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161/2023Execution Petition No.

i;);uc; of order 
proceediiifjs

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

2.1 3

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Zubair 

received today by post through Mr.

Abdullah Baioch Advocate. It is fixed for implementation 

report before touring Single Bench at D.I.Khan on -

______________ . Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

noted the next date. The respondents be issued notices 

to submit compliance/implementation report bn the 

date fixed.

13.03.2023

Muhammad

:

By the order of Chairman
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KP SERVICES TRIBUNAL.
CAMP COURT. D.LKHAN.

Execution No.__ _
In Appeal No. 1090/2016

./2023

Muhammad Zubair Versus Commandant Frontier Reserve 
Police, etc

(Appellant) (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX

S.N
AranexureParticulars of the Documents Pageo

¥Grounds of Execution petition with 

affidavits
1)

2) Copy of Judgment dated 25/11/2021 A
Copies of Letter No.3687-88/SI Legal 
dated 15/04/2022, Letter No.2119 

Dated 22/04/2022

3) It- /6B & B/1

Copy of letter No.4937-43 dated 

10/06/2022. letter No.6789/ SI Legal 
dated 24/08/2022

4) C &C/1

Copy of Order No.8834-40 Dated 

22/09/2022
5) D

Copy of letter. No. 1782 dated 24 

09/2020
6) E

7) Wakalatnama

Date/a/03/2023

Humble Petitioner

Muhammad Zubair
Threwgh Counsel

4
nmad Abdullah BalochMuhai
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KP SERVICES TRIBUNAL 

CAMP COURT. DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

Execution No.
In Appeal No. 1090/2016

/2023

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

(APPELLANT)
v>.*

VERSUS

1. Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police FRP D.l.Khan Range, Dera Ismail Khan.
................ (RESPONDENTS)

2.

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

That the petitioner serving Frontier Reserve Police 

Department and deputed in FRP D.l.Khan range as a 

Constable since 2006.

1.

2. That petitioner .moved an application requesting his
" • ?promotion which was accepted and petitioner was . . '

promotiui 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 dually entered in his service book and appellant 

received the pay of head constable.

That respondent No.l 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.

4.
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That after filling Departmental Appeal, the Petitioner filled5.

the service Appeal No. 1090/2016 before the Honourable KP

Service Tribunal Camp Court D.I.Khan, which was decided 

vide judgment dated 25/11/2021. That although the 

Service Appeal of the Petitioner/Appellant was dismissed. 

However, in Para No.8 of the Judgment Dated 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 Khuber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules,
1974 to direct the Respondents to process the case of promotion of
Police officers posted in FRP, in accordance with law, without

V

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 Pakhtunkhwa and in response 

office of the Inspector General of Police vide Letter No.2119 

Dated 22/04/2022 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.

6.

4

That, thereafter, office of the Commandant FRP sent 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 No.6789/ SI Legal dated 24/08/2022 

requesting therein for implementation of the judgment of 

honourable Tribunal Dated 25/11/2021. Copies 

annexed as Annexure-C & C/1.

7.

are

That pertinent to 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

8.
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not implementing the judgment of honourable KP Service 

Tribnal. Copies are annexed as .Annexure-D« Copy of letter 

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

That the appellant is the senior, most Constable in FRP 

D.I.Khan Range and since many years has been waiting for 

this promotion. That appellant had become eligible for 

promotion since 2014 and his entitled for promotion 

antedated.

9.

It is therefore 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 letter and spirit. 

Consequently, petitioner may kindly be promoted as Head 

Constable being Senior most in FRP DIKhan range.

¥

Dated: /O /03/2023

Humble Petitioner

Muhummad Zubair
Thrpughr^ounsel

td Ab^llah j^aloch
Advocate High Court

Muham:

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Zubair Constable No.9132/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 concealed or kept secret from this worthy 

Tribunal, nor anything contained therein is based 

exaggeration or distortion of facts.

on

0''
Dated; M/03/2023 My

Deponent
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KP SERVICES TRIBUNAL.
CAMP COURT. D,I.KHAN.

