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Service Appeal No. 9141/2020

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.

ORDERi

16.09.2021

ANNOUNCED
16.09.2021

T
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

/
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20.01.2021 Junior counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Muhammad Raziq Reader for respondents - 

present.

...z

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.

■i'
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(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) ;•

Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Raziq, Reader for respondents 

present.

18.03.2021

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

27.05.2021

furnished Reply/comments. 

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

arguments on 16.09.2021.

Chairman
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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
\' 11' '

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.

Subject to all just exceptions including the delay, instant 

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

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.

Chairman

30.11.2020 Appellant is present in person. Mr. Kabiruliah 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. 7^

(MUHAMMAD JAM
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

y ■ .
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

^li(l /2020Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

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. a

10/08/20201-

’ ♦

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

up there on
2-

r\
\

CHAIllI^



Q
Rpfnre the KVivber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

PF.SHAWAR.

In Ref; to Service Appeal No.^ I ^ /—of 2020.

.Versus..., I.G Police & Others.SI Muhammad Nawaz Khan, No. P/22

INDEX
P. No.Description ofDocumerits_______

Service Appeal with Affidavit. ^_________
Office order dated 09/02/2016. ______
Copy of the Standing Order Nf 9/2014. ~ 

Copy of Note Sheet dated 11/04/2017. 
Copy of Note Sheet dated 22-(!)4-2017. 
Promotion Notification dated 03-05-2016. 
Order dated 27-02-2019 in wJP No. 270^ 

Copy of Notification Dated 06t11-2019. 
Copy of Notification dated 25-}ll-2016. 

Copy of the SMS & joint application. 
Order, dated 24-05-2017 in \A(P No. 18^ 

Order/Judgment dated 11-12-2019
Impugned order dated 17-07-|2020._____

Vokalatnama in original.______________

AnnexS. No.
01-091.

“A” 10-112.
“B” 123.
“C” 134.
“D” 145.
“E” 156. «p» 16-207.
“G” 21-228.
“H” 23-249.

25-2810.
“J” 29-3111.
“K” 32-3712.
“L” 38-4013.

4114.
APPELLANT.

f

(Ex-SI Muhammad Nawaz Khaif)

Through; I

Muhammad Usman Khh^ 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.^^/o8/2020 .

Dated:-

OFFICE: Flat # C-i Hail Murad Plaza.Qpp: Bank of Punjab. Dalazak Road, Peshawar.
Cell# 0‘:r:r:^-Ql^-^6QQ *** 05t00-^8Q.s841

-i
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Before the TCh^her Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

PF.SHAWAR.
gCli.vbcr

In Ref; to Service Appeal No. SXH^—2020v »«-;»• N o.

I.G Police etc..VersusEx-SI Muhammad Nawaz Khan No. P/22

Ex-SI Muhammad Nawaz Nawaz, S/0 feroz Khan R/0 Jagra (Peshawar), 

Ex- Sub- Inspector Police, No. P-22, Peshawar APPF.TJ.ANT.

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 

iledto-day 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 

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

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.
-T' *



(3)
deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly placed on list “F” 

and extend equal treatment in terms of Articles 4, 8, 9, H, 18 and 25
as his colleagues have already been granted suchof the constitution 

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

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

attaining the age of superannuation on mere discrimination.on

Respectfully Shewethi

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 aee 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-22 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

1)

2)

3)

4)
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already been entered in his retirement zone on attaining the age 

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

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

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 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 

annexure “C”).

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 

“Admis.sion 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 bad 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).

5)

6)

7)

were

8)
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That another Notification No. 4414/E-III dated 25-11-2016 was 

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

whereas similarly placed some 17 Sub-Inspectors were
moted 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 authority to 

deride their devartmental avpeals for notional yromotion to
the rank nfofficintino Insveetors through speaking order as
per rule and law within a veriod of three (.2) months from the 

dnte nf receipt nfcovv 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 devartmental

9)

pro
on

10)

11)
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mithnriw. thf^i nre at lihertu to awroach this Tribunal subject 

tn nil legal ohiprtinns. All the, aforementinned service appeals 

nrp. fJisposed nfin 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

13)

“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.

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 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.

14)

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

pendents and thus misprized and neglected by not giving him
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.

res

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 

equal protection of law and must not to discriminate the appellant 

in service as it is inviolable and jealously guarded right of the
ellant 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.

app
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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 

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

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
pedestal and whose case is totally at par with the case of thesame

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 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.
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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- 

y be set-aside and respondents may please be directed to07-2020 ma
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 

of Articles 4> 9> ^4? and 25 of the constitution as histerms
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 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. L
APPELLANT.

(Ex-SI Muhammad Na^^ Khan) / -

7Through;

Muhammad UsmahSKhan 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.Dated:- _^/o8/2020 .

V

AFFIDAVIT.
I, SI Muhammad Nawaz Khan, No. P-22, Peshawar the 

appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the content 
the appeal are true and correct and nothing has been kept secret or 

concealed therein from this honorable Tribunal.

DEPONENT.
(Ex-SI Muhammad Nawaz Khan)

oo
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(Better Copy) Page-9 Annexure-A

Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Central Police Officer

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

To

The Capital City Police Ofiicer. Peshawar 
All Regional Police Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Subject: Admission to list “P”

Memo:

»==jv.y
considered on quarterly basis as per following schedule;

and promotion as offg: Inspectors

1. 1’it Week of March 
l^t Week of June2.

3. Week of September
1st Week of Decemhf^r4.

The authority has further directed that list of the confirmed Suh

(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: Inspector General of 

Pakhtunkhwa.
2. Deputy Inspector General of 

Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Inchirge General Registry Cell, CPO, Peshawar.

to the: 
Police, HQrs: Khvber

Police, HRs: Khyber

TM% CQFI

-r

ATTESTiD

rnfiiimriiinriiiXi^nt
asMCSfrtfsef.
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The upper age Ijmil for Inlermediale and Upper Col*":QO Cciurra;r> r hill h'3 a:^ undr;f

2

3

a) Infcrmediafe Course
b) Upper CoHego Cnur:>c

48 years; 
52 years.

4. fhc cul'dff dale for calculating the upper age limit lor either of Iho above courr-c ohail
he the 31-' 
r‘^-^»peclivo course

day of the monfh of DecrjmbGr falling before the commencement o* the

4,

Power to remove difficulties:- If any difficulty anscs5 in giving e'lecl lo tiiir. order, tho 
Provincial Police OHrear may by notification mako sucti provisions as decimed appropriate.

