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Learned counsel for the appellant present. .

Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Ass'ilstant Advocate

General for the 1espondents present.

&

Learned counsel fox the appellant requested for adjoumment
in order to further prepare the brief. Last opportunity is granted.

To come up for arguments on 09.02.2023 before the D.B.

<

(ROZINA REHMAN)
Member (J)

(FAREEHA PAUL)
Member(E)

Counsel for the appellant present Mr Muhammad_ P !

Adeel Butt, learned Addltlonal Advocate General for
. respondents present. |
""’B £ Mrs Rozma Rehman Learneo Member (Judicialyis on

leave today, therefore case is adjcurned to 16.05.2023 for

. (Fare@ha Paul) -

Member (E)

arguments before D.B.



20.05.2022
19.07.2022
22092022 .

Learned counsel for appellant present.

AY
Mf. Muhammad Rasheed learned Deputy District Attorney
for respondents present.
Learned counsel for the appellant requested for
* adjournment on the ground that she has not made preparation
of the instant appeal. Adjourned. To come up for arguments
on 19.07.2022 before the D.B. |
: .
(Rozina Rehman) (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (J) _ Member (J)
.)“. “ Counsel for appellant present. ”

‘Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil, learned Assistant
Advocate General for respondents present.

Former requested for adjournment as she has not

prepared the brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on
22.09.2022 before D B.

Voo O

(Fareeha Paul) :
Rozina
Member(E) ( Membi?h(r;;an)

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad
Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment

on the ground to further prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come up

———— e b

-~(—Mian-Muhamad_)._.. (Salah-Ud-Din)

-

Member.(E) om0 T Member-(3)
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20.01’.20-22:': Appellant present in person. Mr. Muhammad Riaz
. Khan Paindakhel, Asstt. AG for the respondents preseijt. o

Due to general strike of the Bar, counsel for; the
~ appellant is not in attendance. Case to come up - for
" arguments.on 13.05.2022 before the D.B. |

(Atiq-Ur-W . Chg%ﬂ.‘ .

Member (E) .

13.05.2022 N Counsel for appellant present.

Asif Masood Ali Shah, learned Deputy Disirict Attorney
for respondents present. '

: Forme'r, seeks adjbu'rn}rhént. Adjourned. To comé up for

arguments on 20.05.2022 before D.B. ,
)

(Fareeha Paul) (Rozina Rehman)
‘Member(E) Member (J)



27.05.2021 Appeliant present tHfoUgh' counsel. -

Muhammad Adeel Butt Additional Advocate General
alongwith' Tafiq Umer . Inspector for respondents

present.

Partial 'afgunients ~hea'rd but certain relevant
documents are not available, therefore, counsel for
appellant was direc'ted'to_ make sure the availability of
'relevant‘décuments' Le. ‘Seniority List and Minutes of
DPC meeting before date. To come up for arguments on

28.06.2021 before D.B. -
C )

(Atiq u‘?‘;&kehrhé'n Wézir) < (Rozina Rehman)
iner (E) - Member (J3)

gL

W

28.06.2021 » - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel
v éutt, Ac‘i"(jl,; AG for the respondents preéent.

-The W'E)‘rthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the
Bench is incomplete. To come up for arguments on

29.09.2021 before the D.B.

| (Rozina Rehman)
vaa. s, | - Member(])

. DB T
20 — 22,
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26.11.2020

tle case 1

““Counsel for the appellant and Zara Tajwar, DDA
alongwith Wisal H.C for the respondents present.
|
Learned counsel for the appellant has produced copy

of notification dated 24.08.2020, whereby, the appellant,

amongst other, has been promoted to th|e rank of Deputy
Superintendent of Police (B.S-17) with immediate effect. It

is the contention of learned counsel that to the extent of

prayer for promotion the appeal in hand has become
in_fructubus, however, in the second part of the prayer
promotion w. e.f. 29.11.2018 has been solicited. This' part

_of the grlevance of appellant is yet to be decided by the'

Tribunal. : : i
The memorandum of appeal clearly suggests that the
appellant has prayed for COnsideration|of his name for

“promotion but from the ‘date when hIS other colleagues

were. promoted i.e. 29 11 2018. Instant appeal to that

extent requires decision, therefore the partles are required

to address their respective argumenlts regarding the

proposition on 1 021 before the D.B.

(Mian Muhammad
Member(E)

Duve




19.06.2020 Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19,
| the case is adjourned for the same on 09.09.2020° before
D.B. | NS
09.09.2020 Miss. Roheeda Khah, Advocate for appellant is present.