Execution No.
In Appeal No. 1090/2016

/2023

Muhammad Zubair Versus Commandant Frontier Reserve 
Police, etc
(Respondents)(Appellant)

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 D.LKhan Range, Dera Ismail 

Khan.

Humble/Petitioner

mmad Zubair
jueh Counsel

Mu:
Th:

■y a')(1
Muhan^i^d Abddllah Baloch .

Advocate High Court

I
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\ E THE KPK SERVIGE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
CAMK;eOKRTD;I;KHAN.

'f

w
.;*v

Appealno.j!D:^7.u... of2016. . i7 0
ii-? ' / ■7.: /;

/'■ A‘;7•; v\•w
A-Muhammad Zubair No.7.68/FRP, FRP D.l.Khan.

mlt ■ L; ;a;-...

/ VERSUS

\
F^ommandant Frontier Resei*ve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
Superintendent of Police FRP D.LKhan Range D.l.Khan,2.

3. Goveiiiment of KPK through Secretai7 Interior Kliyber
..\n

Palditunldiwa Peshawar.

o .)
t*.. - '

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT AGAINST ILLEGAL CANCELLATION ORDER 

DATED: 28.06.2016 ON THE BACK OF APPELLANT.

/

That the brief facts of the case are as under:

serving in the Frontier Reserve Police Department 
constable since 2006. ,

That the petitioner is 

and deputed in FRP D.l.Khan Range as a
1.

That petitioner moved an application requesting his promotion which
the rank of .head

was
2.

shoulder promotion to
28.03.2016 by respondent no.02

accepted and petitioner was 

constable with immediate effect; on
annexure A;& B.Copy of application and order dated: 28.03.2016 are ij-

\and which ^3. That after prornotion order the appellant took the charge
dually entered in his seivice book and appell^t received the pay of head

^'"constable. Copy of service book and pay roll are annexure C & D.Ft

resiSondent noiOl without given any 
inquiry, issued letter dated; 28.0e.2016 in the absence of appellant by

head constable with retrospective effect. Copy

notice and conducting and
4.

f er 1

cancelling his promotion 

of order .is annexure E.

as
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL.PESHAWAR.

\c-

Wr*.
f:

Appeal No. 1090 of 2016
:%

■■

Date of Institution 25/10/2016

25/11/2021Date of Decision

Nuhammad Zubair No. 768/FRP, FRP D.I Khan
... (Appellant) i

■V

VERSUS
1.^
■y. 1Commandant Frontier Reserve Police, Khyber Pakhtunknwa others

...(Respondents)

Present.

Mr. Abdullah Baloch, 
Advocate For appellant.• ■«

^ Mr. Hoot Zaman Khattak, 
District Attorney,

I>\i For Respondents.<-<
• K

CHAIRMAN 

HEMBER(J)
MR AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN, t i B

JUDGMENT

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN. CHAIRMAN:- Through the above titled appeal

described in the heading and seven other appeals as enclosed'in brackets-

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

1097/2016 and 1098/201-6-) the jurisdiction of this Tribunal has been invoked by

the appellants \A/ith the prayer as copied below:- xrrmrm'
>/

!
/

•-.iiiUM-'* 
^ ir.

r
•;

,1-
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''ON ACCEPTANCE THIS APPEAL THIS HONORABLE COURT MAY

PLEASE TO DECLARE THE ORDER DATED: 28.06.2016 BEING 

ILLEGAL, VOID AND WITHOUT LA WFUL AUTHORITY AND HAS NO 

LEGAL EFFECT and APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE REINSTATED AT 

THE POST OF THE HEAD CONSTABLE WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS"

2. The factual account as given in the Memo, of Appeal and deducible

from copies of the supporting documents annexed therewith is precisely 

that the appellant: is serving in the Frontier Reserve Police and

deputed in FRP D.I.Khan Range as a ■ constable since 2006; that

appellant moved an application requesting his promotion which was

accepted and appellant was granted shoulder promotion to the rank

of head constable with immediate effect on 28.03.2016 by respondent

No.02; that after promotion order, the appellant took the charge
\m

which was duly entered in his service book and appellant received the
-2
.0 pay of head constable, that respondent No.01 without giving any 

show cause notice to the appellant and conducting any inquiry, 

issued letter dated 28.06.2016 .in the absence of appellant by 

cancelling his promotion as head constable with retrospective effect; 

that feeling aggrieved after communication of above said illegal order 

appellant filed departmental, appeal which was also rejected and 

communicated to him on 06.10.2016, hence the present appeal

We have heard the arguments and perused the record

-?»cU
ir

/

3.

