
Cj: 31-'‘ Mar, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal 

Shah Mohmand, Addl: AG for the respondents present.

*

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 

To come up for arguments on 16.05.2023 before D.B. P.P 

given to the parties.

% • •• t

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Salah Ud Din) ' 
Member (Judicial)
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28.02.2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Shah Fahad, S.I \

(Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant

Advocate General for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant sought adjournment for

preparation of arguments. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

14.03.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

1
(Fareeha Pahi 
Member (E)

(Saiah-ud“Din) 
Member (J)

%

14.03.2023 Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Syed 

Asif Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for respondents

present.

Junior to counsel for the appellant ! requested for 

adjournment on the ground that his senior counsel is busy 

in Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. Adjourned.

To come up for arguments on 31.03.2023 before D.B. P.P

given to the parties.
f

o
% (Salah-Lid-Din) 

Member (J)
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
■
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Learned counsel for the! appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt: AG foprespondents present.
22”" Nov, 2022 .

\

\
Learned counsel for the appjellant was confronted with 

the situation that the appellant Las prayed for correction in 

the merit list prepared by respondent No.4 (Director 

Educational Testing and Evaluation Agency (ETEA), 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa), a private entity and annexed with 

the appeal as annexure-B page-9 & 10 to which he 

submitted that the merit list prepared by the Director 

Educational Testing and Evaluation Agency (ETEA), was
V ' ■ ■ ■ ■ • '

not according to the criteria and policy prevalent at the 

relevant point of time but for all intents and purposes this

appeal is to seek correction in the merit list prepared by a
?■

private entity and not by any of the higher authorities of 

, the appellant. Learned counsel sought some time to assist 

the court on the point. Adjourned to 19.01.2023 for 

arguments on the point before Dj.B.

5A
i.-\ •• 

(Fareeh^aul)
Member(Executive)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

i'
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1ih Lawyers are on strike today;19”Man. 2023
©CANNED)

y

To come up for argumenfs on 28.02.2023 before the
/i

D.B. Office is directed to notify the next date on the notice 

board as well as the website of the Tribunal.
i

■« i

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Fareena Paul) 
MemberfE)

\
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\III Learned counsel (or the appellant. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

12‘"Oet. 2022

d'he case was argued at length, where-after it was 

found that the respondents have not annexed the record on 

which they rely for the purpose the learned AAG seeks 

time. I'his case pertains to 2018 and till the date the 

department wake up from deep slumber. Even today there 

is nobody appearing on the behalf of the respondents. The
f

case is adjourned on payment of;Rs. 20000/- cost to be
\ V;recovered personal salary of the respondents on equal 

shares. I'o come up for arguments on 22.11.2022 before 

D.B.
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(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(J^areeha Paul) 
Member(i executive)
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27.01.2022 AppellantfrinMiDe^^^ present. Mr. Wisal Ahmad H.C 

alongwith Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for official respondents No.1 to 4 present. Learned 

counsel for private respondents No.5 to 7 also present.

\

Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that 

his counsel is busy before Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

29.03.2022 before D.B.

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

^irt "jkiL

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Wisal Ahmad, Head Constable 

alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for 

. official respondents No. 1 to 3 present. Learned counsel for private 

respondents No. 5 to 7 present.

06.07.2022-

Previous date was changed on Reader Note, therefore, notice 

for prosecution of the appeal be issued to the appellant as well as his 

counsel through registered post and to come up for arguments on

12.10.2022 before the D.B.

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad . 
Wisai, Head Constable alongwith Mr. Riaz Ahmed Paindakhel,

' Assistant Advocate General for official respondents No. 1 to 4 

present. None present on behalf of private respondents No. 5 to 

1, therefore, notices be issued to them as well as their counsel 
and to come up for arguments on 26.11.2021 before the D.B.

26.10.2021

• '*1

■( -

\

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (J)

26.11.2021 Appellant in person present.

Mr. Javed Ullah, Assistant Additicna:' Advocate Generai 
alongwith Mr. Tariq Umer DSP (Legal) for official respondents No. 1 

to 4 present. Counsel for private respondents No. 5 to 7 present.

Learned Member Executive (Mr. Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir), is 

on leave, therefore, case is adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 27.01.2022 before D.El.\!
■ 1

f -f -

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

«u;.
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Nemo for appellant.12.08.2021
• ;

I Asif Masood All Shah learned D.D.A for respondents present.

Preceding date was adjourned on a Reader's note, therefore, 
appellant/counsel be put on notice for |^^.2021 for arguments 

before D.B.

1m
ChiwrraTr(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
.

Counsel for appellant present.14.09.2021

Usman Ghani learned District Attorney for the 

respondents present.

Learned District Attorney made a request for 

adjournment. Request is acceded. To come up for arguments 

on 26.10.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

V
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03.11.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman 

Ghani, District Attorney for the respondents present.
The Bar is observing general strike, therefore, the 

id to 13.01.2021 for hearing before thematter is adjo' 
D.B. /

\

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member

Chairman ’

13.01.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak learned Addl. AG for respondents 

present.

Due to COVID~19, the case is adjourned for the
; X

same on 20.04.2021 before D.B.

V

EADER

Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 

non-functional, ^ therefore, case is adjourned to 

12.08.2021 for the same as before.

20.04.2021

/
/,
//
/ /
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26.03.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 15.06.2020 before

D.B.

15.06.2020 Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Kabir Ullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for official
respondents present. Mr. Taimoor Ali Khan Advocate.- 

present on behalf of private respondents and, seeks
adjournment. Official respondents are directed to direct the 

representative to attend the court. Adjourned. To 

for attendance and arguments on 2^.08.2020 before D.B.
come up

(RoahaSRehman)
/Mem^r

(M.Amiri Khan Kundi) ■ 
Member

t

Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned to 

03.11.2020 for the same as before.
27.08.2020

\

i
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30.10.2019 Appellant in person present. Mi*. Zia Ullah learned Deputy

District Attorney alongwith Wisal H.C for official 
0

respondents present. Learned counsel for private respondents 

present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is not in 

attendance. Adjourn- To come up for arguments on 

25..11.2019 before D.B.

Member Member

Due to general strike of the KP Bar Council, the case is 

adjourned. To come up on 28.01.2020 before D.B.

25.11.2019

Member

28.01.2020- None for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad
. Jan, DDA alongwith Mr. Ijaz Hussain, Junior Clerk for 
A ^ respondents present. Due to General Strike of the bar 

on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, the 

instant case is adjourned. To come up for further 

proceedings/arguments on 26.03.2020 before D.B. 

Appellant be put on notice for the date fixed.

Me^er
Member
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02.05.2019 counsel for. the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, District 
Attorney alongwith Salman, H.C for the official respondents 

and counsel for private respondents No. 5 to 7 present. None 

present on behalf of respondent No. 4.

Written reply on behalf of respondents No. 5 to 7 received.. n
Fresh notice be issued to respondent,No. 4. Adjourned to

' ^
'^^*20.06.2019 but this will be last opportunf^l^espondent No. 4 

for submission of written reply.

V

Chairman

20.06.2019 Counsel for the appellant, Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Suleman, Head Constable on behalf 

of respondents No. 1 to 3 and private respondents No. 5 to 7 in 

person present. Written replies on behalf of official respondents, 

No. 1 to 3 as well as private respondents No. 5 to 7 have already , 

been submitted. None present on behalf of respondent No. 4 nor 

written reply on his behalf submitted therefore, respondent No. 4 

is proceeded ex-parte. Case to come up for rejoinder and 

arguments on 07765^2^9 before D.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Arsalan Advocate counsel as well as brother of the 

appellant present. Mr. Zia Ullah learned Deputy District 

Attorney present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 

30.10.2019 before D.B.

07.08.2019

MemberMember
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Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak Addl; AG alongwith Mr. Salman Head Constable for 

the respondents No. 1 to 3 present and submitted written reply 

which is placed on file. Mr. Taimoor Ali Khan Advocate 

Submitted Wakalat Name on behalf of respondents No,^ 5 to 7 
and requester time to file written reply. Adjourned. To come 

^uptbr written reply/comments on 02.04.2W9^efore S.B

26.02.2019

;

(Ahrned Hassan) 
Member

1

Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah, Addl: AG 

for official respondents and counsel for private respondents no. 

5, 6 and 7 present. None present on behalf of private respondent 

no.4. Notice be issued to respondent no.4 for submission of 

respondent no.4. Written reply on behalf of respondents no. 5,6 

and 7 also not submitted. Requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned. Case to come up for written reply/comments of 

respondent no. 4 to 7 on 02.05.2019 before S.B;

02.04.2019

f

I
j . ht r (Ahmad Hassan) 

Member

:

/

\



Service Appeal No.

