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Service Appeal No. 9140/2020 /

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*v

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

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL);
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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 

repiy/comments; granted. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 18.03.2021 before S.B..

■:

A
1 ♦

(Roziha”kehman) 
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.

Chairman
■■;I
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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.

\ ' 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'""fssued 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. 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 wh^ date file to 

come up for written reply/comments before S.B.

fMUHAMMAD''3AMAL KHANT 
IMEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of \

/2020Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3 \

The appeal presented today by Mr. Muhamniad Usman , Khan 

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

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. u

10/08/20201-

. REGISTRAR .

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
up there on

r\
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Before the Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribun^

PFSHAWAR.

Oi ,n ' .

of 2020.In Ref; to Service Appeal No.

PPO & others.VERSUSMahmood Ali Khan Ex-SI

INDEX
Annex P. No.S. No. 1 Description of Documents

01-09Service Appeal with Affidavit._________ _
Office order dated 09/02/201^_________
Copy of the Standing Order No. 9/2Q14.~ 

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” 134.
«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. 185~^ 

Order/Judgment dated 11-12-2019 

Impugned order dated 17-07-2020._____

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

41Vokalatnama in original.14.
APPELLANT.

(Ex-SI Mahmood Ali t^aii)
VsA

JThrough;
Muhammad Usman Kha^ 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar... D?7

/O8/2O2O .Dated:-

OFFICE: Flat # C-l Haii Murad Plaza.Qpp: Bank of Punjab. Dalazak Road, Peshawar.
Cell# o^^^-qis:^6qq QqOQ-s8Q.^841***

. •-•1,
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Before the Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

PESHAWAR.

. of202K^^.';jrIn Ref; to Service Appeal No
Diary 1N«,

Dated

Mahmood Ali Khan, Ex-Sub-Inspector Police, No. P/334 R/0
APPFT.LANT.Dhaki, Tangi, (Charsadda)

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 ofpolicy vide offcial letter No-247"53/ CPB 

dated 09/02/2016, promulgated by the respondent No. 1 

rejected/filed arid whereas the appellant being highly 

eligible, deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly 

Flledito-day^laced on list “F” was deprived of his legitimate right of

was

such promotion only on discriminative score. 

^^AYERS:

On acceptances of this service Appeal and in accordance with the 

impugned policy, the impugned order may be set-aside and 

respondents may please be directed to ensure the notional promotion 

of the appellant to the rank/post of Inspector being highly eligible, 
deserving and confirmed Sub-Inspector, properly placed on list “F” 

and extend equal treatment in terms of Articles 4, 8, 9,14,18 and 25 

of the constitution as his colleagues have already been granted such
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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.

Resnectfullv Sheweth;

That the appellant belongs to the respectable family of his 

pective 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 “Upner 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-334 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)

res

2)

3)

4)
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k/post of Inspectbr before or just after his retirement m 

accordance with the impugned policy.
ran

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 03-05-2016 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).

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

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

7)

were

8)

9)
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whereas similarly placed some I7 Sub Inspectors 

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 ihid, approached the respondent 

No 1 through SMS and also filed joint applications which was 

duly forwarded vide official letter No 6955/EC-I dated 

10/o4/20i7.(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 denartmental appeals for notional yromotion to 

the, rank of nfficintina Insvectors through speaking order as
per nde and lav) within a period of three (.3) months from the
date, nf receipt of copy of this judgment. The resvondent- 

department is further directed to convey the order of the 

departmental authoritu to the avvellants and thereafter, if the
appellants were aggrieved from the order of denartmental 

nntharitu. then are at libertu to avvroach this Tribunal subject 

tn all legal obiectinns. All the aforementioned service appeals

were

on

10)

11)
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diKpnse.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

are

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 

pondents 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 giving him

14)

au

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

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.

same

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 

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 

(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- 

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> ^5 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 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.
\AA^

APPELLANTi^
(Ex-SI Mahmood N

Through;

Muhammad Usman Khan 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar./08/2020.Dated:-

AFFIDAVIT.
I, Mahmood Ali Khan, Ex-Sub-Inspector Police, No. 

P/334 R/o Dhaki, Tangi, (Charsadda), the appellant, do hereby solemnly 
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the appeal are true and 
correct and nothing has been kept secret or concealed therein fromjhis 

honorable Tribnnal.
\AA

® DEPONENT.
^ (Ex-SI Mahmood Ali Khan) '
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(Better Copy) "ge-^ Annexure-A

Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Central Police Officer

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

To

The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar
All Reg.onaJ Police Officers in Khyber Pajihturtkhwa

^^52lissioiUoJistIF^^om otionSubject:

Memo;
as offg: Insnectnrci

As
I am directed 

discussed/

1. l^t Week of March 
1^^ Week of Junp 
!'"■ Week of S^temb^ 
1st Week of Pecemh^T-

2.
3.
4.

Xe“tL"“JdueTotrret' Sub
maintained at CCPO & respectire RPo"'" nrr^ months must be 
inclusion of their names in'^ List Offices and cases for

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI) 
AIG/Establishment 

For Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
No. 254-56/CPB

*^”7 “'''"A for information
Addl: Inspector General to the: 

Police,of HQrs:Pakhtunkh
2. Deputy Inspector General 

Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Incharge General 'Registry Cell,

Khvberwa.
of Police HRs; Khyber

CPO, Peshawar.
ATTSSTSO fO M 

TRUE con

\



AI’MBXUR-,,••V:
•IT,

OFFICE OF THE 
THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Police Office. PcsKawar

r 1'■ m •
■? i i5Contra!

RTAWniNG ORDER NO- 9/20_l4

Upper Ago Limit for Infermcdiato UPPOr Coursos

This Standing Order is issued under Article 10(3) of Police Order 2002 in pursuance 
of (he Police Policy Board decision laken in Ms 5'" meeling held on 29*'' January 2014.

•
Aim - Prcsenliy, the upper age limit for Inlermediale and Upper College Courses is 

very low that need lo be raised for opening greater opporlunifies of promoUon. Again, the ! 
upper age limit for A-i and B-1 Examinations has been raised already; therefore, the age 
limit for Intermediate and Upper College Courses need to be raised accordingly.

The upper age limit for Intermediate and Upper College Courses shall be as under: '

a) Intermediate Course:
b) Upper College Course;

2.

3.

48 years: 
52 years.

4. The cui-off date for calculating the upper age limit for either of the above course shall 
be Ihe 31*' day of the month of December falling 
respective course.

P^er to remove difficulties:- I’f any difficulty arises in giving effect to this order the 

ovmaal Police Officer may by notification make such provisions as deemed appropriate

Amendment:- All previous Standing Orders on the suhiert to tt,.. . . x u
provisions of this order, shall stand amended ^ ^

before the commencement of the

5.

6.

•i

K 1
(NASIK khan OURWfif)
j^ndal PoSci30!?:pcr 

Khyb6r

■.

4 *

t.