ATTESTEO

8 11; -.%• i»,,

.S ervii-.' ' R'r jj
K>0
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Learned counsel for the appellant has argued that the

appellants are'not treated in accordance with law and the actions of

the respondents are rnalafide besides being discriminatory and harsh;

that respondent No.02 promoted the appellants and according to rules
\

after considering application for promotion; that the appellants were 

appointed as constables and during their service they passed five 

courses of civil defense and also pass A-l course he become senior 

most constable in FRP D.I.Khan range; that the promotion orders of 

appellants were in accordance with law and rules framed by the 

government which were duly implemented and respondent No.01 has 

no authority to cancel the same without giving any notice or 

opportunity: of hearing to the appellants; that Standing Order No.2 of 

■ 2014 does not restrict respondent No.02 to not promote the 

appellants and any irregularity committed by authority does not harm 

Cp^ the appellant in any manner; that appellants are being penalized 

without giving them any opportunity of hearing nor had given any 

show cause notice by the department, which is against the principal of

4.

I;f

•5^

I ^i-i
I )
.3I

natural justice.

Learned District Attorney while rebutting the arguments of 

learned counsel for the appellants has argued that the appellants 

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 officers posted in FRP shall be done by 

DPO/RPOs in accordance with Chapter No. 13 of Police Rules 1934. In

5.

are
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mentioned above the promotion order ofthe light of Standing Order 

the appellants have been cancelled as ,per law; that the pronnotion of

constable were found against the rules and inthe appellants as. Head 

violation of Standing order No 2/2014; that Departmental appeal of

the appellant was thoroughly examined and rejected on sound

grounds that as the promotion order of the appellant was passed in

legally justifiedhasty manner, thus the action of the respondents 

accordance to law; that after issuance

0 criteria exits for promotion in FRP Establishment; that

according to Standing Order No. 2/2014, the promotion lists shall

FRP Unit and the promotion of officers posted

are

of Standing Order Vand in

No.2/2014, no
no

more be maintained in

in FRP shall be done by DPQ/RPOs in accordance with Chapter No. 13

12, 12.1 & 12-2 of Standing

provid.e that all kinds of promotions to the next 

personnel shall be maintained by

of Police Rules 1934; that clause 11,

Order No. 2/2014

higher ranks of the 

DPO/RPOs, thus respondent No. 2 is not competent to pass prpmoti

Police Officers posted in FRP. He requested that the

in

c3 of FRP

order of a 

appeals may be dismissed with costs.

undisputed fact that the appellants

Police Department in Frontier Reserve 

recruited in FRP, as Constables. During 

granted shoulder promotion

order OB No. 312 dated 

Police FRP D.I.Khan Range, D.I.Khan. However

the-roll ofare on
It is an6.

Police (FRP). They were

their service, fhey were

vide
i

28.03.2016 issued by the Superintendent of

the -said order of the 

AT'rs^s-reo

to the rank of C/2 Head Constables

if I h 
■S i H ,

\O'-' I#
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shoulder promotion among other was cancelled by the Commandant,' 

FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide order dated. 28.06.2016, 

being, in violation of Standing Order N.o. 2/2016. Obviously, said order; 

has been impugned through the present appeals with the'!submission
I

that the said order was passed; in absence of the appellapts without; 

taking any enquiry and giving notice; and that the order of promotion ; 

of respondent No. 2 was., in accordance with rules. The appellants; 

during service had passed several courses. The order of promotion

/

F;

; •

V

having been passed in accordance with law and rules was duly 

implemented, and the respondent No. 1 had got no authority to cancel 

the same without giving any, notice or opportunity of hearing. The 

respondents in their written reply came up with the submissions that 

according to Standing Order No. 2/2014 issued by the CPO Peshawar, 

promotion of officers posted in .FRP come within the domain of 

DPOs/RPOs in accordance with Chapter No. 13 of. Police Rules, 1934.
j

In light of the said Standing Order, promotion order of appellant was 

cancelled as per law, as the same was found in violation of Standing
* ' I

Order No. 2/2014. According to copy of the aforementioned Standing
I

Order as produced before us and available on file, Para-11 |of the said 

Standing Order deals with promotion of FRP personnel. The same for 

the purpose of relevancy is reproduced herein below:-

Promotion of FRP Personnel;- FRP is neither a"11.

