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: BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1373/2017

Date of Institution ... 28.11.2017
Date of Decision 06.05.2019

Kafoor Khan, Inspector Police, Presently working and posted as Inspector, Finger
Print Bureau (FPB), Forensic Science Laboratory (FSL), Investigation, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Hayatabad, Peshawar. (Appe}lant)
VERSUS
Provincial Police Ofﬁcer (PPO)/1GP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province, Central Police

Office (CPO) Peshawar and three others. _ . (Respondents)

MR. M. USMAN KHAN TURLANDI,

Advocate ' ---  For appellant.
MR. MUHAMMAD JAN . | ., |
Deputy District Attorney ' ---  For respondents:
MR. AHMAD HASSAN, - MEMBER(Executive) .
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI : -=--  CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT

AHMAD HASSAN. MEMBER.- Arguments of the learned counsel for the

Ny

.;,parties heard and record perused.

/

ARGUMENTS

2. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that he joiﬁed the Crime
Laboratory, Finger Print Bureau (FPB) Police Départment as Constabie on
15.11.1978. By dint of hard work, he was proimoted to the rank of Officiating Sub-
Inspector (BPS-14) vide order dated 18.10.1992. There was only one post of
lﬁspecfor in the said Organization. On 01.02.2015. Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector got
retired from service, ,therefo_re, a post fell vacant for promotion as Inspec&o"r. As a
sequel to the approval of Departmental Selection Committee in its meeting held on

25.11.2016, the appellant was recommended for promotion as Officiating ..
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Inspector vide order dated 25.11.2016. As post of 'In‘spector was lying vacant since
01.02.2015, so he filed a departmental appeal for grant of promdt‘ion from the said
date. His departmental appeal was di‘smissed vide order dated 29.08.2017, hence,
the instant service appeal. Appellant had to wait for 24 years to be elevated to the
rank of Inspector. He deserved to be given ante-dated promotion. Reliance was
placed on case law reported as 2006 SCMR 1938, 2010 PLC (CS) 760 and

judgment of this Tribunal dated 16.04.2009 rendered in appeal no. 1101/2008.

1 3. On the other hand learned Deputy District Attorney argued that a post of
“Inspector became available due to retirement of Inspector Mr. Zakir Khan. Case of
the appellant was placed before DPC and recommended for promotion to the post

of Officiating Inspector which was notified on 25.11.2016. Promotion is not a

vested right of a civil servant. It is always granted with immediate effect. The
appellant had not quoted any rules under which retrospective promotion could be

granted. He was treated according to law and rules.

CONCLUSION

4, The appellant joined the Police Department as Constable on 15.11.1978. He

was elevated to 'the rank of Officiating Sub-Inspector vide order dated 18.10.1992.
On reaching the age of superannuation Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector retired from
governmént service on 01.02.2015 and a post become available for promotion.
The case of the appellant was considered by the DPC in its meeting held on’
| 15.11.2016 and recommended his name for promotion to the Officiating rank of
Inspector. His promotion was notified vide order dated 25.11.2016. He preferred

departmental appeal for grant of promotion from the date of availability of



ANNOUNCED

vacancy ie (61.02.2015). Hié-deéértinental ‘appee‘llv\lvas rejected vide order dated
29.10.2017. In support of his claim, learned counsel for the appellant was unable
to produce relevant rules where-under his case could be considered. Promotion is
not a vested right of a civil servant and is always granted with immediate effect. It
would not be out of place to mention here that he was granted Officiating
promotion to the rank of_ Inspector. It could be equated tb temporary
promotion/acting charge appoiﬁtment perm-issible' to the civil servants of the
Provincial Government under Rule-9 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
Servants(Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) Rules 1989. The appellant is yet
to be promoted as InSpeétor on regular basis. The judgments of the superior courts
relied upon by the learned counsel for the appellant éannot be attracted to the case

in hand.

5. As a sequel to above, the appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

| [ D HASSAN)
\ . | MEMBER

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI)
CHAIRMAN

06.05.2019
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\: . 06.05.2019 Appellant with counsel "present. Mr. Muhémmad Jan, Deputy”

District Attorney for respondents present. Arguments heard and
‘record perused.

Vlde our detailed Judgment of today of this Tribunal placed

~on*file, the appeal is dismissed. Partles are left*to bear their own

-cost. File be consigned to the record room., kj
Announced:
06.05.2019

RN

s € L Ahmad Hassan)
‘ ) \ o o Member

" (HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 4 I
Chairman '




13.11.2018 Due to retirenmgt of Hon’able Chairman, the Tribunal is
A defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned for the _same  on
©-@H022018 before DB. -

R
g

04.02.2019 _ None. presenf on behalf of the appeilant. Mr. Riaz Ahmad
Paindakheil, Assistan_t AG alongwith- Mr. Unner Bashir, Inspector for the
respondents present. Notice be issued to appellant and his counsel for

att¢ndance and'»ar‘guments er 22.04.2-:01-9 before D.B. B
b . S '
(AHM%AS_SAN) ' (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER .. / - MEMBER

2042019 Appellant present in person’ and Mr. Ziauflah, DDA
alongwith Mr. Hasa-n'-K:han Inépector Legal for the resbo'nd'ents
-present. Due to none availability of D.B, therefore the case is
adjourned for the same on 06.05.2019 before D.B.

P2
Reaaer -
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7 09.05.2018

The Tribunal is non functional duc 1o retircment f the
Honorable Chairman. Theretore, the case is adjowrnced. "To come pp for -

the same on 02.07.2018 belore S.13.

