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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

(Appellant)Pakhtunkhwa, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer (PPO)/lGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province, Central Police

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

MR. M. USMAN KHAN TURLANDI, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. MUHAMMAD JAN 
Deputy District Attorney

.a
For respondents.

MR. AHMAD HASSAN,
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI

MEMBER(Executive)
CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT

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

^parties heard and record perused.4^^

1

ARGUMENTS

2. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that he joined the Crime

Laboratory, Finger Print Bureau (FPB) Police Department as Constable on

15.11.1978. By dint of hard work, he was promoted to the rank of Officiating Sub-

Inspector (BPS-14) vide order dated 18.10.1992. There was only one post of

Inspector in the said Organization. On 01.02.2015. Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector got

retired from service, therefore, a post fell vacant for promotion as Inspector. 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

r.'. ■
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Inspector vide order dated 25.11.2016. As post of Inspector was lying vacant since

01.02.2015, so he filed a departmental appeal for grant of promotion from the said

date. His departmental appeal was dismissed 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.

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

government 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
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vacancy i.e (01.02.2015). HiS’departmental appeal-was 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 to temporary

promotion/acting charge appointment permissible 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 Inspector on regular basis. The judgments of the superior courts
c

relied upon by the learned counsel for the appellant jJannot 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.

\\\i
?v4AD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMAN

ANNOUNCED
06.05.2019
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Order

, 06.05.2019 Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy 

, District Attorney for respondents present. Arguments heard and 

record perused.

1

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed 

•omfile, the appeal is dismissed. Parties are lettno bear their own

cost. File be consigned to the record room.
f

Announced:
06.05.2019

V
'Ahmad Hassan) 

Member

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
Chairman
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Due to retirement of Hon’able Chairman, the Tribunal is 

defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned for the .same 

■©V.lp2.20r^.before D;B

*/' 13.11.2018
on

None, present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Riaz Ahmad 

Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Umer Bashir, Inspector for the 

respondents present. Notice be issued to appellant and his counsel for 

attendance and arguments for 22.04.2019 before D.B. . •

04.02.2019

\ ■

t

khan KUNDI) 
MEMBER

(MUHAMMAD(AHM^ HASSAN) 
MEMBER '

Appellant present in person and Mr. ZiauFlah, DDA 

alongwith Mr. Hasan Khan Inspector Legal for the respondents 

present. Due to none availability of D.B, therefore the 

adjourned for the same on 06.05.2019 before D.B.

22.04.2019

case is

Reader -
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09.05.2018 The *rribi.in::il is non funclional due lo reiiieaieni tT ihe

Honorable Chairman. Thereibre, ihe ca.se is adjourned. To come .ip !br 

lUc name on 02.07.20IS hc\'ovc SM.
iii
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;i.'5Appellant in person and AddJ: AG alofigs/ilh03107.2018

Shiraz IChan, H.C for the respondents present. Writu n reply- 

submitted. Cost of Rs. 1000/- also paid and receipt thereof 

obtained from the learned counsel for the appellant. The ippeal is. 

assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing on 16.08.2018
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16.08.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ul'klh 

learned Additional Advocate General present. Learned cou'nse 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come'up for argunents oi^/'^a •

II

Ilf
'f

25.09.2018 bclbre D.B.

\
J-

F i!
n(Muhammfid An^i Kundi) 

Member
■ (Muhammad Hamid vlughal) . ■ j’

Member I -it
■tit. ;ii t i\ t--i
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absent 

ent and 

Mth Mr. ■

25.09.2018 $Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant is also 

However, Mr. Daud Khan, junior counsel for the appellant pres 

submitted rejoinder. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongv 

Sher Alam, S.l for the respondents present. Adjourned. To come 

arguments on 13.11.2018 before D.B.
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Appellant in person present. Mr.'Riaz Painda Khel, 

Assistant .AG for the respondent present. Written reply not 

submitted, [.earned Assistant AG requested for further lime 

adjournment. Request accepted, fo come up 

reply/comments on 19.03.2018 before S.B.