:±LjL

ATTUSY^O 70 BD 
TUVil COPY
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•c wa.I :
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'aspect 
ice Cc

Sub Inspectors,'vithin who were retiring', 
applicant Muhammad .S;i need

NaMK OF OKl-'ieiCit -------

SI Mir Alvcnl No. 11/141

SlMlrnammad AnwamTws^

t<Hc;iON l)A-Uv^|.KF.T!ltlLM'

04-03-2017
^-03-2017

from

“iiiltci •

ICNT
:.i I la;'ura2.

cep,
i'c.sliawar Shull3.

Inayatullah No. B/06 
Si Karimullah No. 391/M--------

_ NoTHTTd
SI l;iaroon-Lir- Rashced No. D/7 
SI Anf-ur-Rchman No. 376/M

SI Abdul KabirNo.l6/M
Th7i

Bannu 31-03-2017

ai-0.-U20i7

4. The / 
^•mneM:il;ik;inil5.!

Hazara 14-04-2017
37-03-2017"

6. . IWciiy 
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Maiakandi 'il 15-04-2017S.
Malakiind5  01-04-2017

Therefore all cases placed 65S?rffir‘

i
held 

amount
_________________________ Court of Pakistan

^pptov^ by .he ,„sp=e.„r Ocnerai of
Subm.ttedforfavourofl<,ndporu.,al,please.

P
I was!

■i

Office Supdt: CP Branch .? ^IfiZEstablish w mj'..• •
,mTRS7B& TO SM 

€0TY'S' ! V9orthvruif^HOrT

,rrES^rHf‘
T}lVE con

. ?

•. /
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im •i ;

I•••;■
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k:
lU-IVrcnce Ante Note I^i.-ti.n a-, | |

^•■• ' following confirmed
■:,. •Capitai'City Police Peshawa 
; ;• ooMiiuainslliicir

Sub-Inspectors'already, on ^\v 
letinng after attaining tbe age.of supc

"F" of •»r are
ranii.ia'.if i asminics:- 

•Name' Sf. :NoC
l^cuiun

GCP, Peshawar
■ Date of RetiremeiuMehmood All-

Shaukal Ali 20.05.2017 " 52:
rcp. ivshi 20.05.2.)1_7_

25_.()4.2017.
6~4.'05.2017"
04.05.2017

iwar 
,C C'1‘. Pe.shawar 
CCP, i’esluiwar 
CCP. Peshawar

• . • 3',- _Abckir.Ra/.ici 
13adan.K.iuiiv 

^Sahadar Khan
R'hiii;...... .

4;-, •

•cri'. iv.si I'/,
■In:

licnionly I'/c'e
•SvNO;*;

NAMRxV;NO. RI-.GION HATr; or Ki-'TIRniVlRNT:•. •»lic

-Wc/..,
"fee

Bahar Ali.
Allah Ntiway, , • 
SajawiilKl^ ^
Abdul Latif . ^
Bashir Mu.s.stiin 
Muhanimad Nawal ^ 
Mtihiiirimad N

Sabir Shah

Mardan •. 31.12.2040 ......
~^7.06,20IS 
^.02.2020 ■

"10.10,2020
~0S:03.2020 ~ 
^.04,2020 
05,01.2021

, 06.10.20IS 
21.01.201 
02.12.2010

j4.02.2020-
06.09.2060

~23.03.202Q

rp 1-02.2026
■'f.0.f)5.20r:’ ’ ' 
03.02.2020 
20.n7.21)r7 ~~

•25.1I4.2()17 
To.04.2019 
"04.05.20] 7'
”^.01.2020
~()4.()5.2()I7
^2.06,20 IS
T7.U2.2ni9.
TT.OO.POIS

10. I. Khan •
IX 1. Khan:
I3h 1. Khan
jO. 1. Khan. 
io. i. Khan . 
p. 1, Khan 
0. I. Khan
D. I. Khan ..
10. I. Khan
D. IJvlimi___
1"). i. Khan

••4...
>i// i

■ -T;'.:
-■■-J-'y'-

f/k-; • awaz

Allah Dad•■IT;. : lly I-
Shama .lan^ ~

Ghtilam Yasin 
Fai/. Kalcem ~ '
2Sahoor Miihanun:ul 
Muhammad Nawaz Khan 
Mehmood Ali ^

/i-o
fi.

Mardan______ • •
Mardan , .
CCP, Pcsliawitr
CCP. Peshawar. 
CCP, Pcshawiif 
CCP, Pcshawai-
CCP'. Peshavvar
CCP, l’c.slniw;ii' 
CCP. Pesliawar 
CCP, Pc.slnnviii- 
CCP, Peshawar 
CCP. Peshawar’ 
CCP. Pe.shawar
CCP-. Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar

1:4.
.-.Vf

-16'. •
V)

Khalid Khan
Shaukat Ali

.'•18.,. Ahdtii- Razio 
Muhanimad-Rasheed -. • 
Hadnn Khnn'
RazdAli
Bahadar Kh 
•kin .Mtihainma tl'
Murad Ali

.1.9.

an
:-23:v

.'F'24.:..
■25:'' Sabz Ali

..•26. Gulzar Khan
Muhammad Riaz

i •
*1..31...12.20I9 .

08.05.2017
^ -A.

^7

Submiiicd for |■avoln; of kind pcru.sal & ordens. please: '

•3S-

i•II? 7.1
;C.
fC'-'"
■i '

. ;.. I

03'
rsU'Si€01T .

AIG/ET^blishmcniT'"
•i\

■4 ' Woi-lhy-DlC/KOi-.^.
'. 'I

2-.''
■ - VIt
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Ew
for PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER

police GAZETTE PART-II 
ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 

liHjmAKHTUNKHWA

<11 i4P4.

M)tificatio\'
ir<^oNo.

r-----t.-lll, ADMf.SSfON TO r rcT u
INSPFCTOU fnpc_|^,v .. PIAND PROlunTTON cvvr^.

‘^3 / 05 /2016

DPC dnlcci 29:04:V0I6 duly „pp,o,„| ^
, Oie names Of followiim confinnerl SmK i ^

- Offg: ,„„cc.o,.s (BPS-,d) wiU. i.^dZle

Dated:

^ As per recommendation of the
l"N.'a-,c,r Geuend of Police Khyber PokIm.nkhwu 
■iKluded imo List “F” and promoted

No I NAME A N'o" region
CCP
Peslulwar

recommendationS! Miimuu No
P/345 Recommended for inclusion 

promotion as Offo: Inspector

Recommended for inclusion' 
promotion as OITg: Inspector.
His name was included in the list for the 
Standiim Order No. 3/2n) S 
Recommended for inclusion 
promotion as OlTg; Inspector.
His name was included in the IIni i^,- ,i.
Standing Order No, 3/20IS. Moreover''hr’,r"''"''“ 
"vest,gar,on Brand, „nd he will cont’inne I'i

Ordei- No. 21/2014,

of his name into List ‘T" and
/•-

^ • crequired as per
Si Moinin Khan 
No. i 23/M

Malakand
of his name into Li.st “F” and

course rcciuircd as pci-3, SI Slier Bahadar 
No, MR/I 19

Mardan
or his name into [.ist amr

2-
:^crvmg in 

Ins tenure in

I'heir promotion will 

Necessary Gazette Notilication

take elTecl from the date they acttially 

may be issued accordingly.

responsibilities. • take overcharge of higher

Sd/.
Mian Muliammad Asil' 

AddI: IGP/HQrs;
Por Inspector General ofPolice. 