None present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for official respondents 

No. 1 to 4 present. None present on behalf of private 

respondents No. 5 to 7 therefore, fresh notice be issued to 

them for attendance and filing of written reply. 

Representative of the official respondents also not in 

attendance therefore, notice be issued to the respondents 

with the direction to direct the representative to attend the 

court and submit written reply on the next date positively. 

Adjourned. To come up for written reply/comments on 

17.01.2019 before S.B.

11.12.2018

Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi 
Member

Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongwith 

Akhtar Saeed, AST for the official respondents and privte 

respondents No. 5, 6 and 7 in person present.

17.1.2019

Private respondents (5, 6 and 7) request for time to 

submit reply. Similar request is also made on behalf of 

respondents No. 1 to 4. Adjourned to 26.02.2019 on which 

date the respondents shall positively submit their respective 

replies.
f

Chairman

i

ij

/ ^\
}

/



Counsel for the appellant Muhammad Rasheed 

present. Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by 

learned counsel for the appellant that the appellant was 

serving as Class-IV in Police Department. It was further 

contended that EATA test was held for promotion among 

Class-IVs. It was further contended that two marks was fixed 

for F.A qualification, two marks was fixed for B.A 

qualification and two marks was fixed for orphan It was 

further contended that merit list was prepared wherein 

according to merit list 30 marks was shown to have been 

obtained by respondent No. 5 same way 30 marks was 

shown to have been obtained by respondent No. 6 and 29 

marks was shown to have been obtained by respondent No. 

7 and the appellant was shown to have been obtained 27 

marks. It was further contended that according to merit list 

private respondent No. 5 has been given 4 extra numbers on 

higher qualification of B.A same way private respondent No. 

6 has been given 4 extra numbers on higher qualification of 

F.A and being orphan but the appellant has been deprived 

from 4 numbers for higher qualification of F.A and orphan 

therefore, the impugned merit list and impugned notification 

dated 10.11.2017 is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

29.08.2018

- • ’

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the 

appellant needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to deposit of security and process fee 

within 10 days, thereafter notice be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 25.10.2018 

before S.B.

Appellant Deposited

A#
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

y Member

h
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

923/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Rasheed„,presented today by 

Mr. Muhammad Arsalan Afridi Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper 

order please.

23/07/2018.1-

REGISTRAR
2-

This case is entrusted to Bench for preliminary

hearing to be put up there on g ■

CHAIRMAN

>

»
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

72018Service Appeal No.

Muhammad Rasheed Khan Appellant

Versus
Inspector General of Police (IGP), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others.... Respondents

INDEX

AnnexureDescription of documents Page No.S. No.
Memo of appeal 1-51.
Application for condonation of delay 
alonqwith affidavit ______ .
Copy
Order/Notification No. 6881/-90/EV dated 
10.11.2017

6-72.

impugned Officeof
8 ■f^VA3.

9-10Copy of merit list dated 19.08.2017 B4.
Copy of applications/representations 
dated 24.08.2017 to respondent No. 4 C 115.
Copy of applications/representations and 
office letters 12-16D6

17-18Copy of Standing Order No. 07/2014 E7.
Copy of F.A (Intermediate) DMC and 
death certificate of the father of the 
appellant

19-20F8.

21-22Copy of Service Card and CNIC G9.
Copy of the W.P No. 5269-P/2017 along 
with order dated 25.04.2018 23-2810. H

Copy of the Review Petition No. 167- 
P/2018 along with order dated 
19.06.2018

29-32I11.

Wakalat Nama 3312.

Appellant^^.
Muhammad Rasheed Khan

Through

Muhammad Arsalan Afridi
&

'‘"I $
Aimal Khpn^arkandi,
Advocates, Peshawar

. T.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

■imPinService Appeal No. /2018 »’,V

“""■S2I2/2W8
Muhammad Rasheed Khan s/o Mahabat Khan 

r/o Takia Afhdi Abad, Shabqadar Road,
Tehsil & District Peshawar............................. Appellant

Versus

1.-^ Inspector General of Police (IGP), Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Office, Peshawar

2. Additional Inspector General (AIG)/Establishment, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Office, Peshawar

Superintendent Establishment, Central Police Office, 
Peshawar

3.

Director Educational Testing and Evaluation 
Agency (ETEA), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Sector E-8, 
Phase 7, Hayatabad, Peshawar

Naveed Akhtar s/o Munir Khan,^/^
Central Police Office, Peshawar

Ejaz Hussain s/o Muhammad Naseer, 0"/^
Central Police Office, Peshawar

Noor Islam Khan s/o Shams ur Rehman,37^ 

Central Police Office, Peshawar.................. .

4.

7.
Respondents

Appeal u/s 4 of the Service Tribunal 
Act, 1974 against the Office 

Order/Notification No, 6881-90/E- 

V, dated 10.11.2017 of respondent 

No. 1 whereby ti^e appellant was 

not promoted to th^ post of Junior 

Clerk (BPS-11) in disregard of the



-1
law by not awarding the 4 

additional marks of F.A and Orphan.
Prayer

On acceptance of this appeal the 

impugned Office Order/Notification 

No. 6881-90/E-V, dated 10.11.2017 

of respondent No. 1 may be set 

aside and the respondents may be 

directed to promote the appellant 

to the post of Junior Clerk (BPS-11) 

after awarding the 4 marks of F.A 

and Orphan.

Respectfully submitted;

That the appellant was appointed as Class-IV 

employee in the Frontier Reserve Police, Peshawar 

on 02.04.2011 and is serving on this post. (Copy of 
the Service Card is annexed)

1.

2. That respondent No. 4 (ETEA) conducted 

Selection/Screening Test for promotion of Class-IV 

. employees to the post of Junior Clerk (BPS-11). 
Respondent No. 4 prepared the merit list dated 

19.08.2017 by allocating test and academic marks 

to the candidates except the appellant who was 

deprived of 2 marks of F.A (Intermediate) and 2 

marks of Orphan. (Copy of the merit list is annexed)

3. That respondents No. 5 to 7 have illegally been
promoted to Junior Clerk (BPS-11) vide Office 

Order/Notification 

10.11.2017 by respondent No. 1
dated 

as compared to 

the right of the appellant to be promoted and

6881-90/E-V,No.



3
appointed on one of the Junior Clerk post if the 

requisite marks are granted to the appellant as per 

the law and rules.

4. That the appellant submitted application/ 
representation to respondent No. 4 on 24.08.2017 

to grant him 4 marks (F.A and Orphan) to become 

eligible for promotion to Junior Clerk (BPS-11) but 

respondent No. 4 did not accept the genuine request 
and no reply was to the appellant. (Copy of the 

application dated 24.08.2017 is annexed)

5. That thereafter the appellant submitted two 

applications to respondents No. 1 and 2 on 

05.09.2017 and 22.11.2017 through Deputy 

Commandant Frontier Reserve Police (FRP), 

Peshawar for redressal of his grievance. The Deputy 

Commandant FRP forwarded the said applications to 

respondent No. 2 vide office letter No. 6563/EC, 
dated 05.09.2017 and letter No. 8898/EC, dated 

22.11.2017. The appellant also submitted
application/ representation to respondent No. 2 vide 

diary No. 2375/ES dated 15.12.2017, however, no 

decision was taken and the appellant was kept 
deprived of his legal right. (Copy of the applications 

and office letters are annexed)

6. That the appellant filed W.P No. 5269-P/2017 in the 

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar which was 

dismissed on 25.04.2018 with the observation that 

the matter is relating to the terms and conditions of 

a civil servant for which proper forum is the Service 

Tribunal. (Copy of the order is annexed)
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That the appellant then filed Review Petition No. 

167-P/2018 for the grant of four marks i.e. 2 marks 

each of F.A and Orphan. The review petition met the 

same fate and was dismissed with the same 

observations vide order dated 19.06.2018. (Copy of 

the order is annexed)

7.

That the appellant is now filing this service appeal, 
along with the application for condonation of the 

delay in filing this appeal, on the following grounds;

8.

GROUNDS

That the appellant has illegally been deprived from 

promotion to Junior Clerk (BPS-11) by not awarding 

the additional 4 marks of F.A and Orphan to which 

the appellant is entitled under the law as per the 

Standing Order No. 07/2014. (Copy of the Standing 

Order is annexed)

A.

