
i'

, ■

.f
Service Appeal No. 9142/2020

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

;
•5

ANNOUNCED
16.09.2021 i.

(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.

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.

(Rozinb Rehman) 
Member (J)

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

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Raziq, Reader for respondents 

present.

Written reply not submitted. Representative of the 

respondents seeks time to submit written reply/comments on 

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

Adjourned to 27.05.2021 before S.B.

*

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

27.05.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

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

for the respondents present.

Respondents have furnished Reply/comments. 

Placed on record. The 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 

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.
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/ Subject to all just exceptions including the delay, instant

Security & Process -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. 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 whicOate file to 

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

(MUHAMMAD JAMTstKHAN^. 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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toForm- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

4% /2020Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 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. ft

10/08/20201-

REGISTRAR ■

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

CHAIRMAN

1
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Before the Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribun^

PF.SHAWAR.

In Ref; to Service Appeal No. 2020.

I.G Police etc..VersusNaseer-Ur-Rahman Khan Ex-SI

INDEX
P. No.AnnexDescription of Documents

Service Appeal with Affidavit. 
Office order dated 09/02/201^

S. No.
01-09

1.
“A” 10-112.
“B” 12Copy of Standing Order No. 9/2014- 

Copy of Note Sheet dated 11/04/2017-
Copy of Note Sheet dated 22-04-2017. 
Promotion Notification dated 03-05-2016 
Order dated 27-02-201Q in W.P No. 270^ 

Copy of Notification Dated 06-11-2019. 
Copy of Notification dated 25-11-2016. 
Copy of the SMS & joint application. 
Order, dated 24-0.S-2017 in WP No. 185A
Order/Judgment dated 11-12-2019_____
Impugned order dated 17-07-2020. 
Vokalatnama in original._____________

3
“C” 134
“D” 145 E 156

16-20
7 «G= 21-228

“H” 23-24
25-289 «J5»

10.
“J” 29-3111.
“K” 32-3712.

38-40“L”
13-

4114. APPELLANT.
(Ex-SI-Naseer-ur^ahman Khan)

Through; r /
Muhammad Ush^n Khan 
Turlandi ^
Advocate Peshawar.Dated:-_0B_/o8/2O2O .

OFFICE: Flat # C-i Murad Plaza.Opp: Bank of Punjab. Dalazak Road, Peshawar.
Cell#P333z5[l536Q9 0^00-5805841***
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Rpfnre, the KlivV»er Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

PFSHAWAR. IChybcr Pakhtukhwa 
Service Tribunal

Diary No.

In Ref; to Service Appeal No. ^ | ^(^ pf 2020.
Daced

LG Police etc.Ex-SI Naseer -Ur- Rahman Khan P/351 ....Versus

Naseer -Ur- Rahman Khan No. P/351 Ex-SI, Traffic Warden, of 

Capital City Police Peshawar appf.tjant.

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 

lledto-day 09/02/2016, promulgated by the respondent No. 1
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:

was

On acceptances of this service Appeal and in accordance with the 

impugned policy, the impugned order maybe 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 

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.

Rp.spectfullv Sheweth;

That the appellant belongs to the respectable family of his 

respective village and has joined services in police department 

and was gradually promoted as confirmed sub- Inspector being 

placed on list “F” dated 31/3/2016.

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

CPB dated 09/02/2016 was promulgated whereas CCPO 

Peshawar and all Regional Police Officers (RPOs) were asked to 

send cases of those confirmed Sub-Inspectors to CCPO, who 

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

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

promotion to the rank of Inspector whereas the appellant has 

already been placed on list “F” and seek only his promotion
to the rank of inspector. (Copy of the office order No-247- 53 

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

That the appellant though, was already entered into overage 

zone but even then, in violation of the Standing Order No. 
9/2014 regarding “Upper age limit for Intermediate and upper 

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

Training College Hango whereas, the appellant was succeeded 

and the result of upper course was announced on 31/5/2015 

and thereafter the appellant was properly placed on list “F” on 

19/7/2016 and was allotted new belt number P-351 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

on

1)

2)

3)

4)



already been entered in his retirement zone on attaining the age 

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

k/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 

d 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. i74o/^“tII dated 03“05"20i6 regarding 

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

promoted as such who were to be retired on or before 31- 

07-2016. (Copy of the promotion Notification date 03-05-2016 

is annexure “E”)-

That some of the aggrieved Confirmed Sub-Inspectors had filed 

Writ Petition No. 2706/2018 before the august Peshawar High 

Court, seeking their such due promotion to the rank of 

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

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

2019 regarding their such promotion was passed. (Copy of the 

order dated 27-02-2019 passed in WP No. 2706/2018 and 

Notification Dated 06-11-2019 is annexure “F” & “G” 

respectively).

ran

5)

6)
an

7)

were

8)



(5)
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 

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

retirement within next 03 months after their due such 

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

11-2016 is annexure “H”).

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

rank of Inspector as per policy ibid, approached the respondent 

No 1 through SMS and also filed joint applications which was 

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

io/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 authority to 

decide their departmental appeals for notional promotion to 

the rank of officiating Inspectors through speaking order as
per ride nnd law within a period of three Cm) months from the 

date of receipt ofcnnv of this judgment. The resvondent- 

depnrtment is further directed to convey the order of the
departmental authority to the avvellants and thereafter, if the 

appellants were, aggrieved from the order of demrtmental

9)

on

10)

11)



(D
mithnrinj. thpn are at liberhj to gyproach this Tribunal subject 

tn nil Ip.aal phiPcHnns. All the aforementioned service appeals 

rffsjinsfirf 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 hy 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 

august 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.

G R O U N D S.
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.

14)

res



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

respondents and thus misprized and neglected by not giving him 

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

d accorded with the same treatment as was accorded tostatus an 

other similarly placed colleagues.

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

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

basis and promoting others, clearly smacks with nepotism and

malafide.

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

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

basis is also against the Devine ordain of Allah Almighty as under 

the principles of natural justice and fundamental human rights of 

the appellant, the respondents has usurped the right of a human 

being and have thus bypassed the divine rule to give everyone his

due right.

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

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

deprive the appellant from his right to life as the life is mainly 

dependent on bread and butter which is earned by a person
through rendering service.

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

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.



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 badk benefits accordingly.

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

fundamental valuable rights have been encroached by the 

pondents on their personal whims & wishes and such 

encroachment is hit by the command of the constitution of the 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973-

res

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.

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

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

policy to one set of employees and depriving the other set of 

employees is hit by the command of the fundamental rights 

guaranteed by the constitution and also against the norms of 

natural justice.

p) Because appellant seeking his notional promotion which 

amounts to monitory benefits only and such loss of monitory 

benefits is a continuous wrong and continuous injury which 

carries recurring cause of action and this august Tribunal has the 

jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.



IT

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

the petitioners at the bar.

Keeping in view the above facts, circumstances and 

submissions, and on acceptances of this service Appeal and in 

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

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

ensure the notional promotion of the appellant to the rank/post of 

Inspector being highly eligible, deserving and confirmed Sub- 

Inspector, properly placed on list “F” and extend equal treatment in 

terms of Articles 4, 8, 9,14> 18 and 25 of the constitution as his 

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. d
APPELLANT. XV

(Ex-SI-Naseer-ur-Rahiii^ an)

!Through;

Muhammad Usman Kn 

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

AFFIDAVIT.
I, Naseer -Ur- Rahman Khan P/351, the appellant, do

1hereby solemnly affirm and dc 
are true and correct and nothi 
from this honorable Tribunal.