Police District nor a Police Range. Therefore, promotion lists
. i ■

A, B, C, D and -E shall no more be maintained in FRP.

/

?,'■ 4.: ?■'
A’’
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Instead; promotion of officers posted in FRP, as is the case 

of other units, shall be done by District Heads of Police or 

the RPOs, as the cas^^ may . .be;., against the available 

vacancies in accordance with Chapter ,13 of Police Rules, 

1934. The District Heads of Police or the RPQs, as the case 

be, shall maintain consolidated lists of all officers 

whether, posted in the District/Range or in any other unit.

i
a'

I
r ••

may I

including FRP."

Needless to say that the promotion order of the appellant was 

passed by Superintendent, of Police FRP D.I.Khan who was not 

competent to grant promotion in light of the above noted provision of 

tanding Order No. 2/2014. The respondent No. 1 being higher 

authority had cancelled the said order having noticed the illegality. 

Moreover, the promotion order was not a regular promotion but it was^

VX

7.

c:
w)

/—-yi
/
/

meant for shoulder promotion which could not be equated with a

the' subject of
t

promotion governed, by relevant police rules on 

Dromotion. Thus, the promotion order as passed in favour of the

not workable to decorate them with any legal right to

void ab-initio, being

appellants was

defend the promotion, which otherwise were 

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

Therefore, the appeal on the ground advanced against the impugned

order has got no force and is. liable to be dismissed. However, it may 

be observed before parting that we after, hearing the arguments and

att&:ste.o

fX'c
Kj rir4 ft rf4 r-*
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before pronouncement of th.e judgment record order as copied 

below:-

/

■#■

P-I
I.

"AppeSBant in person present- Nr. Noor Zaman KhattaBc, 

District Attorney alongwith Nr. Nuhammad Hafeez, 

Clerk for the respondents present.

We have hearcl the arguments. During the course of
. . ■ ' • '!

I

arguments reference was made to Standing Order No. 

2/2014 wherein vide para-11 it is provided that FRP is ' 

neither a Police District nor a Police Range. Therefore, 

promotion lists A, B, C, D and E shall no more be 

maintained in FRP, Instead, promotion of i officers 

posted in FRP, as is the case of other units, shall be 

done by District Heads of Police or the RPOs, as the case 

may be, against the available vacancies in accordanceU
■ \j

with Chapter 13 of Police Rules 1934. The District Heads

of Police or the RPOs, as the case may be, shall maintain

consolidated lists of all officers, whether posted in the

District/Range or in any other unit, including FRP

according to the said provision in Standing Order No. 2

of 2014. Before we proceed to announce the order, it is 

deemed appropriate that District Police Officer DJ.Khan 

be required to attend this Tribunal for our assistance
'

personally or through a well conversant representative

whether the list as required vide para-11 of the■

* t 't L ‘
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Standing Order Ndo 2 of 2014 has been maintained or 

not. Hr- Nuhammad Khalil, Sub-Inspector (Legal) is
r

I
I .

present before us an connection with other Appeals on 

behalf of the District Police Officer DJ.Khan, and he as 

directed to obtain copy of this order and convey the

same forthwith to District Police Officer for compliance

/r
i

In pursuance of the above order a report was submitted on behalf of

District Police Officer through Establishment Clerk of DPO office ■

D.LKhan which is copied below:-

"It is submitted today on 25.11.2021 that after;taking
I

i ' j

the charge of Establishment Clerk DPO office D.lKhan,
i

this office has requested the W/RPO D.I.Khan to

constitute a Selection Board in the light of Para~4 of 

the Standing Order No. 06/2014, wherein the Selection 

Board has been constituted by the RPO D.I.Khan vide

Endst. ■ No. 3964-67/ES •16.09.2021 for■-

preparation of said list for the current year.