Khyber Pakluunkhwa,
Peshawar,

Tito Add/“I™;™ ncion .o

The Cnpnnl City Police Office,-, Peshnwar

I he Oltice Supdl: Secret CPO, Peshawar, 
he Oflice Supdi; E-H and CP Brancii CPO Pc 
he [neharge Central Registry CFO Peshawar.

n
ill
IV egions.

V]

shawar.VII

AT’I'SSTSD to be
TRUE ,C0JPy '0

(N A.J E E B- L'R-RE HA-IaN 
•'MG'.EiialT!i-.|iniciu 

I-or hup-.-cior Gcntrai ot'Poiicc. 
Knybcr Pakhiunkhwa.

I
/
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IN THE HIGH COURT
// /2018Writ Fetiru-i No.

399/P-^l. Khadim Shah, Sub Inspector, No
Range, Pj.shawar. ^

2. All Jan, Si/o Inspector, No 404/P FRP Pesl*^w&^_.

Peshawar ^ / P3. ■ Muhammad Rashic Sub Inspector, No -JSSb/b
Investi^^ation Wing Charsadda. 40s/P INep

4. Murad All KJiaii, Sub Inspector, No 405/ 

Peshawar Range Peshawar.
Nowsherawan»Khan. Sub Inspect.oiVW^5.

No ..167/M., DPO

OtTice Buiiir.
6. Khalid Khan, Sub Inspector 

Wir.o District Bunir
7. Faiz Muhammad, Sub Inspector

Inspector/SHO/Dvcr Chitral
Sub.:. Inspector,

No 543./M, Investigation

No 500/M Sub

Sub492/M.,No8. Iqbal . Udd'U,
[nspectbr / KahOrCiaitral., . •oo/^‘’

9 Mir Azam.-'.i 'Siib Inspector, , No, ^ .^2/,l,

Chitrah ' i ' ''
II- Qurban .'Chan,
12. Muhajn'''-o

Sub

Sub inspector, No 533./M-, PTC HangL^^^^ 
Sub Inspector, No 54yM. CiD

13.S^Silliah:>Subinpector,Nu.38^SiroPS^^NM,^^

1.4. Gul nameen, Sub Inspectoi, No 159/ ^

IS.Muh/mmad Siyai-, Sub Inspector. No 154, [nchai-ge PP

Jabtar Dir Upper. ■ p,,
16.Shireeh .Zada. Sub inspector. No 212/M. ASNU

. ACt .lJjEiyyurtVub Inspector,.:NpiU60';;: PS Gandigai

18.!///CKl4lfVH33rIjispebtor,.No d477M Police Lines Dir

No 32/M, PS Dir Upper, , 
No 467/M, Oil PS

No 18/MR, Distinct Police

Sub Inspector, No 1391/MR, Inclmuy^'n

i \tuli Shah

" .

- D W-

17

Upp<^r.
19. Fazal Kaiim, Sub Inspector
20. Muhammad Riar, Sub InspectO'. 

Wari Dir Upper.
21. Baliar All Si.ia Inspector 

Mardc'.n,
22. Nigar il assaio,

PP Ai'iar.r /joau.
No 134/MR, Incharge PP23.Zariid Ki.an, Sub Inspector 

Janda.
,

ATmsTmiwo MS '
' '' ■V

/
•.4-Vi t.1 r-

Or-'vn
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PESHA>VAR HIGH COURT, PESHA WAR

ORDER SHEET

Order or others Proeeedtn,Dare of Order or 
Proceedings

2

rM.Nn.11R-P/20l9 with 
jn W P Nn.7.7n6-P/2018.

.1 j •;

27.02.2019

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

Present:

Mr. Rab Nawaz Khan/AAG, for the 
respondents.

HILAJ:!. The instant v/rit

petition has been filed by the petitioners under 

Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic

Republic of Pakistan. 1973, wherein they have

prayed that the impugned. ‘Notificatiop No:- 

dated 16.03,2017- to the, extent of-755/legal

amendment in Rule 19-25-A of Police Rules

Standing Order No,21/20141934 with

whereby illegal conditions have been imposed 

for promotion of Sub Inspectors 

Inspectors, is illegal, unlawful, without lawful

to the rank of

.4 SjCt.t

rmM copy
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authority and ineffective upon the rights of the

petitioners and the same may be struck down.

They .have further prayed that the respondents

may be directed to promote the petitioners as

Inspectors (BPS-16) with effect from

10.05.2018 with all back benefits.-

Learned-counsel for the petitioners 'has2.

also filed C,M:No. 48-P/2019 for impleadi-nem

of Mukairam 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-Inspector

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

petitioners.

At the very outset of the proceedings3.

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 had

ATTESriSt TO B® 
TRVU COfl



/*
(1

r
already disposed of identical case, 'involving

similar point, therefore, the instant petition be

also disposed of in the light of terms mentioned

therein.
.V

On 03.12.2018, the Hon’bie Division4.

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

M/2018, has passed the following order:-

"6. It is pertinent to note that 
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 

• Section
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Seiwants Act,
1973.
7. In view of the above, this writ 
petition is disposed of with direction 
to the respondent No. I to provide 
opportunity to 
petitioners to
requisite/mandatory courses as 
envisaged in- Police Rules, ]93fl 
within shortest period of time. ”

5 of the . Khyhcr

an
the- present 

undergo the

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

instant writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

However, we also direct the respondents to

AfTESfm fO BE 
rwE ropy

V
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-

' AV became retiredpromote~those petitioners v/ho 

during pendency of this petition, if entitled. 

Similarly, both the CMs for impleadment are

also allowed as prayed for and office shall 

make necessary entry in this regard in the

heading of the petition.

JUDGE

JUDGE 1

zv.oz.zflio

No,__
t?iii of-Applicali'inDwte of IVo^

■No of

Cojiyita4H^fec-=

,9MAR 20

. » • ‘/V * » * ' *

]
T.-i;-!...
D-.:>-o‘. .V;'O'C:,. >;■.

i

mo) H^n'ble Mr. lustlce Ikram'Jllah Khan 
Hon'ble justice Musarrac Hllali

Moor Shah, PS

I

1
1

t-'5
/
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!N T HE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHA^^R
Writ Petition No / //2C18- 1;.

