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Service Appeal No. 9143/2020

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 else 

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.

ORDER
16.09.2021

ANNOUNCED
16.09.2021 r

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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Junior counsel for appellant present.20.01.2021

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Muhammad Raziq Reader for respondents 

present.

Written reply was not submitted. Representative of 

respondents made a request for time to furnish written 

reply/comments; granted. To come . up for written 

reply/comments on 18.03.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

18.03.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Raziq, Reader for respondents 

present.

Written reply not submitted. Representative 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.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E) ,

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

Javaidullah, Asstt. AG alongwith Muhammad Raziq, H.C 

for the respondents present.

Respondents have 

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

arguments on 16.09.2021.

27.05.2021

furnished Reply/comments.

ChairmlBn
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28.09.2020 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 mechanical 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.

<'ecurity // Subject to all just exceptions including the delay, instant
- - -^^,appeal is admitted to regular hearing. The appellant is directed to

■ c

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

be issued to the . respondents. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 30.11.2020 before S.B.

r\
r

Chairman

30.11.2020 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.B.

(MUHAMMAD JAMAdH4HAI^ 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

*'■ ■



Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

72020Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

21 3

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. \

10/08/20201-

'v

REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-

Up there on
t

CHAI
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Bpfnre the Khvher Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

PFSHAWAR.

In Ref; to Service Appeal No.^/^'^_of 2020.

APPELLANT..Versus....SI Fazli -e-Hadi No.P/227

INDEX
Annex P. No.Description of DocumentsS. No.

01-09Service Appeal with Affidavit.
Office order dated 09/02/2016.
Copy of the Standing Order No. 9/2014.~ 

Copy of Note Sheet dated 11/04/2017. 
Copy of Note Sheet dated 22-04-2017. 
Promotion Notification dated 03-05-2016.

1.
“A” 10-112.
“B” 123.
«C” 134v
«D” 145.
“E” 156.
“p” 16-20Order dated 27-02-2019 in W.P No. 2705. 

Copy of Notification Dated 06-11-2019. 
Copy of Notification dated 25-11-2016. 
Copy of the SMS & joint application. 
Order, dated 24-05-2017 in WP No. ISSsT 

Order/Judgment dated 11-12-2019
Impugned order dated 17-07-2020._____
Vokalatnama in original. ___________

7.
“G” 21-228.
“H” 23-249.
“j” 25=2810.
“J” 29-3111.
“K” 32-3712.
“L” 38-4013.

41 ^14.
APPELLANT.

(Ex-SI- Fazli-e-Hadi^an

Through; /

Muhammad Usman Kna^i 
Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar./08/2020 .Dated:-

OFFICE: Flat # C-i Haii Murad Plaza.Qpp: Bank of Punjab, Dalazak Road, Peshawar.
q^oo-s8qs841***Cell# 0‘3^^-qis:36qq
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4the Pakhtimkhwa Service Tribunal

PFSHAWAR.

of 2agQIn Ref; to Service Appeal No. »cr Pakhrvikhwa 
Service 'ri'JliMnal

£511DIsM'y No.

Dated

Sub-Inspector Police No. P-227, S/0 Muhammad Akbar
APPELLANT.R/0 Manga Dargai, (Charsadda)

VERSUS

Central Police1) Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
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 

rejected/filed and whereas the appellant being highly 

\ eligible, deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly
frkedto-day placed on list “F” was deprived of his legitimate right of

such promotion only on discriminative
f&Tv

was

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 promotio 

of the appellant to the rank/post of Inspector being highly eligible, 
deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly placed on list “F” i 
and extend equal treatment in terms of Articles 4, 8, 9,14,18 and 2 J



Rpfnre the KTivhpr Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

PFSHAWAR.

of 2aapIn Ref; to Service Appeal No. ter PakhrMkhwa 
ft*«.rvJcc* 'I'flbunal

£511-Diary No.

Dated

Sub-Inspector Police No. P-227, S/0 Muhammad Akbar
appellant.

Fazli-e-Hadi, Ex- 

R/0 Manga Dargai, (Charsadda)

VRRSUS

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...RESPONDENT

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
FWedto-day placed on list “F” was deprived of his legitimate right of 

’ such promotion only on discriminative score.
/eff

' 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



(5),* :* I. constitution as gis^ollSague^ already been granted suchof the
promotion just before their retirement in such upper age zone and the 

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

on attaining the age of superannuation on mere discrimination.

ttpspectfulW Sheweth;

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.

That a 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 appellant has 

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

to the rank of inspector. (Copy of the office order No-247- 53 

/CPB date 09/02/2016 is annexure “A”).

That the appellant though, was already entered into overage 

zone but even then, in violation of the Standing Order No.
9/2014 regarding “Tipper 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-227 thus, 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 retirement zone on attaining the age 

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

1)

2)

3)

4)
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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
standing on one and the same

5)
Sub-Inspectors, who 

pedestal and whose case was totally at par with the case of 

appellant, was approved and were promoted to the rank of 

Inspectors. (Copy of the Note Sheet dated 11/04/2017 is

were

annexure “C”)*

6) That as for as vacancies for promotion to the rank of Inspector
and especially promotion 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-III dated 03"05"20i6 regarding 

“Admission to List “F” and promotion as Officiating Inspector
to BPS-16” was issued whereas 03 confirmed Sub-Inspectors 

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 “E”).

That some of the aggrieved Confirmed Sub-Inspectors 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 is annexure “F” & “G” 

respectively).

7)

were

8)

That another Notification No. 4414/E-III dated 25-11-2016 was 

emerged and the appellant was succeeded to get a copy whereof.
9)



whereas similarly placed some 17 Sub-Inspectors were 

promoted to the rank of Inspector BPS-16 who were proceeded 

retirement within next 03 months after their due such 

promotion. (Copy of the Notification No. 4414/E-III dated 25- 

11-2016 is annexure “H”).

That the appellant while could not get his due promotion to the 

rank of Inspector 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-I dated 

io/04/20i7.(Copy of the SMS & joint application and 

forwarding memo is annexure “I”)-

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 “J”).

12) 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 authoritu to 

decide their departmental avveals for notional promotion to
the rank nfnfficintina Tnsvectors through speakinp order as
per ride and law within a period of three (n) months from the 

date nfreceivt ofcnnv of this judgment. The resvondent- 

department is further directed to convey the order of the 

departmental authoritu to the apvellants and thereafter, if the 

appellants were aggrieved from the order of departmental 

nnthnritv. then are at lihertv to approach this Tribunal subject 

to all legal objections. All the aforementioned service avveals

on

10)

11)



rlifipnsp.d of in the above terms”. (Copy of the 

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

annexure “K”)-
That in 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”).

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 

gust Tribunal for the redressal of his grievances and grant of 

legitimate right of notional promotion to the rank of officiating 

Inspector inter-alia on the following grounds.

ft ROUNDS.
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 jurisdiction, 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.

c) 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.

e) Because the appellant has time and again discriminated by the 

respondents and thus misprized and neglected by not gmng him

are

13)

14)

au
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his due right, as the appellant is/was entitled to be given the same 

status and accorded with the same treatment as was accorded to 

other similarly placed colleagues.

f) Because the act of respondents in depriving the appellant of his 

right 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 against 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 his

due right.

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

are also in clear disregard of Article 9 of the Constitution ofsame
the Islamic republic of Pakistan 1973 as the same are meant to 

deprive 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.

i) Because the respondents.are bound to provide the appellant 

e<^ual protection of law and must not to discriminate the appellant 

in service 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.

j) Because the act of the respondents are also violative of Articles 

03, 04, 8, 09, 25 and 27 of the Constitution of the Islamic republic 

of Pakistan 1973.

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

principles of equity and equal treatment with citizen are 

downtrodden deliberately for ulterior motive, which needs the 

interference of this august Tribunal.
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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

“A”) dated 09/02/2016, regarding notional promotion(Annexure
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 

llant has been denied the fundamental rights of being treatedappe
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.

