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Execution Petition No. 161/2023

proceedings
2

113.03.2023

Date of order

Order or E)i'h},;;};_o_i:eedings with signature of judge

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Zubair

received today by post through Mr. Muhammad

1 Abdullah Baloch Advocate. It is fixed for implementation

‘report before touring Single Bench at D.L.Khan on -

. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

noted the next date. The respondents be issued notices

to submit compliance/implementation report on the

date fixed.
By the grder of Chairman
| . REGISTRAR
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~ Date /0/03/2023

Humble etxtloner

Muhaémad Zubair

| h,ceag.; ounsel

Muha ad Ab ullah Baloch
Advocate High Court




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KP SERVICES TRIBUNAL

7&*-/" %

CAMP comi'r DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

Execution No. /2023
In Appeal No. 1090/2016

Muhammad Zubair Constable No.9132/FRP, FRP Dera Ismail Khan.

............. (APPELLANT)

‘'VERSUS

1. Commandant . Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

2. Superintendent of Police FRP D.I.LKhan Range, Dera Ismail Khan.

..... [RESPONDENTS)

Execution/implementation Petition of the judgment delivered
by the Honourable KP Service Tribunal Camp Court Dera
Ismail Khan in Service Appeal No. 1090/2016 Dated 25/11/2021.

That the brief fact of case are as under

1. That the petitioner serving Frontier Reserve Police
Department and deputed in FRP D.L.Khan range as a
Constable since 2006. |

2. That petitionerv ;moved an application reciuésting his
p;romotion which was accepted and petitionef' was '
promoted  to the rank of Head Constable with immediate
fact on 28/03/2016 by Respondent No.2

3. That after promotion order the appellant took the charge

which was du'ally. entered in his service book and appellant

received the pay of head constable.

4. That respondent No.1 without giving any notice and
conducting an inquiry, issue Letter dated 28/'06/ 2016 in
the absence of appellant by cancelling his promotion as

head constable with retrospective effect.

S



That after fvlﬁgigyg;g‘[)’epartmental Appeal, the Petitioner filled
the service Appeal No.1090/2016 before the Honourable KP
Service Tribunal Camp Court D.I.Khan, which was decided
vide judgment dated 25/1 1/2021. That although the
Service Appeal of the Petitioner/Appellant was dismissed.
However, in Para No.8 of the Judgment Datéd 25/11/2021

the Honourable Service Tribunal held that;

“For what _has gone above, the above stated appeal as well as

connected _appeal enumerated herein _above are dismissed.

However, in order to prevent the multiplicity of proceedings and

abuse of process of Tribunal it is apt to exercise Jurisdiction under
_Rule.27 of The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules,

1974 to direct the Respondents to process the case of promotion of

Police officers posted in FRP in accorddnce with law, without

delay...” Copy of the Judgment Dated25/11/2021 is annexed

as Annexure-A.

That, thereafter, Commandant FRP sent a Letter No.3687-
88/SI Legal dated 15/04/2022 to the Worthy General;
Inspector of Police Khyber Pakhfunkhwa and in respoﬁse
office of the Inspéctor General of Police vide Letter No.2119
Dated 22/04/2@22 directed the Commandant FRP that
case of appellant for promotion may be processed in

accordance with Law and Rules. Copies are annexed as

. Annexure-B & B/ 1.

That, thereafter, office of the Commandant FRP seﬁt a
detailed case of the promotion of appellant to the worthy
Inspector General of Police referring therein all the rules
applicable vide his letter No.4937-43 dated 10/06/2022.
That after that in the month of ‘August Commandant FRP
again sent a letter N0.6789/ SI Legal dated 24/08/2022
requesting therein for implementation of the judgment of
honourable Tribunal Dated 25/11/2021. Copies are

annexed as Annexure-C & C/1.

-~ That pertinent‘tb note that inspite of clear directions

issued by the office of Inspector General of Police vide Order

No.8834-40 Dated 22/09/2022, the Commandant FRP is
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not 1mpleme£1t1ng the Judgment of honourable KP Service
?‘ it :5 ""‘ h&
Tribnal. Coples are annexed -as Annexure-D. Copy of letter

No. 1782 dated 24 09 / 2020 is annexed as Annexure E.

9. That the .appellant is the senior. most Constable in FRP |
D.I.LKhan Range and since many years has been waiting for
this promotion. That appellant had become eligible for
prqmotion since 2014 and his entitled for prornotion

antedated.

1t is thereforez humbly ‘prayed that in Judgment of the
Honourable KP Service Tribunal delivered in Service
Appeal No.1090/2016 dated 25/11/2021 (para.8) may
kindly be implemented/executed in lettexj- and Spirit.
Consequently, petitioner may kindly be promotéd as Head

Constable being Senior most in FRP DIKhan range.