That the respondents have not acted in accordance 

with the law and have illegally not entertained to 

the genuine request of the appellant.

B.

That the appellant is qualified and is fit for 

promotion to the post of Junior Clerk (BPS-11) but 
the respondents are malafidely not considering the 

appellant for promotion. This act of the respondents 

is against the law. (Copy of F.A-Intermediate and 

death certificate of father of the appellant is 

annexed)

C.



1
That respondent No. 4 has not even answered to 

the applications submitted by the appellant which 

shows the ill-will of the said respondent.

D.

That there is no legal bar in recommending and 

promoting the appellant to the post of Junior Clerk 

(BPS-11) after awarding the requisite marks to the 

appellant.

E.

It is, therefore, prayed that on 

acceptance of this appeal the impugned Office 

Order/Notification No. 6881-90/E-V, dated 

10.11.2017 of respondent No. 1 may be set aside 

and the respondents may be directed to 

accommodate the appellant by 4 marks of F.A 

(Intermediate) and Orphan and the appellant may 

be ordered to be promoted to the post of Junior 

Clerk (BPS-11) with all back benefits admissible 

under the rules.

Appellant *
Muhammad Rasheed Khan

Through

Muhammad Arsalan Afridi
&

'(SAimal Khan ffarkahdi.
Advocates, Peshawar

VERIFICATION

I do hereby verify that the contents of this appeal 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief which has been drafted as per my 

instructions and nothing has been concealed from 

this hon'ble Tribunal.

/<hAn

(i730f- /S^ePt^-7)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

In
Service Appeal No. /2018

Muhammad Rasheed Khan Appellant
Versus

Inspector General of Police (IGP), 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others........ Respondents

Application for condonation of delay 

(if any) in filing the titled appeal

Respectfully submitted;

That this application is filed along with the above noted 

appeal in the hon'ble Tribunal.

1.

That the appellant is aggrieved from the 

notification/dated 10.11.2017 and for not awarding the 

4 additional marks of F.A and Orphan by the 

respondents in the merit list dated 19.08.2017.

2.

That - the appellant submitted application/ 
representation to respondent No.VT; on 24.08.2017 to 

grant him 4 marks (F.A and Orphan) to become eligible 

for promotion to the Junior Clerk post (BPS-11) but 

respondent No. 3 did not give any reply or decision on

'3.

it.

That, appellant
applications/representations to respondents No.! 1 and 

2 on 05.09.2017 and 22.11.2017^for grant of 4 marks 

as mentioned above but there-is no reply till date.

thereafter, the submitted4.

That the appellant then filed W.P. No. 5269-P/2017 on 

26.12.2017 before the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar 

which was decided on 25.04.2018 while the Review

5.
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Petition No. 167-P/2018 filed by the appellant was also 

dismissed on 19.06'2018.

That the time consumed before the hon'bte Peshawar 

High Court, Peshawar In defending the legal cause of 
the appellant was with bonafide intention.

6.

That the appellant was under the impression that the 

dispute regarding not awarding 4 marks to the 

appellant could be settled in writ petition but the 

hon'ble High Court has considered it as a matter of 
terms and conditions of service which could be 

resolved by this hon'ble Tribunal.

7.

That in view of the above, the appeal in hand is well 
within time, however, to avoid complications this 

application is filed along with the appeal.

8.

It is, therefore, prayed that the delay, if 
any, in filing the Instant appeal may kindly be 

condoned and the appeal may be decided on merits.

Applicant/Appitiant
Muhammad Rasheed Khan

Through
Muhammad Arsalan Afridi

&

Aimal Khan Barkandi,
Advocates, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I do hereby affirm on oath that the paras of the 
application are true and correct to the best of my 

2 i JUL 2D18 knowledge and belied and nothing has been concealed, 
therein.

DepOTent

, , *v
■VN
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'1 licii' pftsilii’z Or.A'c '.'Ad! ne i.‘.: ;ed -■c.pe.n.i:

Nniiic N i’lHhen ^^n:Vle A
.. ...V

Pililc t orceNdn eed ski Miadr Khan

da/ P!us.'i;iii s/o Muiiaarai’/.u! Nasec;*/^ 

Noor Ish’ni Khan >/(^ Siuin\s-lh'-Rchin:in

Idiie i'ot'es-

' CPO. Pesha\v.":r :

;a'- ) 
■ y,.',-' i ;:r

’i.
‘S.

S' ■

i
!-'.n'd:-i'. A dab.* e\a'n.

CAn''’;'' 1 \^'.'il'c^en U' ihe: -
:

'IIaM - -'Add]: hisoecii-n' (ici\cfal of Police 1 K}rs; Khybdr lAikinaiikhwa. Pe:d;:o'

idikhunikiova. /..e-Ino/ae.: • dAildi: inspecloi-Xienera! oi‘Police Idilerorcei iKliyher

Accoiinuinl (.icnerai Khyber Pakhli-iiiklnvri.

■iOep'viP.' 1 lii-p-ecloi'(ieiici'al (d Police. 1 PR's, f.l '.) Pesli.i'A ai.
KsP; d'pb Pesiiawar.A'-'- A 1 As^>U•^;in•: hiNpi.-c'or (ictiei'id <il Piniee;-

u
f >; .Reuislrar Cd'O. Peshawar. 

AAprfeSupcillPSccivl CPC) PesiiawaiV

. wAccounlaiU, C.‘iK) Peshawar.

■ ) AC 
■ • '

id

Rcpslrv Cel! CVO, PeshioCir..Cln-CinuyeCcnlral :C
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BETTER COPY
Office of the 

Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Central Police office 
Peshawar. 

Phone No. 091-9210545 
Fax:091-9210227

For Publication of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Police Gazzett Part_II orders By the 

Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

NOTIFICATION Dated: 10-11-2017

ABSQRPTIQN/PROMOTION on the recoimnendation.of 
Education J:esting.-evalu^ion^Agency-.~(ETTA)j and proper approval of the 
compet^t authority, the following Class 4 Police Department are hereby 
promoted as Junior Clerk in (BPS*ll) with effect from the date the actually 
take their higher responsibilities subject to the condition that their epidemic 
(Degrees other relevant documents and orphan certificates) will her 
scrutinized and verified by the concerned RPO’s DPO’s/ Units form concerned 
University Board etc.

NO.6881/90 E-V.

Their posting order will be issued separately.
S# Name and father name Unit

NaveedAkhtar S/o Munir Khan 
Ijaz Hussain S/o Muhammad Naseer 
Noor Islam S/o Shamsul Rehman

Elite Force 
Elite Force 
CPQ Peshawar

1.
2.
3.

SALAH-UD-DIN KHAN 
Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Endst No.& date even:

Copy forwarded to the:
• Addl Inspector General of Police HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
• Addl Inspector General of Police Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
• Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
• Deputy Inspector General of PoHce, HQrs CPO Peshawar.
• Assistant Inspector General of Police Estt CPO Peshawar.
• Registrar CPO, Peshawar.
• Office Supdtt: Secret CPO Peshawar.
• Accountant CPO Peshawar.
• In-Charge Central Registry Cell CPO Peshawar.

ARIF SHAHBAZ KHAN PSP 
AIG/Establishment 

Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
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llcA SCREENING TESi FOR PRO-MQ! lON/ASSROPTION OF CiASS-!V EMPiOYttS AS JUNIOR

......................... MERIT-LIST GF PASSED CANDIDA TtS
STcRK IN KP-PGiiCE DEPARTMENTI19-08-S01 ?}

( \
\ ! DISTRICT/ i TOTAL 

•V’ART.S !M 
n :-A v;,:-'!

