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ORDER
16.09.2021

¢. Appeal No. 9139/2020 - ;

Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional

Advocate General for the respondents present.

The appeal in hand was called on for hearing after various ]
- intervals, however neither the appellant nor .anyone élseﬂ'
appeared on his behalf till the closing time, therefore, the appeal
in hand stands dismissed in default. Parties to bear their own’ =

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

—_— s

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) (SALAH-UD-DIN) |
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

16.09.2021 .




i 204.-01.202;1 Junior counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General
alongwith Muhammad Raziq Reader for respondents

present.

Writteﬁ reply was not submitted. Rehresé'ntative of
respondents made a recjuest for time to furnish Written
reply/comments; - granted. To ~come up for written
reply/comments on 18.03.2021 before SB. |

o _ , (RozinaRehmar) =
. | . Member (J)

‘alo'ngwith Mr Muhammad Raziq, Reader for respdﬁdents .

present.

Written reply not submitted. Representatiife of the
respondents seeks time to submit written reply/comments on

the next date of hearing. Granted but as a last chance.

Adjourned to 27.05.2021 before S.B.

(Miah Muhamma

|
- 18.03.2021 Junior-to counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG
Member (E)

27.05.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant - and Mr.
| Javaidullah, Asstt. AG alongwith Muhammad Raziq, H.C
for the respondents present. -

Respondents have furnished Reply/comments.

Placed on record. The app_eal is assigned to D.B for

Chairman

- arguments on 16.09.2021.
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128.09.2020

Counsel for the appellant present.

learned counsel referred to the order of departmental
appellate authority dated 17 07. 2020 and contended that the same
was passed in a mechanlcal fashion and without application of

independent judicious mind. He also argued that the judgment of

Apex Court referred to in the order was also misapplied to the case |

of appellant. The judgment was about the cases, wherein, out of .

turn promotions were allowed to the police officials throughout the
country.

Subject to all just exceptions including the delay, instant

17~ appeal is admitted to regular hearing. The appellant is directed to

30.11.2020

deposit security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices

Mbe issued to the ,réspondents. To come up for written

reply/comments on 30.11.2020 before S.B.

W

- Chairman

Appellant is present in person. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Additional Advocate General for the respondents is also preSent.

Written reply on behalf of respondents not submitted. .

Learned Additional ‘Advocate General is directed to ensure

presence of representative of the department and submit_. reply
on the next date. Adjourned to 20.01.2021 on which date file to

come up for written reply/comments before S.

(MUHAMMAD JAM
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of A ,
Case No.- @! 13q| /2026
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings :
1 2 3

1- 10/08/2020 The appeal presented today by Mr. Muhammad Usman Khan

Turlandi Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

R%‘T&fﬁﬁf’
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put |

up there on D‘g”f'i)w
T

CHAIRMAN-
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Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
PESHAWAR. ’

In Ref; to Service Appeal No 0\1 Sﬂ ‘of 2020.

Bahadar Khan Ex-SI........VERSUS............PPO & others.

INDEX
S. No. | Description of Documents Annex | P.No.
1 Service Appeal with Affidavit. ‘ 1 01-09
2 Office order dated 09/02/2016. - “A” 10-11
3 Copy of the-Standing Order No. 9/2014. “B” 12
4 Copy of Note Sheet dated 11/04/2017. “C’ 13
5. Copy of Note Sheet dated 22-04-2017. “D” - |14
6. Promotion Notification dated 03-05-2016. “E” 15
7 TOrder dated 27-02-2019 in W.P No. 2706. | “F” 16-20
8 Copy of Notification Dated 06-11-2019. “G” 21-22
9. Copy of Notification dated 25-11-2016. “H” 23-24
10. Copy of the SMS & joint application. “7 25-28
11. Order, dated 24-05-2017 in WP No. 1858. | “J”  129-31
| 12. Order/Judgment dated 11-12-2019 | “K” 32-37
13. Impugned order dated 17-07-2020. S g 38-40
14. Vokalatnama in original. ‘ a1 |
' ' APPELLANT. QJ\I _
(SI-Bahadar Khan)\¢&
Through;

Muhammad USman ¥
Q% Turlandi
Dated:- /08/2020 . Advocate Peshawar.

OFFICE: Flat # C-1 Haji Murad Plaza,Opp: Bank of Punjab, Dalazak Road, Peshawar.
Cell# 0333-9153699 *** 0300-5895841




Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Serﬁce Tribunal
PESHAWAR. '

- ]
hvber Paki tukhw
'K service Ty tbun.ﬂ

In Ref; to Service Appeal No. l S z of 2020.7" N"

Dmdré.,tzp&o

" Bahadar Khan, Ex-Sub-Inspector Police, No. P/341 R/O Shabgqadar,
(ChArSAdda) ce...ereeeesesmsssssessssmsssssssssessssmesseees APPELLANT.

'VERSUS

1) Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police
Office (CPO) Peshawar.

2) Additional Inspector General of Police Headquarter

3) Capital City Police Officer, Police line Peshawar RESPONDENTS

~Service appeal U/S 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal Act against the final impugned Order No. |

- CPO/CPB/167 dated 17-07-2020 whereas the appeal
regarding notional promotion to the rank/post of Inspector
under the garb of policy vide official letter No-247- -53/ CPB
dated 09/02/2016, promulgated by the respondent No. 1
was rejected/filed and whereas the appellant being highly
eligible, deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly

.ledtoad aylaced on list “F” was deprived of his legitimate right of

2 18“’ ar such promotion only on discriminative score.
/¢

PRAYERS

| On acceptances of this service Appeal and in accordance with the
impugned policy, the impugned order may be set-aside and
respondents may please be directed to ensure the notional promotion
of the appellant to the rank/ post of Inspector being highly eligible,
deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector; properly placed on list “F”
" and extend equal treatment in terms of Articles 4, 8, 9, 14, 18 and 25

of the constitution as his colleagues have already been granted such

.



S

@', :

promotion just before their retirement in such upper age zone and the

pellant by depriving of his due promotion, was retired from service

on attalmng the age of superannuatlon on mere discrimination.

Res ectfull Sheweth;

1)

3)

4)

That the appellant belongs to the respectable family of his
respective village and has joined services in police department
and was gradually promoted as confirmed sub- Inspector being

placed on list “F” dated 31/3/2016.

Thata policy (Impugned hereinafter) vide letter No-247-53/

CPB dated 09/02/2016 was promulgated whereas CCPO
Peshawar and all Regional Police Officers (RPOs) were asked to
send cases of those confirmed Sub-Inspectors to CCPO, who

have left three (03) months period to their retirement for the

_ inclusion of their name in list "F” and grant of officiating

promotion to the rank of Inspector whereas the appellanthas

‘already been placed  on list “F” and seek only his promotlon

to the rank of inspector. (Copy of the office order No-247- 53
/CPB date 09/02/2016 18 annexure “A”).

That the appellant though, was already entered into overage
sone but even then, in violation of the Standing Order No.

9/2014 regarding “Upper age limit for Intermediate and upper

‘Courses”, he was selected/forced for upper course at police .

Training College Hango whereas, the appellant was succeeded
and the result of upper course was announced on 31/5/2015
and thereafter the appellant was properly placed on list “F” on
19/7/2016 and was allotted new belt number P-341thus, he

was otherwise eligible under all enabling Police Rules for his

- due/ legitimate right of promotion to the rank of Inspector.

(Copy of the Standing Order No. 9/2014 is annexure “B”).

That the appellant being confirmed Sub-Inspector, placed on
list “F” having qualified upper course in upper age limit, had
already been entered in his retiremerit zone on attaining the age

of superannuation dated 04/ 05 / 2017 had to be promoted to the




5)

o

7)

0

(&)

rank/post of Inspector before or just after his retirement in

 accordance with the impugned policy.

That in such like situation, earlier some 20 cases of conﬁrmed‘
Sub-Inspectors, who were standing on one and the same
pedestal and whose caseAwas totally at par with the case of
appellant, was approved and were promoted to the rank of
Inspectors. (Copy of the Note Sheet dated 11/04/2017is

annexure “C”).

That as for as vacancies for promotion to the rank of Inspector
and especially promotiori of the appellant on such analogy is
concerned, Note Sheet-CPO, right from Para No. 35 to 39, being
self-explanatory and if looked at a glance, there are more than
sufficient vacancies to accommodate the appellant/Co-

appellants for their due /legitimate right of promotion to the

-~ rank of Inspectors. (Copy of the Note Sheet-CPO dated 22-04-

2017 is annexure “D”).