0) Because the impugned order is contrary to the policy
promulgated by the respondents themselves and subsequently 

using of two yards to give/extend the benefit of the impugned 

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.



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, 18 and 25 of the constitution as his
colleagues have already been granted such promotion just before 

their retirement in such upper age zone and the appellant by 

depriving of his due promotion on mere discrimination, was retired 

from service bn 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. \

APPELLANT.
(Ex-si- Fazli-e-Hs^Khan)

JThrough;

Muhammad Usman Man 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.Dated:- ^\/o8/2Q20 .

AFFIDAVIT,
I, Fazli-e-Hadi Ex- Sub-Inspector Police, No. 227, S/0 

Muhammad Akher R/0 Manga Dargai, (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 therei^ 

from this honorable Tribunal. k a//

DEPONENT.
(Ex-SI, Fazli-e-Hadi Khan)

z.oo
>-srrt

0^ . 7^%
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BPTfm COPY
(Better Copy) Page-9 Annexure-A

Inspector Genera] of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Central Police Officer

No. 247-53 CPB dated Peshawar the 09/12/2016

To

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

Admission to list “F' ar,dSubject:
as offg: Inspectors

Memo:

to convey Authority. I am directed
j further, promotion cases shall be discussed /

considered on quarterly basis as per following schedule:

1. l^t Week of March 
l^t Week of June 

Week of Scptemher
2.
3.
4. Week of December

The authority has further directed that list of the confirmed Sub 

inclusion of^^ern™1n^l^r«,:^’’Sd°^Smr Ohic af

rs'rs'""
cases for

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI) 
AIG/Establishment 

For Provincial Police Officer. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
No. 254-56/CPB

Copy of above is forwarded for information
1. Addl:

Pakhtunkhwa.
2. Deputy Inspector 

Peikhtunkhwa.

to the: 
of Police,Inspector General HQrs:

of Police. HRs: 

3. Incharge General Registry Cell, CPO. Peshawar.

Khvber

General Khyber

■•f i'V>''

ATTESTS

minininiiiinnKri in ................. ............ nri'iFTiimnwillln■llllll■l■»wlHM f^l niTiM ‘̂W'*“*'*>''*|*'***^^>”***^ K»hgii HUB rii'iTiiri'fiii igi
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OFFICE OF THE

THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Peshawar

. j
ira »

■ y
'F

I*
Central Police Office, •*1

^pnFR NO. 9/2Qli

Upper Ago Limit for Intermediate and Uppo*"

Th.r, Standing Order is issued under Arlicte 10(3} of Police Order 2002 ^ pursuance 
or thft Police Policy Board decision taken in its S’” moeling hoW on 29 January 201 ,

■- Presently, the upper age limit for interrnedialG and Upper Coltege Courses, ^ 
very low that need to be raised for opening greater opporiunitiGS of promotion, Again, the 
upper ago limit for A-1 and 8-1 Examinations has been raised already, therefore, th^ ago \ 
iirtiii for Intermediate and Upper College Courses need to be raised accordingly.

The upper age limit for Intermediate and Upper CoUege Courses shall be as Under.

a) Inlermediate Course'
b) Upper College Course;

t

I

1

2. Aim
i

3.

48 years: 
52 years. ;

4. The cut-off date for calculating the upper age limit for either of the above course shall 
be the 31*' day of the month of December falling before the commencement of Ihf: 
respective course.

• *
Power to remove difficulties:- If any difficulty arises in giving effect to thus order, tho 

Provincial Police Officer may by notification make such provisions as deemed appropriTte,

Amendment- All prewous Standing Orders on the subject, to the axtoni of iho 

provisions of this order, shall stand amended.

5.

6,

1

£/!1

r
iNASlR KHAN DURRANlj 
Provincial Police Qfficei

*
i
♦
!
» . 4 KhybGr PakhhmkhVi^ 

Pcsshawar

i

t

j

I a/-
It V t

CM Cl /
t , j
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^9JE SHEET;— C.P.O.

Sir.

TheMuhammad S.eIiZrH^ru^'^"*“‘’"
°% Insij^tor. Because Sub-lTTTT:------- " '’“'■°‘®'"“ '°'^P™n’oaonas

^uperannuadon pension on *’*

In Ihis connection it h submilicd ilun 
09^2-2016 al "F/A", "

Vi

I
I!^r ninai. 

ion c
•’ub-Xa-
Servic

2^
•ff/

cases or Police
/ ■ i, dated

iiccrs were asked lo send 

f. , . ______ (03) nioii.ths period lo
of oirg: pi^iij^o „

;.Li
^ ■- |lh)in.

®oniin(
Conimi

!{
Inspector.

3li- In ihe lighl of above, earlier eases or.wen.y poi r r 
-eived and eonsidered b, .he Depad^enmi PronrlL “ 

ond app^ved b. Inspecor Genera, of Police. Kh.ber Paid.. 

Simifarly, cases

^icc j
spccio.-.'s were 

mcefingsir L post It

f .J- of ihc following
widlin ne.s. .hree (^on.hs period 
No. H/76 at Sr. No. 05:-

confirmed Sub Inspectors. 
»^ivcd including the f

•don, I 
on „ 

n*Poci 
iccCc

5 who were rclirinfe» 
applicant Muhammad .Sacedi

i*,NO namk of ofkicek 

SI Mir Afzal No, Il/Ui 
Si Muhammad Anwar N

KKC.'IOn

I la^arj
i>AfEOF itinTuBn^- 

04-03-2dl7“ -
^03-2017 “-------------

from
Ollllliii
••iuiica '

I.

LH 2.
io. p/396 CCP.1 - !v- Pcsliawjir 'shall ■3. SI Inayatullah No. B/d6--------

SI Karimuilah No. 391/M '
^M^diiinmad S^^^NoThT^

M Man>on-ur- Rashced N^Td??
SI Arif-ur-Rchman No. 376/M 

SI Abdul KabjrNo.I6/M ^

t.T"r.T" -I—Then:rore all cases placed Kfire ^^ by Supreme Court of Pahi.,.„
PP™vedb..he,„spee.orGeneri.,of~ZZh'“r“'“^^^^^

• ^'u-^-Iltodforfavourofhlndperusll.pf

Bannu 31-03-2017
O,T-04_20l7’

14-04-2017“

31-03-2017“

•nie iMalakamI mnact!:»
1 Hazara•4 6. . •went)

D.I.Khan

Malakand

* SOi
dociaa' 
tcftj. -it' i 15-04-20178.
Donoti ! Mulakand■i 5*’ 01-04-2017<-

{-

t■

■

.!

Iaf

ease.

i Office Supdi: CP Branch
m
i

true coyy
ATTSStSP TO

TMUS.C0i!7

■U-

J k 8 Harth^Dxt^/HQpy t §3P'U^-S' I', I- •
.i; i ii

isi
I

) i--.
v»iH
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i f; I4 i-i j I-\
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1; •: -.i
J - • v.r® . ir. r-t '-; \ i.z

.*., :.*
^^0TE;SK£ET-

.. -SuHjpcl:' Rcrcrcricc An(c Nolc P:ir;i-l1 X M

^.P.Q. ■-r

i'N.

;Sir,
j- • !>.• following confirmed Sub-Inspectors already oit Li*’ "F" of

IV .f supc.™,, ns
/ • 'n >

SrlNoC Name Region ■ pate of Retircmeiu> • -fc Mehmood Ali- asGCP, Peshawar
CCI\ Pc.sh;iw;ii^ 
C’C*P. Pcsiiawnr 
CClLPcshawL^

20.05.2017
; 20.05.2.117 '
^.(u.'ion.
04.05.2017
04.05.2017

Sh'aukai Ali
Ahdur.Ray.iq
Uadun-Kliuiv-

H'f

j-

Bahadar Kfian CCP. Pe.shn\varj'.