;e'

DEPONENT.
(Ex-SI-Naseer-ur-Rahman Khan)

a 7"
0 0*
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Page-9(Better Copy) 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 Officer, Peshawar
All Regional Police Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Emission to list “F’ ar^rlSubject:

Memo:

to convey Competent Authority. I am directed
lo convey that m further, promotion cases shall be discussed/ 
considered on quarterly basis as per following schedule*

as offg: Inspectors

1. l^t Week of March
Week of June_____
Week of September 

1^* Week of December

2.
3.
4.

The authority has further directed that list of the confirmed Suh

mSnTd'"^t° CCpS'V° be
inclusTorof^er°amVin^ur-l^’^Sd°^^^^

rr““°«“rrs
(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI) 

AIG/Establishment 
For Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

No. 254-56/CPB

Copy of above is forwarded for information to the*
1. Addl:

Pakhtunkhwa.
2. Deputy Inspector General of 

Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Incharge General Registry Cell. CPO. Peshawar.

Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khvber

Police, HRs: Khvber

ATTSSTM^ TO BM 
TMUM corr

-r
-S:\y

ATTESTID

irnimiirmrrpriiiiir'iifci ii'iI'lIiMHiIiiiiih

'A
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STANDjNG_ORD^ J1<L

Unnpr Ago LimK for lnterTn0di<ilg_^.lLdLyBP—

ni.s SVindmq Oder r, under Artid.- 10(3) of PoE.ou Ordc' 2002 m
or rhf, Poiir^ Policy po,,rd decision (akt'H in .Is 5 me^ilmg held on 29” J;muafY 2014

•
Aim Prt-senriy, (he upper age limn lor tnlcrm-<-dii3lH and Uppr r Coilfei:: Cour..^. r. 

very Jn^. [hijl need to he raised for ope ning greulcr oppor1.jnjl>ps nf prnmo|ii4^n 
upper ago iimr| lor A-1 and B-1 Fxamtndlions has been faised already, therufore. th. M 
limit (or Intermediate and Upper College Courses need lo be raised accordingly.

The upper age i^mll (or inlcrmediate and Upper Col'ege Courses rhfaU b':j at, under

2,

3.

s) Intermediate Course 
b) Upper College Cnurse

48 years. 
52 V‘ ars.

4. The cut-off dale for calculating (be uppe^ ago limit for either of Ihw abov^ cour^ j h r*I 
hf. (he 31-' day o( the month of December fading before the commcncamcjn! oi in : 
f».speclive course

♦
Power to remove difficulties:- If any difficufly anscs in giving efiect to Ih*. nrdry it>3 

Provincial Police Officer may by nolificatNsn mako such provisions a;. di:^;mcd npproprv>i:.

Amendment- All prexnoua Standing Orders on the ^ubieci. to the axicr^l ‘,r,n
provisions of this order, shall stand amonded

5

6.

*
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'tNASlR KHAN OURRANl) 

Provincial Police Officer 

Khybor Pakhlur-ikhwa 

Poshav/or
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NOTE SHEE1]'L_ C.P.O.
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V}?, .Crfei

Sir.

The RPO/Hazara vide PUC has fo
rwarded an appiicntion in respect of SI 
n of Haripur District for promotion as

spector Mijammad Saeed Khan v«Il be 
superannuation pension on 14.04.2017

In this connection ii is subniiticd that as n 
09.02-2016 31 "P/A",

Muhammad Saeed Khan No. H/76 [on List ■

Offg: Inspector. Because Sub-In
: \ retired on ninar. 

Ion c 
•Ul>*/||. 
Senric

•I1 2.

i
^sofeonfinned Sub Inspcciors i
their rciircmcnl for the inclusion ofthei 
Inspector. *• —----

/ ■ :

itfirt! iiccrs wcix; asked to send 
(03) moiiJhs period to 

F" and gram of OlTg: as

5
ifito C]»0, who have Icll lb 

r names in list""
!*min. 
^nunc 
Commi

rcc
ii
a.
!f

3 In the light of above.

and approved by Inspector G

tviccs
nspccio.-.’i were 
crent meetingsromoiion Committee in diffi 

“'"‘'“''PoW^.Khj.ber.Pakhtunlthwa.
Simirarly. cases of the following 

'Vilhin ne.x, ihrce (03) mon.hs period 
No. H/76 at Sr. No, 05;-

pust
I •

aion, I 
on n 
aspect 
'ccCc

^nfirmed Sub Inspeelors. who were reUringr 

>hc appliean, Muhammad .Saeed

S.NO NAMKOKOPFICEU-------------
5»l Mir Afzal No. 11/141 

- SI Muhammad Anwar No. P/3%

KKCION

ItiKum
CCPr~'
Pcxliaw:ir

. i Date

04-03-2()|T
24^03^2017'

from
CUllMlI 
oiiiiiQ '

OF KicriKEMEirr1.
i:i 2.

i:-:; I

;
-•s

shall'4-t. 2
SI Inayatullah No. B/06 

SI Karimiilhih No. .391/m 

Muhammad Sae^l^Oif^ 
SI Haroon-ur- Rashced N

Bannu 31-03-2017
1)3-(M-20I7
14- 04-2017 

-03-2017^
15- 04-2017 ■

01-04-2017"

4. ’ihtf I- ■{ Malakanil Aanoct
Hazara6. . tweng

 o. D/7 
Arif-ur-Kehman No. 376/m^ 

M Abdul Kabir No. 16/M

D.i.Khan Sni

hcftiMalakand• i

ttwinc? Mulakand-1 S'<•
The issue vi-as discussed inI

on 19.01.2017 and it was decided ih... doling held
to on. of .um promouon. which has bee "®will amount ' 
Therefore all eases placed fli mT:!!___ " ^’"'•2'-
0PPtov^hyme.„spee.0tC3e„e.a.„fP0~3::,^^^^^^^

Submitted forfavour of kind perusal, please.

i -

f!

S55-!8 . l ii' . m!
at "F/B".>^ m.mi

i Supdt: CP Branch.

i■ .• i

AIG/E££aliU£hjB^ m7 Qaf’

cory .

>-■

5?^
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rX . :i _______

ai ’ ^ ■ V \
t i1ATTESTED m BE

rmcorrI' '* ••-•T' . .■}



C>nU*'» If' iaja! vjn 'A 0«*A* w^<*rw*i ■>■*«« t5gatln^aa^hFgMM^&J^gwa^fc.vk^flfaMtglBl»gsfcKa^»gMga^M«^rfg^T^iagp^ufc■^^^lu^.^g^»3ygi^Maft^^^>^^rt^|^a^^^y^ffy ftrTPyXiYmrpVf iw uj 11;

; .
. * ^ .■•

>,-£A- -ci 'v ; • -' m•r«r. -K-- ■ r V,

l;1 ,

'T-' ■■>50TE S.H -ET ^ C.P.Q. •-rm .. Subjpci:; Rcrercncc Anlc Note P;ir;t-13 l.l

- ^ir,;;'; ■
S'.

>■

•S^oC Name Rct»ion . pale of Reliremeni"-' • ' Mehmopd Ali S5: GCP^ Peshawar 2O.O5.2ai 7
^o.n.s.^oi? ’
25.()4.'2ni7. 
04.05.2017

♦Shaukai ^li_ 
AhdiirRay.iti 
Uudan-Kluiiv
Bahadnr Kfian
N'liilianiinail.lviay.