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

of Iho

'/

f

/tUr**-X

[NAStR KHAN DURRANI) 

Provinciat Police Officer 

Khybbr Pakhlunkhwa 

Peshawar
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 o.D/7 

SI Arif-ur-kenman No. 376/M ~ 

Abdul Kabir No. 16/M

D.I.Khan

Malakand

Sl3i!
dcoRM'

i 15-04-2017
^1*04-2017

naiu^
Mulukand5"<•

‘d om Of ,um pro^odon. .„bieh ha. ^
Therefore all cases placed Eelore the   ^^of Pakismn

.i»SSz“r ”*•

■
. I

!! amount
■ iIwasj

I ®I^«^Supdt: CP Branch.
-if 1

6l <[p s.F ■
^•■ai

M
■•j

Jk ; :8
. I *<*.

attest^ 

TRyii

ATTESTMii^TO
TMUM 00'^Z
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}
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^ ' „T^^ following confirmed Sub-Inspectors already oni Lh* "F" of
|v- -u.inn.g ,h.:age:,rsu^ra.„„,a.i. , ns

Sr-iNoC Name Region‘Y-' -Date of Reliremeiu
Mehmood Ali- BS^CCP, Peshawar

CCP. Pcshawiir
C’C*]*. Pcsiiawar 
•Cci\ P-eshawar

20.05.2017
20.05.2.117 ' 

^■()4.'2(n_7. 
04.05.2017 
04.05.2017

Y;-r Sh'aukat Ali
Al>c|iir-Kay.ki
I3udan-Klxan-

:• 3/;

•-•:•
Bohadar KRan
MiiliainiiiadKia'/.

•-% CCP. Peshawar.
-fl’l*. IV.sltawar •»»I, osj).s.2tir/ .•

IS worth mentioning hcm.thai according to Seniofriy List "I-" the scniorilv 
01 the above named Sub-lnspcctors lx as iintl.»r--

•/«
A

•SaN(^.V NAMtixtNO. - OATH or Ri Tmr.Mr.N rREGION ^ntf
iv-v Bahar Ali

>itcc
Mardan
D- I- Khan
D. I. Khan ’
D. I. Khan

31.12.20402: • Allah Nawaz- • , 07.06.201 SSajawal Khan 2S.02.2020

.t-v5l:^L
Abdul LalifTV

10.10.2020Bashir Hu.ssain
Muhammad Nawaz

D. I. Khan ■
D. I. Khan ■. 
0.1. Khan ' . 
O. I. Khan

05.0,1.2020
30.04.2020

j V ■

. ■

tfte: ..7^, Muhammad Nawaz '' ; 05.01.2021
Sabir Shah 06.10.201S~

21.01.20 P* 
02.12.2010

Allah Dad >0'/;D. T. Kbarii I-O. Shnma Jan- ■ fraD. 1. Khan
D. I. KhanI K. -IGhiilam Yasin n.

04.02.2020v 12.- FaivyGilcem.•:i D. I. Khan 06.09.2060
23.03.2020

:13:'. Ztihoor Muhammad. •;
MardanL.V-'

-i 1:4. - Muhammad Nawaz Khan
-Mchmood-Ali

‘■srMardan • . 
CCP^ Peshawnr
CCP. Peshawar _
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar
CCP. Peshawar
CCP, Pe.shawar

01.02.2026
20.05.20 r: 
03.02.2020 
20.07.2017

1- Vt
^^16. cKhalid Khan

'll:; Shaukat AH»

- AbdurRaziq 25.04.201719.: Mtihanimad Rasheed 20.04.2019j .

- 1: :2Qv Bndnn Khan 04.05.2017
25.01.2020

f ■21. RazdAii - CCP. Peshawar
22: Bahadar Khan

Jan Muhammad
CCP, PC'Shawar
CCP; Peshawar 
CCP, Pesha\^*a^•

04.05.2017r"
22:06.201s

24.'. Murad Ali 17.02.2019 .Sabz AH. 25: CCP. Peshawar 01.09.2Qlg
.3102.2019

; 26;^
-• ':27a.

Gulzar Khan CCP. Peshawar
CCP, Peshawar

1
I•? Muhamitiad Ruiz.[• 08.05.2017 I; •

r i - r ' ■ ■ to reconJ.35 vacancies of Inspectore are available Out of
S tocuired .0 be ;c^ivo.st

•Vi:- r accommodate the-cases:ofSub-Inspcclors scheduled 
approved the vacancies requir^ for the 

pfall t^nty seven (27) Sub-Inspectors may be utilized of the 
: , - F«t l^ck Prcmolion; ■ i -r -

A-3Sr... u lo be retired 
covering of promotion 
vacancies rcscr\'cd for .!: i

I

Submilled rnrfavourbfkindpcru.salk orders, please. ^
A . :

!
.. .■= V

-■ : 
-i AIG^^abli.shmcni

r>
V- 'V

^o:t ■ Worthy DlC/nOr^-
■

\
’iC.

i
4'
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PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE ^ETTE PART-II 

ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

notification

j^-ui ADMISSION TO r.IST “F” AND PROMOTTOtsi aq 
LNSI>ECTORinPS.iM ---------------,

FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER

No.

Dated: 03 / 05 /20I6

.nspec.o.G.„era,orPon:.K,;r;™:“^^ da.J 29,04.20.6 d„.y approved by ,be Wo„„y
incladed into Li., -p- and promoted a. Offg: l„.pe;,or. (Bp",6) wlilwllVd^ierffetr ''^

Sr. No I NAME & NO.
SI Munita^d No. 
P/345

region RECOMMENDATION1. CCP Recommended for inclusion of liis
promotion as Offg; Inspector.
His name was included in the list for tlie 
Standing Order No. 3/2015 
Recommended for inclusion of his 
promotion as OfTg; Inspector.
His name was i

name into List “p’ andPeshawar S

course required as per
2. SI Momiii Khan 

No. 123/M
Malakand

name into List “P' and ,L
S,andina Order,is, Por ,he eonr^e recuired as per

3. SI Sher Bahndar 
No. MR/I 19

Mardan Recommended for inclusion of his 
promotion as Olfg: Inspector.

jSli^^ing lo SUrndinTordTr,, n^^

name into List “p^ and
7

3^

■fheir promotion will take effect from the dot
e they actually take over charge of higherresponsibilities.

Necessary Garxtte Noiification may be issued accordingly.