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General
-alongwith representative of the' department -Mr; Wiéal,' Head
Constable are also present.

According to the learned counsel appellant is not in
contact with her, therefore, she requested for adjournment
so that she could contact her client. Request is plausible.

Adjournment is granted. File to come up for arguments on

26.11.5

efore D.B.

(Mian Muham ad) (Muhammad ama Khan) "
M'ember(Executive) Member (Judicial)

s
v, WRET L
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09.10.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Addi. AG alongwith
Suleman H C for the respondents present.

Representative of respondents has furnished

Paraw'se comments of the respondents. Placed on

record. The'appeal is assigned to D.B for arguments on

18.12.2019..The appellant may submit rejoinder, within a

Chair&a

fortnight, if 50 advised.

18.12.2019 Learned zounsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil
learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith Wisal H.C
present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment.
Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 19.02.2020 before

DB.
A

[—4

Mzmber Member

19.02.2020 Counse. for the appellant present. Mr. Ziaullah, DDA
alongwiith Mr. Wisal, H.C for respondents present. Learned
counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjoumaf.To

ents on 30.03.2020 before D.B.

%

Member Member

come up for

30.03.2020 Due to oublic holidays on account of Covid-1 9,V the case

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 19.06.2020 before

D.B. ﬂ%ﬂ%



26.06.2019 ' " Appellant in person present. Written reply not.SUb‘rnit-_téd._"
‘ ~ Sulaiman H.C representative of the’ respbhdent .d'epal*tment' .

present. and seeks time to furnish ertten reply/comrnents

Granted. To come up for written reply/comments on 19.08. 2019

before S.B.
Cgember
19.08.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad ‘R‘iaz Khan

Paindakhel, Asstt. AG alongwith Naeem Hussain Inspector for the

respondents present.

Representative of respondents requests for further time for
- submission of written reply. Adjourned to 17:09.2019 on which
“date the requisite reply shall positively be submitted.

o

Chairman
17.09.2019 Counsel for the appellant preseht. Nemo for the
respondents. o
- Fresh notices be issued to the respondents by way of last

chance for submission of written reply/comments on

09.10.2019 before S.B. _

Cha|rm
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. 22.03.2019 - Learned counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary*

arguments heard. e e

Appeal U/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal Act, 1974 against the impugned order dated
29.11.2018 whefeby the name of the appellant was not
consider for promotion to the rank of DSP while his
colleagues were promoted vide same order. Being aggrieved
the appellant submitted departmental appeal on 30.11.2018
which was rejected on 15.01.2019. Rejection order was
conveyed to the appellant on 25.01.2019 -

4

N {The learned counsel for the appellant afgued that the
AR .‘1‘ kN " " Yeason for not granting the promotion was his five (05)
. -months service in the investigation branch CTD, Special
Branch as’one \jear service is required.

- The learned counsel further argued that it was the
“responsibility of the department not to post him in the CTD,
Investigation Branch at due time. As such the appeliant has
- been victimized for not of his own fault.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is
admitted for regular hearing. Subject to all legal objections.
The appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee

- ' . within ten (10) days. Thereafter .notices be issued to the
Appelthr Kited - respondents for written reply/comments. To come up for

Securily & Process Fee - written reply/comments on 06.05.2019 before S.B.

Member

Ny g

106.05.2019 Appellant alongwith his counsel and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
| Additional AG for the responden‘;s present. Written reply on behalf of
respondents not submitted. Learned Additional AG requested for
further adjournment. Adjourned to 26.06.2019 for written
reply/comments before S.B.
X

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER

|
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- Form- A o '
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ‘
Case No. 211/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 . '3
1 15/2/2015 The appeal of Mr. Ali Khan. presented today by Roeeda Khan
Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
SCAME@@EQ Worthy Chairman for proper order please. (
JKPST ) _ ‘ \ - .
REGISTRAR /f7>'1 1 (}
- " This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be
put up there on 22"3"/ 7 . A
CHAIRMAN
A A R
Pi A ‘ . i, .’3
- i f‘

. s
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBL NAL
- PESHAMU&{
In Re S:A No. Z/ } /2019

Ali Khan Inspector - -

-~ VERSUS

~ Provincial Police officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others

- INDEX

S# 'Description of Documents Annex | Pages | |
RS Grounds ofl; Petition. 1-6
- 2. Affldav1t 7
- ‘-3'.‘ -Addresses ofpartles - 8

4 | Copy of apphcatlons - “A & A-5”

5 Copy-of promotidn order “B”

. | Copy éf ~departmental appeal “C&D”
: and order dated 15/01/2019 |
17 | Wakalat N‘ama | |
APPELLANT
. Thr(;ugh ' |
- Rbeédé Khan

. o Advocate, High Court |
Dated: 15/02/2019 . - Peshawar.

g A i



BEFORE THE HON'BLE SER;,VICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

| In Re S.A No. /2019

Ali Khan Inspector P/174 Malakand Region-IIT Dir

"~ Lower.