The list for the current year is under process for iannual

inspection in accordance with Standing No. 06/2014 

and Para 13.8 of the Police Rules, 1934 please."

For what has gone above,, the above stated appeal as well as 

connected appeals enumerated herein-above are dismissed. However,

in order to prevent the multiplicity of proceedings and abuse of

, ■ ati^stes) ■

8.

/..n
^' f * * -' ^ M U {! S •. -f J V> T-K h
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process of Tribunal it is apt to.e.xercise jurisdiction under Rule 27 of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service.Tribunal Rules, 1974 toidirect the
, * I

respondents to process-the caseW prornotion of police officers posted 

in FRP, in accordance with law, without delay. Parties, are left to bear 

their own costs. File be consigned, to the record room.'

!

m
tI;

1

0
V-n-

Chairman
I

(Camp Court, DJ.i^

Hember(3)
(Camp Court D.I.Khan)

ANNOUNCED
_ ) 1 r-%>X\25/11/2021 o

■ -Number ... . ^

Cupyin 

. ;r;-.v.‘rP-------

Ugko
...

Cen'Ulefi i-^ hr. ...
ture cop> 1

i-m
K.liybcr/i.'v

V

$crv'it::?T'^ribuaiai
F'fe-.-:iJ:wwar
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Lggat, dated /r iTo:- The Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtdnkhwa, Peshawar

Subject:

SSSS- s-
IWenio;

U is subrniiiacf that o 

others of Frr qj

2'8,0v’ 2016. Later

authority vide
been withdrawn vide

' constable Muhammad Zubair No. 768 alongwilh 07 

Raoge were promoted t 
on their promotid

o the rank of Head constable 

n order has been withdrawn by the competent

Nanrtin. W in FRP has already
standing order No, 2/2014 issued by CPO Peshawar

on

order dated 28,06,2016

Feeling aggrieved they filed the subject 
a. Service Tribunal Peshawar,

service appeals before the 

against the withdrawal order of
Khyber Pakhtunkhw
their promotion.

The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

appeals vide judgment dat 
directed the 

in FRP, i

Service Tribunal have
fspondenl, 1 TflbmVte

The copy of the judgment sent herewith for perusal and kind orderplease.

Comm&ftdafit

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, FeshawafNo, & date Even:- 

Khan for informatS,''^ ^ fhe SP FRP
Dl Khan Range Dl

/
doiirt CamA

>•

,V
.SPl \
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inspector general
*(

; KHYBBR PAKHTUNKHWa"'^'^^ 

Gentfat Police Office^ Peshawar
nil ~------ -/Logalf dated Peshawar, the ^^2_/

The Commandant,
FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhvva.
Peshawar,

^/l/Z022,
o; -

:-~iz:rSC.*.‘ El ;• ?•;
t S, J

Ci."vS

—ie.
THE JUDCgKENT OF

______ ____ SERVICE TRIBUNAL
E.pti4WAR IM SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1090/20_16__FXUEP 
M!LJ;:0M$fABLE ^yHAMMAD ZUBAin NO.
OXRHAN RANGE AtQNGWITH 07 nTMPOC

•X

Subject:- AN APPP&r AGAINST 
KHVBER —PAKHTUNKHWA,

Merno:-
1

\Please refer to your Office Letter No. 3687-88/51' tigeK dated 

the subject cited above.

The Competent Authority has directed that Lhe case of 
opp^ilant for pramotlon may he processed in accordance with lew end rules.

i5..-Q4.2077. on

V ■
AIG/^EGAC| 

Inspector/GenersI of Police, 
Khyber Pekhtucii^wa, Peshtav/er 

23.caT:':2

For

}

tV?
V ..