That in continuation/consequence of the Policy ibid, a
Notification No. 1740/E-1II dated 03-05-2016 regarding
« Admission to List “F” and promotion as Officiating Inspector

to BPS-16” was issued whereas 03 confirmed Sub-Inspectors
were promoted as such who were to be retired on or before 31-

07-2016. (Copy of the promotion Notification date 03-05-2016
is annexure “B”). | '

That some of the aggrieved Confirmed Sub-Insi;ectors had filed
Writ Petition No. 2706/2018 before the august Peshawar High
Court, seeking their such due promotion to the rank of

Inspector BPS-16 as per policy and in the light of the order

-dated 27-02-2019, Notification No. 2795 /E-III Dated 06-11-

2019 regarding their such promotion was passed. (Copy of the
order dated 27-02-2019 passed in WP No. 2706/2018 and
Notification Dated 06-11-2019 ié annexure “F” & “G”
respectively). | |

That another Notification No. 4414/E-III dated 95-11-2016 Was

~ emerged and the appellant was succeeded to get a copy whereof,




10)
11)
|
- 12)
%

- whereas similarly placed some 17 Sub-Inspectors were

promoted to the rank of Inspector BPS-16 who were proceeded
on retirement within next 03 months after their due such
promotion. (Copy of the Notification No. 4414/E-II1 dated 25-

11-2016 is annexure “H”).

That the appellant while could not get his due promotion to the
rank of Inspectbr as per policy ibid, approached the respondent
No 1 through SMS and also filed joint applications which was
duly forwarded vide official letter No 6955/EC-1 dated
10/04/2017.(Copy of the SMS & joint application and

forwarding memo is annexure “).

That the departmental appeal was not responded in either way
and the appellant while aggrieved of his fate and could not get
his desired response and redressal of his graveness, filed writ
petition No. 1858-P/2017 before the Peshawar High Court
Peshawar which was dismissed for want of jurisdiction under
Article 212 of the Constitution vide order dated 24-05-2017.
However the writ petition was treated as service appeal and the
appellant being a civil servant was directed to approach this
august Tribunal. (Copy of the order dated 24-05-2017, passed in
WP No. 1858-P/2017 is annexure “J7).

That the appellant, in the given circumstances, submitted
departmental appeal (Annexure-“F”) and on expiry of the
stipulated period, also filed Service Appeal No. 1286/2017
wherein, vide order/judgment dated 11-12-2019, this august

Tribunal was pleased to “direct the departmental authority to

decide their departmental appeals for notional promotion to

the rank of officiating Inspectors through speaking order as

per rule and law within a period of three (3) months from the

date of receipt of copy of this judgment. The respondent-

department is further directed to convey the order of the

departmental authority to the appellants and thereafter, if the

_ appellants were aggrieved from the order of departmental

authority, they are at liberty to approach this Tribunal subject

to all legal objections. All the aforementioned service appeals




are disposed of in the above terms”. (Copy of the

order/Judgment dated 11-12-2019 passed in Service Appeal is

annexure “K”).

|

|

' 13) Thatin consequence of the orders dated 11-12-2019 ibid, the
impugned order dated 17-07-2020 was passed whereas the
departmental appeal, filed by the appellant was rejected/filed.

(Copy of the impugned order dated 17-07-2020 is annexure
“L”). a

| 14) That in the given circumstances, the appellant being highly
eligible, while aggrieved of his fate and aggrieved of the
impugned order dated 17-07-2020 and while having no
alternate remedy available, is constrained to approach this
august Tribunal for the redressal of his grievances and grant of
legitimate right of notional pfomotion to the rank of officiating

Inspector inter-alia on the following grounds.

GROUNDS. ‘
a) Because discrimination in service as.observed by the

respondents in the matter of promotion of the appellant to the
rank of Inspector who being legally eligible is highly deplorable
and condemnable, being unlawful, unconstitutional, without
lawful authority, without jufisdiction, against the norms of

natural justice and equity hence to be declared as such.

b) Because the appellant being deserving and eligible candidate for
his due promotion to the rank of Inspector while no adverse
remarks whatsoever have ever been assigned to him from any
quarter and thus valuable right has been accrued to him and such
rights could not be taken away in an arbitrary and fanciful

manner.
¢) Because the illegality is floating from the surface of the record. -

d) Because it is clear discrimination which is strictly forbidden
under Article 25 and 27 of the Constitution and is a fundamental

valuable right of every citizen.

b ¢) Because the appellant has time and again discriminated by the

respondents and thus misprized and neglected by not giving him




his due right, as the appellant is/i wagentitled to be given the same

status and accorded with the same treatment as was accorded to

other s1m1larly placed colleagues.

-Because the act of respondents in depr1v1ng the appellant of l’llS ‘

rlght of promotion to the rank of Inspector BPS-16 on regular

basis and promoting others clearly smacks with nepotism and

- malafide.

| g) Because the act of respondents in neglecting and refusing the

right of promotion to the rank of Inspector BPS- 16 on regular
basis is also agalnst the Devine ordain of Allah Almighty as under
the principles of natural justice and fundamental human rights of
the appellant, the respondents has usurped the right of a human
being and have thus bypassed the divine rule to give everyone hlS

due right.

" h) Because the act of the respondents if seen with serious note, the

same are also ] in clear disregard of Article 9 of the Constitution of .
the Islamic republic of Paklstan 1973 as the same are meant to
deprlve the appellant from his right to life as the life is mainly
dependent on bread and butter which is earned by a person

through rendering service.

Because the respondents_.'are bound to provide the appellant
equal protection of law and must not to discriminate the appellant

in serv1ce as it is inviolable and jealously guarded right of the

. | appellant under the Constitution of the Islamic republic of -

)

Pakistan 1973 to be promoted to the rank of Inspector BPS-16.

Because the act of the respondents are also v101at1ve of Artlcles

03, 04, 8, 09, 25 and 27 of the Constltutlon of the Islam1c republic
of Pakistan 1973. '

k) Because Article 4 of the Constitution of Paklstan and Islamic

principles of equity and equal treatment with citizen are
downtrodden deliberately for ulterior motive, which needs the

interference of this august Tribun‘al. :




&
- /

| ®

1) Because the appellant has not been dealt with in accordance

with law and equity and has illegally been put to, financial trouble

~ and hardship in the prevailing circumstances of dearness, scarcity

and uncertainty while the appellant in the light of policy

" (Annexure “A”) dated 09 /02/2016, regarding notional promotlon ‘

policy, shall be deemed to have been promoted to the rank of
Inspector being legally entitled to draw/receive his all

consequential back benefits accordingly.

m)Because valuable right was accrued to the appellant whereas his

fundamental valuable rights have been encroached by the
respondents on their personal whims & wishes and such
encroachment is hit by the command of the constitution of the

Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

n) Because the respondents have transgressed their power and the

appellant has been denied the fundamental rights of being treated
fairly, justly and equally in accordance with law whereas, other
colleagues of the appellant who were standing on one and the
same pedestal and whose case is totally at par with the case of the
appellant, have earlier been promoted on different occasions as
such and thus valuable rights has been accrued to the appellant
which has taken legal effect and such legal rights could not be

taken away with a single stroke of pen.

o) Because the impugned order is contrary to the poliey

promulgated by the respondents themselves and subsequently
using of two yards to give/ extend the benefit of the 1mpugned
policy to one set of employees and depriving the other set of
employees is hit by the command of the fundamental rights
guaranteed by the constitution and also against the norms of

natural justice.

p) Because appellant seeking his notional promotion which

amounts to monitory benefits only and such loss of monitory
benefits is a continuous wrong and continuous injury which
carries recurring cause of action and this august Tribunal has the

jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.
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;
b

~ colleagues have already been granted such promotion just before S

0

q) That further submission will be advanced at the time of hearing
the petitioners at the bar.

Keeping in view the above facts, circumstances and
submissions, and on acceptances of this service Appeal and in

accordance with the impugned policy, the impugned order dated 17-

07-2020 may be set-aside and respondents may please be directed to

ensure the notional promotion of the appellant to the rank/post of
Inspector being highly eligible, deserving and confirmed Sub-
Inspector, properly placed on list “F” and extend equal treatment in
terms of Articles 4, 8, 9, 14, 18 and 25 of the constitution as his
their retirement in such upper age zone and the appellant by
depriving of his due promotion on mere discrimination, was retired

from service on attaining the age of superannuation.

Any other remedy if available may also be extended

in favor of the appellant to meet the ends of justice.

Through;

Muhammad Usman Khax
% Turlandi
PDated:- 0 /08/2020 . Advocate Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT.

I, Bahadar Khan, Ex-Sub-Inspector Police, No. P/341

R/O Shabgadar (Charsadda), the appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and
declare on oath that the contents of the appeal are true and correct and
nothing has been kept secret or concealed therein from this honorable

Tribunal. N\ /
| o N\, f,s/

DEPONENT.
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®
COPY

9 Annexure-A

BETTE

TON
Page-

(Better Copy)

- Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Central Policp Officer

No. 247-53 CPB dated Peshawar the 09 /12/ 2916

To : B

" The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar,
All Regional Police Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Subject: Admission to list “F* anr:d promotion as offg: Inspectors

Memo‘: : _
. As approvgk by the Competent Authority, I am directed

to convey that in further, promotion cases shall be discussed/
considered on quarterly basis as per following schedule:

1st Week of March

1st Week of June

Ist Week of September
1st Week of December

aliad il

The authority has further di_i'ec’te'd- that list of the confirmed Sub-

Inspectors who "are due to be retired in next 06 months must be

maintained at CCPO & respective RPOs_ Offices and cases for
inclusion of their names in List “F~ and grant of Officiating
Promotion as Inspector will be forwarded at least 03 months period

to their retirement. .

