
r.-

:\

: '

J
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\K Judgment<■. X ■
K Hj\

PESHAWA'i?

Judicial Depaitment.

Writ Petition No. 3113-? of 2015. /

Muhammad Israr, ASI & others
•petitioners.

Vs
Govt. ofKhyberPakhtunkli

wa others
Jtesppndeats.

:
Dptc of hearing....... * ■ .t*

........ 24“' November, 2015....... . . i
• ■

s

Res|)ondent(s) ;; .Ac^Jzh/.:AiA. I"AM:--.

L Muhammad Israr, ASI
- 1 ;V '

tJ138 oa,™ h.v. 4, „„ jmisdiciioa of fc COUK,:; V

Aaioi=.,» of ,ie Coo»io,a„„ J /
t?'

■/Pakistan, 1973, with the following prayers:-

“That 

petition an 

please be issued

•;
Oil acceptance of this writ

appropriate writ may
■

declaring the 
petitioners as fit to hold the rank of
Sub-Inspector, was duly considered

hy the Departmental Seiection 

Committee and validly 

vide notification dated

/■

: .0

promoted 

24.07.2015. ■ i,

The letter dated 3I.0S.2015, 
whereby directions were issued for 

the

*:

cancellation of the promotion of 

the petitioners and order dated! •;
ix-

<1
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04.09.2015, whereby the proniotsou

2-1.1(7.2015 iN

..f-S .
.-V

iKOincatiou tliiO'd 

cancelled, is illegal, unlawful, 
without ia,vf,a authority and of no 

legal effect. The petitioners have 

even right to continue in the rank of 

sub-inspector”.

■ . X The averments made by the petitioners 'in khe;: 

■ petition are that, the petitioners herein 

first category

cue of two categpnes, • 

consisting of those police officers, who! are-^are

. promoted from the rank of Constables and reached to tire
*

Of confirmed ASPs, while the second category 

officers, who

status •

■

su'e.the police i'p.

were directly appointed 

.;Pakhtunlchwa, Public Service C

as ASPs by the Khyber
i

• Jt
oinmission.Tt is avenred in the 

instant writ petition, a writ petition.

v'

petition that prior to the i f.

bemng No. 3652-P of 2014 * J

was filed, wherein direction was
si

sought to finalize the seniority list of the direct / promotee-

spector and tlien promotion to the rank of Sub

. ^
Assistant Sub In

r'

Inspector on the basis of seniority cum-fitness w.as asked,', . /i «

wii^h was disposed of on furnishing .the said 

prejiared under Rule-XIII (10) list (E) and 

^^s,^>;Tptitioners were
r;

. 'V^ :;
seniority -list.

>TED ■■

according to tJie said 

placed at tlie top of the seniority list, and 

thuawere considered eligible for promotion to tl,c post oPSubf . ^

j;'V

E
■Court I

C2016 Vf*

Inspector; that on 17.07.2015, the meeting of Depaitmental



/'V. ]! '*»■ ^4 V• V
: J

Promotion Commillcc wiis held wherein petitioners -rwcrc '-r
prompted to tire rank of officiating Sub-Inspector and ■ 

accordingly notification dated 24.07.2015 was issued: It is 

fiuthcL averred that at present there are no separate'promofion 

the different branches of police department,-'the'officer ■" 

from regular police are transfen'ed to traffic police etc, butvide : 

impugned letter dated 31.08.2015, referring to minutes of.ithc 

18^^ Police Policy Board Meeting dated 13.08.2015

rules in

, it;!,was.
• 1

directed that the promotion of SFs, should be cancelled 

immediately as, these posts belongs to traffic wardens, so vide 

" impugned notification dated 04.09.2015,. the promotion '■
■

notification dated 24.07.2015 was cancelled.

3. Petitioners feeling aggrieved from tlie actions of

respondents and having no other adequate . and ' efficacious

remedy have knocked the door of this Court through .,;the

petition in hand.'

4. Comments were called from respondents, which 

they furnished, wherein they stated that the ■■.Depaitmental 

Promotion Committee had wrongly made recommendations for

ttestbi:)
= XA!VHNER V- 

High

2 ODBC 2016-
r ■

- promotion of petitioners to the ranlc of SI, against the vacancies

exclusively sanctioned and reserved for newly .crea:ted Traffic

o

B



,3/
4 ■

Wardens Service unit of Police, 

of promotion of petitioners 

decided that the

I Police Policy Board took notice

made against wrong post aiid

promotion order shtill be rescinded; that '

promotion against vacancies sanctioned and allotted? to -Traffic 

right on petitioners; It i ' "Warden Service confer no
IS well settled

“ '■"ii io

nght. Further stated that Traffic Ward 

introduced, and Provincial Govemme

ens Service ŵas' recently

nent accorded s^-ction of

said unit of- PoJioe., 

promulgated standing order No.i5/20i5 

ermtment and promotion of Traffic :Waj-d

>^ompctciU aulliorities cOiTCcUy ■

of the promotion of peti^oners ^
* >

made against the vacancies of Traffic Warden Servio

. creation of separate strength for the

Respondent No.2 has

for regulating tl 1C re
en

Services onTcci-i Ihcrcforc, (ho

made decision of cancellation

. A*

5. We have-heard learned •:d:
counsel lor tlie parties and

available record perused with their valuable assistance '

6. Record is suggestive that being fit,'-competent: and, ■ 

petitioners were duly considered&nd 

promoted vide promotion order dated 24.07.2015,

Sub-Inspectors by the Departmental 

Respondents, have

eligible for promotion,J^TTESTED
EXA'MINER 
thawar Hjgh Court
■ ■2'0^HC»

•' V« I .
•if

as officiating

Promotion Goinmittee

not grudged their promotion on their



<:P\

■5

eligibility, competency, fitness or 

dated 24.07.2015, whereby petitioners

otherwise: The notif cation !r*'
••.

were ,promoted to. thc

rank of officiating Sub-Inspector, with immediate effect 

also published in the police gazette part-II. The grievance 

started with a letter No. 2402-E III dated 31.08.2015,

Police Policy Boai’d meeting 

13.08.2015 and for the puiposes of petitioner’s case, the ' 

relevant portion i.e paragraph 2 3 reads

was

*■ •

>Yhich in

fact are the minutes of tlie 18

held on

as under:-

2. The Board took serious note 

of the recent promotions of Sis by . 
CCPO on the posts of Traffjc 

Wardens. They Board directed that
rV

since these seats belong to the 

traffic warden, these pfomptions 

should be cancelJed with immediate 

effect ;

/

'.rf3. It is therefore, requested that 

action about Para-2 of PPB may be 

taken forthwith and report be

communicated to this office please. ^

;• ' *

, • .•
5

AWIN'ER .s v;jifr HtQh Court
0-DEC 2016’

%- : . 7. The above referred, orders / directions of thev 

alleged Police Policy Board was implemented vide order No."' ■■ 

'16570 / EC-I dated, Peshawar 04.09.2015, issued by tCPO,' 

'Peshawar, which reads as upder:-

. I

1

B



r

/ ■ 7'^1 t

I N.-
;

Ij

“In pursuance of 18"' Police Policy 

Board Meeting iield on 13.08:2015

t

f /
f

duly'4

approved by Inspector 

Police Khyber
Peshawar issued

Ccncrai , of• 'T

Palditunichwa,

vide DIG / HQrs; Letter Endst: iVo. 

1598-1650 / PA DIG / HQrs; dated 

28.08.2015 & AIG Esfablishmehf, 
Khyber Pakiitunfclivva, Peshawar

Letter No. 2404/E-n, dated 

the promotion31.08.2015,
i

Notification
Sub-inspectors

office Notification No. 13706/EC-i, 
dated

of 139 promoted Oflg;

issued vide this

;
24.07.2015 is -hereby . ;•

cancelled”.
3

8. :
The Police Policy Board, who issued the-directions:

,lV

and in reference to those directi 

4.9.2015, was issued, figures nowhere i

■-

the subsequerit' ordeh datedons

in the law. LeaiTtedi.;.'
' v'.*

counsel for the respondents / AAG;;
alongwith departmental

representative present in the court, was time and again directed

to show that under what autliority of law 

Board has been

the Police Policy (
vifirE^TE'D
EXAWIINER ^ hawar High court
■2 0t)EC2016' =■'

:
constituted and what are their fiindtipns. 

especially in reference to the Departmental P
romoti ons Orders : I

issued by the duly constituted Promotion Committee/but failed ' '■ 

gone through the Police I:a^vsS of 

re could locate the said Police Policy Board

>

• to produce so. We .have

Paldstan, but nowhe

•'V

■ ■-•■.4. V



, f

and its functions or powers. On the face of it the impugned 

dated 31.8.2015 of Police Policy. Boafd & 

subsequent order of Capital City Police Officer, Peshawarldated

. 'i.

order / directions

!