Dated: /0_/03/2023

Humbl;fetitioner

Muh&nad Zubair

Thr ounsel

/'
Muhammad Abdul aloch

Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

.
v

I,! Muhammad Zubair Constable No.9 132/FRP, FRP Dera
Ismail Khan appellant herein, do hereby solemnly affirm on oath
that all parawise contents of the accompanying appeal are true
and correct to.the best of my knowledge, belief and information;
that nothing has been conc_:ealéd or kept secret from this worthy
Tribunal, nor anything cor_ltai'ned therein is based on |

exaggeration or distortion of facts.

Dated: /¢/03/2023 / /

Deponent
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CAMP COURT, D.I.KHAN.

Execution No.__ - /2023
In Appeal No. 1090/2016

Muhammad Zubair Versus Commandant Frontier Reserve
B Police, etc .~ -

(Appellant) . (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

Muhammad Zubair Constable No.9132/FRP, FRP Dera Ismail Khan.

RESPONDENTS

1. Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar, ‘

2. Superintendent Of Police FRP DA.I.KHan Range, Dera Isméil

" Khan. : 3

Humb;zl‘etitioner
Mul{mad Zubair
Counsel

M@C
Muhanﬁxad Ab iiflak Baloch
_Advocate High Court
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LM- __ ETHE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWA‘R
~ CAME: C@URT DL KHAN. =2 |

Appedl nolﬁ f f of 2016

N

i

VERSUS
‘Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunli{hwa
Peshawa; A , o |

2 Supermtendent of Police FRP DI Khan Range D.L. Khan,

3. Govemment of KPK thlough Sccretary Interlor l&hybel : !

S e TERE
. Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. ’ o ‘ ' st .

| APPEAL‘UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK SERWCE TRIBUNAL
~ACT AGAINST ILLEGAL CANCELLATION ORDER
DATED: 28.06. 2016 ON THE BACK OF APPELLANT |

o

¥\@/ That the brief facts of the case aije as under:

1. That the petmoner 18 servmg in- Lhe Frontler Reserve Police Department

and deputed in FRP D L. Khan Ronge as a constable sinice 2006.

2. That petmoner moved an apphcatwn requesting his promo’uon wh;ch was
accepted and pet1t1oner Was shoulder promotlon to the rank of head

constable with 1mmed1ate effect on 28.03.2016 by rcepondent no.02.

Copy of appheatmn and order dated 28.03.2016 are annexule A& B. ;.:zfz
, e &
3. ’I‘hat after promouon order the appellant took the ('harge and which was,x" { .
dually entered in his service book and appellant receiv ed the pay of head.
S SRR e 1% 7 ~
\ a gonstable. Copy .of Service book and pay roll are annexule C & D.

nw.‘& r‘( A

“=*4. "That 1espondent no.01 without gwen any notice and conducting and
el / fo” ‘5 boinquidry, 1esued letter dated 28. 06.2016 in “the absence of dppellam by |

cancellmp h1s promot1on as head constable w1th 1etrospect1ve effect. Copy

of order is annexure E.



Appeal No. 1090 of 2016 _

Date of Institution .. 25/10/2016 -

Date of Decision e 25/11/ 2021, -

Muhammad Zubalr No 768/FRP FRP D.I Khan
‘e (Appellant)

VERSUS'

Commandant Frontier Reserve Pohce, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa others
(Respondents)

Present.

Mr. Abdullah Baloch, |

Advocate - . . .. Forappellant.

Mr. Noor Zaman Khattak, L

District Attorney, . .. For Respondents.

MR AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN - ... CHAIRMAN

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN, B . MEMBER(J)

JUDGMENT

 AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN' Through the above titled appeal

___.l..._._.._..--.-—
described in the headmg and seven other appeals as enctosed in bfackets-

{(Appeals No. 1092/2016 - 1093/2016, 1094/2016 1095/2016 1096/2016,

.‘1097/2016 and 1098/2016) the jurlSdlCtIOI’! of this Tribunal has been invoked by

the appeuants wnth the prayer as copled below -

AV T f‘»qr écj&}}
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"ON ACCEPTAIVCE THIS APPEAL THIS HONORABLE COURT MAY .