V- Jo'
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT 
FRONTIER RESERVE POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR 
Ph: No, OST-9214114 FhX No. 091-9212602

tiaJdl22zJL3JMLimMdMiBSiMiJ.JlM22i
■ To The hispoetor GeiiBral of PolicD,

Kliybsr PBkiHunkliwa, Posliawnr.

an APPEAL AGAINST THE JUDGMENT OF KHYBER
Aonr?. TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR IN SERVICE
appeal no. 1090/2016, FILED 
ZUBAIR NO. 768 
OTHERS

Subject:

BY CONSTABLE MUHAMMAD 
.FRP D! KHAN RANGE ALONGWiTH 07

Memo:

office5,4.2022 & CPO Memo No. Memo No. 3607-88/SI Legal, dated 
2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022.

It is Constable Muhammad Zubair No. 768 alongwilh
of FRP Dl Khan, Range were promoted to the rank of Head constable 

on 28.03.2016.
order has been
28 06.2016.

without fulfillment of codal formalities. Later on their promotion 

withdrawn by the competent authority vide order dated

Feeling aggrieved they filed the subject 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Service Tribunal Pesh 

their promotions, •

Service Appeal before the 

awar. against the withdrawal order of

The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal has dismissed th^ir 
appeal vide Judgment dated 25.11,2021. However, the Honorable Tribunal has 

ireoted the respondents to process the case of promotion of police officers

posted m FRP, in accordance With law without delay. (Copy of the Judgment 

attached herewith).

The instant case was forwarded to CPO Peshawar 
necessary action vide this office Memo No. 3687-88/SI Legal 
The same was returned by CPO vide

for further
dated 15.04,2022. 

memo No. 2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022
with the directions that the promoliorj case of the appellants may be processed in
accordance with law and rules.

In this regard it is 

No. 06/2014 provided that:-

Those constables who have crossed Ihe age limit prescribed fo 

without qualifying the same may be considered for placement

submitted for kind information that Standi
ng Order

r A-1/B-1 exams 

on promotion ListC-ll.

^ selection Board at the District level, constiluled by CCPO or RPQ as the case 

.ay be. and consisling of Ihe DPO concerned and two other officers no, less iL;, 

he rank of SP, may be consider the consfables for placemeni 

3asjs of oulstanding performance and good general
on C'll (jf.t on the

fQpulation

\
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Sir.

H is Biibmitlecl that Conskible Mulianiinaci Zuboir No. /SO alongwith 07 
others o( PRP 0( Kii^n, Range vyere promolecf (o (he rank of I fead constable on 

<-0,03 ^016, without fulfillment of coda! formalities. Later on their promotion order hros 

been withdrawn by the competent authority vide order dated 28.06.2016 as the 

promotion system in FRp has already been withdrawn vide standing order No.
02/2014 issued by CPO Peshawar.

Feeling aggrieved they filed the Service Appeal No. 1090/2016 before 

Service Tribunal Peshawar, against the withdrawal order ofthe Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

their promotions.

The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal have dismissed their
de judgment dated 25.11.2021,. However, the Honorable Tribunal has 

directed the Gspopdents to process the case of promotion of police officers 

accordance with law without delay, (Copy of the judgmentposted in FRP, in

attached herewith).

The case was forwarded to CPO Peshawar for further necessary
3687-88/SI Legal, dated 15.04,2022. The same was 

memo No. 2119/Legal, dated 22.04.2022, with the directions 

case of the appellants may be processed i

actions vide this office Memo No

returned by CPO vide

that the promotion 

and rules. in accordance with (aw

in this regard Standing Order No, 
Those constables who have 

1/B-1 exams without

06/2014 Provided that:>
crossed the age limit prescribed for 

qualifying the same may be considered for
placement on promotion List C-IL

« ca.. „„ b.,
Other officers not less than the rank 

constables for placement on C-ii list 
performance and good general 
The Selection Board discussed 

or RPO, as the case

of SP, may be consider the 
on the basis of outstanding

reputation.

above may recommended to 

may be, constables placed
CCPO 

on C-II List forpromotion as Head constables.
<• After approval of CCPO or RPO the DPO (SSP Operation 

promote such
in case 

constables as C-II Head
District Peshav/ar) shall 

constables.
Besides, according to amended Police Rul 
V Each District shall maintain

