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Since 10.08.2021 has been declared public holiday 

account of 1st Muharram, therefore, case to come up for the same 

on 07.10.2021 before S.B.

• 10.08.2021 on

Reader

Clerk of counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Wisal Khan, 

Head Constable alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional 

Advocate General for the respondents present and stated at the , ■ 

bar that the implementation of the judgment has been made. In 

this respect, copy of notification dated 27.09.2021 was 

submitted, which is placed on file. As learned counsel for the 

petitioner is out of station, therefore, to come up for further 

proceedings on 10.11.2021 before the S.B.

07.10.2021

7'

17
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

/

, jj\i

Vv^4- ‘

Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Addf. AG for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the petitioner stated at the bar 

that grievance of the petitioner has been redressed and 

requested that instant petition may be dismissed as 

withdrawn. His signature also obtained in margin of order 

sheet. In view of the above, the execution petition at 

hands is filed and consigned to the record room.

10.11.2021

•.s

■ \
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Chairman



OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR
PH: 091-9210239 Fax: 091-9210927

Dated, Peshawar the2.7®9*2021.

NOTIFICATION.
No.CPO/E-lI/2021/Revised Seniority/ v3^$/ ,ln compliance with the Judgment issued by 

the Honorable Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar dated 18.03.2019 in Service 

Appeal No.800/2018, Execution Petition No.129/2020 followed by order issued vide Endst: 

No.l4596-603/EC-T, dated 16.08.2021 by CCPO Peshawar and duly approved by the Competent 

Authority, the seniority of Inspector Muhammad Ismail Shah No.P/378 is hereby revised w.e.f 

26.11.2013 in the rank of Sub-Inspector. His name is placed above the name of Inspector Zar Wall 

No.P/225 and below the name of Inspector Sadat Khan No.MR/98 in the seniority list of Inspector 

and Sub-Inspector on list‘T” as stood on 10.07.2020 conditionally and provisionally subject to the 

outcome of CPLA lodged by Police department before Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Sd/-
(RAI BABAR SAEED) PSP 

Dy: Inspector General of Police HQrs 
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Endst: No. & date even.
Copy forwarded to the:-
1. Addl; IGP HQR Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
2. DIG of Police HQR Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.
4. DIG of Police CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

• 5.- Registrar Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
V^^-A^sistant Inspector General of Police Legal CPO Peshawar.

7. PSO to the IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
8. Office Supdt: Secret Sc CP Branch, CPO Peshawar.
9. U.O.P File.

{ZEESHA]TASGHAR)PSP 
AIG/ Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.



\z lA

Petitioner in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. AG 

alongwith Abdur Razaq, Reader for the respondents present.

The representative of the department has produced copy 

of notification bearing No. 2644/E-III, Promotion as Offg.

22.06.2021

Inspector(BPS-16), dated 22.10.2019, whereby the petitioner 

alongwith others was promoted as Offtg. Inspector BPS-16 with 

immediate effect. According to the recommendations prescribed 

in the notification against the name of petitioner at S.No. 3, he 

was given promotion in compliance of the judgment of Service 

Tribunal, Peshawar subject to decision of the CPL7\. According to

information of learned AAG, CPLA is still pending before the

August Supreme Court of Pakistan. It is not clear from the

recommendations of the DPC that on what parameter they

complied with the judgment of this Tribunal. In the operative

part of the judgment, it was observed that theP
appellant/petitioner had qualified the upper college course 

through notification dated 18.06.2015. It was further observed

that two notifications referred in the same part of the judgment

related to his confirmation. The Tribunal while relying on Para-B

of grounds of the appeal, noted that revised notification No.

4159/EC-I, dated 01.03.2006 was not acted upon. If this is the

case, the respondents are required to implement the notification

dated 01.03.2016 r/w operative part of the judgment to ensure

its compliance in letter and spirit. To come up for implementation

report in the given terms on 10.08.2021 before S.B.

Chairman
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Petitioner is present alongwith his counsel namely, Mr. 

Yasir Saleem, Advocate. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional 
Advocate General and Mr. Aziz Shah, Reader, on behalf of 

respondent No. 3, are also present.
The process of execution shall continue unless and until 

the judgment passed by this Tribunal is either set-aside or 

suspended by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan in 

consequence of filing of CPLA regarding which the record on file 

is silent. Respondents are directed to produce attested copy of 
CPLA if any filed in the august Supreme Court of Pakistan 

alongwith suspension order else they has to submit 
implementation report on 24.02.2021 before S.B.

25.01.2021

O'
j

(MUHAMM AD-JAM^ KHAN) 
MEMBER (JUDlCLAt)-----

24.02.2021 The learned Member Judicial Mr. Muhammad Jamal Khan is 

under transfer, therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up for 

the same before S.B on 28.04.2021.

Reader

28.04.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 

non-functional, therefore,

22.06.2021 for the same as before.
is adjourned tocase

Reader

<r.i.
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Petitioner is present in person. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General and Mr. Wisal Ahmad, Head 

Constable, for the respondents are also present.
Petitioner submitted application for arraying Capital City

26.11.2020

Police Officer,, Peshawar, as respondent No. 3 in place of District 

Police Officer, Nowshera. Copy of the application delivered to

up for reply, arguments andFile comerespondents, 

implementation report on 22.12.2020 before S.B.

(M U H AM M Al>9AIil^KH AN) 
MEMBER (JUDIClAt)—

22.12.2020 Petitioner present through counsel., y

'7

Kabir Khattak learned Additional Advocate Generalu
for respondents present.

■0
An:-%pplication for arraying Capital City Police Officer as 

respondent No.3 had been submitted which application 

being genuine is accepted^ As per record, Capital City Police 

Officer was respondent No.3 in the service appeal filed by 

the present petitioner. Necessary correction be made in the 

rek^vant recdrd. All the three respondents be put on notice 

wittse direction to submit implementation report on' 

25.01.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

M /2020Execution Petition No. ' /

Date of order 
proceedings

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

21 3

08.09.2020 The Execution Petition submitted by Syed Ismail Shah through
I

Mr. YasirSaleem Advocate may be entered in the relevant Register and put 

up to the Court for proper order please.

1

1

REGISTRAR ■ »

This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench2-

on

v

CHAIRMAN

\.
02.10.2020 Counsel for petitioner as well as Mr. Kabir

Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate
\ \

General for respondents'.present. Notices be 

issued to respondents ^directing them to submit 

implementation report at the earliest. To come up
I

for implementation report on 26.11.2020 before

S.B.
I

I

V (Mian Muhamniao) 
Member (E)

s\.
• y



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

■^Wed'

'^WceT<''2In the matter of 
Appeal No. 800/2018 
Decided on 18.03.2019

Syed Ismail Shah Sub Inspector District Police Nowshera
(Applicant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-1, Mardan. 
^ District Police Officer, Nowshera.

Application for the implementation of the 
Judgment and Order dated 18.03.2019 of this 
Honourable Tribunal in its true letter and spirit.

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the above noted service appeal was pending adjudication in this 
Honourable Tribunal and was decided vide'Judgment and order dated 
18.03.2019.