Sd/-
Mian Muhammad Asif 

AddI: IGP/HQre;
Por Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

If ^ ffi-III

infomration and necessary action to- 
^be AddI. IGP/HQrs: Khyber Paklitunidnva Peshawar 
The Capital City Police OfRcer, Peshawar 

>.L The Regional Police Officers Mardan & Malakand Regions 
iv. The Registrar CPO. Peshawar. °
V. The Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar.

CPO, Peshawar.
The Incharge Central Registiy- CPO Peshawar.

j

1] I

vii:

nHI I(NA.IEEB-UR-REHMAN bug VI) 
AIG-'Establisliaient

For InsptTtor Genera! of 
Khv'Oer P.\kh!unkhxv,j.

I-ii
Iii
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Writ Fetitu'.a No^i7i^42_/201S '

1. Khadim Shah. Sub Inspector. No 399/P,:^g^Wdr

Range, Pishawar. v-)\ 4r^_3-
2. AU Jan. Sub Inspector. No 404/P FRP

Peshawar />—!lA<,p
3. Muhammad Rashid Sub Inspector. No ’33b/J-.

Tn-et;ipation Wing Charsadda. ^
4. Murad Ali Klian, Sub Iirspector, No >05/P >K
/ Peshawaj-Range Peshawar. HPO

c\h<^L^Uh ttl Nowsherawan Khan, Sub Inspector. No 16,/M. UPt.
^ ^ t i** "^3 * ^ ^6. KhSiii Kb^. s«b Inspector. No 543/M. InvesdgatLon

7. Faiz" Muh-aminad. Sub Inspector. No 500/M _Sub
Insncctor/SHOiSver Chitrai

Sub, Inspector, SubNo 492/M,8. Iqbal Uddn,
Inspector/KalitdChitr^..
Mir Azam, • Siib Inspector, SubNo., 92/M.

No J?/M> Police Lines
9. Inspeetor/Z^llO^Ff^Chitral/
10- Sultanu. Khuir , Suh Inspector 

Phitral ' '
11. Qurbari 'Cnan, Subilnspector, 533/M PTg Hangu
12. Muh3m -f. i’W a’i Shah. Sub Inspector. Wo 544/M. U. U

13. sS™j.::sub
14. Gul Zameen. 3§ub Inspector, No 159/M DPO Office Di

> .* '

is.Muhaminad/Siyar, Gub Inspector, No 154. Inchaige PP

Jabbaj’Dil Upper. ^ mo/iv/f aSIIO
le.Shirecn -Zada, Sub Inspector. No 212/M. AbllO

17. AbfhlK)£fyyurrh.Shb Inspector,tNo^^^607 PS Gandig^r Dn

!S'lqtelh3bfe#speclor. No d477S Police Lines Dir
18.
19. F^al Kaiiro, Sub Inspector. No 32/M. Dir Uppen
20. Muhammad :7ia2. Sub Inspector, No 467/M, Oil ...

ai-B^'af^AU^Sub Inspector, No 18/MR, Disfriet^l'ce 

22.S'Hossaio, Sub Inspector. No 1391/MR. __

23.S'd.d^GX sub inspector. No 134/MR. Incharge PP 

Jancla.
-a

.TRUSC©]?f ■
i;'
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PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PESHAWAR 

ORDER SHEET
-s-

'^derorothc^FiOcetdlngs
Date of Order or 

PtoceedinRS Afli2 ^/3j■JV^:^\\
r,M,Mn,i la-P/ZQlSjalth-CJ^Mn.^ y-^/
^nWP»^" 7.706-P/2aia. \^S~f27.02.2019

Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand,
Advocate, for the petitioners.

Mr. Rab Nawaz IOian, AAG. for the 
respondents.

Present:

The instant writ'M.'U^^ASRRA^ HIEACI^—lr

peUtion has been filed by the petitioners under 

Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic
!

1973, wherein they haveRepublic of Pakistan,

impu&ned Notificatiop No:- , 

the extent of

prayed that the 

755/Iegal dated 16.03.2017 to 

amendment in Rule 19-25-A of Police Rules

Order No.21/2014, j1934 with Standing 

whereby illegal conditions have been imposed

to the rank offor promotion of Sub Inspectors

lawful, without lawfulInspectors, is illegal, un

ATTSSTSS TO BB
trum con

I-
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2

i/ authority and ineffective upon the ri^ts of the 

petitioners and the same may be struck down. 

Ttiey !have further prayed that the respondents 

be directed to promote the petitioners asmay

effect fromTnspectqrs (BPS-16) with

10.05.2018 with all back benefits.

Learned • counsel for. the peUtioners has2.

also filed C-MlNo. 48-P/2019 for impleadment

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

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

Risalpur Nowshera and C-M.No. 202-P/2019

for impleadment of Behram Gul, Sub-Inspectof

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

High Court, Mingora Bench delivered in W.P. 

No. 601-M/2018 decided on 03.12.2018 and

submitted that the Hon’ble Division Bench hat



j

3- ;
r

already disposed of identical case, involving 

similar point, therefore, the instant petiuon be 

disposed of in the light of terms mentionedalso

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

S of the . KhyberSection
Pakhtunkhwa 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 ah 

opportunity to 
petitioners to
requisite/mandatory 
envisaged in- Police Rules, 193^ 
within shortest period of time. ”

the present
theundergo

courses as

5. In the light of above judgment, the- 

instant writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

I

However, we also direct the respondents to

ATTESTED TO BE - ,

Court
AT
poshowor

y
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v/ho became reliedpromolelhose petitioners 

during pendency

Similarly, both the CMs for impleadment

prayed for and office shall

V»•
■ c

IrV of this petitioDi if entitled.
•

y
i nre

also allowed as

in this regard in themake necessary entry m

heading of the petition.

