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The appeal of Mr. Damsaz Khan resubmitied today

by Mr. Nazir Khan Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary

aE



The appeal of Mr. Damsaz Khan son of Shama Raz Khan Sub-Inspector Mardan Region
feceived today i.e. on 03.05.2023 is incomplete on the following score which is retun
c;ﬁ‘?."a‘nscl for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days‘:'*-'_ o ,

- L . T e LY
K 1- tCop\,r of seniority list dated 6.5.2015 mentioned in the heading of-the-appeal is not
attached with the appeal which may be placed on it. S

2- Copy of revised seniority list (Ah_nexure—B) mentioned in para-4 of the memn of

appeal is-not attached withlthe appeal which may be placed onit.;_~

)~
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o . Beforethe KPSerwceTrnbunal Peshawar @

’ 'Serv1ce Appeal No[—-cf?/2023

Damsaz Khan S/O Shama Raz Khan su‘b Inspector R/O'Sarmast ;
«Mirza Khel, D:stnct Bannu presently posted i in Mardan Region .
L rnsesenesans v b e bereeesierenre s Appellant

. : VS .
1 Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector
| General of Police KP Peshawar. :
2. Regtonal Police Officer ( RPO) Region Bannu.. Respondents _

I. Against the seniority list No 8Z#& $5/Ec dated

issued by the Respondents: |

Whereby the Appellant been enlisted in the department on
- 10.2.2011 as AS! and confirmed w.e.f the same date but is

entered in list, E, on 8.5,2014 instead of 10.2.2011 agalnst

the service Rules consequent upon affectmg his semorlty

and : o

NI, inaction of the Respondents on departmental Appeal

. no 900/Ec dated 27.3.2023 of the Appeliant. |

“Appeal under Section 4 of the KP Sﬂw Tribunal Act gg ﬂ%)i) |

Prayer
On acceptance of this Appeal o
~ A. The Appellant may be enhsted in Ilst E w.e.f. 10.2. 2011

B. The appellant off:cnatlng Notification dated 3.6 2016 to. the
. rank of sub inspector may be revised , be given effect from
110.2.2011. may be confirmed as sub Inspector under the
relevant provision of Police Rules consequent thereof be
placed in seniority I|st accordingly and any order affectmg
his seniority may be set aside ,with all consequentlal
’ , benefits in the best mterest of justrce

Respectfully Sheweth

1 That the Appellant is Master in, Commerce with all the
requlred training been acquured been recommended by
Public service Commission vide letter dated 15.12.2010 ,with

- date of enllstment in the department is 10.2. 2011 date of




confrrmatlon as ASl 10.2. 2011 but date of entry to list Eis
written 8.5.2014 agamst the established Rule.. '

2. That the appellant is promoted as ofhcratmg Sub Inspector
vide Notlflcatlon dated 3.6. 2016

( Copy of CV, appointrnent letter dated 27.12 2010 along
with Notification dated 3.6.2016 is attached as Annexure A).

3. That the Respondent Department irrespective of the date of
confirma_tion of the appellant which is 10.2.2011 entered his
name to list E on 8.5.2014 and-issued seniority list with no
copy or information to the appellant annually which is -

against the Rules and is impugnéd. :

4. That during this time other civil servant sumllarly placed to :
the Appellant filed appeals before the Trlbunal and even

some of them filed a writ petition in the hlgh court which

are allowed and accepted and the appellant / petitioners are
granted the relief as prayed for. ’

" (Copy of revi'se'd' senio‘rity list , judgments of the tribunal
and courts etc are attached as Annexure B).

5. That the Appellant filed departmental Appeal on 14.3_.:2023 :
~ but was regretted on 27.3.2023. o |
( Departmental appeal and its rejection is attached as
AnnexureC) - .- -

Being aggrieved of the final order of the Respondents for
not treating the Appellant at par with his other similarly.
placed so this Appeal before this Tribunal is preferred mter
alia on the following grourds.. | ‘ ‘

Grounds :

A. That the supreme Court of Pakistan in its Judgment 2009
SCMR 1 and even in Hameed Akhtar Niazi case has heid
that if a Tribunal or the Supreme Court decides a point of |
law relating to the terms and conditions of a civil servant

“who litigated and there were other civil servants who
may not have taken any legal proceedings in such a case.
the. dlctates of justice and rule of good governance '
demand that the benefit of the said decision may be



“extended to other civil servants also who may not be
parties to that litigation. The case of the appellant and
those who litigated earlier and relief is granted to them

. by the Tribunal have a similar case and are governed by |

the same terms and condltlons of oerwce

. That the prlncrpal of- consrstency demand that the same
- placed person or civil servants may be treated srmllarly SO -

~ the Appellant case_belng similar therefore the same relief

may be extended to him W.i_'thOUt any discrimination.

. Thatas per rule list E of all Assistant sub inspectors -
having been approved by the Respondent No-2 Shall be -
maintained in the card index form and be published in . |
official; gazette annually in accordance with Rule 13.11 of
Police Rule 1934 , the entry therein shall be made from

the date of confirmation..The Respondent has riot |ssued

. the same lrst o} has v1o|ated the rules

»

. That the |mpugned list i is prepared in blatant vrolatlon of -
~rules and is for the benefit of some blue eyed person
‘therefore requires rectlflcatuon

. The rule 12.2(3) provrded crrterla for determrnatron of

- - seniority from the date of confirmation.