06.03.2018

I
f

for written

Member

! '

Appellant in person present. Mr. 'ICabir IJllah Khattak 

Additional AG present. Representative of the respondent department 

is absent, 'fherefore, fresh notice be issued to the respondent 

department for attendance. Written reply not submitted. Learned 

Additional AG requested for adjournment. Adjourned. Last 

opportunity granted. To come up for written reply/comments on 

19.04.2018 before S.B.

19.03.2018

t:

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Appellant in person and Addl: AG present. Representative of the 

respondents department is absent. Therefore, fresh notices be issued to the ■ 

respondents department to attend the court positively. Written reply not 

submitted despite last opportunities. Requested for iurlhcr adjournment. 

Last opportunity is further extended subject to payment ol cost ol Rs. 

1000/- which shall be borne'by respondents from their own pockets, 'fo 

p for written rcply/commcnts on 09.05.2018 belorc S.B.

19,04.2018

come u

Member
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Learned counsel'for the.,.appellant present. Preliminary 

argument's heard and case file perused.
01.01.2018

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the 

appellant was appointed 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, he was gradually promoted to the rank of 

Sub-Inspector vide order dated 18.10.1992. That on 01.02.2015, one Mr. 

Zakir Klian, Inspector retired on attaining the age of superamiuation and 

resultantly^acancy occurred, which created a chance ol 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, the DPC was,constituted dated 15.11.2016 and as a result thereof, the 

appellant was promoted as Inspector with immediate effect vide original 

impugned order dated 25.11.2016. That it was followed by a departmental
i '
appeal for antedate/retrospective promotion w.e.f 01.02.2015 i.e the date ol 

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 

also 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.B.

(Gul Zeb I^^h) 
Member (Executive)

■•v.

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 rcply/commcnis on

19.02.2018

06.03.2018 before S.B.

(Gul ZeoRhan) 
Member

z:-' .V
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Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

I'!?'? 3/2017Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

1 2 3

13/12/2017 The appeal of Mr. 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.

1

register' f'a
'^l !■)

k//^//72- This case is entrusted to 5. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on /<g/ hff

1

1
T



The appeal of Mr. Kafoor Khan Inspector Police FSL Hayatabad received today i.e. on 

28.11-2017 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Original impugned order was passed on 25.11.2016 and departmental appeal was made 
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 departmental appeal on file if any.

%

on

/

No. ys.T,

Dt. 72017

REGRTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. M.Usman Khan TuHandl Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE PESHAWAR.

•^,.
In Ref: toS^S^iNo. of2017.

1
4

Kafoor Khan, Inspector Police, Versus PPO & others.

S.No. DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS ANNEX P.NO.

1. Main Service Appeal. i-G
Affidavit.2. 7

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

4. Retirement of Inspector Zakir Khan Dt: 01-02-2015 Q

First/original impugned order dated
 9:-S"//-SL/?//C

5. »C» lO-fl
6. Departmental appeal/Forwarding Memo. “D”

7. Application for decision of Departmental appeal. “E”

8. Filial impugned order. “E” 16
Vokalatnama.9.

APPELLANT
Through;

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

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

/>'*■'.



BEFORE
Khyber Pakhtukhwa 

Sscrvicc 'Tribunal

In Ref: to jg^>No. 13'^ 3 of 2017.
Oiary ]NJ<>. I

Dated

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

Finger Print Bureau (FPB), Forensic Science Laboratory (FSL), 

Investigation,

Peshawar.....

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Hayatabad,

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 RESPONDENTS.

service appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

Act, against the final impugned order dated 29-08-2017 passed by

the respondent No. 1. communicated to the appellant on 29-10-2017

whereas the departmental appeal dated 10-08-2015. regarding

antedate/retrospective promotion w.e.f existing of vacancy (dated

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

No. 4414/e-Ul dated 25-11-2016 whereby the appellant was

promoted as Inspector with immediate effect was upheld.

Vi PRAYERS IN APPEAL.

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 dated 15-11-2016 and the legitimate valuable 

right of the appellant be restored.

le^to-day
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;'uRESPECTFULLY 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, regularity 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, Inspector was got retired on attaining
f

the age of superannuation 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 the retirement 

of Mr. Zakir Khan, Inspector on attaining the age of superannuation dated 

01-02-2015.

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

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

original impugned order dated 25-11-2016.(Copy of the original impugned 

order dated 25-11-2016 is annexure “C”).