¢ (NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGV])
AlG/Establishment
For Provincial Police Officer,
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

No. 254-56/CPB

. Copy of above is forwarded for information to the:

1. Addl: Inspector General of Police, HQrs: . Khvber

 Pakhtunkhwa. C o .

2. Deputy " Inspector General ~of Police,, HRs: Khyber -
Pakhtunkhwa. - . . o

3. Incharge General Registry Cell, CPO, Peshawar.

P . 4
.o -
AT W

-

A Eé@

ATTESTED 70O BE
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OFFICE OF THE ‘
PECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE %
THE INS A '
KHYBER PAKHTUNKH !

Central Police Otfice, Pashawat .

STANDING ORDER NO. 9/2014 ,

Upper Age Limit for Intermediate and Upper Courses

This Standing Order s issued under Artcle 10(3) of Polica Order 2002 g‘oi::m%ncu
of the Police: Policy Board decision taken in its 5™ moeting held on. 29" January :

. *
2, Alm . Presently, the upper age hmit {or Inlermediale and Upper College Course.. ¢,
very low thal need to be raised for opening grealer opportuniies of pramotion, Aqain, tha

upper age limit for A-1 and B-1 Examinations has been raised already, fhetafore. the: vne
hmit for Intermediate and Upper Coliege Courses need to be raised accordingly.

— e m . = e m — T

3. The upper age l;mil for intermediate and Upper Coliege Caurses shall be as under, '
* .
a} Intermediate Course' 48 years; :
b) Upper College Course: 52 years, Z
;
4. The cul-off dale for calculating the upper age limit for either of the above coursa ~hall

be the 31" day of the month of December falling before the commencemunt of the
respective course,

-

*
5. Power to remove difficulties:- If any difficully arises in giving efiect lo the. order. the
Provincial Police Officer may by nofification make such provisions as deemed approprials,

6. Amendment:- All previous Standing Orders on the subject, to the extent of thy
provisions of this order, shall stand amended

/"I’J /L,.‘(Jt,,’? PR sl
NASIR KHAN DURRANY
Pravinclal Police Officct
Khybeor Pakhlunkhws
Poshavear

ATTESTED TO BD
TRUI{ cory
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NOTE
Sir, < . .

The RPO/Hazara vide PUC has forwarded an
Muhammad Saeed Khan No. H/76 (on List "

FHNEXURE

SHEET—

C.P.O.

application in respect df Si

).of Haripur District for promoﬁon as

N

—
QL
\ .
4oy
—

' - o

. | Offg: .I.x-l-sgectqr. -Because Sub-lnspector'mnmad Saeed Khan will be retired on
1. “ sﬁperannuaﬁc;p pension on 14.04.2017 ) -
?1-1 . 2 ‘l:} this conncction it is submilted that g per CPO letter No., 247-53/CPB dated
¥ 09-02-2016 at "F/A", CCPO/Peshawar & ali Regional Police Officers were asked to send
’/ . s cases of conﬁrt_néd Sub Inspectors to CPO, who have Icfy threc (03) moyths period 1o
l ' their retirement for the incll;sion of their names in list "F* and grant of Offg: pr'on;lrmi as
_!‘ i Inspcclqr.‘ - .
: 'f;f 3 ) In the light of above, carlier CJM:.'. of twenty (20) cozxﬁnncd Sub Inspectors were
i 1 ) received and considered by the Departmenta] Promotign Commiittee in different meerings
t ," .i ' and approved by Inspector General of'PoIice, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
‘-. ;7« < " Similarly, cascs of the follo&ing confirmed Sub Inspectors, who were rcﬁring
L . within next three (03) months period reccived including the applicant Muhammad Saccd
' ::; . ' No. H/76 w s, Np..OS:- . -
Lo [S'NO [ NAME OF OFFICER REGION. DATE OF RETIREMENT )
' o : LTS M Atz No, wiar Uiz 04-03-2017" T o
f , ‘ j : 2. 51 Muhammad Anwar No, PT356 CCP, 24-03-2017 ]
R o . Peshawar -
g S I R Ky v B0§ Bannu 51052017 T
' S B o Karimullzh No_ 39178 [ Matakana 03-04-3017
; ; > | St Mubammad Saced No. 176~ i 14042017
' 6. - St Haroon-ur- Rasheed No, D77 D.I.Kh;!n 31-03-2017
HE 7. St Arif-ur-Rehman No., 376/ Malakand 15-04-2017
I T s e No.16/M Malakand 01042015
i - ol L : - —
!' 5 ] The issuc was discuséedy in the D;:_pgx_tmcnlal Promotion _Com@_{lggg_g}cc}ing held
I+ : on 19.01.2017 and it was decided that imparting promotion to the afore Sis will amount
g . i ) ' tom-{um .promolion, which has been banned iay Supreme . Court of Pi_lustzm
S : -
| - Therefore all cases Placed before the commitiee are recommended t0-be filed, which was
:

" Submitted for favour of king perusal, please,

approved by the Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakfnﬁmkhwa, at"F/g"

ﬁ%ﬂ.,%d}?

_ . ' Office Supdt: Cp Branch.
7 AIG/Es f}: Eifgmgf,i: a fﬂ 4| 2ot |
8 | w %w,avk /’*”“‘“"’e
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nmed aynnst ‘their names:-

P Thc following conﬁrmed Sub-
'.Capltal C:ty Police Peshawar are ret:rmg ancr a

.

Inspectors” already. on’ Lis
ttaining the.age )f'supcm-m.ra*lr 1as

“F* of

2o ll 15 worlh mn.nuumn-' here Ahat au.ordm" lo bcmori’l
: ‘_of the .:bovc named Sub-ln\pu,lon. 1$ uy: und\.r -

Name ‘-‘_ Rcuon Dalc of Relm.mem
‘| Mehmood Ali- CCP, Peshawar 20.05.2017 -
Shauka Alf - R .gg_l‘ Pesh: nwar -20.05.2017
3. AbdurRazig . 1 CC L. !’L\ll awar s, s
=20 Badan Khan- ) '(.(.l’ Peshawar 04.05.2017 -
;| Bahadar Khan’ CCP. Peshawar, | 0a. 05.2017
Mull unne ul K. NEYS N \\lt (ST ll\ lh A VAN

y List "l-},l the seniority

NI\ Ml‘ £ NO.

L REGION o

_ ‘DATE OF RETIREMENT
2" |- Bahar Ali. _ > - | Mardan . 31.12.2040
: Allah Nawaz,. s D. 1. Khan - 07.06.2018
Sajawal Khan D.L-Rhant . | 28.02.2020
Abdul Latif D.I. Khan -.- 10.10.2020
Bashir Hussain- 1D Khan. - - -105.03.2020 ]
Muhammad Nawaz ID.LKhan- . [30.04.2020 ]
Muhanmimad Nawaz - | D-LKhan * 7 [ 05.01.2021 _
Subir Shah 4 L. LKhan .: |06.10.2018-
Allah Dad D.1. Khan . _. 21.01.2019 —_I
Shama Jan 1. I. Khan 02.12.2019. C e
Ghulam Yasin D. 1. Khan - 1 04.02.2020°
- Faiz Kaleem 1). 1. Khan -1 06.09.2060
. | Zahoor Muhammad - Mardan - 1.25.03.3020
" | Muhammad Nawaz Khan Mardan | 01.02.2026
- Mchmood-Ali . CCP, Peshawar | 20.05.2017
Khalid Khan - | CCP, Péshawar. [ 03.02.2020
_-{ Shaukat Ali - - CCP, Peshawar | 20.07.2017
Abdur Raziq ' CCP, Peshawar .25.034.2017
Muhammad -Rasheed CCP. Peshawar ['20.04.2019
Badan Khan - - CCP, Peshawar | 04.03.2017
>~ | Razd Ali - | CCP. Peshawar | 25.01.2020
22J Bahadar Khan - . CCP, Peshawar | 04.05.2017 ]
..':23.'-"-‘ Jan Muhammad® - | CCP; Peshawar | 22.06.3018

- 24:.. | Murad Ali

1 CCP, Peshawar-

17.02.3019 .

'-?_5.' Sabz Ali

CCP. Peshawar -

01.09.2018

-Gulzar Khan

-1 CCP. Peshawar

S1.12.2019 .

Muhammad Riaz

CCPU, Peshawar

08.05. "0l7

| df?‘"“f’b!i 29 BB
mﬂ, C@PX

B . According to record 55 vacanc:cs of Inspeclors are av'ulablc Out of ~
otal abancncs. fiflty (50) vacano:cs of ]nspcctors mqmrcd to; be reserved for Fast

._,-

ok 2 0 accommodate the cases of Sub—lnspectors schedulcd o be
. w:thm,a fcw  days, if approved the vacanci

- of all twcnly seven ("7) Sub-lnspcct(m m
Fast ’l‘mck Premotion:

Submnscd for ﬁvour of l\md p»rmal R. ordcrs plca«.