I

JUDGE

I I -

JUDGE

y
Announced
27.O2.20i9

........ >>

BE TRlie oom

ip?Mi i>f ApplicatD«ie i»r Tre^
N««rrafi<^

enjiying 
Urgent

iiuif of Con*'

fa fDai'-f

Honbic lusUcc Musan-al HJlali

HDorShah.PS

(
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iNrmg P?-<;KAWAR HlGHCOL»RT£Eg^^|

ty^>kLi/201dWrit Fetitic.n No

1; Khadim Shah, Suh Inspector. No 399/P,
Ranee, Psshawar, ■ vX '"'A-, /

2. Ali Jan. Sub Inspector. No 404/P FRP Pe^^^^ge
■ X®/H jt-l ' 

33g/P,Peshawar
3. Muhammad Rashic

InvesUeiation Wing eharsadda; ; .
4. Murad Ali Klian, Sub Inspector. No 405/P tM

Peshawar Raiige Peshawar.
Nowsherawan Khan. Sub Inspector. No 16./M,< DPO

NoSub Inspector,

Office Bunir. .
6. Klialid Kban, Sub Inspector, No 543-/M, Investigation:

Wine Dists ict Bunir ,
Muhammad. Sub hnspeptpr. No 500/M ^ bub7. Faiz

Inspector/SitO^Ovcr etutral
S. Iqbal . bJddm, Subx: .InspeGtor, No- 492/M, 

Inspeetbr/I^alrCD .r6fii;h^.
9. Mir Srih

Inspeetor/^StIO,P^;^Chitral.^'
to. Sultai#-khar.. ^y'Inspectorii,No jj7/M,xPdbce Lines

11. Qurb^i IChan, Sub^^ispector, No 533/M, FTC -Hangu ^
12. Muham'-'-oi Walv Shah, Sub Inspector, No 544/M, CT:)

Chitral. . . . _
13.Saeed^toiah^$l#hispe^^tp^idS^o<385/M SHO PS Chitral. 
14. Gul Zameen/Sub Inspector, No 159,/M DPO Office Dir 

Upper; .. . -X
is.MuhamihadlSiyar, Sub Inspector, No 154, Inchaige PP 

Jabbai' Dif Upper.
16. Shireeh .Zada,, Sub inspector. No 212/M, ASHO PS 
: Gandigdri S _
17; AbdtjQa^n^bm;|^iahdii^eGtop,0b^bP^ PS Gtodigar Di^ 

Upper;- ^ ^ " . 4 4 , ; -
18. Ja^'ed iqbafl4^e®|shmp||SprpMd^d^ Police Lines Dir

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

Wari Dir Upn\T.
21. BaJiar A.U Sub Inspector. No 18/MR, Dist'rif^. Police 

Mardan,
22. Nigar Has'.auTi, Sub Inspector, No 1391/MR, Inchai'ge-^

PP Azar r /Xoad. ’
23. Zahid Kban, Sub Inspector, No 134/MR, Incharge PP

Sub

Xirspector, No 92/M, Sub

I

Jancla.
ATTMSTMt) TO B'B 

TMUM\C0n \
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£ •FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II, 
ORDERSIBY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 

KHYRRR PAKHTllNkHWA. PESHAWAR.

>:

VcJ5l>>NOTIFICATION

No- 27 /E-in. PROMOTION AS OFFG: INSPECTORS fBPS-161 Dated: ^//l 1/2019

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/2018^recommendations 
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: Inspectors 

(BPS-16] with immediate effect:-

RECOMMENDATIONREGIONS.NO NAME & NO.
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.__________________ .
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for 
promotion to the rank of OfTg: inspector (6PS-I6) w.e.From
10.05.2018 on regular basis._____________ ^________ ____ ^
The DPC examined his case and rccommcndcd~fHm for 
promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from 
10.05.2018 on regular basis.______________________ . /

DIKhanSI Sabir Shah D/32I.

SI Ihsan Ullah P/349 ' CCP/Pc.shawar2.

SI Kliadim Shah P/399> CCP/Peshawar

ii

Sd/-
Muhammad Naccm Khan. Dr, PSP 

Provincial Police Officer* __ 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,. 

Peshawar
: /E-IIl. Dated Peshawar, the oS / 11/2019.

K_

-4'.-

ysS

No. 2-72-8°

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:- 
r Addl: IsGP in KbyberP^htunkhwa, 'A

2. Capital City Police Officen Peshawar.
Commandant FRP Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

/|^epuly Inspector Geheral of Police Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Regional Police Officer DIKhan.

^^AIG/Legal CPO, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar, 
t^'^ffice Supdt: E-II CPO/Peshawar.
<mi4J.O.P files.

ATIESfm fO BB
(SADlQ-BAXOCPr)PSP

AIG/Establishment 
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

TRV]
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■y. FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 
: : PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-il, 
ORDERS BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
’ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

• :
<>

-!

NOTIFtCATION

/MH, ! ADMiSSiON TO LIST "F? a PROMOTION AS QFFG: INSPECTOR Dated: 2-5/11/2014/
No.

}>.<'
As per recommendation of the DPC dated 15.11.2016 duly approved by the v/orth 

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtynkhwa, names of the following confirmed Sub-Inspector 
are- hereby included in List "F &. promotion as Offg: Inspector with immediate effect:**

9

»
I

S;NO NAME & NO. RECO/»VAENDATJONREGiON
T7 CCI^

Peshavyar
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. 
The Committee further recommended fo 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on ^1.12.2016, 
attaining the age of superannuation.

SI Said Amin Jan No. 
P/393

66?
afte

^2^ Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. 
The Committee further recommended

SI Anwar Dad Khan No. 
MR/115

Mardan
fo

US exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015
because he Is retiring On 01-02.2017, 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 Kecommended to; piomoiion as Offg: Inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo

r exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015
because he is retiring on 01-.02,2017, afte

. attaining the age of superannuation._____________
Kohat* > Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector,

* The Committee further recomrfiended fo-
. exemption from Standing. Order No., 3/2015

because he Is retiring . dh 04.02.2017, afte.
- ^ - attaining the age of superannuation.________

Matdan ! Recommended for promotion as Ofjfg: inspector.
■ The Committee further - recommended for 

exemption from Standing Order^ No. 
because he is retiring on 11.Q2.2017, aftei

__________ attaining the age of superannuation.____________ _
Malakand Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

The. Committee. fdaher recommended foi
exemption' from Standing 
because he is retiring on 17.02.2017, aftei

'______ attaining the age of superannuation._____________
j Kohat Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector.

The Committee further recommended foi
exemption from Standing Order Mo.
I because he is rstjrin^ on 2j.o2.2ui/, avtef
attaining the age of superannuation._________ • i

•3'. 51 Muhammad -Zaman 
No. K/74

; j-
^. j S! Naeem Khan No. 

I 277/M
, 9

SI Shoukat Saleem No, 
K/31

5.

7/f
y

6. SI Diyar Khan No. 
MR/133

3/2015

y
7. SI Muhammad Waris 

No. 312/M
Order No. 3/2015.

y
SI Aqleem Khan No. 
K/37

8.

222

ATTESTED TO BB
tmm con
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Recommended for inclusior^of his name in
with his coUeagues. •______ ~ _______
Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

MalakandSI Arif-ur-Rahman No.
376/M_______ ,
Si Muhammad Adnan 
No. D/37

9.<«*■

%
0.1.Khan10. *,;

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.l.Khan51 Naqeeb UUah No. 
0/42

11.