1934 Of2017 Rules 13-8 

constables for 
owei' school

es
list 'Cdl-^ of all those

promotion (0 Head constables who have not passed the |

8v>

; W



(9
course at the Police T^ning.SclioolW have exceeded 

limil for the lower school ’ 
sL/ftable for promotion.

bpper age 

consfclereg

■

f?'.

course and are otherwise

V For . the purpose of sub-rule (3), a Selection Board 

District Head of Police of the district 

not below than the rank of

consisting of 
concerned and two other officers 

Superintendent of Police shall be 

Officer or Regional Police
constituted by the Capital City Police 

Officer,, as the case may be, to consider on the basis of outstandinq 
performance and good reputafon of constables for pi 

C-ll; provided that in district acernent on list
Psshawar, Senior Superintendent of

0 ice peratfon shall be member of Board in place of ^District Head 

of^ Police.f
Furthermore, the CPO has already 

of powers of Superintendent 

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 conferred upon them under Police Rules, 1934’'.

(Copy of CPO memo attached herewith).

On the analogy of above and in the light of directioiis of CPO Peshawar 
the judgrnent of Service Tribunal may be impiemented and the promotion case of the 

personnel of FRP may be processed under Standing order No. 06/2014 vis-a-vis 

amended Police Rules 12-8 as per the content of the judgment of Service Tribunal 

Peshawar to avoid any botheration.
It is requested that if approved the instant case may be forwarded to 

CPO Peshawar for favor of approval please.
Submitted for kind order please.

issue directions regarding exercise 

memo No. CPO/E-l/1782. datedof Police vide

■ SI Legal FRP
k

n
BiieMty_Commandant FRP KP. Peshawar.

/

gOMiVIANDANT F KP. PESHAWAR/

tor]'
4^^ /
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The Selection Board discussed above may recommend to CCPO or RPO, as the 

case may be. constables placed on G-ll List for promotion as Head constables. 
After approval of CCPO or RPQ the DPO fSSP Operation in case District 

Peshawar) shall promote such constables as C-ll Head constables.
Besides, according to amended Police Rules 1934 of 2017 Rules 13-8:-

Each District shall maintain list "C-IP of all those constables for promotion to Head

constables, who 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

constituted by the Capital City Police Officer or 
9 I Police Officen as the case may be, to consider on the basis of

standing performance and good reputation of constables for placement 
C-!l; provided that in

on list
district Peshawar, Senior Superintendent of Police Operation 

^hal! be member of Board in place of District Head of Police.

Above all, it is important to mention hear that the CPO has already

necessary directions, regarding to exercise of 
Superintendent of Police vide memo No.

issued/circulated
powers of 

CPb/E-l/1782, dated 24.09.2020, which
IS reproduced as beiow:

"All Superintendents of Police workfng i 

Reserve Force and filed units

conferred upon them under Police 

CPO memo attached herewith).

n Police Specialized Units,
are authorized to exercise ail the

powers
Rules, 1934". (Copy of

On the. analogy of above and 

Peshawar quoted above it
In the light -of directions

T- K . Iherefore, requested that the Judgment of Sen/ice
Tribunal rqay be implemented and the promotion case of the personnel of FRP 

may be processed as per the content of the judgment of Service Tribu 

Standing Order No. 06/2014 vis-S-vis amended Police 

botheration please.

of CPO

nal, under 

avoid any -Rules 12-8. to

CS—

UJl
r> h Commandant

'ich Police 104$Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawaf'No, & date cven:-
D Lui ■ i of above _)$ forwarded
PakhtunKhwa. Peshawar for information. to all SPs of FRP Khyber

■V-l bf'
..

/
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OFFICE OF THE COIVtWi#N®ANT 

FRONTIER RESERVE pdilGE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR 
Ph: No. 091-9214114 Fax No. 091-9212602

/SI Legal, datodc/ ^ 11 K /2022,

2-1%

■
NoX?p-?

1 he Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber PaKhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

fo

LODGING AN APPEAL AGAINST THE JUDGIVIENT OF 
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR IN SERVICE 
APPEAL NO. 1090/2016. FILED BY CONSTABLE 'VI'-’HAMM AD

KHAN RANGE ALONGWITH 07

subj£>ct:

ZUBAIR NO. 768 FRP Dl 
OTHERS.