-<*nMV.sli.i>var .... :2«M7 .•
;U IS worlh mentioning hcre.lhat according to Seniorhy List "vi t he seniority 

01 ■Ihc upovc named Sub-lnspcct'ors -is akuntler--

‘•/jM 7/j•t; Xfr
•'/Cc ....

-•:svN^----X NAMr.*NO. - DAtr- or RiTiRr.Mr.NrREGION
; >■

Bahar Ali.
>ttcc

Mardan • 3 J. 12.2040Allah Nawaz D. I. Khan
q I. Khan *: ..

07.06.201 S
2,S.02.2020
10.10.2020

Saiavval Khan
- -4.^ Abdul Lalif D. 1. Khan W/t

Ba.shir Hussain • *
Muhammad Nawaz
•Muhammad Nawaz ~ • ,
Sabir Shah ^ ^

-■ -i 0.1. Khan.
D. LKhan -

• .I 05.03.3020
30.04.2020
05.01.2021

ihii■:

7f';- D. I, Khan
-5.

0.1. Khan 06.10.20 IS
21.0I.2019

I V 9.‘ .. Allah Dad 'O’/:D. I. Khan
D. I. Khan

.-5
10, Shama Jan_____

GhuUim Yasin ___
I’uiz Kalcem______
21iihoor Muhammad______
Muhammad Nawaz Khan

rro02.12.2019•:
^ IK: o.D. I. Khan

17. I. Khan
04.02.2020 VV/fl,,■ 12;
06.09.2060

. Mardan ■ 23.03.2020• ••' M. '. -! Mardan . ■
CCPjPcs h a wa r

01.02.2026
20.05.20'r:
03.02.2020
20.07.2017

I .
V: • Mehmood All .
^^16. cKhalid Klian

■ ! CCP, Peshawar.
- 17.:; Shnukat All CCP, Peshawar

CGP, PeshawarMV Abdur Raziq 25.04.2017JO.: Muhammad Rashecd yCCP. Peshawar 
CCP, Pashawar

20.04.2019:: ;20.-; Badari Khan 04.05.201721. Razd Aii. CCP. Peshawar
CCP, Pc.shawar 
CCP. Peshawar

25.01.2020- : 22:- Bahadar Khan
3an Muhammad

04.05.2017
22:06.20 IS

• .-23>-
•■-■24.-- Murud Ali CCP, Peshau’ur

CCP. Peshawar
17.02.2019-
01.09.2018

25.- Sabz Ali
; 26. Gulzar Khan CCP. Peshawar 13 U 2.2019 .: Muhammad Riaz CGP, Peshawarr -.V 08.05.2017 I

•V 4 ., . V ‘ = ■ to reconJ,35 vacancies of Inspectors are available Oi.t nf
ta,be Fosl

iu- .r accommodate the -cases of Sub-Inspectors scheduled 
wjthiM few days, if approved Ihe vacancies required for the

Sub-Inspectors may be utilized of the 
4 V - Fast T¥sck Prcmoiion: '

3? 5 --•-v
to be retired 

covering of promotion 
vacancies rcscn’cd for

.: ■:I !
: ! ;
im Submitted for favour of kind pcru.s.al 5: orders, plea.se. ;

- }»: •-=

AIG/E^blLshmcnl

i
Worthy niC/llOrs-

‘V

• •:
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FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II 

ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PFSHAWap

S''

NOTiFirATiniM
No. ------E-IIL AnMrSStONTO LLST“F”

LNSI>ECTQRfBPS-lfi^Dated:
AND PRQMnT^O^ AS nirn-f^. 

03 / 05 /20I6

the Worthy 
speciors arc herebyincluded Into Li.st*‘

Sr. No NAME «& NO.
SI Mumtaz No. 
P/345

REGION RECOMMENDATTny1. CCP Recommended for inclusion of his
promotion as Offg: Inspector.
His name was Included in the list for Uie 
Standing Order No. 3^0] 5.
Recommended for inclusion of his 
promotion as OITg: bispector.
His name

name into List ‘T” andPesliawar S
6-c ^6 . .ne course required a.s per

2. SI Momin Khan 
No. 123/M

Malakand
nanie into List and

included in the list for the 
Standing Order No. 3/2015.
Recommended lor inclusion of his 
promotion as Offg: Inspector.
His name

was
course required as per

3. SI Shcr Dahadar
No. MR/119

Mardan
name into List **F’ and

J-.S .oJrr r*" *■”
Their promotiou will lake eflecl from Ihe dale

wasi

serving in 
tenure in

I

they actually take over charge of higherresponsibilities.
Necessary Gazette Notification may be issued accordingly.

SdA
Mian Mubaiumad Asif 

AddI: IGP/HQrs:
Por Inspector General of Police, 

Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

/E-IU

ThTASoP/HQ^^^^^^ -tion .o:-

The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
Tile Regional Police Offic 
The Registrar CPO, Peshawar.
The Office Supdl: Secret CPO, Peshawar.
The Office Supdl: E-II and CP Branch CPO,,
The Incharge CciUral Kegistiy CPO Peshawar.

i

)
11

lU.
Mardan & Malakand Regions.ers

IV.
V.

vi.
Peshawar.vii:

(NA-IEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI) 
AIG'Establishment

for inspector Gene.ra! of Po- 
Kh\-oer Pakhtenkl-Avi.

:ce.
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IN THE PESHAWAR

t\ii- /2C18Writ Fetitu'n No,
'.2/-

1. Khadim Shah, Sub'Inspector, No 399/P, ■■5'^,^
Range, Peshawar. ■• V'''^i\'

2. All Jan, Sub Inspector, No 404/P FRP Pebh^v.g.r,‘'Range
Peshawar '

r •s-A

33B/P,No3. Muhammad Rashic Sub Inspector 
Investigation Wing Charsadda.

. ■ 4, Murad Ali lOlian, I
/ Peshsiwar Range Peshawar.

iS %S'l ^'''■'^'0. Nows'heraw'an Khan. Sub' Inspector,^ No Ib/./M, DPO 
Office Bunir.

6. K.'ialid Khan, Sub J.nspector, No 543./1V1, Investigation
Win .g District R'unir '

7. Faiz Muhainniad, Sub Inspector, No 500/M - Sub 
Inspector/SHOtOvcr Chdtral

S. Iqbal . Uiikhn, Sub h .Inspector 
Inspector .JOaluD.Ch'itral.,

9. Mir .'.'Azainp'.'^" Su'b Inspector, t. No. 92/M,
Inspector / A'Si lO.-PS/Cb itral

10. SultanhKhfU'-. Sub'NnspectGr,u.No ^,37/M-,.„ Police Lines
Chit-r’al. ..4-' , "

11. C/urb.ah .'Chan, Sub Inspector, No 533./M, PTC FJangu
12. Muham''’r'i 'Vt'alv'Shah, Sub Inspector, No ■544/M, CTU 

Chitrtil.
13. Saeed'-Ulialiv-Sub lhspecto.r, No 385/M S.HD PS Chitral.
14. Gul 'Lameen, .Sub Inspector, No 159/M DPO 0.rfice Dir

; Upper. A..
15. Muhammad.,Siyai-. -Sub Inspector, No l54, Inchai-ge Pl^ 

Jabbar Dir Upper.
Ib.Shireen .Zada, Sub hispcctor, No 212/M. .KSHO PS 

Gandigar. •
17. Abdi.blQayyurcMuSub Inspeptop^NofCbOl PS Gandigar Di- 

Upper.
IS.Ja^'ed Iqba.l;'-'Sub,:l.ns]0.pctur,'. Ng IA^ Police Lines Dir 

Upper.
19. Fazal Kaiiro, Sab Inspector,.No 32/M, PS Dir Upper. .
20. Muhammad Riaz, Sub Inspectoi 

Wari Dir Upper.
21. Baliar .A.ii St.;b Inspector, No 18/MR, Distn.ci Police 

Mardan.
22. Nigar r’jssaio, Sub Inspector, No 1391/MR, Inchai'g'u 

PP Aaar.t .Loan.
23. Zariid K'i:an, Sub Inspector, No 134/MR, Incharge PP

Janda. . -

Sub Inspector. No 405/P FRP

No. 492/M., Sub

Sub
i

I

i',:

No 467/M, Oil PS

1

1!
1 .1.