6. That in the given scenario, the appellant prefen^ed 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 

departmental appeal coupled with the recommendation/forwarding memo is 

annexure “D”).

7. That the departmental appeal was however forv/arded to DPC, constituted 

dated 20-07-2017 which was filed and the first original impugned order was



upheld vide final impugned order dated 29-08-2017 but the appellant was 

kept unaware about the fate of his representation and latter on, on his 

application dated 25-10-2017, the final impugned order was handed-over to 

the appellant dated 29-10-2017. (Copy of the application and final impugned 

order passed by the DPC conveyed/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 retirement 

of Inspector, 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, without 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 vacancy, he has been 

waiting very patiently for the last 24 years in hope of his further promotion 

as Inspector and being senior most Sub-Inspector, was the only eligible 

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 ho grievances'of the appellant would be left.

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

the appellant should never have been penalized 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.

f 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.

g. 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.

h. 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.

i. 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 

Pa2e 421),

k. 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 

retrospectively.

l. 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



/
deplorable but also 'agains! the' Fundamental rights of the appellant

guaranteed by the constitution.

m. 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.

n. 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.

o. 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.

p. 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.

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

from exploitation wherein social and economic justice is guaranteed to its 

citizens. {2005 SCMR 100 (c & d)}.

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

Appellant at the bar.

It is therefore, humbly prayed, that oh 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.

APPELLAN
•> L

Through;
/

Muhammad Usman 
Turlandi
Advocate PeshawarDated; 24/11/2017
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BEFORE

In Ref: to ^fijNo. of2017.

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

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 nothing has been 

kept secret or concealed therein from this augUst Tribunal.

IDENTIFIED DEPONENT;r\ CNIC No.

Muhammad Usm^Khan 
Turlandi ^
Advocate Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKTTWA 

Central Police Office, Pesha\va[: 
E/.U, dated /

FOiTpUBUCATION in the KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PAR 1-11, 
ORDERS BY THE INSP GENERAL OF POLICE

notification

I-
«

/201.SNo.

iK

' Sc&nce Laboratoty

. ../fsl
- a-

:

if• /
*!'■

!7

i

Dated; ^6 ! / 2015.^'\.smyA:noH v/m<; \
,xL'. ^''''pikhti-inkhwa. Fashawar. ^. ^3 V ' /F-n pi^TipPMFIMT ON SUPERANNUATION PENSIOJ^ 

Zakir Ullah of FPB/.(FSL) shall stand retired from service on
from 01.02.2015(A.N).

No
Inspector

attaining the age of superannuation i.e 60 years w.e
should deposit all Govt; belonging with the relevant store

Iu
i?He

I

■

Sd/-
i

(MIAN MUHAMMAD ASlFjPSP 
. Addl-.IGP/Headquarlers 
For inspector General of Police 
■Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

I
I
i

i

■/
I5

i h

itjlU ■ /.E-ii/
forwarded;^ and necessary action to ;

I
: No

:
the;:- 

■ ■ 1 ^
Peshawar w/r to his Memo No.662/EC

Addj;!GP/!nvestigatibn,,KPKr 
dated ll‘.02.2015.
Director, FSL,.1<PK;

3 i Accountant General, KPK;Peshawar 
Office'Supdt: Secret Branch CPO.

! , !
Peshawar with the request quoted above.!

J'.

\i!
P-;

; 41
U.O.P File.5: i'i; r;

(SYED FIDA HASSAN SHAH) 
AIG/Establishment

For Inspector General of Police,.
■ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.;

•;i I
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■H ■■
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I ; ;;
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FOR PUBLICATION IN THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE GAZETTE PART-II 
ORDERS BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PF<;ha\A/AR

III ; .
; ■

,1

i'S'I: ' NOTIFICATION

iV
■ No. < /E-Ill, ADMISSION TO LIST "F“ a PROMOTION AS OFFG: INSPECTOR Dated: 2^^ /11/2016 'W

1 As P^7''“'^mendation of the DPC dated 15.11.2016 duly approved by the worthy 
. n.pector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, names of the following confirmed Sub-Inspectors 
are heieby included in List ”F" a promotion as Offg: Inspector with immediate effect:-mmp h

S

i I S.NO NAME a NO._______
SI Said Amin Jan No. 
P/393 •

REGION RECOMMENDATION1. CCP,
Peshawar

Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.
Committee further recommended for

exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he is retiring on 11.12.2016
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector. 