Recommended for inclusion of his name in L
1

Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

D.l.KhanSI Muhammad Ramzan 
No. 0/44

12.

D.l.KhanSI Saleem Pervez No. 
0/06-

13.

Recommended for incLosion of his name in LA D.l.Khan14. SI Said Marjan No. 
D/43

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LDJ.Khari51 Kashif Sattar No. 
D/15

15.

FSL CASES
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspe*■FSL ^SI Maqbali Khan of Fire 

Arm Section
16.

Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspe*FSL ■51 Kafoor Khan of17-
Finger Print Bureau 
Section

A*
5d/'

MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF 
Addl: IGP/HQrs:

For Inspector General of Polict 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshav/ar,
.•*

No.

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

Peshav/ar.
iii. Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Idiybef Pakhtunkhwa Peshav
iv. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
v. Regional PpUce Officers. Mardan, Malakand, Kohat & D.l.Khan Regions.
vi. 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-Il CPO Peshawar.
xii. Office Supdt: CP Branch CPO, Peshawar.

Joyfr:\

(najeeb-ur-r'eh^n bug
AIG/Establishment,

For Inspector General of Pol* 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

?
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tinn\ 7:3.2017

CMC (Promotinn as Inspector on aqp of superannua
N.

- iesoertid IGP =ssalan. u alikum. Sir we are the iub inspectors of peshawar district and 

it F.front a ion. time and goin^tp beretired in 201X
fi^^^ibCdnaeSof inspetor in peshawar..ft is therefore requested tt«t k,ndlv prom6te t. .

hspSfebeforetbe date o,retimment.ewi„beve,Vtban«um^

'(Juf nSd and date of retirement is ascnder; 1. Si mahm«.d ah 
■ v(-^'^retfrtbJtS 19 5 17 2. Si abdul raztaq no. P.33r date of retirement 25.4.1.7 and
"te;;:::^“anwarkhanno:p396dateXtetirementis2S.3.i7^ewiUpravforVOur,^^^

/
/. ••'

f

-t •> for ihis VJnd of act:.v.v
?*.

vV
•:

> . V life sir 03025926828 

k ' SO tPB;-' Put up as per rule/regulationp

•.5
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OFFICE OF THE

capital city police officer,
; • PESHAWAR.--! i

sTelephone No.091-9210641 Fax No. 0»Jl-q212S97 ! CIS
/EC-I, dated Peshawaj the . { l> , /

The Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

/2017;<7
:•

!•.-
• •

APPLICATIONS. : "II•". /•
Jb-/n
^•n-ic: Memo: - \ :i.vV-’

Enclosed find hecewith a joint applications prere'tred by 
the itollowing ;^Gonfirmed Sis of Capital .City Police, Peshawar re^questing 

..therein for appearance.before the Worthy Inspector General of Police,i;Xhyber

t«n ; 
'oriic
piniii

r Pak|:ituhkfiWa,TPeshawar in connection with their promotion' to theT'c'nk of 
ih^eetpm'as;'they will.'be retired, on superannuation ..from the date noted

(
CC xfc •

a^amstefch;-'
\

Date of Rctircrherit 
19-05-2017 ..

. 25-04-2017 ' 
04-05-2017

LV.*.

SI Mehmood All No.’fV344 
■ .^2^ SI Abdur Raziq No. ?/337 

v l - : : . . si Bahadar Khan No. p/341

W v—. SI Muhammad RIaz No. P/347 08-05-2017

•p *. t\v.
bill' r

^ior.
“"Jill

7^ \
•T:

ul5
I bii’iii

cc
I;

;

FOR CAPrTff0CI A'x/
PESHAWAI ;

V.-- = TlK',

■c •

■/n,.

! •i.i

^ic
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J
I
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Before the worthy Inspector General of Police Khyher Pakhtunkhwa
PESHAWAR

,4'rs,

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,.! 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 accordingly whereas I was already 

entered in retirement zone and thus on attaining the age of superannuation I 
got retired from service dated 13-07-2017.

2) That in the light of newly promulgated policy for fa.st track promotion, 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, I was deprived of my due legitimate right o.f 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 the ir 

retirement on attaining the age of superannuation.

Keeping in view my long unblemished and devoted servic-'es and 
the above facts and circumstances, it is, therefore, most humbly requeisted
that by granting notional promotion, 1 may very graciously be promoted to the 
rank of Inspector please.

1 my children will pray for your long life and prosperity

Yours most obedi^Iy ^j\

SI Muhammad Naw/z Khan No. P/22 
Dated: 14-07-2017. y

ATTKSrEV 70 BM 

WWM C077
0w
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COTmT PESHAWAR

it.
-.7InRef,toWPNo. /? f/

.-E/2017.

'S,/.o
-iJSLElahadar khan SI S/O Abdul Malik Khan R/O Shaba 

inspector Police. No P-341. presenUy working and po^ 

investigation wing. Police Station Faqir Abad Peshawar.
targe

«■

t Mahmood Ali S/O Abdu Hanan R/O Dhakki. 
Police, No P-334,

i- (Tfaangi.Charsadda), Sub-Inspector 

as Officer In-chaigeiPIr
presently working and posted 

investigation wing. Police Station Yakatoot, Peshawar.

I
?■:

J> .<», . P-22, pnOTay ...j tooBBUk.
ing. Police Station Urmer, Peshawar.

i) Fazal e Hadi S/O Muhammad akbar R/O 

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

as OfficCT In-chargeP^ently working and posted 
inves:tigaUon wing. Police Station Nissata,Charsadda.

5) Badan khan S/O Haji Sahz Ali Khan 

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

R/O Khweshki Bala (Nowshera),

as Additional SHO, : 
... PETmONFRR

Sub-
presently working and posted
war

1
i*-'

Versus

1) ProvisionaUy Police Officer 

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

" “Tr„r:;::r Officer

xeD
3) Capitil city poli officer (CCPC) police lines Peshawar.ice

Coert
Aijm 2atT RESPONBENTfiATTESTED TO B§
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PBSHAWAR high nniiiiT. PF.SH/iM/y^pm.-K

form«a»
FORM OF ORDER fimv'r

or other proce^Fnp^ *1^;
Pfltg of order.

afeogwigK
qmiiji
ri WritPetifimi No.l8<;>i-P/7n/-Q

Present:- Mr. Muhammad 
Advocate, for the

24.05.2017?