* Reader
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0307.2018 Appellant in person and Addl: AG alopgwith M':'g.'g; A

16.08.2018

- 25.09. 7018

Shiraz Khan, H.C for thc respondents present. 'Writt¢n reply -

submittcd. Cost of Rs. 1000/- also paid and receipt] thercol

obtained [rom the learned counsel for the appellant. ‘The gppeal ts

assigned to D.B for rcjoinder and final hearing on 16.08.20

. r
Mcmber{
TP
Learncd counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir U_I“l;-*h 2 "'g
lcarned Additional Advocale General present. Learned counse

appellant sceks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguthe: s
25.09.2018 belore D.1B.

/& . I F
(Muhamnhd %(Ii) - (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member T Member
' ' ’ ok
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Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant is- -al$ol absent

However, Mr. Daud Khan, junior counsel for the appellant presen_t ahdﬁ,“,;
submitted rejoinder. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. -

Sher A]am S.I for the respondents present. AdJourned 10 come up for

arguments on 13.11.2018 be10|c D.B. S R, '
/ L L
(Hussain Shah) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal) "“' n
Member - .Member , ‘! g .




06.03.2018 Appellant in person present. Mr. Riaz Painda Khel,

“Assistant .AG for the respondent present. Written reply not

3 ot 'A

submitted. Learned Assistant AG requested for further fime
‘adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for wrilten.

reply/comments on 19.03.2018 before S.B.

~Member

<

19.03.2018 Appellant in person present. Mr. ‘Kabir Ullah~ Khattak
Additional AG present. Representative ot the respondent department
is absent. Therefore, [resh notice be issued to the rcspolncllcnl
department for altendance. erucn reply not submitted, .carned
Additional AG requested  for  adjournment. Adjourned. Last
opportunity granied. To come up for written reply/co;{nncnts on

19.04.2018 before S.B.

L.

-——

(Mui]ammad Amin Khan Kunck{'i)'
Member

19.04.2018 Appellant in person and Addl: AG present. Rﬁ)l‘CS@ﬁt&]tiVC of the
respondents department is absent. Therefore, {resh nolicés be issued to the
respondents department to attend the court positively. W ritten reply not
submitted despite last opportunities. Requested for further adjournment.
Last opportunity is further extended subject to payment ol cost of Rs.
1000/~ which shall be borne by respondents from. their own pockets. To
come up for written reply/comments on 09.05.2018 belore S.13.

)

Mecmber

¢
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©01.01.2018 Learned poupsel" for the. appellant present. Preliminary

arguments heard and case file perused.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the

appellant was appointed in Police Dc‘pa‘l;l‘m\(\-:nt for Crime Laboratory in

N | Finger Print Burcau (IFPB) as Constable c‘>11.~il5.1 1.1978 and as a token of his
~ hard working, devotion, honesty, he was gradually promoted to the rank of
Silb—Inmspectot vide order dated 18.10.1992. That on 01.02.2015, one Mr.

Zakir Khan, Inspector retired on attaining the age of superannuation and
resultantlya&acancy occurred, which created a chance of promotion to the

rank of Inspector. That the appellant being senior most Sub-Inspector ‘Was

the only eligible candidate to be promoted as such. Further argued that latter

on, t’he DPC wassconstituted dated 15.1 1'.2016 and as a result thereof, the

appellant \&"@S promoted as Inspector with immediate effect vide original

b
N HE

ML~ e .‘ . ~
;ir;ipugned order dated 25.11.2016. That it was followed by a departmental
| _
appeal for antedate/retrospective promotion w.e.f 01.02.2015 i.e the date of

occurrence vacancy, which was filed and hence the instant service appeal.

Points raised need consideration. Admitted for regular

hearing subject to all legal objections including limitation. The appellant is
“ élsd directed to deposit security and process fee within (10) days, whereafter
notice be issued to the respondents department for written reply/comments on

19.02.2018 before S.3.

(GUI\Z*@%O@

Member (Executive)

19.02.2018 ‘Appellant in person and Assistant AG for the
respondents present. Written reply not submitted. Learned
Assistant AG requested for further time adjournment.

Request accepted. To come up for written reply/comments on

- 06.03.2018 before S.13.
(Gul Z&6 Khan)

Member
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| Form-A
FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of ' , ' |
Case No, 1‘3—7 312017
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings ; '
1 2 3
1 13/12/2017 The appeal of M:r. Kafoor Khan resubmitted today Mr. |
Muhammad Usman Khan‘| Turlandi Advocate may be entered in
the Institution Register ;and put up to Worthy Chairman for
proper order please. i
i \
! , REGISTRAR 'B\u_[ N
2- i§/)7,//7_ This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prelir:ni'nary hearing

to be put up there on _©j [0/ /i@

|

;" CM




The appeal of Mr. Kafoor Khan Ihspector Police FSL Hayatabad received today i.e. on
28.11.2017 is incomplete on the following‘scoré which is returned to the counsel for the
appellant for completion and.resub'miésion within 15 aays.

Original impugned order was passed on 25.11.2016 and departmental appeal was made

on 9.8.2015 much before passing the impugned order meaning thereby the appellant

has not preferred the departmental appeal against the impugned order dated
25.11.2016 appellant is directed to place a departm'ental,app,eal on file if any.

/7
No. & 570‘2. /S.T,

Dt. 271 // /2017

KORTRR TRAR ¢

SERVICE TRIBUNAL \“ \ ! )
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

Mr. M.Usman Khan Tuflandi Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE: K PRSERUCET 7R/BINA PESHAWAR.

InRef: to§@No.__ 1D T2 of2017.

Kafoor Khan, Inspector Police, ........... Versus............PPO & others.

1. | Main Service Appeal. : N 16

2. | Affidavit. | 7

3. | Promotion as Sub-Inspector dated 18-10-1992. “A” 8

4. | Retirement of Inspector Zakir Khan Dt: 01-02-2015 | “B” g

5. | First/original impugned order dated ;gg‘:?;f;%%ﬁ “C” /o0-H
6. | Departmental appeal/Forwarding Memo. - “D” 19~ /L,
7. | Application for decision of Departmental appeal. “E” 5

8. | Final impugned order. < 16

9. | Vokalatnama. |

Through;

Muhammad Usman Kha
Turlandi
Dated; 24/11/2017. Advocate Peshawar.