AIG/E ’ab]mhmcnlj’\

retired

ics requlred for the covering of promotion”
a)' be ullllzed of thc vac.mc;cs rcs;n'gd for .

PP ——
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T (D ANNEXURE-E
o | FOR PU_BLICATION IN THE KHYBER ’
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-H,

. . 'ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER <~ - - - -
el " KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

NOTIFICATI N

No.: ./.f 4 o . E-Ill, ADMISSION TO LIST “F™ AND PROMOTION AS OFFG: .
INSPECTOR (BPS-16) :- Dated: o3 105 016

As per recommendation of the DPC dated 29.04.2016 duly approved by the Worthy
tnspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, the ﬁame; of following confinned Sub-Inspectors arc hereby
inclnded into List “F” and promoted as Offg: Inspectors (BPS-16) with immediate effect:-

Sr.No | NAME & NO. | REGION RECOMMENDATION
1. |{SIMumtaz No. |cCCP

Recommended for inclusion of his name into List “F”

and S
P345 Peshawar | promotion as Offg: Inspector. £ : 7
o His name was included in the list for the course required as per A
‘Standing Order No. 3/2015.
2

St Momin Khan Malakand

Recommended for inclusion of his
No. 123/M

promotion as OfTy: inspector.

name into List “F and £

« T 1016
His name-was included in the list for the course required as per
' ' Standing Order No. 3/2015. ‘
3. | StSher Bahadar- | Mardan Recommended for. inclusion of his name into List “F” and v
No. MR/119 ' promotion as Offg: Inspector, v - ) 3. '{;,s
. His name was included in the list for the course required as per
Standing  Order No.' 3/2015. Moreove;

T, he is serving in.

‘~ ’ . Investigation Branch and he will continie his fenure in
. ~:. - - ¥ ' ..
.

i -_[‘Investigation according to Standing Order No. 21/2014.

Their promotion will t

———— .

o ake effect from the date they actually take over charge of higher

responsibilities, - _ :

) : Necessary Gazette Notilication may be issued accordingly.
! : . . ' Sd/-
. i Miao Mubammad Asif
Addl: IGP/HQrs:

! . For Inspector General of Police,
| , L Co . . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
; - . . : Peshawar,

No.l 74 s~ éf ? /E-N
1 _ Copy of above is lorwarded for information and necessary action to:-
: - . & The Addk: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhswa Pcshawar.
‘ ’ il The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar,
' iil.  The Regional Police Officers Mardan & Malakand Regions.
3 V. The Registrar CPO, Peshawar.,

V. The Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar. :
Vi: The Office Supdi: E-I1 and CP Branch CPO, Peshawar.
R Th The Incharge Central Registry CPO Peshawar.,

-

| | i@b/ '
; » ATTESTED 7O BE \M -
' .- TRUE COFY (NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVT)
AIG/Establishment
For Inspecior General of Pajics.
. XByher Pakhrenbhwg,
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' PcSHA WAR HIGH COURT PESHA WAR

<

ORDER SHEE T

Dote gf Order or
Proceedings
1

Hiray

1.27.02:2019

‘Present:  Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand;
' . Advocate, for the pennoners

' ‘Mr Rab Nawaz: Khan, AAG, for the .
respondents

| " : #t*‘t;t*ttﬁi .

£U,§:@$;_{‘1' y{r_r,gg. 7.- The mstzml writ
' petmon has been ﬁlcd by the petttloners under _
v .. _ Article 199 of"the C'onstim‘tion‘ of Islarm_c
Republic of Pakistan, 1973, whe;gin_ they have
prayed that the 1r;1pugncd \lonﬁcatlon No -
755/legal datcd 16.03. 20[7 to the cxtent of .

e T ! amendment in Rule 1_9-25—A of Pohce Rules . -

. 1934 ‘with Standing Qtdpr ,N0.2112014,

- whereby illegal conditions have been imposed”

for promotion of Sub Inspectdrs to ‘the rank of

| Inspectors, is illegal, unlawful, without lawful

ATTESTED TO BE
TRUE COFY o




<

authority and ineffective upon the rights of the
petitioners _‘énd the same may be - struck down.

They have further praycd- that the fespondehts

| may be directed to promote the petitioners as

Taspectors  (BPS<16)  with _effecf . from |

10.05:2018 with all back benefits.

2 Leaxhcdl‘counsel_ for the petitioners" has

also filed C:M.No. 48-P/2019 for impteédment
of Mukarram Shah (SD’ hNo.PISZQ CTD,
Peshawar and Almngir (Sﬁ' No. P)33‘.: SHO.
Risalpu?‘ l\fowshera ;nd .C.M.I\-Io.' 202-?/29_1 9

for 'impieadn}ent of Behram Gul, Sub-lnsPE,ctor' '

_ No.P-56. CTD, Peshawar in the .panel of

petitioners, -

: ‘3. . At the very outset of the-ﬂproceedihgs,

learned AAG referred to ju‘dgmt;:nt of Peshawar
High Court, Mingora Bench delivered in W.P,
No. 601-M/2018 decided on 03:12:2018 and

submitted that the Hori’ble Division Bench had

ATTESTED 7O BE
TRUE COPY

{

/
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"N

, \ o . within shortest period of time.” ' .
(W - . - .
VN 5. In the light of above judgment, the-

already disposed of identical case, “involving
= )
{ similar point, therefore, the-instant petition be

: a]sd"disposed of in the light of terins mentioned |-
th.erein-. | |
a. oi; 03.12.2018, ﬁle Honble ‘Division
| Bench, while disposing. pf W.P. ‘No. 601-
:-E.'IIZ'OI 8, h.as passed the following order:- | ‘

“6. It ts pertinenit 1o note that
deferment and supersession are two
different concepts and in case when.
after fulfilling the criteria, -the
. petirioners are promoted to the post )
of Inspector, they will be entitled t0 -~ |-
ante-dated seniority in terms. of
. Section 8 of the . Khyber.
. Pakhtunkhwa Civil_ Servants - Act, -
1973. S
7. In view of the above, this writ
petition is disposed of with direction
to the respondent No.l to provide an
opportunity 1o . the- present
petitioners {0 undergo lige
. requisite/mandatory courses " as
envisaged in- Police Rules, 193¢

instant writ petition is.disposed of accordingly.

1 However, we also direct the réspondents to

ATTESTED TO BB
TRUE cory = ATHE ;;E_D/

. El
Peshawal dgh Court
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¢ : . promote those petitioners who became retired

during pendency of this petition; if qntitlgc'i. :
S‘irhila-rly, both the. cﬁs for ﬁnpiéadnient are| -
ais:q allowed as prayed for and oft"lce_ shall
make _ggcg'ssa;y- e,ntry in tl»-1>is | regard m the

| heading of the petition. .

) 27.0_2.29-19

£ GOPY
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. : : =l YA o

o . v L : £ 7

Date of l’re's:. ﬂ-n of- Applicati mW 'Efﬁ:"}éﬁé“ 1 :%é.%;
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B % (DB) How'ble Mr. justice Ikramullah Khan
Hon'ble justice Musarvat Hitali
Noor Shah, PS ‘ .
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IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURTPES

Writ Fetifin NOZJ'OC [2C15 Q

Khadim S h.a.h Sub Inspector No 399/P Dﬁ P/ﬁt;;s Vf,ar -
Range, Pzshawar.” O * :

Ali Jan, Sud IIlSpL,Ctor, No 404 / P FRP Pe %QI\‘;Rgnge
Peshawar /53¢
Sub Inspector No_ 338/P,

. - Muhammad Ra;hlr

Investigation ng Charsadda. ] el
Murad Ali. Khan,  Sub Inspector, No 405/? FRP
Peshawar Range Peshawar.- -
Nowsherawan Khan., Sub Inspector, No 16"’/ M, DPO -
Office Burur.