A

W
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s/ Pj^HA iVAR HIGH COURT, PESHA WAR 

ORDER SHEET

VI.

- , VtD\ 
ian/ri3/JudS‘ ^ vX-jA

^ |Jn.11R-P ^2019
in w.p No.27nfi-P/201B

Present

v

Order or others Proceedings with SignDale of Order or 
Proceedings 2

1

27.02.2019 yt>^ - c

Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmandi 
Advocate, for the petitioners.

Mr. Rah Nawaz KhanrAAG. for the 
respondents.

The instant v/ritjnCACI- 7.-

petition has been filed by the petition 

Article 19’9 of the Constitution of Islamic

ers under

Republic of Pakistan. 1973. wherein they have

pugjied Notificatiop No- .

the extent of

prayed that the iin

755/iegal dated 16.03.2017 to

in Rule 19-25-A of Police Rulesamendment

1934 with Standing Order No.21/2014. 

whereby illegal conditions have been imposed 

for promotion of Sub Inspectors to the rank of 

Inspectors, is illegal, unlawful, without lawful

attestso to 

r&uB COPH
$

’•ir'*

I



emb

1

' m
2

i/ authority and ineffective upon the rights of the 

petitioners and the same may be struck down. 

They have fiirther prayed that the respondents 

be directed to promote the petitioners asmay

fromeffectTnspectqrs (BPS-16) with

10.05.2018 with all back benefits.

2. Learned • coimsel for the petitioners • has

also filed C.M.No. 48-P/2019 for impleadment

of Mukarram Shah (SI) No.P/59. CTD,

Peshawar and Alamgir (SI) No. P/33 SHO

Risalpur Nowshera and C.M.No. 20Z-P/2019

for impleadment of Behram Gul, Sub-Inspector 

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

petitioners.

At the very outset of the proceedings,3.

learned AAG referred to judgment of Peshawar

W.PHigh Court, Mingora Bench delivered m 

No. 601-1V1/2018 decided on 03.12.2018 and

submitted that the Hon’ble Division Bench had

AfTSSfSB
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.? 3

r
already disposed of identiciTcase, involving 

similar point, therefore, the instant petition be 

also disposed of in the light of terms mentioned

therein.

On 03.12.2018, the Hon’ble Division4.

Bench, while disposing of W.P. No. 601-

M/2018, has passed the following order:- 1/

to note that 
are two

"6. It is pertinent 
deferment and supersession 
different concepts and in case when 
after fulfilling the criteria, ihe 
pehnoncrs are promoted to the post 
of Inspector, they will be entitled to 
ante-dated seniority in terms of 

8 of the . KhyberSection
Pakhfunkhwa Civil. Servants Act.

1973. -
7. In view of the above, this writ 
petition is disposed of with direction 
to the respondent No, I to provide

the present 
undergo

courses as 
envisaged in- Police Rules, 193^ 
within shortest period of time..

an

opportunity to
thepetitioners to

requisite/mandatory

5. • In the light of above judgment, the-

instant writ petition is.dispdsed of accordingly.

also direct the respondents toHowever, we

ATTESTED TO SB
tms c&ry

ilNE 
fii^h Courtf pesho'W**''w
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4

4

v/hQ became retiredpromote Sose petitionersVk-

I
T-i'' of this petitioHi if entitled.during pendency

'■'•e
•-1

both the CMs for impleadment

for and office shall-

are
Similarly*

also allowed as prayed

this regard in themake necessary entry in

heading of the petition.

I

|UDGE

I 1 -

JUDGE

flnnoyncgd
27.02.:ii)i9

V

lEOorvBE TRUtK

<5^
Wm\ of -Vpplical 1 IRbale »r Prc^

Nit »t
enpyi!«l'Pfe<^

MAR 20 9

U* ^eni
J

•*'•*•'-^5^

D.i:» »5' i ' ;iuir ot’Con:’., n
Y-tcceiv**'- /".s?

Hon'ble JusUcc Musarrat HJlali

HoorSh»h.I'S

1- ?5m
miksn rnuM

r

1
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tNMjjF pf<;kawar HIGH coyi^^
-0(>i€i/2GISWrit Fetiti.r.a No

. No 399/pIffep^^#o
W X./■1; Khadim Shah, Sub Inspector

Range, P;?shawar. •
2. All Jan, Si^'o Inspector, No 404/P FRP Pe^<7^

Peshawsir
3. Muhammad Rashic

InveEti^ation Wing Charsadda. vpp
4. Miorad Ali Khan, Sub Inspector, No 405/P PKI
- Peshawar-Range Peshawar.

c'iYS-^f>h^tf7 Nowfherawan Khan, Sub Inspector, No 167/M. UPU
Office Bunir. . .

6. Khalid lOian, Sub Inspector, No 543/M, Investigation
AVir.g Disn ict Bunir 

: 7. Faiz Muhammad,
Insncctor/SEOMvcr Ohd^al

5. Iqbal . Wddm, §ub;,7:jfn:^eGtor, 
Iiispeetbfv^altca.r&ilx,^.; - _

9. Mir -Akarm J^Silb' Inspector, Nd; . 92/M,

s.r,
-X^^TjO ^ 

Nq^55^/P,Sub Inspector,

Siib Ihspectpr, No 500/M Sub 

No. 492/M. Sub

Sub
Inspector/^Sl IO.;P§^hi tral{

liO. Sultanp-kfej^., Stab^^'InspectorT^No J7/r%^Pdlice Lines

ll.Qurbdii ICtian, Subfrrispector, No 533/M, HTC -Hangu
r i V'cdi Shah, Siib Inspector, No 544/M. CT:>12. Muham

Chitral. .
13. Saeed7dJliafi^^SufelnspeetGr^Nd-385/M SHO PS Chitral.
14. Gul ZameenJ-^ub Inspector, No 159,/M DPO Office Dir -
i Dppen J
is.MuhamitiadlSiyar, Sub Inspector, No 1.54, Inchaige PP 

Jabbar Dif Upper.
16. Shiffeeii ,,2ada.,. Sub inspector, No 212/M, ASHO PS
: Oandigan s ^ ^ :
17^ Abdl:l^£fyyum^®l^;4]q^|^C1;c^yiIfd^^0|P^‘G D.-

Upper. ■'\ '
18.Ja''ed IqbalJ^SeO^^p^ltyfl^iNd'Police

r'.
I

Lines Dir
Upper.

19. Fazal Karim, Sub Inspector, No 32/M, PS Dir Upper.
20. Muhammad Riaz, Sub Inspector", .No 457/M, Oil PS 

Waxi Dir UpuiT.
21. BaIiar Aii Siib Inspector, No 18/MR. District Police 

Mardan,
22. Nigar N as'-.aLr, Sub Inspector, No 1391/MR, Inchafg^ 

PP Azar.r /.oad.
23. Zahid Kv:an, Sub Inspector, No 134/MR, Incharge PP

WMUfCOn

.t

1 tested
1

rl "1 lot'

1
^;A .
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FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II, 
ORDERS(bY the PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

-t:

Vc5l>. -TNOTIFICATION

No.27‘?5' /E-III, promotion A.S OFFG: INSPECTORS fBPS-161 Dated:«//H/2019

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/2018i. recommendations 
niade 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: Inspectors 
(BPS-16) with immediate effect:-

REGION RECOMMENDATIONS.NO NAME & NO.
DIKhan The DPC examined his case and recommended him for 

promotion to Uie rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from 
10.05.2018 on regular basis.r...