CCP. Pc.sh:iwar
C;C;jM»csh:iw:jr _ 

~CC1*, Peshawar 
CCP. Pcshnwnr,

■t ’1T, IV.sliawar

"■■4:-:.-

04.0.V20I7 
nN\n.^.2iJI7 *'/i

■Inx/r 
'^‘Cc,

<:
r,. nicnlionini; hcm.lhbt accordin-to Seniofhy Lisl 'T'^ tbc seniorUy

01 ^nc above named Sub-ln.sDcclors jx asnn«l.»r--
>:

•SrN^:'s NAMtUtNO. -. DATt- or Ri TIRF.MF.N rREGtON

»tcc

■ >•; .*
Bahar Ali- Mardan •

O- 1- Khan 
13. I. Khan t

3J.12.2040 
07.06.201 S 
2H.02.2Q2Q 
10.10.2020

2:'-; Allah Nawaz■ :.

Sajavval Khan
- ‘4::.. Abdul LatiF D. 1. Khan • W/t

Bashi^r Mu.*u;ain D.l.-Khan ■ -
D. 1. Khan .

3 r- . 05.03.2020Muhammad Nawaz 30.04.2020-; Ihe-7^:: 'Muhapi'rnad Nawaz D. I. Khan 05.01.2021- .^y: Sabir Shah 0.1. Khan 06.10.201$
21.Ql.20r:>
02.12.20 PJ
04.02.2020
06.09.2060

:| 9^ ;. Allah Dad
Shama Jan

^•yr.D. T. Khan
13. I. Khan 
D. I. Khan 
13.1. Khun

•i . - i;o. fro
IK; Ghulam Yn.sin 

I'aiz Kalecm ..
Zahoor Muhammad 
Muhammad Nawaz Khan 
-Mchmood-Ali .

A
vv«,,_■ 12. • 

•■•;13:'-.;;
Mardan. I -23.03.2020■ 14. -■ / f- Mardan 01.02.2026

.t0.05.20P:
03.02.2020

. ! vJ5:: >ACCP, Peshawar::
Khalid Khan c' i CCP, Peshawar.

CCP, Peshawar 
CCP, Peshawar

• 17.: Shauknt Ali»
20.07.2017■' 18.; AbclurRaziq; -
25.04.201719:: M uha»iimad Rasheed KCCP. Peshawar 20.04.2019: ■ .20.-: Hadnri Khan CCP, Pc.shn\var 04.05.2017r 21;. Razd All CCP. Peshawar 25.01,2020•. 22;- Bahadar Khan

3a'n -Muhammad'
CCP, Pgsliawar 04.05.2017-::23>- CCP. Peshawar 22:06.201s

-•--'24;:- Murad Ali ’ CCP, Pesha>\*ar- 17.02.2019.Sabz Ali. 25:
s 26.^

CCP. Peshawar 01.09.2018V
Gulzar Khan CCP. Peshawar 13 U 2,2019 .

08.05.2017
-.i -:27i. Muhammad Riaz I

CCP, Peshawar.1- . \

t^niy seven (27) Sub-Inspectors may be lililized of the 
. •F^t’FrackPrcmolion. - .

3?
retired 

covering of promotion 
vacancies reserved for .

:! -:
:•!

-I:
Submitted for favour of kind pcru.sai 2: orders, please.

vA •;!! -.-5rs AWK
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FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II

ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR 

totification

^------*^‘***' ADMLSSTON to list and promotion as OPK-n.
INSPECTOR (BPS-16IDaleti: ---------------- - '

indudcl into List “F’ and promoted as OITg: Inspectors (BPS-16) witl^dZefetZ'""

!7^aNo.

03 / 05 /20I6

Sr. No NAME & NO. 
SlMunUaz No. 
P/345

REGION recommendation1. CCP Recommended for inclusion of his
promotion as Offg; Inspector.
His name was included in tlic list for tlie 
Standing Order No, 3/2015 
Recommended for inclusion of his 
promotion as OITg: Inspector.
His name was included in the list for the 
Standing Order No ^A)n \ s
Recommended for inclusion of hh 
promotion as Offg: Inspector.
His name was included in the list for the course required as ner 
Standing Order No. 3/2015. Moreover, he is seTvin^ 7, 
Investigation Bnmeh and he will eonlinue his !. '
InvestigatiQii according to Standing Order Nn 21/2014.

name into List ‘T” andPeshawar S
6-:

course required a.s per
2. SI Mumin Klian 

No. 123/M
Malakand

name into List T" and
^ to/^

course required as per
3. SI Sher Dnhndar 

No. MR/119
Mardan

name into List “F*’ and
7

3^i

tenure in

Their promotion will take effect from the date they actually take 

Necessary Gazette Notification may be issued accordingly.
responsibilities. charge of higherover

SdA
Mian Muhaiuiiiad Asif 

AddI: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police. 

Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to- 
The AddI: IGP/HQni: Khyber Pakiminfchwa Peshawar, 

le lipitai City Police Officer, Peshawar 
lit. Tlte Regional Police Officers Mardan & Malakand Regions 
I' - The Registrar CPO, Peshawar. ^
V. The On^ce Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar

The Office Supdi: E-II and CP Branch CPO, Peshawar.
The Incharge Central Registry CPO Peshawar.

11

it
VI.

vii;

4rj» copymV- I(NA J E E B- UR-R EHMA.N BUG \T) 
AlGTstablishnient

I-or Genera! of Pol
Khyc-er P.ikhlonknua.'

Uiii
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ir01iEPkSK.AWAR^
Writ Fetitu'.i No^l^^k2-/-C18

1. Khadim Shah, Su^ Inspector. No 399/PW-^
Range, Peshawar. ■ ^

2. All Jan. Svb Inspector. No 404/P FRP Pe^^I^ge
Peshawar Sub Inspector, No ^536/t, 

No 405/P FRP

. r

3. Muhammad Rashic
InvcEiij^ation W;ng L-harsadda. 

r- . 4, Mui'ad Ali dClian, Sub Inspector,
/ Peshawaj-Range Peshawar. .r-y nPO

\l^s. Nowsherawan Khan, Sub Inspector, No ^»/ .
^ ' i*i*6. KhS Kli^, Snb Inspector. No 543/M. Investigation

7. Fa^'^ ?iuh!nninad. Sub Inspector. No 500/M _Sub

In3UcctCM /SHO;^5vcf ehih^
8. Icibal Udd-n. Sub _Inspector,

Inspectbr-KaUv3.Ghitr^._
9 Mir Azam^ - Siib Inspector, _

Inspedtor/ASRO^rfphitral.^
to. Sultam; l<hJ:ip , Suh Inspector

11. Qurban ^Cban, Sub ^Inspector, No ^ ^
12. Muham*-r. i Wah Shah. Sub Inspector, Wo 544/M. G. I
13. sSuiiaIr:^Sub 38^
14. Gu) Zameen. ^ub Inspector. No 159/M DPO Office Di

is.Muhammad Siyar.-Sub Inspector. No 154. Incharge PP
Jabttu’Dil’Upper. _ oio/M A'^MO P^

16.Shirecn Zada, Sub inspector. No 2.12/M. ASIK
l 7.A^^^yyM7 SMb Inspector. Np^507 PS Gandigar Di-

Lqbai7g%?^si;^chjr. No d47/^ Luies Dir

19. F^al Kaiiro. Sab Inspector. No 32/M
20. Muhammad Riaz, Sub Inspectcr. No 467/M. OH .

SubNo- 492/A-l,

92/M.