Appellanf
VERSUS

- 1. Provincial Police officer .Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
- Peshawar
2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar _
3 Cap1ta1 City Pohce Officer Peshawar

Respondents

APPEAL U/S-4 OF "THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
DATED 29/11/2018 WHEREBY THE NAME OF
THE  APPELLANT _HAS NOT BEEN
CONSIDERED FOR PROMOTION TO THE
RANK OF DSP AS HIS OTHER COLLEAGUE

HAS BEEN .PROMOTED AND WHEREBY THE a

DEPARTMENTAL __ APPEAL OF THE

' APPELLANT DATED 30/11/2018 HAS BEEN

- REJECTED ON 15/01/2019 COMMUNICATED TO

- THE APPELLANT ON 25/01/2019 ON NO GOOD
- GROUNDS. |




\*J |

Prayer:- -

~ ON_ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL .

THE IMPUGNED ORDER  DATED
29/11/2018 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE

,AND THE RESPONDENT DEPARTMENT
- MAY KINDLY BE DIRECTED TO

CONSIDER THE NAME OF THE
APPELLANT TO THE RANK OF DSP

-~ W.E.F_ 29/11/2018 AS HIS OTHER

COLLEAGUE HAS BEEN PROMOTED TO
THE RANK OF DSP FROM THE DATE OF
HIS ELIGIBILITY ALONGWITH ALL

~ BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth, | |

1. That the Appellant is a peaceful and law

abiding citizé_n of Pakistan.

That the appellant was initially appointed

as constable in the police department on.

 year 1988, during the course of his service.

he gained promotion to the rank of

ispector.

. That appellant has at his credit clean and

exemplary service record, his services were

alwaysapprec1ated. :

. That the appellant has not been conmdered‘ .

for promotion to the rank of DSP because

the appellant has’ not spent period 1n




counter terrorism department special

branch, in{}estigation wing and CTD.

. That the appellant submitted application to
the R‘esﬁondent Department for transfer to
investi_gation' branch, CTD, .'Special Branch,
but no response has been given to the
appellant by the Respohdent department.
(Copy of applicatiqns are attached as

annexuré “A to A-5”)

‘6. That the Respondent department no.t-
consideréd the name of the ap'pellan-t. has
been promoted other colleagues of the
appellant on 29/11/2018 to the rank of DSP.
- (Copy of promotion order is annexed as

. annexure “B”)

7. That.  the appellant  submitted a
- departmental appeal on 30/11/2018 for the
said -promotion to Respondent Department
which has been rejected on 15/01/2019
communicated to theA appellant on

95/01/2019.(Copy of departmental appeal .

and order dated. 15/01/2019 is annexed as

annexure “C-& D”)

. That. feehng aggneved the Appella'nt_

prefers the 1nstant serv1ce appeal before



this 'ch’ble-‘ Tribunal on the following

grounds inter alia:-

- GROUNDS:-

A. That the appellanﬁ has not been treated in
accordance W1th law and. hence his rlghts '
-‘secured and guaranteed ‘under - the-

Constltutlon of 1973 were badly Vlolated

B. That m accordaﬁ:ce with law the
" Respondents Wcre required to have
processed ‘th"e case of 'promotion- of the
appellant also, however it was refused, thus
the appellant has been deprived of h1s

vested right of consideration for promotion.

C. That the appellant was initially appointed
 as constéble in the pclice department on
year 1988, dunng the course of his service
he gamed p101not10n to the rank of -

Inspector.