OFFICE: Flate # C-1 Haji Murad Plaza,Dalazak Road, Peshawar City.
Cell# 0333915-3699 03005895841




Khyber Pakhtukhwa
Service Tribunal

In Ref: tOS@?NO. Ig? 3 of 2017. | Diary No. [35\8
Datedme7 ?‘

Kafoor Khan, Inspector Police, presently working and posted as Inspector,

Finger Print Bureau (FPB), Forensic Science Laboratory (FSL),
Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Hayatabad,

PESHAWEL ..+ v eeeereeeees o seeeseeeeeeses s ....APPELLANT.

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police Officer (PPO)/IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province, Central
Police Office (CPO) Peshawar.

2) Additional Inspector General of Police, Headquarter, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Police Line, Peshawar. '

!3) Additional Inspector \General of Police, Investigation, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Police Line, Peshawar.

4) Director, Forensic Science Laboratory, Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Hayatabad, Peshawar..................cccevviviennnn, RESPONDENTS.

- service appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
Act. against the final impugned order dated 29-08-2017 passed by

o the resgondeht No. 1, communicated to the appellant on 29-10-2017

=" whereas the departmental appeal dated 10-08-2015, regarding
ledto-da

antedate(retrospecttve Qromotlon w.e.f existing of vacancy (dated
E*&e%m.i:rm;w"E

>2lnly, -

01:02-2015 ) was filed and hence the first/original impugned order

No. 4414/e-lll_dated _25-11-2016 whereby the a eIIant was
promoted as Inspector with immediate effect was upheld.

8

%9 PRAYERS IN APPEAL.

=7
= .
G On acceptance of this appeal, the respondents may be directed to  rectify

promotion of the appellant as Inspector on the bases of seniority cum fitness

wéf existing of vacancy dated 01-02-2015 _instead of promotion
with immediate effect dated 15-11-2016 and the legitimate valuable
right of the appellant be restored.

&
d
23 | .
% and amend the first impugned order to the extent of antedating/retrospective
e
L d
0
’3;
B
%€

Qe l;;%i



RESPECTFULLY SHEWITH:

1. That the Appellant was enlisted in Police Department for Crime Laboratory
in Finger Print Bureau (FPB) as Constable on 15-11-1978 and as a token of
his hard working, devotion, honesty, dedication, integrity, regﬁlarity and co-
ordination, he was gradually promoted to the rank of Sub-Inspector vide
order dated 18-10-1992. (Copy of the promotion order as Sub-Inspector is

~ annexure “A”).

2. That unfortunately, there is a single post of Inspector in Finger Print Bureau
(FPB) and the appellant under compulsion/persuasion had to wait for his

promotion to the rank of Inspector whenever the vacancy is existed.

3. That on 01-02-2015, Mr. Zakir Khan,}nspcctor was got retired on attaining
the age mamuation~ and thus, on existing of the vacancy, a chance of
promotion to the rank of Inspector was created in Finger Print Bureau (FPB)
whereas the appellant being senior most Sub-Inspector was the only eligible
candidate to be promoted as such. (Copy of the retirement order in r/o Mr.

Zakir Khan, Inspector dated 01-02-2015 is annexure “B”).

4. That the appellant had to be promoted to the rank of Inspector, in case, had
the DPC been constituted well within time just after or before thé retirement
of Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector on attaining the age of superannuatioh dated
01-02-2015. | I |

5. That latter on, the DPC was constituted dated 15-11-2016 and as a result

thereof, the appeliant was promoted as Inspector with immediate effect vide

original impugned order dated 25-11-2016.(Copy of the original impugned
. order dated 25-1 1-2016 is annexure “C”).

6. That in the given scenario, the appellant preferred an appeal which is self-
eXplanatory and duly recommended and supported by forwarding memo
seeking therein his antedating and retrospective promotion to the rank of -
Inspector w.e.f 01-02-2015 when the vacancy was existed on the retirement
of Inspector, Mr. Zakir Khan and not with immediate effect. (Copy of the
deparfmental appeal coupled with the recommendation/forwarding memo is

annexure “D”).

7. That the departmental appeél was however forwarded to DPC, constituted
dated 20-07-2017 which was filed and the first original impugned order was
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upheld vide final 1mpugned “order dated 29 08-2017 but the appellant was
kept unaware about the fate of his representatlon and latter on, on his
application dated 25-10-2017, the final 1mpugned order was handed-over to
the appellant dated 29-10-2017. (Copy of the application and final impugned
order passed by the DPC convejed/communicated to the appellant on 29-10-

2017 is annexure “E” & “F” respectively).

8. That in the given circumstances the appellant prefers this service appeal
seeking therein his antedating and retrospective promotion to the rank of
Inspector w.e.f 01-02-2015 when the vacancy was existed on the retiremenf
of Inspe.ctor, Mr. Zakir Khan and not with immediate effect and for the
redressal of his grievances on the following amongst other grounds inter-

alia.

