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The appeal of Mr. Hidayat Ullah resubmitted today
by ‘Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak Advocate. It is fixed for
preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar

on . Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel 3
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The appeal of Mr. Hidayat Ullah Head Constable Police Line, Kohat received today i.e. on
4.11.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the .

appeHént for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2-" Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
3- Copy of departmental appeal against the impugned order 05.10.2022 is not attached

with the appeal which may be placed on it.
2/ Page no. 62 of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
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Service Appeal No./éa/ 2022

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appellant.

Hidayat Ullah................. [PPSR
Versus
~ The Inspector General of Police & others...........ccc....... -Respondents.
INDEX
S.# ] - Description of Documents . Date _Annexure | Pages |
1 Memo of Service Appeal with .
© | affidavit. -3
) Copies of the orders dated 26-02- A
* | 2019 and order dated 17-09-2019 <~ 9
Copy of the consolidated judgment
dated 17-01-2022 in service appeal B '
3 | No. 647/2019 and Service Appeal lo-13
No.1405/2020 E
4. | Copy of the inquiry reports C [(1, TA
s Copy of the service appeal D
" | #3439/2021 L1-53
Copy of Minutes of DPC meeting
dated 02-03-2021 and promotion o —
6| order#3247-51/SRC dated 03-03- S4-$5
2021 '
Copy of CoC #281/2022" and
- re-instatement order -
™ | OB#188/SRC dated Y SE60
21-06-2022
Copy of the DPC meeting
dated 08-06-2022 and
A subsequent promotion order ¢ 6 [ -[J iR
dated 10-06-2022
9. | Copy of departmental appeal H _ 62.—6 /,
Copy of office directions of _
- | respondent No.2 vide AN
1 No0.7822/SRC dated _ 25- esce-Aey 6163
08-2022 and poprggeed promebiend
11. | Wakalat Nama. N 30 |-




Through A_b\,/'{\@
Ashraf Ali Khattak

Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Ali Ba ughal

Advocate,
District Courts, Peshawar

&
acékté%”‘““/
Sadia Umar

Advocate,
District Courts; Peshawar
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Dated: /12022




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 2022
- Hidayat Ullah,
Head Contable (BPS-09),
Police Line, Kohat........c.oooveiiiiiiiiiiiie ....Appellant.
Versus
1. The Inspector General of Police,

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police,
' Kohat Region, Kohat.

3. The District Police Officer,
District Kohat.. . ..ot e Respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
N0.9370-75 /SRC DATED KOHAT THE 05-10-2022
PASSED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF
THE APPELLANT WHEREIN HE  WAS
'PROMOTED TO THE POST OF OFFG: HEAD
'CONSTABLE ~ (BPS-09) WITH IMMEDIATE
EFFECT. | |

PRAYER:

1. " Declare that appellant was entitled for his promotion to the post of
Head Constable (BPS-09) w.e.f. 03-03-2021 ie. the date when
colleagueé and junibrs to him on promqtion list C-1 were promoted to
the post of Head Constable (BPS-O9) and the impugned Notification
N0.9370-75/SRC dated 05-10-2022 wherein appellant has been
promoted to the post of Head Constable (BPS-09) wi‘th immediate

effect as illegal, unlawful to the extent of immediate effect only.
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Declare that appellant is entitled to be promoted w.e.f. 03-03-2021
when colleagues and juniors to him on promotion list C-I have been

promoted.

Direct the respondents to bring necessary amendment / corrigendum

in the impugned order dated 05-10-2022 and promote the appellant .

w.e.f. 03-03-2021 when colleagues and juniors to him on promotioﬁ

list C-I have been promoted.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate inh the circumstances of the

case and not asked for specifically, may also graciously be granted to.

the appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth,

~ The facts given rise to the present service appeal are as under;

1. That appellant has been serving in the Police Department. He has long
service standing at his credit. He has been awarded numerous
Commendation Certificates for his extra ordinary and blave se1v1ces
beyond the call of his duty.

2. That appellant was proceeded against departmentally for certain false =

allegations and awarded punishment of (i) Reduction from higher
stage to lower stage in the same time scale of pay for a period of 03
years with immediate effect vide OB No.299 dated 26-02-2019, which
was later on reduced to 02 years by the appellate authority vide Order
No.4215/EC dated 10-05-2019 and 2ndly (ii) Reversion from the rank

of LHC to the substantive rank of Foot Constable and seniority to be

fixed as junior most of the Foot Constables of the District Police vide
Order OB No.1249 dated 17-10-2019. (Copies of the orders dated 26-
02-2019 and order dated 17-09-2019 are attached as Annexure-A.)

3. That appellant impugned both the above penalties in Service Appeal

No0.647/2019 and Service Appeal No.1405/2020 before this Tribunal.
This Hon’ble Tribunal was pleased to allow both the appeals vide
Judgment dated 17-01-2022 and directed the official respondents to
re-instate the appellant on his original position as LHC with all back

benefits. (Copy of the consolidated judgment dated 17-01-2022 in-.

service appeal No. 647/2019 and Se1v1ce Appeal No. 1405/2020 is
attached as Annexure- B)

4. That it is also pertment to mention here that appe]lant was also
proceeded with shpshod summary proceedings and awarded major
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penalty of dismissal from service by respondent No.3 vide Order OB
No. 1392 dated 04-11-2019. Appellant impugned the same through
Revision Petition under section 11-C of the Police Rule, 1975.
Respondent No.1 was pleased to refer the case to Police Board and the
Board recommended reinstatement of the appellant with directions to

“conduct De Novo inquiry. Two consecutive De Nove inquiries were

conducted and appellant was held innocent by both the inquiries
officers, but ‘the competent authority imposed minor penalty of
Censure along with treating the intervening period as leave without
pay. Appellant being aggrieved of the penal order again approached
the respondent No.1 by submitting Revision Petition under section 11-
C of the Police Rules, 1975. The Board was pleased to allow the
Revision petition and resultantly appellant was re-instated and the
intervening period was treated as leave of the kind due. Copy of the
inquiry reports are attached as Annexure-C.

That appellant has also impugned the order ibid to the extent of

“treating the intervening period as leave before this Hon’ble Tribunal in

service appeal N0.3439/2021. before this Hon’ble Tribunal in which

comments have been filed and is fixed for 28-11-2022 for final
- arguments. Copy of the service appeal #3439/2021 is attached as

Annexure-D.

That during the -course of above narrated legal proceeding;

. Department Promotion Committee was held vide dated 02-03-2021 in

the Office of respondent No.3 wherein constables including the
appellant on promotion list C-1 were considered for promotion to the
substantive posts of LHC. The name of appellant was lying at Serial

No.3. The case of appellant was deferred on the ground that major

penalties of Reduction from higher stage in the same time scale of
pay for two years vide OB No.1249 dated 17-10-2019 and Reversion
from the rank of LHC to the rank of LHC to the rank of FC vide OB
No0.299 dated 26-02-2019 have been imposed upon the appellant. 13
numbers of LHC on promotion List C-1 were promoted and appellant
was deprived vide Order No.3247-51/SRC dated 03-03-2021. Copy of
Minutes - of DPC meeting dated 02-03-2021 and promotion

_ order#3247-51/SRC dated 03-03-2021is attached as Annexure-E.

That since the respondents were reluctant to implement the judgment
of the this Hon’ble Tribunal dated 17-01-2022 in Service Appeal#
647/2019 and Service Appeal No.1405/2020 therefore, appellant filed

Execution Petition#281/2022 before this Hon’ble Tribunal. During the

course of Execution proceeding; appellanf was re-instated on his
original position vide order OB#188/SRC dated 21-06-2022. Copy of

. CoC #281/2022 and re-instatement order OB#188/SRC .dated

21-06-2022 are attached as Annexure-F.

That on 08-06-2022, another DPC meeting was held, wherein 12
numbers of LHCs on promotion list C-1 were considered for regular

\W
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

promotion to the substantive post of LHCs. The name of the appellant
was lying at Serial No.l of the list. Appellant was under legitimate

~ expectancy for promotion with effect from earlier round of promotion

dated 03-03-2021 as the stigma on part of appellant was no more in
field. ' '

That Departmental Promotion Committee again deferred the case of
the appellant for the reason of punishment “Reduction from the rank
of LHC to Foot Constable vide OB No0.299 dated 17-10-2019 and
more sa it was also endorsed that the case of the appellant is under

litigation.

That the departmental Promotion Committee has mis-conceived the
spirit and provision of the judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal. The
above mentioned punishment “Reduction from the rank of LHC to
Foot Constable vide OB No0.299 dated 17-10-2019 was no more in
field and were set aside by this Hon’ble Service Tribunal vide
consolidated judgment dated 17-01-2022. Respondent No.3 vide
Order No0.5349-51/SRC dated 10-06-2022 promoted 10 numbers of
LHCs on promotion list C-1 to the substantive post of LHC and
deprive the appellant from his legitimate right of promotion. Copy of
the DPC meeting dated 08-06-2022 and subsequent promotion order
dated 10-06-2022 are attached as Annexure-G.