Committee further
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he is retiring on 01.02.2017,
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

Committee further
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015,
because he is retiring, on 31.01.2017. 
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. 

Committee further

mm:The

€ after
2. SI Anwar Dad Khan No. 

MR/1-15
Mardan

recommended for V'-'The

5^

mIm
'S'¥y

after ■:>...

it3. SI Muhammad Zaman 
No. K/74

Kohat \
The recommended for

after
4. S! Naeem Khan No. 

277/M •
MalakandSi t

a?
The recommended for 
exemption from Standing Order No. .3/2015. 
because he is retiring on 01.U2.2017,
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promoti^Cas OffgTlnlpeTtoiT^^' 

Committee further , recommended for 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015, 
because he is retiring on 04.02.2017
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector.

Committee further 
exemption from Standing Order No. 
because he is retiring on 11.02.2017
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector. 

Committee

i after
5. SI Shoukat Saleem No. 

K/31
Kohatiff The

lai after

l:: y 

of.:

6. SI Diyar Khan No. 
MR/133

Mardan
Them recommended for

m 3/2015, 
, afterm

7. SI Muhammad Waris • 
No. 312?M

! Malakandm The further recommended for 
exemption' from Standing Order No. 3/2015, 
because he

m1 is retiring on 17.02.2017, 
attaining the age of superannuation.
Recommended for pi:omption as Offg: Inspector. 
The Committee further 
exemption from Standing Order No. 3/2015 
because he is retiring on 25.02.2017 
attaining the age of superannuation.

after

1 3. SI Aqleem Khan No. Kohat
K/37

recommended for
mm after■m «

1 ■■

i
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I
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Si Arif-ur-Rahman No. 
376/M

Malakand Recommended for inclusion of his name in List
with his colleagues.___________
Recommended for inclusion of his name in List ‘10. SI Muhammad Adnan 

No. D/37
^Naqeeb Ullah No.

D.I.Khan

11. D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in ListD/42
12. Si Muhammad Ramzan 

jlo. D/44
SI Saleem Pervez No. 
D/06

D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in List

13. D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in List

14. SI Said Marjan No. D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in ListD/43
15. SI Kashif Sattar No. 

D/15
D.I.Khan Recommended for inclusion of his name in List

FSL CASES 
^ 16, SI Maqbali Khan of Fire 

Arm Soclfon 
SI Kafoor Khan of or 

y Finger Print Bureau. 
Section

FSL Recommended for promotion as Offg: Inspector

Recommended for promotion as Offg: inspector
17.' FSL

Sd/-
MIAN MUHA/AMAD ASIF 

Addl: IGP/HQrs;
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.No. /E*lil

Copy of above is forwarded for information to the’- 
1. Addl: Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
' pfsHawa^'^^'^ Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunl.

i:: gs
vf p^n Mardan, Malakand, Kohat a D.I.Khan Regions.

■ ppn 1 Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
. PRO to worthy nspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

U-wi. Director, FSL, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, 
ix. Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
X. Office Supdt; Secret CPO, Peshawar.

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

(NAJEEB-UR-REhAaN BUGVl) 

AIG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of Police, 

r^Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
^5^ Peshawar
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Forensic Science Laboratory 

29, Sector B-1 PhaseS Hayatabad 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

Tel. 091-9217394/Pa^ 091-58r''O'5S
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The AddI: inspector General of Police, 
Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

?
I i

1I
t.

\ SUBJECT: APPLICATION FOR PROMOTION AS INSPECTOR
Memo: ;

!

Aa application submitted by Sub Inspector Kafoor Khan of Finger Print Bureau, FSL for 

promotion to the rank of Inspector is forwarded herewith for onward submission to CPO. It is 

communicated that Mr. Zakir Ullah Inspector of Finger Print Bureau FSL has recently been 

retired on superannuation, therefore his siotiis lying vacant.