1. SI Sabir Shah D/32

.5
Sllhsan Ullah P/349 ■2. CCP/Pcshawar The DPC examined his case and recommended him for 

promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from
10.05.2018 on regular basis._____________ ______________
The DPC examined his case and recommendcd~Iirm for 
promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from 
10.05.2018 on regular basis.______________________ . /

SI Khadim Shah P/399 A CCP/Peshawar

Sd/-
Muhammad Naccm Khan. Dr, PSP 

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

/E-lII. Dated Peshawar, the oS / 11/2019.

k

. ■

tS

No. 2-79^- 2.Soif ■S

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:- ’
r Addl: IsGP in Kliyber PlShtunkhwa.
. Capital Cily Police Officer. Peshawar.

Commandant FRP Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
epuly Inspector General of Police Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer DIKhan. 
dbT AIC/Legal CPO, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar, 
ffice Supdt: E-II CPO'/Peshawar.
.O.P files.

•1

m
(

attests to Bi 
true corr,

\; (SADICTBAXOCHJPSP 
AIG/Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

/ ^

-■5I
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FOR PUBUCATiON IN THE KHYBER 
; : PAKHTUNKHWA POUCE GAZETTE PART-il, 
ORDERS BY THE JNSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
J KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

NOTIFICATION

: ADMISSION TO LIST "F:‘ a PROAAOTIOH AS OFFG: INSPECTOR Dated: /n/20l 4

! ’ ' . '^1 '
As per recommendation of the DPC dated 15.11.2016 duly approved by the v.'orth 

Inspector General of Police IChyber Pakhtynkhwa, names of the foUov/ing confirmed Sub-lnspectof. 
zvQ hereby included in List "P* &. promotion as Offg: Inspector with immediate effect:^

No- /E-lll,

i*

I
REGiOHS;HO NAME a NO. REC0/»\MENDAT10N

T7 Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on j^1.12.2Q16, afte
attaining the age of superannuation.______________

Mafdan Recommended fgr promotion as Offg: Inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring 6n pi .02.2017, afte
attaining the age of superannuation.______________

Kohat Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. * 
The Committee further recommended fo
exemption from Standing Order No.- 3/2015 
because he is retiring - on 31.01.2017, afte
attaining the age of superannuation.______________

Malakand Kecommendeci for pj omoLion as Offg: inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo

-• ; exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015
because he is retiring on 01-.02.2017, afte

: attaining the age of superannuation.______________
Kohat* f Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

^ The Committee further recomrhended fo-
exemption from Standing. Order No., 3/2015 
because he is retiring /on 04.02.2017, afte.

- • ° attaining the age of superannuation.________
Matdan ! Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

The Committee further - recojnimended for
. exemption from Standing Order. No.

because he is retiring oh 11.Q2.2017, aftei
___________attaining the age of superannuation.______ _______
Malakand Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

The. Committee^ futther recommended fo»
exemption' from Standing Order No. 3/2015: 
because he is retiring on 17.02.2017, aftei

___________attaining the age of superannuation. ______
Kohat Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector.

The Committee further recommended foi
e;<emption from Standing Order Mo. 3/7015, 
because he is r=;i:ring on 2j.u2.2ui/, ariei
attaining the age of superannuation.__________ ___

^ CCPJ 
Pesha:^ar

SI Said Amin Jan Mo. 
P/393

6,6 /

51 Anwar Dad Khan No. 
MR/115 ?:

3: 51 Muhammad-Zaman 
No. K/74

.r
1

i-
.^5 SI Naeem Khan No. 

277/.M

5. S! Shoukat Saleem No. 
K/31

J
6. 51 Diyar Khan No. 

MR/133
3/2015

7. 51 i/iuhammad Wans 
No. 312/Msnf

SI Aqleem Khan No. 
K/37

8.f-

772

ArresTED to MB 

mm

;
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:

Recommended for inclusior^of his name in
with his coUeagues. •______ ~ . _____
Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

Malakand9. SI Arif-ur-Rahman No. 
376/M

D.I.KhanSI Muhammad Adnan 
No. D/37

10. V

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.I.KhanSI Naqeeb UUah No. 
D/42

11.

Recommended for inclusion of his name in I. D.I.KhanSI Muhammad Ramzan 
NoJ D/44

12.

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.I.KhanSI Saleem Pervez No.
D/06_________ _
SI Said Marian No.
D/43__________ ___
SI Kashif Sattar No. 
D/15

13-

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.I.Khan14.

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.LKhah15.

FSL CASES
Recommended for promotion as Offg; InspeiFSL >51 Maqbali Khan of Fire 

Arm Section
16.

Recommended for promotion as Offg: lnspe«FSL *51 kafoor Khan of17.
Finger Print Bureau 
Section

A
4 Vi

5d/>
MIAN MUHAM/AAD ASIF 

Addl: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Polict 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar,

Copy of above is forwarded for information to the:*
i. Addl: Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa
ii. Addl; Inspector General of Police, Investigation, Khyber Pakh 

Peshawar.
iii. Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: l^ybef Pakhtunkhwa Peshav
iv. Capital City Police Officer. Peshawar.
V. Regional Pplice Officers, Mardan, Malakand, Kohat & D.I.Khan Regions. 

PSO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
vii. PRO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
viii. Director. FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, 

ix. Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
X. Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar.

xi. Office Supdt: E-ll CPO Peshawar.
xii. Office Supdt: CP Branch CPO, Peshawar.

iNo.

VI.

(najeeb-ur-rehAan bug
AIG/Establi^ment,

For Inspector General of Pol' 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

ATTESrm 70 SB
TBUM con

I
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NOTE SHEET
5„bi„cl:; IPromotion as ln.pe<:t°r on ase,°tsup^rannu3tign)J,3^

-^keiMi IGP ««lam u alikum. Sir we are the sub inspectors of peshawar district and 

i'-; F from a long time and going to be retired m 2017. and there is sorna
fe^'^ibSioSSof inspetor in peshawar. It is therefore repuestedfetkindV prolate c 
&S ■ Ji^^pScbeforethe date of retirementwe will be veiy thanidul to .
C T:'Sbr nSfe and date of retirement is as.c rider; 1. Si mahmood al. no. P.334 date of 

19 5 17 2. Si abdul razraq no. P.33r date of retirement 25.4.1.7 and SI
mS“anwarkhanno:p396datebfretirementis25.3.i7 wew.^

^' Vlife:^rb3025926828 /

SO'CPB:^ Put up as per rule/regulation.-
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OFFICE OF THE
capital city police office^,

PESHAWAR.
I --! I

I .
I
!

Telephone NO.091--9210641 Fax No. 001-0217597
ES

/EC-L dated Peshawar the / t>

The Inspector Genera} of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

/2017.^r h
. .'■ V --

To:
f:

: ■ ! "fiiKii 
nil , 
Jh.f„ 
jt’n'ic

L Subject;:.;; APPLICATIONS.

Menip: ; •r.- ».*:•
. Enclosed find hec^ewith a joint applications pre/ePred by

the ifollowlng';.confirfned Sis of Capital City Police, Peshawar rciquesting
' - : "v"' * ■" * •* * *.'
..therein, for appearance before the Woijhy Inspector General of Police,Ji.Xhyber

"otn : 
/nriic 
'pim/i

I

S

Pakb.tunkfiwa-y'Peshawar in connection with their promotion to theTamk of 
Inspectors as-'they will. be retired, on superannuationfrom the date noted

«
CC sj:;

?
, agaihsteo'ch;:; / :

I
■;

Sf Ol
■T I

'Date of Rctircrheht 
19-05'20i7 .

25-04-2017 
04-05-2017 
08-05-2017 .

!•-1. ISI MehrnoodAli No.’P/344 
si Abdur Razlq No. P/337

lUv
HICl' r

Jior.
-niiii. SI Bahadar Khan No. P/341

'5::= . SI Muhammad Riaz No. P/347
iis■.