1; Khadim Shah, Sub'Inspector, No 399/P, ■;^NP P^'-a^wa 

Range, Peshawar. ■ \pV'
2. Ali Jan, Sv.b Inspector, No "ppp

Peshawar
3. - Muhammad Rashic Sub Inspector

Ini'estigation Wing Charsadda.
4. Murad Ali Mian, Sub Inspector, No 405/P p-RP 
^ Peshawar Range Peshawar.-
5.. Nowsherawan Khan. Sub Inspector, No .167'/M, DPO 

Office Bunir.
6. K.halid Khan, Sub Inspector, No 543./.M, Investigation:

r ■
4.

No. ' oJS'/P,

Ojy/

Wing District Bunir
7. Faiz Muhammad, Shb inspector, No 500/M ' Sub

Inspector/SH'O/©^' ’̂^ Chitral
8. Iqbal Dcklm, Subu;.Irigpector, 

hispecthr 4K'alirp,Chitr.al,,.
No. 492/M, Sub

SubNg..'-,, ' 92/M,9.. Mir i-Azain,Si^ib. Inspector 
InspeGtor/hSNO.PgiChitra!.;--

10. Sultahl/khap.., 'SubbInspectorp,.No .iSF/Rh/Police Lines- 
Chitral.^ '

11. Cjurb.'an Khan, Sub inspector, No 533./M, PTC-Hangu
12. Muham’''-r i V'ah-'Shah, Sub'Inspector, No-544/'M, CTO

Chitral. ■ ■ . . ■
13. Saeed'-:tJiiahv''Sub-Ih3pectpr, :Nd'--385/-M SHO PS Chitral. 
1-4. Gul 'hameen,5Su;b Inspector, No. 159,/M DPO Office Dii

Upper. , ' - .0
15. Muhammad.Biyai', -Sub Inspector, No-1.54, Inchai'ge PI- 

Jabbar'Dir Upper,
■ 16. Shireeh ;..Zada,, .-Sub inspector, No 2-12/M, ASHO 

; Ciandigari--' o. _ ' . •
17.-AbdiR;Qa|r7hhffiSl4h::In.spectorNNc'Mh,0L PS- Gandigar D 

Upper. ' 'Lv:/ , ,0. , - ’ - . . i'
IS.Javed Iqbaip'^bplhsi^cffir;rNo4l-47/'M Police Lines Dir 

Upper.
19. Fazal Kahro, Sub In-spector,.No 32/M, PS Dir Upper.
20. Muhammad Riaz, Sub Inspector, .No 46'7/M, Oil PS 

Wa.ri Dir Upp'.T.
21. BaJiaj.' .AU Siffi Inspector, No 18/MR, Distri.ct. Police 

Mardan,

u.

ffi!

22. Nigar N issaio.. Sub Inspector, No 1391/-MR, InchaTg'u 
PP Asar.,1/loan.

23. Zahi-d K'i:an, Sub Inspector, No 134/MR, Incharge PP
FfLEO TODAY V ATTESTSB TO BE 

TRUE COTY
Jaiida.

1

L
OttESTED

1L- X .a-

i . •l-.V'j.-t.i..



FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PARTMir 

ORDER? BYTHE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 

KHYBER PAKHTIINRHWA. PE«;hawap

notification
Ho.Z7-^5 /e-[ii, PROMOTinNA<;nFFr.-: INSPECTORS r.B_PS-16) Dated:(?//ll/20l9

in CM No.
2706-P/2018,;>recommendations 

mace y tie Departmental-Promotion Committee in its meeting held on 01.10.2019, the 
following confirmed Sub-Inspectors on List "F" are hereby promoted 
[BPS-16] with immediate effect:-

In pursuance,of Peshawar High Court Judgment dated 27.02.2019 
118-P/2019, CM No. 202-P/2019 and Writ Petition

as Offg: Inspectors.

S.NO NAME & NO. REGION recommendationI. SI Sybil- Sliah D/32 DlKliaii examined his case and rccommcndofl him^rn.- 
promotion to ilie rank oCOffg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from 
10.05.2018 on regular basis.
flic DPC examined bis case and recommended bim ifor 
promotion to the rank ofOfTg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.c.lVom 
10.05.2018 on regular basis, ^ .<
The DPC examined his

2. SI Ibsan Ullah P/349 CCP/PcsIuuvar
«. ■

3. SI Khadim Shah P/399tC CCP/Peshavvar ca.se and rccomnicndad~'lVim ' for 
promotion to the rank of Offg; Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from 
10.05.2018 on regular ba.sis.

• J

II

Sd/-
Muhammad Nacem Khan. Dr, PSP

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar
/E-IIl. Dated Peshawar, the j n /2019

Copy of abovp is forwarded for information and 
Addl: IsGP in Khyber'P?jT<htunkhwa.

2. Capital City Police Officer,.Peshawar.
Commandant FRP Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

/UepuLy Inspector General of Police Special Branch

• a

: C'

No.

necessary action to the:-

er Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, •
Regional Police Officer DIKhan.

' ^^^AiCj/Legal CPO, Peshawar.

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

f,'

)c

(SADIQ BAtOCPTlPSP 
AIG/Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pe.shawar

(

■■■ ;■

A
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5% : FOR PUBLICATiON IN THE KHYBER
: : PAKHTUHKHWA POLICE GAZEITE PART-n 
ORDERS BY THE iHSPECTOR GENE^UL OF POLICE, 
i KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVVA. PESHAWAR.

NOTiFiCATION

No. I /E-iil, ADMl^.SiON TO LIST Tr fe PRO,MOilON AS OFFG: INSPECTOR Doted: 2-5 /H/20 \4

As per reco.mmendation of the DPC dated 15.11,2016. duly approved by the worth 
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtpnkhwa, names cf the foUcvving confirmed Sub-Inspector 
are hereby included .in List "F" &. prarnoticn as Cffg: inspector with immediate effeci:>

p

l
S.HO- NAME a NO, REGION RECOMMENDATiON

1/ Si Said Amin Jan No. 
P/393

CCP.-
Peshawar

Recommended for promotion as Gfftj: inspector. 
The Committee further recommended 
exempLicn from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he

fo

is retiring on jp.12.2016, afte 
attaining the age of superannuation. ~ 
Recommended for promotion as Gffg; InspecTo:'. 
The Committee

SI Anv/ar Dad Khan No. 
MR/115

Mardan
further recommended fo 

exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on 01.02i2017, afte
attaining the.age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion aEoffg: InspectorT ” 
The Committee
exemption fro.m Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he Is retiring, on 31.01.2017

superannuation.
Malakand ilecornrriended iG:"p;'w;TioTroiTTrb(T4TnEp^^

llie Committee ' further recommended fo 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on Ot.02.2017,
attaining the ag.e of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as Offg: irisp'ector.
The Committee further recommended fo. 
exemption from Standing, Order No, 3/2015 
because he is retiring on 04.02!2017, afte.
attaining the age of superannuation^________
Recommended for promotion as‘Of fg; Inspector.
The Committee further - recomniended for 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is- retiring on n.Q2.2017, aftei
attaining the age of superannuation. __
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
Tlie , Committee •, ft! ther recommended 
exemption' from Standing Order No. 
because he is lYtiring on 17.02.2017,
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as'Offgl Tisp^foT 
The Committee further recommended 
exemption from Standing Order No. 
beca'j:;e ho is

superar.nuation.

u.
••-3. SI Muhammad Zaman 

No. K/74
Kohat

further recomrriended>/6 fo

afro;
^ ■ I si Naeem Khan -No. 