Grounds.

a. That the Appellant has a proper recurring cause of action and is suffering
from continuous injury and his grievances should have legally been
redressed by the Appellate Authority and by not doing so, the impugned
order is illegal, unlawful, without lawful authority, withont. jurisdiction,
against the law on the subject and against the norms of natural justice and

liable to be declared as such.

b. That it is evident from the record that the appellant was promoted to the rank
of Sub-Inspector in the year 1992 and since then was performing his duties
as such with great zest, zeal and enthusiasm and till date no adverse remarks

whatsoever has ever been assign to him from any quarter.

c. That he served the esteemed department in the rank of Sub-Inspector since
the year 1992, almost 24 years, but due to lack of Vacaney, he has been
waiting very patiently for the last 24 years in hope of h1s further promotlon
as Inspector and being senior most Sub-Inspector, was the only ellglble

candidate for his due promotion on the bases of seniority cum fitness.

d. That the moment, when the post of Inspector is fallen vacant, the DPC
should have been convened and soon after, the appellant should have been
promoted as Inspector It was the fault on part of the respondents not to
constitute the DPC, had the DPC been constituted well within time just after

or before the retirement of Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector on attaining the age of



his superannuation dated 01 -02- 2015, the appellant would have been

promoted in time and 1o grlevances of the appellant would be left.

. That it is evident from the record that the DPC was constituted very late so

the appellant should never have been penahzed for the act/omission on part
of the respondents and in such scenario, the appellant should have been
promoted with respective effect w.e.f the date of existing of vacancy on the
retirement of Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector and by not doing so, the respondents
have encroached the legitimate rights of the appellant embodied in the
charter of the fundamental rights guaranteed by the constitution.

. That the respondents have enjoyed their own innovation and monopoly

while passing the original impugned order and subsequently to file the

representation by upholding the previous orders.

. That there is no legal bar as to the correction/rectification and to amend the

impugned order to the extent of promoting the appellant w.e.f the date of
existing of Vacancy on the retirement of Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector and this

august Tribunal has the jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.

. That valuable right was accrued to the appellant whereas his fundamental

valuable rights have been encroached by the respondents on their personal
whims & wishes and such encroachment is hit by the command of the

constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

. That the Appellant has vested valuable right, accrued to him regarding

proper correction as prayed for in his service record and violation
thereof would hit the command of constitution and such fundamental rights

could not be taken away with a single stroke of pen.

j. That it has also been held by the apex supreme court of Pakistan that the

judgment of the Supreme Court unless reviewed would have binding force

so far such previous judgment of the Supreme Court has remained intact---

appellant could not be knocked out on principle of latches. (2010 SCMR
Page 421).

. That promotion of the appellant from the date of existing of vacancy should

have been considered and as such the appellant is deemed to be promoted

: retrospectlvely

. That the act of respondents by not rectifying the discrepancy in the

impugned promotion order by illegally keeping and illogically promoting the

appellant with immediate effect and not retrospectively which is not only



deblorable but also ~ aéamst the  fundamental rights of the appellant

guaranteed by the constitution.

. That discrimination in service as observed by the respondents in the matter

of promotion of the appellant with immediate effect and not retrospectively
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.

. That the appellant being deserving and eligible candidate for his due

promotion while no adverse remarks whatsoever has 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.

. That there is sheer discrimination in the matter of seniority of appellant and

the respondents have acted according to their own sweet will, whims,

wishes, discretion and innovation.

. That the appellant has not been dealt with in accordance with law and equity

and the appellant has been made as scapegoat who has been penalized for no

fault on his part.

. That Islamic State is under obligation to establish a society, which is free

from exploitation wherein social and economic justice is guarantéed to its
citizens. {2005 SCMR 100 (c & d)}.

. That further submission will be advanced at the time of hearing the

Appellant at the bar.
- It is therefore, humbly prayed, that on acceptance of this appeal,

‘the respondents may be directed to rectify and amend the first impugned

order to the extent of antedating/retrospective prOmOtion of the appellant as

Inspector on the bases of seniority cum fitness w.e.f existing of vacancy

dated 01-02-2015 instead of promotion with immediate effect date
15-11-2016 and the legitimate valuable right of the appellant be restored.

Through;

Muhammad Uéman
Turlandi
Dated; 24/11/2017 » Advocate Peshawar
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BEFORE THE ZKPRZSERICE

LRETBURNED PESHAWAR.

i

In Ref: to ?\/S:@ No. of 2017.
Kafoor Khan, Inspector Police,............. Versus...........PPO & others.

AFFIDAVIT.

I, Kafoor Khan, Inspector Police, presently working and posted as
Inspector, Finger Print Bureau (FPB), Forensic Science Laboratory (FSL),
- Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Hayatabad, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying service appeal are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and that hothing has been
kept secret or concealed therein from this august Tribunal.

- , ¢
DEPONENT:

\\

IDENTIFIED

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.
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; & N AV\\AQQD( By

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Central Police Office, Yeshawar
No. B/IL, dated / /2015
FOR PU BHCATION IN THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-H,

ORDERS BY THE INSP GENERAL OF POLICE

Lot

i nlon *(* Laboratoiy

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

NOT!FICATION | |
' Dated:/g/;, / 2015.

iy

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

ﬂ:lnwmh wa, P g]zawcu'

No. ‘ 23 q /L ll RETIRFMENT ON SUPFRANNUATION PENSION
inspector Zakir Ullah of FPB/. (FSL) shall stand retired from service on

Pl attaining the age of superannuation i.e 60 years w.e from 01.02. 2015(A.N).
b He should deposit all Govt: belonging \ wlth the |elevant store. :
P | ‘ | - (MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF)psp
3 ' A - Addl: IGP/Headquarters é
P S S ‘ " For Inspector General of Police,
L Khyber pakhtunikhwa Peshawar,
[ ' No.: o"\(/f@‘* by - /El! . |
3 Copy of above ls forwarded for mformatlon and necessary action to
theg.- .
: 1 Addl lGP/lnvestlgatlon KPK Peshawar w/r to his Memo No. 662/EC
| . dated 11.02.2015. .
, /2 Director, FSL, KPK; Peshawnr with the request quoted above.
ZQ." | -~ 3 Accountant General, KPK, Peshawar - , '
| . 4 Office Supdt: Secret Branch:CPO.
g - 150 V.0 File. ..
l g o SR (SYED FIDA HASSAN SHAH)
: ? | ) \ o S AlG/Establishment
!‘cf ‘QC/ F\C(owﬂlmﬁ ){ ‘For Inspector General of Police,.
N ' e 0 R Khyber pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
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o FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 4 C "o
i PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II, AVWALR ==
i ORDERS BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