D.That the name of appellant was. not
considered for promotion to the rank of DSP
- on very flimsy. ground, reflecting from. the:
impugnedv final . order decision da‘ced

115/01/2019




“The DPC exa;ﬁjned .]'11'3 case and recom'm'énded him

‘to be deferred from promotion to the rank of DSP

because he was served only 5 months in investigation |

wing and not completed one year mandatory tenure

as ‘specjﬁ'ed in police rules 13/16-A ”

E. That s_tandijng o'r‘de'r and the above rul_és_ is
not .'a_tfracted int6 the'. case of appellant as
he has nei.ther. refused to perform .duties-'
whenever and wherever the competent
auth‘Orityf— trénsferred{ him, even otherwise

~in all postihgs/transférs cases, the employee
has' nothing to dlo_ra,ther the employee 18

~helpless ‘avt all and it is the competent
authority which makes the suiﬁable

transfers of all the empldyees.

" F. That any other ground not raised here may
graciously be allowed to be raised at the
time full of arguments on the instant

service appeal.

It is t];érefore, most humbly pra yed“ that

on acceptance of this appeal the jmpugnéd
oijder dated 29/11/2018 may kindly be set

asllide and the i'espondeﬁt department may
kj}zdly be directed to consider the name of the |

' ‘appéllant to the rank of DSP w.e.f 29/11/2018

as his other co]]eagué, has been promoted to




".«v

' the rank of DSP from the date of his eligibility
alongwith all back benefits

Any other relief not specifically asked for
may also graciously be extended in favour of

the Appellant in the circumstances of the case.

‘ APPELLANT
Thrdugh .
Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court

‘Dated: 15/02/2019  Peshawar.

NOTE:-
o - As per information furnished by my client, no
such :1ike ] appeal ‘fox; ‘the same petitioner, upbn the
‘same subject matter has earlier been filed, prior to

‘the instant one, before this Hon'ble Tribunal.

Advocate.




{ BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
| ~ | PESHAWAR

InReSANo. /2019

Ali Khan Inspector
VERSUS

Pr‘ovingial Police officer 'Khybe'r.Pakhtunkhwa and Others

| ' ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
 PETITIONER. - :

Ali- Khan Inspect01 P/ 174 Malakand Reglon 111
Dir Lower. -

| | ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

1 Prov1nc1al Police offmer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
- Peshawar | ' |
2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa-

Peshawar.

- 3. Capital City Police vaficer‘Peshawar.

APPELLANT
Through

- Roeeda Khan = ~
o E , Advocate, High Court
Dated: 15/02/2019 , Peshawar. '
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To ' . ‘ ‘| .

The provincial police officer| kpk -
(through prope;,r channel). |

Subject :_-Departmental ap.peal/Reiﬂ‘ésenta'ti'o,n for pxl;omotiOn to'the

B e S

rank of Dsp w.e.f 20/11/2018

Respected sit,

" With humble submission it 18 requested that i was promoted as

inspector and confirmed on 19/ 10/2015.

: | ;
as per rule '13-10a" one year mandatory tenure for promotion to Deputy

‘ Esupcrimendent‘of police , so for this purpose :

i1 again and again requeste | for transfer to investigation ,Counter Terrorism

by written application dut the competent émthori_ty

no deficiency on the part

y to copsider My posifioh
b .

orter

: !Dep;-%;tment, Special branch ete
Ineve: iven a chance as pet Rule 13-16A thereforeitis
jof aplicant, but it was the responsibility of the authortl

o the subject unit. : :
%Now ny colleague Were promoted L0 the rank of Depu
{ o0 29/11/2018 and 1 was differed from promotion.'
| Now through this departmental appeal/rep‘resentation i reques]ed- that as "ihave '
l again and again requested by application for transfer t inlvesti’lgation‘ O
| terrorism department, special branch etc by written ap .)Iicatiop but havin% no
\:chan;f;e by the competent authority " hence i am deserve 10 promote as Deputy

| ent of police on from the date w.e.f29/1 1/%018, 11!;1y departmental

' app¢;":i/represen_tation for promotion to the rank ofDsp may b’le pleasgaccepted;

With prayers. ‘ w /ﬂ/

y supetintendent of police

| sup - tend

“likhan inspector P/l 74
Maldkand Re gion il
investigation w'nkg at Dir lower

STE %
Rt W LA b

1

Soltraot SO onio

el




; : and not cowpleted one year mmdatm y tenmc as qgeuﬁk.d in amended Police Rulcs 13, le : ‘, ‘
' rr~w* o | b
1, (SADIQ BALOUH) pqp 1
| AIG/eqabh:}mmnt N
For Inspector General of Polu, e, b
Khyber Paklmmlc%uwa ' L
. —Pe Sh:\WdT ‘: '
3 -
s . |
i
1
- 9’“\ Jb \M YA
\ WA 9}«(‘_)~. J‘D_ | [4 Mg
) M.’\l:&?.: .- mn‘AvI :.l lll :::"’“|
&?'
TO'.(:lf.‘I..:I .'_'E:‘Lb.‘:
0 5
\ ‘ | ;
‘;\ . —\\- . B
N R R