04.09.2015 are void ab initio as the same are not issued On tlie 

on behalf of competent authority or lawflildirections and

authority.

9. The void order as defined by Coipus .rdi-is ■, 

Secundum, in (Vol. 92 PP.1021-1024) is “Expressiomvoidlin ' 

the strict or accurate sense means “absolute null” tliat is to •say .T?

incapable of rectification or confinnation. and of no effect.

Whatever”. TV Supreme. Court of Pakistan in the case of ChiSf
•t-

I
S^ettiement Commissioner V Raja Muhammad Fazil TfhWn

gLJ1975SC15) defined a void order as follows:- ;

As order is to be treated as void 

only when it is made by a court 

tribunal or other authority which 

has no jurisdiction either as regards 

the subject matter, the pecuniary 

value or the territorial limits -when 

the dispute arise. Such an order 

would amount, to usurpation of 

power unwarniuted by hw and 

accordingly it would be nullity”.

' ^

*r

V

VTT^STED

EXAMINER , . 
hawar High Court

2 0 DEC 2016'

f

T
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>>
L''•■•8

10. ^ order, which was passed'by
•t

j

an authority not competent to pass it and in the instant case. ; 

when the Police Policy Boai'd

Administration Authority of the police 

dhections

■ \>

nowhere figures in tlie •
i

department''-then' its

are prima facie void ab initio and are 'of nariawflii'

authority, thus, tlie subsequent order dated 

City Police Officer, Peshawar,

4.9.2015; of Capital. 

regarding cancellation :o5‘earUer
• 5^; • ■

/1

promotion order are also of no . effect. In the case of Monli 

Ma ur Rehman Vs Al-Haii Sardnr TTm^,- p

:
ana

u

aroog and othf>r
•s

I

■ .. ■‘;v;

rted..in PLP2008.Srfit;T(h) it has been held as undlreoo ",

' :v
1

« When the basic order is without^?:

lawful authority and void ab initio,r- 

then the entire superstructure 

raised thereon falls on the ground .. •
•v

automatically”.
A.-

■:

■V

Again in the case of Mustafa Lakhani Vs Pakistan 

Defence Officer Housing Authority. Karafvhi reported ih

2^08 SCMR, 661 (h) it has been held;-
:■ '

ATTESTED

- EXAMINER 
Peshawar High Court

.'2.0 DEC 2016.
“—Subsequent orders passed 

basis of void order—Legal effect 
stated. If on the basis of a void 

order subsequent orders have been 

passed cither by the s:unc authority 

or by otiicr authoritios, the whole 

scries of such orders together with ■

on ;

)
V

1

1

7

□
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• ^10
V. -

the posts of TniFllc Wardens,, whcrciis, a ulance over the
!

;
promotion order would show that in all 139 ASi’ s were

promoted as officiating Sub-Inspectors , out'of which opiy ,17 

have been posted against the traffic post, which 

are inter-transferable, hence tlie reasons given for witlidrtivYal / 

cancellation is not legal nor lawful.

even otherv'ise ' ■;

Learned counsel for ■ the , respondents : strpngly 

objected to the maintainability of writ petition in view of

Article 212 of the Constitution of Islamic .Republic of Paldstan,

1973j the non availing :of departmental remedy :/ alternate, 

remedy by way of departmental appeal and that'officiating^ 

Inspectors promotion do not confer

Sub'.-o;;>T

a- right as"' the -same. •
f

promotion was officiating only.

14. The plea of 'officiating promotion is aot .correct' 

because in the police hierarchy there is a cadre of officiating

Sub Inspectors from the “E” list of ASTs and the officiatin^ds ■ V.:^ 

not in the sense as is otherwise used in the civil sery^t' . '

!*

• V

0 tJEGWfe

V.

promotions. As regarding the objections-of maintainability;

; writ petition and the cancellation'of promCtion, as per learndk
If

AAG, pertains to terms and conditions of service, therefore, the 

petitioners being civil servants were supposed to hav6
*'**.

c.rmt)
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9

the superstructure of rights aud 'V

obligations built upon must ■: ; 

or principle or .unless some statue 

law rccogui^ciug 

position of the
legal the cJiangcas

parties is in 

operation, would fall to the ground, 
because such orders have 

legal foundation
as little 

as the void order”;

11. In the Police Depaitment, right from Polic&;R.uIes, ^

1934, Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, Police Rules,
1975, Police ‘Order,

2002 and all the relevant provision of departmental law / ™ies / /

regulations for promotion purposes, the peparthiental 

a competent tbr,the ,

as such the'same iithority^as^ the.'

Promotion Committee is the relevant and

purpose of promotions and

powers to rescind / withdraw or cancel tlie same, .. therefore. . 

where under tlic rules, regulations and policy have been fi- 

for regulating promotions,

’:'i, for malafide

•ahied;

any breach or deviation f-om theni 

reaspns or diie to arbitrary act of the.3 .competent . .! ■ •- •
■"I.: authority would entitled an aggrieved employee to challenge .the 

in the Court of law. Reliance in this respect i 

PLD 2003 SC 77^

tested 

[ObEG'IOIS'

same
,is place on

A«

12. The perusal' of - impugned 

31,8.2015 would reveal that the 

promotions of the petitioners was that, they were promoted

directions dafe:d'

reasons for cancellation of

f
on

n
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^e«.»n,4

««, bp of

which

•-0-.

■.under':'•••'
■•-. .••.•■A ./’■

otherwise, 

petition by vvny of nltcrnrite
•J . .

SC 353, 1090 Sr-JUT?

even was fflandatoiy before filing ihe writ . .

■e rciiiody by rojying on PLB Pm '

2002 KC^-^
549 n41£U002£LCiCSL2^.

15. We have eigiven our anxious consideration to,;the ■ 

«ppcaj under section 4'of ■ . 

against an order passed by 

“ of any of the..terin^Mii

proposition and are of the vie 

the Service Tribunal Act,

■ ^ “departmental Authority” i

, conditions of service

w time an

^974, lies

and in the explanation 

-r: section 4 the .^word “D^artmental

given, to'tbesai’d i.
• \ U.

; •:

Authority” .means; ,an :A

authority other than a tribunal, which is “ •;
competent’to make 

■ms and conditions of .civil:

•/
•1

.:: tm order in respect of any. of the ter.d"

. .1

. servant. In the instant 

' impugned orders / directions

dvoid, Ofno lawful authority as the Police Poiicy Board 

Departmental Authority

:
as pointed out earlier; thap: the^^

issued by Police Policy Board are . ; ,
• *'T T E S T E D .

XAM.INER 
awar rii^.li Courf

2 0 DEC 2016

•-IS not a. ,y

as defined im tlie section ibid, Saniedk

the condition' for depaitinental representation. Since', the -.1: .

impugned orders are of no lawful authority
or evexi no authority
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of the department for.:the.phrpbsei^hf promotions, 

discipline etc hence without

•A sei-vice

•' ^
availing the departmental remedy

, . writ is competent and maintainable. In the case of CoHector nf

Custom Vahinfion nnri anotlicr Vs Karachi RnJk stonmrv 

3M2JSCIMR 1357. A.) it has .and torminnis t

been held that:-

Art. 199—Constitutional petition 

before High Court—Maintainabilit 

—Impugned order found to be 

illegal, contrary to law 

initio—Remedies 

departmental

ity • ■

or void ab

under
hierarchy, 

availing of—Aggrieved party in such
non

' case would be entitled to invoke 

constitutional jurisdiction of High 

Court”.

'.f

/

5'16, In such like cases, as the present one where, an ' ^ 

■order has been passed by ,an authority whose existence is: ; 

doubtful alongwilii

an^here, then the availability of adequate remedy would 

be an absolute bar

junsdiction of this Court. In exceptional

one,^s Court can entertain the

therefore,. the objection in this regard i

- 5.

; 1 -
powers and functions, not explained '

;

.not.:.
^ T HD
UNHR Hign Court

)EG^i6

against the exercise of constitutional^

cases, like .the present-

constitutional petition difectly,
,)

IS spumed. Even *

; i

■'i

' -•'.it.