■I m-i ■ yj{^1?
*7

-j."!

t
t

ROOH-UI^AMttm
—i= By invoking the

constitutional jurisdiction of this Court under Article 199 

Of the Constitution of Islamic R,
epublic of Pakistan (the 

Khan and 04m
Constitution), Bahadar 

petitioners.
others, the

serving in Police Force. o'f IGiyber
Pakhtunkhwa 

to direct the respondents

as Sub-Inspectors, seek issuance of a writ

' -i; to promote them as Insp'ectors 

as well as on the
on the basis of seniority-cum-fitness

ground of they being entered in the zone of attaining tho 

age of superannuation, as i„ such eireumstances, their 

other colleagues had already been granted'promotion. 

Admittedly, petitioners2.
are civil servants. The 

of the incidents of termsmatter of promotion i 

conditions of civil

IS one
and

service. Disputes relating to such i

matters fall within the exclusive jurisdiction 

Service Tribunal while the jurisdiction 

is barred by-the

of the 

of the High Court

express provisions

on ofislamic Republic of Pakist

of Article 212 (2) of *•
the Constituti

an, 1973.
Siraj Afiidi P.Sfl)

i4TTBSTSB TO 3$ 

tnvB^fOpyED
r

war High Court
'RaUN2017
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3. Accordin^lyTSi^etition being not maintSiibte

Stands dismissed. However, the 

their grievance before the proper forum, if they
petitioners . may voice

so desire.
Announced-
24.05.2017.

b&^rue copy
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i

r

•• "fWi'co'n
<

*

\ ru';

\v.n«:

p-.iU* 
Ucvc

,V Vrcs^'

M-d V 7

...ron»i* V ■

niC-.-vo
w V"‘t;i'

MNvd *'•' '

Sinj Afiidi PSfl)

gvinnriilTFiB

;



- : a.%

m:
I
&'!
IS

k:
v-' ...I..........

K .*-•*.r.%’1

W^- '-MMEmttt:.^J::.
•>

IgroittltiEKHYBHtPAiamJNKHWM AWAR■..t-
.:; t - -'

:■-■ ■ ■< . ....................--

S^RVIttAPPEwil^y^a^^
■ bate of institution 

Date of judgm^t
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ISKU
* .■;

,iv*|i]
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rry -:. V r ■•*',:•— ,1^ 
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Baha^KHan VOAbduf Malik IO,anlVQShabqa^{aiarsad&f^^
Police, No. 9/341 Peshawar. (flpfW.ihnrt

V

©pyy ■-• •; V •• -E-
■jy':--

v;

s.::SSs«ft;?:;-s: VERSUS ss;
V

1. Provinaal Pblice OfBcerAGP,
-v:P^a^ivS'-:y S '
Z; Additiopal IpspertorGeneral of Polic^radeuefteiv 

^3. Capitol qty Police Officer; Police line Peshawar:

t3 • -i V •
L - I'.-~V V ••-f •. • i&> ;>; r .^ r- ' Khy^ Pakhtunkhu^; Central Poli^Officef ((MJs

- ^ .SS M.'"* s.-M: -s,: s ■ ' sv'-S S-M-■• y'--- .V. S-Ml-M
• . C .

M. :*
^y(Respondents)’ :t?*.

. •• ■•*

^'ce appeal »/S:4 ofr the KhybeyPaHituhkhwa^^^^
inrpiipnpd pnlirv vide Official No.-2it7^q/CPR

^ , TgBi^nteHon dated 14.07.2ni:r W therredri^.:.^l ,vf i.;,
• which was not vetrP^nnkoH ~ -

r
SS'S-'-S '' ;>

■-•■••■ '-I'-
• ’i.-.

y;Sfe-yS':s:y .'■;. -V:
-

lf:iS:My;S:s5<-:s
' ‘ ^ ---V":; . :•■•■• s\'- ■

; i ■-

me
1'

•^T . - ■.;: ---■ ••- •

>

IM grievances^J-:-' V* : -c

..rs
•I

•;
T-Tw.

Mr. Muhamnriad Usman Khan Turiandi; Advocate.
Mr. Ziaiillah; Dept^ DisWct Attbm For appellant' s :

F For respondents^^

i

ey;
•X

^ %
Mr. kiUHAMMAD AMiN KHAN KUNDI 
MRL HUSSAIN SHAH

-. :
MEMBER yUDIOAl): 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) :

-r

i

: SaWTEgfel. * .*
JUD6MFMT

97'5

-'• iv- ■ 'v ■

> ‘ z -- y.: u- v.'Tita'■i-s y- Scrvf^S: My-::-:

-.
MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUMDI. MEMRFR—

^"Fdisposed of Instanf Mrvice appral 

M^hmopd ! All Versus -

Our this judgrtierit Shall.7V.- • 
T'-.

-i
. 1 ••- .*

as well as^Service Appeal No.: 1287/2017 •;
titled .. ^ -i

Provincial Police Officei/IGP, Khyfaer y*.•'
Fakl^tiinkh^ Central Police Officer (CPd)i .

^havrar 5 Jy^crsT,
V c-‘:‘

Appeal NO. 1^017 titled 'FalPeiHadi V^us p

4TTBSTSBf0m
^ncial ^jioe tMuterAGP: .•'■-■.yy

> .
** •*.

mm--
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Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar and others'. 

Service 'Appeal No. 1289/2017' titled *Naseer-Ur-Rehrnan Versus Provincial 

Pblfce Offieef/IGP. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar 

and oth^r^ and Service Appeal No. 1290/2017 titled "Muhammad Nawaz 

Versus Provincial Police Officer/IGP. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. COnfral Police

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

involved in all the service appeals

Learried cdurisei: for the appell^^ Mr. ZiauIiiah.f De^ty District 

AftorhCy: aidngWith- Mr.: Muhammad Raziq 

respondents also present; Arguments heard and record perused

' tr.’■

- i:.S;
=;*• •

I;=v ■
V

.-V ' • '»■'

:: # ^
f:-

.r-' •'

f

K-- ■ -■ ^B-

U'.

f- -
2.

Head Constable > for the
i-/

j;
i

\ . -i
L*3 Brief facts of all the aforementioried service appeals are that the

vy
-:v.

appellarit: ■ were serving in. Police : Department arid were promoted as
Vv>.v-, ^^^coriforrhed Sub-Inspectors on list "E" dated 31.03.2016. That a policy letter Nb-

V ^ 247-53/CPB dated 09.02.2016 was promulgated, the CCPO Peshawar and allM
I. >*!