No .37/M,.. Police Lines

SubNo

»-.* •

18.

21. B^r'a° Ah’^Srib Inspector. No 18/MR. Distner Police

22. Nigar I’jviaio. Sub Inspector. No 1391/MR. l.iclwlli'^

23. Zai-hd^si:"an. Sub Inspector. No 134/MR. Incharge PP 

Janda.
I

\ '''N\- - -5 li1r::
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P£SHA )VAR HIGH COURT, PESHAIVAR 

ORDER SHEET
r'^/ ^ , x^p ,

trffngj wMiSt^ V\'^-
V

Older or others FroceDate of Order or MProceedings
ir^:

in W.P No 2706-P/2fllfl. N^S~T''

.1

27.02.2019
.X'

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

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

Present

*♦♦♦♦♦♦*♦•

2Vimm&JS£MJUJLz The instant writ

petition has been filed by the petitioners under
• ►.*

Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic
• 1

i

1973, wherein diey haveRepublic of Pakistan,

prayed that the impugned Notificatiop No.. ^

755/legal dated 16.03.2017 to 

amendment in Rule 19-25-A of Police Rules

Order No.21/2014.

the; extent of .

1934 with Standing 

whereby illegal conditions have been imposed 

for promotion of Sub Inspectors to tire rank of 

Inspectors, is illegal, unlawful, without lawful

4TTeSTS0 TO BB 
fWJS 'fOfT

■



j

# '

2

i/ authority and ineffective upon the rights of the 

petitioners and the same may be struck down. 

They have further prayed that the respondents 

be directed to promote the petitioners asmay

effect frominspectors (BPS-16) with

10.05.2018 with all back benefits.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioners has

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

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

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

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

for impleadment of Behram Gul, Sub-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

W.PHigh Court, Mingora Bench delivered in

03.12.2018 andNo. 601-M/2018 decided on

submitted that the Hon’ble Division Bench had

STED
con -



________L, (Siasii

3

r
already disposed of identic^ case, involving 

similar point, therefore, the instant petition be 

also disposed of in the light of terms mentioned

therein.

On 03.12.2018, the Hon’ble Division4.

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

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

to note that 
are two

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

8 of the _ Khyber ■_Section
Pakhtunkhwa Civil. Servants Act.

1975. - . ■ ^
7. In view of the above, this writ 
petition is disposed of with direction 
to the respondent No.l to provide an 
opportunity to the present 

undergo the 
courses ' as

petitioners to
requisite/mandalory 
envisaged in- Police Rules, 193^ 
within shortest period of time."

In the light of above judgment, the- 

instant writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

also direct the respondents to

5.

However, we

ATTSStSB ro BM-
mm c&n at

ifytt Cpuriposhowar
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retired 

I
of this petition^ if entitled.

•' v'*• oro. • -
rV‘

during pendency
■ '-fi

j

Similarly, both the CMs for impleadment

and office shall

are

also allowed as prayed for

in this regard in themake necessary entry m

heading of the petition-

I

JUDGE.

I
■

I I -

J U D G E

/Announced
27.0Z.2€i^

BE THdE GOf^

:7
I .

No.
?in of .Vpplicat I IRD»te of Vrcpji 

Nil«!'
GnpyilJgJPfeC-:

Ur;:L-nl ]

_
lit 1 T‘:r-' of Con

'H ‘V -. ■ -•—

/.
Uai<‘>'‘j>ihvcr

/a 9-Y./

4^
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IMTHF Pf <;kawar HiGH_cm«gI£gg^5^^'
7^^(o:jLi2G16 i'^/^^^.:

Writ Petition No 4: '2^

1; Khadim Shah, Suh Inspector. No 399/P;
Range, P-sshawar. ■ \,X ' VnX

2. Ali Jan, Snb Inspector. No 404/P FRP Pe^h^v^R^ge
Peshawar

3. Muhammad Rashir' Sub Inspector, No ^J3b/P. 
Invesfigation Wing Charsadda.

4. Mxirad Ali Khan, Sub Inspector, No 405/P PM
Peshawar Range Peshawar. T^nr\
Nowf'herawan Khan^ Sub Inspector, No -167/M, UPU
Office BuJiir. . .

6. KJialid Khan, Sub Inspector, No 543/M, Investigation
Wlr-g Disti ict Bunir .3.

7. Faiz Muhaium^, Stib |nspectQr. No 500/M ^ Sub 
Insncctor/ S^O.'Ovcr ChhrS.

S. Iqbal / Wcldoi, Subil; ■JfhSpeGtor,
Inspector vKalrCOpSfiilr^.V. .

9. Mir Inspector,' , Ndi _ 92/M.
Inspeanr/^^IO-f^jCbitral/ ^ 

lO.Suterf-kh;^., Shb^'InspectorfiNo ;^/N^.;;Pblice Lines
Chitr^y'■ ■ ■ ^

11. Qurbi^i ICtian, Suti^spector, No 533/M, PTC-Hangu
12. Muham'-'- i Walt Shah, Siib Inspector, No 544/M, CT;I 

Chitral.
13. SaeedMmial^Su^Aispecte^i^^^ SHO PS Chitral. ;
14. Gul Same.en/3uh Inspector, No_ 159/M DPO Office Dir 
i Upper. .7
is.MuhamrhadlSiyar, Sub Inspector, No 154, Inchai'ge PP 

Jabfcai'Dif Upper.
16.SMreeii .Zada. Sub Inspector, No 212/M, ASHO PS 
: Gand.^an s ^ . 7
17. AbdiI^£^ySmf^§)4b^spgpt;c^,#0^6t% D.-

Upper.
18. Ja^•ed Police Lines Dir

Upper.
19. Fazal Karim, Sab Inspector, No 32/M, PS Dir Upper. ..
20. Muhammad Riaz, Sub Inspector, .No 467/M, Oil PS 

Wari Dir Upucr.
21. Baliar Adi Siib Inspector. No 18/MR, District . Police 

Mardan.
22. Nigar R asraLi, Sub Inspector, No 1391/MR. Inchatg^

PP Azar.-i jdoad. ’
23. ZaJiid Kl:an,

Janda.

No 492/M. Sub

Sub

I

■-N

Sub Inspector, No 134/MR, incharge PP
jBFlLBOTODAy^

OepctyRepscrat,
ATTSSTSB TO 

fgu&coh 1 TESTpO\
eK.r: •':nh

laHu t
y»
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ii'FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II, 
0RDERS(bY the PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

x

V<L5l>.NOTIFICATION
No. 27 9S /E-III, PROMOTION AS OFFG: INSPECTORS fBPS-161 Dated: d//ll/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-lrispectors on List "F" are hereby promoted as Offg: Inspectors 

(BPS-16} with immediate effect:-

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

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

SI Sabir Shah D/321.
:¥H

i- CCP/Pcshawar The DPC examined his case and recommended him for : 
promotion to the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from
10.05.2018 on regular basis. __________ ^______ _____
The DPC examined his case and rccommendcd~him for 
promotion to the rank of OfTg: Inspector (BPS-16) w.e.from 
10.05.2018 on regular ba.sis. _____ __________ _/

2. SI Ihsan Ullah P/349

■■■■

SI Khadim Shah P/3991 CCP/Peshawar

U

Sd/-
Muhammad Naccm Khan. Dr, PSP 

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

/E-III. Dated Peshawar, the o6 / 11 /2019.