DATE OF 1

0:.'AO;:;7. i 'IA'IT-F
I HIGHEST. ! V.'RiTTEN COMP; TOT,

;viA'

i :V: j\
H' ■>1 Ii I ’65 -•TB'I. ,Cu

P?0:00019 MUHAMMAD SULTAN 1 I31Cl-Ci89S45-iAF2AL SUITA,\ 16-05-1390 23-05-2013 27 13 40A330TTA3AD BA ■^^44d4 0
00152 WASI.V) :<HU,3SH£;D KnURSHEEOAHMED ; . 173C1-S31307S-5 P;5HaWAR I 32I0-C4-1387 iMl-2013 4 36 MSc 6 ^ 442 0

17301-5558818-700041 SHAHZSa AFTAB AHMED 22-05-1394 20-10-2014 29 9 38 13 42B.COM 4 0 0
00153 USMAN' ' ' REHMAN GUL 1710i-0'773593-5 .=ESHAWA,R ' 24211.1S8S 09-07-2013 26- 6 32 MSA •6 - - 0 • 2 V 3 40
00069 lAKHLAQ HUSSAIN MUKHTAR HUSSAIN 14301-8542955-3 XO.HAT 10-03-1984 30-08-2010 28- 9 P3937 MATRIC 0 0 2

MUHAMMAD ZAHiR \ 
SHAH

00115 FATH ULLAH 15302-9070291-3 0I,R LOWE.R 02-C2-199SI 04-09-2014 - 25 7 ... ... 32 '7738BA 4 0 2
■ 00081 MUHAMMAD AADIL MUHAMMAD ISMAIL 17301-1049188-7 CC?:=E5,-HAWAS 10-04-1992 27-09-2013 26 73379 ^ 35 FA 2 0 .0

I ^00177 MUHAMMAD TARiQ HUKAM KHAN 15101-4282097-7 ,MAaOAN 09-03-1990 25-02-2010
0

30 3 8 33 BA 4 0 37
00051 WAQAR AHiMAD SYEOGOHARSHAH 16102-1024412-1 CIG/.MARDAN 31-03-1991 .^ 11-08-2013 25 4 '^3729 BCS (Hons.) 6 2 0

MUHAMMAD SOHAIL 
AKHTAR

00129 MUHAMMAD HASSAN 17301-0294912-7 CPC P£SHAWA,R 20-04-1985 26-04-2011 28 6 34 D.COM 2 360 0
00120 ATEEQUR REHMAN SHAMS UR REHMiAN 15201-6934829-9 CKiTRAL 02-02-1993 14-09-2012 • 26 • 6 32 BSc 4 0 0
00127 TARIQ AZIZ JAFAR5KAH. 15401-1383180-7 CCPO 24-04-1992 31-07-2013 24 6 30 BSc 4 2 . 0

SYEDWAQA.RANJUM
BUKHARI

SYED NAJM UL 
HASSAN BUKHARI

00022 121C1-8532832-3 C.=0;D.I.<nAN 25-07-1S8S 20-09-2013 25

00054 2AINULU\K MAN200R KHAN "7161C1-5200570-7 I 'NViMARDAN .2328-03-1981 25-08-2010

■ Page 1.of 2
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_____________■ \ ~

niAlCREENINGTESrmR PROMOTiON/ABSROPriON OF ClASS-lV zMPLOYEES^JUNlOR CIerk IN /O 

, . MERIT-LIST OF PASSED CANDIDATFR

1

R-PuLICt DLPARifViENT (19-0R-?ni7/Y
;

I j I! . TOTAl• . DISTRICT/
! Uj\iT(DUTy 
I STAT/OM^

II : DATE OF ; vvrittEiN-
Irecruitmen!

IROI.L j HIGMER ICOMP; 
TESTiVlARKS TYPING TEST

j HiGHEST i 
j QLiALIFICA- I

iDATE OF 
BIRTH

TOTNAME CNiC NO. PAARKS IN 
ETEA TEST/

FATHER NAME QUALIflCA- ; HAFIZ-E- i 
•TION fvlAn.‘<£/I

MO iI ORPHAN MAP' . -^TA'iKS/

-J.--
OIJRAN!

i ! ORi.; . v--.. ...

0015? !iVL’h'AM.VAO WISAL iViUKAiViMAD IQ3AL 17301-52461:4-1 ■ PSS.t'AWAP 15-C4-;S33 31-03-2012 27 4 31 FA 2 2 '0I ■ !!
i00162 WAQAR YO'UNiS MUHAMMAD YOUNI5 13101-9844021-3 iLITl .^O.TCc 13-C6-:S52 24-;.2-2G13 26 3 29 3 A 4 0 2

00104 U3A1D ULLAH 5HAMSHAD XHAiM 15402-5878606-5 F.3? VALAXAND 07-C3-1391 12-08-2013 20 10 30 3A 4 0 0 34
00076 WAHEEQ GUI JANAT GUL 17301-5534301-5 TElcCOM 2C-0S-1S94 06-12-2013 24 6 30 A? >2FA 2 0 0
00097 SAYEOALAM I MUHAMMAD Z.4DA 15501-7507075-9 5HA.NGLA 17-C3-19S8 04-03-2010 • 23 5 28 FA 2 0 2 •^0 32
00046 WALiKHAN RAJ WALI KHAN 17301-8602769-3 COMD7.-P? :8-03-;98i 18-02-2011 22 4 26 3A 4 0 24- [ 00125 . NAVEEDAKHTAR MUNIR KHAN . 17101-0926581-1 13-03-2010•iC-C3-13SS . 24 (■ 2 ’26.. . 3A 4 0 • Q 30

'00148 1JA2 HUSSAIN 17201-7387408-7MUHAMMAD NASEER PESKAWAS 220-04-1990 06-05-2014 24■/ 26 FA 2 0 2 ^ 30
00128 NCO.S ISLAM KHAN SHAMS UR REH.MAN 17301-7905794-3 CPO PESHAWAR :8-03-lSS2 2003-05-2011 7 27 FA 2 0 0t 29

MUHAMMAD NAZAR 
NIAZI

'■/: 0 H A! • '• F/i A 0 J '.A 5 R A MI 17201-2320789-7 CTC;HQP£SKAWR C4-CS-19S8 10-08-2010 25 . 2 ■: 27 MATRIC 0 2I • 0 29|:
r 00053 5HAH2E8 DOST MUHAMMAD 16101-9876147-1 • INWMARDAN 1910-04-1994 17-05-2015 7 26I FA 2 0 0 28

00131 INZAMAM UL HAQ ABDUL MASTAN 17301-S794235-3 CPO PESHAWAR t01-08-1994 2301-08-2013 3 26 FSc 2 0 0 28
MUHAMMAD-

IhaSHEEL'KU.AN no u0-0042 MCHAoAT KHAN 1730]-]S085,99-7 02-04-201108-07-3981 26 1 27 MATF.IC 0 0/ 0/ 27, I
.c A *!•-

i
.... v. P\

0/ ■ . Vr\ 

^ Va - : 4"/
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OFFICE OF THE 
COMMANDANT 

FRONTIER RESERVE POLICE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Email: comdtfrpofficial@gmail.com 
Ph: No. 091-9214114 Fax No. 091-9212602

• >

■-

dated /2017.No.

The AIG Establishment;,
CPO, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

To: -

PROMOTION/ABSORPTION OF CLASS-IV EMPLOYEES AS JUNIOR CLERK.Subject: -

Memo: -\

It is communicated that Class-lV Rasheed Khan of FRP I'lQrs has 

submitted an application in which he .requested that kindly include his 04 marks in his 

result according to the Standing Order 07/2014, which were not included, by ETEA ip 

merit list. Ail the relevant documents were already submitted vide this office Letter 

NO.4703/E.C dated 08.06.2017(Copy Enclosed).

\

\
\

V Orphan 02

02FAi

Total 04
\

M

\ DEPUTY COMMANDANT. 
Frontier Reserve Police, 
Khyber PakJ>ttjnkhwa, 

feesinawar.
7V

Lcri1^1\

\

!
T

mailto:comdtfrpofficial@gmail.com
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OTRICE OF THE'1 COMMANDANT ' 
FRONTIER RESERVE POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWX, PESHAWAR 
Email: comdtfrpofficial@gmail.corn 

Ph: No. 091-9214114 Fax No. 091-9212602

/EC. dated / // /2017.

To: - The AIG Establishment,
CPO, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ■ 

, Peshawar.

Subject: - PROMOTION/ABSORPTION OF CLASS-IV EMPLOYEES AS JUNIOR CLERK.

. Memo: -

It is communicated that Class-IV Rasheed Khan of FRP HQrs has 

application in which he requested that kindly include his 04 marks in his 

result according to the Standing Order 07/2014, which were not included by ETEA in 

merit list. All the relevant documents were already submitted vide this office Letter 

NO.4703/EC dated 08.06.2017(Copy Enclosed).

submitted an

Orphan 02

FA 02

Total 04
\ WwV\ /\

i'-

for CO^VvUNDANT, 
Frontier Resen/e Police, 
Khyber Pakhtynkhv/a, 

^4x©sfs'fiwar. .b^'1
f
i.

K--
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Kin lire r;i!Jiliiiikln\ ;i
I

Duinl: 07/12/211)7

To

,Syed Zia Ali Shah
/ Registrar

' For Inspector General of Police Khyber Pokhtunkhwo
Central Police Office 
Peshawar

Promotion/Absorption of Police Class-IV Emplov.e_e.s__as J_unior Clerk.Subject:

Sir.