\

L
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otherwise, the ^g|.Courr.^s-cpmpetent to interfere

provision of law in

>-
f' •

such .
. V

exercise of oonstitutiona] jurisdictio

» » q««„. I. ae „„

■y.

n-where
the

EaESand^azaJVaavTandS
SifeJ^U^fuhanimad BinHand

m^rs, reported, fn 2aM Sinn^
it has been held .that “if

an order impugned is a void ordcM- »!■ a Uns i)ecu pusuod

widiout hnvl'ul jurisdiciioju, 

remedy of appeal against 

Court to

the non availing of alternate

such order Would not . bar High
*

jurisdiction and deejilreproceed in constitutional i

such orders as without lawful authority, rule that High 

constitutional petition Jhd
Court should not entertain cc

adjudicate the matter in a constitutional jurisdiction in

which remedy of appeal, review or revision is applicable^ 

and in exceptional: 

of the rule that extra ordinaiy

under the statute, is not an absolute rule

cases, the strict observations

remedy of constitutional petition cannot be availed 

matter in which relief being sought under Artici

in a

e 199 of the . ;.

■nw c.u„ i„ 

application of such

MJNER , 
'Htdh Court
DEC'20T6'

' revision

i'

rule would defend . on facts and •

ci^rcumstanccs of each case”.
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Likewise, in similai^' situatidii the'Apex Court in the c^e
r^'

of Brig Muhammad Bashir Vs Abdul Karim and' others

reported in PLT) 2004 SC 271, (d) has held that:-

199—Constitutional 
' jurisdiction of Higii Court, exercise 

o—Principles object and scope— 

Articles 199 of the Constitution 
cjists nil obligations on Hi^li Court 
to act in aid of law, protect the 
rights of citizens within the 
framework of the Constitution 
against infringement or law and 
constitution by the Executive 
Authorities, strike a rational 
compromise and a fair balance 
between tiie rights of citizens and 

auctions of State functionaries,

“—Art.

\

claimed to be in the larger interest 
/ of Society—Such power

conferred on High Court, under the 
Constitution and is to be exercised 

to Constitutional

is
/

‘

subject
limitations^—Provision of Art. 199

'of the Constitution is intended to 
enable High Court to control
executive so as to bring it in

the law—withconformity 
Whenever . the executive acts in 
violation of law, an appropriate
order can be granted >yhich can 
relieve the citizens of the effects of ■

action—Relief can beillegal
granted to the citizens of the 
country under Art. 199 of the
Constitutions, against infringement 
of any provisions of law or of the 
Constitutions as it is an omnibus 
Article—If the citizens of the ,

deprived of thecountry arc
guarantee given to tlicni under the
constitution, illegally or npt in

ratiTEo 

iiariiSh court 

;0 DEC 2016
accordance with law, then provision



7' O/ •- • - H'*'--
•C>

IS

'' /■'”' • of Are:f9!) ;’ofHj,-;
“I'viiys i,c invoked

exercise or
Wiedon is to Jbster;«27l^d: 

right a wrong—So long
bodies and

eonsdiniioi, can
b>r redress—

considcradon in

as statutory 
ii'Xecutjvc AutJioriti 

act without fraud
within the

ICS
and bona fides 

powers conferred on
statue, the judicia,^cannot intcrferoviththeiniAmp 7

power is vested in High ConrTto

rjL Executive
Authority When such an Authority
IS not exercising its power bona fide
tor the purpose contemplated by 
‘he law or is influenced

them by the

- r*.

!
by

irrelevantextraneous .and
considerations—Where a
functionajy acts mala fide 
partial,

statutory 
. or in a

unjust and
manner, High Court in exercise of 

' ‘^onstitutipnal jurisdiction has 
ample power to

oppressive : .

grant relief to the
aggrieved party”.

17. Lastly learned AAG while relying on. 2013 :-

SCMR. 17^7 contended that perpetuai rights cannot , be . .

clahned^n an illegal order, therefo: 

the pngption orders of the.petitioners and the 

granted^ of right Ind

re, the authority cancelled '
>: “/ ' .

ne same, cannot be

ced, perpetual rights cannot be claimed ^

an .illegal order; but in the instanton
.ant case, the order of

promotion -dated 24.07,2015 is

the same has been issued with the a 

promotion Committe

quite legal and lawful, because
rt'

approval by. of Departmental

by the Competent Authority and



j
■

. 16y.

nowhere in l.Iu •̂ i-‘Onimen(s, l>y ilic respoiu1cnI.s ;tnd '.‘U)

iuguments al bai-, they have contended that petitioners vvere
ncitlier lit eligible for promotion, rather it has been-proved 

record that the cancellation

void order. The principle of locus

invoked by competent authority till the ti

nor

on
order is of no lawful aiithority

and a
poenitentiae could be

time the decisivcystage
{

. /
reached. In d^mstant case it i^est^lished that the 

orders were conveyed and acted upon, the said orders
•were '

* .

even published in the gazette part-H 

reported to their place of posting

have accrued to the petitioners
/ '

deprived ofv.« ,:g., p, ofwl„ol„Ui, f •

Writ petition is allowed

and petitionersv.have

as well, then .a valuable fight

and as such they ■ cannot, be

as prtiyed for. Petitioners are deemed fo

■ ; be promoted from the date
^ promotion order dated

24.07.2015.'4.

(

Announced 
: 24^ November, 7.01 s 

TariQ fChpn A

J L' D G. P
es^K^ihp^ A pp j i ca tto-w.

,s!S - .

L I

VJl^'' •

Vrifion oi'Ciuiv ...
. v«chvory.::.r!2!:r:±^ 

V «i Cfi-w CERTIFIED TO BE true epPY. ,
F»o»H*.wor\\\'

^ O DBC 2016\
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAM
(APPELLATE JURISDICTIDN^

Present: MR. JUSTICE MIAN SAQIB NISAR 
MR. JUSTICE UMAR ATA BANDIAL 
MR. JUSTICE IJAZ UL AHSAN

CIVIL PETITION N0.34-P OF ?f)1R
(On appeal against the judgment dated
24.11.2015 of the Peshawar High Court 
Peshawar, passed in W.P. No.3113-P/2015)

Govt, of K.P through Chief Secretary, Peshawar

VERSUS
Petitioners

Muhammad lsrar& others .......................................... Respondents

Mr. Zahid Yousaf Qureshi, Addl. AG 
Jahangir Khan, SI, PTC Hangu,

Mr. Naveed Akhtar, ASC

For Petitioner (s);

For Respondents 1,2,7; 

Other Respondents: 

Date of hearing;

N.R.
■V

26.0T2018

MIAN SAIQB NISAR. CJ.—Learned counsel for
Respondents No.1, 2 and 7 states that he has no objection if the 

impugned judgment is set aside. However, his Writ Petition be sent to 

the department as an appeal or representation under the law, 
Learned Additional Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa also
states that the has no objection to that effect, in the light of the above,
this petition is converted into appeal and allowed and the impugned
judgment is set aside in the terms noted above. The department is

directed to decide the appeal/repjesentation of the
*

within a period of one month.
respondents

Sd/-. Mian Saqib Nisar J 

Sd/- Umar Ata Bandial, J 

Sd/- Ijaz ul Ahsan J
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POWICR OF ATTORNEY
In liic Courl oi' 7

} Foj-
^Plainlirr 
) Aj^pcllaiU 
J Petitioner 
} Complainant

VERSUS
^ /ft jDcfciuIant 

} Respondent 
} Accused

U

\
Aj)pcal/i^cvision/SLiil/Applicalion/Pclilion/Casc No._

I/W, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

ZARi AJ ANWAR ADVOCATE, my true and lawful attorney, for me in my same and
to appear, plead, act and answer in the 

above Court or any Court to which the business is transferred in the above matter and is 
agreed to sign and file petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, exhibits. Compromise or 

. other documents whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any matter arising there 
Irom and also to apply for and receive all documents or copies of documents, depositions 
etc, and to apply for and issue summons and other writs or sub-pocna and to apply for and 
get issued and arrest, attachment or other executions, warrants or order and to conduct any 
proceeding that may arise there out; and to apply for and receive payment of any or all 
sums or submit for the above matter to arbitration, and to employee any other Legal- 
Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authorizes hereby conferred on the 
Advocate wherever he may think lit to do so, any other lawyer may be appointed by my 
said counsel to conduct the case who shall have the same powers.