-4>

No.

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:- 
AddI: IsGP in Khyber^^chtunkhwa.
Capital City Police Officen Peshawar.
Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

/|^eputy Inspector General of Police Special Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer DIKhan.
AIG/Legal CPO, Peshawar.
Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar, 

l^&^ffice Supdt: E-II CPO'/Peshawar. 

files. !•
’

(
\;

(SADIQ-BAXOCHJPSP 
AIG/Establishment 

For inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

”.1

u-H

j
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FOR PUBLiCATiON iN THE KHYBER 
; : PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-li, 
ORDERS BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
J KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

*4
* ;

*■

NOTiFfCATICN
> »■

/Mil, ; AD/A'oSiOM TO LIST ~R‘ & PROMOTION AS OFFG: INSPECTOR Dated:2^5 /tl/20l4No.

As per recommendation of the DPC dated 15.11.2016 duly approved by the v/orth 
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakht^inkhwa, names of the follov/ing confirmed Sub-Inspector 
are hereby included in List "P &. promoticn as Offg; Inspector with immediate effect:^.

9

}

REGION RECOAUAENDATIONS:HO NAME & NO.
W 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 superahnuaUon._______

^f^ardan Recommended fpr promotion as Offg: Inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring bn 01.02.2017, afte
attaining the age of superannuation.______________
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
attsining the age of superannuation.______________

Malakand Kecommended fo; promotion as Offg: inspector.
The Committee further recommended fo

' exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on 01.02.2017, afte

. attaining the age of superannuation.___________ __
Kphat- -• Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

^ 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._____ ■

AAarddn ! Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector.
■ The Committee further - recommended for 

exemption from Standing Order^ No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on 11.Q2.2017, aftei

__________ attaining the age of superannuation.______ _______
Malakand I Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

The. Committee^ further recommended foi
exemption' from Standing Order No. 
because he is retiring on 17.02.2017, aftei
attaining the age of superannuation,______
Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector.
The Committee further recommended foi
e;<emptjon from Standing Order No. 3/301^. 
because he is ri:t:ring on Zj.uI.Zui/, anei
attaining the age of superannuation.______________

^ CCP] 
Pesha'^ar

SI Said Amin Jan No. 
P/393

afte

. .1-
, y -. 51 Anwar Dad Khan No. 

MR/115

/
3: • KohatSI Muhammad Zaman 

No. K/74
;

1 •• i 1

SI Naeem Khan No. 
277/.M

A\

; 5/7- . •

SI Shoukat Saleem No. 
K/31

5.

7-iry
J

6. SI Diyar Khan No. 
MR/133

vi
7. SI Muhammad V^faris 

No. 312/M
3/2015,i

v/

KohatSI Aqleem Khan No. 
K/37

8.

722

I
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. # :•

Recommended for inclusipr^of his name in
with his colleagues. »______ - _______
Recommended for inclusion of his name in L

MalakandSI Arif-ur-Rahman No. 
376/M

9.
«r

0.1.KhanSI Muhammad Aclnan 
No. D/37

10.

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LSI Naqeeb Ullah No. 
0/42

D.I.Khan11.

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.I.Khan12. SI Muhammad Ramzan
NoJ D/44 ________
SI Saleem Pervez No. 
D/06

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.I.Khan13.

Recommended for inchjsion of his name in LD.I.Khan14. 51 Said Marjan No. 
D/43

Recommended for inclusion of his name in LD.I.Khan15. SI Kashif Sattar No. 
D/15

FSL CASES
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspe*;FSL JSI Maqbali Khan of Fire

Arm Section________
SI Kafoor Khan of 
Finger Print Bureau 
Section

16.

Recommended for promotion as Offg: lnspe«FSL '17.

A* «•i

Sd/'
MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF 1 

Addl: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police 

Khyber PakhtunWiwa, 
Peshav/ar.

’■ikis-5^^ i ,/E-UI

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

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

Vi- P50 to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
vii. PRO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
viii. Director, FSL, Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, 

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

xi. Office Supdt: E-11 CPO Peshawar.
xii. Office Supdt: CP Branch CPO, Pesliawar.

No:

ik\fr.A

(najeeb-ur-rehAan bug
AIG / Establishment,

For Inspector General of Pol’ 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

attestm^
TMUM, CO fY

1
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I i- .■; NOTE. SHEET
«;mS (Promotion as inspector on age

y P.O%
.- i of 7.3.201?

I S.\V

S^-4espettid IGP =,ss,lam u alikun.. Sir we are the Sub inspectors of pe^awar dl^trW and 
^ F from a long time and going to be retired m 2017. and there is sorri y

« ^bSncteof inspetor in peshawar.lt is therefore requested that fondly promi^te c. a,
^ ;Sl^bJlhe date of retiremenWhe very than^uftoyou^^^

r.-^tiuriBSfe and dateof retirement is as tndee 1. Si mahmood al, ^yf
“ f^rartttlrS 19.5.17 2. Si abdulranaq no. P.33rdate of retirement 25.4.1.7 and SI

;^bSirad anwar Khan noip 396 date bf retirement is 25.3.17 we wib pray for you, long

Vlifeiif03^^ .
• * * . '*• . * . .

SO tPB^' Put up as per rule/regulalion.;
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OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR. I

I .
jTeteohone No.091^9210641 Pax No. 0>J1-9212S07 ! CS

' To-- :.

/EC-I, dated Peshawar the /2017;■ fo /

The Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

h!

;9: ■ •
tin ,

jfa-fn
Sd%ct:.:;:^ APPLICATIONS.
.Me(hg:

. Enclosed find herewith a joint appilcatioris pre.^efred by 
the&llowng’x^ Capital City Police, Peshawar re-questing

-before the Woijhy Inspector General of Police,UXhyber

}
■'oVn ; 
/nrijc 
Vnmii

J

;
: Pakbtuhkhwa,TPeshawar in connection with their promotion to thert'^k of ‘ 

Ib^pectqrs as^they will. be retired, on superannuation ..from the date noted
; i

eCKj-'

agam^e$ch;^ !
« ol■

:r
Dote of Rctircnieht ■ 

19-05-'20i7 

25:04-2017 ' 
04-05-2617

• ■■ ?I
.-i

SI Mehmood Ali No.’P/344 'Hi-,
. r

-Tror.
-ttiiii

- <^2:^ SI Abdur Raziq No. P/337

: v. S
*.

SI Bahadar Khan No. P/341 
SI Muhammad Riaz No. P/347 08-05-2017i r -“•j- =t.•!

Cc
1'

FOR CAPITAI^^CI A\>:«. /
PESHAWA>• . t

I

l-kK:-, 
T •

.■

■/ii,-

Vic

1
I

-v;::
7

c
I-

- !•
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-.5X .
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I
lUlisd 1001-2017 CC-I
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Before the worthy Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

PESHAWAR.

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, 1 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 06-05-2017.

2) That in the light of newly promulgated policy for fast track promotion, 1 
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 of such promotion 

and retired as Sub-Inspector.

3] That some of our colleagues standing on one and the same pedestal, 
have already been given such fast track promotion just before their 

retirement on attaining the age of superannuation.

Keeping in view my long unblemished and devoted services and 

the above facts and circumstances, it is, therefore, most humbly requested 

that by granting notional promotion, I may very graciously be promoted to the 

rank of Inspector please.