NOTIFICATION

i

I | .
Lol , ~
fefl {f /E-IN, ADMISSION TO LIST "F" & PROMOTION AS OFFG: INSPECTOR Dated: 29 11172016

{

, , {\s pér, recommendation of the DPC dated 15.11.2016 duly approved by the worthy
- Inapector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, names of the following confirmed Sub-Inspectors
are hereby included in List "F* & promotion as Offg: Inspector with-immediate effect:-
. ——  ———

3.NO MAME & NO. “REGION | RECOMMENDATION

S1 Said Amin Jan No. "~ CCP, Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

P/393 - Peshawar | The Committee  further recommended for
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he' is retiring on 11.12.2016, after
attaining the age of superannuation.

St Anwar Dad Khan No. | Mardan. Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. R
MR/115 The Committee ' further recommended for ‘-
exemption from Standing Order -No. 3/2015,
because he is retiring on 01.02.2017, after

‘ attaining the age of superannuation.
S Muhammad Zaman Kohat | Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
No. K/74 , .| The  Committee  further recommended for

exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he is retiring. on 31.01.2017, after
: attaining the age of superannuation.
5t Naeem Khan No. Malakand | Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
277/M _ The  Committee further recommended for
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he is reticing  on 01.02.2017, after
L ’ attaining the age of superannuation. e
S| Shoukat Saleem No. Kohat Recommended for promotion as Offy: Inspector.
K/3t o : The Committee ‘further . recommended for
' exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he s retiring on 04.02.2017, after
attaining the age of superannuation.

S| Diyar Khan No. ‘Mardan | Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
MR/133 ‘ The Committee further recommended for

exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he is retiring on 11.02.2017, after
_ attaining the age of superannuation.
Sl Muhammad Waris+ | Malakand | Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
No. 3127M - ‘ The  Committee further recommended for -
: exemption” from Standing Order No. 3/2015,°
because he is retiring on 17.02.2017, after
attaining the age of superannuation. |

SI Agleem Khan No. .| Kohat | Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. i
K/37 ' ‘ The Committee further recommended for |

' exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015, !
because he is- retiring on 25.02.2017, after | :
attdining the age of superannuation. l -




0,

Sl Arif-ur-Rahman No. | Malakand Recommended for inctusion of his name in List
376/M , with his colleagues.
10. | St Muhammad Adnan D.l.Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his name in List "
No. D/37 ' , ‘
11. | SI Nageeb Ullah No. D.l.Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his name in List
D/42
2. | SI Muhammad Ramzan | D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in List
No. D/44 : ,
13. | SI Saleem Pervez No. D.l.Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his name in List
D/06 A
14. | Sl Said Marjan No. D.I.Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his name in List
D/43 T
15. | SI Kashif Sattar No. D.I.Khan | Recommended for inclusion of his name in List
‘ D/15
FSL CASES : :
: 16 Sl Magbali Khan of Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector

Arm Section

S| Kafoor Khan of
Finger Print Bureau.

Section

Fire | - FSL
| =)

Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector

NO L/;L//S'“ L ‘? /E;lil

Sd/-
MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF
Addl: IGP/HQrs:
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

Copy of abbv‘e is forWarded for information to the:-
- 1. Addl: Inspector General of Police; HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Addl:
Peshawar.

.

Inspector G

Deputy Inspector General of Police,
. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
Regional Police Offi
PSO to worthy insp

eneral of Police, Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunk

HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

cers, Mardan, Malakand, Kohat & D.I.Khan Regions.
ector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

PRO to worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

.. Director, FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: Secret CPO, Peshawar.

. Office Supdt: E-Il CPO Peshawar.

- Office Supdt: CP Branch CPO, Peshawar.

o

(NAJEEB-UR-REHLAN BUGVI)
AlG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
% Peshawar
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, } [9. Forensic Science Laboratory
i % i ~ - . 29, Sector B-1 Phase5 Hayatabad
) . - o wsen: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Tel. 091-9217394/‘% 091-58¢~a5

---..L.’t@c:e ..... v uate-.w- 2//5

‘o

The Addl: Inspector General of Police,
Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

‘ SUBJECT APPLICATION FOR PROMOTION AS INSPECTOR

; _ Memo

An. appfication submitted by Sub lnspectdr Kafoor Khan of Finger Print Bureau, FSL for
prémotiori to the rank of Inspector is forwafded herewith for onward submission to CPO. It is

commumcated that Mr. Zakir Ullah inspector of Finger Print Bureau FSL has recently been

ret:red on superannuation, therefore his slot is lymg vacant.

! (Muhammad Quraish Khan)PSp
c_ Director FSL Peshawar

Bz

T



Subject:

Respected Sir,

L w—

@,

The Inspector General of Policé,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar

- Departmental Appeal for the Promotion of Petitioner

Dated 01.02.2015 or From Recommendatlon Dated

10.08.2015

1)

4)

5)

"The Petitioner submits as uhder:i

‘That on 15.11.1992 the petitioner was promoted to

the post of Sub Inspector and is. performing his duties |

since his promotion.

That on 25.11.2016, the petitioner was promoted to

the rank of Inspector. (Copy of order is attached)

That Mr. Zakir Khan (Inspector) on 01.02.2015 was
retired and the petitioner was eligible for the said

post being a senior most.