'PLEASE 7"0 DECLARE THE ORDER DATED: 28.06. 201 6 BEING
ILLEGAL, voIp AND WI THOUTLAWFUL AUTHORI TY AND -HAS NO

LEGAL EFFECT AND APPELLAN_T MAY KINDL Y BE REINSTATED AT

THE POST OF THE HEAD CONSTABLE WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS”

1

2. The factual account as given in the Memo. 'o'fdAppeal and ‘deducible

'from copies of the supportmg documenis annexed therewrth is prec:sel v

that the appellant is servmg in the Frontrer Reserve Police and

‘deputed in FRP DIKhan Range as a- constable since 2006; that-

appellant moved an appllcatron requestmg hiS promotlon whrch was

' accepted and appeilant was granted shou!der promotron to the rank

of head constable with |mmed|ate' ef"fe'ct on 28.03.2016 by respondent

No.02; that after promdtio'n. order, the'appellant tdok the charge.
which was duly entered‘ in his"service book and appellant received the
pay pf head constable, that respondent NoﬁOt WithO-tJ;f. 'giving_ any
show catjse notice to the appelt‘ant and cdnducting any inquiry,
issued Ietter‘dated ;_2_8.06.2016:.in the absence‘dfappellant by
eancelling' his prdnrotion as head- censtabdle- with retrospective eftect;
that feeling aggrieved after‘- camm'unicat'ion' of above said iII'egaI order,
appellant filed departmental appeal WhICh was also re]ected and
cornmunlcated to him on 06 10. 2016 hence the present appeal

3. Wehave h_eard the arguments and perused the record

AFTRELED
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4" Learned counsel for: the appellant has argued that the

appellants are’ not treated in accordance 'with law and the a’ctions of

- the respondents are malaﬂde besrdes bemg drscrlmrnatow and harsh;
that respondent No 02 promoted the appellants and accordrng to rules

' after considering appllcatlon for promotlon that the appellants were

appointed as constables a_nd dunng their service: they passed f:ve
courses of civil defense and also pass A-1 course he become senior
most constable in FRP D.LKhan range; that the promotion orders of -

appellants were in accordance with law and rules framecl by the

government which were duly' implemented and respondent Np.Ol has

no authority to cancel the same without glvmg any notice or

opportunity. of heanng to the appellants that Standing’ Order No.2 of -

h_ 2014 does not restrlct respondent No.02 to “not promote the

appellants and any lrregulanty commltted by authorlty does not harm
the appellant in any manner that appellants are berng penallzed
wnthout giving them any Opportunlty of heanng nor had given any
show cause notice by the department whlch is against the prlncrpal of
natural jUStice. |

5. Learned Distrlct«_Attorne'y.While rebuttinjg the arguments of
learned counsel for the app_ellants has argued that the appellants are -

concerned to FRP establishment and according to Standing Order No.

.2/2104_issued by CPO Peshawar, all promotions were restricted in

FRP. The promotion of officer‘s po'sted ,ln FRP‘shall be done by

DPO/RPOS in accmdance W|th Chaptel No 13 of Pol:ce Rules 1934. In
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the light of Standlng Order mentloned above'the promotlon order of

the appellants have been cancelled as. per law, that the promotionof
| the appellants as. Head constable were found agarnst the rules and in
-vrolatron of Standlng order No 2/2014 ‘that Departmental appeal of
 the appellant was thoroughly exammed and - re]ected on sound
grounds that as the promotlon order of the appellant was passed in
hasty manner thus the actlon of the respondents are legally justified |
and in accordance to law, that after issuance: of Standmg Order
- No. 2/2014 no criteria exrts for promotron in FRP Establlshment that
accordmg to Standing Order No. 2/2014 the promotlon lrsts shall no
more be malntalned in FRP Unrt ahd the promotlon of officers posted E
in FRP shall be done by DPO/RPOs in accordance wrth Chapter No 13
of Police Rules 1934, that clause 11 12, 12 1 & 12 2 of Standing |
;5 Order No. 2/2014 provrde that all kmds of promotlons to the next

{ﬁ_ﬁ] hrgner ranks of the of FRP personnel shall be mamtarned by

PO/RPOS, thus respondent No 215 not competent to pass promotlon

Order of a Police Offrcers posted in FRP. He requested that the
appeals may be dlsmlssed with costs.