: SRR i
' .- S | - m’“‘w' e ‘%MM/\ b ‘ S
‘,-';f’,lgh . . 4 .;:% o\l
P d T OFFI(‘E oF “lHl?,
o o 2 7{, - g INSPECTOR GIJNERALOF PO LICE,
5 F - KHYBER PAIGITU‘II&.HWA‘
%wm PAREZA IS, CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
-k ‘g;if ; ' PESHAWAR i
i d’-“. :" e
No. 4 g, ¢ dated Peshawar the . 1 5’ L 01
The  Regional Policc‘O'fﬁc A:r, ‘I
Malakand Region, Swht, . }
Subject APPLICATION '
e ' ;'
o . b | '
- Please refer to your ¢ffice letter No- 12920/53-dated- 31 12 201b on thc- -
qi subject noted above, Hﬂ“\? |
;"\,}Iff}. i l

The promotion C\loC-l of Tuspector Al khan was dlSCllSSLd in~ the _
Departmental Selection Commitiee mebtmﬂ held on 26.11.2018 and was not comldcrcd for -
promotion to the rank of DSP because he hrat served only five months (5) in Invcatmat}om Wmo
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PES

[

Service Appeal No. 211/ 2019.

HAWAR
|

AT KRN et caeeas s eeeees s ee e ee e s s e e s e s enees s ere e e ......(Appellant)
- |
' VERSUS l
Inspector General of Police and Others.........oooocciveeeviiee oo eeeeeereees e foveeeres {Respondents)
INDEX |
: |
S.NO DESCRIPTIOI\i OF DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE | PAGE
1. Para-wise Comments |' 1-3
2. Affidavit 1 4
3. | Copy of Notification dated 29.11.2018 A | 5
4. Copy of Police Rules, 13-16(A), 2017 B 6
- |
|
Respondents through
)AL
lrﬁsp"e.ctor/ Legal,
Cl:P0; Peshawar
0333-9594026
|
i
l
. |
|
|
|
- |
|
|
| |
|
|



BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 211/ 2019,
Ali Khan.......... e (Appellant)
- VERSUS '

inspector General of Police and others.................................................'..‘....;...(Respondents}
SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS
RESPECTIVELY SH EWETH: _ , ‘
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:- |

a) The appeal is not based on facts. |

b) The eppeal is not maintainable in the present form.

c) The appeal IS bad for miss-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

d) The appelfant is estopped to file the appeal by his own conduct.

- e) Appeal is bad by law and limitation.

f) The appellant has not come to this Honorable Court wnth clean hands

g) - The appellant has got no cause of action to file present Service Appeal.

1. Para No. 1isirrelevant hence, no comments. |

2. Para No. 2 to the extent of appellant’s enlistment pertains to record while

| the remaining Para is subject to proef. |
3. Subject to pfgef. |
4. This Para is incorrect hence, rebutted. The name of} appellant was not

recommended for promotions to the rank of DSP inI the Departmental
Selection Committee held on 26.11.2018 vide this offiice Notification No.
1078/ SE-I dated 29.11.2018. As per Amended Police lf%ules, 13-16(A) “An
Inspector shall be promoted to the post of DSP after suécessful completion
of mandatory training i.e. Advance ACourse and completion of one year
tenure as Inspector in Investigation Branch, or Counter Terrorism
Department, or Special Branch, or any Police Tramlng Institution”,

Appellant has'served only five months in Investlgatlon Wing and did not

complete one year mandatory tenure as specified in Amended Police

Rules, 13-16(A). (Copies of Notification dated 29.11. 2018 & Rules are

annexed as “A” & “B” respectively). , |

-



GROUNDS:- !

A.

. next hlgher rank.

|

|
First portion of this Para with respect to appellant’ s| application to other
branch pertams to record however, the remaining Para is incorrect. The
respondents did not stop any one from the promo%ional courses which
was due on their parts. The appellant is making lamé excuses as he was

|
not interested to complete his mandatory tenure for promotion to the

|

This Para established no malafide on the part of answering respondents.
As per contention of appellant that his other colleagues promoted to the
rank of DSP in Departmental Selection Committee held on 26.11.2018, so
he was also at liberty to qualify the courses mandatory for promotion to
the rank of DSP |

That the Departmental Appeal filed by the appc'ellant against the
Notification No. 1078/ SE-I dated 29.11.2018, was re'zjected quite legal
basis as the appellant did not completed mandatolzry tenure for the-
promotion tg-the rank of DSP mentioned in Amendeig Polica Rules 13-
16(A).