2. That vide Judgment and order dated 18.03.2019, this Honourable 
Tribunal while accepted appeal of the appellant in the following terms:

**10. As a sequel to above, the appeal is accepted impugned 
order dated 21.05.2018 is setaside and the respondents are 
directed to consider the case of the appellant for confirmation 
as S.l. from the due date. Parties are left to hear their own 
costs.....
(Copy of the Judgment and order dated 18.03.2019, is 
Attached)

3. That the Judgment of this Honorable Tribunal was duly communicated 
to the Respondents, however they have not considered the appellant 
for promotion, which is against the spirit of the Judgment and order 
dated 18.03.2019 of this Honorable Tribunal.

4. That alter Judgment and order of this Honorable Tribunal, the 
applicant is .continuously approaching the respondents for the



t'.-' :•

implementation of the judgment, however they are reluctant to 
implement the judgment.

5. That it is pertinent to mention here that there is no restraining order 
from the Apex Court in the instant case and the respondents are 
disobeying the order of this Tribunal.

6. That the respondents are legally bound to implement the judgment of 
this Honorable Tribunal in its true letter land sprit without any further 
delay.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this application the 
respondents may please be directed to implement the judgment and. 
order dated 18.03.2019 of this Honourable Tribunal in its true letter 
and spirit.

Appel/lant ^

Through

YASIR^LEEM 
Advocate High Court 

Peshawar

AFFIDA VIT

\ do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath t^t the contents of the 
above implementation petition are true and correM\ to the J^st of my 
knowledge and belief and that nothing has beei^ept bji^k or i^Mcealed from 

this Honourable Tribunal.
5^0

Depoftent
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALTFESHAWAR

•4-

Service Appeal No.2^5_of 2018

■ Syed Muhammad Ismail Shah S/0 Syed Bari Imam Shah 
R/0 Mohdiah Liaqat Abad Koroona, Tehsil & District Ndwsherd.........

VERSUS
, ]. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs

Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.
■lii ,r2. Provincial . Police. Officer (PPO)/lnspector General of- Police, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Capital City. Police Officer (CCPO)-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar............... ................. ........... .................................

Appellant

-:r

r:. ^
Respondents

V

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KP SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 
READ WITH ALL PROVISIONS OF LAW/RULES, GOVERNING THE 
SUBJECT, AGAINST OFFICE ORDER/LEHER DATED: 21.05.2018 OF 
RESPONDENT N0.2, VIDE WHICH DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED: 
07.05.2018 OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE DECISION OF NON
CONSIDERATION FOR PROMOTION TO THE RANK OF INSPECTOR 
AND GRANT HIM DUE SENIORITY WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS, WAS 

TURNED DOWN.

S'

KTiybcr r'a’tbttTTvTiwa

hS^C: 'il>lni-y No.

r; 7
, OjiTcd..

Prayer in Appeal:
Oh acceptance of instant service appeal, impugned office 
ietter/final order dated: 21.05.2018 of respondent No.2, may be 
set aside and appellant may be ordered to be promoted to the 
rank of Inspector from the date of his eligibility, with ail back
benefits, so as to secure the ends of justice.

_______ T

s = =: = = = s=: = =: =

^ Respectfully Sheweth:
1. That appellant joined the Respondent Department on 17.08.1988 as 

Constable (BPS-5), after due process and fulfilment of legal/coda! 
formalities, and was promoted frorri time to time, on the basis of 

■ outstanding performance and unblemished service career.
(Copy of service breakup is attached as Annexure “A”).'.D •

That appellant has successfully completed Intermediate College Course 
from F-^TC Hangu, evident from History Sheets of Intermediate College 
Course, dated: 10.01.2004, thus was promoted to the rank of Officiating ASl, 
vide Notification dated: 26.11.2009 and was confirmed vide notification 

dated: 02.08.2013.
(Copies of History Sheets dated: 10.01.2004, Notification dated: 26.11.2009 & 
confirmation notification dated: 02.08.2013 are attached as Annexures “B", “C” & 
“D" respectively).

2..

(

•f;

attested
: .'Vi yusufoB Ijjw Chamber,

I

• EXAi
^yber?:ErV:y.v'-^ 

Service 7Y;;v.., 
Peshavvn'-

x‘(Lk

•va

-----
.... rrffzl-'-t

■' ■
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/
BEFORE.THE KI^ER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.PESHAWAR

: Appeal No,-800/2018
■ V'

Ih / feDate of Institution 14.06.2018 .■Ffev
Date of Decision ... 18.03.2019 -

\

Syed Muhammad Ismail Shah S/o Syed Bari Imam Shah R/o,Mohallah Liaqatabad 
Koroona, Tehsil and District Nowshera. (Appellant); • •

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home and Tribal Affairs
(Respondents). Departmentv Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and two others.

r-MR. AM.1N UR RE.HMAN YOUSAFZAL 
• Advocate

MR. SA.1JADMEFISUD,
Advocate

*,i

For appellant.

•r MR. KABIRULLAH RHATTAK 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.*.0* I

MR. AHMAD HASSAN,
M7^. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI

MEMBER(Executive)
CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT

AHM.AD HASSAN. MEMBER.- Arguments of the learned counsel for the

parlies heard arid record perused.

ARGUMENTS

■y, I earned counsel for the appellant argued that he joined the respondent- 

department as Constable (BPS-05) on 17:08.1988. He reached the rank of 

ofaciatjng. ASI vide notification dated 26.11.2009 and confilTned through 

notification dated 02.08.2013. I'hat the appellant was promoted to the rank of 

oficiating Sub-Inspector vide notification dated 16.04.2014. Thereafter, through 

noiifcation dated 01.03.2016 his promotion as officiating S.Iwas made effective

!_■

>:•

l".'

\
N

sfiV-' ;

I
■0:>.
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2
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feV;

/
•i S.I through notification dated? •vv.c.f •27.09.201 j. He "got-Tegular:- promotion ast:i ■f.: ^

■' '

I

#7 01.03,2016.
•' 1^"' -
ip::,7

He further argued that the respondents promoted juniors to the appellant to

evident from notification ; dated

05.11.2014 read with notification dated 18.12.2004, .03.05.2008, 27.09..2011 and . 

19.10.20157 which compelled the appellant to make departmental appeal on.

j.

:S■ . the rank of officiaiins Inspector, as was'
7?-

. M:'--
... #7-.: -■

■I'.-.

' .-fi
08.07.2017. As the earlier appeal failed to evoke any response from the

preferred but dismissed videf:
respondents, another appeal dated 07.05,2018 

order dated 21.05.2018. The appellant is aggrieved on account of denial of

was

77' seniority and promotion from the date his juniors were promoted/confirmed. He is 

entitled for .confirmation w.e.f 27.09.2011 and as such notification dated 

OH03.20i6 requires amendment/rectification.

'V"' * *'
vJ:

'7'.'-.7

I .
f'-'-

not considered for promotion to the rank ofMoreover, his name was

he had not served as ASI/SI in the unit specified in Standing Order

4.