That upon receiving information; appellant applied for the attested
copies of the impugned promotion orders, which were granted on
07-07-2022 and submitted departmental appeal on 01-08-2022 before
the respondent No.2; praying thereby to promote the appellant w.e.f.
03-03-2021 when colleagues and juniors to him were promoted to the

" post of Head Constable (BPS-09). Copy of departmental appeal is
~ attached as Annexure-H.

That the departmental appeal of the appellant was duly probessed and
the Worthy respondent No.2 was pleased to direct the respondent No.2

* to promote the appellant in accordance with law and rules and in the

light of the Judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan. Copy
of office directions of respondent No.2 vide No.7822/SRC dated

25-08-2022 is attached as Annexure-I. .

That meeting of Departmental Promotion Committee was held in DPO
Office, Kohat on 04-10-2022 whereby number of LHCs on promotion
list C-1 including appellant were considered and recommended for
promotion as officiating Head Constable (BPS-09).

That the respondent No.3 vide impugned notification No0.9370-
75/SRC dated 05-10-2022 promoted appellant alongwith-others to the
post of offg: Head Constable (BPS-09) with immediate effect instead
of promoting the appellant w.e.f. 03-03-2021 i.e. the date when
colleagues and juniors to the appellant have been promoted, hence the
instant service appeal inter alias on the following grounds;




(&)

.‘J‘ﬂv

S

That the authority has not treated the appellant in accordance with law, -
rules and policy on the subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of
the Constitution of Pakistan,1973. 1 DPC meeting was held on
02-03-2021 wherein all eligible candidates on promotion list C-1 were
considered for promotion to the rank of Head Constable (BPS-09).
Appellant was at Sr. No.3 of the list but he was deferred due to
departmental punishment. All juniors to the appellant were promoted
vide order N0.3247-51/SRC dated 03-03-2021. 2" DPC meeting was
held on  02-06-2022 and all eligible candidates on promotion list C-
1 were considered and promoted to the rank of Head Constable (BPS-
09). Appellant was at Sr. No.l of the promotion list: C-1 but was
deferred on ground of departmental punishment again. This Hon'ble
Tribunal vide Order / Judgment dated 17-01-2022 in Service Appeal
No.647/2019 and 1405/2020, set aside the punishment awarded by the
departmental  authorities. ~ Appellant  immediately  submitted
departmental appeal before respondent No.2 for profarma promotion.

~ Respondent No.2 directed the respondent No.3 to consider appellant in

the forthcoming DPC for promotion to the post of Head Constable
(BPS-09) in the light of the Judgment of the Hon ble Supreme Court
of Pakistan. Meeting of DPC was held on 04-10-2022 and considered
all eligible LHCs on promotion list C-1 including the appellant.
Appellant was promoted to the post of Head Constable (BPS-09) on
offg: basis and was conditionally promoted to the rank of HC (BPS-
09) subject to the outcome of the CPLA filed by the respondents in the

. Supreme Court of Pakistan against the Judgment of this Hon'ble

Tribunal dated 17-01-202 but with immediate effect. Since the stigma
of departmental punishment is no more in the field therefore, appellant
was entitled to be promoted with effect from the date when juniors to

‘him have been promoted i.e. 03-03-2021. On this score alone:

appellant is entitled for his promotion to the rank of Head Constable
(BPS-09) with retrospective effect. '

That every civil servant has-legitimate expectancy of rising up in

government hierarchy by means of promotion. In the instant case,
appellant had legitimate expectancy of promotion with his
contemporary junior officers but was deprived of his promotion for no
fault on his part. Appellant remained under continues disciplinary
actions and was penalized illegally. Since the s_tignda of penalization is
no more in the field therefore, appellant is entitled for his profarma
promotion with effect from the date when juniors to him have been '
promoted. Wisdom has been derived from- the Judgment of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as 2016.SCMR 1784.

That it is now as settled law that profama or antedated promotion
orders are made by the Government while exercising the inherent
power derived under the provisions of Section 22 of the Act and under
this statutory provision, the competent authority is. not vested with
unlimited or unguided powers rather the power vested or qualified

~ with just and equitable purposes therefore, it is clear that antedated or

profarma promotion are granted to the civil servants, who has been
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Dated:

g1abbed in continuous disciplinary proceedings without knowing the
sin or crime he has committed. Wisdom has derived from the
Judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as
1995 PLC (C.S) 59.

"That the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan in numbers of reported

]

judgments has held that promotion of a civil servants cannot be
withheld due to pending proceedings in Court of Law. In the instant
case although CPLA has been filed by the respondents against the
judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal, but the same has neither been
suspended nor otherwise allowed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of
Pakistan. In circumstance, the respondents have no other option but to
accede to the direction of the Hon’ble Tribunal and implement it in
letter and spirit. Reliance is placed on the Reported Judgment of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as 2007 SCMR 1769,

- 2007 SCMR 1355.

That appellant is eligible and qualified for ‘confirmation against the
substantive post of HC with effect from the date when juniors to him
were promoted i.e.03-03-2021. The refusal on the part of respondent
No.3 is untenable in the eyes of law.

That the appellant would like to seek the permission of this Hon'ble
Tribunal to advance more grounds at the time of arguments.

In view of the above submissions, it is humbly prayed that the

instant service appeal may kindly be allowed 7S, 1ayed for-above

Through sk 2 o
Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

’V

ht Mughal
vocate, _

District Courts, Peshawar

. &
- ,§5 adiatHer
“Sadia Umar
Advocate,

District Courts, Peshawar

/2022
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*  BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

i Service Appeal No. 2022
Hidayat Ullah,
Head Contable (BPS-09), :
Police Line, Kohat...........cooviiiiiiiiiii Appellant.
"~ Versus
The Inspector General of Police, ‘ F :
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & others.......... ....Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Hidayat Ullah Head Constable, Police Force, Kohat, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare ovn' oath that the contents of this
service appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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] ms'rmc'r POLICE OFFICER,
| KOHAT
T_el: 0922-92(011( Fax 9260125 %

t
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wtprr ] - s s His

ORDER’ i

! .
5 This order is p]\szcd on the dcpartment nqwry (summarv
e proceedings) against LHC Hifiayat Ullah No. 881, under the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1976 ( mendment 2014). . 2
.... I ! .
- . Brief facts of the case are that it has.been noticed through

reliable so at Ullah No. 881. indulged

himself in the following:-
i. Extra departmental activities.

i, Miss-use of his authorities for personal gam
iii. Not paying due attentlon to his legal obligations/
' responsibilities.
v, Iil-reputed as per source.

The defaultar offmal was served with Show Cause Notice.
to which he submltted reply and found un- satisfactory.

The defaulter official was called in O.R on 25.02.2018 and
nisconduct. He was heard in person, but failed to advance

urce / secret information that LHC Hiday

apprised about his t
any plausible axplanation

| have gone through the record, which tlanspllc‘ that the
16 _bad €& ies) in his credit, including

e

oy defaultar official  has (€2(0CJa
™ on the charges of getting ilegal gratification and

\L* @)) pumshments awarded to hi
Rl [, uces Therefore, on the available record and other source, | am
salis

anl ‘r‘! W L fied that the charges leveled against the accused official are established
e beyond any shadow of doubt. Furthermore, he is also.held gu:ltv of charge of
quomtttmq anonymous complaints. ’

Tharafora, in axoreise of power ‘conferred upon Mme under =~
section (2) of KP_Police Rules (amendment 2014)1975, the general ’
proceedmg: are dispoens od with a punishment reduction from higher staqc
to lower stage in the same.lt time scale of paymperlod of Od ycat_, TS
W official LHC Hndny':t Ullah Noa\8g1 with immediate
offect. |
S
Announced
25022009

: . DISTRICT POLlCE OFFICER,.
I 2N KOHAT%Z(
OB No 2. .