I .277//■•,'.

afte

5. S! ShoLikat Saleem Ho.
K/31

Kohat-i

ly^,7
■/

6~^ SI Diyar Khan No.
MR/133

MaVdan

1. S! Muhammad V/aris 
No. 312/M ■

Malakand

:r7j foi
3/2015, 

aftei

8. SI Aqleern Khan No. 
K/37

Kohat
2;>.P foi

3/7015, 
/, '.ifttMr%ti;ir;g 2u.0_.2Cc; 1

attestso to BS 
TRUMICOPr

-4



c

9. Si Arif-ur-Rahman No. 
376/M
SI Muhammad Adnai7~ 
No. D/37 •
SI Na’qeeb Ullah No. 
D742________________
SI Muhammad Ramzan
No. D/44____________
SI Saleem Pervez No. 
D/06______________ ^
Si Said Marjan No.
D/43_______________
SI Kashif Sattar Mo. 
D/15

•Malakand Recommended for I'ncluston^or his name in
with his colleagues. •_______ ^_____ ■
Recommended for inclusion of his name iiTI10. D.I.Khan

11. D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

12. D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

13. D.'l.Khan- Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

fi 14. D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

15. D.I.Khari .Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

FSL CASES'
16. SI Maqbali Khan of Fire

Arm Section
SI Kafoor Khan of 
Finger Print Bureau 
Sectfnn

-FSL i Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspet

17. FSL Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspei

5:.

5d/-
MiAN MUHAMMAD ASIF 

Addl: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police ' 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

■no.V(V/s--5-1 /E-l!l

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

Peshawar.
iii. Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQ.rs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshav
iv. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
V. Regional Police Officers, Mardan, Malakand, Kohat ct D.I.Khan Regions.
vi. PSO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
vii. PRO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a.
viii. Director, FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a Peshav/ar. 

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

xi. Office Supdt; E-li CPO Peshawar.
xii. Office Supdt; CP Branch CPO, Peshawar.

4

r;a£W
(najeeb-ur-rehAan bug

AIG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of PoL 
i f/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

'!

!
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MOTE.'SHEET C.P.O.
SMS fPromotion as Inspector on age of superannuation) 7.3.2017

■I

..•.Subject::;;
i

Respected tGP assalam u alikum. Sir we are the sub.inspectors of peshawar district and 
iso Qp-iilt F. from a long time and goin&to be, retired in 2017: and there is so|Tnany 

Vacanci|s^of inspetor in peshawar. It is therefore requested that,kindly promote 
■inspector-before the date of retirement'we'will be very thankful to you for this kmd of act 
•dur.'name and date of retirement is as.c rider: 1, Si mahmobd ali no. P.334 date of 
..'retiffrient 19.5.17 2. Si'abdul raztaq no. P.337' date of retirement 25.4.1.7 arid 51 

■'. '.muharn^ad anwar khan noip 396 date bf retirement is 25.3.17 we will pray for your long 
,■'^11(6.01^03025926828 ■

' SO'dPB:-- Put up as per rule/regulation.-

.AIG/Establishmerit

ATTESrSm$& W
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OFFICE OF THE

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
i . ■ PESHAWAR.

I
----------—Teleohofig No.nqi.o2ioG.ii p.-^y n,-.. noi-mi tcot

/EC-I, dated Peshawar the • /<-- / 72017;

The Inspector GeneTal of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. • • '

• . To:, i- : .

;
: L SubjectrTvT...-:

- - i:'. -
APPLICATIONC:

<1/1 <.Memo:'-. 'h-/„
Enclosed find herewith a joint appH-cations preferred by

-Sis. of Capital'City Police, ■ fehaWar i."
■ ■■ .thbr^h.for;^ap|earance before the WotThy Inspector General of Police,I:,Khyber !

■ ■ ^®S?^‘'hl<hw^rPeshawar in connection. With ;their promotion^ to' the Jr^^nk of ^ 
^n,Sppctors asythey wiil.be retired

. agauistebch-^y^

'“'lu ;
/n/l),;

re^questing

superannuation ..from the date notedon tv .0; '
.•y ;'

•M o;
note of Rctircnient 

19;05-20i7 ..

. 25-04-2017 ^•

•04-05-2017

SI Mehmood AN No.’P/.344
'■ 111',

'Hu-/ ■ ; 
•Cfor. ' ;
-'i/iii

• SI Abdur Raziq No. P/337 
, SI Bahadar Khan No. P/341'.

. SI Muha'mmad Riaz No. ■p/347 08-05-2017 «;
i'ii

J ;

l-'C i,
" ////•V ■^4Ki.

■ FOR CAPlTAirciT E OFFICER,' *' **,
■ PESHAWA ;■

....

I

I

J
I1

S p'^-•i

I>
c

.. \.
i. ■

x ■' 1
a.iIJii 10-W.2017 fC-l

.... :• I

.y,: ••



Before the worthy Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

FES H A W A R.
4

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 was seiected for the 

upper course and after passing the said course, 
name was brought on list “F” in the y ear 2016 
accordingly whereas I was already er.itered in 
retirement zone and thus on attaining i'he age of
superannuation I got retired from servic e dated 
19-05-2017.

my

2) That in the iight of newly promulgated polic:' for fast 
track promotion, I being a confirmed Sub-In specter, 
properly placed on list “F” and being entereo ’ in 
retirement zone had to be promoted to the rank of 
Inspector but due to unknown reason, I was de urived 

of my due legitimate right of such promotion am i 

retired as Sub-Inspector.

) That some of our colleagues standing on one and i.'he 

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 

services and the above facts and 
circumstances, it is, therefore,
devoted

, . most humbly .
requested that by granting notional promotion, I may

promoted to the rank of In.spec J

and prosperZ”""'"'*’” ^

Yours rnost obediently/,
ATTSSfEi> TO ta

mVE X"

SI Mehmood Ali Khar 

Dated: 14-07-2017.
I No. P/334

d



Jfli- AilNtMU^E «ea9

In Ref, to WP No. / /' ?
•P/2017.

*^feH C/'y^Hi
Bahadar khan SI S/0 Abdul 

Inspector Police, No P-341, 

investigation wing, Poli

Malik Khan R/0 Shab^^ 

presently working and postal 
Station Faqir Abad Peshawar.|7I

!(/■

C^l&sa^jjrj 5ub.
N

largeice

Mahmood Ali S/0 Abdu Hanan 

Police, No P-334,

investigation wing, Police Station Yakatoot, Peshawar.