^ Inspector, as

no. 21/2014 and non-availability of ACR frop 01-01-2017 to 25.0/.2017. The said 

standing order is not attracted in this case^ as the appellant had not refused to 

perform duty, rather onus of posting/transfer of employees lies on the respondents.

domain/prerogative of the cornpetent authority to post employees 

asainst suitable posts. Even his PER were available with the respondents.

It was the• ■ *7 .'

'■f: •

Other employees having same deficiencies/shortcomihg were promoted to

notification dated 19.10.2015. Special treatment

D.. 1

' I

the rank of inspector as per n.4:7
1 .

auainst the rules was given to the officers mentioned at sr, no. 5,32,38 and 42
07/

stbd
I

:-r.

'KfeyL-.rt>

* O'.'.
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IP^il ■; X

enshrined in the Article-25 of thef^'bich amounts to discrimination;' as
'i.-- • ' '
^ Constitution. Reliance was placed on case law reported as-2013 PLC (CS) 1000,

ir..':'
2Qii SCVIR. 408, 2016 SCMR 1254 and judgment of this Tribunal dated

1^'
■ I" 2[.02.2018 passed in service appeal no. 736/2016.1^:/ • "i

I ■ hand learned Additional .Advocate General argued thatOn the other

promotion in list ‘'E”. that is to the rank of Sub-Inspector and list as Inspector 

contingeriT upon fulfillment the criteria laid down in the rules. As his case was 

not covered under the rules so his departraental appeal was rejected vide order

. 6.
0 .

•. I

i

15.. IX

£:■ dated 21.05.2018. He was treated according to law and rules.rx.
t

I

CONCLUSION

The record placed before us during the course of hearing revealed that in

19.02:2014, the appellant was confirmed

7.a
pursuance of the meeting ofDPC held 

as officiating S.I with immediate effect vide notipcation no. 5821/EC-I dated

on

. 1

6.04.2014. On the other hand the notification no. 4167/EC-I dated 01.03.2016

indicated dial he was confmned in the rank of S.I with immediate effect. Approval 

to this fact was given in the meeting of the Departmental Promotion Committee

through revised notification no. 4159/EC-I dated 

promotion order of the appellant was revised and made eflective 

f 27.09.2011 instead of 01.03.2016. It is pertinent to mention here that he had 

qualified the upper college course through notification dated 18.06.2015. The two

above created confusion about the date of his

r

held on 24.02.20,16. Eater on

01.03.2016 the

w.e.

notifications referred to 

. Gonfu-mation. Relying on para-B of grounds of the appeal, it appeared that revised
Ad

notification no. 4159/EC-I dated 01.03.2016 was not acted upon.

H
If.

%
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supported by notification dated 

promoted to the rank of 

rebutted by the respondents and as

further. ’The plea of the .appellant is 

ji'20i4. whereby officials junior 

officiating inspector. This fact has not been 

such amounts to discrimination.

•8.

to him wereI- 15.

fe; ■■

W-

order no.the strength of .standingDenial of confirmation/promotion 

Il/IOIA is not understandable.

on
9.

Posting/transfer was the domain of the respondents.

, Our stance is further supported
ire..i cannot be penalized for the mistakes of others

of this Tribunal dated 21.2.2018 rendered in
Fie

in service appeal no. 

that the appellant was entitled
by the judgment

736/2016. The moot point in the said judgment was 

for confirmation from the date of officiating promotion.

ir
accepted, impugned order dated 

directed to consider the case of the 

left to bear their

above, the appeal isAs a sequel to

21.05.2018 is set aside and the respondents

appellant for confirmation as

File be consigned to the record room.

10.
are

S.l fi'om the due date. Parties are
; r L

■'A

-own costs.

.. ■■r \ i“AHMAD HASSAN)
memberTD' \

1. t’

(HAMID F AROOQ DURRANI) 
• CHAIRMAN

announced
■18.03.2019

F
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

..J^hsLiK^-^
■ :

in liie Court of

JFor
IPiaintiff 
I Appeikiiii 
J Peiitioner 
i Cornplamani

VERSUS 

... .................................. \ Defondanl 
i' Ikcsponcicni 
; .-Accused .

Appoal/RcAdsion/Suit/Applicaiion/Peiition/Case No. O'f

Fi.xecl lor
!/\Vc. the undersigned, do hereby nominaie and Lippoini

VASiR SALEEiVi, 
■lAVVAO URREHMAN &
IMRZADA iVIUHAMMAD-TAYAB AMIN Advocates Peshawar
iT.y line and la\^'ful attorney. Ibi- me m my same and on mv behali' ii) appear'at

____________________________to appeal', plead, act and aiTswer m the abo'ce Coui'i or ai'iy
Coui'i to -which the business is iransterred in the above matter and is agreed to sign and' File' 
p-eiiiiun.s. .An appeal, stavement.s. accounts, e.xhibits. Compromises or other documents' 
wliaisocver. in. connection with the said mailer or any matter arising there t'rom and also to' 
a})nlv for and receive all documents or copies of documents, depositions etc. and to apply 
ior arid issue sumirions and other writs oi' sub-poei'ia and to appiv tor and gel issuer! and 
tirrest. attachineni or other execiiiions. warranis or order and to. ct-induci airr prr)cued.in 
that may arise there out; and to apply For and receive payment ofany or all .sums or submit 
lor the above' matter I'o- arbitration, and to employee any other Legal Practitioner ' 
aufiiorixing him to exercise the power and authorizes hereby conFerred on the Advocate 

I'lrrever he may think lit to c!c'> so. any other lawyer may be appointed hv my said cminsel 
ic euriuiici the ease who shall lia'\'e the same pr)wers.

.A.ND to-all-acts legall) necessar)' to manage and conduct the said case .in ally 
wspect.s. whether herein specilied or not. as may he proper and expedient.

AND 1/yve hereby agree to ratiFy and confirm all law-Ful acts done on m\7our behalf 
under or by virtue oFlhis power or of the iisuai practice in such matter.

!MU)ViDUf) a!vva>'s. iliai 1/we under'iakc ai time ol' calling of the cas.e b\ the 
Caurt-.',n\' auihoi'ize(.l agent shall iniorm [lie Ad\'ocaie and make him appear in Cuui't. iPihe' 
ca.st iTuiy be dismissed in dciaiill. il it be pruceedeLl cx-parle the said counsel si'iall ncT be •' 
field responsible for the same. .AM costs a\sardcd in favour shall he the right of the counsel 
or his nominee,-and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

[N WiTNlCSS whereof i/wc have hereto signAl at
dav to

C'

liie the vear • '
L'.xccuiani/FxecuLai'iis
.Accc|aed suhjeci to the terins regarding fee

YASIR iSALEEIVi:,■iAVV.Alj Ui< UKllMAN-
• .■tci'.si'jcii-:- Migl'i Coiii'l .'ouri. Peslia\'\ar • •/•\

A;
OiM) ■

'IMRZADA iVIl.!ijAMMA'}) ''i'AVAB AMIN

advocatias, [:!:;(:,At;,\;)\'i.sOR.s, .sppvici-: A; i...\iiot;R i.avv cOMSi.'Er.wN i
!• !<-l. I liiur. •liiiniir l’la/.;i. Siuidar I<<khI. . ('anif ( '.ini nci \'i i iV't' ■Jn;,) i.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In RE;

ApplicantSyed Ismail Shah

VERSUS

RespondentsPPG & others

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE 

APPLICANT / APPELLANT FOR 

ARRAYING “CAPITAL CITY POLICE 

OFFICER PESHAWAR” AS RESPONDENT 

NO. 03 IN PLACE OF “DISTRICT POLICE 

OFFICER NOWSHERA”.