6. It is an undrsputed fact that the appellants-are on theroll of
Pcllce Department in Frontuer Reserve Pollce (FRP) They were
recruited in FRP as Constables Durmg their servace they were |
granted shoulder promotion to the rank of- C/2 Head Constables vide
' order OB No’. 312 dated 28. 03. 2016 rssued by the Supenntendent of

Police FRP D.1.Khan Range, D.LKhan. However the -said order of the
| S | ATTESTED |

)
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" shoulder promotionl'anaon’g other l/\ias :cancelled by the ‘Co‘mmandant |
FRP - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar Vlde order dated, 28. 06 2016,
being in woiatron of Standlng Order No 2/2016 Obvrousiy, said order
has been impugned through the.presen_t'appeals with the=i subrnnssron
that the said-‘order was p.assed' in absence ofthe appellahts withoutl
‘taking any enqmry and giving notice and that the order of promotlon |
of respondent No. 2 was, in accordance wrth rules The appeliants
d-uring A,servrce had p’assed lseverai courses. 'l"he order of promot_lon :
having been‘ passed in accordance with lawk-and ,r_UIes was 'duly )
implemented.and the respondent No. '1 had got no authority to canc‘el
the same'wit—hout givinr_:j,ariy.. notice .or opportuinit_y"olc hearing. The
.respondent‘s in their Written replyi came up with the submissions that
according to Standing 'Order No. 2/2014 issued by the CPG PeshaiNar
‘pl omotion of ofﬁcers posted in . FRP come W|thin the domain of
DPOs/RPOs in accordance wrth Chapter No. 13 of Pollce Rules 1934.
In light of the said Standing Order, promotion order of appellant was

' cancelled as per law as the same was tound m vuolatlon of Stanqu
Order No. 2/2014 Accordlng to copy of the aforementloned Standlnq
Order as produced before us and availabl-e on file, Para-11 ;of the said
Sl:and'ing'Order deals .With proinotion of FRP oersonnel. The same forl
the purpose of relevancy is reproduced herein belovri—

"1, Promotion of FRP Personnel:- FRP is neither a
Police District nor a Police Range. Therefore, promotion lists

A B C, D and E shall no more be maintalned in FRP
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Instead promotlon lof offlcers posted in FRP as is the case
of other umts, shall be done by Dlstnct Heads of Pohce or
the RPQOs, as the case may be, agarnst the avallabie 4
. vacancies in accordance with_ Chapter 13 of Pollce. Rules,
1934. The District_ Heads of Police or the RPQS, as the case
‘may be, shall- maintain consolldalted- lists. of all .ofﬁcers,'
Whether. posted in the.Dist'rict/Range or in any other unit,

“including FRP.” -

t

7. Needless to say that the promotion order of the appellant was

passed by Supenntendent of Polu.e FRP DIKhan who was not

competent to grant promotlon in Irght of the above noted provision of

c)tandlng Order No. 2/2014 The respondent No.’ 1 belng hrgher? '

authority had cancelled the sald order having notrced the rllegallty

 Moreover, the promotlon order was not a regular promotron but it was

meant for shoulder promotlon whlch could not be equated with a
promotlon governed by relevant polrce rules on the sub]ect of
oromotlon Thus, the promotnon order as passed in favour of the.
appellants was not workable to dec0rate them with any legal nght to
defend the promotron whrch otherwrse were vord ab-m/t/o being |

result of exercise of his authority not. vested in respondent No. Z.

Therefore, the appeal on the ground advanced agamst the impugned

" ‘order has got no force and is. lrable to be drsmrssed However, it may

be observed before partmg that we after. hearrng the arguments and
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before pronouncement of the judgment record order as copied

below -

“Appeilanf in person pré"sent.AMr...'Noor ‘Zaman khattak,

&

District Attorney alongWitn Mr. Muhammad- Hafeez,
Clerk for the respondents present. |
We‘ 'heve heerd‘the arg‘uments During the conrseiof
arguments reference was made to Standmg Order No |
2/2014 wherem vide para-11 lt is provnded that FRP is ‘.
neither a Police Dlstri_ct nor a Police Rang:e,\_' Th{erefore,- |
_promotion Iiste A,. B, C, D and E shalﬂ; no n‘;jore be
maintained- in FRP Insfead, .. pro’n‘jotion'- 'of ;%ofﬁcers
‘posted in FRP, as is the. case of 'lot'hie'r, units, %haﬁ ‘be
'done by District Heads of Police or. the RPOs, as 'fthe case
'may‘ be, ‘afga'inst the availablle‘\'iacancies in_acc;)rdance :

with Chapter 13 of Police Rules 1934. The District Heads

of Police or the RPOs, as the cese may be, shall maintain
conSoEidated lists of ali ofﬁcers, V\rhether posted -rn the
. Distrrci/Range .‘or 'in. any. other unif, . ifn.cluding FRP.
acco‘rding_ to the said r)rovi'sion in Standing Order No'.‘ 2
Aof 2014 Before V\ie"proceed to announce the order, itis
deemed appropr:ate that District Pollce Offlcer D.I Khan'
be required to attend this 'il'r:bunai for our assistance
personally or through a well conversant representatwen'