6. Khalia Kban, Sub Tnspector, No 543 /M Invec,tlgatmn
Wirg District Bunir .
- 7. Faiz Muhammad. Sub Inspector No 500 / M - Sub
_ Inspecter/ SHO Over Chitsal . .. . _ o
8. Igbal = Udd:n, Sub.l .Inspector, ' No. 492/M, Sub
| Insoector“{aln :); Bifral.,. :
9. Mir ‘Azamy * Siib hlspector ,N 9’7/ '\'l _ Sub
i Inbpectm /A A*t’O P_ka,hltra. R T
. ¥0. Sultan® Kha_r ‘St ’Inspector, ,No 3'Z/ M Pollce Lmes '
_ Chitralk: G :
11. Qurban '{ndn, Sub*«mspector, No 533/ M P’I‘C Hangu
12. ’Vluham s i Walt Shah Sub Inspecter, No- 544/M CT:
- Chitral.
13. Saeed: Ulldh Sub Inspc< tor; No 385/ M SHO PS Chitral.
14. Gul udmeen Sub Inspcctor No 159/M DPO Ofﬁce D .
i “Upper:.. .
15.Muh’-1mmad Slvar uub Inspector No 154 Im,hr,u ge PP
Jabtar Dir Upper:
" 16.Shireen: .Zada... Sub lnspf‘r‘tor No 212/M ASHO PS .
¢ Gandigar::
17. AbdvE Qay*,ru N ":‘260 PS Ganchou_t Dir
Upner. '™~ :
18. Javed Iqbal
Upper.
19. Fazal Karim, Sab. Inspector No 32/M, PS Dxr Upper
20. Muhammad Riaz, Sub nspe"t(‘ No 467/1\’1 OII PS
Wari Dir Uprwer.
21.Bahar Ali Sub Insp°ctor, No- 18/ MR Dmtmct Pohcc
‘ Mardar :
22. Nigar ! J»-al’l Sub Inspector, No 1391 /-MR, Incharye __
PP Azari f.o0ad. -
23.Zahid kian, Sub ltspeclor, No 134/MR, Incharvc. PP

Jand i
anca. . B Pﬂfﬁ*) TODAY ) L
ATTESTED TO BR: a A
. .‘ Dep“W ch\:;tfar \ A
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FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II,
ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

NOTIFICATION N

No. 27‘?5 JE-TH, ROMOT:ONASOFFG- INSPECTORS BPS-16 bated-aZ/ll/zow

In pursuance’ of Peshawar High Court Judgment dated 27.02.2019 in CM No

118-P/2019, CM No. 202- P/2019 and Writ Petition No. 2706- P/2018,»recommendat|on$
made by the Departmental; 'Promotion Committee in its meeting held on 01.10.2019, the

" following confirmed Sub- inspectors on List-'F"-are hereby promoted as Offg: [nspectors;.

- (BPS-16) with immediate effect - -

S.NO NAME & NO. .{ REGION | - "RECOMMENDATION
1. | SiSabir Shah D/32 DIKhan . | The DPC examined his case and recommended him for
' : o promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from
‘ e ] 10.05.2018 on regular basis.
SI Ihsan Ullah P/349 7| CCP/Peshawar | The DPC cxamined his case and recommended hlm for
g i promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS 16) w.e. from
) 10.05.2018 on regular basis.
St Khadim Shah P/399°%] CCP/Peshawar | The DPC exammed his case and rccommended‘ﬁ‘ m_ for
: ¥ " | promotion to the rank of OfFg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e. from
10.05.2018 on regular basis.

g

-

S.;J

it

‘ Sd/- B -
Muhammad Nacem Khan. Dr, PSP -
Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar

fo} i . | :
No. 2776~ 2808 ~/E-III. Dated Peshawar, the 04 / 11 /2019.

-

~ Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-
7 Addl: IsGP in Khyher mhtunkhwa . . .' -
. Capital City Police Officer;.Peshawar. ‘ iy
7 Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. L TR
eputy Inspector General of Police Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
. Regional Police Ofﬁcer DIKhan.
& AIG/Legal CPO, Peshawar. =
Office Supdt: Secret CPO Peshawar.
ffice Supdt: E-II CPO/Peshawar
.0.P files. -

A:CTESTEQ' 70 BB
TRUE COPY

AlIG/Establishment
For Inspector General of Police,
2 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
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: rOR PUBLSCATKON EN THE KHYBER
: - PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-,

ORDERS BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIC
KHYBFR PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR '

EOTSFICAT%ON

~

4‘[{1 t{ JE-1, ADHII' S 4 TO LIST "F" & PROMOTION AS OFFG: '-NSP.ECTOR Dated: 22 /117 '3019;;

As por recommendahon of the DPC dated 15.11.2016. duiy approved by the w onh ‘
hspeczor Ger'eral of Police Khyber Pakhtgmkhwa, names of the fellowing confirmed Sub-Inspectos.
are he reb y mclx_ded nlist ' F & promotlcn as Offg: Inspector with immediate effect:«

S:NO-

NAME & NO.

, REG:QN,

RECOMMENDATION.

1Y

5l-Said Amin Jan Mo.

P/393

- CCP
Pesha;fi«ar

Recommended for promoticn as Oifg: Inspector.

‘The  Committee further recommended fo
‘exempticn from Standing Order No. 372015

because he is retiring on . 11.12.2016, afte
attaining the age of superannuation. ~——_

St Anwar Dad Khan No.

MRI115

Mardan

Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo

| exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015

because he is retiring -dn 01.02.2017, afte
attaining the age of superannuation.

Sl ry‘,ﬁhammad -Zan’ian

No. K/74

-~ Kohat

| Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

The Committee further recommended f{o
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015

because he is retiring. on- 31.01.2Q17, afte

atizining the age of superannuation-

St Naeem Khan No-

-":'I FIA

i Matakand

Recommended 7o pz wvinoticn as Oiig: Inspector.

| The Committe further recommended fo

exemption from Standwg Order MNo. 3/2015

| because he is retiring on 01.02.2017, afte
.{-attaining the age of superannuation.

St Shoukat Saleem No.

K731

i }(_qhat- H

Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector.
The Cominittee further recommended fo.
exemption from Sta'tdmg Order No. 3/2015
because he is retiring on 04.02. 2017 afte.
attaining the age of superannuation.

Si Diyar Khan No.
" -] MR/133 '

Mardan i

Recommended for promotion as Offg: mspector. )
The Committee further - recommended o

-| exemnption from Standing Order. No. 372015
{because he is' retiring on 11.Q2.2017, aftet’

attaining the age of superannuation.

-SI Muhammad Waris

No. 312/M

Matakand

Recormmended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

The, Committee: fuither recommended for
exemption” from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because He is retiring on 17. 02.?_017 aftes

‘attaining the age of superannuation.

St Agleem Knan No.

Ki37

Kohat-

Recommended for promotion as Offg: lnfpector-

The Committee further recommended for
exemption from Stending Order MNo. 3/2015,
hecause he s rdning oo L5.Gi.4UW/,  aiier

TRUE CcOpPY

attaining the age of superannuation.

ATTESTED 70 BB
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ii.

iii.
iv.
V.
vi.
vii.
viii.

.

xi.

Xil.

L
- w‘ 9. | SI Arif-ur-Rahman No. |-Malakand | Recommended for inclusion of his name 1n
o ' . < 137678 _ . .- | with his colleagues. -
R 10. | SI Muhammad Adnar |- D.L.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his if}ame inL
: | No.D/37 - D R,
11. 7| 51 Nageeb Ullah No. ‘D.{.Khan Recommended for mclusnon of his name in l
.- |D142 -
. 12 | St Muhammad Ramzan |. D.1.Khan Recommended for mclusum of his name inl
"~ |No< D/44 s
13. | S! Sateem Pervez No. D:I.Khan: { Recommended for inclusnon of hls name intl
- - | b/oe S 2 L L
¢ 14. 1 5)Said Marjan No. D..Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his name in L
. ) | Db/43 1 i - :
15. | Si Kashif Sattar No D.1.Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his pame in L'
. : D/15 . K Tl : . :
FSL CASES - : : .
~ 16. | SI Magbali Khan of Fire | - F5L ¢ | Recommended for promotion.as Offg: Inspet
Arm Section T : 2
17. | SI Kafoor Khan of FSL Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspes
Finger Print Bureau T E ' :
Section ]

. Sd/-
MIAN MUHAMMAD AS!F
Addl: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector Generat of Police -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
. ~ Peshawar.
JE-1U - o :
Copy of above is forwarded for information to the:- 3.
Addl: Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa
Addl: inspector General of Pohce Investlgatlon, ‘Khyber Pakh
Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Pollce, HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshav
Capital City Palice Officer, Peshawar.
Regional Police Officers, Mardan, Malakand, Kohat & D.l.Khan Regions.
PSO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. :

'PRO to worthy Inspector. General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Director, FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: E-Ii CRO Peshawar

Office Supdt: CP Branch CPQ, Peshawar.

sﬂ@ —

(NAJEEB-UR~REHAAN BUG
AlG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of Pol

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
i Peshawar

ATTEerﬁ' 70 BB
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MS (Promotlon as. lnsgector on age of sugerannuatloﬂ} 7. 3 201

Sub :nspectors of peshawar drsmct and
tired in 2017 and there is 50 tnany

Respected IGP assalam u alikum. Sir we are the §

aléo o ffst F-froma long time and goingto bere
‘of mspetor in peshawar 1t is therefore requested fhatkmdl; promdte L. as

»spe or.before the date of regg;ement we'will be very thankful fo you for this kndofact. - ¢,
“Our. narne and date of returement is as Lnder: 1.Si mahmeod ali no, P.334 date of
turment 19.5.17 2 ‘$i'abdul razzaq no. P.33‘7'date of retirement 25.4.1.7 and Sl
,'muhammad anwar ‘khan no,p 396 date of retlrement is'25.3. 17 we wull pray for your long

(lite rosozsszssza

SO CPB "Put upas per rule/regulatlon

!.
i
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, R ' OFFICE OF THE
0 CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
- L °ESHAWAR. ‘
Tcle hone No 91~9210641 Fax No Qu1- 11_2,§L__
/EC~I dated Peshawar the - (L, Y G /2017
The Inspector General of Police, . L Sk
" Khyber Pakhtunkhwa{ Peshawar. " :
'APPLICATIONS.: : _
- Enclosed fi nd he:emth a Jomt apphcataons preferred by‘
| - Lo - . Datc of Rctxrcmcnt
SI Mehmood Ali No.'P/344 . -19-05-20i7 -
| - SI Abdur Razig No. P/337 - . 25-04-2017 - . i}
. . Sl Bahadar Khan No. P/341° 04-05-2017 -
- si Muhammad Riaz:No.’ P/347 ) os~os 2017_;\ s
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‘Subject:  Request for grant of notional Promotion to the rank of

-~

9

Before the worthy Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
| " PESHAWAR. |

Inspector.