R/0 Dhakki. CThangi,Charsadda), Sub-Insp 
presently working and

ector
posted as Officer In-charge

3/:
3:.'

1) Muhammad Nawaz SI S/0 Feroz khan R/0 

Police, No P-22, presently working and posted 

wing. Police Station Urmer, Peshawar.

Jagra (Peshawar), Sub-Inspector 

as Officer In-charge investigationi •

'0 Fazal e Had! S/0 Muhammad
Inspector Police. No P-227, presently working and posted 

investigation wing, Police Station Nissata.Char

.akbar R/0 Manga Dargai (Charsadda), Sub- 

ss Officer In-charge
sadda.

5) Badan khan S/0 Haji Sabz Ali Khan 
Inspector Police, No P-394

Police Station Daud Zai,Peshawar.

R/0 Khweshki Bala (Nowshera).

as Additional SHO, 
................................ ...

Sub-
presently working and posted

Versus

1) Provis.ionally Police 

Pal<htunkhwa Pes.h
Officer (PPO) Central Police Officer (CPO) Khyber

awar.

2) Additional Inspector
fCl>n' IZK , Headquarter.
(Cl O; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. Central Police Offiicer

TED
3) Capital city police officer (CCPC) pol

_______ COE7

Court-
13^1^ 2ut7

ice lines Peshawar.

RESPONBRNtc
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Hini^ ^^UBUpesha wa p

EQR^M ‘A’
£2SMOFoSiRSHEET /

I^ate of order.
_ ■ Order fir

24.05.2017

Present:- Mr. Muhammavd 
Advocate, for the

*****
petil ^i'

EOOH-TTT-a]^^TN KHAN^ t By invoking the 

ouit under Article 199 

of Pakistan (the 

04 others, the 

Porce . o'f IChyber 

seek issuance of a writ 

as Insp'ectors 

as well as on the 

of attaining th^e 

- circumstances, their 

granted promotion.

constitutional jurisdiction of this C

of the Constitution 

Constitution), Bahadar 

petitioners,

Pakhtunkh

of Islamic Republic

Khan and 

serving in Pojj^g

wa as Sub-Inspectors, 

respondents toto direct the
promote them

on the basis-of seniority-cum-fitness

ground of they bei 

age of
ng entered in the' zone

superannuation, as in such ci

other colleagues had already been

Admittedly, petitioners 

- is one

2.
are civil servants. The 

of the incidents of terms
matter of promotion i

and
conditions of civil 

matters fall within
service. Disputes relating 

the exclusive i '
to such 

jurisdiction of the 

jurisdiction of the High Court 

of Article 212 (2)

on ofislamic Republic of Pakistan,

Service Tribunal while the i 

is barred by-theA?
express provisions

of
the Constituti

1973.SirajAfridiPSitl

ArnsfSB Td m
r^-n^ CO^fTED

<<^INSR 
High Court

^ j/)N 2017
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-ingnotmaintainabie.

the petitioners ,
;;

Stands dismissed. However, 

their grievance before the
rnay voice

proper foram, if they so desire.
Announced:
24.05.2017.

JUDGE

CRIlTl5i^^^-0 BJ rue copy

//S Jj>N 2017

r
<■1

--
\y,\U' n V I’l'csv

4TTBSTSi) TO 
TRUMlCOPrVvvill'J,( Mi"

IV.gS'T-'*CL
\ I'U'

.il-.l'''"''''-

\K'i‘
r, V

V, \Ci'

U-.'v'-’'''

u‘ C'-.n)

i\ Cli l>.' " __I

Siraj Afridi F,S/D
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. PAKHTUMlfHWA SERVICF TRmi i« a.

. PESHAmR ^
. V •

SERVICE APPEAL NO.v ^86/2017

. of institution ~ 16.11.2017 
Date of judgment ._ Il.l2.20.'i)

(Appellant)

mlP'l //•-/
ir- \

. •

•%
1

VERSUS1-

: pShaSPakhtunkhwa, Ce

: .2/ Additiojial Inspector, General of Police Headquarter
, 3. .Capital Qty Police Officer, Police Une Pesha^

p:^[r I ■■

sntral Police Officer (CPO) •

{

(Respondents)war.
I..

-i - •:

.. - ~fegteasEar^

f
i-. s dated •“

•'Tv T:'
,. 1

4 ,

:•
r.

•i epartment;i{ 
_-grievanci=»«:^ .

?

Mr. Muhammad Usman Khan Turlandi; Advocate. 
Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Att For appellant 

For respondents.
■ omey ■. n .:•

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH -y member (JUDICIAL): 

.. member (EXECUTIVE)

'WTBmvii Anssrso to bb
r«f/i' tofyJUDGMFmt>.*

r • ^

muhammap AMIN KHAN viiMn. .,rr,nrn.•v.-s _Rt: Our this judgment shall• ■; ■•:

•Lr
;- «»»« o, ^ ^

titled "Mahmopd Aii Versus Provincial Police i.•••.
Oificer/IGP, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police
Officer (CPO) Peshawar ? d Others', .Service ' ' ‘ ^ ?

Appeal No. 1288/2017 titled "Fazl-e-HaHi v/o
. . . 21-e-Hadi Versus Provincial Police Officer/IGP," , t'

y
.• p

I*.
V*

■ft:-. ■ -■ .
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Khyber PakhtOnkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar and others",

I , . V Service Appeal No^ 1289/2017 titled "Naseer-Ur-Rehman Versus Provincial , ' 

Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkh 

and others" and Service Appeal No. 1290/2017 titled "

Versus Provincial Police Officer/IGP,

Officer (GPO) Peshawar .and others" 

involved in all the service appeals.

, Learned counsef for the 

.Attorney: alongWith - Mr., Muhammad

respondents also present. Arguments heard and"

3.' • ■ .

&

, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar v 

Muhammad Nawaz

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police.

wa
f..- •

J: . • .
.•r-'V

■■

■fi.
fk'. as common question of.law and facts are

.2.
appellants.and Mr...Ziaulla'h',r Deputy District

Raziq, Head Constable for the

record perused: ',

Brief facts of all the aforementioned 

appellant were serving

seivice appeals are that the •

:in. Police Department, .and

conformed Sub-inspectors on list "E" dated 51.

were., prd.moted ' as . '
‘ .

1.03:2016 That a policy letter No-
i; . ^ 247-53/CPB dated 09.02.2016,wa5 promulgated, the CCPO Peshawar and allh

Regional Police Officers (RPOs) were asked by the inspector General of Police
I

that the list of.confirmed Sub-!nspert6rs who bre due to be
be retired in next six

and respective Regional Police 

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

:..
months must be maintained at CCPO Peshawar

. I

as Inspectors: will be forwarded at least three months period to their 

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

19.07.2016 therefore, they were eligible
!•:

. names were also placed at list "F" on

for their legitimate right of promotion to the rank of omdatlng Sub-lnspectori

'■ ATTBSfEJ^ fO M
That the respondent—department

as per aforesaid policy were bound to I- e

promote the appellants to the rank of Officiating 

;|yirement. That the appellants have been

It>spectors before their
'I

retired on attaining the age of
. fi'- ■

1
f'*> - .