whether the Ilst as reqmred vnde para 11 of the'_
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Standmg Order No. 2 of 2014 has been maintained or

not. Mr. Muhammad Khah Sub Inspector (E.egal) !s

present before us in connectmn wnth other Appeaﬂs on

| ‘ behalf of the District Police Offncer D.1. Khan, and he is |
directed to obtam copy of this order and convey the B
same forthWIth to Dlstrsct Pollce Offlcer for cohpllaﬁce |
| today without fa:l."~ ,
In pur'su‘ance ‘Qf the e'bove erder-a' réporf yvas sdbmitted é_n behalf ef .'
District Police Officer ‘through Establishment Clerk of DPO officé -
| D. I.Khan which is copied below:- " .
~ “It is submltted today on 25.11. 2021 that after: takmg ' |

the charge of Estabhshment Clerk DPO office D. I Khan,

constutute a Selection Board ‘in the hght of Para 4 of

?3\ thls office has | requested the W/ RPO D.I.Khan to
J3 |
(% ' the Standmg Order No. 06/ 2014, wherem the Seiectaon |

#

'Board has been constntuted by the RPO D.L. Khan vide
Endst. No. 3964-67IES dated 16.09. 2021 for .

l
H

preparation of said llst for the current year
The list for_the ce‘rrent year ié; under process for %annua"i.'
inspection in accordance with Standing gl\l.o. '0'6/2014 -
~and Paré 13.8 of the Pelice Rules, 1934 please,”
-8 For Wﬁa’t has go.ﬁe above,l the above stated aﬁpe_al as y’veii as
connected abpeals en,umerated here-in'above are dis_missed. Hewe\ier,‘ |
‘in' order to preveht'the muitip’ii_city’ of broceedihgsAand abuse of.
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'process of . Tribunal rt is apt to. exelcrse Jurlsdlctlon under Rule 27 of

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Servrce Trlbunal Rules, 1974 to; dlrect the

re>pondents to process- the case‘of promotron of pohce ofﬂcers posted

in FRP in accorda-nce with law withc')ut delay. Parties. are left to bear ;

th ir own costs File be consngned to the record room

(AHMAD SULTAN AREEN) #
Chalrman
(Camp Court, D I. Khan)

(SALAH -UD- DIN)
- Member(J) -
{Camp Court D.I. Khan)
ANNOUNCED o S |
25/11/2021 SR Zoﬁnr’%)[
" . ) . fBate of ]-Y'\'{‘u.'vt‘,?‘.‘,'.li,‘:‘; e .

Wamber uI STReIR L.
l"r-g‘\-'in'" ke [/Q o

a«i‘f.;‘i‘?ﬁi{’yf:ﬁ; $4y }j_gg{ tare covy T

57'1‘.‘;‘:// f ST 6 v - / .

b WA 4
i ]}JL\L (; Ry ‘_;“."h“’: o Ny . e 3 B
Servic? Tribunal, __— - ()/, . ‘ 2 )"” .

Thiin 0F et U

‘_v';,-- L)/,

. Poshawar
- . @Ati of Lretivery of O uu\',.w

PR 0111700 A BT T4, 51 pNE T g




022,

W i

To: - The inSpect'gr General of Police,
_ : Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Subject; LODGING AN APPEAL AGAINST TH= JUDGMENT Of KHYBER -
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR IN SERViCE
APPEAL NO. . 1080/201¢, FILED BY CONSTABLE MUMAMMAD

Memo. " DAIRNO. 768 FRP 1 KHAN RANGE ALONGWITH 07 OTHERS,

Itig s
others of FRP 1y
28.02.2018. Late

ubmitted that Constanle Muhammad Zubair No. 768 alongwith 07
I Khan, Range were promoted to the rank of Head constable on
" on their promoticn order has been withdrawn by the competent
autharfty vide order dated 28.06.2016 as the promotion system in FRP has already

been withdrawn Vide standing brder No, 2/2014 issyed by CPO Peshawar.

in FRE, in accordance with law without defay.

- The copy of the judgment sent herewith for perusal and kind order
please. ‘ -

Comm; .wt |
Frontiel Reserve Police e
, . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
No. & date Even:.

Copy of above s foma.r&. d to the 52 FRp D! Khan Range DI
Khan for information, : T

Zouly meﬁ,/c . . Wj’v\w o .‘
= | \')e P
e X ‘.\I \\‘Qt/%
_ 200 B \ ‘\“‘b
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INSP&CT(}R GENERAL Of- POLICE
- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Centrat Police Office, Peshawar

fLesgai dated Peshawar, the?) 7/ ﬁf//zﬁ?z'

Thc Commandant St ot e

FRP, Khyber Pakbtunihva, | ;m.:.;:_f
Peshawar ' Cizey \M SHI
- Q % ” ‘:94..2 L.
CSubjecti- - LODGING N APPEAL_AGAINST THE JUDGMENT oF
. KHYBE HTUNKHWA SERVICE __TRIBUNAL

1090/2016 FILED
umm NO. 788_FRP

DLLKHAN gfmsg A;,amswzm 07 OTHERS.