}

r

• v-'
1

:
ti

^ (Muhammad Ciuraish KhanjPSP
Director FSL Peshawar
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> \ . To
: :•*••■

The Inspector Genera! of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar

K

Subject: Departmental Appeal for the Promotion of Petitioner
Dated 01.02.2015 or From Recommendation Dated
10.08.2015

Respepted Sir j

The Petitioner submits as under:
li;
5 r

1) That on 15.11.1992 the petitioner was promoted to 

the post of Sub Inspector and is, performing his duties 

since his promotion.

lii

That on 25.11.2016, the petitioner was promoted to 

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

2)
;■

i-'-,

3) That Mr. Zakir Khan (Inspector) on 01.02.2015 was 

retired and the petitioner was eligible for the said 

post being a senior most. ;

'v:

4) 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)

i'i

-i'”

5) That the Director FSL, Peshawar on 10.08.2015 had 

sent recommendation of the petitioner for promotion 

of the petitioner as (Inspector) to the Additional 

inspector General of Police, KPK Peshawar. (Copy 

of recommendation is attached)

;>
■■ L

*:L

That the petitioner being most senior and having 

good experience in the relevant field and is eligible 

for the post of Inspector.

6)



4

7) That the petitioner is entitled to be promoted as 

Inspector from 03^-02-2015 or from the date of his 

recommendation dated 10-08-2015 for the said post. ’

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 
acceptance of departmental appeal, the petitioner

the post of 
from

recommendation dated 01-08-2015 please.

Yours obediaf

i

i

I
on

J
may kindly be 

Inspector from 01-02-2015 or
promoted toi

the

ly,
■

Cj/iillo/bI
Kafoor Khan (Inspector) 

Finger Print Bureau,
FSL Peshawar.Dated; 09-12-2016.
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. ..mr
Pof^nHc Science Laboratory

■ 'iNyHStiS/lTFn^ Irtr-IG'
Khyoer Pitkiiiuukhwa. OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL QF POLICE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR 
Ph# 091 - 9210239/ 091 ■ 9210345

/E-IL dt: ^cu ./ jj/2017.

i

No.
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 promotion. 
The DPC agreed with the report of Sub-Committee and recommend to file 
his case.

As per recommendation of DPC dated 20.07.2017 his application is 
hereby filed because there is no provision in any rule for retrospective 
promotion.

Sd/-
(MUHAMMAD ASHRAF NOOR)psp 

Addh IGP/Headquarters.
For Inspector General of Police, 
Khybef Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

No.iS4vA^/e-ii.
Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to

the:-
1. Addh Inspector General of Police, HQ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
Addh Inspector General of Police, Investigation Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
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.O.P file.

)

KHAN) PSP(ARI

f Police,
eshawar.

•v/'i vv-5i!avv«f;
ijwl
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:p BEFORE THE HdNBl^BEL I^RK SERVICE TRIBUANL \

• t

t'PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1373/2017 

Kafoor Khan Inspector.........

j
/X'

(Petitioner)

Versus
(Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF
PPO and others

Subjcct:-
RFSPONHENTS ARE AS UNDER

PRET.fMTNARY OBJECTIONS:-
That the appeal has not been based on facts.

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

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

That the appeal is bad for. miss -joinder and non -Joinder of necessary, 

parties.
That the appellant is stopped by his own conduct to file the appeal. 

That the appeal is barred by law and limitation. .

That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
7.

FACTS;-
Correct and Pertains to record.

Pertains to record and need no comments.

Correct to the extent that Inspector Muhammad Zakir of finger print 

bureau/FSL was got retired on attaining the age of superannuation. 

Incorrect. The appellant was included in seniority list ‘‘f” and 

promoted as officiating Inspector on creation of vacancy in FSL/FPB 

the recommendation of departmental promotion committee at his 

due seniority vide notification No. 4414/E-III dated, 25.11.2016. 

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 an'd the 

appellant was promoted as officiating Inspector against the vacant post 

of FPB/FSL on the recommendation of DPC vide notification 

N0.4414/E-III dated, 25.11.2016.

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

1.

2.

3.

4.

on

5.

■-< -- ¥

...) '

6.
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V. •

Authority that there is no rule for antedating and retrospective 

promotions. - .

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.

7.

8.

GROUNDS:-

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 on creation of vacancies 

and no delays has been caused.

Incorrect. The impugned orders were passed by the Authority in 

accordance with law and Rules, thus are sustainable.