. -1 .
Cc

1; ;
:

FOR CAPtTA^CI /
PESHAWAt

;?• . I
■

• ; TIK' ,
‘r ■

'liXr
iv -jV-»c:-'* I

:
. !

. ,

*c
1/ ? i

loi I ':
P-

I
■n^l^ * Id *i

S vv®-
I

I;»
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Before the worthy Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
PESHAWARV

Subject: Request for grant of notional Promotion to the rank of 
Inspector.

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

the year 2015, being in upper age limit, I have been-bestowed a chance and 

selected for the upper course and after passing the said course, my name 

was brought on list "F" in the year 2016 accordingly whereas I was already 

entered in retirement zone and thus on attaining the age of superannuation I 
got retired from service dated 10-09-2017.

was

. r

2] That in the light of newly promulgated policy for fast track promotion, I 
being a confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly placed on list "F" arid being entered 

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

unknown reason, I was deprived of my due legitimate right of such promotion 
and retired as Sub-Inspector.

3] That some of our colleagues 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, I may very graciously be promoted to the 
rank of Inspector please.

I my children will pray for your long life and prosperity.

Yours most obediently 
^ ^

V-)

SI Fazal-e-Hadi N6. MR/125 

Dated: 14-07-2017.

. /-

v
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‘S/f #1

It: |i
^sFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COTTRT PKSHAWAR.

. ;
■J, q ry

In Ref, to WP No. / * 16 .p/ 2017. ZH
yco

Bahadar khan SI S/O Abdul Malik Khan R/O Shabi^ 

Inspector Police, No P-341. presenUy working and pos 

investigation wing. Police Station Faqir Abad Peshawar.

If
large

I?r::pi Mahmood Ali S/O Abdu Hanan R/O Dhakki. Crhangi.Charsadda). Sul^Inspector 

Pohee. No P-334, presently working and posted as Officer In-eharge 

invesugapon wing. Police Station Yakatoot. Peshawar.

»

1mw

1 N.W.Z St S*) F„„ K,0 J.g„
FNo P-22, pTOioa, *,*]„, .. i„.oi,„go

Wing, Police Station Urmer, Peshawar.4 -V»•
j:

1) Fazal e Hadi S/O Miihammad akbar R/O 

Inspector Police, No P-227,
Manga Dargai (Charsadda), Sub- 

3S Offica: In-chargepresently working and posted 
investigation wing, Police Station Nissata.Chaisadda.

5) Badan khan S/O Haji Saba Ali Khan 

Inspector Police, No P-394,
Police Station Daud Zai J>esha

R/O Khweshki Bala (Nowshera),

as Additional SHO. 
PETmONF.R.S

Sub-
presently working and posted
war

Versus

1) ^Vovisionally Police 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Officer (PPO) Central Police Offieer (CPO) Khyber

' :a:ir,r“pr" ~-
Capital city police officer (CCPC) police lines Peshawar.

2St7 .................. ..............
ATTESTEB WO M

Officer

TED

RESPONnR.NT.«!

i

.. :
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ORDER STnrgnr

^E^EEirpceedines with #i.,~

BS.-;
I D^>tt of order. Order.5

Q

li 11
Writ Pefifinti No.lSS«,p/7ni^i

:l 24.05.2017-•;
.•f■J

I CO1Present:- Mr. Muhammad
Advocate, for thefei landi.

P
:

RQOH-TTT.-AMTN iOUN. .T, By invoking the 

ouit under Article 199
constitutional jurisdiction of this C

of the Constitution of Islamic 

Constitution), Bahadar 

petitioners.

^ li Republic of Pakistan (the 

Khan and 04 others, the 

Force . o'f ^yber 

issuance of a writ

serving in Police--•5c
Pakhtunkhwaf as Sub>Inspectors. seek i

to direct the respondents to promote them as Inspectots
r;'.‘.

on the basis of seniority-cnm-fitnessV

as well as on the 

the zone of attaining the: 

as in such circumstances, their

-r ground of they being entered in 

age of superannuation, as i

other colleagues had already been granted promotion.
2. Admittedly, peUtionere are civil servants. The 

of the incidents of terms and 

Disputes relating to such 

exclusive jurisdiction

matter of promotion i 

conditions of civil

IS one

service. i

matters fall within the
HI ^

Tribunal while the i 

is barred by-the express provisions 

the Constitution

of the ■ •

/ jurisdiction of the ffigh c

of Article 212 (2) of 

Stan. 1973.

\ TRUMv CQPI

ourt 5A

of Islamic Republic of Paid
siojArridip^

ED

'yir nigh Court 
^ JDN 2017
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stands dismissed. However, the petitioners ,

their grievance before the proper fomm. if they so desire. 

Announced-
24.05.2017.

i
l\ may voice
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PESHAWAR <** .;•*.
■r •:. *.

g i SERVICE APPEAL

bate of institution 

Date of judgment

•;•

16.11^017
111Z201!? '

iS'.- -»-;■

iR'Bfasj

%-
Baha^Mian SA> Abdul Malik Khati R/Q ShabqaiJ^ (Charad*) 

Ao|icd.No;9/34l Peshawar5^- nspectorv y 
(Apj^laog^rj#^S?;■ *•;

VERSUS-i: ■;

•Vs?-:*

g-> -K: r - ■
1. Provindai Police Ofticer/IGP, iai^>er PakhtunWiw^ 

PeshaWaA^^ V
-•**»****• * 'I •' •**'*

Additiojiaj l^jiedor^Seneifal of PpliceKeadqu^rter. 
3. Capital qty Polite Officer, Police tine Peshawar.

■j

Central Pollre<mc(^(q>D)i9 •

-:----'

* t .:

r"

i- -
(Respondents) /

r •v*;*

P- -

i which Was not vetresponriwl

%
. .

■••••: ■ X '' '• ; > ■

m
i"• r

■& *' -v .'
grievance*;,

'-' -- •-?:■••:- •• •

'j; ;v^ •>--'■ ..r
■ !--, i•U‘' -

■-•;

. 3

.r
. -.■ -■••

Mr. Muhammad Usman Khan Tur1andi; Adv6at 
Mr aaiillah. Deputy Distrirt Attorn

-;
e. Fofappellant'r 

? For respondents..
5;

ey
•X

-:i

Mr MUHAMMAO AMiN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH MEMBER {JUDlClALj: 

MI^MBEB (EXECUnVE); t ■'t

t

■"i

JUDGMFWT

S ;■ .
■■ ■ *

. . MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN »n iMni, 

^-^-ndisposed of instant service appeal 

“rtahmopd All Versus

Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer

-f— '-. •
Our this Judgmerit ^hall 

as well as Service Appeal No. 12^^qi7

c
'i ^r'- • V

. I ?-

v;

Sx'

S - f

Provincial Police Of ficer^GP, 

(CPQ) ; Peshau/ar

Appeal 1^/1^007 Htled T^zl^adi Proyi^a

'Kh^ier^r '
V- 'N- •S .v;

® j ^^thersT, SefyiCei:•-. •
.; -.. , , JS;

al felice Offteer/lGb':-
.? . ;

-.k
•'.s*

• ■ •••

• <
..V:<

‘X.
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Kbyber Paikhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar and others';./.
V""fr'- ..

Service Appeal No. 1289/2017'titled ‘^Naseer-Ur-Rehman Versus Provincial
#'•

r.

Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar 

and others' and Service Appeal No. 1290/2017 titled "Muhammad Nawaz 

versus Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central PoUce.