• I arn directed to refer to your letter No. 731S-19/E-V dated 6/12/2017 on the subject dteo 

above and to state that the complainant has neither indicated that he is orphan in the ETS;- 

application Form nor he has enciosed/attached any documentary proof of his Inlermeciiatc / r.n, 

at that time with the Application Form. (Copy of opplicotion form duly filled in by the opplican: 

himself and countersigned by the Commandant FRP is attached for ready reference with :nc 

remarks that he did not attach copy [of F.A DMC with the opplicotion form Ond instead ne 

attached 02 copies of Metric DMC/Certificote. Furthermore, he has marked 'NO' against orphan m 

(he Application Form that is why he has not been awarded the said additional marks by this 

office.} . .

• Mov/ after receipt of F.A DMC and Death Ccitificate of his father vide your letter undei

reference; this office is not in a position to award him 04 additional marks (02 each for oiphan 

and F.A) at. this belated stage of almost three months. However, the Police Department mav 

'■i norii him the said ocJdjtional marks if they feel it a genuine/fit case. •

lAjjjori is submitted for compliance and further n/c action'at your end please.

A
TO

krEA .

.
t T^ , -)/Oy No

. ^ ...
/V» #

T-* ••

\

f
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✓
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; OFFICE OF THE 
THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE , 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police 6ffice, Peshawar

f '• •

STANDING ORDER NO. 7/2014 ,_- \).'
7

. Promotion of Class-IV Staff as Junior Clerks
[t

This Standing Order is issued under Article 10(3) of Police Order 2002 in pursuance 
of the Police Policy Board decision taken in its meeting held on 19'^ December 2013.

I
Aim:- Presently, there is a lack of proper criteria for promotion of Class-IV staff as 

junior clerks. This Standing Order is issued-to streamline the criteria and procedure of 
promotion of Class-IV staff of Police Department against the 20% seats of junior clerks as 
provided in ministerial staff rules.

2.

3. Eligibility:- Class-IV Police employees may be eligible for promotion as junior clerks 
provided that they fulfill the following criteria: >

a) Matric qualification;
b) Computer literacy; and

• c) English language drafting skills.'

/
. 4.

. exam 
components:

Selection Test:- Eligible Class-IV employees shall qualify a selection test/ promotion 
to be conducted through EATA.^ The-, selection test shall have the following

i.

. a) Written exam in English: 25 marks;
b) Computer proficiency: 25 marks'; and
c) General knowledge: ■ 15 marks.

4.1 Candidates who obtain at least 40% marks in the selection test shall stand qualified 
in the selection test. _____________ ^_________ _

4.2 Additional Marks:- The following additional marks shall be added to the marks 
obtained by a candidate in the selection test:

a) yFA/FSctor equivalent:
b) BA/BSc or equivalent:
c) MA/MSc or equivalent:
d) Hafiz-e-Quran:'

■e) (OrphaiiiL-

2 marks;
2 marks;.! 
2 marks;. 
2 marks;
2 marks.

4.3 Selection tests for the promotion of Class-iV employees as Junior Clerks shall be 
conducted once in a calendar year.

.16

f-feiU. aaniiiiiiojjiii

d
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4.4

**. s s» zs:
Provin^r«?PnT*°Ar°'''' If =^ny difficulty arises in giving effect to this order
Provincial Police Officer may by notification make such provisions

Amendment;- All previous Standing' Orders 
provisions of this order, shall stand amended^

‘ V ': •

y 5.

6.
the

as deemed appropriate.
7.

on the subject, to the extent of the.

/
ytiijr '<----- ' r

(NASIRKHAN DURRANI) 
Provincial Police Officer 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshav/ar

No:- 492-555/GB dated Peshawar. 14'^ September 2014

Copy of the above is forwarded for information .and necessary action to;
!

1. All Heads of Police Offices in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa-
2. PRO to PPO; .
3i Registrar CPO.

(MUBARAK 2EB) PSP 
DIG Headquarters 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

•r

biff. j

/

. 17
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8077822S.No.PB

^ T

HUMANITIES ( Part-ll )

Muhammad Rashoed Khan Son / Daughlor of Mohabit Khan Afridi

of Peshawar

has secured the marks shown against each subject in the HSSC Examination held |v]n'the month of

Private Student -April, 2016 as

Marks Obtained
Subjects Part-I Part-llMarks

Total Marks InyVords'.fg;i4y,:'Theory Pract Theory Pract i

English 33200 37 70 Seventy Only.
ii-

Urdu 35200 34 69 :Sixty-Nine tV,,

Thirty-One-,- ;Islamic Education 3150 31%

Pakistan Studies 50 17 Sovonloon17.,

Islamic Hislory 44200 26 . 70 Seventy Only

Islamic Studies 41200 33 74a:- Seyenty-Fou^^g^:

Archaeology 33200 6633 Sixty-Six

Three Hundred Ninety-Seven OnlyTotal: 1100 397-E;.'i:i. ■
:-V:. .‘•v.i:’

Remarks
V".;;■

Reg: No
Checked By : " ________
IssueDate: 30-07-2016

05774-B/P-2014

; S;?9'ltpl‘®rof,Exai^inatiMS;g^
Note: :En-or(sVOmission(s) excepted. AnVmistake in above particulars must be intimated within 30 davs of'the issuance of this cerUfica’te^'^"'

Cts9'^!



/. J .P01584249
/

THE GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PAKISTAN

■i.

DEATH CERTIFICATE

FORM No: P00158424QCRMS No; D173073-12-0286 
NATURE OF DEATH: NORMAL

1Z3.Qil3489500: 

.......

>jU-

l/Vr^A'

^ Ly'

/f't jij

.J’ /
Vu- y* . •

13-5-195318-6-2012 18-6-2012
173011508667513723204603

APPLICANT NAME: R.QSHAN. BIBJ...-.

. APPLICANT CNIC: 1730113489500 RELATION WITH DECEASED; Husband

ADDRESS ; .VILLAGE: AFRIDiABADNAHAQI. .
....................................................................................................................... '...............................................................................................................................................■.

TEHSILi' PESHAWAR, DISTRICT: PESHAWAR '

• i-4 '

• -V',
T. dECEASED. IIaME/ :F,ATHER nAMEA' PAT.E OF-' 

CNiC

PLACE/DAtE reason
OF DEATH

DATE OF 
BURIAL

SlOKNESSj 
PERIOD i

SEX '. RELIGION
!

‘"j , • ••'CNIC •.• BiRTH . •; .. of-deathr-‘.v
. 1

:MAhabaT''V:v-; 
kHA’N--;-

MOEEN.- 
KHAN ■ NATURALMALE ISLAM

• i
•r '

13-5-195,3 1b-?-20t2 T8-^6-2Ql2j7301,1%p86675 13723204603

BLOOD RELATION 
.NAME: ARSALA KHAN -.("f

PERSON CAUSING DISPOSAL OF BODY4-

CNIC: 1730197416701 i73Ql974'1§r01
A •

’-.GRAVEYARD NAME :' SHEIKH BABA
•i.'-U'JV"--'. •J?3;ii32 •

2-7^2012ENTRY DATE: 2-7-2012
:, IISSUE DATE: 2-7-2012

Additional iNFORM/gruPN:

' • 2‘-7-20l2i .

iV 1/ ••y ■f' f*

,L

'n-i--7 'T
A

b^y \'Union Coj:nc« Nd.73 >*
'L-

r
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DesIgnagJon: Cifflw?4V;'*•.

Valid uptc: si-'sa-aais
^ A*

>

f:

^2

S-9 @l90ii Group:A<'ve
C J3XC. K©:

Personal Contact :@SC€«S^S1&9 ;
1. Tni3 caid UcsnfacsSaRl^^endtsSidprapsvt/olOsK^cf KhyterPitihtun&hva 
Mn (As ovoit ef Cats h:»n tsmc££}2V cs iss«3t StaCen ftsd CIO

tBftuifl9auawrWygMa9Cie3«a}n{nr±sre?gae8Rl!. 
3.FlA<!sroI(Italsttunllorcq;:»t!9dtsa9;e:fi8a}a3(d&8aa33i«s)Pcil5g8&Uon. -

I

\

Verifccattcn ConUtet tvo. , 
081-52549 3^ I
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH ©OUFIT: F^ESHAWAR

i
Writ Petition No.