That soon after the retirement of Mr. Zakir Khan
(Inspector) the petitioner had submitted an

application for promotion to the Director ‘FSL,

Peshawar. (Copy of ,application Is attached)

That the Director FSL, Peshawar on 10.08.2015 had

sent recommehdation Qf the petitioner for promotion

of the petitioner as (Inspector) to the Additional

Inspector General of Police, KPK Peshawar. (Copy

of recommendation is attached)

That the petitioner being most senior and having
goqd' experience in the relevant field and is eligible

for the post of Inspector.




/4

4
7) That the petitioner is entitled to be promoted as

: Inspector from 01-02-2015 or from the date of his
: recommendation dated 10-08-2015 for the said post.
b . It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on
; acceptance of departmental appeal, the petitioner
S may kindly be  promoted to the post of
: Inspector from 01-02-2015 or from the

recommendation dated 01-08-2015 please.
. _ Yours obedigfitly,
e e e e Teae B At o, F .0
: ‘ 913/ 20
Kafoor Khan (Inspector)
! Finger Print Bureau,

Dated; 09-12-2016. FSL Peshawar.
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N - -, :..r.‘ Fbr?’nnfc Sei ;e:»m e Laboratory Av\“ 49\ 3 (1 5\11 e B
v : . ' o . Digry f“( 3:\\'\ 4 h”[; -:3,..9: R, ée, ’7
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ANVRETE "’ Wi ——
Khiyoor Pukhisiwe, | - OFFigE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR
Ph# 091 - 9210239/ 091 - 9210345

No. ~—— /EILd: 30/ 3 2017,

ORDER,

Inspector Kafoor Khan FPB (FSL)-in. his application stated that on’
15.11.1992, he was promoted to the rank of Sub Inspector and ‘is
performing his duties since his promotion. Mr. Zakir Khan (Inspector) on
01.02.2015 was retired and he was eligible for the said post being a sen‘or
most but he was promoted on 15.11.2016 as Offg: Inspector. He requested
that he may be promoted to the rank of Inspector with effect from
01.02.2015.There is no Rule for antedating and retrospective promotien.
The DPC agreed w1th the report of Sub-Committee and lecommend to fﬁe ‘
hlS case,

As per recommendatwn of DPC dated 20.07.2017 his application i is

hereby filed because there is no prov1sxon in any rule for retrospective 1
‘promotion. ‘

e ——— et e

Sd/
(MUHAMMAD ASHRAF NO OR}PSP
~ Addl: IGP/ Headquarters,
, For Inspector General of Police,
P Khyber Pakh.tunkhwa Peshawar.
No.{ %%zq =4 4. /E-IL
Copy of above is forwarded for mformatmn and necessary action to -
the:- _
1. Addl: Inspector General of Pol ice HQ Khyber 'Pakhtunkhwa '
Peshawar. :
\27 Addl: Inspector General of Police, Investigation Khyber Pakhtunkhwd,
Peshawar with reference to his letter No.551/EC, dated 19.01.2017. '
3. Director, FSL KPK Peshawar.
‘4. Office Supdt: Secret Branch and CBP CPO.  *
5. U.0.P file
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BEFORE THE HONORABEL KPK-SERVICE TRIBUANL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1373/2017 ~

Kafoor Khan InSpector ........oooviriimmiiiiiiin (Petitioner)

PPO and OTHEES. .+ v et (Respondents)
Subject:- PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENTS ARE AS UNDER

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1. That the appeal has not been based on facts.

2. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file
the appeal.

3. That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

4. That the appeal is bad for.miss -joinder and non -joinder of necessary.
parties. |

5. That the appellant is stopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.
6.  That the appeal is barred by law and limitation. .

7. That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean
_ hands. ‘
. FACTS:-
1.  Correct and Pertains to record.

2. Pertains to record and need no comments.

3. Cprfect to the extent that Inspector Muhammad Zakir of finger print
bureau/FSL was got retired on attaining the age of superanmmtibﬁ. ‘

4. Incerrect. The “appellant ‘was included in seniority list “I” and
promoted as officiating Inspector on creation of vacancy in FSL/FPB
on the recommendation of departmental promotion committee at his
due seniority vide notification No. 4414/E-III dated, 25.11.2016.

5. Incorrect. Infact on creation of vacancies a Departmental Promotion

committee meeting was held to consider the cases of promotion of

eligible sub- Inspector according to their seniority cumfitness and the

appellant was promoted as officiating Inspector against the vacant post

of FPB/FSL on the recommendation of DPC vide notilication
‘No.4414/E-III dated, 25.11.2016. i

6. Correct to the extent that appellant preferred an appeal for seeking a

antedated and retrospective promotion the departmental appeal of the

appellant was examined by DPC and his appeal was filed by the

a
o .
PR P




Authofity that there is ﬁo rule for antedating and retrospective
promotions. SRR |
Incorrect. The decision of DPC and Authority on the
appeal/representation of the appellant was conveyed to him through
office. “ : |

The appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean

hands nor there is any rule for antedating/retrospective Promotion:

GROUNDS:-

a)

b)

d).

g)

h)

D

Incorrect. The orders were passed by the Authority in accordance
with law and rules, thus are sustainable. |
. Pertains to record.

The appellant was promoted to the rank of officiating Inspector on

creation of vacancy in FPB/FSL according to his seniority on the

recommendation of Department promotion committee.

Incorrect. The Departmental promotion committee meeting was

convened on creation of vacancy and the appellant being senior was

considered from promotion on his turn.

Incorrect. The DPC was constituted soon c;n creation of vacancies
and no d-elays has been caused. .

Incorrect. The impugned orders were passed by the Authority in
accordance with law and Rules, thus are sustainable..

Incorrect. There is no rﬁle for antedating and retrospective promotion,
while the appellant was promoted as officiating Inspector according
to seniority and on creation- of vacancy on the recohnnendatidi of
DPC . : L ’
Incorrect. No fundamental rights of the appellant were encroached
nor any provision of constitution of Islamia Republic bf‘ Pakistan
violated. | _ | )

Incorrect. There no provision of 'antedating and retrospective
promotion in the law and rules.