AND to all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said ease in all 
respects, whether herein speeined or not, as may be proper and e.xpedient.

ol‘
Fixed for

on my behalf to appear at

AND 1/wc hereby agree to ratify and confirm all lawful acts done on my/our behalf 
under or by virtue ol'this power or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always, that I/we undertake at time of calling of the case by the 
CoLirl/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court, if the 
case may be dismissed in default, if it be proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be 
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be the right of the counsel 
or his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

5

IN WITNESS whereof I/we have hereto signed at 
___________ ________ day to______ __________the the year

Lxecutant/Executants__________________
Accepted subject to the terms regarding fee

Zartaj Anwar
Advocate High Courts

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADN'ISORS. SEUS’ICIC X LAFOUK LAW CONSUL I'ANT 
l'R-3- 4, l-'mirlli l-loor. Biiour I’la/.a, .Sacldar Road. i\-sha\var Catut 

I*li.091 -52721 .vl Mol)ili:-03.11 -93991 .S5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

•1^
■?

I
Manzoor Khan ASl No.748/P CCP, Peshawar 

VERSUS.
Appellant.

1
j
k
IProvincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.

3. ' DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar..................................

1.
r:

2. I-

4. Respondents.

I
Reply on behalf of Respondents No. 1,2,3&4. 
Respectfully Sheweth:- 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

.’i

1. That the appeal is badly time barred.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appellant has not come to this court with clean hands.

That the appellant has no cause of action.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

That the appellant has got no locus standi and cause of action to file the instant 
appeal.

2.

3.

4.

5.
6.

7.

FACTS;-

1- Para relates to record hence needs no comments.

2- Para No. 2 is for the petitioner to prove.

3- Para No. 3 is admitted correct.

4- Para No. 4 is legal, hence no comments.

5- Para No. 5 relates to record, hence needs no comments.

7- Para No. 7 relates to record, hence needs no comments.

8- Para No. 8 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

9- Para No.9 is incorrect. Actually Traffic Warden is a separate Establishment, and
i

appellant alongwith his other colleagues were not entitled for promotion over the 

sanctioned seats of other establishment i.e. Traffic Warden therefore their 

promotion order being unlawfully passed on the vacant seats of other unit 

cancelled vide order Endst: No. 16570/EC-l dated 04.09.2015 in pursuance of 18
was

th
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PRAYERS:-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts, 

submissions the appeal of the appellant devoid of merits, legal footing may be 

set aside/ dismissed.

l

:■

•IM:

||t\
Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

I

i

Police,
Hqrs: KhyberPakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

AIG Establishment, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

L {
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MiBEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

Manzoor Khan ASl No.748/P CCP, Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

: AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.

' DIG/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar..................................

AFFIDAVIT
We respondents No. 1 ,2,3 & 4 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that the contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our 

knowledge and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable 

Tribunal.

1.

2.

3.

4. Respondents.

i

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Da^ty Inspecto^/General of Police, 
tunkhwa, Peshawar.HQrs:

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

fP -
AIG Establishment,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

i
i

. \
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Police Policy Board (PPB) meeting held on 13.08.2015 in the best interest of the 

department.

10-Para No. 10 is incorrect. The order dated 24.11.2015 passed by the Hon’able 

Court was without Jurisdiction which was challenged in the Apex Court, by filing 

CPLA through Law Department. The Supreme Court of Pakistan subsequently

vide judgment dated 26.01.2018 set aside order of the Hon’ble Court , converted 

the petition into department appeal and remanded back to respondent department 
with the direction to decide the same in one month.

11- Para No. 11 is correct as per record.

12- Para is incorrect. The appeal was decided with in stipulated period of one 

month and their appeal was rejected vide order dated 21.02.2018 by respondent 
department. (Copy annexed)

13- Para No. 13 is incorrect. Order issued on 04.09.2015 was lawful and based on 

genuine grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A- Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules, no provision of law has 

been violated.

B- Incorrect. Para already explained in above para’s, and no right of appellant has 

been violated.

C- Incorrect. As already explained in the above para that traffic warden is a 

separate establishment functioning under the command of DIG/Traffic and 

promotion over the vacant posts of warden was inadvertently made which after 

due; deliberation was later on cancelled vide order dated 04.09.2015 by the 

respondent department.

D-Para is repetition of Para C.

E- Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of personal hearing.
F- Incorrect. The appellant was legally treated as per law and rules.

G- That respondent may also be allowed to advance any additional ground at the 

time of hearing of the appeal.

•• i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

\n the matter of 
Appeal No. 718/2018

Manzoor Khan ASl No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others.
(Respondents) ‘i

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

Respectfully submitted: i
■ 4;:

i:, 'fhe appellant submit his rejoinder as under: i
4\Preliminary Objections: i.

1. That the present appeal is well within time.

2. That all the necessary parties are included in the appeal.

3. That the appellant has came to this court with clean hands.

4. That the appellant got cause of action against the respondents.

5. That no rule of estoppel applies to present appeal.

6. That the appellant has not concealed any thing from this Hon;able 

Tribunal.

7. That the appellant has locus standi and got cause of action to file the 

instant appeal and is maintainable in its present form.

A
t:

1^

ill .A

.■

Facts of the Case:

t
1. Contents of para 1 of the appeal are correct hence no comments.
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i

2. Contents of para 2 needs no comments. More over the service 

record shows that the appellant has performed his duty honestly and 

without any complaint till date.

3. Contents of para 3 needs no comments.

4. Contents of para 4 needs no comments.

5. Contents of para 5 needs no comments. Furthermore the relevant 

reeord is attached with the service appeal.

7. Contents of para 7 needs no comments. Further more the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

8. Contents of para 8 needs no comments. Further more the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

9. Contents of para 9 is incorrect hence denied. It is pertinent to point 

out that presently there is no separate promotion rules in the 

diflerent branches of the Police Department, nor the respondents 

have created different cadre for appellant or framed separate rules 

for the appellant.

10. Contents of para 10 needs no comments.

11. Contents of para 11 needs no comments.

12. Contents of para 12 is incorrect hence denied, and that of the appeal 

is correct.

13. Contents of para 13 is incorrect hence denied, and that of the appeal 

is correct.

Grounds of Appeal:

i. Para A of the appeal is correct, the appellant have not been treated 

in accordance with law, his rights secured and guaranteed under the 

law are badly violated.

ii. Para B of the appeal is correct.

iii. Para C of the appeal is correct.

k
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iv. Para D of the appeal is correct.

Para E of the appeal is correct.V.

vi. Para F of the appeal is correct.

vii. That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable tribunal to 

rely on additional grounds at the hearing of this appeal.

It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal of the appellant may be 

accepted as prayed for.

Through
\|

ZARTAJ ANWAR

Advocate Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

1 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents 

of the above rejoinder as well as appeal ^

of my knowledge and belief and thatmotl^g has/,been kept back or

true and correct to the best

concealed from this Honourablr^
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In the matter of 
Appeal No. 718/2018

Manzoor Khan ASI No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others.
(Respondents)

\

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT %:
V.

Respectfully submitted:

The appellant submit his rejoinder as under:

Preliminary Objections:

1. That the present appeal is well within time.

2. That all the necessary parties are included in the appeal.

. 3. That the appellant has came to this court with clean hands.

4. That the appellant got cause of action against the respondents.

5. That no rule of estoppel applies to present appeal.

6. That the appellant has not concealed any thing from this Hon;able 

Tribunal.

7. That the appellant has locus standi and got cause of action to file the 

instant appeal and is maintainable in its present fonn.

Facts of the Case:

1. Contents of para 1 of the appeal are correct hence no comments.
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2. Contents of para 2 needs no comments. More over the service 

record shows that the appellant has performed his duty honestly and 

without any complaint till date.

3 . Contents of para 3 needs no comments.

4. Contents of para 4 needs no comments.

5. Contents of para 5 needs no comments. Furthermore the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

7. Contents of para 7 needs no comments. Further more the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

8. Contents of para 8 needs no comments. Further more the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

9. Contents of para 9 is incorrect hence denied. It is pertinent to point 

out that presently there is no separate promotion rules in the 

different branches of the Police Department, nor the respondents 

have created different cadre for appellant or framed separate rules 

for the appellant.