Date ,1,6 g 12019 | )
- No ‘1 FIPA dm_d Kohat lhc ,2@ d 2019, \
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OFFICE OF THE :
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

- KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

RO N ¢
g g l,r", ’)
ORDER |
This order will dispose of departmental proceedings initiated
against LHC Hidayat Ullah No. 881 (hereinafter called accused official) of
this district Police, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975
(amendment 2014). :
Facts of the proceedings are that it was noticed through reliable
source that the accused official had links with a notorious chn
@s.Tapoo gang Nusrat Khel. The information was confront through different® iW
sMccused official, which was pursued and proved. usheht guﬂ‘v’
Therefore the accused official was served with Show Cause Notice under the Q,) WAL
rules Ibid: Reply submitted by the accused official received and found CDR‘ '
unsatisfactory. ' @MAUJL(: i
“ The links / involvement of the accused official was also confront - Sho L
Y ¢ through secret probe, which transpires that the accused official contacted the Shers ‘S
gang and asked to pressurize the Police through different source from m”lﬁ to

restricting to Police legal action against them (Gang). further proved that the o sisedd
accused official being member of a disciplined department supported the e
criminal gang in narcotics dealing for his personal gang and committed gross
professional misconduct. Therefore, the accused official is stigma on Police
department. : -
Record gone through, which transpires that the accused official is }0_;5"‘_1:/‘7;3}/

ill-reputed, awarded different kind of punishments, but he does not minds his wﬁ}ﬁ’»@,ﬁg
way and indulged himself in illegal activities. Further the charge/allegation %'

leveled against him has been established beyond any shadow of doubt. :
Being ill-reputed and previous conduct of the accused official, |, -
Capt. ® Wahid Mehmood, District Pohce Ofﬁcer KOhdt in exercise of powers
conferred upon me under the rules ibid, dlspense with general proceedmgs No Maj°"
and a punishment of reversion from the rank of LHC to the substantive rank of ’ euaHd
Foot Constable is imposed on accused official Hidayat Ullah No. 881 Wlth ™ a}
lmmedlate _effect. His seniority be fixed as junior most Foqt Constables of °

the district Police. '.4%‘\'

"Announced e v

17.10.2019 T

B g 10—
' 1¥-ee A

08 No. L2 F¥ RPN

Dated /2220
No3 304 Zz%‘ 7 /PA dated Kohat the _{ & «/¢2 * 2019.

Copy of above for necessary action to the::-
1. Reader/Pay ofﬁcer/SRC/OHC for necessary action.
2. R.WL.O.

3. Accused official

) "’
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“ /
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BEFORE THE KHY@ER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

_' | R
Service Appeal No. 647/2019 s “‘L“—'E\\T\\

_ L - \'._ 5

Date of Institution ... 17.05.2019 {i : L "“l

Date of Decision ...  17.01.2022. © e g

S——

:‘\\h-—. ‘;
Hidayat Uliah LHC No. 881 Operation Staff Karak Pohce Takht-e-Nusrati. o

(Appellant)
' | ‘ ' VERSUS
Inspector General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Peshawar and-others.
(Respondents)
Ashraf Ali Khattak,
Advocate . For Appellant
Muhammad Adeel Butt, ‘ ' -
Additional Advocate General : For responcdents
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN
ATIQ-UR-REHM@N’WEZIR MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
,_ } ‘“\_// e DL L LR LR P SRR
B JUDGMENT

( ATIOQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- This single judgment shall
dispoSe of the instant service appeaIAas well as his connected Service Appeal
bearing No. 1405/2020 vtit‘led “Hidayat Ullah Versus Inspector General of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Police Peshawar and others” as common tjuestion of law and facts

are involved therein.

62. Brief facts of the case are that the appellant has impugnad two adverse
brder»s in his sepafa*ce service éppeals. Vide impugned order dated 26-02-2019,
punishmént of reducti.on from higher stage to lower stage in the same time scale
of pay for the .period of three years has been imposed upon the appellant, which -

was reduced to two years by the appellate authority, whereas in another case,

\ ““"“ xhe®de impugned order dated 17-10-2019 the penalty of reversion from the rank of -

“Sreihuned

ST E YO GO UUT S - S AR e & Sy



LHC to the substantive rank of Fobt Constable, which was also challenged by the

e

appellant vide his departmental appeal,' which was not responded, hence the
appellant filed separate service appeals with respect to both the issues with
prayers that the impugned orders may be set aside and the appellant may be
restored to his old position as before ane the order of punishments may be ‘set

aside.

- 03. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the allegations

e
- ;/'j{\ e
’ Ri "’
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leveled against the appellant were never practiced by the appellant and always
earned good name for the department; that it is settled principle of natural justice

that one should not be condemned unheard but in case of the appellant no

“inquiry was conducted; that punishment awarded to the appellant of time scale is

nelther in the list of relevant rules nor in E&D Rules; that the appellant was |
penallzed op/the basis of discreet inquiry, which.is not supported by any rule or
Ia)/v/that the appellant was not afforded opportunity to be heard in person, hence
the appellant was condemned unheard; that nothing has been proved against the -

appellant and the appellant was penalized on the basis of presumptions.

04. Learned Addmonal Advocate General for the respondents has contended

that on the one hand the appellant had indulged hlmself in illegal activities,

‘misused his authority for personal gains and was found ill reputed. On the other

hand, the appellant was found involved having links with notorious criminal
gangs, theref‘ore he was served with showcause notice separately in both cases;
that reply of the showcause notices was found un-satisfactory, hence he was
awarded With the punishments from time to time but the appellant did not mend
his way; that his service recerd is full of bad entries and he is not willing to abide

by law and rule and has always displayed to be a disobedient subordinate.

05. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

FXANINE
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06. Record would suggest the appellant was awarded with major punishment

bf reduction in time scale for a period of three years, but regular inquiry was
~ dispensed with and the penalty was awardéd through summary proceedings,
whi.ch However is illegal, as major punishment cannot be awarded through
~summary proceedings. It was also noted that such penalty is not available in the
list of penalties in Police Rules, 1975; hence, the pena»lty» so awarded is illegal.
_ The second punishment of reversion from rank of LHC to the;substantive rénks of
Foot‘ Constable was also awqrded to the appellant through summery proceedings,
“which too was illegal as minor penalty can be imposed in case of summary
_proceeding but in the instant case, major punishment was awarded through

summary proceedings, which too is illegal.

07. Keeping ifl view the position explained above, the instant appeal as well

as the 'c‘o;nnected service appeal are accepted. The impugned order dated 26-02-

2019 and 17-10-2019 are set aside. Respondents however are at liberty to
proceed the appellant under General Proceedings by providing him appropriate

opportunity of defense. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to record room.

to record room.

. ANNOUNCED
17.01.2022
QO o
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) | ' (ATIQ-UR-REFIMAN WAZIR)

CHAIRMAN MEMBER (E)

Khyltes#Tch
Service Tribun

Wk
Peshawar

drwg,
al,
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ORDER R
e 17.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant ‘present. Mr. Mubammad Ade‘eli-'"
5 d Ades

S

Butt, Addltlonal Advocate Cneneral for ,respondent present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file of service
appeal bearing No..647/2019 titled‘ "Hidayat Ullah Versus Inspector
General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Peshawar and others”, the instant
appeal is accepted. The impugned' order dated 26-02-2019 and 17-'10-
2019 are set aside. Respondents however are at liberty to proceed tl'le
appellant under General'Proceedings by providing him appropriate .

opportunity of defense. Parties are left to bear their own costs. -File be

consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
17.01.2022

.

. st , % ) : / -

: <_Z§_/ﬁ,,’/ At - . \// SIS

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN | - MEMBER (E)
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OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
~ KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125
No /PA dated Kohat the ___/ /2020
ORDER

o In pursuance of AddL: inspector General of Police HQrs, -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa order No. S/ 3334 /20 dated 11.08.2020. Ex-Constable
Hidayat Ullah No. 881 is hereby re-instated in service only for the purpose of

DISTR%—P&:EE‘O'F CER, E

KOHAT

denovo enquiry.

OB No. 0
Dated 2.5 = O8</2020
No 7225 28 pA dated 25 -8. 2020

Copy of above is submitted to the:- 4
1. Addl: Inspector General of Police, HQrs Peshawar wir to his

| office order No. quoted above, please.
| - 2. Regonal bolice Officer, Kohat wir to his office Endst: No.
9108/EC dated 24.08.2020, please.
3. ‘Line Officer/ Reader/ SRC/OHC /Pay Officer for necessary
action. :

DlST@—P ER,

KOHAT




* Office of the
District Police Officer,
' Kohat

No fl/_g_ ‘ PA ':Dﬁtec{ 3_«5}_‘8.:/2020

DISCIPLINARY ACTION
1,  JAVED JOBAL, DISTRICT POLICE_OFFICER, KOHAT, na

1.

competent authority, am of the opinion that you Ex-Constable Hidayat Ullah
No. 881 (now reinstated for the pu ose of denovo en have rendered
yourscll Liable o be’ proceeded uguinsl, dcpurhncnluﬂy under  Khyher
Pakhtinkhwa Police Rule 1975 (Amendment 2014) as you have committed the

following acts/ omissions. ‘
STATEMENT OF" ALLEGATIONS

That you after your re-instatement in service vide

. W/AddL IGP HOQrs Peshawar Order No. S/ 3334/20 dated

11.08.2020. Your conduct is mysterious.and jll-reputed.

1t was observed from secret sourcé that you have contacts
with criminals / notorious narcotics sellers / peddlers,
and support / facilitate them in social crimes. :

i, In the above context, audio recording with contacts and
facilitating the criminals has been obtained and saved
separate. ) :

- You while posted at Police station Shakardara
misbchaved with applicant and insulted him inside Palice
station. In this regard a video was viral on social media

. which also defamed the image of Police department.

iv. . On perusal of your service record you are il reputed, &
stigma on Police department and earned bad name (o the

_ _ entire department.
' 2 ) for the purpose of scrutinizing the conductl ol said

accused with reference to the above allegations SDPO_Saddar, Kohat is

\ _ appointed .as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance with

-provision of the Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to
the accused official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days of
the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishmcnt or other

appropriate action against the accused official. .
The accused official shall join the proceeding on the date,

time and place fixed by the eng iry officer.
lDISTl%‘ 1CER,

KOHAT

e R

e

=

ey

foet i AT

| No.4/5?3 940 /PA, dated 25 - 8~ 2020

Copy of above is forwarded to:- ,
1. SDPO __Saddar, Kohat;- For denovo departmcntal proceeding

against the accused under the rules ibid.

e s e et +

2. Accused Constable:- The accﬁscd is directed to appear before the
Engquiry officer, on the date, time and place fixed by the enquiry
officer, for the purpose of enquiry proceedings.