Respectfully Shcweth:

That the above noted case is pending adjudication before this 
Honourable Court and is fixed for today i.e. 26.11.2020

1.

That inadvertently DPO Nowshera has been arrayed as respondent 
No. 03 while infact the CCPO Peshawar is the relevant respondent.

2'.

That therefore name of the DPO Nowshera ,may be deleted from the 
panel of respondents and instead name of the CCPO Peshawar may 
be inserted as respondent.

3,

[t is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 
(his application, CCPO Peshawar may be arrayed as respondent 
No. 03 in place of DPO Nowshera.

/
Appli^nt / Appellant

Through:

Yasir'Saleem
2Mvockte High Court, 
Peshawar-

Date: 26.11.2020



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In RE

•• Syed Ismail Shah Applicant

VERSUS
PPG & others Respondents

APPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT / APPELLANT FOR 
ARRAYING “CAPITAL CITY POLICE 

OFFICER PESHAWAR” AS RESPONDENT 

NO. 03 IN PLACE OF “DISTRICT POLICE 

OFFICER NOWSHERA”.

Respectfully Shewelh:

I hat the above noted case is pending adjudication before this 
Honourable Court and is fixed for today i.e. 26.11.2020

That inadvertently DPO Nowshera has been arrayed as respondent 
No. 03 while infact the CCPO Peshawar is the relevant respondent.

That therefore name of the DPO Nowshera may be deleted from the
panel of respondents and instead name of the CCPO Peshawar 
be inserted as respondent,

2.

3.

may

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 
^ this application, CCPO Peshawar 

No. 03 in place of DPO Nowshera.
may be arrayed as respondent

;

Appli^nt / Appellant
Through;

Y^sirSaleem 
Advo^te High Court, 
P^rawar

Date: 26.1 1.2020

/
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OFFICE OF ADVOCATE GENERAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

RECEIPT

Received a sum of Rs. 2400/- (Rupees Two thousand and four

hundred only) as expenses (Photostat, binding, Supreme Court 

tickets and notices to respondents etc) for filing CPLA in the

Supreme Court of Pakistan in connection with case title Service

Appeal No. 800/2018 Syed Muhammad Ismail Shah Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others.
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FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-IL 

ORDERS BY THE PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER 
T^HVRFR PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

*1 y-

I .................... .. *

\
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A
f

notification p

^E-Ill, PiinivinTinN as OFFr,: INSPErrORS fBl>S-161 Dated: 22/10/2019 

As per
Committee in its meeting held on 12.09.2019, the-following confirmed Sub-Inspectors 

hereby promoted as Offg: Inspectors [BPS-16] with immediate effect:-

No.
recommendations made by the Departmental Promotion

on I

List "F" are
recommendationREGIONNAME Hi NO. 

SI Akhiar Ali No. 
50/M

S.NO
The DPC examined his case and recommended him lor promolion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-ld) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation tor two

MalakandI.

(U2)vears._________________________ :___------------- ;---------------------
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two
(02) years._________ ______________________ ______________ ;--------
'The DPC examined bis case and recumineiided him tor promotion to 
ihe rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16), in compliance of the judgment 
ol'Service 'I'ribunal Peshawar No. 800/2018, over which the CPLA. 
has been pui-iip. 'I'herefore, the promotion is recommended subject to 
decision of the CPLA on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on
probation for two (02) years.______________________ _______ ^--------
The DPC examined his case and recommended him lor promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector.(BPS-16j on regular .basis. According to 

I Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation lor two
(02) years._____ ;___________________ ^_____________________;--------

'The Dl^C examined liis case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: lnspector(BPS-l6)on regular, basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule.l9H. he will be on 
probation fur two (02) years.
Note:
The Committee further recommended that he spent 03 years in ACh, 
therefore, he may be transferred to his parent unit/region for 
actualization of his promotion, df he. .doe's not join Police for 
actualization, he shall.not be given promotion. - ■ ___

' The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promolibn to
the rank of Offg: Inspector, (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01.2017 to 01.07.2017 
and its submission uplo 3 1.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,. he, will be
probation for two (02) years._________________________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the. rank of Offg; Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two
(02) years._______________________________________ _______ _____
The DPC examined lii.s case and rccoinmciidcd liiin iof promolion to 
the rank of Offg; Inspector (Bl'S-lb) on regular basis subject, to 
completion of ACR for the period from Ot.OI.2U18 to 31.12.2018 
and its submission upto 3 1.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on
probation fur two (02) years.__________________________ ________
The DPC examined his case and i^ecommendcd him for promotion to. 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on.regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two
(02) years._____________________________________ ______________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promolion to, 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regiilar.basis ,:Sii^jpci;Jo- 
completi'on of ACR for the period from 15.04.2016 io'/i6.p9)20.f6 
and its submission,upto 31.12.2019. ,
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,^ heffwdjjfvbejtohr,
probiitiuii for two (02) years.___________^___ . ' ;
The L>PC examined his.case and recumihendcd him fur pVoipOt'ioiyto': 
the rank of Offg: .Inspector.(,BPS-16),.on'regular basis. A/ccprdiilg.-lo;:. ;: .' 
Rule 13-18 of Police RulcVl93H; iie wili’be on probation IqiHwo / 

____

D.l. KhanSI Muhammad Nawaz
No. D/41

2.

CCP,
Peshawar

SI Ismail Shah No. 
P/378

3.

1

-?
CCP.

Peshawar
S! Gu! Shed No. P/3864.

SI Muhammad Saciiq 
Shah No. H/149

Hazara5.

If!i
ii
L

MurdanSI Salih Muhammad 
Khan No. MR/122

6.

;
on

MardanSI Nooran Shah Khan 
No. MR/126

7

MardanSI Sultan Mehmuod 
No. MR/130

8.

KohalSI Nasrullah No. K/1059.

;V

D.l KlianSI Said Marian No. 
D/43

10.I
^0

\
"■i

•!
KohaiSi Naimai Ullah'No.

K/96
I-l.