That the appellant wés promoted on creation of vacancy on the

recommendation of DPC at his own turn of seniority.

Incorrect. The appellant was promoted as officiating Inspector on "

creation of vacancy and on the recommendation of DPC Cdnsi_ituled

for the purpose.

st
P

Incorrect. Neither the rights of appellant have been violated nolan} =

provision of constitution of Islami Republic of Pakistan. The |

LAy v -



appellant was promoted as officiating inspector according to-his due
seniority and on création of vaca’ncy.' »

m)  Incorrect. That there is no provision of antedating and retrospective
promotion in 'law and rules. The appellant was given promotion on

. création of vacancy on the recommendation of DPC.

n) Incorrect. Infact on creating of vacancy the case of appellant-was
considered‘ by the DPC for promotion according to his dule sehiority
and on recommendation of DPC he was promoted to the rank of.
ofﬁmatmg Inspector at his own turn.

0) Incorrect. The appellant was glven prometion according to his -
seniority. Furthermor’e, no fundamental rights guaranteed by the

~ constitution have been violated.

p) Incorrect.  There is no provision of antedating and retrospective
promotion in the law and rules. |

qQ) The appellant bemg deserving and ellglble candidate for due
promotion was considered for promotion as officiating Inspector by
the DPC on creation of vacancy.

r) - Incorrect. No discrimination was done, the appellant was given
promotion according to his seniority and on creation of vacﬁncy. ‘

s) That respondents may also be allowed to advance additional grounds

at the time of hearing.

Provincial Police office, ditional Inspector Gewtral of Police,
Khybet Pukhtunkhwa, : akhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. : Peshawar.
(Respondents No.01) (Respondents No.02)

Additional Inspeg éferal of Police, Director FSL,

Investigation k ey Pakhtunkhwa, ‘Laboratory, Investigation,
Peshawar. - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

" (Respondents No.03) : “(Respondents No.04)
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1373/2017

Kafoor Khan Inspecfor. evvveeen..o(Petitioner)

Versus

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others ......................c.eve......... (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

[, Ghulam Hussain SP Legal Investigation CPO, Peshawar do hereby
solemnly affirm on oath that the contents of accompanying comments on behalf of
Respondents are correct to the best my knowledge and belief. Nothing has been

concealed from this Honorable Service Tribunal.

)
i

s e MY L s ity

SP/Legal Invs:
12101-1342532-7

Disqup/Amda\'il 2007



(1)

.

Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trilunal Peshawa

In Service Appeal No. 1373/2017.

Kafoor Khan Inspector...........Versus...........PPG & others.

Rejoinder on behalf of the Appellant to the o
comments of respondents No. 1,2, 3 & 4 in Service.
Appeal No. 1373/2017.

Respectfully Sheweth;

1) Incorrect.

"2) Incorrect.

Reply to the preliminary objections;

All the documentary and admitted facts have been |
brought before this august Tribunal and a single/slightest

fact has never ever been concealed therein.

The appellant has got legal/good cause of action and
locus-standi to bring the instant appeal and thus no such

question could be arising.

3) tncorrect. The appeal is well within time and filly maintainable.

4) Incorrect. All the necessary parties have properly been arrayed as

respondents.

5). Incorrect. Rule of estoppels doesn't apply. Hence, refuted.

6) Incorrect.

7) Incorrect.

The appeal does not hit by the bar, contained in limitation

WA

Act. Even otherwise, limitation does not run against void . -
order and especially, when an appellant is suffering from
continuous injury ina continuous - wrong  of  such

financial impediments.

3

The appellant after exhausting his departmental remady
has properly approached this august Tribunal with quite
clean hands. '




- @
FACTS:-

1. Incorrect. Service record is self explanatory which has properly
been given/narrated in the instant service appeal.

2. Incorrect. Proper reply has been given in Para-1 above. Thus the
appellant should not be discriminated which is against the
canon of law and would hit the command of the Constitution of

~ the Country. _

3. Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-2 above.

4. Incorrect. The reply/comments to Para-4 are totally ambiguous
one and the respondents have escaped from the real actual and
factual issue. The appellant has never sought his senjority or
Confirmation but straight away has .impugned the
discriminative treatment whereas a vacancy on retirement of
one Inspector Muhammad Zakir in FSL/FPB is admitted and
the appellant is the only eligible candidate for his due
promotion on the bases of seniority cum fitness. Had the
'DPS&C constituted well within time, the appellant would have
been promoted earlier. '

5. Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-4 above.

6. Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-4 above,

7. Inc‘orrect. The fate of the departmental appeal has never been
conveyed by the DPS&C nor the authority to the appellant weli
within time but the appellant succeeded to get it on his personal
approach and continuous struggle and thereafter, filed the
service appeal well within time.

8. Incorrect. The appellant after exhausting his departmental
remedy has properly approached this august Tribunal with
quite clean hands and his due, legitimate and fundamental right
can never be withheld even retrospectively under no canon of
law._All the documentary and admitted facts have been brought
before this august Tribunal which is more than sufficient 0
prove the case of the appellant.

GROUNDS:

a).  Incorrect. As per documentary proof, the appellant has

deliberately been deprived of his due and legitimate right



™

b).

d).

g).

h).
.
i)

k).

D
m).

Il .

&3 (3)
of promotion and thus highly dis-criminated which is
against the canon of law and would hit the command of |
the Constitution of the Country.
Incorrect. All the documentary and admitted facts have
been brought before this august Tribunal and a
single/slightest fact has never ever heen concealed
therein.

Incorrect. The reply is totally ambiguous one. The
respondents admit the promotion of the appellant as
officiating Inspector on creation of vacancy and regret his
due promotion to the rank of Inspector against the
vacancy on retirement of one Inspector Muhammad Za’kif
in FSL/FPB and the appellant being legally entitled,
should have been promoted immediately.

Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-c above.
Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-c above.
Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-a above,

Incorrect. The reply/comments to Para-g are totally
ambiguous one and the respondents have escaped from
the real, actual and factual issue. The appellant has never
sought his seniority or Confirmation but straight away has
impugned the discriminative treatment whereas a vacancy
on retirement of one Inspector Muhammad Zakir in
FSL/FPB is admitted and the appellant is the only eligible
candidate for his due promotion on the bases of seniority
cum fitness. Had the DPS&C constituted well within time,
the appellant would have been promoted earlier. The
impugned action/inaction observed by the respondents by
giving discriminative treatment is hit by the command of
the constitytion and is against the norms of natural
justice’ Reliamee: ﬂOID-pLC (CS) 760@’0”8%’\9 COUYt )‘
Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in Para-g above. |
Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in Para-g above.
Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-g
above.

Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-g
above. :

Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-g
above.

Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-g
above.

Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-g
above.

Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-g
above. '



¢ | )

p). Incorrect. Detailed r(*ph is glvcn in preceding Para-g

above.

q@). Incorrect. Dctalled rcply is glvcn in preceding Para-g
above.

r). Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in pu,ccdmg ara-g
above.

s). -Admitted as legal one.

In view of the foregoing facts and grounds in shape of the
reJomder on behalf of the appellant, it is therefore humbly prayed that the

comments put forth by the respondents be rejected and the appeal of the

appellant may graciously be allowed enabling the appellant to gepnthe legal
redressal of his grievances as prayed for. M

ILPTLLAN L.

Signature

(Kafoor Khan inspector)

L4

(Appellant)

Thrdugh; \
o
Muhammad Usay I(han \\‘b
A Turlandi
Dated;- 25 /09/2018. . Advocate Peshawar.
COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

I, Kafoor Khan Inspector FSL/FPB, the
appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on cath that

contents of the accompanying rejoinder on behaif of the appellant are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief agd nothing
has been kept secret or concealed therein. ))MA |

DEPONENT

(APPELLANT)
Kdiom' Khan Inspoao. )
J4C No, :

:DENTIFIED BY,

‘Muhammad Usm
Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar






Forensxc Sclmce Laboratory
29,ﬁSector B:1 Phase-V Hayatabad
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

'. ' o
Tel.4.091 9217.5{&94/1"&7! 091- 9217251

g..m-.%x ...... Date--agglal‘-%-
-{f;,_-»éf. e %Y&:;Offgvm:

33.1;-;.-q

R [4 & 257¢
. . e o S . P SR e
The Addl: Inspector General of Police,: - e I i S
.[nthl;:atmn Khyber. l’akhlunkhwa Pc.shawar Dl /

20§
SUBSECT:  APPEAL NO 1373 ()l~ 2017 KAI*OOR KHAN Al’l’l' Ll../\N T/PETIT lONER :
VS PO KP '

‘Memo:
Comments i.n’thc ~abd\1¢ sub_’iec.t' appca? on béhal fof rcspp;ifdcnl No.4 arc as follows.
) LAl mau(.rs tclatcd 10 pr()mol:onI% are dodll m Cc,nirai Police Office Peshawar.
t The smd casc was f()leldCd umcly on 10 08 20 1 5 for promotion and there s

no pcnduu,y on our bchall )

2. Ttis pulmun lo ‘mention thdt lhc c,opy of lhc abovc letier conveyed by Khyber
Pakhtunkhya Suwu, lrthuml Pushawaz for pmm{)_lmn of the appellant is not
penuing. ln th s.ud l{.nurg, \\!Illi(.ll on dppllwmm I!L 10-12-2016 Muhammad
Quraish Kimn P‘Sl’ was not wLn suvmb in I SI Peshawar (photocopics of

both Iultus are uu,losul)

Submitted lhr_’qic(stsary ixctjoh'as per rules please.

ot
- L ( RAB NAWAZ KHAN )
! S Dircetor
; ' -'I?&}rcnsic Science Laboratory
- KP, Pcshawar. '

L ‘ . . . N 0 . . - » .J. .
v Capy to Registrar. l\hyhcr I,fak-htmklmra Scrwc.c I'ribunal, Peshawar.

P i vaf—mﬂ

— ‘\Wkd"“\“{?'_“p SR :



Forensic Science Laboratory

29, Sector B-1 Phase-V Hayatabad
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Tel. 091-9217394/Fax. 091-9217251

No..m:.%$ ...... Date-.ag..\a.‘.\.%.---

-

Klivh,  w.oa

D g

‘ﬁn\m-:yf;’
{3:::
The Addl: Inspector General of Police, 23 —_
Investipation. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pcshawar. Ly O S’/o %/ 50 g’
O (3

SUBJECT: APPEAL NO. 1373 OF 2017 KAFOOR KHAN APPELLANT/PETITIONER
vS PPO KP
Memo:

Comments in the above subjcct appeal on behalf of respondent No.4 are as follows.
I.  All maters related to promotions arc dealtin Central Police Officc Peshawar.

‘IThe said casc was forwarded timely on 10-08-2015 (or promotion and there is

no pendency on our behalf.
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It is pertinent to mention that the copy of the above letter conveyed by Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Scrvice Tribunal Peshawar for promotion of the appellant is not
genuine. In the said tenure writicn on application i.c 10-12-20 16 Muhammad
Quraish Khan PSP was not even serving in FSL Pcshawar (photocopics of

both lctters arc encloscd).

Submitted for necessary action as per rules please.
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(KB NAWAZ KHAN ),

Dircctor
Forensic Science Laboratory
KP, Pcshawar.
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o~ Copy to Registrar. Khybcer Pakhtunkhwa Service I'ribunal, Peshawar.
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