.......

]
g
)




OFFICE OF THE
DY: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

SADDAR CIRCLE KOHAT _
Em'ail:dspsaddarkt@gmail.com Phone:0922-9260120

No. 75O IPA Dated: 30/09/2020

“To, The District Police Officer,
Kohat.

Subject: DENOVO ENQUIRY -

Memo: Enclosed please find a finding report in
enquiry against Constable Hidayat Ullah No.

881 is sent herewith for your worth perusal

and further orders.

o l—us
* SANOBAR SHAH

Sub: Divisional Police Officer
~ Saddar Circle, Kohat

“(Enquiry Officer)

l-'.ﬁcl: @

...............................



mailto:l@gmail.com

I+

' DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST EX.CONSTABLE
. HIDAYAT ULLAH NO. 881/ 78 |

/ [DATE OF ENLISTMENT

ALLEGATIONS [PUC Flag A)

DETAIL OF GOOD & BAD Good Entries
1 ENTRIES | Minor Major
Bad Entries
i. That you after your re-instatement in service

| vide W/Addl: IGP HQrs Peshawar Order No. S/

3334/20 dated 11.08.2020.. Your conduct is
mysterious and ili-reputed. It was observed from
secret’ -source that you  have contacts with
criminals / notorious narcotics sellers / peddlers,
and support / facilitate them in social crimes.

ii. In the above context, audio recording with
contacts and facilitating the criminals has been
obtained and saved separate.
iii. - You while . posted at - Police station
Shakardara misbchaved  with applicant and
insulted him inside Police station. In this regard a
video was viral on social ‘media which also
defamed the image of Police departinent. i
iv.  On perusal of your service record you are ill
reputed, a stigma on Police department and |’
carned bad name to the ¢ntire department,

OF ALLEGATIONS (Flag B}
AND WRITTEN REPLY (Flag C)

CHARGE SHEET/ 'STATEMENT -

Issued and served upon the defaulter official and
SDPO Saddar, Kohat was appointed as Enquiry
Officer. :

FINDING RECOMMENDATION
OF ENQUIRY OFFICER (Flag D)

The Enquiry Officer conducted departmental
enquiry. and submit his finding ~report and !
exonerated {from the charg&'}_‘ leveled against him.

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

W/DPO,\KOHAT

77 g
~ /
Submitted for favor of perusal an?}i&;ﬁ@“/
’ ' o s

Nil / :




OFFICE O F THE
DISTRICT POLlCE OFFICER,
KOHAT

Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

No._s. Ié Lf /PA Dated Qz jé: «~ /2020

The accused offi cial namely constable Hidayat Ullah No. 98 heard
rly room held on 20.10. 0020 and record gone through. The

persona\ly in orde
fied with the enqmry proceedings | report hence, the

_ ‘understgned is not satis
port are set aside and ordered for re-enquiry. SP Operations Kohat is

enquiry re
appointed as enquiry officer and directgd to conclude the ré enquiry proceedings

within stipulated period.

(Encl:-L}?)’ )




OFFICE OF THE A '
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE |70 Tl 622887
INVESTIG ATION HAN GU EmaiI:spin;emgaﬂonhangu@yahnn.com
To : ‘The Regional Police Officer, .
' ' Kohat Region Kohat.
No. / JInv dated Hangu the Qé /22 JZOZO.
Subject: . DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST LX—CONSTABLL"

HIDAYAT ULLAH NO. 881.

. Memorandum: - - ' ' o

Kindly refer to your u[[u.c_ Lindst: No. 20/ LC dated 0LOL. 2020, Endst:

No. 697/FC dated 15.01 2020 and Endst: Nn 201"\-14/]:(" chh‘d 03.02.2020 on the case

noted above in the subject. : K

' Departmental Enqulry conducted against Ex- Consfable Hidayat
Ullah No. 881, finding report along with enqulry documents containing . pages

is submitted herewith for further necessary action please.

Encl: Service Roll = 0
Fujji Missal = 01
Enquiry File \New/old) = 01

= 01

Memory Card -

Superintendent of Police,
Inveehgahon, Hangu.

No. [/ LZ /v dated Hangu the A /2020
Copy of the above is submitted to the District Police Officer, Kohat

for favour of informatipsr®/T to his office Letter No. 40/OHC dated 29.01.2020 pléase.

N SO ' Superintendent of Police,
' Investigation, Hangu.




|
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DENQVO ENQUIRY AGAINST EX-CONSTABLE HIDAYAT
ULLAH NO.881 OF DISTRICT POLICE, KOHAT

o1. Undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer vide order of
enquiry bearing worthy DPO office Kohat letter No.4239-40/PA dated
95.08.2020 in order to ascertain the alleged charges of misconduct'
leveled against Ex-Constable Hidayat Ullah No.881. Vide above

mentioned letter, defaulter Police Constable was issued charge sheet
along with summary of allegations with the following allegations.

i, That you after your re-instatement in service vide W/Addl: IGP
HOrs Peshawar Order No. S/ 3334/20 dated 11.08.2020.
Your conduct is mysterious and ill-reputed. It was observed
from secret source that you have contacts with criminals /
notorious narcotics sellers / peddlers, and supporl / fucilitule
them in social crimes. : ' '

A, In the ahovue cantext, ctiiel
" facilitating the criminals has been obtained and saved

in recording with contacts and

separate.
iii. You while posted at Police Station Shalkardara misbehaved

 with applicant and insulted him inside Police Station. In this

- regard a video was viral on social media which also defamed
the image of Police department. .

iv. On perusal of your service record you are ill reputed, a stigma
on Police department and earned bad name to the entire

department.

02. . By the allegations above, Charge Sheet was duly served upon
defaulter Police Constable with direction to submit his written defence
within given period. As per instmcﬁons, defaulter Police Constable
currently posted at Police Lines, Kohat produced his written statement
stating therein that he has not links/relations with any criminal
gang/group and aos a proof his previous record is also found clear

(Statement attached).

03. defaulter Police Constable was summoned, duly interviewed
who negated the overnll allegntions levelled against him and staled that
he is an innocent and always obeyed the good orders of disciplined
force. During hearing, defaulter Police Constable presented appcal'ordcr
issued from the office of worthy DPO, Kohat however, from the perusal
of the same, appellant/ defaulter Police Constable has been forgiven by

the competent authority (appeal order aj:tached).

o4. _For.s'.crutinizing the facts, written stat
from DFC, DBS and Beat officer stating in-their statements that the
evelled against defaulter Police Constable could not stands

allegations 1
L supervision is underway, in this regard

pmvc' and - further  stric
(Statements.attachcd).

0S. Upon perusal of statements recorded from area clders,

reflected that defaulter Police Constable has no links with criminal

p;ruup but he is a peace loving person in the arca (Statements attached).

ements were recorded

- :_—_./—--t et e o oo




06. As far as the allegations vide serial No.iii are concerned,
uppliuué}ml. Mubushir Quieshi s/o Niyaz Gul r/o incharge NADRA oflice
Shakatdara recorded in his written statement that he has patched up
the matter with Muhammad Riyasat r/u Miunwuali and now, upplicant
does not want to take further any action against defaulter Police
Constable who is not involved in the casc (Stalcments attached).

07. In the light of the above enquiry conducted, undersigned is of

the opinion that Constable Hidayat Ullah No.881 is recommended to be
exonerated from the charges framed against him.

All related documents are enclosed with the enquiry file.

- Submitted please

Sub: Ditl41 Police Officer
Saddar Circle, Kohat
(Enquiry Officer)

ges?
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EFOR THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE -
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR —

L STN

: ; I

SERVICE APPEAL No.313% /2021 - (%w.:
. | N arr

Hidayat Ullah
Constable No.881,
Police Force, Kohat.
Tessssssssesstes s neenes S Appellant
Versus
1. The Regional Police Officer,
Kohat Region Kohat. -
2. The District Police Officer,
' Kohat. -
.............................. ereterssscssescstenns R_espondenté

Service ‘Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Sérv:ice',
Tribunal Act 1974 against the impugned Finél order of the respondéht
No.1 End: No.1600/EC, dated Kohat the 04-02-2021, wherein he rejected
the departmental appeal of the appellant preferred against the order
passed by respondeiit No.2 vidé OB No.823 dated 24-11-2020, wherein he
awarded minor punishment of censure and the intervening period was

« -treated as unauthorized leave.