I k

Jts
A-J-

k____1.
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The DPC examined his case and'recbmmeii^d' him for proiriotiomto
the rank of OlTg; Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01-.01.20i8 to 31.12.2018^ 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019. ;
.According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.________ __________________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Of!g; .Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of .ACR for the period from 01,01.2018 to 31,12.2018 
and its .submission upto 3 1,12.2019.
Accordiiig to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,. he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.________ ' '• • •_____________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01.2018 to 31.12.2018 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years. .._________________________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 06.06.2018 to 3I.12-.2018 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.______________________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two 
(U2) years.____________________________________________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of .\CR for the period from 01.01.2018 to 31.12.2018 
and its submission upto 3,1,12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.________________ ^__________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: inspector.(B.PS-16). on regular^b.asis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, lie will be oh 'probation for two 
(02) years.______________ _________ / . ___________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of OlTg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01.2018 to 31.12.2018 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years. _______________ ^________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the. rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for”ithc period from 01.01.2018 to .3 1.12.2018 
and its submission upto 3 1.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule .1934, lie will be on 
probation for two (02) years.____________________________ ______
The DPC examined his case .and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01.2018 to 31.12.2018 
and its submission upto 3 i.T2,2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.

” 12. MalakandSI Shah Jabbar No. 
414/M

MalakandSI Fazal Karim No, 
32/M

13.

MalakandSI Zewar Khan No. 
66/M

14.

Malakand,SI Riaz Muhammad 
No. 467/M

15.

MalakandSi Sultan Khan No.. 
37/M

16.

MalakandSI Amir Bahadar No. 
370/M

17,

.MalakandSI Iqbal lid Din No. 
492/M

18.

MalakandSI Faiz Mohammad 
No. 500/M

19,

MalakandSI Jameel ud Din No. 
520/M

20.

MalakandS! Noor Baz Khan No. 
540/M

21.

The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of-Offg: inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis: According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two 
(02) years.___________________________________________________
'I’he DPC examined his ease and recoinniencled him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on-regular basis subject to 
completion of ACRs for the period from 01.09.2014 to 31.12.2014 
and 01,01.2018 to 31.12.2018 and its submission upto 31,12.2019, 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for tsvo (02) years._________________________________
fhe DPC examined his case and recommetuied him for promotion to 
the, rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01.2018 ,io 31.12.2018 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019. . -
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934,' he, wilFbc on 
probation for two (02) years. j■' . r

MalakandSI Muhammad Wall 
Shah No. 544/M

22.

SI Sherin Zada No. 
212/M

Malakand23.

SI Gul Zamiii No. 
159/M

Malakand24.

The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promo.tion to 
ihch'ank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for- two 
(02) years.

SI Muhammad 
TawheedNo. II 1/M

Malakand25,

,-v

i
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'Hie DPC examined Kis case and recdmmehdVd'^him^lbrrpr.omotioa td:: : i
ihc rank of Offg; Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two

Malakiindr SI Imran Klian No, 
I i3/M

26.

.- (02) years.____________________________________________________
'file DPC examined his case and recomniciided him for promotion to 

„the rank of Offg;,lnsp.ector,(BPS-l6) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two

:
MalakandSI Bakin Zada No. 

94/M
27.

'i-- •'

(02) years.
The DPC examined his case and, recoiiimended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for lwo

MalakandSI Mayat Ali Shah No. 
153/M

28,
J

(02) years.
'fhe DPC examined his case and recoininended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-.16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACll for the period from 01.01.2015 to 31.12.2015 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019,
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on
probation for two (02) years.__________________ _______________ _
The DPC examined his case and reeoniiiicnded him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-i6) on, regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01,2018 to 04.10.2018 
and its submission upto 31.12.2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rulci'1934, .he will be on
probation for two (02) years. _____ ’ ■ '_______________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.
Note:
'fhe Committee further recommended that he spent 03 years in ACE, 
therefore, he may be .transferred to his parent unit/region for 
actualization of his promotion: If he does not join Police for
actualization, he shall not be given promotion.____________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two

MalakandSI Mian Said Jamal 
No. 53/M

i29,

i-lazaraSI Gohar Rehman No. 
1-1/45

30.

HazaraSI Muhammad Saeed 
No. 1-1/156

-31. i

\

/ CCP. 
Peshawar

■S'.

(02) years.
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion toiii-QnzTAslam No. 

P/34
CCP,

Peshavvar
33,

the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) bn regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.
Note:
fhe Committee further recommended that he spent 03 years in ACE, 
therefore, he may be transferred to, his parent unit/region for 
actualization of his promotion. If he does not join Police for 
actualization, he shall not be given promotion.________________
The DPC examined his case, and recoin mended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, Ite will be on probation for two 
(02) years.___________________________________________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACRs for the period from 24.08.2016 to 31.12.2016 
and 01.01.2018 to 24.04.2018 and its submission upto 31.12.2019. 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, lie will be on
pi bbatioii for two (02) years.____________________________ ^______
The DPC examined his case and l ecoininended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two 
(02) years.___________________________________________________
The DPC examined his case and reeomineiided him for promotion to
the rank ol'Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.

CCP,
Peshawar

SI Wilayat Khan No.34.
P/46

C^I>
CCP,

Peshawar
Si Zardad Ali No. l»/5335.

CCP,
Peshawar

SI Shakir Ullah No.36,
P/57

Cf^I>
CCP,

Peshawar

cef
i

The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two 
(02) years. • ■

SI WaqarAliNo, 
1-1/1 84

Hazara38,

S! Gliulam Kazim No. The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion Vo 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-i6) on regular basis subject to 
completion of ACR for the period from 01.01.20i7 to 04^05.-2017 
and its submission upto 31.12,2019.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on 
probation for two (02) years.

D.l Khan39.
0D/8

i
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SSsP/Operations, Investigation & ,Traffic, Peshawar 
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Copy of above Is forwarded
necessary action to the:-

1.
2. \
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SI Fuqir Muhammad
.No. IV100

Tha DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion lo 
the rank of Ol'fg; Inspector (BI^S-16) on regular basis subject-to 
com

CCP,
Peshawar

plelion of ACR for the period from 01.01,2018 to 31.12.2018 
and its submission upio 31,12.2019. '
Accordii:g to Uule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be 
probation for two (02) years.

on
. r

1
SI Sajid Farooq No.-
H/213

Hazara The DPC examined his case and rccoinmeiided hint for promotion to 
the rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13*18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be on probation for two 
(02) years. __________________
The DPC examined his case and recommended him for promotion to 
the rank of Offg; Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. According to 
Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 1934, he will be'oii probation for two 
(02) years.

i

;
SI Alices ul Hassan No. D.l. Khan
D/55

i •

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rules 1934, the officers will be on
probation for 02 years.

Sd/-
Muhammad Naeem Khan. Dr, PSP

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber, Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar''

/E-Ill. Dated Peshawar, the / ,10/2019.

5

koI
■■■ '-'No.1Ji

!
Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

1. Addl: LsGP in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
2. All Regional Police Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Commandant PTC Hangu.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. Deputy inspector General of Police, Traffic, Khyber Pakhtunkhvya, Peshaw'ar. 

L.,..--6:^apital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
7. Deputy Inspector General of Police, CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
8. Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar.
9. Office Supdt; E-I! CPO/Peshawar.
10. U.O.P files.