10. Contents of para 10 needs no comments.

11. Contents of para 11 needs no comments.

12. Contents of para 12 is incorrect hence denied, and that of the appeal 

is correct.

13. Contents of para 13 is incorrect hence denied, and that of the appeal 

is correct.

Grounds of Appeal:

i. Para A of the appeal is correct, the appellant have not been treated 

in accordance with law, his rights secured and guaranteed under the 

law are badly violated.

ii. Para B of the appeal is correct.

iii. Para C of the appeal is correct.
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iv. Para D of the appeal is correct. •

V. Para E of the appeal is correct.

vi. Para F of the appeal is con*ect.

vii. That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable tribunal to 

rely on additional grounds at the hearing of this appeal.

It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal of the appellant may be 

accepted as prayed'for.

Appellant

Through

ZARTAJ ANWAR

Advocate Peshawar '

AFFIDAVIT

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents 

of the above rejoinder as well as appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief, and that nothing has been kept back or 

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent
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. ' Y SEFORE the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

Manzoor Khan ASI No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar

VERSUS.

5.'’

m
t.•Appellant.

l
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

AIG/Estabiishment CPO, Peshawar. ‘

1.

2.

DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar...........

Reply on behalf of Respondents No. 1, 2, 3 8t 4. 

Respectfully Sheweth:- 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

3.

4. Respondents.

That the appeal is badly time barred. j

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appellant has not come to this court with clean hands.

That the appellant has no cause of action.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

That the appellant has got no locus standi and cause of action to file the instant 

• appeal.

1.

2.

3.

4. .

5.

. 6.

7.

FACTS:-

1- Para relates to record hence needs no comments.

2- Para No. 2 is for the appellant to prove.

3- Para No. 3 is admitted correct.

4- Para No. 4 is legal, hence no comments.

5- Para No. 5 relates to record, hence needs no comments.

6- Para No. 6 is incorrect. In fact the appellant along with others were promoted to the 

rank of officiating Sub Inspector vide Notification No.3682/EC dated 24.07.2015. Later 

on it came to light that the promotion of appellants were made against the vacancies 

created and sanctioned for Traffic Warden Service cadre. Therefore, in pursuance of 

the decision made in 18^^ police Policy Board, the promotion order of appellant 

cancelled vide order dated 04.09.2015.(copy of 18^^ Policy board decision annexed as

was

"A")

7- Para No. 7 is incorrect. In fact the appellant along with others were promoted to the 

rank of officiating Sub Inspector vide Notification No.3682/EC dated 24.07.2015. Later 

on it came to light that the promotion of appellants were made against the 

created and sanctioned for Traffic Warden Service cadre. Therefore, in pursuance of

vacancies

I
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the decision made in police Policy Board, the promotion order of appellant was 

cancelled vide order dated 04.09.2015.

8- Para No. 8 pertains to record.

9- Para No.9 is incorrect. In fact Traffic Warden is a separate Establishment, and 

appellant alongwith his other colleagues were not entitled for promotion against the 

sanctioned seats of other establishment i.e. Traffic Warden, therefore their promotion 

order being unlawfully passed on the vacant seats of other unit was cancelled vide 

order Endst: No. 16570/EC-l dated 04.09.2015 in pursuance of 18^^ Police Policy Board 

(PPB) meeting held on 13.08.2015 in the best interest of the department.(cancellation 

order as annexed "B")

10- Para No. 10 is incorrect The order dated 24:11.2015 passed by the Hon'able High 

Court does not fall within jurisdiction of High Court therefore it was challenged 

before the Apex Court, by filing CPLA through Law Department. The Supreme Court 

of Pakistan subsequently vide Judgment dated 26.01.2018 set aside order of the 

Hon'ble High Court, converted the petition into departmental appeal and remanded 

back to respondent department with the direction to decide the same in one month.

11- Para No. 11 is correct as per record.

12- Para is incorrect. The appeal was decided within stipulated period of one month and 

their appeal was rejected vide order dated 21.02.2018 by respondent department. 

(Copy annexed)

13- Para No. 13 is incorrect. Order issued on 04.09.2015 was lawful and based on genuine 

grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A- Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules, no provision of law has been 

violated.

Incorrect. Para already explained in above paras, and no right of appellant has been 

violated.

C- Incorrect. As already explained in the above para that traffic warden is a separate 

establishment functioning under the command of DIG/Traffic and promotion 

the vacant posts of warden was inadvertently made which after due deliberation 

later on cancelled vide order dated 04.09.2015 by the respondent department.

Para is repetition of Para C.

Incorrect. The.appellant was provided full opportunity of personal hearing.

Incorrect. The appellant was legally treated as per law and rules.

G.- That respondent may also be allowed to advance any additional ground at the time 

of hearing of the appeal.

B-

over

was

D-

. E-

F-
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PRAYERS:-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts, submissions 

the appeal of the appellant devoid of merits, legal footing may be set aside/ 

dismissed.

Provincial rolfce Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Deputy Insp^jcttf^eneral of Police, 

qrs: iviiyDerPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital G|itwi)lice Officer,

AIG EstablishUfent, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

1 '



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
I •

Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

Manzoor Khan ASI No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar, oellant.Ap

VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.

DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar,

1.

2.

3.

Responderits.4.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1, 2, 3 and 4 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 

the contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best !of our knowledge 

and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

Provincial Police/ Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
V'

uty Inspector Genial of Police, 
Hqrs:KhyberPakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

Capital Ci ’oHca Officer,
Pe^awar,

hment,
KhyberPakhtunkliwa,Peshawar.

i



• ' OFFICE OF THE ,,
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

■KHYBER PAK.HT(.INKHWA 
Central Police Ofiicc, Peshawar

•a •
■ \ J

dated Peshawar, thep / / /2018.No. ^ / 2 /LcRal

~igdHr^o
2./ - 2. -C Ig,^ORDER

This order is passed in compliance with judgment of the Honorable Supreme 

Court of Pakistan .dated 26.01.2018, passed in Civil Petition No. 34-P/2016, titled 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Peshawar and others 

Versus, Muhammad Israr and others. The brief, yet relevant, facts of the case 

that Muhammad Israr and 138 others Assistant Sub-Inspectors (names mentioned i 

the memo

are.

m

of Writ Petition / representation) of Police of District Peshawar
promoted to the rank of officiating Sub-(hereinafter referred to as appellants)

Inspector vide'Notification No, 3685/liC dated 24.07.2015 of Capital City Police
were

Officer, Peshawar. Later on it came to light that the promotion of appellants were
created and sanctioned-for Traffic Warden Service of 

of the decision made.'in 18','’ Police ,Policy .
made against the vacancies 

alien cadre. Therefore, in pursuance 

Board, the proniotion order of appellant 

Police Officer, Peshawar dated 04.09.2015.

cancelled vide order, of Capital Citywas

The appellants filed Writ Petition No. 3113-P/2015 before the Honorable 

Peshawar High-Court Peshawar against the cancellation of their promotion orders. 

The Writ Petition was contested on the ground that the appellant were promoted 

against tlie vacancies exclusively created for Traffic Warden Service and the matter 

relates to terms and conditions of service and the appellants have approached wrong 

forum. However, the Honorable High Court accepted tlie petition, vide order dated

■ MTlJOiS. ' . '

Givh PetUiOh was lodged against the judgment of the Peshawar High Court
Flohbrabie Suprfeihe Court of Pakistan and the Honorable, , ,i^eshawar before the 

dOLirt allowed the petition and. the impugned judgment of Honorable High. Court

Peshawar was set asiJe. However, on the request of respondents / appellants the 

directed that the Writ Petition filed by tlie appellants may be 

departmental appeal and the. department may decide the representation of
Honorable. Courts 

treated as
the appellants within a period of 01 month-



a

On receipt of the. order of the Honorable Court, the relevant record 

thoroughly examined which revealed that the impugned promotions of appellants 

were made against the vacancies of the Traffic Warden Service which 

amounting to out of turn promotion. The Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan has 

issued clear directions with regard to stoppage of out of turn proi^tioh. The 

promotion of, appellants against the vacancies of alien cadre were coiTcctly 

cancelled by the Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. There is no force and merit 

■ in the representations .of appellants, and their prayer is not tenable, hence the 

representation is rejected.

was

was

ns
k

AddTnrrspeetwTjeheraj of Police HQrs: 
, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawgr,

!