Incorreet. There is no rule for antedating and retrospective promotion, 

while the appellant was promoted as officiating Inspector according 

to seniority and on creation of vacancy on the recommendation of 

DPC
Incorrect. No fundamental rights of the appellant were encroached 

nor any provision of constitution of Islamia Republic of Pakistan 

violated.
Incorrect. There no provision of antedating and retrospective 

promotion in the law and rules.

That the appellant was 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 Constituted 

for the purpose. •

Incorrect. Neither the rights of appellant have been violated nor any ■; 

provision of constitution of Islami Republic of Pakistan. The

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)

g)

h)

i)

j)

k)

1)



; •

?
appellant was promoted as officiating inspector according to his due 

seniority and on creation of vacancy.

Incorrect. That there is no provision of antedating and retrospective 

promotion in law and rules. The appellant was given promotion on 

creation of vacancy on the recommendation of DPC.

Incorrect. Infact on creating of vacancy the case of appellant was 

considered by the DPC for promotion according to his due seniority 

and on recommendation of DPC he was promoted to the rank of 

officiating Inspector at his own turn.

Incorrect. The appellant was given promotion according to his 

seniority. Furthermore, no fundamental rights guaranteed by the 

constitution have been violated.

Incorrect. There is no provision of antedating and retrospective 

promotion in the law and rules.
The appellant being deserving and eligible candidate for due 

promotion was considered for promotion as officiating Inspector by 

the DPC on creation of vacancy.

Incorrect. No discrimination was done, the appellant was given 

promotion according to his seniority and on creation of vacancy.

That respondents may also be allowed to advance additional grounds 

at the time of hearing.

m)

n)

o)

P)

q)

r)

s)

ditional Inspector Gpireral of Police, 
tTQr3-:Kh)fber'Pmhtiinkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondents No.02)

Provin^'^Police office, 
Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondents No.Ol)

pn -
of Police 

bej^akhtunkhwa,
Director FSL, 

Laboratory, Investigation, 
Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondents No.04)

Additional Inspei 
Investigation K

Peshawar. 
(Respondents No.03)

/.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYRRR 

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
vis

Service Appeal No. 1373/2017
'

Kafoor Khan Inspector (Petitioner)
1

Versus
1;

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others ■A(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, 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.

DEPG /
t

;

I

Ghurammssain, 
SP/Legal Invs: 

12101-1342532-7

1;

. V

Disklop/Aflidjvii 2017
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jSefore the Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribaiial, Pesiiawari'r"‘4W^0‘:<?*j!^’

\

In Service Appeal No. 1373/2017.

Kafoor jOian Inspector Versus ,P.FO & others.

•r

Rejoinder on behalf of the Appellant to the 

comments of respondents No. 1,2, 3 & 4 in Service. 
Appeal No. 1373/2017.

Resnectfullv Sheweth:

Reply to the preliminary objections:

1) Incorrect. All the documentaiy and admitted facts have been
brought before this august Tribunal and a single/slightest 

fact has never ever been concealed therein.
t 2) Incorrect. 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) Incorrect. The appeal is well v^thin time and fully maintainable.

q.) Incorrect. All the necessary parties have properly been arrayed a.s 

respondents.

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

6) Incorrect. The appeal does not hit by the bar, contained in limitation
Act. Even otherwise, limitation does not run against void 

order and especially, when an appellant is suffering from 

continuous injury in a continuous 

financial impediments.

7) Incorrect. The appellant after exhausting his departmental remed)
has properly approached this aiignst Tribunal with quite 

clean hands.

mxxag of such



c m
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-i 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 gmen 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 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 mthin 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. Incorrect. The fate of the departmental appeal has never been 

conveyed by the DPS&C nor the authority to the appellant well 
within time but the appellant succeeded to get it on his personal 

approach and continuous struggle and thereafter, filed the 

service appeal well wthin 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 to 

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

I



^(3)L
of promotion and thus highly discriminated which is 

against the canon of law and would hit the command of 

the Constitution of the Country.
Incorrect. All the documentaiy and.admitted facts have 

been brought before this august Tribunal and a 

single/slightest fact has never ever been concealed 

therein.
c). 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 Zaldr 

in FSL/FPB and the appellant being legally entitled, 
should have been promoted immediately.
Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-c above.

e) . Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-c above.
f) . Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-a above.
g) . 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 
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 constitution and is against the norms of natural 
justice. Re.lua.r\t.e: %OIO-f>LC fCS) 76D(^u^eY^eCourt 

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.