J

I

C-p/
/•

[SADKrBALOGH)PSP
AIG/Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

-cA',Ac
■inr\

r'

5SP/0_- 
SSP/I _ 
SP/Caatt 
SP/City- 
SP/Rural 
SP/Sec- 

- SP/HQ-- 
SP/T.O- 
SP/T. HQ- 

I DSP/L/OS
p.oyc.c.-
PA/EC-n-
\SJCO\\

X
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i
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. p'eSHAW^'
j^OFFICE-QF T^E INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICED KPK.’PESHftyAS ^

' /Legal dated ^ /2021.

"a»r

V
c

KM '"copy of order sheet daWd 25.01.2021, in Execution Petition 
li’i’No.-129/'2020 in Service Appeal No. 800/ 2018 received fr^ 

■"‘".'Honofable Service Tribunal, Peshawar is forwarded to the Capital

»?

the

City Police Officer, Peshawar for compliance of Court orders, please.
*

Vf

AIGXLEGAL
For Inspector G^K^eral of Police 
Khyber Pakmunkh\a, Peshawar.

r

/e
1 •U12

it fi>0;3‘' 1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHtUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

2:7
!nihe matter of 

‘ Appeal No. .800/201 8'. 
Decided on i8.03.-201'9 '

Syec/ Ismail S/i(ili Sub Inspector.District Police-Nowshera .
■ (Applicant):-

VERSUS

I. Provincial Poijce Officer Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. ■
'2. Deputy.Inspector General'of Police, Mardan Regiph-l., Mardan.'- 

-'-.District Police'Officer; No.wsherav •*
J .

.2 f. (Respondents):•

Application for the inipjenienta/ion of the 
Judgment and Order dated 18.03,2019 ..of ih’is^ . 
Honourable Tribunal, in its true letter and spirit. .

RespectfuHy Submitted; ■ ■ V '

1-. That the above .noted service appeal'.was pehding'adjudieatio.n-in this ■ 
. Honourable'Tribunal and was decided vide judgmenl and order dated 

■ .18.63.2019.- ■ . - ■ ' ' -2-
.*; •

2: That vide -judgni.enp and. order, dated 1.8.03.2019,■■..th;is.-'l:lonourable 
Tribunal,.while accepted appeal ofthe.appellant in the follo.wing terms:;. ■

'JO. As a sequel to above, the appeal is. ac.cepted impugned 
order, dated 21.05.2018 is setaside [and Jhe respondents are . 
directed to consider the.case of the appellant for confirmation .

.. as S.i. from the due date. -Parties are left fo hear their own 
costs....
(Copy of the Judgment.and order dated J,8.03*2019, is .

. Attached)

'3. That the judgmeiit of this.l-lonorable Ih-ibunal was 'duJy cominunicaled 
■ to the. -Respohdents,- however they'..have not considered-'the.’appellant 

for'promotion', which is against the-, spirit'of the.-judgme'ni’and order- 
dated-18;03.2019 pft-his Honorable.Tribuh.a].'.

4. That after judgment and ■ order .of this ; Honorable Tribunal., . the ■ ' 
applicant is ebntinuously ■. approaching'■ the respondentsfor the. . It

•,'S >



i

i

. -T

■ implementation' of the judgment, howeyer tiTey: are O'elucianl to - ; 
. impJen^enl the judgment.

, 5^ That it is pertinent to mention here that'.there is'.no'restraining order
■ from the Apex .Court in. the Instant case .and the..-resp.ondents. ate 

disobeying the oixl.er of this Tribunal.

6. That'the respondents are legally bound lo'im'plemen.l tHc judgmcnf of 
this Honora.ble Tribunal ih its'-true letter l.an.d sprit-withbul any further 
delay. ' ' - - . / • . ' '

•»
'

7/ is. therefor.e'.. prayed that dn. acceptance of this 'appl'ication the 
respondents- may, please be:, directed ta implement fjie Judgment and . 
order dated-.JS. 03.2019 of this' Honourable' Tribunal in its 'true leftei 
andspirit.

i

.Appelfent

Thr.bugh -iL ■
YASIR\SALEF.IVI ; 

Advopafe High’Courl - 
- . Peshawar '■

*• :•

AFFIDAVIT . .
.»■

• contents, of the'1 do'hereby soleihniy'affirm and declare on oath that, .the 
above implementation petition- are true'- and -correon to the-'^sl- of my 
knowledge and :belief ,and.that nothing has beei^rkept b^k or i^^ocealed from. 
this Honourable Tribunal. • '

oe r^o. /•y .'

• *.*. >/ "Y.-

I

:•



: Tfi i BU 'Hkir?l^haIvAMcE Ti-;;: uriYDER PAKHTyN/.riyVA SERViCf: m
■ -r

of 7018 ■Sc-^-'ice Appeal.No'4>

Sy'*d-Mij.hoM'.'"',-3Ci'fsiriC!l-Shoh S/G Syod Baii In'toni Siieh . ■■ -
:.::Gai.Abad Koroona, Tehsil a Disfrict NoWshera.. ..Appe!!an|• K/O

VERSUS ■ m• *.
KKyber P'akhtunkhvva through Secrdidry' Home -S..Tribal Aifairii '. 

vani. Civil.Secretgriai, Peshawar. ■
■■ .iucio: Police Officer (PPO)/lnspecfor, Genera! ■ of,■ ■ Ppiice, -.Xhybor 

: ji:;vunkhwci Peshawar., : ■ ' ■ ■ '
Ccpiial City Police Officer .(CCPO) Khyber Pokhtunkhwa,
Feshowar..

.1*'

I: .
■ ll-

. ...Respondenis.. .-r . .

■'ll
'V'iSERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KP'SERVICES'TRiBUrtAL ACT, 1.974 

"'.kEAD'WITH-ALL PROVISIONS OF vLAW/RULES,, GOVERNING THE 
' SUBJECT, AGAINST'O.FFICE ORDER/LETTER.DATED;.2i;05.2018 OF 

RESPONDENT NO.'2, VIDE 'A'HiCH DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED:
• 07.05.20.1'8 OF' TK'E APPELLANT AG.AIMST THE DECISION '‘G)F., MON- ■ 

//.. ! / ,' ■- , „CONSIDERATiOM .FeR PROMOTION TO THE ■RA.NiC.-OFTNSPECTQ.R 
1 I 'I/aKD grant him due SL-W!GRjrF WITH ALL BACK .BENEFITS .'.'/./AS

turned-down.; ■

. iTi
■V,.

IF?
F .: . . f

!

't^'P'-ldSilCL-djO Q 3g_r
II

On ac.ceptance of instant serNMce appeal, ■ impugned' office ' .. 
■leffer/final order .dated: 2T-.,05.2018 of respondent No.2',. may'be 

■ se-i aside and'appeliant may be ordered- to be promoted fo fhe-- ■ . 
■ronic of inspector from the date .of his. eligibility, .v/lth. ol! bock 
benefits; so as to'secOre the ends of justice..' ^ ■
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■ Thai appellant joined the Respondent Depa'iim'ent ■6n.-;i7'.08:l933 as.'-^ 
Constqible; (BPS-S), after due 'process and /ulfiiment -of 'lega'l/cbdcil- 
formalriies; ■■ arid '.vbs. promoted from 'lime; to'-time, on. the.- basis- of. ', 
outstanding performance.and unblemished service..cGreer..V ' - '
(Copy of service breakup is Ojjcched as Annexure “A"). .