Regi(?nal Police pfficefs (RPOs) were ^sked by the Inspector General of Police

that the list ofconfirmed Sub-Inspectors who dre due to be retired in next six ■

;
i

i!
II * >

t

months must be maintained at CCPO Peshawar and respective Regional Police 

Offices for inclusion of their names |n list "F* and g^nt of officiating promotion 

as Inspectors wiil be forwarded ?t least three months period 

retirement. That the appellants have passed Upper Course Training and their

! «

: :•

;
to their

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

for their legiBiriate right of promotion to the rank of Officiating Sub-Inspectors. 

That the respondent—department as

,?

f

V■

per aforesaid policy were bound to 

promote the appellants to the rank of Officiating Inspectors ^before their

gmirernent That the appellants have been retired on attaining the dge Of
:■ ATTESr^mBD : 

con
i

i

;ii

:•



J/■

superannuatibn on 04.05:2017 but the■ 5.

respondent-departmeht has not

promoted th.m to the post of Officiating,Inspectors despite th^ facts that they 

were fu«y qualified and eligible for promotion 

retirement, the appellants filed departmental

r-f:
%

of the same post. That after

appeals for notional promotion ‘ 

on 14.67.2017 butihe ^amb ^ereii ^

iceappbals.

-••if- ■ •f -t-:• X,

I:-- #i
to the worthy inspector General of Police 

not responded herice, the present servi
m-::
^ /v;- .
I-r
-I'-

4. Respondents were summoned who contested the
appeals by filing ;VB . .life-'-'-:: I fc- . ' :■ written replies/comrnents

5. Learned counsel for the 

serving in Police Department.- It 

unblemished service record they w 

Inspertors. it

appellants contended that the^pellants were 

was, further contended that due

•:r - ■.. «-wit/ to their ,;: .
.1; promoted to the rank,of confirmed Sub 

was further contended that the respondent No.

ere

i:I 1 issued the
afor^aid policy dated 09.12.2016 wherein the CCPO 

Regiorfal Police Officers (RPOs)
Peshawar and all

-? '

\
k

were dife^ed by the Inspector General
[

of
Police that the list of confirmed Sub-Ins1 nspectdrs who are due to be retired in

v next six months must bei maintained at CCPO Peshawar 

Regional Pblice Office for inclusion of their
and respective

1

names fin list "F" and grant of 

3t least three months 

contended that that the appellants

officiating promotion as Inspectors will be forwarded 

penod to their retirement. It was further

had passed the Upper Course Ti

promotion to the post-of Officiating Sub-Inspectors 

retired in near future but the

raining and were fully qualified and eligible for

as they were going to be

respondent-department had not promoted them 

despite the facts that they were fully
to the post of officiating Inspectors 

="‘1 flual'ffed for promotion to 

, and there, junior were also promoted on

I

the post of Officiating ^Inspectors

the basis of aforesaid policy but the

ATTESTBD TO BE
TEuEcory

v;n:s.
VT-

m
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appeilants were illegally deprived from promotion. It was further contended^ • 1 Iike: ••

■ t' ■.'■■■
th^t the appellants have been now retired from service on 04.05.2017 on

« *' V*'--. * . " . . *'.*•. * '* * _ * •

.attainjrig the age of superannuation therefore th;eY filed departmental appeals;

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

Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa Pe^hawrar on 14.07^2017 but the sarne were not 

responded. Therefore, prayed that the appeals may be accepted and the 

department may be directed to issue* notionaP 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

• •:i"f?:

“M - f^
.

SIP r

i ;
:

p" ■
'IP ■ -JK

6.

11: ■ It-
b ■ •:

¥
and. their names were placed on list which meant that they were never 

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

- be considered on their own merits. It; was further contended that as a large 

number of confirmed Sub-lns.rsctofs are waiting for promotion as inspectors 

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

•

>. .
r
I !
h;:-

on

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

further promotion, ft was further contended that under ^ection-4 of the 

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

original of appellate in respect of any term and condition of his service may file 

serAjice appeal but in the present service appeal neither any ofiginal nor ari 

appellate order has been challenged therefore, the service appear is not 

rriaintainable and' prayed for dismissal of all i the aforerhentioned service
ATTesrmW^

i

; i

; •

!
appealsP ■imI • i •

-t;

.M- Ta

KbybXi^m•f’' :
I

I
- :V.
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Pkusal of the record reye?|s that the appellants were serving in Police

Oepartm^t and dueto their uhfil^mish^^ervice record they were promoted
7:

i r ■
t I- • •

the rank of confirmed Sub-Inspectors: The respondent-department has

directed by thejnspeetpr General of

up to
I

issued the aforesaid policy wherein it was-?

Officer as welCa^dll the Regional Police ^Officers'
Pbtice to Capital City Police

(R^ds) in khyber Pakhtunkhwa to; forward^the cases; of confirmed Sub- /
:• ■■

in list for grant of Officiating Inspe^ors ;-inspectors rhentioned their names, 

within three months; period to their retirement.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
H-

-r

V-..'

i

r. the rank of Officiating Inspectors on

09.12 2016 issued by the Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar but they

before their retirement dated 04.05i2017 and their juniors were promoted to

the basis of aforesaid policy therefore.

•-6

i
not promoted to the post of Officiating Inspectorswere

^,4; 'ir.» -

i-- the rank of Officiating Inspectors on

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

n
-

the basis of aforesaid poHcy. The record further reveals that the 

appellants have also filed departmentai appeals dated 14.07.2017 for notional 

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

decided/responded by the departmental authority and it is

Inspectors on ti}
-i

i
- I f!i4 •15/

ii
appeals were not

well settled law that a service appeal may be filed a^inst any final order

appellate in respect of any term and condition of his

!
Ja

. I
■ whether original or

service but in the present case neither original lior final order has been passed
■ - i •

-X

deem it appropriate, to directby the respondent-department; therefore,

Ty3^ departmental authority to decide their departmental appeals for notional
4TTESi^& to n 

'■ ■wMudwn. - -

: we1 : m
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0 promotion ta the rank of Officiating In 

rules arid law 

of this judgment. The 

order of departrnentOI 

appellants were aggrieved from th 

at liberty to approach this TribUnai 

aforementioned service appeals are dispos

ftheir own costs. File be consigned to the

specters through speaking order as per

ate of receipt of copy

• •-

vyithin a period Wmree monthi from d-i.
i

IkTli'- / r^spondenhfepartment is further directed toi-,;-
f-- . convey the 

thereafter, if the 

authority they are 

subject to all legal objections.

ed of in ihe above terms. Parties are

record room:

i
■ t: authonty to the appellants and/

f
order of departmentale
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ORDER

NfK X2L-I»ly 2020Dated Peshawar

, . ■'^'>1' Inspectors or CCI' Peshawar filed Service Appeals Nos, aSfi. PX7

1. Fa/jil i' 1 liuli !\x-Suh Inspector. ; 
Bflhjular Khun Fx-51uh Ihspcclnr. 
Mehmood All Iv\-Suh Inspector, i 
NascL'r lJr-I^ehman Fx'Snb Inspector,. 
Muhanniiad Nawa/. Ux-Snb Inspector.