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

Yours most obediently

C

„ 1 ,<'V

SI Naseer-ur-Rehman No. p/351 

Dated: 14-07-2017.
o ■
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Bjj^FORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH CmiRT PESHAWAP

L
In Ref, to WP No. / ? .* i/ -P/ 2017.

:fh

'M
Bahadar khan SI S/0 Abdul Malik Khan R/O Shaha^ 

inspector Police, No P-341,
►ub-

presently working and pos^f’as^im^K] 
investigation wing. Police Station Faqir Ahad Peshawar.

targe
If

-;i' Mahmood AU S/O Abdu Hanan . 
Police,

»
R/O Dhakki. (Thangi,Charsadda). Sub-Inspector

as Officer In-charge
tPm No P-334, presently working and posted 

investigation wing. Police Station Yakatoot, Peshawar.W

•==r-=“.‘rrr.'r=;
mg. Police Station Urmer, Peshawar.

I
.i :

P
i:
V

I) Fj^ e Hadi S/O Muhammad akbar R/O 

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

5) Badan khan S/O Haji Sabz Ali Khan 

Inspector Police, No P-394,
Police Station Daud Zai .Peshawar.

R/O Khweshki Bala (Nowshera). Sub- 

as Additional SHO,
^rrnoNERs.

presently working and posted

•y
■' : 2

Versus

1) J’rovisionally Police Officer 

Pakhtunkhwa Pesh
(PPO) Central Police Officer (CPO) Khyberawar.

2) Additional Inspector General of police. Head
(CPO) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. quarter. Central PoUcc Officer

TED
3) Capitd city police officer (CCPC) police lines Pesh

Court
20IT

awar.

■RESPONnRTsrrfi jATTBSTES) TO B&
\
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^^SHAWARHiGHCpURT.

FORM*a>
, np ORnF.R SfTF.RT

Date of order. OrderZSr other prro^fngs with th: Q

Writ Pefitinn No.lS*;«,T>nn/f^/!^ **

Present:- Mr. Muhammad 
Advocate, for the

24.05.2017
(»

*****

ROOH-TTL-AMTN RHAN. J- By invoking the 

of this Court under Article 199 

epublic of Pakistan (the

constitutional jurisdiction

of the Constitution of Islamic R

Constitution), Bahadar 

petitioner.
Khan and 04 others, the

serving in Police 

Pakhtunkhwa as Sub-Inspectors, 

to direct the respondents

Force . o'f Khyber 

seek issuance of a writ 

to promote them as insp'cetors
on the basis-of seniority-cum-fitness

as well as on the 

the zone of attaining th(?ground of they being entered inv'

age of superannuation, as i„ such circumstanees, their

other colleagues had already b
een granted promotion, 

are civil servants. The 

of the incidents of terms and 

Disputes relating to such

2. Admittedly, petitioners

matter ofpromotion is one

conditions of civil 

matters fall within the

service.

exclusive jurisdiction 

™'’“"al while the jurisdiction
of the 

of the High Court 

of Article 212 (2) pf

on ofislamic Republic of Pakistan,

I
Iis barred by-the express provisions

the Constituti
1973.

ATTESTSB~fd~M
ED ■TRVS\C9n

war High Court 
^ OUN 2017
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3.

stands dismissed. However, the petitioners , may voice 

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

Announced-
24.05.2017.
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^ PESHAWAR
«V

m-'K .-V

i SHW^ APPEAL

bate of institution 

Date of judgment

i r...

•:.<
• i ',

- ifciijiai? 

0112-2015
■' ■'.

• . • •! .
■:••••,5/.

.■ V-

•;
Baha^^anVOAbdulMalikiaiaiTlVOShabqa(ijirp3iarsadda^  ̂
f^ioe. Nor 9/34i Pesh^r; nspectoi® J

llP»'3
-.•\'

. -^MAp^IaiitJP'f ®S•• ,*

h VERSifS ;
-r- O-.•

r
*;

^ P^^ndal Police Offiter/IGP, lOiyber Pakh^nkhWa^
::.P P^avi^p- > -/■'

Additional Inspedor^en^^
Capitel pty Polite QfRcef, Police tine Pe^hawrar.

, Central Police C^cer (CPO)
'p ® " f

T-

r-

•>
o*y-:X* ■•- 3. ^ t

(Respondents) V
*-? i*- ;r

r ^ce appeal u/SA of the Khyhor Pakhtunkhwa t^k....
- against the impugned policy vide Official tor 
^02 2016, promulgated by ttie respoAieot Wn y regardin.^ hnHK^,.

mJ^tJE^epnv^ of M.rh promottnn -.nrf n.H .LSI-j^^^Uftorp

' - i^ras riot vetjesoonlripH

*. .*
al Act

^7-53/CPB datPrf i. ^

appeilantfieing

'i-/
- ‘V

-i:“V • ?

■4

■•- r* ' -■■ •' - [T^r Of Xhi^ grievanr^. XXP*' •-.* »-/••VO' r,.

!
-;i->

■"vt. •'

.'.■--X IMr. Muhamnriad UOTfian Khan Turiandii Advb
Mr. Ziaiillah, Deputy Distiict Attorn

-T cate : For appellaht; X 
X For respondents:ey :

n

^ i

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH

;-
. V- ;*

MEMBER (JUDIOAL): 
MI|MBER (EXEOmvQ :

•>:

..i

t

ymtEsm
JUDGMFMT

i; •'•_ ■•V

r

MUHAMMAD AMIN iCHAN KUNDI, MFiutncp. ^ 

disposed of instant ^rvice appeal 

Mahmopd \/tii Versus

Our this judgment shall 

as well as^Service Appeal No.::l2S7A2017
. I

V- • .-:
titled '/m -i

Provincial Police Officer/IGP,

(CPq) Peshawrar
■K.'.' Xv ' ■ Xt'x\XX-:X„.

Fazl-e4ladi Versus Proidnciat Police Offi^rAGP

Khyber; V
. «7'• ;

PakhtunWiw^ ; Central Police OfficerI X :*;
e J :<^ersr,.- r'

Appeal No. l28R/Sor7^ -rX.
. •'i-

;•
XxfXx,: »

i'-'.■- -

....
■\

■:*'

'V-'••% ••
ua«9E»a sn»‘.»«79Ws;moi
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if-Wt 1
; • ■■wk Khyber PakhtunKhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar and others". 

Service Appeal No. .1289/2617'titled "Naseer-Ur-Pehman Versus Provincial 

Police Pffieer/IGP, Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Officer (CPO) Peshawar

and others" and SeiVice Appeal No. 1290/2017 tid^^ “Muhammad Nawaz 

versus Provincial Police Officer/IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central 

Officer (CPO) Peshawar and others" 

involved in all the service appeals. ,

[«;•r.
V-

f: -

R.

p -

£S Police.
---

.f-
as common question of law and facts are

S'*

s

AlJ^aiTied counsel lor the^appell^ts" and Mr: ;Ziaull^h/Deputy Diifricr2.
-.i

I

/VttcUTiey; ;:aidngWith; Mr.;^ :l^Uhamrn& ; :RUziq,:, HUad' ■ Constable,;, for^' the i ; V 

respondents also present. Arguments heard and record pei^used

%
:

t '

i •.* : '
3 Brief fact^ of all the aforementidhed service appeals are; i;hat the^V' •

. ...
wereV. phimoted cis ^ 

dated 31.03.2016. That a policy ietter NO- 

V ^ ^'’^^■53/CPB dated 09.02.2016 was promulgated, the CCPO Peshawar and all 

Regipnal PoHce Qfficers (RPOs) were ^sked by the Inspector General of Police

. that the list of confirmed Sub-lnspect(|rs ^hb *e due to be retired in next six :

appellant: were serving Jn v Police ; Depart

coriforirried Sub-lhspectors on list "E“

•>v- -

i

r

Ki •li . ;I
months must be maintained at CCPO Peshawar and respective Regional Police 

O^ces for inclusion of their names |n list "F* and grant of officiating promotion 

as Inspe^ors: will be forwarded at leUst three

:

: !•

months period to their 

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

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

for their legitimate right of promotion to the rank of Officiating Sub-lnsp 

That the respondent—department as per aforesaid policy

*?