That appellant has.'successfully completed Jnterrfi.ed'iafb. Colle'ge. Course'.
. ym PTC Hangu.-.'&videnl 'from Hjstory bhbefs. bf 'lnferhiodi.are .Cclleqe - 

Course, dated': 10.01.2004, rhus was promoted IO IHg ronk of'Officioilng' ASi
^ vide Nofificafib-n.ddfed:'.2<5.11.2009 ond was con-firmed';ideyolification 

dated: 02.G'S.2013. ' ■
(Copies of . History Sheets., clqied: 10.0’l.2004;. .Notificalion dated: 2i'A 1.7.009 ?. 
confirmation notification dated: 02.03.20.13 or'S altcched as Anhexuies.'‘.B", ''C" /F' ' 
“D" respectively)/
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OlUc-oV iii^uUun'on . .2 14.06.20lS','-
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Sv'e<; !-‘:iri.;!majn.S.h'ah R/o MohaUali laaqat'aM
: . CApiU'-llanl)

• Ainaii 'Shad S
I '.it I i .'tilt' !' M.-l l . i'.-l • •

• • ■• •• • y'
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' 'vh\3)ei' Hakhai!'i>4iv/a Through Sccreiary Homs; and Tribal Aflairs 
CT-il S-^:rciaria:. P|Aha\var and lwb oLhcrs.'■ . (Resppndents)

^io^Cr!u;;sm.br

h;L-SA‘'y.Ai. • ■• \ -•SijN 1;RREH:v:AN

S.a.:.'AD'iv!EHSUD.. .
- - ■ For appellant.,

:. ;:.4 3;iAOi.LAH KHATTAiC...
iv'i'iai .AdiVOAvlcCrijVjra: • For respondents.:

■- .N>lFMBER(ExecuLivc).
chairman'ir/fAD’HASSAN. .

p. riAM!E'FARpOC'OUlHAAlA-

.-'.rii.un'icnis of the learned counsel foi the .>' •\PSaN. MFiviBlH.AH T-; \. •;
V*

nedi'd end record'perAiod.

;•
:i',vliant argued'that ,hc Jo'inedpiic respondent- 

*• . , *.• . •
1.7.08.19’88-. He' VeaCiicd •• ihc .rank of

jV-V die :i

•.*
'h:,:, ■•■'n•i an

j • •.
; Cb. I!.2069' arid, _con!'irn\ed_ ’ through 

appclIanl.Avns pro,naoicd'.to the rank.of

. 'iddFca'ivu^\ %rau'v

8.::n:3. Thai;:h.-;n-!0,i Ualr;d vA.''I

vk!o'nO!i!icatiOi' dated 16'.04.201,4: Thertafter, through ,

blTi'cia.ling’ S'.l Aas nrade. cUeetivo '

‘ I . !

id hisTM'bmolion .ast;ahcn daicd.O'
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!'v: v,r :;;!-;:..'i!-:-;J '.Iw proniQlcd.Juniors, uv ihc’nppcIlnnMo

• ■:\Vi\\ c-h'cii’.iir-^/ ip:-p;j'jic>r.. a:; ‘ 'S'as cv.idciii '.from noiincaiibn daiccli •

ivnd dai.d !;:a-2.20()^.-03.05.200B..-27.09.:201 1 itnd

. ii'iifii c.o;r;i?‘:-lj“.\1 dvj app'?iiant lo make, dcparimcniai'appcai on 

-cavli'jf- appeal' lailed lo evoke .-any response 'from ihe
‘ • • • i "

. * i .. ; ^ * .• * • •

■■'v:-pv’ivJerii.:.. iTiiaiher ep'/pea! daied 07.05.2Q18 was prcfen'cd' but dismissed vide.' 

"lO.. ■ daicd y: i .05.20 i 8.' Idle La'i^ci'laiy is aggrievedOon acconni;'ofi-dcriia! of.

.::;2 ssrontopL'n ;Vo!Vi ihe'daic 10:;- Janiors were'-proifiotcd/coivlirmcd. He.is ■' 

eeinhrnia'!0:1, 'v.'.v.i _'■.'0-72(M I and ■ as.-, suchnoii'ficalion , dated ■

1.0 ' ,00 I V.--jnii'-js :iiVM>iU:iVic:U''i5-e!!lH':i:ion.
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: 2io-;v-.v:er.. his'.naine.-wa.s not considered . for-p.romotion to Hlie‘rank' of

.■he i}a.d no: screed as .■VeH;.S,!' in ihc'Unit spccilled‘in. Standing Order ■ 

-. 2!^2|!!4 and non:avaikibiiiuy of s\CR iVom 01.0i ^O-i7 ro 2-5-d)7;;2'ni7.-The said ■ 

orewr is’ npL..LiU'.'ac>c'd nV tins case. ,as the appellant liad not refused to ■ 

rLifi-r.'r o:;t[S ol"posdng''u ahsfer of enipjoyecs lies on the .respondents. ' 

■•v.i.s ’.he. doir!a!.n,''prerogan\'<4p)f ilie 'eompetent ati-thprity to''post'eiT.p!6yccs 

-.'gamst siiiiaoie pp'sts. Eyen his P-LfR '>verc''available with 'the respondents'. ■

'or.

•r:-‘VdiH%

I.

i: emph.vcccs ha'cing same'dehcicncics/shortcoming werc-proirioied to 

ranir cd' inspector’ as. per ndtificado.i-i dated-'19. |0'.2d! 5.-‘Special- treatment

Cdh-r

.;c

d'te rulco'was gi.'vc.vv' id'(he oni.cers mentioned at-sr-ono. 5.3-2;58-arid 42.i-lSiMSi
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£/R-iditiuiial' Advociue Gcnprar,argued, that (
Olh--;‘ I'';’!!'.! '

oarotion'tu lisf-E" th^t if to rhe.raaidoASdb-Inspeelor and list>-F-ds.Inspector■; ,
i
:
i
( •

foinllmem dte enter,a laid down (n; the ruksa As Ws .case was 

red autder ihe.ruids so his oepartnaental appeah-was rejected-vide order, s-
if: GonungGi'ii 'vi-pOi^ ■ ■ . K •

ii

iWK cove: ;•

..••.•rciinuHo lavy.antl rules.•;
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IiAihuej’lhc .course nl' Ivcai'ing Ve^aled; tliat iir. 1
i’ito j-tvcord piuced-boiOi'c

i!

thc-meeving -orDKC held on i 9.p2.2nr4: dte..appcllant was-Con-ni-med (t.\;>Gv;aUcv •. ;

a iiiiiTOrdiate ’effeci-vide' notjficritiontnot o821flEG-[;;dateci.■ S.l iwitii0 ■•'i'ick.nii :
>

: ■■■!;r.0-;;2ai4.--6u rhe/other hund ate.iiodficanofi no.-4167/EC-T: datod..01.0.>.20!6.

e'vvasooivEhned in die rank-oPSd\vith;immediai:e-oeieot. Approval ;.ilicn-ed duu hed ; !
**, •

ivpn'. in die rneetinu :of the Departmental Promotion-Conimittee,.

revised notipcation’ np. 'd; 1 59/EC-I elated _

•' .U'-ilii? -act.V/aU p

oti Au.h2.A5 1d: l.nier on thronpH;

^^lOiin.-n._o^do!■ -h'-iii.' appellant lyns.,revised’cintl nandc cficchvc

J !i\siead-oi;‘'0!fcl3.2tAA perlinoiit lo.mentioiTdicre diul.he haJ - . ■

■ior.', 2'! i '.i’l'-; '

•,-..o.i:'27.t.r>.2U!.i

co!ie-2e .course ihr.Ough. noti Ification 'dated 1 S-.'06.20-! 5.:. dhe two 

nohdeations relei-red. P. above .croaled -conl'tisipn obout- .pa -date' of .lus . 