Praver in Appeal:-

On acceptace of the instant service appeél, this Hon’ble Tribunal may

f graciously be pleased to:-
1. Declare the impugned order of the respondent No.l_End:

o No.1600/EC, dated Kohat the 04-02-2021 and impugned order of
7"0“.0“ wﬂ respondent No.2 vide. OB No.823 dated 24-11-2020 as illegal, unlawful
va. .
°£ P J - and without lawful authority; '

2. Set aside both the impugned orders and re-instate the appellant with.

all back benefits includin‘g the counting of intervening period as

period on active duty.




&t "o

. beyond the call of his duty (Annexure-A).

| That appellant was _prciceéded against depanmeﬂtally for ceﬁain false -

gllegatlons and was awarded punishment with confinement in 'quarter
e IR

guard for fifteen (15) days vide Naglemad No. 15 dated 10:10:2019

ey

(Annexure-B). {2/ _. : _

]
CoE

That later on appellant ‘was again proceeded on ‘the sarﬁe set of |
allegatiqns and was awarded penalty of reduction in rank from the .
substantive rank of LHC to the rank of Foot Constable vide order OB

No. 1249 dated 17-10-2019 and that too during confinement period
(Annexure-C). { /. . o
, {ij’m)

That being aggrieved from the afdresaid cited order, appellant filed -
departmental appeal before respondent No.1 which was not decided

within statutory period therg:fdre, appellant filed serviciiggy?gl before -

the Hon’ble Khyber PakhﬁnkhWa.Sem;m which h;.s been - ,
pending adjud‘ication- (Annexufe-l_)) ( /9/ /7~ 3l ) Geal l{'kj Ayﬁﬁiﬁq" )

. e (4 gﬁfm o

That responderllt* No.2 again -forced the appellant to undergo '
|

departmental proceedings on the same set of allegations and after :
slipshod summary proceedings awarded appellant major penalty of |
dismissal from service vide DPO Kohat Order OB No. 1392 dated 04-

o i
L LR L ™ - e

11-2019 (Annexure-E).f ( . Firws)

[ G AT s

t

AR A m———— -
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12.

That bemg aggrieved from the order cited above

de artme t
Mpm n al _appeal before respondent No.1 but the same was also

‘e ected
| J d v1de order No 2662 dated 18- 8-02- 2020 (Annexure-F) / /

That being aggrieved from the order No. 2662 dated 18-02-2020 of the

worthy respondent No. 1, appellant preferred revrs1on Petition before

. the worthy Inspector General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa under rule ll-A:
of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. o

That respondent No.l (worthy Inspector General Khyber‘
Pakhtunkhwa) placed the revision petition before the Revision Board

- and after examining the faets and circumstances of appellant’s case

reached to the conclusion,thal a.ppellant is innocent and the charged

leveled against him are totally baseless - therefore, appellant ‘was

reinstated vide order No. §/3335-3341/20 dated 11-08-2020, i

however, the competent authority was directed to conduct proper

regular inquiry and decide the matter of afresh on the basis of denovo

: 2 ; R i .
proceedings (Annexure-G). é; Sh o

That n pursuance of the order of the worthy Addl. Inspector General
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa appellant was reinstated for the purpose of

denovo inquiry vide order dat

¥"“ ‘ ) ll"‘\(;i‘ i
Wi ;- LSS < “‘ 1 )
a..\.." %; .J

nnrsuance of the afore cited order

charge of duties on 27 ;gg;g_ggo

That the competent authority in
(worthy DPO, Kohat) initiated
appellant with charge sheet and st

denovo proceedings and served the

atement of allegations datecl 2‘5:08-“
2020. | o o

) a ' - . . . ‘ o, ._!

That mquxry was conducted and ap
whole of the charges. f £ e;q ﬂ ¥t )

Ve A‘* \“{ ALHO\CZM)[pB

here that the worthy DPO, Kohat being

That it is pertment to mention
ations of the inquiry officer agaln

not satisfied with' the recommend

ed 25- 08 2020 Appellant assumea his -

pellant was proved jinocent of the

agpellant submitted (/ ;»’4\\\/

sl
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16.

to

appointed another i Inquiry officer for conducting second i mqun’y on the
same set of allegations.

That appellant was again proved innocent 'and the whole of the
-charges were declared by the i inquiry officer as baseless and concocted

and recommended that appellant be reinstated with all back beneﬁts.

1

’/’ p
tLu),

\-

-

That in spite of the recommendatlon of both the mqtnry ofﬁcers as‘ o

discussed above the worthy DPO, Kohat without serving the appellant
with any sort of show cause notice upon the appellant imposed a
minor penalty of censure and warned to be careful in future vide order

No. 5905-08 dated 247llf2ggg. Appellant was reinstated in service

-and the intervening period was treated as unauthorized leave without -

pay (Annexure-H). { é ooy

:-r"‘x l

n"‘;—

That being aggrieved from the aforesaid order appellant preferred
departmental appeal before: the respondent No.2 (Annexure-T), which

is now been rejected vrde order dated 04- 02-2021 (Annex;rre-]) @7‘; - :

T A L i,

W . :
4 ¢ ’\ |
Fooaours 5 i } !

W Lo
i , o LI

That appellant now bemg aggrieved of the both the 1mpugned orders |
of respondent_No.1 End: No.1600/EC, dated Kohat the 04-02-'

2021 and impugned order of respondént No.2 vide OB No.823
~ dated 24-11-2020 ﬁles the instant Serv1ce Appeal inter alia on the

followmg grounds,

That the penal authority has not treated the appellant in accordance

with law, rules and policy:on the subject and acted in v1olat10n of

~ Article 4 of the Constitution of Pakistan,1973. Moreover the act of the

respondents amounts to exploitations, which is the violation of Artrcle
3 of the Constitution, 1973. Appellant has been< subJected to

continuous harassment. He was subjected to undergo continuous
departmental proceedings on the same subject matter. Appellant was
exonerated by two consecutive inquiries from all the charges leveled

against him, but the penal authority ignored the recommendations of

the inquiry officer and awarded punishment to the extent of Censore

;QU

Ve b———————_



and treating the i .
o g mterval period: in between the dismissal and re- g
ement as leave withoyt péy which has caused p fi /%%)ﬁ
uge financ A
1al loss o

to the appellant.

“B.  That app. bt
at  appellant ‘has been subjected 0 numerous

neh continuous
departmenta] Inquiries on the same set of

“ | accusation which is against
thq ‘well known principle of law “Double i

| | Jeopardy” and apaj
3 " gainst th
spmtl and provision of Article 13 of the Con )

stitution of Pakistan, 1973.

C_ 7 . ‘ e | . |
That section 16 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 provide that every civil

Se r . . - - - - . )
Tvant is liable for prescribed disciplinary action in accordance with

prescribed procedure. In the instant Case no prescribed procedure has
b.ee’n a.d‘opted thereforg, the impugned penal order is nullity in the eyed

of law and liable to bé set as'ide.

D. That number of departmental inquiries ‘'were conducted by the
respondents, but prosecution failed to bring an iota of evidence against .

the appellant to substantiate their baseless accusation/allegations even

OoQ in spite of the fact that appellant was not associated with inquiry
7 % - proceedings and even was not confronted with accusat.i'on.,'F‘_'iflal .s'ho_\’v.i

, cause was not served and no inquiry report was prov‘i.ded,-..Which is -
.?Ob,.‘ ’ : mandatory in nature and spirit and the denial thereof is the denial vqlf
g justice, fair play and equity. |

E. That appellént has been condemned unheard being deprived of the

right personal hearing.

\/Accuséd is stated to be a favorite child of law and he is presumed to -
be innocent unless proved otherwise and the benefit of doubt always :

goes to the -accused and not to the prosecution as it is_for’ mc B
proseéution to stand on its own legs by proving all allegations to the .
hilt against the accused. Mere conjectures and presumptioh, however
strong, could nbt be made a ground for removal from service of civil -

servant [1999 PLC (CS) 1332 (FST)]..... Unless and until prosecution




- proves accused guilty beyond any shadow of doubt’ he
con31dered mnocent [1983 PLC (CS) 152 (FST)].

That Re-insf ' .
Re mstated employee would be entitled to back benefits as a

matter of course unless employer is able to establish by cogent
evidence that concerned- employee had been gainfully employed
elsewhere In this respect, initial burden would lie upon the employer
and not upon the employee to prove that such employee was gainfully

employed during penod of termlnatlon from hlS service. 2010 TD.
(Labour) 41. .