.1^
.....
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■

/.
>■

fi*;
superannuation on ; 04.05.2017 but the

to the post of Offici

were fully qualiflPd and eligible for

retirement, the appellants filed di

■ to theiworthy inspector General of Police

:not responded hence, the present

- . ■•di

respondent-departmeht has 

ciPting Inspectors despite the facts that they

rmr: • not. :I'W : .rl. ■ / prdmoted.them

;

- ■ !:■ ■■■

promotion, of the same post. Thafafter

epartmentaf appealsior notional: prcrhction 

-;,on 14.07.2017 but the.same vvere • •

service appeals;

4- ■ Respondents were •summoned.;who
contested the appeals by ■filing

written replies/comments.

. -5. Learned counsel for the

:; ,-rvihg in. Police-Department.^ It .was, further'cot 

unblemished se 

• Inspectors. It

appellahts contended that the appellants
were

contended- that due to'-their 

rank,of confirmed Sub- 

respondent No: 1 issued the 

Peshawar and all 

by the Inspector General of

It.

service record they were promoted to the

was further contended that the 

policy dated 09.12.2016aforesaidi-
JA'herein the CCPOi ...•■••■

\ ■ Regiorial Police Officers
(RPOs) were directed be•1:

- i. :
Police that the list of confirmed Sub-|

^ ^ next six months

nspectors who are due to be 

maintained et CCPO Peshawar

retired in 

and respective 

"F" and grant pf 

ed at least three months 

contended that that the appellants

must be\

Regional..Pcjlice Offices 

officiating promotion

for inclusion of their
names in list

as Inspectors will be forward 

period to their retirement. It was further

had passed the Upper Course Training and 

promotion to the post.of Officiating S^.|nsp

of Officiating ^-Inspectors

policy but the

fully qualified and eligible for

ectors as thev wefe going to be

notpromotedthem ■ ^0 M

were

;

were fully. ; /I '
qualified for or, 

and junior were.also promoted

promotion to the post

the basis of aforesaidon

C;

t’
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appellants-were iHegally deprived from promotion. It was -further contended ;

that the appellants have been now, retired from service on 04.05.2017 on 

.attaining the age of superannuation therefore they filed departmental appeals 

I for the prornotion of the said post to the worthy Inspector General'of Police .

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on 14.07.2017 but the same were not 

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

department may be directed to issue’notional 'promotion order , of the

5:

f „•; a-44
. -t:.

' ■ f ■fl s-

0't'
• t

:h; ..
f ■■
-f.

.. I

t!- \

r

'■

my-
appellants to the post of Officiating Inspectors.

f-. V On the other hand, learned Deputy District Attorney for the6.mi'
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

•;;

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

number of confirmed Sub-Ins, actors are waiting for promotion as Inspectors 

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

1

;]

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

further promotion. It was further contended that under ,sectibn-4 of the

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

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

5
service appeal but .in the present service appeal neither, any original' nof:any. • •.

appellate, order • has been- challenged therefore, the service' appeal'is . not

maintainable and' prayed- for dismissal of all: the . aforementioned service
• I

■:

appeals.I rtvtfon
. i;

•
y,

1

^ iy . •
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Perusal of the record revea s that the appellants were serving in Police 

Department and due to their unblemished service record they were promoted

up to the rank of confirmed Sub-Inspectors. The respondent-department has

issued.the aforesaid policy wherein itwas directed by thejnspector General of 

' 'Police to Capital City-Police bfficeras well.;as-atl the Regional Police-Officers- 

■ (RPOs) in khyber- Pakhtunkhwa to forward: the cases of confirmed Sub- 

Inspectors mentioned their names in list "F" for grant oi Officiating.Inspectors 

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 

the rank of Officiating inspectors on the basis of aforesaid policy dated

7.
F

' n ;

! J '

I
• 5'-

to

p..! i

09.12 2016 issued by the Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peihawar but they were not prorrioted to the post of Officiating Inspectors 

before their retirement dated 04.05.2017 and their juniors were.promoted to 

the rank of Officiating Inspectors on the basis of aforesaid policy therefore,

ilk'--'

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

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

appellants have also filed departmental appeals dated 14.07.2017 for notional 

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

appeals were not dectded/resppnded by the departmental authority and it is 

well settled law that a,service appeal may be filed against any final order

;

I.

[iT--

ill
' i

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

service but in the present case neither original nor final orderhas been passed 

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

the departmental authority to decide their departmental

rn
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rank of Officiating Inspectors thro

a period of three

promotion to. the ra 

rules and law within 

of this judgment. The , 

order of departmental 

appellants

T
S ugh speaking order as per 

e date of receipt of copy

rpondent-department is further directed to

k*

months from th

convey the
authority to the appellants and thereafter,

ental authority they

if thet were aggrieved from

at hbe^fty to approach this

aforementioned service

left to bear their own

ANNOUMrFh 
11.12.2019

the order of departm
I'-: are

Tribunal subject 

e appeals are disposed of in the

to all legal .objections. All the

above terms. Parties are 

e record room.

• i-

costs. File be consigned to th

(MUHAMMAD AMI^Ha 

member

\
KUNDI)t

(HUSSAIN.SHAH)
member.

- . <

■ D

mm. €§pi ■ '
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1 ^Sl >,( i Cl a (ri',Nv,UA i. oi' roi ,j(
KMVnKi^ TAKirniNKHWA

CKN^'U/M, |'('M,iCiC iWVli 
. IM'SHAWAU.

# a» 0/ .
iA

lUlMH DsilvUl PcsIuoViU'

ice AppCdts Nes, \ ?A .12.K7. ■ 
!'e-;hnv,';iv rogiiiriin.: i.ltcir nnii^.n;;!

a.i'-v !:>Xf) and I2‘dl i 
;v nniiM iOM to

■ ■;

_ in Service Triluinai Khyber Pakhliinkbwa 
die lauk in Ollp: Inspocini-;-.

r-.v,i)|.i:..|!n(li i'K-Suhlnsncclnr. ' .
Bahadar Kl Bx-Suh Inspcclor. 
MohniiuMi Ali I'ix-Suh liispcclcir > 
Nasccrd lr-Uchman Bx-Sub Inapccior, 
Muhaniinaci Navva/ ['ix-Suh Inspect '

Kin

IV.
V,

nr,
In cnmpliaruit:

"a: case;; nrUciired Srih-lnspedors nfCV’P p\.i^. r'“'' ci ,,,
■dKinal Khi'hcr Pakhinnklnva Po.shawar.' '" ' '"'k'l'nlde Servi

■ #
mI Cl'

I'.Mrlier a Ol'CiHi ’=:S=‘y=;»r:-
I ammiiu In mil i'i[' lurii 

lile<I ihc siib'ieci

111- r;

’ '’iiiiMiiini,' nhserved ihai i
iiiis iuaai . _ , nnparlin,. pmumlinn nlMhc. S.k will

ivinnal by ,Sup,-cine Cnun of I'akislan. idcncc.

ill ‘nilisaiucnl mc'eiinn.s nn d'o die nolional proniolion msis M-iilidrawn .