Merno:-

Please refer to your Office Letter No. 3687-88/S1 Lsgal, dated
15:04.2022 an t-he subject cited abgve.

~

The Competent Authority has dwecmd cbm hr:* case of
sppetlant i’or promotion may he pmcessed In accordancn vith law and rules. '

<
Wt

AIG/LEGAL™ §
For Inspector{Geners! of Police,
Khyber Pakhtdakhwa, Peshaver

Aoy -1'“;
Ll < R

¥ _(
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e ANT
' OFFICE OF THE COMMAND
FRONTIER RESERVE POLICE
. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESH?moz
Ph: No. 091:9214114 Fax No. 091-9212602

No {927 41181 Logal, dated /4> | (: (2022,

" To The Inspector General of Police,

Khybar Pak‘ﬁiunkhwa.v{?eshawm.

Subject:  LODGING AN APPEAL AGAINST THE JUDGMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR IN SERVICE
APPEAL NO. 1090/2018, FILED BY CONSTABLE MUHAMMAD
ZUBAIR NO. 768 FRP O KHAN RANGE - ALONGWITH 07
OTHERS. o .

Memo:

Kindly refer to this office Memao No. 3687-88/S| Legal, dated
15.4.2022 & CPO Memo No. 2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022.

Itis submitted that Constablé Muhammad Zubair No. 768 alongwith
07 others of FRp Dl Khan, Range were promoted to the rank of Head constable
on 28.03.2016. without fulﬁlh‘henf clf codal formalities. Later on their promotion
order has been withdrawn by the‘ ‘competent authority vide order dated
28.06.2016. . , ‘ 3

Feeling aggrieved they filed the subject Service Appeal before the
Khyber Pakhtﬁnkhwa. Service Tribunal Peshawar, against the withdrawal order of
their promotions, . |

The ‘Khyber Pakbtunkhwa, Service Tribun:._af has dismissed their
appeal vide judgment dated 25.11.2021. However, the Hoﬁorabie Tribunal has
directed the respondents to process the case of promotion of police officers
posted in F‘RP-. in accordance with law without delay. {Copy of the judgment
attached herewith), |

The instant case was forwarded to CPO Peshawar for funther

necesséry action vide this office Memo No. 3687-88/S| Legal, dated 15.04.2022

The same was returned by CPO vide memo No. 2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022,
with the directions that the promolion case of the appellants may be processed in
accordance with law and rules. ‘

In this regard it is submited for kind information that Standing Order‘ |
No. 06/2014 provided that:-

Those constables who have crossed the age limit presdribed for A-1/B-1 exams

«ithout qualifying the same may be c;z’nsidered for 'plaéement on promotion List

o-lh

A Selection Board at the District leve!, constituted by CCPO or RPO as the case

nay be. and consisting of the DPO concerned and two other officers not |
he rank of SP, may be considar the constables for placement on

ess than.
G-l st on the
»asis of oulstanding performance and good general reputation. \,ga\‘\‘fo Q‘y
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e ’ - ::' N <Ny 768 alongwith 07
Itis submitted that Constable Muhammad Zubalr No. 768 along

Jpad constable on
others of FRP DI Knan, Range were promoled o the rank of Head ¢ |

- i ioh order has
- 28.03.2016. without fulfillment of codal formalities. Laler on their promot

: . . ‘ 5.2016 as the
been withdrawn by the compelent authority vide order dated 28.06

. ' ding order No.
“Promotion system in FRP has already been withdrawn wde( standing

02/2014 issued by CPO Peshawar. ore
. Feeling aggrieved they filed the Service Appeal No. 1090/2016 befor

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Peshawar, against the wpthdrawal_ Ordef ©

their promotions. : . .
Tﬁe Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, _Servi;é-Tribunal have dismissed their
appeal vide judgment dated 25:11.2021,,However, the Honorable Tribunal has
directed the respondents to pfocess the case of promotion of police officers

posted in FRP, in accordance With law without delay. (Copy of the judgment
attached herewith)