Officer (GPO) Peshawar and others" as common question of law and facts are 

inyoived in all the service appeals

p:

I*-

i t

i-

r

U-.t ‘

■ I 2* - codnset fdr the appeii^ts ;ahd Mr;; Ziaulliah;^DeFhity Dis^^
t ■ ■■■ ■' • •'

’•vr

Attorney; aldngWith- Mr.: ;Muhafnma^ Raziq,; Heiad Constable; for the
.s

■■1
..'iv ■: •

respondents also present; Arguments heard and record perused
t '

Brief facts of all the; aforementioned service appeals are that the

appellant; were serving jh; Police . Departnierit; arid Werepromoted as

coriforfried Sub-Inspectors on list "E" dated 31.03.2016. That a policy letter N6^ 

V 247-53/CPB dated 09.02.2016 was promulgated, the CGPO Peshawar and all 

Regipnal Police Qfficers (RPOs) were asked by the Inspector General of Police

?

1

i

I

. •*.-
i Ii

i
. i

thatthe listof confirmed Sub-lnspdctbrs who are due to be retired in next six

montfis must be rnainteined at CCPO peshawar and respective Regional Police

Offices for inclusion of their names in list "F" and grant of officiating promotion

as Inspectors: wiil be forwarded ^t least three months period to their 

retirement That the appellants have passed Upper Course Training and their

names were afso placed at list-F" on 19.07.2016 therefore, they were eligible

for theif legitimate right of promotion to the rank of Officiating Sub-Inspectors.

Tbat the respondent—department as per aforesaid policy were bound to

promote the appellants to the rank of Officiating Inspectors before their

i!> J jjiylrement That the appellants have been retired on attaining the age of
ArrssTmTQBB 

TRUE con

\!'

.A

i.

>

«
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■i

supet^nuatlian on ■ 04:05:2017 bi^ the 

promoted them to the

resporident-departmeht has hot :■. f. -ym'r V

post of OfficiatingJ^Rectort despite the farts that they 

were fully qualified and eligible for promotion

retirement, the:appellants filed departm^rttalla^is fbr n

to theiWorthy inspector General of police 

not responded hence, the presen t sen/

f- - ■

I-
5 . •;

of the same post, jhk-after■

- r : f r1/ / -p-
W--

r-

btiohal prbmotron

on 14:07:2017 but^he Ĵamewere:
-r

1;^- ice appfealsi
.

-4. |Resporiderit3-vtfbre^ibnl^ •'
the:; appeals- by'::fi

writte h tepi i es/ co m ni hrtts. -
*'• .

•i
H •

Cearned counsel for the appellants 

serving Jn; Police Department.- it

contended that th? appellants were

' i-' was:-further contended tbal due to: theif ;;li- ;
unblemished service record they were Prompted to ttir- rank,of confirtried Sul>

....
' ?v'.\ 

r -f -
rr-\ -

Inspettbrs. it was further contended that the 

aforesaid policy dated 09.12.2016 wherein the CCPO

Regiorial Police Officers (RPOs)

Police that thfe list of

respondent No. i issued the
i

Peshawar and all 

were dlrprted by the Inspector General of

•l '

\

•V.c ;
of confirmed Sub-lnspertdrs who are due to b

next six months must be
be retired in3

maintained 3t CCPO Peshawar and
respective!

Regional P<ilice offices for inclusion of their

officiating promotion as Inspectors will be forwarded

penod to their retirement. It was further

names iin list "F" and grant of 

ot least three months 

contended that that the appellant

had passed the Upper Gour^ Training and 

promotion to the post of Officiating Sub-Inspectors

were fully qualified and eligible for

as they were going to be

ad not promoted them

facts that they were fully 

qualified ^-Pron>otion W the :p<^;6f Officiate

and^her^ junior were^iso promoted on^e basis of aforesaid policy but the

. - . ■ .::, - ■ Amsfs& - m, sb

retired in near future but the/respondent-department h

to the post orbfflciating Inspectors despit^the I

. =.

'fi2

1*.

vstrgTf vt*w*w»*KSISl T
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illegaHy deprived from prombfion. It was further contended

retired from service on 04.05.2017 on -

I appellants were

thbt the appellants have been now 

attain|ng the age of superannuation therefore they filed cjepsrtmental appeals 

for the promotion of the said post to the worthy Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhvira Peshawar on 14.07.2017 but the same were not

V' ■

I:
I j-

#£S *

;

:=-i' & -a f-- - responded. Therefore, prayed that the appeals may be accepted and the f 

department may be directed to issue notionar promotion order of the 

appellants to the post of Officiating Inspectors,

On the other hand, learned Deputy District Attorney- for the

respondents opposed the contention of learned counsel for the appellants and
’ '

contended that the appellants were confirmed in the rank of Sub-Inspectors 

- -and, their names were placed on list “F” which meant that they were never 

\ deprived from their due right of promotion and the promotion cases were to

he considered on their own merits. It was further contended that as a large
' ■ . : ^

■ Ss. number pf confirmed Sub-Ins ~ actors are waiting for promotion as Inspectors
:■

on their own number/rotation as per seniority of list "F*. It was further

I

•■1 K>-i-
■ 'I

I’i- ■ ii
.a

6.k:'

-

iUl

i

:
V'.

r
-

!

contended that on retiring on pension, the appellants are not entitled to claim 

further promotion. It was further contended that under ^ection-4 of the 

Service Tribunal Act, a civil servant if aggrieved from any final order, whether 

origmal or appellate in respect of any tetm arid condition of his service may file 

■ service appeal but in the present service appeal neither any original nor any 

appeliate order has been chalienged therefore, the service appeal is not

!

v»

;

1 '

! .
« ••

rri^intalnable and prayed for -dismissal of all the aforementioned service :

■*^TSStsi Shtf- 
JRukcoj^:;,

t'

---1
appeals.1 V
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i
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Perusal of the record reye^js that the appellants were serving in Police

Department and due to their unhlfernish^ service record they were prdrnoted

up to the rank of confirmed Sub-Inspectors; The respondent-departrnent has

HI,
7.-

V
tI

1?;

dii^cfed by thejnspeetpr G^erai of

Pghce to Capital City Police: dfficef as welf as^U the Regional Poli^^

!|;v •
issued the aforiesaid policv wherein it Was

• .V'.

'I
(tlPOSy in 'khvber; Pakhtunkhwa to forv/ard the cases of confirmed Sub- 

mentioned their names in list "F" for;grant of Officiating Inspectors 

within three months, period to their fetirement. The record further reveals that 

the appellants have claimed in their service appeals that they have passed the 

Upper Course Training and were fully qualified and eligible for promotion to

the basis of aforesaid policy dated

■ T

Inspectors
I

I5.
.1 .

■-K'-

■ mA ■■■
M-i

i
• 2. • • r* the rank of Officiating Inspectors on

wt-.. . -
09.12 2016 issued by the Irispeetpr General of Police khyber Pakhtunkhwa .

not pronioted to the post of Officiating Inspectors

were promoted to 

the basis of aforesaid policy therefore.

Peshawar but theyI y were
f r :

before their retirement dated 04.Q5;2017 and their juniorsf--:' -
-ll- ■ • IM the rank of Officiating Inspectors on

now they are also entitled for notional promotion to the rank of Officiating 

Inspectors on the basis of aforesaid policy. The record further reveals that the
/ *

appellants have also filed departmental appeals dated 14.07.2017 for notional 

to the worthy Inspector General of Policy but the said departmental
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promotion

appeals were not decided/responded by the departmental authority and it is
m': il -

M;i- :>
well settled law that a service appeal may be filed against any final order

r whether original or appellate in respect of any term and condition of his

service but in the present case neither original nor filial order has been passed

deem it appropriate to direct
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by the respondent-department, therefore, weJ S'" I ' ' ■

" "^toe departmental authority to decide their departmental appeals for notional
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promotion to. the rank of Officiating in
spectors through speaking order as per

H;«»«hs*om the date of receipt of

r^pondent-depaftment is further directed to

I

rules arid law Within a period df three i
copy

of this judgment. The
convey the

and thereafter, if the
order of departmental authority to the appellants

ppell^rits were aggrieved from tha i
e order of departmental authority th

ey are
at libejty to approach this Tribunal subject

to all lOgal objections. All. the
aforementioned service i

pppals are disposed of in the above ta
erms. Parties are

Jeft to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.
ANNOUISirPn
11.12.2019 .r
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INSl'i-CrOU fiKNKltAI, OF I'Ol.IrK,
KlIYIlP.a |•A(Cll•nlNKIlWA 

CKNTUAI.fOr.lCKOI'MCF,,
. . I'KSMAWAlt.