I’'!': P'c.vniliniKspt-^^i.p li,nv/riilca 'fhai the nnlicv wn- • 7 notmnal pmrnoiiun avail,-ibk: m '
'■I'l.l "I inrn promolion/nolinnal pmnuUion Ivis^lwn <k'• 'T ol ' ’'l C.Vnri wherein
'''I""''' 'd'llccr. The deei.si.Ki r.lTLaxfknirrivisdv-V '■>'' riain

iins been demeied ,n ori,,ina! 'niplamcn,cd ,n Pakisian and ofneer nf various

pioiiiniimi, wind;
e;ises

mi-

...................................................................................................................................
' Ihc provion.s ded.sion and recommended in ihMied^ariT(■'nrnmiiiee ,

nlw,sian vulc .ludiiinunl in Criminal Oriuinal Pdilinn No TbAni i bupreivu- ■ Cnuri of
■■ m/2017 ,l;„aJ i:v,„5,20IS 'bin!2, Tf ' ,.,ul m,.,
‘"«nn,io„;;ly rcjc.iicd/r.led Hie i,,,penis ol'iippellanls. '

r/ •'■'■[ipeal No, 
'■I'nimillee.. If

h'< ■

SiiC
(OK. KSilTlAQ AiiiVlI':!)) PSIVPl'IV! 

Add!; Inspcclor Goiieral nf!'„|iee, 
flS')r‘:: Kliybcr ihikbinnkhwa. • 

Pc.sbawaitddSLLNd. and dnnai io’en
Copy .d above is I'nrwaidcd uv- i

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

v^apilal _(.ity Ihdiee .Clficer. Peshawar,
Bcgisirar. Service Tribiina! KIwber PakiUunkbwa 
Ai^xailsNo.s, 12H6j2f!7J288j2.^9and !290 vi 
A G/1 ,e().al. Kbyhcr I’akhlunkhwa..Peshawar,
Ollice Supdi: .Secret and E-III CPO PcsSha

,1,

■I,

Peshawar lor infornKilion in Servure. 
vide judgmen! dated !'1,12,21I10,,T-

f>. • /war., . ATTBSrm TO M
TMUM

i

!

/
(KAShni'/‘/0l',F'IOAU)l‘Si' 

.‘dCi/l.'isulhiiidtmenl. 
for lidpcefior hene.ral of i'oiiee

f..,_ khylxWildkhiunkltwa. 
Pesh,kw,ar,

/■;

0J



()FF[ci: oFTin:

INSPIXTOK GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KIIYBEK PAKin UNKIiWA 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR.

better copy
'!

No. CPO/CPR/167 Dll ted Peshawar 17 July, 2020
ORDER

riiL- ^,>lk,^vi^g retired Sub Inspector ofCCP Peshawar ftied Service Appeals 

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

I’csiiawar regarding their notional promotion to the rank of offg: Inspectors

E I'clzal-e-hadi Ex-sub inspector,

ii. i:^ahadar khan Bx-sub inspector,

iii- Mchmood ali Bx-sub inspector.

Nascer-ur-rehman Ex-sub inspector.

Muhammad. Nawaz Bx-sub inspector.

In compliance to the judgment of service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

I’eshawar dated 11.12.2019 a meeting of Departmental promotion Committee 

- as held on 30.06.2020 at CPO to discuss the 

(A;p Peshawar in the light of order of honorable 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

IV.

V.

case ol' retired Sub-inspector od 

service tribunal Khyber

l.iarlier a DPC meeting held at CPO regarding promotion of conOrmed sub 

were retiring within next three(03) 

imparting promotion of
to out of turn promotion. Which has been banned bv 

superme com of Pakistan, l ienee Hilcd the subject

was

inspector to the rank ol offg: inspector. Who

months. The chairman of the committee observed that i
the S.Is will amount

cases.

1 he policy issued by the police policy Board regarding the notional promoti 

was withdrawn in subsequent meetings on the grounds that
ion

no rules/ policy
regarding notional promotion available in the prevailing special law/rules. Thai

attest^b to me
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'■ .# ihc policy was contrary to the decision of Apex court where in out of turn 

promotion/notional promotion has been declared illegal and violation 

right ol senior officer. The decision of Apex court has been
ol'vested • 

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

Keeping in victv olThe above facts and threadbare discussion amongst the 

participants in the light of law and rules/policy in vogue and perusal of record

the departmental promotion committee endorsed the previous decision 

recommended in
and

the light of honourable Supreme Court of Pakistan 

Judgment in criminal original petition
vide

no.89/2011 dated 16.05.2013 and 
court appeal-,10.04/2017 dated 13.05.2018 that all notional/out of turn 

promotion are banned therefore the

intra

committee unanimously rejected/filed the
appeals of appellants.
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IQis;Khybci- Pakhliinkliwa Pesha 

Capital city police olTiccr Peshavvar
Register serviee tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for information in

service, appeal nos. 1286.1287,1288,1289 and 1290 vide judgment dated

AIC./i.cgal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
Oldce siipdl: Secret and E-lII CPO pesh

lo:-

I.

II.
war

lit

IV.

V.

VI.
awar

AIG/I:.siablishnieni. 
ol'Poliee. 
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pe.shawur
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No,9140/2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Mahmood Ali No.P/334 of CCP, Peshawar Appellant

VERSUS,

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs:, Peshawar.

3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar................................. Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2. &3.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

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

parties. ^

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

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

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

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of merits.

8. That the matter already banned by the Honorable Supreme Court.

FACTS:-

(1) Correct to the extent that appellant was recruited as constable in respondent 

department and was promoted to the rank of sub-inspector on merit of Seniority 

which clearly reflects that respondents department has strictly followed law/rules 

and miscarriage of justice is totally avoided.

(2) Correct to the extent that respondents issued direction/policy for the 

betterment/welfare of police personnel, so that eligible candidates may not be 

deprived of their due right of promotion meaning thereby to expedite promotion 

cases of the police copes. It is worth to mention here that the policy was contrary 

to the decision of the Apex Court wherein out of 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 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 

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 were 

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.

cum
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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.
19

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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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.

Province
KhybeK

Officer, 
i'^P^^tunkhwa, 
eshwar.

Additional Inspector General 
of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

V

Capifal City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.9140/2020.

Ex-Sub Inspector MahoodAli No.P/334 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.

Provinci^Pdfice Officer, 
Khybe/ P^htunkhwa,

Additional Inspe^or General of 

Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

V

Capit^City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.
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