• .
ectors

were bound to

promote the appellants to the rank of Officiating Inspectors ;before: their.r

gj^irement. That the appellants have been retired on attaining the age of
I

i ■;
■3t-

:•

li mi l^■r^ln^Tl'll^^T^nllT|n'll'l II M lim



; •* , ^

^ V V super^nuaticiri on 04.05.2017 but the 

promoted them to the 

were fully qualmed and eligible for

resporident-departmeht HasC j/ . / notr - ' 4'

iP post of Officiating,Inspectors despite the facts that they

"■A- .
promotion, of the same post. That afterr

1:-;: retirement, the appellants filed departm?ntaj:appeals:for notional

to the worthy inspector General of Police 

not responded hence, the present service appeals:

Respondents

promotion

h on 14.07.2017 but the^ame \vereI--
j.;

m
vk ■

t .

• •;

; 4, i^iere summoned who contested the appeals b^ fif • .mg
written fepHes/comments

-

5. Learned counsel for the appeilarits

. serving in Police Department.- It 

unblemished service record they

contended that thp appellants were 

was; further contended that due
f -

I-
to their V,

•a ..

^ b:v
were promoteid to the rank,of cohfirtn^d Sub-

Inspectors. It was further contended that
the respondent No. 1 issued the

aforesaid policy dated 09.12.2016 wherein the CCPd
Peshawar and all; .

"i '

\ Regiorial Police Officers (RPds)

Police that the list of confirmed Sub-lnipectdrs

directed by the Inspector General of•I $ were
cI;

h
s who are due to be retired in

^ next six months must be maintained 3t CCPO Peshawar 

Regional police offices for inclusion of their
and respective

5

nanies iin list "F" and grant qf
officiating promotion as Inspectors will be forwarded at least three months 

contended that that the appellants

i

period to their retirement. It was further

had passed the Upper Course Training and were fully qualified and eligible for 

promotion to the post-bf Officiating Sub-inspectors as the
t

: y were going to be 

not promoted them / 

despitevthe facts that they were

retired in hear future but the 

to the post of officiating Inspectors

respondent-department had
Iy.

i. /'■. fully

of Officiating 5i^-lnspGCtors 

the basis of aforesaid policy but the

cjualified for promotion to the post 

and there, junior were aWo promoted on

.......... . i» niMffiiiiiiiflanmf ■vifninfiniirri ■ i ■■■■ n mnypi m mifniuMB ~in tumni in win him inn If fnriTrtBiicwiiiihp>i n



Vr.:*.. f 4 . -:‘;-V'

’T'

:j f M: :. i,'.-i -.--k;.7^' f'
. It was fiirtHer contendedI a[)peilants were illegally deprived from prornbd

-'-'f
th^t the appellants have been now retired from service on 04.05.2017 bn

attainjrtg the age of superannuation therefore thjey filed cjepairtmental appeals;

for the prornotion of the said post tp the worthy Inspector General o 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesjhawar on 14.07.2017 but the Mfne were not 

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

department may be directed to issue'notiohaP promotion order of the 

appellants to the post of Officiating Inspectors-

dn 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

r.s-r ft

§1;
; *.

-I- -
•s*5ii

:

'ii!
■Zi

6.

i E ■

If uVIr
■ -and their narpes were placed on list “F” 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 pf confirmed Sub-lns;7-actors are waiting for promotion as Inspectors

their own number/rotatioh as per seniority of list "F". It was further

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

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

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

:

I.'

j -■!
I 5rk: i

5

i \

on

;

^ ■

appellate in respect of anY tetm and condition of his service rnay file 

ser\}icb appeal but in the present service appeal neither any original nor any 

appeilate order has been challenged therefore,- the service appeal " is not 

rTiafbtainable and prayed for dismissal of all i the aforementioned service

original orr

;
j ; .

--••1 •(•

,v
■!

appeals.i ' i'

T*

’‘"0SSS.'
i .

*;
'I

i
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Police ;Perusal of the record reye? s that the appellants were serving in

record they were promoted
W 7.

Department and due to their unblemished service

the r^nic of confirmed Sub-Inspectors. The respondent-department has

issufed the aforesaid policy wherein ^ Was dir^ea^ thejnspector General of

H i' - -
! - i T ■

•-I
f -I ! up to

- .S,.' ■

Police to Capital City Police Officer as well: as oh the Regional Police Officers 

(RPOs) in Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa to; forward the cases

*;' V

of confirmed Sub

list "F" for grant of Officiating Inspectors^*•
Inspectors mentioned their names in 

within three months, period to their retirement. The record further reveals that
• :

I .i:

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

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

the basis of aforesaid policy dated

r: --r

■y i

? :

• r. the rank of Officiating Inspectors on

issued by the Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakbtunkhwa 

not promoted to the post of Officiating Inspectors

:7-. = -
V:s

1 09.U.2016i m-
Peshawar but theyt • were

: j-;?
i

before their retirement dated 04.05^017 and their juniors were promoted to

the basis of aforesaid policy therefore.

L

*: ;
V\:

the rank of Officiating Inspectors on

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

■

Xn
\m

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

appellants have also filed departmental appeals dated 14.07.2017 for notional 

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

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

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

appellate in respect of any term and condition of his ;

?ri
;

• 1
^ I Pi

7

W'--m -
i

;*
i .*

- whether original or

service butin the present case neither original nor final order has been passed

deem it appropriate, to directby the respbndent-depsrtment, therefore,
^ departmental authority to decide their departmental appeals fqr notional

; we

• V-

N\
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promotion ta the rank of dfflciatin| Ii 

rules arid law within a period^fthree

of iO^merri; -mef^poriderit^paftme

order of departmehtal

nspectors through speaking order as per

riionths from the date of receipt of copy

nt is further direrted tCO convey the

and thereafter, if the

of depai^ental authonty they are

authority to the appellant 

Ppel^rits were aggrieved from tiie brdera

at hbe^ to approach this Tribunal 

aforementiohed service

left to bear their own costs

subject to all legal objections.

appeals are disposed of irt the abou

All the

e terms. Parties are

File be consigned to the record ropml

AIMNOUNrPh

"' member

11.12.2019

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
member
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te' . ori'iCKoi- riiM 
iNsmrroK crnkrai, or i'oiiok. 

KMYnKS |■A1CIIT^INKIIWA 
ckntrai, POI.ICIC OKi'icic.

. PICSMAWAU.