That the appellant was treated in accordance with presclnbed rules and he
was not discriminated, therefore, the instant Servnce Appeal may be

dismissed on the following Grounds.

-

Incorrect. that the appellant has been treated in accordance with law/
rules and no Article of Constitution of Pakistan 1973, has‘!been violated by
the answering',‘respondents. : i

Incorrect. Appellant has been treated fairly and he was nofc recommended
in the Departmental Selection Committee held on 26.11. 2018 due to his
incomplete mandatory tenure i.e. one year perlod in Investigation Wlng

As already explained above. |
!
i

Incorrect. As already explained in preceding Paras.
Incorrect. As explained in preceding Paras.

|
That the respondents may also be aliowed to raise additional grounds at

|
the time of arguments. '

-



i
[
. |

PRAYER:- |
In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that on acceptance of Para-wise

comments, the lnstant Service Appeal may kindly be dlsmassed being merltless

Capital City Polj e Officer,

Inspector Gene;ral of Police,
Pesh ars Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
(Respondent No. 3) : Peshawar.

(Respondent No. 1 & 2)
|
i

|
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5 4 BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Vs |
I
|

Service Appeal No. 211/ 2019.

Ali Khan, ....................................................................... ‘; ...... (Appeliant)

VERSUS

|
Inspector General of Police and others...........cooooeooooo (Respondents)

AEFIDAVIT

{, Naeem Hussain Inspector Legal CPO, Peshawar do hereby solemnly
affirm on oath that the contents of accompanying comments on beh!alf of Respondents

No. 1, 2 & 3 are correct to the best my knowledge and belief. Nothing has been

concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. |

- DEPONENT

NAEEM HUSSAIN

Inspector/ Legal

. CP@, Peshawar.
* 16101-8646336-1

Mob# 0333-9594026
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13.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA GOVERNMENT GAZTTE, EXTRAORDINARY, 16T MARCH, 2017
In rule 13.10, for sub rule (2) the following shall be substituted namely:

-
“(2)  No Sub-Inspector shall be confirmed in a substantive vacancy unless he
has been tested for at least a year as an officiating Sub-Inspector in independent
charge of'a Police Station, a notitied Police Post, or as in-charge Investigation of a

\ Police Station or in Counter Terrorism Department:

. Provided further that he shall also have to spend one year in any other Unit
excluding the period spent on long leave, deputation or promotional training
course 1.e. upper college course”, -

After rule 13.16, the following new rule shall be added, namely:

“13.16A. One year mandatory tenure for promotion to Deputy
Superintendent of Police.~-An Inspector shall be promoted to the post of
Deputy Superintendent of Police after successful completion of mandatory
training i.e. Advance Course and completion of one year tenure as [nspector in the
Investigation Branch, or Counter Terrorism Department, or Special Branch, or
any police training institution.”. . :

After Form No. 13.7, the following new Appendices shall be added, namely:

“Appendix 13.7A (I)
(See sub-rule (1) of rule 13.7A)

S.No - SUBJECTS ] | MARKS

1. Approved Syllabus of Recruit Course ) A 200

2. Basic General Knowledge (General Knowledge regardiné 30
Pakistan & Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) :

- 3. | English Communication o o 20

Appendix 13.7B (1)
(See sub-rule (2) of rule 13.7A)

S.No| SUBJECTS MARKS
1. | LAWS . 60
1. Pakistan Penal Code

ii. Criminal Procedure Code L |
iii. Local and Special Laws -

iv. Qanoon-e- Shahdat

v. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Act, 2017

vi. Huddood Laws

2. Ipolice Rules, 1934 . 50
3. {English Translation 30
4 General Knowledge o 30
5. |police Initiatives ' 30

Note: The subjects mentioned at serial No. 1 and 2 shall include selected portion of the
relevant laws to be approved by the Provincial Police Officer.”.

In rule 19.2, after sub-clause (2), the following new sub-rule shall be addeid, namely:

“(3)  Written examination of recruit course shall be conducted through an
accredited testing agency approved by the Provincial Police Officer.”.