Muhammad Rasheed Khan S/0 Mahabat Khan 
Abad, Shabqadar Road Tehsil and District Peshawar^<^ ^

........-.......Petitioner ”T
Versus

1. The Inspector General of Police,
Pakhtunkhwa Central Police Office, Peshawar'

2. The Additional Inspector General Establishment 

Centra! Police Office, Pestiawar,

3. The Superintendent Establishment,
Office, Peshawar.

Director ETEA,
Hayatabad, Peshawar.

5. Naveed Akhtar S/0 Munir Khan, Elite Force Central 
Police Office, Peshav>rar.

6. Ejaz Hussain S/0 Muhammad Naseer 

Central Police Office, Peshawar.

7. Moor Islarh Khan S/0 Shams 

Police Office, Peshawar.

Khyber

Central Police

4. The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Elite Force

Ur Rehman Central

Respondents

WRIT

PAKISTAN" TO THE 

RESPONDENT NO 4
directed to award 

petitioner and the
DATED 10/11/2017

N0.1

REPUBLIC OF 

EFFECT that THE 

IVIAY GRACIOUSLY BE 

04 iVIARkS TO THE 

fAUPUGNED ORDER 

ISSUED

SUSPENDED TILL ^
WRIT PETITION. '■ «

BY THERESPONDENT
BE

FHIS



Respectfully Sheweth:

IThat the Petitioner is a Law abiding citizen and is 

permanent resident of takia Afridi Abad Shabqadar 

Road, Tehsii and District Peshawar.
(Copy of CNIG of the Petitioner is annexed as 

Annexure “A”)

2. That the Petitioner is serving as Class-iV Employee at 
the office of Commandant Frontier Reserve Police, 
Peshawar.
(Copy of Service Card is annexed Annexure “B”)

3. That the petitioner has passed F.A from B.I.S.E 

Peshawar in the Session 2016.
(Copy of educational testimonials of petitioner attached 

as Annexure “C”)

4. That the petitioner’s father has been died in the year 

2012 hence, the Petitioner is an orphan.
(Copy of Death Certificate is annexed as Annexure
“D”)

5. That according to the Standing Order No.7 of 2014 the 

Class-IV employees are eligible for the promotion as 

Junior Clerks and for this purpose the additional 02 

Marks for Fligher Qualification and 02 orphan marks 

shall be added to the marks obtained by a candidate in 

the selection test.
(Copy of Standing Order No.7 is annexed as Annexure
“E”)

0

6. That the Petitioner appeared in the Selection Test for 

promotion/absorption of Class-IV employees as Junior 

Clerks in KP Police Department held by the 

Respondent No.4 and the Merit List of the passed 

candidates was issued by the Respondent No.4 where 

the Petitioner was not awarded the 02 Mafks of F A 

qualification and 02 marks of Orphan hence was placed 

on serial number 27.
(Copy of Merit List is annexed as Annexure “F” ')■

7. That the Petitioner being aggrieved applied to the 

Respondent No.4 for adding 04 marks on 24/08/2017 

followed by Letter No.6563/EC dated 05/09/2017, Letter 

N0.8898/EC dated .22/11/2017 from the office of (FiQ) 
FRP. A

cl



/'/
(Copies of Applications are annexed as Annexure “G” C 

“G1”, “G2”).

8. That on one hand the Respondent No.4 ignored all the 

requests of the Petitioner and on the other the 

Respondent No.1 recommended 03 junior Class-IV 

employees with less marks than the Petitioner for 

promotion vide Notification dated 10/11/2017 altogether 
ignored the Petitioner.
(Copy of Notification is annexed as Annexure “H”).

9. That the Petitioner was constrained to serve a Legal 
Notice upon the Respondent No.4 on 28/11/2017.
(Copy of Legal Notice is annexed as Annexure “I”)

10. That the petitioner also submitted an application to the 
Respondent No.2 

recommendation as Junior Clerk.
(Copy of Appeal is annexed as Annexure “J”)

11. That all the requests of the Petitioner have been put 
to abeyance and the Respondents have deprived the 

Petitioner from his due and fundamental rights, hence, 

petitioner being aggrieved and finding no adequate and 

efficacious remedy is constrained to file this writ 

petition on the following amongst oTher grounds:-.

10/12/2017 for hison

Grounds:
A-That the respondents No.1 to 4 have not acted 

in accordance with law and rules on the subject 

and malafidely ignored the petitioner’s request 
for considering and recomending him against 
the instant existing post despite 

qualification and orphan marks which act of the 

Respondents is not sustainable under the law 
and is liable to be set aside.

of his

B- That the petitioner is otherwise qualified and 

deserving to be recomended. ,. against the
existing post but respondents has malafidely
ignored the request and is not considering the 

Petitioner which is unfair and unjust.

C- That the Petitioner being eligible candidate is 

entitled for his recommendation„ 1 against the
Post and the act of Respondents is against the 
rules of fair justice and equity.

A



D- That the Petitioner being otherwise qualified is 

deprived from his fundamental rights by the
Respondents which is against the spirit of 
justice.

E- That the petitioner has already Intimated the 

respondents regarding his recommendation 

however all his request are not being 
entertained which is inequitable and unfair.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 

acceptance of this Writ Petition, the Respondent No.4 

please be directed to add the due 04 i 
While respondents No.1 to 3 be directed to recommend the 

petitionei for the post of junior clerk in place of respondents 

No. 5 to 7 with immediate effect or any other relief deemed 

pXion^^^ circumstances may also be granted to the

on the
may

marks in his result

INTERlIVi REL IFF-
dated lO/tt/do'jy”®'' '"iPdaned order
dated 10/11/2017 may kindly be suspended till the final
disposal of this writ petition.

Dated; 26/12/2017 Petitioner

Through
■

JAVED AL

Muhammad Arsalan Afridi 
Advocates High Court. Peshawar

4



■X PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PESHAWAR.

FORM
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Date of oKfer, Order or other proceedings with the order of the Judge

25.04.2018 W.P.N0.5269-P of 2017 with Interim relief.

Present: Mr.Muhammad Arsalan Afridi.: advocate for 
the petitioner.

Syed QaisarAli Shah, AAG for the 
respondents.

MUHAMMAD AYUB KHAN. J.- This petition is with 

the prayer to direct respondent No.4 to add the due four 

marks in his result with further direction to respondents 

No.1 to 3 to recommend the petitioner for the post of 

Junior Clerk in place of respondents No.5 to 7.

2. As per writ petition, petitioner, being, orphan and 

possess F.A. Certificate, is serving as Class-IV employee 

at the office of Commandant, Frontier Reserve Police, 

Peshawar. As per Standing Order No.7 of 2014, the 

Class-IV employees are eligible for promotion as Junior 

Clerks. For this purpose, additional two marks for higher 

qualification and two marks meant for Orphan shall be 

added to the other marks scored by a candidate in the 

selection test The petitioner appeared in the selection 

test for promotion/absorption of Class-IV employees as 

Junior Clerk in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Department 

held by respondent No.4. Merit list was issued, wherein, 

the petitioner was not awarded two marks of F.A. and two 

marks meant for orphans, hence was placed at Sr.No.27. 

Feeling aggrieved, he applied for said additional four

I



Y

2c
marks from time to time but to no avail. According to the 

petitioner, respondent No. 1 recommended three junior 

Ciass-IV employees with less marks than him for 

promotion vide Notification dated 10.11.2017. Not 

contented, he preferred an application addressed to 

respondent No.2 on 10.12.2017 but with no fruitful result, 

which necessitated the filing of instant petition.

3. Arguments heard and record gone through.

4. Admittedly, petitioner is a civil servarit whereas the 

relief sought for promotion to the post of Junior Clerk, 

after awarding four additional marks is a matter relating 

to the terms and conditions of his service; It is well settled 

that if any matter relating to term and condition of a civil 

servant is violated, then he can approach the Service 

Tribunal, constituted for that purpose. Not only the 

Service Tribunal has been established for dealing with 

cases relating to the terms and conditions of a civil 

servant but under Article 212 of the Constitution of 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan. 1973, jurisdiction of this 

court is barred to entertain any matter relating to the 

terms and conditions of service of a civil servant, 

therefore, this petition is not maintainable before this 

court.

5; For what has been discussed above, this petition is 

hereby dismissed in limine.