:
'^No..S/.,:V .. /18

Copy of the above is forwarded to the Capital Qi^y PqIicq Qffcfer, Peshawar
with refei-etfeb id his office memo No. 216/LB dked 0§.02.2dl8, for servipe of the

copy of the order on the appellant^, . .'y

AddI: Inspector General of Police HQrs: 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

. Peshawar. ’ '

ft.

%
■ I

Ir

A
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that a Standing Order may be issued that 
would link promotions with mandatory 
training courses for upper subordinates in 
the various Police Training Schools. An 
upper subordinal.e •'■’il' heivc to obtain a total 
of nine (09) marks m. i to promotion.
A training, cotirsc •■''f one week, duration at 
any of ihc above sr.hnni.s will carry one. (1) 
mark while a two week course will carry 
two (2) mark.s.

training schnols
in specializedcourses

AIG/
Establishment

KP Police have established a 
numbr.r of specialized schools 
that arc imparting valuable 
training/ conrsc.s to lower and 
upper subordinalcs. lii order lo 
gel bcncHts from lbc.se training 
facilil'c.s. it is essential io

i.

O' !Ir- •
,1? A'

. .7 ■:. [■

ensure that upper s\ibordinaies 
and • qualifiesundergo

mandatory training coursc.s in-
these police training schools.
Traffc. Warden.s Police. CCPO;

DtO/HQ:
AIG/
Establishment

meeting, it wasDuring the ' PPP
unanimoujily agreed that a separate standing 

, Tbp Jsr' have reccnily tnay be issHpd for stF6§|iiiining the
introduced Traffic Wardens of Traffic Wardens that wil). pddress
S5'5tDm pho- issues 5uci/assclep!;iqii,(Jemt5?i@n.lraj^

■ Woiiiii S gfntliially Inli-BfUcFl Tl,e fjqarf dccKlf.il that till gepmanem 
in olher paflknf the rrovin:.r.. rccniitrpgnl pf tr?i! n "jarden^, sep^s will b? 
Slhdn ii i<; a separate cadre for fllecrhy (cmpon?3j^4^')t!t3tions. HpV-'ever, 
\«^hi'ch separate rules will he ^^,\\\ noi gel prnmntecf on the seats
Fohhnlnte'cl, , .Ih. due cour.-^c. .^^j^c.iinncd for fraffc wardeps nor will claim

is no inicmjd if ,1,^^ ,fo posled on a sonior rank

tf,<fric ■ distliel. they ;vvi!| repatriate^ iPt tbet;
siihstantjyc raiik.?. • ■
The nsti? p/
promotions of Sis iv,- P;6B§ gR j
Trarfic Warden.s. Thc Board directed thst 

' since these ,';cais belong to the Traffic 
• these nromolions should be

3

;

!

1

t

;
?•;-i

Wardens, 
cancelled vvith immediate effect.

* I

.11

ii.
■ !

. iAIG
Establishment

All'the members '^-r Hu'. PPB agreed that all 
con.stables who have been recruited through 
"NTS will undergo ,i mandatory training 
course of 02 week in the newly established
l.T School at Peshawar.

NTS qii.aliHcd Constable..*; 
Modern Policing ccquircs . ihc 
application of IT skills , r.nd 
tools.' It is therefore, csscndal- 
that lower subordinates posses 
those skills.

4’

;

DIG/HQunaniniously decided that a1 It • wa.s • . , . ,
committee r.nn.sistinp of the following willIncentive for Po.sting in Legal 

Branch _____ ;_______

I

5. AIG/

11 i f .
l; :

; 1
I

■ ■ I., • y . .. . , r.' .

lal-i.i/.’J-'' v'l*' ■
• . -I

■

•/

r;

• • .
i'

■1 . .I

'•II. V'' ' i- . ■■ ■i:-.

. i
.'V,‘ I .;

>!•1

If
, s
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«P.TAL°c'TTpot;™' 

PESHAWAR.
OFFICER,

No. /EC-I X No.0919212597
/ /201S:-pyQBder^

;i. In pursuance of la"'- p',
Police Policy Board Meeting held on 

of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

-'-.lG50/PA/DIG/HQrs;, datedh

13.08.2015 duly approved by Inspector General 
Peshawar issued vide DIG/MQrs-
|8;S||lS & , AIG Establishment, 

N<3^4b#6-il, dated 31.08.2015, the p 

Sul?-irispectbrs issC/ed 

. 24.f:7;2biS Is hereby cancelled,

Letter ^ndst: No.159.8
■5

Xhyber , Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar Letter!' 
P^niBtipn .Notification Sf 139 pro« Qffg!:

Nobfleatign Ne.l i§8S-i37g6/Eq,i,.Vide this oflicc Nc

, (MuWraK ZeDpsp 
Pf^^pita! c/ty polic? Officer, 

... P‘-sh|gvyar.|/ir7/--?4 i

; N’Si¥ .'i- '/EC-I, '
I'

Copy of above is forwarded for SRd Rggegsarv asElgnl!., to the:-
•1-.

AddI: Inspector General of Pniir' t Islamabad.Add,: Inspecto^ Gen ral orp

Peshawar. ' Special Branch
AddI: Inspector G

2.
3.

1; . 4.
KPK/'.

.':i' 5. Deputy Inspector Gcrn'erafo^Polke^CTD KPK Te^sh^^^^

7. . Deputy inspector General of Police;
8., Commandant Police Training College Hangu

Campus/Peshawar .
Director Anti-Corruption Establishment KPK 
SgP/Operation, Investigation & Traffic, Peshawar
'l^he- ^§enior Superintendent 
Sectof-H^ll, Islamabad.
cr Charsadda & Novt^hera.
EC-11, ,PO, A5..CC Gorqputer Cell.

I-6.Ill

. 9..

lit
C'.12.

of Police, Logistic. Headqaurter
I

13.
14.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

- Manzoor Khan ASI No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar 

VERSUS.

Appellant.

1. Provincial Police Officer. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. AIG/Establishment CPO. Peshawar.

3. DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

Reply on behalf of Respondents No. 1, 2, 3 8i4.

Respectfully Sheweth;- 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Respondents.

That the appeal is badly time barred.

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appellant has not come to this court with clean hands.

That the appellant has no cause of action.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

. That the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

That the appellant has got no locus standi and cause of action to file the iristant 

^ appeal.

1.

3.

4.

■5.

6.

.7.

FACTS:-

.1- Para relates to record hence needs no comments.

2- Para No. 2 is for the appellant to prove.

3- Para No. 3 is admitted correct.

4- Para No. 4 is legal, hence no comments.

5- Para No. 5 relates to record, hence needs no comments.

6- Para No. 6 is incorrect. In fact the appellant along with others were promoted to the 

rank of officiating Sub Inspector vide Notification No.36827EC dated 24.07.2015! Later 

on it came to light that the promotion of appellants were made against the vacancies 

created and sanctioned for Traffic Warden Service .padre, Tberefpre, in pursuance pf 

the decision made in 18^^ police Policy Board, the promotion order of appellant 

cancelled vide order dated 04;()9.2015.(copy of 18*'’ Policy board decision annexed as

was

"A")

7- Para No. 7 is incorrect. In fact the appellant along with others were promoted to the 

rank of officiating Sub Inspector vide Notification No.3682/EC dated 24.07.2015. Later 

on it came to light that the promotion of appellants were made against the vacancies 

created and sanctioned for Traffic Warden Service cadre. Therefore,, in pursuance of

B



I
the decision made in police Policy Board, the promotion order of appellant was 

cancelled vide order dated 04.09.2015.

8- : Para No. 8 pertains to record.

9- Para No.9 is incorrect. In fact Traffic Warden is a separate Establishment, and 

appellant alongwith his other col eagues were not entitled for promotion against the 

sanctioned seats of other establishment i.e. Traffic Warden, therefore their promotion 

order being unlawfully passed on the vacant seats of other unit was cancelled vide 

order Endst: No. 16570/EC-l dated 04.09.2015 in pursuance of 18‘^ Police Policy Board 

(PPB) meeting held on 13.08.2015 in the best interest of the department.(cancellation 

order as annexed "B")

10- Para No. 10 is incorrect. The order dated 24.11.2015 passed by the Hon'able High 

Court does not fall within jurisdiction of High Court therefore it was challenged 

before the Apex Court, by filing CPLA through Law Department. The Supreme Court 

of Pakistan subsequently vide judgment dated 26.01.2018 set aside order of the 

Hon'ble High Court ., converted :he petition into departmental appeal and remanded 

back to respondent department with the direction to decide the same in one month.