11.
lit.
IV.
V.

W
m 111. "’ ■i“‘le'''nn' nr Scrs'ice Tribunal Khyhcr Pakhu.nkhwa Peshawar tlaled

I ...IM >. a mcelihi; ol iho. Ikparlmcnial I'mmolion Comiuilice was held on in 06 ■>lPll il fPO m 
uisenss ,1k ci^es orUelio:d Suh-lnspeclors ofCCP Peshawar in the ligh, oroidei'6rii;;.;,l,le Service 
»• huin.il Kbyber Pakhlnnkbwa I'c.sbawar.

i

mm
■■

iiiiHi^ Dl'c ineeling was held at CPO reearding promotion oreonllnncd Snh Inspeclors lo

Ih cn banned by Supreme (’oun of Pakistan, tlcncc. Illcd the .suliject cases.

■e -ni i’romnlion XV,IS xvilhrirawn... ihsuii cm mcenints on the groimtis lhal no rule.s/policy regarding notional promoiion availahle in
ha. pixoMiling special law/rulcs. That Ihe policy was contrary to the decision of Anfs Conn whe’cin 
o.. •>. um, promolionynolional promotion has been declared illegal a,id viola,ion'.,,f vested right oi^ 
M , in, otiicer. I he ihxi.sion of Apds Court has been implemented in Pakisian anil ollieer of vtions 
mnks has boon dcmr.kal In orifiinal rjink. vuiuuis

m-fcfe-
!hc

m
M

1I' ^ ^ Keeping m view of the above facts and Hircndharc discussion amongst ilic parlie'.pants in the

(|H.il o. D4/.0t7 dated l.».05.2018 Ihttl all noiional/oot of lorn promotion 
‘■''nuniiiOo. iinaninumsly rcjocicd/nied |hc appeiUs of appeltanl.s..

1:
B■Jif. are banned, therefore the
P''

SdA
(DU. ISm iAQ AHMKO) I*SIVPPM 

AddI: tnspecior GenernI of Piiliec. 
MQrs: Khyhor Pakhtnntslnva. 

I'cshawnr.
t-ndst: No. and dated cvm

Copy of abnvc is foi'wanJcd to;- -
Arldilional Inspectnrticncml ori'oliec. HOrs: Khyhcr Pakhtunklova Peshawar 
OK i/l lOrs: Kliybcr t’iikhlunkhvva Peshawar.
'^'tpiial C-ily Police.Officer, t'eshawnr.
Rcftisfrar. Service Tribunal K!iyh^r P:ikblunkhvva Peshawar (or inlormniio., in Se.-\ ice 
Ap|X':ds Nos. .1286, 1287, 1288, 1289 and 1290 vide jiidgmpnt dated II.12.2(119.
AIG/1 AUial, Khyhcr I'akbtimkhwa. I'cshtiwar.
Ofiice Snpdi: Secret and t>Ill CPG Peshawar.

I,
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OFFICE OF THE
!'• o INSPECTORGENERAL OF POLICE,

BETtetl COPY KHYBER PAKMTUNKIIWA

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

PESHAWAR.

17 July , 2020Dated PeshawarNo. C:P0/CPH/167

ORDER

1 he Ibilowing retired Sub Inspector of CCP Peshawar filed Serv'ice 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. 

Bahadar khan Ex-sub inspector. 

Mehmood ali Ex-sub inspector. 

Naseer-ur-rehman Ex-sub inspector. 

Muhammad Nawaz Ex-sub inspector.

1.

11.

III.

iV.

V.

i In compliance to the judgment of service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

I Peshawar dated 11.12.2019 a meeting of Departmental promotion Committee 
I . • •
I .was held on 30.06.2020 at CPO to discuss the case of retired Sub-inspector od 

I CCP Peshawar in the light of order of honorable service tribunal Khyber
i
I Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

l.^arlier 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 

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

SLipcrme coul of Pakistan. Plence filled the subject cases.

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

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

regarding notional promotion available in the prevailing special law/rules. That

iiu
TmM COry



' ‘ ^

the policy was contrary to the decision of Apex court where in out of turn 

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

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

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

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

paiticipanis in the light of law and rules/poiicy in vogue and perusal of record 

the departmental promotion committee endorsed the previous decision and 

l ecommended 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 of turn 

promotion are banned therefore the committee unanimously rejected/filed the 

appeals of appellants.

court

Sd/-

Add; inspector General of'police 

HQrs;K.hyber Pakhuinkhwa

peshawar

Endst:N().and dated

('op\ ol above is forwarded to:-

Additional inspector General ofpoliceflOrs/; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
i)IG/l iQis:Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
('apilal cily police orOcer 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
AI(i/t,cgal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesha 
Oriice supdt: Secret and E-Ill CPO peshawar

even

I,

II.

V.

V. war
VI.

AIG/cstablishment, 
For inspectorGeneral ol'Police. 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
peshawar .

■ m m ■
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%4 BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.9141/2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Muhammad Nawaz No.P/22 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 refleets 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 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

- I



(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 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.

(11) 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



^ 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 fiindamental 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 
groimds at the time of arguments.
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PRAYERS;-

In view of the above, and keeping in view the gravity of slackness, willftil 

negligence and misconduct of appellant, it is prayed that appeal being devoid of merit 

may kindly be dismissed with cost please.

Provincial Fmic^Officer, 
Khyber P^ntunkhwa, 

P^hawaiw

Additional Inspedfor General 
of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

V

Capnal City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

—vi/’l .w- k\ . •-'-k. - •



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.9141/2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Muhammad Nawaz No.P/22 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.

Provincim^olTce Officer, 
Khybec^akhtunkhwa,

esh

Additional Inspector General of 
Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

Capital Cify Police Officer, 
Peshawar.