That Civil servant who was dismissed from service thtmigh arbittary |
and whimsical action of the government functionaries and re instated
through judicial order of Service Tribunal would have every right to
recover arrears of salaries by way of back benefits due to them during
the period of thetr dismissal and re instatement. It would be very
unjust and harsh to deprive them of back benefits for the penod for
which they remamed out of job without any fault on their part and

~ were not gamfully employed during that period...... Supreme Court
allowing their appeal and dlrectmg payment’ of back beneﬁts to the L

appellant, 2006 T D (SERVICE) 551 (a)-

That the ;’tenal order is not a speaking order for the reason that no solid

and legal grounds have been given by the penal authority in support of

his penal order. On this score the impugned order is liable to be set '. '

aside. -

That as per proviso of section 17 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 the '

penal authorlty while set a51de the order of dismissal or removal are

under legal obhgatlon to award the delinquent ofﬁmal back benefits

* for the period a civil servant remamed out of service, but the penal

authority ignored the mandatory provision of law and not only denied

the arrears ‘of pay but also treated the mterval period m between the ;

dismissal and re instatement as leave without pay and fhat too w1thout

the support of any legal reason.

would be
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Dated:

”

K.

I

/

.‘_/.9/-’ 7

That appellant would like to seek the permission of Your Kind

Honoure for award of personal hearing. Appellant may kindly be
granted the opportumty of personal hearing,

Appellant -
- 1\
Through | v \j\
Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,

- Supreme Court of Pakistan

12021
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- On 02.03.2021 at 11:00 am a meeting of Department Promotion Committee for
> the promotion of eligible C-I Constables to the rank of Head Constables (BPS-09) in this office.
The following officers committee members vide No.161 dated 01.03.2021.

1. DSP Hgrs: Kohat .
DSP Saddar Kohat !

/4" MINUTES OF THE DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION COMMITTEE MEETING

2 i
-~ |
3. DSP City Kohat i
4. . Office Superintendant Kohat |
5. SRC/OHCKohat .. |
There are 13 vacant posts of HCs (BP:S-9) in this district.
.y The cases of eligible C-I constables mention below were examined and
7 ; discussed. The decision arrived is as under:- |
S . |
N - .
N | S# Name & Rank - E Decision
I B . e
[ {1 | tACSed RRali Hussai 1205 Recommended
T~ ; I L - :
e | | 2. | LHE Mehimood UT Fassan 1170 Recommended
: Pt .
v~ ! i 3. Differed due to major punishment
cp ot reduction from higher stage to lower
A _ stage ,in same time scale of pay for two
~ 11 LHC Hidayat Uliah 98 year vide OB No.1294/dated 17.10.22019
hay ‘ i And reversion from the rank of LHC to
i : | the Rank FC vide OB No.299 dated
b R . 26.2.2019
s ) d LHC Muhammad Ansar 1125 Recommended
; ! 5. | LHC Qasim Khan 1135 Recommended v
—~ 0. LHC Khan Afsar 08 : Recormn.ended subjegt to the output of
, the case implementation of Appex court
co 0 pertain to out of turn promotion
! 7. LHC Kamran Bashir 265 Recommended
{ -
{ 8. | Badshah khan 905/CTD Recommended
i H 9 LHC Yousaf Khén 1018 Recommended
‘; z 10. | LHC Saif Ur Rehman 1103 Recommended |
: . Zafér]qbal 612 o Recommended
12. | Muhammad Riaz /EF Recommended
o | Muhammad Amir 1147 o Recommended
. Recommended

; Offic Supdt
| .

~ b Q} i
é  (Bafhir Dad) o
» DSP City SHClerk (SRC) OHC

i | . pro

P ’ -

' DISTRI (yfﬁz OFFICER,
i KOHAT

s R M - Rt e

e ———n e et v i e -
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T I
i L/ | {*’OLICE DEPARTMENT | " DISTRICT KOHAT g‘“‘@m
LIS I ORDER . | °
AT | - il
v ' On the recommendation of district departmental promotion
*' committee, the following LHCs on list C-I of this district Police are hereby promoted as Head
/ Constables (BPS-09) on the existing vacancy with immediate effect.
I
, : ’ 1. LHC Syed Khalil Hussain 1205 |
5oy 2. LHC Mehmood Ul Hassan 1170
S 3. LHC Muhammad-Ansar Shair 1125 -~ =
- 4. LHC Qasim Khan 1135
P { ’
- 5. LHC Khan Afsar 08
6. LHC Kamran Bashir 265
o 7. LHC Badshah Khan 905/CTD |
| 8. LHC Yousaf Khan 1018 |
i 9. LHC Saif Ur Rehman 1103
. 10. LHC Zafar Iqbal 612 *
; ? ‘ _ 11. LHC Muhammad Riaz /EF
Lo 12. LHC Muhammad Amir 1117
P 13. LHC Tariq Mehmood 784 |
; §
: VQV
o e e DISTﬁCT" SJLICE OFFICER, ~ .
i | - o A7 KOHAT |
1 No_ 329757 SR, dated Kobat the 3 -3_/2021. {
Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the: -
f 1. Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat.
i " 2. Dy Inspector General of Police CTD Peshawar.
D 3. Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Kohat.
ot 4. Dy: Commandant Elite Force KP Nowshera.
i 5. OHC/SRC/PO.
BN, 6T |
IR P o - :\) E DISTRICT POLYCE OFFICER,
o D%/éﬂ/ O 05-23) |
; ’ I
|
P
-
b
| N
. ]
o
y i i
4 !
t!'flﬁ.: }y i
v ‘ - Unber Uiyt Subsnbents 2019 wasid “
- ’:7"" LT s e e - oy - i i., e v et e .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVEEE TRIBU’NA‘ITP-ESHAWAR

\ MISC: APPLICATION NO. A%] /2022
b EXECUTION OF THE JUDGMENT
IN
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 647 of 2019
. |
Service Appeal No.1405 of 2020

Hidayat Ullah LHC No.88, _ o \ . |

Operation Staff, ,
Police Line, Kohat..........coooiiiiiiiiiionnenenes Applicant/Petitioner
Versus
The Deputy Inspector General of Police, - /

Kohat Region, Kohat and others.........ccccooiveniniiincnnnn Respondents

[ SNo. |:.  Description of Docummentsi . | nexure: | - Pages

Copy of application for execution of . '
! 1. | the judg_m'ent-‘of this Hon'ble Tribunal ﬁ L L\
alongwith affidavit. ) ‘
Copy of service appeal No. 3324/2020
2. alongwith judgment of this Hon'ble 17-01-2022 ‘A ~_<

Tribunal. K % O

i 3. Wakalat Nama. ' ' O\

: Applicant/Petitioner
Through .)\5\_..__—5’\:3
 Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate, '
High Court, Peshawar

Dated: \3; / 05/2022
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

S -
26

MISC: APPLICATION No.fﬂ/i(m

EXECUTION OF THE JUDGMENT
N

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 647 of 2019
&

Service Appeal No.1405 of 2020

Hidayat Ullah LHC No.88,

Operation Staff,

Police Line, ‘
KORAL. ot Applicant/Petitioner.

Versus

The Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat.

The District Police Officer, )
District Kohat............. P PPy Respondents.

APPLICATION FOR EXECUTION OF THE JUDGMENT OF
THIS HOUNRABLE TRIBUNAL DATED 17.01.2022 IN
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 647/2021 and 1409/2020.

A Respectfully Sheweth,

The petitioner humbly submits as under;

|. . That the applicant/petitioner {filed the above titled service
appeal in this Hon'.ble Tribunal in which he had challenged
the notification/order dated _26—02-2019, thereby appellant
»awarded punishment of reduction from higher stage to lower
stage in the same time scale of pay for two years and order
dated 17-10-2019, whereby penalty of reversion from the
rank of LHC to the substantive rank of Food Constabl.e was

imposed.



07.

- sz

/

That this Hon'ble Tribunal was pleased to allow both the

appeals through a single consolidated judgment as prayed for

in the following terms;

“Keeping in view the position explained above, the

e

instant appeal as well as the connect service

appeal are accepted. The impugned order dated

26-02-2019 and 17-10-2019 are set aside.
| Respondents however are at liberty to proceed the

" appellant under General Proceedings by providing

him appropriate opportunity of defense. Parties are

left to bear their own costs.File be consigned to

» record room”

Copy of the Judgment is attached as Annexure-A.

That the salary of the appellant/applicant was calculated and

fixed in line with the impugned order dated 26-02-2019 and -
17-10-2019 i.e. in lowest stage in present time scale and
reversion to the substantive rank of Foot Constable Appellant
/ Petitioner has been receiving her monthly salary in lowest
stage in present time scale and as Foot Constable since the

impugned orders till date.

That after obtammg the attested copy of the judgment dated

17-01-2022, appellant / petitioner submitted an appllcatlon

for implementation of the judgment through proper channel

along with attested copy of the judgment.

That the application for implementation of the judgment of
this Hon'ble Tribunal is still awaited as the respondents are

reluctant to implement in its true spirit.

That since the both the impugned orders has been declared as
illegal and set aside therefore, appellant / petitioner is entitled

for re-instatement with all back benefits.



-

GROUNDS

A.

That no_n-compliahce of the aforesaid order of the Hon'ble Tribunal

by the respondents is illegal, without lawful authority and mala fide.