11- Para No. 11 is correct as per record.

12- Para is incorrect. The appeal was decided within stipulated period of one month and 

their appeal was rejected vide order dated 21.02.2018 by respondent department. 

(Copy annexed)

13- Para No. 13 is incorrect. Order issued on 04.09.2015 was lawful and based on genuine 

grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A- Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules, no provision of law has been 

violated.

Incorrect. Para already explained in above paras, and no right of appellant has been 

violated.

Incorrect. As already explained in the above para that traffic warden is a separate 

establishment functioning under the command of DIG/Traffic and promotion over 

the vacant posts of warden was inadvertently made which after due deliberation was 

later on cancelled vide order dated'04.09.2015 by the respondent department.

Para is repetition of Para C.

E- Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of personal hearing.

Incorrect. The appellant was legally treated as per law and rules.

G- That respondent may also be allowed to advance any additional ground at the time 

of hearing, of the appeal.

B-

C-

D-

F-



JJ-
PRAYERS:-r.

It is therefore most hurhbly prayed that in light of above facts, submissions 

the appeal of the appellant devoid of merits, legal footing may be set aside/ 

dismissed."

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

r General of Police, 
iTqrs: KiiyberPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Deputy Ins

Capital CitwlTOlice Officer, 
Peshaw;^.

■ 1

AIG Establishment, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.



I BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR:

Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

Manzoor Khan ASl No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar.. ..Appellant

VERSUS.

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.

3. . DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1, 2, 3 and 4 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 

the contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge 

and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

.....Respondents.

Provincial Police/Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

Injpector General of Police, 
Hqrs:KhyberPakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

Capital Cl olice Officer,
Pc^awar,

f hment,
KhyberPakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.



OFFICE OF THE • 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

■ KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police pflice, Peshawar

. >

dated Peshawar, the^p//p,2_/2018.No. /Lefial

B/l
2./ -^:>2. -d jg. ORDER %

This order is pas.sed in-compHance with judgment of the Honorable Supreme 

Court Of Pakistan.dated 26.01.2018, passed in Civil Petition No. 34-P/2016, titled

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary. Peshawar and others
case areVersus Muhammad Israr and ,others. The brief, yet relevant, facts of the 

that Muhammad Israr and 138 others Assistant Sub-Inspectors (names mentioned in

of Writ Petition / representation) of Police of District Peshawar
promoted to the rank of officiating Sub-

. the memo
(hereinafter referred to as .appellants)
Inspector vide'Notification No. 3685/EC dated 24.07.2015 of Capital City Police

were

.Officer, Peshawar. Later on it came to light that the promotion of appellants were
made against the vacancies created and sanctioned for Traffic Warden Service of 

alien cadre. Therefore, in. pursuance of the decision made in 18-’ Police Policy .
cancelled vide order of Capital CityBoard, the promotion'order of appellant 

Police Officer, Peshawar dated-04.09.2015.

was

The appellants filed Writ Petition No. 31.13-P/2015 before the Honorable 

Peshawar High CoUft Pfeshawaf agdinst the cancellation of their promotion orders. 
The Writ Petition was contested on. the grOuhld that ihe appelliirtt Were promoted 

against the vacancies exclusively created for Traffic Warden Service and the matter 
relates to terms and Conditions of service and the appellants have approached wfOhg 

the Honorable High Court accepted tlie petition vide order dated
i'-.

foruiTii However,

24.11.2015.

Civil Petitio'iV was lodged, against the judgment of the Peshawar High Court 
Peshawar before the Flonorable Supreme Court of Pakistan arid the M0fiei'§l3lb 

Court allowed the petition arid the impugned judgment of Honorable High. Cotift

the request of respondents'/ appellants thePeshawar was set aslJe. However, on'
Honorable Courl.s directed that the' Writ Petition filed by the appellants inay be

;»• ■

, 7

departmental appeal and the department may decide the representation oftreated as
° the appellants within a period of 01 month.
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On receipt of the order of the Honorable'Court, the relevant record' 

thoroughly examined which revealed that the impugned promotions of appellants 

were made against the vacancies of the Traffic Warden Service which

'• y was

was
amounting to, out of turn promotion. The Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan has 

issued clear directions with regard to stoppage of out of turn promotion. The 

promotion of appellants against the vacancies of alien cadre were correctly 

cancelled by the Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. There is no force and merit 

in the representations of appellants, and their prayer is not tenable, hence the

representation is rejected.

• •.

AddlrTTrspeeter-fjeneral of Police HQr§: 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
S/ /18

C?

Copy bf tHe above is foi-warded to the, Capital City Police Officer, Pesh^w^r

with reference to his office memo No. 216/LB dhted 06.02.2018, for service of the
/

copy of the order on the appellants.

/

Addl: Inspector General of Police HQrs: 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar. ....

!'

y ; '•4 *'1
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ilial a Standing Order may be issued ihai 
would link promolions with mandatory 
training courses fo'- upper subordinates in 
the various Police Training Schools. An 
upper .';\ibordinai.c 'vil! have to .obtain a total 
of nine (09) mark.':. i >r to promotion.
A training course '■'f '■’ne week duration at 

of Ihc above sf imnl.s will carry one. (1)

spcciali/xd
: P

coiir.'ics 
fraininc .’schools

in ;aig/
Establishmentr

; r/Vi.

■

Tl 1, .

KP Police have established a.;•
numbr.r of specialized school.', 
that are .imparting valuable 
training/ cnnr.scs to lower P.'vcl

;

any
mark while a (wo week course will carry

upper sul.'orclinalcs.'lii order (o 
gel bc.ncnis from MVcsc training 
facililics. it is essential to 
ensure that upper subordinates 

and . qualifies

;•. r / .

two (2) marks.:
1.i

:

ulidc.rgo
mandatory training course.*: in ■

-s'

». •
ihe.se police training schools.
Tfaffir. Wnrdcn.s Police.

■r.'CCPO; 
DIG/HQ: - 
AIG/
Establishment

Ppn meeting, it wasDuring- the 
unanimously-agreed that a separate standing 

be issued for streamlining the

3 t
i

The KP' police have recendy 
introduced T raffiC Wardens

order may
affairs of Traffic Wardens that will address 

sv,.i,cn, m ■ il.;p- PKoyiiH-c, ■ .sdcci.ion, depuliitiqp, tfaiplRg

■ .SIS: b? ffsffis;
■ ''i-ii? aSSlfiSi! lit^l !iii SwitiSrien^

in piliB!- ‘fig BlTlcjih'-f- i'PSfliilii’fi'i RMFS! H 55
„ Sipep ji ij ii 5gjii<|:sl? gSBfS If!!- filicfl iiiigiiEiiiltfcaSJIlffiiSai:

;il {siiiRit ygpFiii& iiiie? ihpv wirnfji s5! ijfprafiieii.Bii 'p? ib§!h
(i;riril!i!!R?l . ii( ‘fliif .SRrfSS; l sEifaiRnpd iprpf!.riip >yiifiipRsiW:vii!^

. ' ji iiR3E;;:si:; fliers !5 ire liy if ipey lifp RP5ipd qn I sgpisf viRl;

- .... .. '■ dispiPi;

:

'i'! "I '

. r

I

Ti-^fne Hie
^i'ncc these .cpiis !;c|Rng [g tfUfe 

. Warf|en?;'.;th!^p ni-9il^RilPn? 
cancjcllefj wUii jinni^dmte effppt.

I .t'

1 i-

I
.i-3 I
! ••

; .<*• • be
' ! I

• ...

■

All the mcmbcr.s of Uw. PPB agreed iharaTT 
coivstables who ha-.'r been recruited through 
NTS will undergo .i mandatory training 
cour.sc of 02 week in the newly established 
l.T School at Peshawar.

m'G
EstablishmentNTSn'mlincd Constables 

Modern Policing requires ''he 
application of IT skill.*: "•itd 
tools. It is therefore essential, 
that lower subordinates pos.-^es 
those skills.

4

s :

h DIG/HQunaniinously decided that aU • wa.s .Ml
committee consisjing of the following wilj

Incentive for Posting In Legal 
nrancli _________________ 1—

!s., AIG/ ;

1
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c
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OFFICE OF THE 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE r 

PESHAWAR.

fiRDER.

OFFICER, !i

i;
No,0919212597 

‘ / /.

.1
/2015. •777 ;• !.