JUDGE

JUDGE
Sadlq Shah, PS <OB) (Hon'bla HrJusUca Qalandar All Khan and Hon'bla Mr JusUca Muhammad Ayub Khan)
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

Review Petition No. /^7-y^/2018

in

W.P. No. 5269-P/2017

Muhammad Rasheed Khan s/o Mahabat Khan 

r/oTakiaAfridi Abad, Shabqadar Road,
Tehsil & District Peshawar................................. .... Petitioner

Versus

1. The Inspector General of Police,Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Office, Peshawar

2. The Additional Inspector General Establishment, 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

3. The Superintendent Establishment, Central Police 
Office,Peshawar

4. The Director Education Testing Evaluation Agency 
(ETEA), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Hayatabad, Peshawar

5. NaveedAkhtar s/o Munir Khan, Central Police Office, 
Peshawar /

6. EjazHussain s/o Muhammad Naseer, Central Police 
Office,Peshawar

: 7, Noor Islam Khan s/o Shams urRehman,
Central Police Office, Peshawar........... . Respondents

APPLICATION FOR REVIEW OF ORDER 

DATED 25.04.2018 PASSED IN W.P. 

NO. 5269-P/2017 WITH A DIRECTION 

TO ACCOMMODATE THE PETITIONER 

BY 4 MARKS AS IS, PRAYED FOR IN 

THE WRIT PETITION.

iSTfcD
■ rtiyh Oovj)

’■ fm
Review167 2018 Muhammad Rasheed vs IGP



.« <4 1-1

- Respectfully submitted;

That the petitioner had filed writ petition No. 

5269/2017 in this hon'ble Court but it was dismissed in 

limine on 25.04.2018 with the observation that the 

prayer of the petitioner relates to terms and conditions 

of service which is to be dealt with by the Service 

Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. (Copy of the 

order is annexed)

t
‘ 1.

That in fact the controversy is with regards to the 4 

marks on the basis of F.A education and Orphan (two 

marks each).

2.

That these 4 marks are in the power of Director ETEA, 

Peshawar (respondent No. 4) which is an independent 

body dealing with the special subject to conduct 

selection test/ promotion exam and to allocate the 

marks of F.A and Orphan to candidates and whose 

action and inaction are amenable to the jurisdiction of 

this hon'ble Court under Article 199 of the Constitution 

with which the remaining respondents have no 

concern.

3.

4. That rest of the said respondents has got no objection 

on the allocation of these marks and has 

recommended the petitioner for the said 4 marks.

That the subject of availing 4 marks mentioned above 

has got no concern with the'other respondents. The 

merit list is also prepared by respondent No.'4 (ETEA) 

after accumulating all the marks of a candidate and 

the prayer made in the writ petition is not a subject to

5.

4
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1 be agitated before the Service Tribunal 

peculiarly circunnstances of the case.

-p\

That the prayer of the petitioner relates to allocation of 

4 marks mentioned above and the grievance of the 

petitioner can be settled by an order to direct 

respondent No. 4 alone to allocate the subject 4 marks 

to the petitioner to enable him for onward and action 

of the department.

6.

7. . That the writ petition dismissed in limine without 

ascertaining the controversial point and calling for 

comments or soliciting the view point of the 

respondents in the case and it is against the procedure 

of deciding and knowing the controversial points 

between the parties.

It is, therefore, prayed that the on 
acceptance of this review petition the order dated 
25.04.2018 may kindly be looked into and respondent 
No. 4 (Director ETEA) may be directed to allocate the 
above 4 marks to the petitioner for onward action of 
the department of Police.

Petitioner
Muh^mad Rasheed Khan

Through
Jav^ All,

Muhammad ArsalanAfridi
&

Aimal Khan Barkandi
Advocates, Peshawar

CERTIFICATE
Certified that in view of facts and grounds mentioned 
in the above review petition, this is a fit case for 
review.

{t,
7«Advocate
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PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR,

FORM
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Date of order. Order or other proceedings with the order of the Judge

Review Petition No.167-P of 2018 in W.P.No.5269-P of19.06.2018
2017.

■APresent: M/s Aimal Khan Barkandi and Muhammad 
Arsalan Afridi, advocates for the petitioner. ;

MUHAMMAD AYUB KHANi J.- Petitioner, through 

the instant petition, seeks review of the judgment 
dated 25.04.2018 rendered in W.P.No.5269-P of 2017.

2. Preliminary arguments heard and record gone 

through. :1
i,

In the writ petition, petitioner had claimed two 

additional marks of higher qualification and two marks 

meant for orphan. His grievance was that respondents 

No.1 to 4 have not acted in accordance with law and 

ignored his request for considering and recommending 

him for the post of Junior. Clerk. Since it was a case of 
promotion, therefore, was dismissed after pressing into 

service Article 212 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic 

of Pakistan, 1973 for its being not maintainable.

3.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner failed to urge any 

point, which could warrant review of the impugned 

judgment. Resultantly, this petition, being misconceived, 
is hereby dismissed. /

UDGE

jTuDGE
Sodlq Shah, PS (DB) (Hon'Ma Mr.,Juttlca lahtlaq Ibrahim and Hon'ble MrJuatica Muhammad

CERTIFIEI EMl, opy
f*esha

^5>awar

2jlj.

k
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fithallah Foriji For^ROMOTION OF CLASS-1 V EMPLOYEES tO,1;HE POST OF JUNIOR CLERK (BPS-7) IN KPK POLICE DEPARTMENTr,

S \

r:ri'Ji:AT10MLT{'STI.N6 d EVALliAT10MQF.NCY
0WLi«ED£P0S/rSL/P

IDEATIONAL TESTING d EYALUAHON AGENCY 
0WUN£D£P0S/rSL/P

■Uf

Branch Code:Branch A Z -. Date: D3t%:
7 ~

owa

?>\o\p€Z \^AQjS^Branch Name: Branch Name:
<gkL

iPuffcf—:

eosypaisa ^i : OmQi
m EDtCATlONAlTESTlNQ d EYAUIATION AGENCY KPK EDUCATIONAL TESTING d EVALliATION AGENCY

MCA No: 254731873 MCA No; 254731873

Online Application Form for PROMOTION OF CLASS-1V Online Application Form for PPROMOTION OF CLASS-1V

EMPLOYEES TO Tr-IE POST OF Jl^iOR CJ.E^K (BPS-7) 
IN KPK POLICE DEPARTMF.NT -'2022

EMi^LOYEE^TO THE POST OF JUNIOR ■.'•LI^RK (BP^S-7) 
IN KPK POLICE DEPARTMENT - 2022

Consumer No: 194324Consumer No: 194324

Consumer No: 194324 Consumer No: 194324

Name: Muhammad Rasheed khan Name: Muhammad Rasheed khan

CNIC - Post:1730115085997-Junior Clerk (Bps-7) CNIC - Post: 1730115085997-Junior Clerk (Bps-7)

500/- 500/-

Anv:uril{!.ifUjr Aweatllite}:
Project Expiry Pate: 28-FEBRUARY-2022 Project Expiry Datr: 28-FEBRUARY-2022

y7•A?= f-

msm^ C3!fli« Oitirer Appi'rint iigtaiytg''' Cshi'er72-9 V Officer
/

<-
-v'"
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ETEA
%VETEA/^f‘ khybER PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATIONAL TESTING & EVALUATiON

AGENCY

:t
PROMOTION,bF CLASS'-lV EMPLOYEES TO THE POST OFjjUNIOR CLERK (BPS-7) IN KPK POLiCE DEPARTMENT - 2022

TOKEN NO. Junior Clerk (Bps-7)-00675 PESHAWAR Zone Of Domicile:DISTRICT OF DOMICILE: Zone 2

NAME:
FATHER / HUSBAND NAME : 
APPLICANT CNIC NUMBER: 
DATE OF BIRTH:
DATE OF Recruitment:
MOBILE NUMBER:
ALTERNATE MOBILE NUMBER: 
RELIGION-,
GENDER:
MARITAL STATUS: 
HAFIZ-E-QURAN:
ORPHAN:
POSTAL ADDRESS: 
PERMANENT ADDRESS: 
EDUCATIONAL INFORMATION:

Muhammad Rasheed khan 
Muhabat khan afridi 
1730115085997 
8-July-1981 
2-April-2011 
03009090199 
03149004715 

,.n>u£!im 
male 
married

i

no
yes
Nahaqi Dawoodzai Peshawar 24400 
Nahaqi Dawoodzai Peshawar 24400 
FA/FSC

Signature Of The Applicant

Verification by tha Concerned Police Head/ Authority and submit the promoticn form to HEAD OF 
DISTRICT/UNIT

Given under my hand office Seal

(Sign/ Stamp Of The Concerned HEAD OF 
■DISTRtCT/ONIT)---------------------------------------



* /
4

BEFORE THE HONORABEL SERVICE TRIBUANL. KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.923/2018 
Muhammad Rasheed............ (Appellant)

Versus
PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

PARAWISE REPLY TO THE APPLICATION FOR CONDO NATION OF

DELAY IN FILLING OF APPEAL ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1
AND 2 ARE AS UNDER.