That every Government functionary is under legal obligation to
honour the order of the Court of competent jurisdiction, the
respondents by not complying with the order, have not performed

their . duty =~ in accordance with law.

That non-compliance of the order of the Hon'ble Tribunal, speaks

malafide on the part of respondents and to lower the position of the

judiciary in the eyes of public.

That from the facts, mentioned above, it has become crystal clear

that the respondents have committed contempt of court.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on.acceptance of this

application, this Hon’ble Tribunal may graciously be pleaéed to direct the

respondents to implement the judgment/order of this Hon'ble Tribunal in

letter and spirit without any further delay.

Applicant/Petitioner
~ Through )u\..../\‘q

Ashraf Ali Khattak

Advocate.

High Court, Peshawar

(_&i—‘iﬁ_
Ali Bakht Mughal
Advocate, Peshawar

& -
éﬂh&&u

Sadia Umar
Advocate, Peshawar.

Dated: 3/ 05/2022



#LFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

e

MISC: APPLICATION NO.____ /2022
EXECUTION OF THE JUDGMENT
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 647 of 2019

Service Appeal No.1405 of 2020

Hidayat Ullah LHC No.88,
Operation Staff, -
Police Line, Kohat ................0......coeeneee Applicant/Petitioner

Versus.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat and others........c.ccoeiieeieniiienannn Respondents

- AFFIDAVIT

- 1. Hidayat Ullah LHC No.88 Operation Staff, Police Line, Kohat
hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this
execution petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent
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Recommendation

LHC Hiday at Ullah No.9y

| henice, not approved. . :

Awarded. punishmen! reduction from the Rf}m‘i;
of LHC 1o Fool Constable vide OB _No-j.9
duted 17.10.2019. His cose is under litigation.

—

LHC Muhammad Farhad Nu.1076

-;-' A !L( “Ahmad Shah Na.6t0 { Approved for promolion ) §
: IHC Faiz Ullah No 1316 Approved for promotion
- IL1C Fuzal Nacem No.925 | Approved for promolion
$ F.HC Shakir Uttady No.420W L) | Appruved for promotion ?
6 LHC Ameen Khan No, 1193 | Appruved for promotion
7.} 1.HC Muhib Ullah No.641~ Approved for promation
18 LIC Lal Murjun No. 1155 , Anproved for proniotion
Y LIIC Muhamimad Asif No. 161 6/EF Approved for promotion .
41, Not considered as he has not been found

physically at the strength of this district, nor his
scrvice record is available. :

1.HC Muhammad Aman No.646

Approved {or promotion

12: LIHC Mubammad Shahid No.415

fdyin Ulleh)

(Usama Amin Cheema)
ASP HOQrs Kobhat

[

——
a

-

A

ZTatheer 1ussain)

Approved for promotion

— *-("'"“-“ ( -
o~ ! - \ " ‘\_ N
O =R
ASadey Khiy

ISP City Kohat

e
s B

N r]-{ussain) (H i . .
If}.\iljl ﬁ:u:hi Kohat Office Supdt: Se:Clerk '(SRC) oric
" Approved
" (MUHAMMAD SULEMAR) PSP

District Police ()ﬂ'lc«:r,

‘Kul:ut



- o | ~ LEGIBLE COPY

APPOINTMENT : - . DISTRICT KOHAT

ORDER

- On the recommendation of Departmental Promotion Committee in
its meeﬁng held in DHO Office Kohat on 08.06.2022, the following
senior most / eligible LHC’s in list of this district are hereby approved
for promotion as offg Head Constables (BPS-09) against the vacant
vacancies of this district with immediate effect: A

LHC Ahmad Shah NO 619

LHC Faiz Ullah No 1316

LHC Fazal Naeem No 925

LHC Shakir Ullah No 4209/EF

" LHC Ameen Khan No 1193

LHC Muhib Ullah No 641 ,
LHC Lal Marjan No 1155 '
LHC Muhammas Asid No 1616 /EF
LHC Muhammad Aman No 646

10. LHC Muhammad Shahid No 415

W RNk L=

Endst No 166/KRC
Dated 09.06.2022

(MUHAMMAD SULEMAN)

District Police Officer
Kohat '

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

No. 5349-57 /SRC dated Kohat the 10.06.2022.

Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the Regional
Police Office Kohat Region Kohat Please. ‘

2.  The Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3.  Pay Office / PHC. |

(MUHAMMAD SULEMAN)
District Police Officer
Kohat



k:

Subject:

AN -t d

The Regional Police Ofticer (DIG),

Kohat Region, Kohat.

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER NO. 3247-51/SRC,

DATED KOHAT THE 03-03-11-2021 AND ORDER DATED
10 -06-2022 PASSED BY BISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, KOHAT,
WHEREIN JUNIOR LHCs ON PROMOTION LIST C-1 HAVE BEEN
PROMOTED/CONFIRMED AS HEAD CONSTABLE (BPS-09) WITH
IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

"3

Respected Sir.

_t\)

- Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal. Peshawar.

With due respect appellant humbly submits as to the following;

That appellant has been serving in the Police Department. He has long
service ‘standing at his credit. He has been awarded numerous
Commendation Certificates for his extra ordinary and brave services
beyond the call of his duty.

That appellant was proceeded against departmentally for certain false
allegations and awarded punishment of (i) Reduction from higher
stage to lower stage in the same time scale of pay for a period of 03
years with immediate effect vide OB No0.299 dated 26-02-2019, which
was later on ieduced to 02 years by the appellate authority vide Order
No0.4215/EC dated 10-05-2019 and (ii) Reversion from the rank of
LHC to the substantive rank of Foot Constable and seniority to be
fixed as junior most of the Foot Constadbles of the Disrict Police vide
Order OB No.1249 dated 17-10-2019. |
v

That dppellam impugned both the above penalties in Service Appeal
No0.647/2019 and Service Apneal No.1405/2020 before the Khyber
The Hon’ble Service
Tribunal was pleased to allow both the appeals and directed the

ofticial respondents to re-place the appellant on his original posmon as
LHC with all back benetits [or the mlu vening period.

That it is also pertinent to mention here that appellant was - also
proceeded with slipshod summary proceedings and awarded major
penalty of dismissal {rom service vide DPO Kohat Order OB No. 1392
dated 04-11-2019. Appellant impugned the same through Revision
Petition under section 11-C of the Police Rule, 1975. The Worthy
Inspector General of Police was pleased to refer the case to Police
Board and the Board recommended reinstatement of the appellant with



10.

directions to conduct De Novo inquiry. Two consecutive De Nove
inquiries were conducted and appellant was held innocent by both the
inquiries officers, but the competent authority imposed minor penalty
of Censure along with treating the intervening periqd as leave.without
pay. Appellant being aggrieved of the penal order again approached
the worth Inspector General of Police by, submitting Revision Petition
under section 11-C of the Police Rules, 1975. The Board was pleased
to allow the Revision petition and resultantly appellant was re-instated
with all back benefits.

That presently appellant has no stigma of any sort of misconduct or
otherwise. Appellant has clean sheeted record and entitled to be
considered for promotion to the rank of LHC with effect from the date
junior to him have been promoted/confirmed. | o '

~ That during the course of above harrated legal proceeding;

Department Promotion Committee was held vide dated 02-03-2021 in
the Office of Worthy DPO. Kohat, wherein constables including the
appellant on promotion list C-1 were considered for promotion to the
substantive posts of LHC. The name of appellant was lying at Serial
No.3. The case of appellant was deferred on the ground that major
penalties of Reduction from higher stage in the same time scale of
pay for two years vide OB No.1249 dated 17-10-2019 and Reversion
from the rank of LHC to the rank of LHC to the rank of FC vide OB
No0.299 dated 26-02-2019 have been imposed upon the appellant. 13
numbers of LHC on promotion List C-1 were promoted and appellant
was deprived vide Order N0.3247-51/SRC dated 03-03-2021.

Those at the relevant time the above cited punishment were impugned
before the Hon’ble Service Tribunal in Service Appeal No0.647/2020
and Service Appeal No.1405/2019. The Hon’ble Service Tribunal vide
consolidated judgment dated 17-01-2022 allowed both the appeals and
directed the official respondents to re-place the-appellant on his
original position as LHC with all back benefits for the intervening
period.
That on 08-06-2022 another DPC mecting was theld, wherein 12
numbers of LHCs on promotion list C-1 were considered for regular
promotion to the substantive post of LTICs. The name of the appellant
was lying at Serial No.I of the list. Appellant was under legitimate
expectancy for promotion with effect from earlier round of promotion
dated 03-03-2021 as the stigma on part of appellant was no more in
field.

~

That Departmental Promotion Committee again deferred the case of
the appellant for the reason of punishment “Reduction from the rank =

of LHC to Foot Constable vide OB No0.299 dated 17-10-2019 and
more so it was also endorsed that the case of the appellant is under
litigation.

That the departmental Promotion Committec has mis-conceived the
spirit and provision of the judgment of the Hon'ble Service Tribunai.