CPO Memo No. 2119/Legal, elated 22.04.2022 St thisKindly refer to 
office Memo No. 4937-43/Si Legal, dated 10,06,2022 '}■

submitted that this office has been requested for the 

Honorable Tribunal judgment dated 25,11.2021 in the
It is

implementation of the

subject quoted above.
t is cnce again requested that this office may Kindly be permitted to

imp'iement the sstd judgment as requested -vide this office Memo quoted above to

evoic s-^y’ iega: botheration please.

\

Frontier Reserve Police .
Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a, Peshawar

V /

1

V

/
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KllVUlHt I'AIOIIUNKIKVA, 

I’lSirAUOMt

L?*/" 4^*^ Al-tViliitvtl lU‘sho(rifr (he

u

roMtn

'/im

Vo Tho CoimiMiuIanU
i'rontiyr Reserve P(»lke,
Khyber tMMUiinkluva, Peshawar

Sijb|<,v(, I.ODGING AN AW’EAL AGAINST THE JUDGMENT OE KHYliEK 
I’AKHTUNKmVA, SERVICE TRIIJUNAL PESMAWAK IN SERVICE 
APPEAL NO. 1090/2016, FILED UV CONSTAIILE .MUHAMMAD 
ZyilAIR NO. 76S FRP DIKHAN RANGE Al.ONGU'ITII 07 O FHERS.

Ntfinn. ■>

l’lcn.sc.ruf<.T lo your officf lullcr No, 6789/SI/I.t:j;al, diUod: 26,08,2022 on
il)v subjcH:l nolcti above.

As opined by AIG/Lcgar CPO IVslKUenr th.,l Jud^’.inenl of Peshnwar 
lo.yv tv itiiplenu'nled in accordance vviil, Slaiuliiiy; Order Nn. 06/2()M^’rviie iribunaj

I I -
rciui I’oHcv Rules 12-vS,

Z-i .. . ,

'■ (AFSAR JAN)
Registrar

- For Inspector Generai of Police,
I^eshnwnrdated Nn

Copy of alxive is fonvarded for inforntatiun and .similar action to 

cers, in Khybor Paklilunklnvn pitile All Kegional Police Dili
ease.

■/

(AFSAUJAN)
Registrar

For Inspector General ofil\ilice, 
Khyber Pahluunkhwn, Peshawar

D
by i-

k? ^ kV

f-

/
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.i
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.JjiI/1 OFFICE OF THE 

* D;.ii'.JL5:_/„a3_ '/•'O/'.INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
^ - KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

(■tfl

Sopfcmbor, 202«?. No,CPO/E-l/ Dalod Poshav/ar

To All Head of Poiico Olficos In Khyber Pakhlunkhv/a.

Subject. EXERGIse OFPOWgRS 
Memo:

f am direcled by Ihe Compelenl Aulhority and lo state that aii Superintendents o 

Police working in Police Specialized Units, Reserve Force and field units are authorized (c 

exercise alt the pov/ors conferred upon them under Police Rules. 193^.

This Issuoo with the approval of tho Inspector General of Pollco Khyber

’nkhtunkliv/a.

KAS^ZtlLFIQAR, PSP 
Assistsmtnspe SoryGeneal of Police. 
Bstaolishmenl, Khyber Ffakhtunkh-.vs

No. & date oven, ( !
K forwarded to the> \

Jepuly Inspector General or Police Operaltons, Khyber Payhlunkhv/a.

I

of CoRi'mpndant Vr.P 
Khyber Pdk;-a-jrixnv/3 F-esnav.-oi

eppyoiabwf !•; j?n; ; • ''

c::' ?io

- iurthcf necsturf aaicn to the.

0'\_53f

AcmUirr.F:cor:G,*^ i/c sr.rn/FRP H/Q.
PAiCon;:&£^vCo.i;,TL OA5i n^rMP h/

V<
■

^KnU;'
V\)•bCfPC^

\

;

/
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