1. That the application is not maintainable in the present form.

. Incorrect. The appellant has not enclosed his FA qualification document with 

is application form nor produced to the ETEA authority as reported by them. 
Pertain to respondent No. 04.

Correct to the extent appellant submitted application /represeritation, which 

was sent to ETEA authority for further necessary action and report. The 

ETEA authority reported that applicant has not enclosed FA qualification 

documents with his application form nor produced to them at the time of 

examination therefore, not entitled for the said marks.
Pertains to record and need no comments.

Incorrect. The application of the appellant is not maintainable being badly 

time barred.

Incorrect. The application of the appellant is badly time barred and not 
maintainable in the present form.

Incorrect. The appeal of the applicant is time barred and not maintainable.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

It is therefore, prayed that the instant application being badly time 

barred may be dismissed and afford may be reject being merit less.

i
Provincial PcMice Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

(Respondents No.Ol)

AIG EstaHlishm^, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

CPO Peshawar. 
(Respondents No.02)

^sJabTishment, 
Central Police Officer, 

Peshawar
(Respondents No.03)
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNAKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 923/2018

Muhammad Rasheed Khan (Appellant)

Versus

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDO-NATION OF DELAY

I, Abdur Rehman DSP Legal CPO, Peshawar do hereby solemnly 

affirm on oath that the contents of accompanying comments on behalf of 

Respondents 01, to 03 are correct to the best my knowledge and belief. Nothing 

has been concealed from this Honorable Service Tribunal.
I

.ij

DEPONENT

Abdur Rehman, 
DSPiLegal 

17102-1175519-9

I

Disklop/Allidavil 2017
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BEFORE THE HQNORABEL SERVICE TRIBUANL. KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.923/2018 
Muhammad Rasheed............ (Appellant)

Versus

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others^ (Respondents)
PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 AND 2

ARE AS UNDER.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS^

a) The appeal has not been based on facts.

The appeal in not maintainable in the present form.

The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties. 

The appellant is stopped to file the appeal.

The appeal is barred by law and limitation.'

The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

b)

c)

d)

e)

f)
FACTS:-

1. Pertains to record and need no comments 

Pertains to respondent No. 04.

Incorrect. The notification for promotion of respondents’ No. 5 to 7 have 

been issued on merit on the recommendation of ETEA authority in 

accordance with law and rules.

Relates to respondent No. 4.

Correct to the extent that appellant submitted application for additional 

marks. But the remaining portion of Para is incorrect. Infact the application 

/representation of the appellant was sent to ETEA authority for necessary 

action and report. The ETEA authority responded that appellant claim him 

orphan in the application form, nor he enclosed his FA qualification 

documents with his application nor claimed to be FA Qualified. Resultantly 

he was not allocated two additional marks of FA qualification.

Pertains to record and need no comments.

Pertains to record and need no comments.

The application of the appellant for condonation is not maintainable, further 

the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. According to report of ETEA authority the appellant has not 

enclosed FA qualification documents with his application nor produced the 

same to ETEA authority, nor he has been deprived from promotion.

Incorrect and misleading. As replied above.

Incorrect.' The appellant, as per report of ETEA authority, has not enclosed 

nor produce his FA qualification at the time of examination.

Related to respondent No. 04.

B.

C.

D.
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The appellant has not produced FA qualification documents nor enclosed with 

his application at the time of examination, therefore, not entitled for the said 

marks.

In view of above, it is humbly prayed that on acceptance of Para- 

wise comments, the instant Service Appeal may kindly be disrnissed being 

meritless and time barred.

7^
Provincial PoncejDi&er, 

Khyber Pakhtunkh>\a, 
Peshawar.

(Respondents No.Ol)

AIG Establishrrient, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

CPO Peshawar. 
(Respondents Nc).02)

SuperintendenYIS^iiiblishment, 
Central Police Officer, 

Peshawar
(Respondents No.03)

^ .
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNAKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 923/2018

Muhammad Rasheed Khan (Appellant)

Versus

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Abdur Rehman DSP Legal CPO, Peshawar do hereby solemnly
I

affirm on oath that the contents of accompanying comments on behalf of
I

Respondents 01, to 03 are correct to the best my knowledge and belief Nothing 

has been concealed from this Honorable Service Tribunal.

DEPONENT

AFdur Rehman, 
DSP/Legal 

17102-1175519-9

DisVlop/Aflldat'il 2017
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 923/2018

PPO & othersMuhammad Rasheed VS

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS N0.5 to 7

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
Preliminary Objections:

1. The appellant has no locus standi and cause of action to file the 
instant appeal.

2. The appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean 
hands.

3. The appeal estopped by his own conduct to file the Appeal.
4. The appeal is barred by law and limitation. i
5. The appeal is not maintainable before this august service tribunal in 

the present form.

FACTS:.
1. Pertain to record.

2. Pertain to respondent No.4.

3. Incorrect. The respondents 5 to 7 have been promoted on the merit 
on the recommendation of ETEA authority in accordance with law 
and rules. ...

4. Relateafto respondent No.4

5. Correct to the extent that the appellant submitted applications for 
additional marks but the appellant did not mentioned in the 
application form about his FA qualification and orphan documents 
(death certificate of his father) due to which the ETEA authority 
has not allocated additional marks, which means that the appellant 
himself committed mistake due to which the replying respondents 
could not be punished. Moreover there is no provision of 
successive departmental appeals in the rules and hence this appeal 
is not maintainable and therefore liable to be disrhissed.

6. Pertain to record.
■?

7. Pertain to record.
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8. Incorrect. The appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to 
file the instant appeal. '

GROUNDS:
A. Incorrect. The appellant did not mentioned in the! application form 

about his FA qualification and orphan due to which the ETEA 
authority has not allocated additional marks and on the basis of 
merit the ETEA authority issued the recommendation in 
accordance with law and rules and has not deprived the appellant 
from promotion.

B. Incorrect as replied para A above.

C. Incorrect. As per ETEA authority report, the appellant has not 
mentioned FA qualification and orphan documents (death 
certificate of his father) in the prescribed application at the time of 
examination and ETEA authority made recommendation on the 
basis of merit in accordance with law and rules. ,

D. Related to respondent No.4.

E. Incorrect. The appellant has not provided FA qualification 
documents nor enclosed with his applicatioh and also not 
mentioned in the form about orphan, therefore not entitled for the 
said marks.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal in hand 
may be dismissed with cost throughout being merit less and 
devoid of any legal footing.

Responde 0. 5 to 7
THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

AFFIDAVIT
It is affirmed and declared that the contents of reply are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief ^d nothing has b^en 
concealed from the Hon’able Tribunal.

DEPONENT i
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 923/2018

Muhammad Rasheed VS PPO & others

REPLY TO THE APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF
DELAY IN. FILLING OF APPEAL ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENTNO,5 to 7

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
1. That the application is not maintainable in the present form.

2. Incorrect. The appellant did not mentioned in the lapplication form 
about his FA qualification and orphan documents (death certificate of 
his father) due to which the ETEA authority has not allocated 
additional marks and on the basis of merit the ETEA authority issued 
the recommendation of the respondents No.5 to 7 iri accordance with 
law and rules.

3. Related to respondent No.4

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant has subrnitted application 
' /representation, which was sent to ETEA authority for further 

necessary action and report. The ETEA authority reported that the 
appellant has not enclosed F.A and orphan documents (death 
certificate) with his application form nor produced to| them at the time 

of examination therefore not considered for the said marks.

5. Pertain to record.

6. Incorrect. The time consumed before the wrong forum cannot be 
condoned and hence the present appeal is badly time barred.

7. Incorrect. The promotion is term and condition and could not be 
resolved in Honourable High courts.

8. Incorrect. The appeal of the appellant is badly time barred and not 
maintainable.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the basis of above 
submission the condonation of delay may not be accepted and the
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appeal in hand may be dismissed on limitation only, without touching 

the merit of the case.

.. 5 to 7Respondent
i

Through:

(TAIMUR^ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

AFFIDAVIT I
It is affirmed and declared that the contents of reply to condonation are true 
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief apd. nothing has been 

concealed from the Hon’able Tribunal.

DEPONENT

j
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