In pursuance of la"’ Police Policy Board Meeting held on
of" Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

lG50/PA/DIG/HQrs:, dated'^

13.(38,2015 duly approved by Inspector General 
Peshawar issued vide DIG/HQrs’
28;aft2blS & : AIG Establishment:Letter Endst: No.159.8-.: 

Kf^y'ber Pc,khtunkh
N.o,2404/E-ii, dated 31.08.2015, the | 
Sub.ftsdecfbrs Issued vide this ofiice 

|7.26i5 Is hereby cancelled.

wa, Peshawar Letter!’'
promotion .NotifiGatlgr^ of 13S prQrnQte^ Qffg:;

■ Notification Nb.n68S.i37Q§/iCM,.0^EedO24i'

!'

A (hlMbj/raK Zeb)PSp 
c/ty PpliEf
Ppshawar.,'

I !

No, , /EC-T.
I ■!;

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary aetienl, to the;-
1 inspect; General of Police; M^way l^shawar. |: 

AddI: Inspector General of Police inwo i-- :■4. . AddI: Inspector Genefff ^
Peshawar. o‘ce. Special .Branch
AddI: Inspector G

2.
. 3.

KPK,i’
5.. *!

Deputy inspector ^-"-ar.
•Deputy Inspector General of Police,' wlf dan Region 

Commandant Police Training College Hangu 
■■ university Campus/Peshawar

Director Anti-Corruption Establishment KPK.
C'lf-P^/^P^^^bon, Investigation & Traffic Pe'shaw^r. •
'The 'genior Superintendent 
Sectof^H^Tl, Islamabad;

^ ^°“'^hera.
CL- f L U, AS..CC u’-1 .orpouter G('ll.. ' •,

1. /6..!.i!
7.

• ^8.'’
I' *

• 9-a 
1.61- ■
11
12.

of Police, Logistic. Headqaurter, '
13.
14.

.1 !
^n,

r '. !*
t.■ i

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In the matter of 
Appeal No. 718/2018

Manzoor Khan ASI No. 748/P CCP, Peshawar
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Palchtunkhwa Peshawar and others.
(Respondents)

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

Respectfully submitted:

The appellant submit his rejoinder as under:

Preliminary Objections:

1. That the present appeal is well within time.

2. That all the necessary parties are included in the appeal.
•I

% • '3. That the appellant has came to this court with clean hands.

4. 'fhat the appellant got cause of action against the respondents.

5. That no rule of estoppel applies to present appeal.

6. That the appellant has not concealed any thing from this>TIon;able

Tribunal.
7. That the appellant has locus standi and got cause ?of action to file the

instant appeal and is maintainable in its present fom.
j

Facts of the Case:

1. Contents of para 1 of the appeal are correct hence no comments.

>

i
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2. Contents of para 2 needs no comments. More over the service 

record shows that the appellant has performed his duty honestly and 

without any complaint till date.

3. Contents of para 3 needs no comments.

4. Contents of para 4 needs no comments.

5. Contents of para 5 needs no comments. Furthermore the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

7. Contents of para 7 needs no comments. Further more the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

8. Contents of para 8 needs no comments. Further more the relevant 

record is attached with the service appeal.

9. Contents of para 9 is incorrect hence denied. It is pertinent to point 

out that presently there is no separate promotion rules in the 

different branches of the Police Department, nor the respondents 

have created different cadre for appellant or framed separate rules 

lor the appellant.

10. Contents of para 10 needs no comments.

11. Contents of para 11 needs no comments.

12. Contents of para 12 is incorrect hence denied, and that of the appeal 

is correct.

1 j. Contents of para 13 is incorrect hence denied, and that of the appeal 

is correct.

Grounds of Appeal:

i. Para A of the appeal is correct, the appellant have not been treated 

in accordance with law, his rights secured and guaranteed under the 

law are badly violated.

ii. Para B of the appeal is correct.

iii. Para C of the appeal is coiTect.

f
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iv. Para; D of the appeal is correct.

V. Para E of the appeal is correct.

vi. Para F of the appeal is correct.

vii. That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable tribunal to 

rely on additional grounds at the hearing of this appeal.

It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal of the appellant may be 

accepted as prayed for.

Appellant

Through

ZARTAJ ANWAR

Advocate Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents 

of the above rejoinder as well as appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been kept back or 

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent
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BEFORE riTE ICHYBER l>AKHHJNKHWA SEUVICK Tl^mUNAL.. >.

PKSIIAWAU.
Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

ManzoorKhan ASl No.748/P CCP, Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS. ■f-

Provincial l^olice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, l^eshawar. 

AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.

DIG/HQrs: Khyber Paldalunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.....................................

1.

2.

3.

4. Respondents.

Reply on behalf of Respondents No. 1,2,3*&4. 

Respectfully Sheweth:- 

PRELTMINARY OBJEC nONS.

1. That the appeal is badly time barred.

1 hat the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appellant has not come to this court with clean hands.

That the appellant has no cause of action.

I'hat the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

1 hat the appellant concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.
1 hat the appellant has got no locus standi and cause of action to file the instaril 

appeal.

. 2.

3.

4.

5.

6. 1KA

"I.

FACTS:-

1- Para relates to record hence needs no comments.

2- Para No. 2 is for the petitioner to prove.

3- Para No. 3 is admitted correct.

4- Para No. 4 is legal, hence no comments.

5- Para No. 5 relates to record, hence needs no comments.

7- Para No. 7 relates to record, hence needs no comments.

8- Para No. 8 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

•t
\}

V
,;V
' id'

9-Para No.9 is incorrect. Actually 'fraffic Warden is a separate Establishment, and

appellant alongwith his other colleagues were not entitled for promotion over the 

sanctioned seats of other establishment i.e. fraific Warden therefore their
promotion order being unlawfully passed on the vacant seats of other unit 

cancelled vide order Endst: No. 1657()/EC-1 dated 04.09.2015 in pursuance of 18
was

lb
i

j



Police Policy Board (PPB) meeting held on 13.08.2015 in the best interest of the 

department.'

10-Para No. 10 is incorrect. The order dated 24.11.2015 passed by the Plon’able 

Court was without Jurisdiction which was challenged in the Apex Court, by filing 

CPLA through Law Department. The Supreme Court of Pakistan subsequently 

vide judgment dated 26.01.2018 set aside order of the Hon’ble Court , converted 

the petition into department appeal and remanded back to respondent department 

with the direction to decide the same in one month, 

d 1-Para No. 11 is correct as per record.

12-Para is incorrect. Ihe appeal was decided with in stipulated period of 

month and their appeal 

■ department. (Copy annexed)

: 13-Para No. 13 is incorrect. Order issued on 04.09.2015 was lawful and based on 

, genuine grounds.

one

was rejected vide order dated 21.02.2018 by respondent

4
GROUNDS:-

A-Incorrect. Ihe appellant was treated as per law/rules, no provision of law has 

been violated.

B- Incorrect. Para already explained in above para’s, and no right of appellant has 

been violated.
i:I*

C-Incorrect. As already explained in the above para that traffic warden i“ 

separate establishment functioning under the command of DIG/Traffic and
is a

promotion over the vacant posts of warden was inadvertently made which after 

due deliberation was later on cancelled vide order dated 04.09.2015 by the

respondent department.

D- Para is repetition of Para C.

E- Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity of personal hearing, 

h- Incorrect. The appellant was legally treated as per law and rules.

G-4hat respondent may also be allowed to advance any additional ground at the ' 

time of hearing of the appeal.

>-s-r.
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>
PRAYERS:-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light ot above facts, 

pbmissions the appeal of the appellant devoid of merits, legal footing may be 

set aside/ dismissed.

:

r

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

I
\

■ \
r
\V \V

creputy_In^_ect(jf General ^ Police, 
Hqrs: KhyberPakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

I

I

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar. 1

■1

;
I

)
AIG Establishment, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

4

j
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} BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHIUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 718/2018.

Appellant.Manzoor Khan ASI No.748/P CCP, Peshawar...

VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

ATG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar.

DIG/I-lQrs; Khyber Paldilunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar....................................

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1 ,2,3 & 4 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that the contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our
i

knowledge and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this tlonorable 

Tribunal.

1.

2.'

3.

Respondents.. 4.

I

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
i

\ ■i

\
De|3uty Inspect^ General of Police, 

HQrsikhyber-Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

AIG Establishment,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar.

]