The case was forwarded to CPO Peshawar for further necessary

actions vide this office Memo No. 3687.88/S| Legal, dated 15.04.2022. The same was
returned by CpO vide memg No, 2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022, with the directions
that the promation case of the appeilants may be processed in accordance with law

and rules. : o :
tn this regardf:‘&tandi_ng_()_rder No. 06/2014 Provided that:-
*r Those constables who have crossed the agé limit prescribed for A-
1/8-1 exams without qualifying the same may be cohsidered'for
placement on promaotion List C-f. ‘

“ A Selection Board at the District level, constituteq by CCPO or RPO

| as the case may be, and cdnsisti'ng of the DPO concerned and two
other officers not less than the rank of SP, may be cbnsider the
constables for placement on C-jj list 6n the basis of outstanding
performance and good general reputatiémv '

< The Selection Béard discussed above may recommend‘ed to CCPO
| or RPO, as the case may be, constables placed on C-Il List for
promotion as Head constables, -

% After approval of CCPO o RPO the DPO (S8P Operation in case
District Peshawar) shall Promole such constableg as C-ll Head
constabies, o o

Hesides, according to amended Police Rules 1934 of 2017 Rules 13-8

w Each District shall maintain fist “C-lf" of ay those‘conslables for
promotion to Head constables, who have not passed the lower schoal

b\
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course at the Police T;%ajgujgg._School‘and have exceede
fimit for the lower school ‘course and arg otherwise
suitable for promotion. ' :

d Upper age
Considera

+ For the purpose of SUb‘rUJB (3):

| a_ Selection Boarg consisting - of
District Head of Police of the distric ‘

t concerned and two other officers

| sis of outstanding
performance and good repuiation of constables for placement o fist
C-h ‘ e

Provided that in district Peshawar,  Senjor Superintendent of
Police Operation shall be member of Board in place of ‘District Head
of;, Police. '

_ Furthermore, the CPO has already issue directions regarding exercise
of powers of Superinterident of Police vide memo No. CP,O/E-IM 782, dated
24.09.2020, which is reproduced‘as below- | |

“All Superintendent of Police working in Police Specialized

Units, Reserve Force and filed units are authorized to exercise

all the powers ,confgrred'upon them under Police Rules, 134"

(Copy of CPO memo attached herawith).
‘ On the analogy of above and in the light of directions of CPO Peshawar
the: judgment of Service Tribunal may be impieménted and! the promotion .Ca$§-0f th.e
personnel of FRP may be processed under Standing order No. 0‘5’20’74 ‘”S‘”a""sl
amended Police Rules 12-8 as per the content of the judgment of Service Tribuna

Peshawar to avoid any botheration. | |
1t is requested that if approved the instant case m

 CPO Peshawar for favor of approval please. \ uwb,ézﬁﬁ.@,
, " 8l Legal FRP

ay be forwarded to

Submitted for kind order please.

[
I

' p__eguty' Commandant FIJP KP, Peshawar. 1Y

*

COMMANDANT F/RI/K’P. PESHAWAR/ % /L/ - - \(D"‘\oa

7y S e
R Uz& 0 )
— ). l %’m L/M



- . . or RPO, as the
The Selection Board disgys§§q above:may recommend to CCPO :

, . ' stables.
case may be, constables placed on C-f List for promotion as Head c?n .
: : ! ISt
After approval “of CCPO or RPO the DPO (38F Operation in case

- N . " (1
Peshawar) shali Rromole such constables as C-ll Head constables.

: ' , 5 13-8:-
Besides, according to amended Police Rulgs 1934 of 2917 Rules 13 |

Each District shall maintain list “C-I1" of all those constables for promotion to ﬁéad :
constables, wha have not passed the lower school course at the Police Training
School and have exceeded Upper age limit for the lower school course and are
otherwise considered suitable for promotion.

For the purpose of above a Selection Board consisting of District Head of Police
of the district concerned and two other officers not below than the rank of
Superintendent of. Police shall be consituted by the Capital City Police Officer or
Regional Police Ofﬁcef; as‘ the case may be, to consider on the basis of
Outstanding performance and good reputation of constables for placement on list
C-II; provided that in district Peshawar, Senior Superintendent of Police Oper 31?0”
shall be member of Board in place of District Head of Police. -

Above all, il is important to mention hear that the CPO has already
issuedloircufated necessary directions, régarding to exercise of powers of
Superintendent of Palice vide memo No. CPO/E-I1782. dated 24.09.2020, which
is reproduced as beiow- ‘ o -

“All Superintendént‘s of .Pdlice working in Police Specialiied Units,
" Reserve Force and filed units are authorized to exercise aif‘the

powers conferred upon them under Police Rules, 1934". {Copy of
CPO'memo attached herewith), |

‘ 'On the analogy of ahove
Peshawar quoted a_bo-ve' it is therefore,
Tribunal may be implemented and the p
may be processed as per the content of
Standing Order No. 06/2014 Vis-g
batheration please. ‘

‘and -in'thellight -of directions of CPO
requested that the judgment of Service
romotion case of the personnel of FRpP
the judgment of Service Tribunal, under
-vis amended Po_lice Rules 12-8, to avoid any

N\ —

N Commandant

0/& Frontier Reserve Police 4.
o o Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar~

No. & date Even:- ' '

- Copy of above js

: forwarded -to- all §Ps of FRp Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for information

.