No. ci'oicm_?
ORDER 2020Dsitcd Pcshftwjjr

_ The li^llowins; retire! Suh Inspectors of CCP I'cshawor nicd Service Appeals Nos. 12Sf., 12X7. 
. -X. I.,.X) ami U .0 Service I rihunal Khybcr I'aklMunkhwa Peshawar regaroinp ihclr notional- 
i2«oiiioiuis» in ihe rank ol Inspccinr:-. ^ ^

l*a7Jil r Umli l'!x-Suh Inspector.
Hahntfar Khan r,x-Suh Inspcclor.
Mchmood Ali I^x-Suh Inspector. !
Nasccr>Ur-Kchman Kx-Sub Inspector. .
Mubainnuu! Nawaz Ux-Snb Inspector.

I.
II.
lit.
IV.
V.

^ In compliance to the Jndpnmnt of Service Tribunal Kbyber Takhinnkhu-^i l\:.l.awnr daU^tl 
-I ... 01). a meelnu: ol (be Dcparinieninl Promotion Commilice was held mi I0.06 at fPO to

....

.Hhe a U t meeting was held at CPO regarding promotion orconUrmod Snt, tn.spcelors In 
i. nk e.rong: In.speelors, wdm were retiring'within, nest fhme ft).’.) montlis. rhe t'hairinan of the 

m.minu. Ohserved (hat iinparlinp promotion of the S.ls will an,mini to on, of inrn pioim.iion wlm l. 
a,is live,! Iianncd hy Supreme (-oiirt of Pakistan. Hence. Irled (he snhjcet casis.

the Policy is.s„ed hy the Police Policy Board regarding Ihe nolional promotion was nididiawn

. P«l'cy^vas contrary to the decision of Ane.s four, ivhcmin
■i... ol I nn promolion/notional promotion has been dectared illegal and vioialion oi vesied riuhl m
ranks tins d^itno^iji^rmn?'"'
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|.„l„ 1 r, ? “"‘1rfisenssion amongst the parlieipanls in the
■..'1 el a wand riile.s.fpo le.y m vogne and pem.sal of record, the t.lcpartmenlal Pronmli™, Conm.iUec

kis,-n‘, V T ’’T"'"'. «:«''"«’‘=n<Jed in the light of Mononrablc .Siipmme ..f ■
w f’ng'i'id.Petition No. R<)/?.nil dated 16.05.2111.t and Inira ronri

^ I'ln.! 0. • /. dated l.i.n.5.2niX that all nolional/mit of tnrn promotion arc banned, ilierofore Ihe 
lunimtioe timmmiui.'ily rejocicd/filed Hie appeiils (if appclliuils.
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AddI: Inspector Gcnoral ul'Police. 
HQi-s: Khybcr PakhlnnUnva. 

I'cshnwar
• %:

t-udst: No. and timed even
Copy Td jihovc i.s foi*waojcd io> 
Additional inspector General or !'oliec. MOi'S:KhyberPakhlunkl,wa Peshawar
nUi.l lOrs: KhybcrPakhUmkhWa Pushawar. ■
Capital ('i‘y Police.Ofneer Peshawar.
Ret*is.rar. Service Trihnnai Khyl^fer PakhU.nkhwa Peshawar lor inlorniaiio.. in Service 
Appeals Nos. .1286. 1287. 1288, 1280 and 1290 vide jiidgmcn! dated il p ’OIH 
AIG/l.et»aL Khybcr p8khUmkhwa.-Pe.sha\var. /
On’iceSnpdi: Secret and IMIICPO Peshawar. . / /
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OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
BETTER COPY KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

PESHAWAR.
1

No. CP()/CPH/167 Dated Peshawar 17 July, 2020
ORDER

The lollowing retired Sub Inspector ol’CCP Peshawar filed Service Appeals 

Nos, 1286,1287,1288 1289 and 1290 in service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar regarding their notional promotion to the rank of offg: Inspector:-

Fazal-e-hadi Ex-sub inspector. 

J3ahadar khan Ex-sub inspector. 

Mehmood ali Ex-sub inspector. 

Naseer-ur-rehman Ex-sub inspector. 

Muhammad Nawaz Ex-sub inspector.

1.

n.

in.

IV.

V.

In compliance to the judgment of service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar dated 11.12.2019 a meeting of Departmental 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.

Earlier a DPC meeting was held at CPO regarding promotion of confirmed sub 

inspector to the rank of offg: inspector. Who were retiring within next three(03) 

months. I'he chairman of the committee observed that imparting promotion of 

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

supeime cout oi' Pakistan. Hence filled the subject cases.

The policy issued by the police policy Board regarding the notional promotion 

j was withdrawn in subsequent meetings on the grounds that no rules/ policy 

I regarding notional promotion available in the prevailing special law/rules. That
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the policy was contrary tt) the decision of Apex court where in out of turn 

promotion/notional promotion has been declared illegal and violation of vested 

right ot senior officer. The decision of Apex court has been implemented in 

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

Keeping in view of the above facts and threadbare discussion amongst the 

pailicipants 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 intra 

appeal no.04/2017 dated 13.05.2018 that all notional/out oftum 

promotion arc banned therefore the committee unanimously r^ected/filed the 

1 appeals of appellants.

i

court

Sd/-

Add: inspector General otpoiice 

HQrs:Kh>ber Pakhiunkhwa

peshaw ar

Endst:NQ.and dated even■i

C cpy oi above i.s Ibrvvarded to:-

Additional inspector General ol police l-IOrsA Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
10rs:Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

Capital city police officer Peshawar
Register service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for information in 
service appeal nos. 1286,1287,1288,1289 and 1290 vide judgment dated 
11.12.2019
AIG/I.egal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
Ornce SLipdl; Secret and E-Ill CPO pesha

I.

II.' 1

V.

V. '

VI. war
AiG/Establishmenr. 

Fofinspecior General of Police, 
Kh\ber Pakhiunkhwa.

pesbawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.9143/2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Fazli-e-Hadi No.P/227 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.
I

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.
I

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
I

and miscarriage of justice is totally avoided.

(2) Cprrect 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 tum/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 

about the seniority of other eligible candidates.
no care



(4) Para is totally incorrect, claim of appellant for promotion as inspector on the basis 

of placing his name in list “F” is quite unlawftil 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 

an^ choose formula.

(6) Incorrect Para no.37 of the note sheet of CPO is worth perusal which clearly 

indicates that vacant 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 passes 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 

promoted/recommended.

(9) Para is incorrect as explained above.

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

(1 l)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 tum/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.

were



I GROUNDS;-

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

appellant nor occurred any illegality in the promotion case of appellant.

B. Incorrect as explained in the preceding paras.

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

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

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.

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

law/rules are strictly followed.

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

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

H. 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.

I. Incorrect. Appellant being not eligible was not promoted and by giving promotion 

to appellant, right of others entitled would definitely be infringed.

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

replying respondents.

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

replying respondents.

L. 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.

M. 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.

N. 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.

O. 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.

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

judgments as explained above.

Q. Respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise additional 
grounds at the time of arguments.
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I 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.

ProvinciM^once Officer, 
KhybjET P^(htunkhwa, 

CPesha.waiL

Additional Iirspector General 
of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

Capita City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.



Ik BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.9143/2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Fazli-e-Hadi No.P/227 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.

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.

Provincia^olree Officer, 
KhybejiRa^tunkhwa, 

I^sha^ar.

Additional Inspector General of 

Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

/

C^tal City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.