.. -. .o::A;rrnatibfr Retying on para-B ofsrQunds of the appeal, ipaPpA^d-that revised.,; ■

. v:-oi!icatioh no,4id9/EC-I dated 01V3.201-6 was not acted upon,'

ualilled bh:; upper
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ilii'uicr. .'SLiijpoi'icu by;’'iio.. ..VjVioii Ui/icJ > 
' ■ ■' '■■■■' ‘ ■[(

y/heieby■ oinciai? iraiior- fo, him wcre.lpronioted to' ihe.rahk of
• * * . . * ' ‘ ^ * *’..**.

o] noting-■inspector. This -pci has no: been rebutted ;by the respondents'and

-:i.:=:n nivioiints iV^-discnminaLion. •

:• *.*
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V

•I?

. IjciiiaJ (;d' co)ia!i;hTai'r.:)ri/)}LOiiidt.ion on die/strcngtli'offslanding.-order np* ■ 

not onderstandabie- PosnogAransfer was tlic-domain of the-’respondents-. ' '■ 

.. eannot.be penaii^ect ibr the rnisiakpa-of pibcrs/Our stance isALirther supported 

■ bv ihe JuGgn-ieni:Of viiis/nibunai dated 2 1-.2.20] 8 rendered, in’sdhnce appeal-no^-' ' 

■'-b':- 2Q](y. The n'lOOL-point, in d-c sai'd-.i-uclgment-was ihat thcrappellant was entitled 

vioii iTom.xhedatc of ofiiciattng promotion.

2!-2014 is

:* coivnnrtCi

• ;*
.• *

aepti.e! .to above, the appeal ..is acccpi.ccL impugned ..'orclcr dai'ctj:-'- 

O'O.Jt.fl e ;s :-:tft. a^tiue-and liic'|■e.spu!alelUS hic dircctedHo consider tbe-chsC'pf .llie’- 

ap-r-eliani ror e'cnfirmatJon. a.s S.l from th'e due'date.'Parties'are Jeft'tb bear their . ■ 

'be'co!‘:sig:.;eci ib'-he record room.
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; POWER OF ATTORNEY. ' •
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OrJheL . f\Joujs\^e:io^
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OyvLiiti:. PoljciL ! H'-'lfiulaiii 
• ; kcspond-s’iii

■ UA.ccu'scv!'
• I

.A’ppOiil/^Rovision/Sini/Applicaiion/Pi.Tiilpn/Cdisc No. PI'

i/'.VV. ib.c Lincltisigncd. do hcivh\ nominuicTinil appoint .

■ VASmSALEKM^'
■JAVVAD.UR RFJIiVlAN ■
pjRZADA' iVJIJHAMMAD TAYAB AMIN'AcIvocatcs Peslmvvar'' ■
iny. iriiT and In-vYtu! aliornc). tdr.'nid iii iny sainc Nind on ni'\ .behall.'. lo : ippoiir ill

j„ 1;. ..P> appear, plead, acl and'aiTswer in lire ahd\x‘ Corin'or any. 
t. ouirio-v\hioii [he hiisiness is iVan.srcnVd innhe above- mailer and. is a'yVecrio si^n and life ‘ 
|K’tiiuiii.s,- An appeal., slaiemonis. _aceoiims. ex-hihirs,''Comproini.ses ,or. olber 'tloeunients 
'.vlial.s-.icvcr, in eonnec-.tion vviih die said mailer or any jiiaiier aris'iiiy, there from and also ip 

■ ajipl) idr and receive, nil 'documems or-copies of doGumenis-'cleposidons eie. and loapply 
I'.n and. issue su'mmons'and other ufi-is or Sub-pbemi-aiKl lo appiV lor "and eei -issued ami ■

warraius or {)i'der .ami lO..eoi!i.iiiei'. aive pruecedim.’,
. ■ llial may arise Ihere opl-: a.nd io apj>ly-for and recei\-e paymem oi'iins- or a!!,.snms‘or submit 

for-die-‘above maiier-a.si ■arbiiralion._ aiid io.-employee' any-olher .i-.egitl PraeliVibner 
aaihoir/.iiiy him [d exeiVise ihe poxver .and .aillhor'ize.s'hereby'conl-erfed-on die Ativoeaie ' 
uh-,-iv\ei: he-maydiii-nk Ji-i uvelo so: an>' oiher lawyer lna.v,.he..appomled Hv.nm 'said counsel ' ' 
a--vv-uonei ihe ea.se w'lidishall h.axe die same powers.

:!rresi..aiiaeiiment or oilier e.xeeuiions'.

AM), m ail aeis. Ieyall> necessary_ lo. maiume a'iid-'coiidijer.die said ease:dn'all •' 
vspeeis. w hether l.ieit'in speeilled or.noi. as may be pAiper. and expc.dieiii.'

aND I/vve-.hereb\ agree lo ralily aiufconlirm-ad- lawful 'aels'doire onAvoA'uir behalf ' 
under or.by viriue o.i'ihrs power or-o.f the ii.siKdpraeiicx'i.n .such mailer. ' •

i'R.OVInf;!)* alwa\'s. dial I/we iiiKk-rlalee ai..linie of -eaili'iig of ihe ease b\ the 
i-.iiv iu'iihori/ed agc-iii,shall ioforni die' AdNSieaK-and make hini-appea'i: in..(.Tiun. If die' ' 

e;i';.e-may be dismissed ip delaull. iJ it .be pi'i.eeec.k\l 'ex-.-pane-;lhe.-.sakl eouiisef sir.dl iK.l..he • 
held ivsponsil)le-toV .the same. .-Mi costs awarded- in liivoiir slialt be die I'iuiil 'of the euuiisci
or his noiniiiec..ancrif jnvarded againsi shall bo payable by.me/uY ‘ . 1."' '- ‘ '
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IN WEPNiCSiS yviieredl’ l/\vc hase herelo sigiieel at 
■ • ' . ■ ■■■• dav lo ■ ■

.. —1.-,..,.-

die
l•..\eeul•.llll-duxeeuL^lnls■ .'. • - '
.\eeeiMe.d subjeel'liS the.lerhis regarding fee
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