Réshected Sir, With due respect and humble submission, it is to sate that in

the year 2015, being in upper age limit, | have been bestowed a chance and was
selected for the upper course and after passing the said course, my name was ._
brought on list “F” in the year 2016 accord ingly whereas | was already entered in

retirement zone and thus on attaining the age of superannuation | got retired
from service dated 04-05-2017. |

2)  Thatin the light of newly promuigated'policy for fast track promdtion, i

'being a confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly placed on list “F” and being entered in

retirement zone had to be promoted to the rank of Inspector but due to unknown

reason, 1 was deprived of my due legitimate right of such promotion and retired
as Sub-Inspector. - ‘ '

3)  That some of our col!eagu_és standing on one and the same pedestal, have

- already been given such fast track promotion just before their retirement on

attaining the age of superannuation.

Keeping in view my long unblemished and devoted services and the

above facts and circumstances, it is, therefore, most humbly requested that by
granting notional promotion, | may very graciously be promoted to the rank of

Inspector please.
I my children will pray for your long life-and prosperit\}.

Yours rrjost obedijently g

N T
_\\)\Q\/{

5

./ .
SI Bahadar Khan No. P[341.

Dated: 14-07-2017,
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR.

: . , .'
Y T
In Ref, o WP No. / 55Y p 2017, |

Inspector Police, No P-341, presently working and poste
investigation wing, Police Station Faqir Abad Pesh;war.

) Mahmood Ali $/0 Abdu Hanan R/O Dhakki, (Thang,

Charsadda), Sub-Inspector
Police, No P-334,

p‘r‘eséntly working and posted as Officer hi-charge
investigation wing, Police Station Yakatoot, Peshawar. ‘

LTy
FOARTATR TS Coten o aY oo
e OO b i R ]

% ) Mubaminad Nawaz ST $/0 Feroz khan R/O Jagra (Peshawar), Sub

"+ Police, No P-22, presently working and posted as Officer In-charge
wing, Police Station Urmer, Peshawar.

-Inspector
investigation

TN S g (3 by o 0y ol g bt il

1) Fazal e Hadi S/O Muhgmmad _akbaf R/O Manga Dargai (Chaxsé&da), Sub-

 Inspector Police, No P-227, presently working and posted as Officer In-charge

- investigation wing, Police Station Nissata,Charsadda.

r

5) Badan khan S/O Haji Sabz Ali Khan R/O Khweshki

i Bala (Nowshera), Sub-
Inspector Police, No P-394, presently ‘working and posted as -Additional SHO,
Police‘,Station Daud Zai ,Peshawar

-------------

ATTESTES g o RESPONDENTS,




PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR.

FORM “A®

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
£ORM OF ORDER SHEET

Date of order,
———— |

24.05.2017

¥*kkk¥

. ROOH—UL—AMIN KHAN, J. By invoking  the

conshtutlonal Jurisdiction of this Court under Article 199

of the Constntutxon of Islamic Repubhc of Pakistan (the
Constltutxon) Bahadar Khan and 04 others _the

petxtlonem Serving  in" -Police Force ‘ -of - Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa ag Sub-lnspectots seek issuance of a writ

-y

ey
S
5
o
§
S
g
é
é‘
o
5
&
B
£
8
g
&

ground of they being entered in the zone of attaining the

age of Superannuation, as jn 'such crrcumstances their

other colleagues had a[ready béen granted promotlon

J‘S"”/ Serv:ce Tribunal whde the Junsdxctton of the ngh Court

is barred by the €Xpress provisions of Article 212 (2) of

the Constilutic'm of Istamic Republic of Pakistan, ]973.

Siaj Afiidi PS/D
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: Accordmgly this petition being not mamtamable 8

stands dlsmtssed However the petitioners may voice

| thelr gnevance before the proper forum if they SO desu-e
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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1286/2017

Date of institution- ... 16.11.2017 o
Dateofjudg,ment 11.12.2019 R

Bahadar Khan S/0O Abdul Malik Khan R/O Shabqadar (Charsadda) Ex-Sub-Inspector’
' Police, No. 9/341 Peshawar R (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Pol:ce Off:cer/IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Centrai Police Officer (CPO)
Peshawar.

2. [Additional inspector General of Pohce.Headquarter. : :
3. Capital City Police Officer, Police Line Peshawar, ... (Respondents)

, ' Service appeal U/S-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act,

' - - 2gainst the impugned policy vide official letter No.-247-53/CPB dated
09.02.2016, promulgated by the respondent No. 1 regarding_notional .

T promotion to the rank/post of Inspector and whereas ;' appellant being

_ N highly eligible, deserving and confirmed Sub- -Inspectoi, properly placed
. § (& on list “F” was deprived of such promotion and subsequently retried from -
%

service on attaining the age of superannuation who filed departmental
representation dated 14.07.2017. for the redressal of his_grievances,
which was not yet responded.

: ~ Mr. Muhammad Usman Khan Turlandi, Advocaté. .. Forappeliant.
. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney R .. Forrespondents.
Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI - .. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH .. .. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

tltied ”I\/Iahmqod, “Ali - Versus . Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber
- Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Pesha_war and 6thers”, Service

Appeal No. 1288/2017 titled “Fazl-e-Hadi Vérsuﬁs Provincial Police Officer/IGP,




. 2 )
@ .
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar and others”,

Service Appeal No. i289/2017'titied ”Naseer-Ur~Reh'man~Versus Provincial

~Police'0fﬁcer/!GP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar ‘
and others” and Service Appeal No 1290/2017 tntled Muhammad Nawaz

~Versus Provmcual Pollce Offlcer/lGP Khyber Pakhtunkx *wa, Central Police

Offlcer {CPO) Peshawar and others” as common questlon of law and facts are

involved in alI the servrce appeals.

2 ~ Learned counsel for the appellants and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District

Attorney alongwith . Mr. Muhammad Razrq, Head Constable for the

re’spondents also present. Arguments heard and record perused. _

3. Brief facts of ali the aforement red servrce apneals are that the‘

appeliant were serving in POIice' Department and were promoted as

-

‘ conformed Sub-lnspectors on list’ ”E" dated 31 03. 2016 That a pohcy letter No-

&‘ '247- 53/CPB dated 09.02. 2016 was promulgated the CCpr Peshawar and all
™

R Q\ Regronai Pollce Ofﬁcers (RPOs) were. asked by the Inspector General of POiiCE

\\f that the list of confirmed Sub !nspectors who are due to be retlred in next six

months must be maintidined at CCPO Peshawar and respectave Reglonal Police

' ’Ofﬂces for inclusion of. thelr names in hst “F” and grant of offlcratmg promotion

as Inspectors will. be forwarded at- Ieast three months perrod to thelr

retirement. That the appeHants have passed Upper Course Trammg and thear‘

names were also placed at Ilst ”F" on 19 07. 2016 therefore, they were eligible

for their Iegrtlmate rlght of promotion to the rank of Ofﬁcratmg Sub Inspectors :

That the respondent—department as per aforesaid poh",f were bound to

promote the appeI!ants to the rank of Ofﬂuatmg lnspectors before their

- Peshavwr




RS
3 superannuat:on on Otl 05. 2017 but the respondent department has not
: promoted them to the post of Offrcratrng Inspectors despite the facts that they

were fully quallfled and ellglble for promotlon‘ of the same post. That after

'fretlrement the appellants filed departmental appea!s for notional promotron‘
Ato the worthy lnspector General of Police on 14.07. 2017 but the same were '
not responded hence the present service appeals

4, . Respondents were summoned who contested the - appeals by filing

wrltten replres/comments

£

A

. -r.-,‘.:':.rzpa;@ﬁ..b‘i;_”i{‘“x’ﬁj%ﬂ!ﬁi‘??ﬂ}??)