T




gasrizy OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT
"~ FRONTIER RESERVE POLICE
. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
Ph: No, 091-9214114 Fax No. 091-8212602

No 785 sl Legal, dated '/ 1 ¢, 12022,

o The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

jubject:  LODGING AN APPEAL AGAINST THE JUDGMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR IN SERVICE
APPEAL NO. 1090/2018, FILED BY CONSTABLE MUHAMMAD

ZUBAIR NO. 768 FRP DI KHAN RANGE ALONGWITH 07 -
/' OTHERS.

Wiemo:

Kindly refer to CPO Meino No. 2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022 & this
offic: Memo No. 4837-43/51 Legal, dated 10.06.2022.

I is submitted ihal this office has been requested for the

implamentation of the Honorable Tribunal judgment dated 25.11.2021. in the

‘44 is croe =gein requested that this office may kindly be permitted to

implzmant the said lugament as requested vide this office Memo quoted above to

'- ’ a
= X
,/(_ Commimgant -

“I Erontier Reserve Police 4
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
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INSPECTOR GF L l’f:.l
CENTRAL I o T
KIYBER PAKHTUNKHIVA,

PESHAWAR

| 22/ /o
No. X Yo itV dated Peshawar the :;‘7}/ //ﬂ

v o
Byl e el
A S

ST o e

’

Yo : The  Cammandant,
Frontier Reserve Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, I’cshm-.*ar_

, : . . . P KHYBIER
Subject, LODGING AN APPEAL AGAINST THE JUDGMENT . OF KHYB

! : ' SERVICE
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR IN "’IRI&I‘&;
APPEAL NO. 109072006, FILED BY CONSTABLE N
LUBAIR NO. 768 FRP DIKHAN RANGE ALONGWITH 07 O} S

h]

Memn,

)

. ‘ . 4 - . \‘;}?
Please.refer to your office letter No. 6789/51/ Legal, dated: 26.08.2022 on

the subject noted aboye,

As opi:wglhy AlG/Legal CPO Peshawar that Judgment of Peshawar

Seevice Tribunal may o i:i!plcn.\untcd in accordance wilh Standing Order No, 06/ 2011

read Police Rules ) 2.8, ' ‘ g{/@

R ;-éﬁ;.ﬁ > d— (AFSAR JAN)

Registrar
_ , - For Inspector General of Police,
Wﬂmtunkhwa; Peshawar
Endst: & Bven dated No.. —

Copy of above is forwarded for information and similar action to

the All Regional Police Officers, in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa please.

(AFSARJAN)
Registrar
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

- | o ’&\p(}?\‘ﬁ.
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To Al
Subject:- EXERCISE _QOF POWERS
Mamo:

T — " ,
pone B L

OFFICE OF THE

Date 25__:_0.‘}.,: 9_3/INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Dated Poshawsar X? Seplembor, 2020

Head of Police Olfices in Khyber Pakhlunkhwa.

Fam directed by the Compelenl Authority and 1o state thal all Superintendents 0.

. . Ced (¢
Police working in Police Specialized Unils, Reserve Force and figld unils are authorized

exercise all the powers conlerred upon them under Police Rules, 1924

This tasuos with the approval of the Inspector General of Polied Khybet

‘akhtunkhwa.,

st No. & dato even. -
¥ forwardad to the.
Addilional Inspeclor General

Jepuly Inspector General of Police HQrs:

of Palice HQrs: Khyber Pakhiun

akhtunkh: .-za

E“l. Bishment,|Khiber ¢

\

Khyber Pakhunkhya.

eputly Inspector General of Police’ Operalions, Khyber Pakhtunkhwsa,

<

Office of the € Cofmendant Frp
Xhyber Pakiinanwa Fesnawar

Ha 8&[3 Q’ggiac Dated / 07/10

Copy of adove s som 2 - + further necisary attion 1o the.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKH WA

BAR COUNCIL

MUHAY:"" 4D ABDULLAH

Advocate -
b¢-09-0944

Date of issue; June 2021
Walid upto: June 2024

- KP 8ar Council
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