Nvci'o/cpn/
ORDEU

2020 ’DntfifI PcshaAvjjr

The lollowmi^ rclhod Snh Inspectors of CfiP I'cshawor Irled Service Appeals Nos. 12Xfi. 12)47.vV-'-

Favjtl v-'Umli. I-'x-Sub Inspecinr.
BahnJar Khun Kx-Siib Inspeclor. - 
Mehmood Ali Ivx-Suh Inspector. !
Nascur Ui-Uehman Kx-Shb Inspector.. .
Mulumunad Navvaz Ux-Siih Inspector,

In conipliiinee In Ihe .iuclpment of Service Tribnnal Kl.yhcr l•akhlunkl,w« Posl.nwnr tlaled 
I .1 ..<01 h a mcclirip onite l)cparlmeni.il I'rornolion Commilicc was licld on .■50.00 >fP0 al CI'O lo

n.
III.
IV.
V.

Hi#1
wW0. l ijuiicr a DIH', f niT I V “ C-PO regarding promotion irf conlirmed Snh Inspeelors In

'■ 'Ik <•! OOg. laspeclors. «d,o were retiring within nest thiee fO.t) months. I hc rhainnan oC Ihe 
".."llu. observed that iinparlinB promotion ol'the S.Is will ainonni to onl ol'tnri, pioim.ii,,,.. ohich 

hi en hanncti by Supreme f .ourt of Pakistan, tlcncc. Illcd Ihe siibicet cases

;b»,-

P'm
^ 11

he I obey tssited by the I ohec Policy Board regarding the notional 
■•i y«ii>sequcnt mceliuj's on the ground.s that
\\K

pnnnotion withdrawn
, I , , , , '""Iss/nnlicy regarding notional promotion .ivailaWe in

.„ ' I“w/riiles. l hai ihe poltcy wus contrary to the decision of Am;.': C ourt ivhe'ctn
;. n'’".'l’‘'''‘’"^!'<)h<)oal pronrolion lyts been deck illegal and viidniio«',,r v.-.sic<l righ' of

M- no
i-1

iVJl

Si
»■

•ii
_ Keeping in view of ihc-above facts and-^hrcadharc discussion amonusl the parlii-ipanis ih the 

^ r !" ^"B>ic »ntl pemsal of mcord. the »epnrlmenli.l I'romotim'comml.ta;
, V To PT"'"-", .in the. light of flononrablc Snpremo (Ymr, of ■

.kiM in v,dc ludginenl m (.nminal Original Petition No. Jl0/20n dated 1^.05.31)11 and Inirn nairl
-Pival No. 04/2017 doled l.T.05.2018 that all notional/o«t of turn promotion am banned therclwe the 

< iMnini.iec unaininoii.‘;ly rejocicd/nied |he appeab; ofappellani.*;.

f- -fee;M

SdA
(OU. hSMTiAQ AHMKO) PSP/PPM 

AddI: Inspector General of Police. 
ilQi-s: Khyhcr Pakhiiinlclivva. 

Peshawar
I- mist: No. and tinted even

Copy ol iihovc is Foi’waoicd to;- i
A^dional InspectorCienemlof l’oliee. flOrs: Khyher Pakldnokhwa l-esltawar 
DK ./nOrs: Khyhcr PtikhUinkhiva Pexhawar.
Voapitiil C -ity PiYilec.C'iBiCfir, Peshawar.

■ Regis.rim Sorvi^Trihnnai Khyhfer i'akhlunkhwa Peshawar Idr inldrina.ion in flcrvlce 
Appeals Nos. .1286. 1287, 1288, I '289 and 1290 vide jtidgmcnl dalcti 
AIG/I Aigah Khyher PakhUmkhwar Peshawar.
On’ice Supdt: Secret and E-III CPG Pc.shawar

•1.

.s,-
/ /6.

L. /

(><A,SpIK//lJi:,FlQAIi)P.S|- 
*'dCi/■jiiijhli.'ihment.

\ roe In ipcckYr henend of i^olicc. 
<hybir Pakiuunkhwa.

I

\

\
I^.sha\var.

- v I,

■*«j«apcBMaiaB!K6sqnegsaar»i<'i*f”'''*vn*H‘.
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OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, i 
KHYBERPAKHiUNKHWA I

r BETTER COPY
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

PESHAWAR.

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

The following retired Sub Inspector of CCP Peshawar filed Serydee 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, 

iii. Mehmood ali Ex-sub inspector.

Naseer-ur-rehman Ex-sub inspector.

Muhammad Nawaz Ex-sub inspector.

In compliance to the judgment of service tribunaf Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar dated 11.12.2019 a meeting of Departmental promotion Committee 

was held on 30.06.2020 at CPO to discuss the case of retired Sub-inspector od 

CCP Peshawar in the light of order of honorable service tribunal Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1.

II.

.IV.

V.

1-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. The chairman of the committee observed that imparting promotion of 

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

SLipcrme coul of Pakistan, l-lence filled the subject cases.

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

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

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

TO m rmM cory

{

I

was

1T'
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I the policy was contrary to the decision of Apex court where in out ofturn

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

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

Pakistan and officer of various ranks has been demoted to original rank.
I
I ICccpmg in view of the above facts and threadbare discussion amongst the
!

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

the depaitmental promotion committee endorsed the previous decision and 

recommended in the light of honourable Supreme Court of Pakistan vide 

judgment in criminal original petition no.89/2011 dated 16.05.2013 and intra 

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

promotion are banned therefore the committee unanimously rejected/filed the 

appeals of appellants.

court

Sd/-

Add: inspeclor General of police 

HOrs;K|-iyber Pakhtunkhwa

peshawar

■■■

Kndst:NO.and dated even

(.('py ol above .is forwarded to:-

Addilional inspector General of police.HQrs/: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesh 
OIG/fi0rs;Khyber PakhlLinkhwa Peshawar 
Capilal city police officer Peshawar
Register service tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for information in 
service appeal nos.l286,1287,]288J289 and 1290 vide judgment dated 
1 1.12.2019
AIG/I.egal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
Office siipdl: Secret and E-lll CPO peshawar

awar

II.

IV.

I

V.

VI,

AIG.^csiablishment'. 
Foi-lnspecior General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
peshawar

ATTMnn to MM. 
TMU^, €0^’'
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.9lilit/2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Naseer-Ur-Rahman No.P/351 ofCCP, 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. L 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 eome 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 diie 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
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W.
(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 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.

a I*,., XtN .



GROUNDS

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

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

B. Incorrect as explained in the preceding paras.

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

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

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

inspector being in-eligible.

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

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

law/rules are strictly followed.

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

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

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

Constitution of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the replying respondents.

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

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

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

replying respondents.

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

replying respondents.

L. Incorrect. The para already explained in detail in the proceeding paras. 

Furthermore promotion in each and every rank is made is pursuance of existing 

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

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

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

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

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

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

respondents.

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

16.05.2013 and dated 13.05.2018 all notional/out of turn promotion are banned 

and declared illegal and against the vested rights. The appellant was rightly 

proceeded under the law/rules.

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

judgments as explained above.

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

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pal^unkhwa, 

Pesha\Ar.

Additional Inspe^for General 
of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

y

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.91^y2020.

Ex- Sub Inspector Naseer-ur-Rahman No.P/351 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.

Provinciat^lKe Officer, 
KhybeiVPakhtunkhwa,

Additional InSm^or General of 

Police, Hqrs: Peshawar,

Capital City'Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

u' X -tlVs.-r - ^•'av . r<:jc.r.v. .. :>•.v• - 5. , * *•:: •' v»*.