5. Learned counsel for the appellants contended that the appellants were

servmg in Polrce Department It was further contended that due to their
'unb_lemished s'ervi,ce recOrd they were promoted.to'the rank f‘-f ro'nfirmed Sub-
‘lnspectors it was further contended that the " resp-ondent No 1 rssued the :
aforesald pollcy dated 09.12. 2016 wherein the CCPO Peshawar }»nd all
_Reglonal Pollce Offlcers (RPOs)lwere dlrected by the Inspector General of

Pollce that the Irst of conﬁrmed Sub inspectors who are due to be retlred in

2 /7

hext six months must be marntalned at CCPO Peshawar and respective

A ot

Regronal Pollce Offices for ‘Inclusion of their names in list “F” ~and grant of
'offlcratlng promotlon as Inspectors wrll be forwarded at least three months .
perlod to thelr retlrement It was further contended that that the appellants

had passed the Upper Course Trarnmg and were fully qualrf;eu and eligible for )

: promotlon to the post of Offlcratmg Sub- lnspectors as they were going to be

-‘ 'retlred in near future but the respondent-department had not promoted them‘
to the post of offlcaatlng Inspectors desplte the facts that they were fully.

_ 4Tmﬁehg|ble and qualrfled for promotlon to the post of Ofﬁcratlng Sub- lnspectors

"fa-
/_5 (;
anghthere junior were also promoted on the basis of aforesald policy but the




&

app‘eliénts were illegally debrived from promotion. It was further éoniénd'ed )
t.hat‘the appellants have been now retiréd frorﬁ service on 04.05.2017 on
a’tt-a'in.i.n‘g the age of'sﬁ‘perannuation therefore they filed de-;_)a.rt'mental' appeai-s_j
fér the pro‘n;otion of the said pbs‘tﬂ{o the worth.y-insp'écizgr General of Police
Kh‘yb’e} P;khtunkhwa Pesha%war é_n 14'.07‘2_017 buf th& same weré not
responded. Therefore, prayed that the appeéls may be accepted and the
department m.ay be diréctéd ‘to issue notional promotion (;fdet; of the
appgll_a’nts to the post of Ofﬁ.ciating Inspectors.

6. On the "ofheb h_anc':i,. Iéarn_e;d ”Deputy Disfrict ‘ Attofney for thé
réspblndlenfs opposed thAe contentioﬁ Tcif Iearned_éounsel fcr the appellants and'
contéhde._ci th;t fhe ap;iéll_ant’s were ﬁonfirmed in the rank of Sub-lnspecior;
and thle'ir names were placed on list “F” which meant that they were -never
deprived from tzheir .due right of promotion and.the promotion cases were to
be gbfsidered c'>An their own merits. It was further contended that as a large
numEer of confirmed Sub-Inspectors are waiting for promotion as ;népectors
on t.heir oan numﬁgr/rotation ;15 per seniority of list. “F”. It-was further
contend,ed'that on retiring on pensioﬁ, the appell;'an'ts are not entitied to c;laim ;
further promotion. It was further contendea that under section-4 of the
Service Tribunal A;:t, é civil sérvant if aggrievea from any final order, whether‘
original or appellateiﬁ respect of any te;m and-céndition of hisservice may fiié
service a.p;peal. but in :the présent servicé éppeall»neither any o;iginal nor ahy

appellate order has been challenged therefore, the szrvice appeal is not

appeals. |




@

" 7. - Perusal of the record reveals that the appellants were serving in Police

: ;Depa'rtrne'nt and dde to their ‘unblemishe_d service record they were pror'noted -
~issded the aforesaid policy wherein it was directed by the lnspector' General of
Police to Capital City Police Officer as well as all the Regional Police Officers
(RPOs) in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa tcl forward the cases of confirrned Sub--
s .lnspectors mentioned therr names in lrst "F” for grant of Offi cratlng Inspectors

1 -

wrthrn three months perlod to therr retrrement The recer d further reveals that

Upper Course Trarmng and were fully qualrf ed and eligible for promotlon to ’

<

“the rank of Officiating lnspectors on the basis ofaf_Oresaid polrcy dated

' {)\ Peshawar but they were not promoted to the post of Ofﬁcratmg Inspectors :

§ /x before their retrrement dated 04.05. .;.b"? and their le‘*"brS were’ prornoted to
. . o . I

3 ‘\\ the rank of OfF cratrng Inspectors on the basis of aforesald pollcy therefore :

: now they" are also entitled for notional promotion to the rank of Ofﬁcratrng

'Inspectors on the basrs of aforesaid polrcy The record ..rther reveals that the ~

' appellants have also filed departmental appeals dated 14.07.2017 for notronal__ i

' promotron to the worthy inspector General of Pollcy but the sard departmental :
| appeals were not decrded/respondedvby the departmental authorrty and it rs-
g we!l settled law that a servrce appeal may be filed agamst- any final. order.
'.whether orlgrnal or appellate in respect of any term and condltron of his
service but in the present case_neit'her original nor final order has been passed

by the respondent-department, therefore, we deem it appro,priate to direct

‘the departmental authority to decide their departmerrtal'appeals for notional

.up to the rank of cont~ rmed Sub-Inspectors. The respondent-department has

the appellants have clarmed in their servrce appeals that they have passed the - v

.. 09 12. 2016 issued by the Inspector Gene'ral of.Police. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa_ .




v,
i

4

S AT T ]
S N :;';‘.‘"f,?-t Vg T sty

L R N TR T

@

Ipromofion to the rank of Officiating inspectors through speaking order as per

rules and law within a period of three months from the date of re'cei.pt of _cbpy

of this jngme'nt: The respondent-department is further directed to convey the

order of departmental authority to the abpellants and thereafter, if the .

appellants were aggrieved from the order of departmental authority they are

at liberty to approach this Tribunal ‘subject to all lega} objections. All -the

aforementioned service appeals are disposed of in the abave terms. Parties are
4 : , rtie

left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the f'ecord room.

ANNOUNCED Rt

11122019 - ///[fz/mw%‘l/ %’7 7.
' A\ (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAK KUNDI)
D MEMBER

- (HUSSAIN SHAH)
MEMBER
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ORDER

TE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POT ACE,
—~ KHYRER PAKRTUNKIIWA
38 - CENTRAL POLICE OFFICY, -
- . PESHAWAR,
N CroIeesl J é}a A l):it@d Peshawar 1 ? Jluly 2000

T

The fallowing retived Sub Inspectors of CCP Peshawar filed Service Appeals Nog. 1286, ) 287
FIRRCE2R9 and 1290 jn Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkbwa Peshawar regarding therr nobionat

promoting 10 the rank of OITp: Inspeetor:-.

‘-.‘
.
0t

v,

V.

Fazal ©-1 ki Vix-Sub l’n.'\:peclni'.

- Babadar Khan Ex-Sub Inspector, -

Mehmaoaod Al Fx-Sub Inspector, 1~

< Nageur-Ur-Rehman Ex<Sub Inspector.

Muhammad Naway, Ex-Sub Inspector.

In compliance 0 the judpment of Service Tribunal Khyher Pakhumkhwa Peshawar datel

123019,

sdiscuss the cases ol Relire! Sub-Inspecinrs of COP Peshawar in the light of or
Fritwmal Khyber Pakbtunkhwa Peshawar. '

meeling of the Departmental Prosiotion Cammitice was held on 30.96.2000 ot CPO o
‘ it 1 i 2 .

der of tionorable Service

tarlier & DPC meeting was held at CPO. regarding promation of confirmed Suh Inspectors 1o

e rnk aF.OM: Ingpectors, whe were
s npamitiee ohserved thai Iparting pw

retiring “within_nest three {03) monthg, The Chairman of the
omation of the S.s will amount fa o o taen promation, wihich

A been baaned by Supreme Court of Pakistan, Flence. filed (he subjoct cases,
- Lo . . -

FThe Policy issued by the Police Policy Board reparding the notional

s snbsequent
Hu prevailing

auf of e promotion/astional promotion has been declared illegal and viodation

senior oflicer.,

: promotion was withdrmwn
meeiings on the grounds that no rules/policy regarding notional promotion available in
specint law/rules. That the policy-was conlrary ta the decision of Apex Conrl wherein

_ | ol vested vight of
The decision of Apdx-Court has Meen implemented in Pakisian il officer of various

ranks has been demeted (o ariginal rank:

Keeping in view of the-above facts and-threadhare discussion amongst the parlictpants i ihe

- el of law and rules/policy in vopue and perusal of record, the Departmental Pro

cadorsed  the

maotion Commitee

previons decision and recommended in the light of Honowrable Supreme -Court - of

“Pakistan vide judgment in Criminal Original Petition No. 892011 dated 16.05.2013 and Intrs Courd

~Appeal No, 042017 tated 13052018 thatall national/out of tun
commitice whanimouxly refected/liled the

promotion are bimned. therefore the

appeals ofappellants,
S -
(DR, ISHTIAQ AHMED) PSP/PPM
© Addi: Inspector General of Paliee,
HQus: Khvber Pakiitnnkhwa,
Peshawar. - »

d dated even

- kadsts No,an

.
by~

- e
P

6. -

Copy ol ubove is forwarded o - - - - -

Additional nspector General of Palice, O Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pegliaswar,
DIGAIOrs: Khybar Pakihtunkhiva Peshawar, :

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar, o )
Registrar, Serviee Tribunal Khybér Pakltuskhwa Pashawar Tor information in Service
Appeals Nos, 1286, 1287, 1288, 12892 and. 1290 vide_iudgmfnl dated 11.12.2019,
ATGA epal. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.,

Office: Supdi: Seeret and E-II1 CPO Peshawar. . / !,l
ATTESTED TO BR [

nwg‘ COPY
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PESHAWAR.