1
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11.

12.

The above mentioned punishment “Reduction from the rank of LHC
to Foot Constable vide OB No0.299 dated 17-10-2019 is no more in
field and has been set aside by the Hon’ble Service Tribunal vide
consolidated judgment dated 17-01-2022. The Judgment is worth
perusal. The Worthy DPO vide Order No.5349-51/SRC dated 10-06-
2022 promoted 10 numbers of LHCs on promotion list C-1 to the
substantive post of LHC and deprive the appellant from his legitimate
right of promotion.

That upon receiving information; appellant applied for the attested
copies of the impugned promotion orders, which were granted on
07-07-2022.

That appellant now being aggrieved of the minutes of the DPC dated
08-06-2022 and subsequent order of promotion dated 10-06-2022
Submits the instant departmental appeal inter alias on the following
grounds. SRR

That the Authority has not treated the appellant in accordance with
law, rules and policy on the subject and acted in violation of Article 4
of the Constitution of Pakistan,1973. Moreover the act of the authority
amounts to exploitations, which is the violation of Article 3 of the
Constitution, 1973. The ground on which the promotion of the
appellant has been deferred has been washed away by the Hon’ble
Service Tribunal vide Consolidated Judgment consolidated judgment
dated 17-01-2022. The stigma of misconduct is no more alive on the
service record of the appellant therefore, appellant was entitled to be
confirmed on the substantial post of HC. The deferment of appellant
on the score of his punishment (which are no more in the field) is
illegal and unlawful and need interference on Your Kind part to direct
the competent authority (0 confirmed the appellant as HC with

retrospective effect i.e from the date when his junior were confirmed
as HC dated 03-03-2021. '

That the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan has in numbers of
reported judgments has held that prom@tion of a civil servant cannot,

be withheld due to pending procecdings in. Court QfLaw. In the instant
case although CPLA has been filed by the department against the

judgment of the Hon'ble Service Tribunal. but the same has neither

been suspended not otherwise allowed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court
of Pakistan. In circumstance the department has no other option but to
accede to the direction of the Hon’ble Tribunal and implement“it in
letter and spirit. Reliance is placed on the Reported Judgntent of the

Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as 2007 SCMR 1769,

2007 SCMR 1355. )

That appellant is eligible and qualified for confirmation against the
substantive post of HC on all score and refusal on the part of worthy
DPO is untenable in the eyes of law. .



LY > ¥% J3. In view of the above explained position and on acceptance of the 66
'/ g = instant departmental appeal, Your Honour may graciously be pleased —
to initiate proceedings for the promotion/conformation ol the appellant
against the substantive post of LHC with effect from the date his
juniors have been confirmed/promoted i.c vide Order No.3247-
S1/SRC dated 03-03-2021 and subsequent order dated 10-06-2022 and
set aside the deferment of the appellant of/by both the DPC.

Appellant may kindly be granted opportunity of personal hearing.

Apphc/c?w;// 7
h¥ Hiddyst Ullai [ <1 €

Constable No.881/q 3

Police Force, Kohat.

Cell#0333-9637449
Dated: 01/08/2022 : ‘
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/ww 2 | DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
S  KOHAT

Y © Tel: 09229260116 Fax; 9260125
0. 2323 /SRC dated Kohat the 3 § [Q ﬁ /2022.
7

To: . The Regional Police Officer,

Kohat Region, Kohat.
Subject: APPEAL OF LHC HIDAYAT ULLAH NO. 98

Memo: - :
It is submitted that LHC Hidayat Ullah No.98 of this district Police has preferred

appeal requesting therein for promotion to the rank of Head Constable as well as appear before

your good self for personal hearing

His appeal along-with other connected papers, is enclosed herewith please.

’E\« cb\ A Q_‘(:)

; /\//“’ Q,///'J/ / ’ci.» (MUH%ZI%I%I% :
/)5 - ) ) e
W g2/ |

DPo koha’l

P?@WO'/’/M al T /< ﬁw W)D ’f%
Do Contirnsd, Thedie, o Lant

/maz{ be MOM&W QW%MW%V
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

. é g DISTRICT KOUAT
ORDER - -~ o

pore

On the recommendation of depertmental promotion committee, in‘lit’s mecting held
in DPO Office Xohat on 04.10.2022, the following senior most / eligible LHCS'oh list - «“C-1” of
(his district are hereby approved for promotion as offg: Head Constables (BPS-09) against the

existing vacancies of this district, with immediate effect,

S# | Rank Name & No ' : Remarks 7 o

, Promoted conditionally/ provisionally subject to
1. LIIC Hidayat Ullah No.98 outc'ome of CPLA filed in Supreme Court of Pakistan
against judpement dated 17.01.2022 of KP service

1o tribunal in service appeal No.647/2019.
LHC Faiz Noor No.4236/EF. ‘-

2.
3. LHC Shahid Noor No.1499/CTD sl
4. | LHC Sheran Gul No. #98/CTD -y

5. LHC Aftab Ahmed Khan No. 30/KBI - ‘
6. | LHC Amir Muhammad No. 698 -

7" | LHC Sabcel Muhammad No.537 ‘ -

8, | LHC Muhammad Bilal No.29 /KBI ¢

Promoted conditionally/ proyisibn'ally subject to
outcome of CPLA filed in Supreme Court of Pakistan
against judgement dated 09.12.2021 of KP service

9, LHC Zaheen Shah No.29

'

N - tribunal in service appeal No.1387/2020.
10, T'LHC Atif Khan No.74 - PR
11, | LHC Farhan Shah No.5320/FRP N

12. | LHC Javed Khan No.339 -

13. | LHC Ahmed Khan No.233 .

147 T LRC Noor Shoaib_No.1222 -
15, | LHC Muhammad Abid No.675 -

A 16’ LHC Zaheer Shah No.136 -

“T"LHC Abbas Haider Mir No. 74/KBI
LHC Sher:Nawaz No.345
LHC Muhammad Kamran No.1328/CTD ]

0B NO.__%‘__>_'2_:_/SRC
Dated. _QA_‘L___/ZOZZ

OFFICE OF THE i)lSTRIC'l’ POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

No ﬁ ZZQ—-ZS/-SRC, dated Kohat the Sﬁ» l Q 022, . ‘ . .
Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the Regional Police

Ticer egion, Kohat, please. -
offeen l<;.lmt'l‘ll{1egCon;1mandz;lllt, Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. The Supreintendant of Police Inevstigation Wing, Kohat '
4. “The Supreintendant of Police FRP, Kohat Range, Kohat.

5. The Supreintendant of Police CTD Kohat.
Pay Officer / onc.

.

PISTRICT PC
KOHAT

st f e p - S, 03T Y b



POLICE DEPARTMENT N
& , | ﬁ DISTRICT KOHAT
A ORDER = -

Ou the recommendafion of departmental promotion committee, in its meeting held

H ) tee Kol ' '
in DIPO Office .lxo:ll‘lt((;n 94.10.2022, the following senfor most / eligible LII(!'s{t,n list “C-1" of
this district are hereby approved for promotion as offg: Head Constables (BPS-09) against the

cxisting vacancies of this district, with immediate cffect.

S# | Rank Name & No ' ' Remarks
- Promoted conditionally/ provisionally subject to
1. LHC Hidayat Ullah No.98 outcome of CPLA filed in Supreme Court of Pakistan
against judgement dated 17.01.2022 of KP service
) tribunal in service appeal No.647/2019.
2. | LHC Faiz Noor No.4236/EF -
3. | LHC Shahid Noor No.1499/CTD -
_4. LHC Sheran Gul No.H98/CTD ’ -
5. LHC Aftab Ahmed Khan No. 30/KBI ' -
6. | LHC Amir Muhammad No. 698 -
7. LHC Sabeel Muhammad No.537 -
8. LHC Muhammad Bilal No.29 /KBI - -
o . Promoted conditionally/ provisionally subject to
| ometcrATied e
I ! tribunal in service appeal No.1387/2020.
i0. LIC Atif Khan No.74 o - s
11, | LHC Farhan Shah No.5320/FRP -
12, | LHC Javed Khan No.339 -
13, | LHC Ahmed Khan No.233 -
4. T LiC Noor Shoaib_No.1222 -
15, | LHC Muhammad Abid Mo.675 -
16, T LHC Zaheer Shah No.136 -
{7. T LHC Abbas Haider Mir No. 74/KBI -
18, | LMC SherNawaz No345 -

LIIC Muhammad Kamran No0.1328/CTD

Dated. 2310, 12022
DIST / FICER,
B - | " /OHAT
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT s

No_9 270 - SISRC, dated Kohat the L | O pon o | |
Cony of ,abovc is submitted for favour of information 't,‘l)v the Regional Police

Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat, please. o
2. The Commandant, Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P_eshawag'.

The Supreintendant of Police Incvstigation Wing, Kohat
The Supreintendant of Police FRP, Kohat Range, Kohat\
The Supreintendant of Police CTD Kohat.

Pay Officer / olcC.

S W
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