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

n. Incorrect. Detailed reply is given in preceding Para-9 
above.

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

b).

d).

never

b).
i).
J).
k).

inj.
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(li)(

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

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

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

s) . Admitted as legal one.

In view of the foregoing facts and grounds in shape of the 

rejoinder 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 geAthe legal 
redressal of his grievances as prayed for.

APPELLylMT.

Signature____________

(Kafoor Khan Inspector)

(Appellant)

Throxigh;

Muhammad Usnn^ Khan 
Turlandi \
Advocate Peshawar, ^Dated;- /oq/2Qi8.

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

I, Kafoor Khan Inspector FSL/FPB, the 

appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that 

contents of the accompanying rejoinder on behalf of the appellant are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been kept secret or concealed therein. ^ q(iL

DEPONENT

_ N (APPELLANT)
<[3^1 ^UKalbor Khan. Inspector)IDENTIFIED BY 4

xMa-
Kha^ fS- f-Muhammad UsmV 

Turlandi ^
Advocate Peshawar

m
• -s.

V. *
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. Forensic Science Laboratory 

29,jSector Em Phase-V Hayatabad 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawaril ■

Tel..i091-921-7.394:/Fax: 091-9217251
;

Date-^%-i^-U^_
:

®avbV

■ -I

GX‘r^.-- r-■I'he Acldl: Inspector General of Police,: 
Invcsligulion. fGiybcr.Pakhrunkbwa; Peshawar.

:

^4-
SOU feCT: Al'IMSAL NO. 1373. OK 20:17 KAKClOR iaiAN AIM’JLLLAN r/l’JiririONE'u 

VS I’l'O KK
Memo:

Cornmcnls iirlhc above subject appeal on behalf of respondent No.^ areas follows.

All matters rclatcdlo proipotion^s are dealt in Ccnlri! Police Office Peshawar, 

'flic said.casc'was forwarded timely on 10-08-2015 for promotion and there is 

no pendency on our behalf.'

It is pertinent to mcnlidn that the copy of the above letter conveyed by Khyber 
I’akhlunkhwa Service I'ribunal Peshawar.for promjvtion of the appellant is not 

genuine. In the said icmirc written on application i|c .10-12-2016 Muhaniniad 

Qurai.sh Khiin PSP was not even serving in I 'SL Peshawar (photocopies of 

both letters are enclosed).

f*

2.

Submitted for necessary action'as per rules please. ' ' .
:

. t‘

;

'J
« NAWAZ KHAN) 

Director 
Forensic Science Laboratory 

KP, Peshawar.

((
I

;
t

I-
('(ipy to Registrar. Khyber’Pakhlunldivya Service I ribiinal,' Peshawar.
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Forensic Science Laboratory 

29, Sector B-1 Phase-V Hayatabad 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

Tel. 091-9217394/Fax. 091-9217251
iI

No—---- Date-^^^^-^i-?^—

Klivb
.» -

0..
The Acldl: inspcclor General of Police,
Invesligalion. Khyber PakhUinkhwa, Peshawar.

AFPFAL NO. B73 OF 2017 KAFOOR KHAN APPEIXAN l /PETH lONtTR 

VSPPOKP

4Lap&» ^

SUlOECr:

Memo:
C:ommcnls in the above subject appeal on bebaU of respondent No,4 are as follows.

1. All matters related to proniotions arc dealt in Central Police Office Peshawar.
said case was forwarded timely on 10-08-2015 for promotion and there isThe

pendency on our behalf.
It is pertinent to mention that the copy of the above letter conveyed by IChyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar for promotion of the appellant is not
10-12-2016 Muhajiimad

no

2.

ine. In the said leniire written on application i.egenuine.
Quraish Khan PSP was not even serving in I'SL Peshawar (photocopies of

both letters are enclosed).

Submitted for necessary action as per rules please.

7
B NAWAZ KHAN )b 

Director 
Forensic Science Laboratory 

KP, Peshawar.

(

^ Copy to Registrar. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 1 ribunal , Peshawar.
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