OFFICE OF THY,

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

B ETT ER CO PY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

" CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

No. CPO/CPB/167 | Dated Peshawar 17 July , 2020

The tollowing retired Sub Inspector of CCP Peshawar filed Service Appeals

Nos. 1286.1287,1288 1289 and 1290 in service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar regarding their notional promotion to thc rank ol offg: Inspector:-
i Fazal-e-hadi Ex-sub mspector.
i, Bahadar khan Ex-sub inspector.

1. Mehmood ali Ex-sub inspector.
iv.  Naseer-ur-rehman Ex-sub inspector.

v.. Muhammad Nawaz Ex-sub inspector.

In compliance to Lhe Judgment of servic;e tribunal Khyber Pakhlﬁnkhwa
Peshawar dated 11.12.2019 a meeting of Departmcntdl promotion Committee
was held on 30.06.2020 at CPO to discuss the case of retired Sub- inspector od
CCP Peshawar in the light of order of honorable service tribunal Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Lzarlier a DPC meéting was held at CPO regarding promotion of confirmed sub
inspector (o the rank of offg: inspector. Who were retiring within next three(03)
months. The chairman of the committee observed that imparting promotion of

the S.Is will amount to out of turn promotion. Which has been banned by

superme cout of Pakistan. Hence filled the subject cases.

The policy issued by the police policy Board regarding the notional promotion
was \vl[hdnawn in subsequent meetings on the grounds lhdt no rules/ policy

IU’dIdlnL noll(mdl promotion available in the prevailing special law/rules. That

ATTESTED 7o B
TRUB Copy

Bk




the policy was contrary Lo the decision of’ Apex court whcre in out of turn
pr()mou()n/notlondl promollon has been declared illegal and violation of vested
right of senior officer. The decision of Apcx court has been implemented in

Pakistan and officer of various ranks has been demoted to or iginal rank.

Keeping in view of the above facts and threadbare discussion amongst the
participants in the light of law and rules/policy in vogue and perusal of record
the departmental promotion committee endorsed the previous decision and

recommended in the light of honourable  Supreme Court of Pakistan vide

Judgment in criminal original petition no.89/2011 dated 16.05.2013 and iritra

courl appeal n0.04/2017 dated 13.05.2018 that all notional/out of turm
promotion are banned therefore the committee unammous[y rejected/liled the

appeals of dppcllanls

Sd/-
Add: inspector General ol police
HQrs:Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

peshavwar

Endst:NO.a nd datedﬂ even

Copy-ofabove is forwarded to:-

.- Additional inspector General of police HQrsr: Khyber Pa[\humkh\\ a Peshawar,

i DIG/HQrs:Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Bii. Capital ¢ity police officer Peshawar

iv. Register service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for information in
service appeal nos. ]2% 1287.1288.1289 and 1290 vide Judgment dated
[1.12.2019 :

V. ALG/Legal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Vi, Office supdt: Secret and E-1T CPO peshawar

AlG/Establishment,

ATTESYED FO BE ~ Fordnspector General of Police,
TRUB COPY

Kh¥ber Pakhtunkinwa,
peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal N0.9139/2020.
Ex- Sub Inspector Bahadar Khan No.P/341 of CCP, Peshawar............Appellant.
VERSUS.

| 1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs:, Peshawar.

3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.................. ......... Respondents.
REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1, 2, &3.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper
parties. ‘
3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.
7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of merits.
8. That the matter already banned by the Honorable Supreme Court.
- FACTS:-

(1) Correct to the extent that appellant was recruited as constable in respondent
department and was promoted to the rank of sub-inspector on merit of Seniority
which clearly reflects that respondents department has strictly followed law/rules
and miscarriage of justice is totally avoided. |

(2) Correct to the extent that respondents issued direction/policy for the
betterment/welfare of police personnel, so that eligible candidates may not be
deprived of their due right of promotion meaning thereby to expedite promotion
cases of the police copes.-It is worth to mention here that the policy was contrary
to the decision of the Apex Court wherein out of turn/notional promotion has
been 'declared-illegal and violation of vested rights of senior officer.

(3) Incorrect. In fact qualification of upper college course is one of the eligibility
criteria for confirmation in the rank of SI and placing name of the individual in
list “F” besides it is a consolidated list prepared amongst all the regions of KPK,

on seniority basis. The appellant think only for his own betterment having no care

about the seniority of other eligible candidates.
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(4) Para is totally incorrect, claim of appellant for promotion as inspector on the basis
of placing his name in list “F” is quite unlawful and illegal. Actually list “F” is
maintained on the basis of seniority on provincial level and appellant was not
entitled for promotion as inspector.

(5) Incorrect and based on misguiding material promotion in the respondents
department is made purely on seniority cum fitness basis without adopting picks
and choose formula. |

(6) Incorrect Para no.37 of the note sheet of CPO is worth perusal which clearly
indicates that vacaﬂt posts for fast track promotion were reserved.

(7) Incorrect as explained above, promotion is made on the basis of seniority cum

 fitness and nothing vice versa. The honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan vide
judgment dated 16.05.2013 and dated 13.05.2018 held that all the notional/out of
turn promotion are illegal and against the fundamental right.(copy of judgment is
annexure as A)

(8) Incorrect in compliance with honorable court order dated 27.02.2019 pésses in
W.P No.2706-P/ 2018 a DPC meeting was held on 01.10.2019 wherein only
suitable and eligible candidates for promotion against the existing posts of
inspectors likely to be retired on pension and non of the disentitled were
promoted/recommended.

(9) Para is incorrect as explained above.

(10)Para relates to record hence needs no comments.

(1 ln)Pertains to record of Honorable court, needs no comments. _

(12) Para correct to the extent that in compliance with this honorable tribunal orders
dated 11.12.2019 case of appellant and his other co-appellants were . deeply
discussed by the DPC meeting held on 30.06.2020. The policy issued by the
Police Policy Board regarding the notional promotion was withdrawn in the
meeting on the grounds that no rules/policy regarding notional promotion
available in the prevailing special law/rules. That policy was contrary to the
decision of Apex court wherein out of turn/notional promotion has been declared
illegal and violation of vested right of senior officer. The decision of the Apex
court has been implemented in Pakistan and officer of various ranks have been
demoted to original rank. Therefore the committee after due deliberation
rejected/filed the appeals of the appellants on merits.(rejection order is annexure
as B) |

(13) Incorrect explained above in detail.

(14) That the appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits may kindly be dismissed

on the following grounds.
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GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect, neither any discriminatory treatment has ever been given to the

B.
C.

. Incorrect. Replying respondents are duty bound to act under the law and avoid

appellant nor occurred any illegality in the promotion case of appellant.
Incorrect as explained in the preceding paras.

Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules.

discrimination and on the very reasons appellant was not given promotion as

inspector being in-eligible.

E. Para is repetition of the above Para needs no comments.

Incorrect. No nepotism and favoritism is run in the respondents department rather

law/rules are strictly followed.

. Incorrect. No fundamental right of the appellant has /been violated under the

existing law/rules. The appellant was treated as per law/rules.

. Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no violation of the

Constitution of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the replying respondents.
Incorrect. Appellant being not eligibie was not promoted and by giving promotion
to appellant, right of others entitled would definitely be infringed.

Incorrect. No violation of the Constitution of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the

replying respondents.

. Incorrect. No violation of the Constitution of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the

replying respondents.
Incorrect. The para already explained in detail in the proceeding paras.
Furthermore promotion in each and every rank is made is pursuance of existing

law/rules, and the appellant was not eligible under the rules.

. Incorrect. The appellant has given all his due right and has not been infringed, .

and no law/rules have been violated by the replying respondents.

. Incorrect. Numbers of eligible candidates of list “F” are waiting for promotion to

the rank of Inspector but promotion as Inspector is made as per seniority of list

“F”. No legal rights of the appellant have been violated by the replying

respondents.

. Incorrect. As per judgment of honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan dated =

16.05.2013 and dated 13.05.2018 all notional/out of turn promotion are banned
and declared illegal and against the vested rights. The appellant was rightly

proceeded under the law/rules.

Incorrect. Notional promotion is strictly banned by the apex court in various

Jjudgments as explained above.

. Respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise additional

grounds at the time of arguments.




PRAYERS:-

In view of the above, and keeping in view the gravity of slackness, willful
negligence and misconduct of appellant, it is prayed that appeal being devoid of merit

may kindly be dismissed with cost please.

Additional Ilfs/pector General
of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,
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- Capttal City Police Officer,
Peshawar.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal N0.9139/2020.
Ex- Sub Inspector Bahadar Khan No.P/341of CCP, Peshawar............. Appellant.
VERSUS.

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs:, Peshawar. _
3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.................. coo.oeeeeinninn. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1,2, &3 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.

Additioff Inspector General of
Po(ce, Hgrs: Peshawar,

/

Capn¥al City Police Officer, :
Peshawar. = -