- (Commrttee report-is annexed as Annexure D)

, Therefore it is humbly prayer that the Appeal may be .

'A'pép; erlai‘-t -

accepted with a prayer as above




Affidavit

| Nazir Ahmad-advocate on the instruction of my client
" hereby declare on oath that the contents of this appeal
are correct and nothmg is kept concealed from this . .
Tnbunal : : '

\ .. .
- Certificate
T
s 7 ) ’ ' }

’Th:s is Certlfled that the appellant has not filed any
appeal in respect of the same subpect matter before thlS
one.: .




< . Father’s Name: . = Shamaraz khan

.

% Religion: ~ .. -  Islam
X "bate of Birth: - »05.0.1..1985 '
. Natjona.lity:' , : h A i’akistﬁoi |
% Contact No: B 633_1-93971"52 |
% ONICH: I '11101;190i621'-1
‘ '3‘0.; 'Ma;terial Status: . . Méi‘rieo,
fi' Ceoder: : .‘, | o .Male’,‘
’.:. MailingoAd('ire_ss: ) .,.' ‘Mira Khel Kalag, P/O Mira Khel Banou.

FIPTREST T3 I SN TY LAY T T T T T e vemoed o

»  Master of Commerce (Au:ountmg) ' SR : /

Appomted as Direet ASI through pbuthemce Comlmssnon on 1___02.2022 (121/B).

.\7.

> Promoted as Sub- lnspector w.e.f 28 03 20216

[ - : .
Present Posting in 1'Mardan Region. o Lo N

+ \- l

A\

. Note Confirmed as ASI from the date of appointment and admitted to List (E) wef 14.05. 2.01 4.

= Lower & Intermediate Course o

- Upper College School Course Year-2022 |




Name _01" Training School ' ~ Name of Course Duration of Course | Marks Obtained
Intelligence Awareness TPSof intelligence "' I
1 o : - 02 Weeks 02
: -Course-25 |' Abbottabad
Target Hardening and P.S of Tactics -
2 N 4 o -do- 02
Tactical course | Hayatabad Pesh;
‘| Professional Computer : _ ~
3 - T P.S of IT Peshawar -do- 02
Course - S o '
4 | Mid level management - ° | PORM Mardan 01 week - ‘ '0} .
L : S P.S of Intelligence ' o
5 - |'Intelligence awareness-56 _ "~ 02 weeks- 02
SR Abbottabad - : -
Case file management Police School of o c
6 e . - 01 week . 01
K course | Inv; KP
Total Marks 1 '
, ) k&

'Plos'ting'C‘hart '

Sr.No Place of Posting . From To
1| SHO PS Ghazni Khel 23012019 11.04.20197
2 Transfer to CTD KPK vide CPO Menio No.956 dt; 10.04.2019
3 - Received on transfer frb_m CTD KPK on 05.12.2019
4 | SHOPS Ghazni Khel 06122018, 06.05.2020
"5 | SHO PS Naurang 13.05.2020 30.08.2020
6 | SHO PS Lakki 31082020 " 12.09.2020
"7 | Upper Course PTC Hangu | ©13.09.2020 .
8 . | SHOPS Lakki - 30122020 | 27.01.2021
9 Trangfefred to FRP KPK Peshawar on 28.01.2021
g+ | SH0PS Bragi (onloan 24082021 08.12.2021
* | from FRP KPK) e : |
11 | SHO PS Ghazni Khel - 09.12.2021 28.03.2022 |
12 | SHOPSLakki - $29.03.2022 ' 28082022
13| SHO PS Naurang 29.08.2022 28092022
14 | SHOPS Pezu -~ 29.09.2022 2011.2022
15 | SHO PS Lakid 21.11.2022 24012023
16 | SHO PS Pezu 250120230 | 11.04.2023
17 - Transferred to Mardan ﬁggion vide CPQ Order No: v897 dt; 03.04.2023
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. " DIKhan Region _ .
v ".“'Tﬁe ) .Depu‘cy Inspector Gcneral of Pohce
C '_ Hazara Reomn, Abbottabad ; _
'No 2-% /E II dated Pebhawzn the o > / /2 /2010

‘Memo:

h c,andld.ates are ne:eb3 .—.Lpprovcd El.b Assxstant Sub-ln spectors -'_ESPS-OQ

'appamtment in Pohcﬁ Department vide Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhma L
Home & TAs Dcpaltmcm 1Ltt€1 No. SO (Puhce) HD/3-22/ 2000 ddl ed .

khybm Pakntumchwa, L NE
* Pe shaw'u

" The. Ca.pltal City. Pohce Oi‘ﬁcer,
-Peshawar.

.‘ Deputy Innpectm (.:ene:al of Pohce,, -
T ,,Mardan Regwn

The 'Deputy Inepector Gene1al of Pohce.'_"
: - Malakand Region. "

.The‘:" Dcputy Inspectm General of Pohce i
e KohatReglon

The ‘Deputy Ins pectur General of Pohce ‘
‘Bannu Region., '

\/’I‘he' ;Deputy lnapector General oi Pohcc,;

Subject: n.ECRUI’I‘MENT T3, THE 1’{0 s (‘F ‘115’ M.A.LD ASSISTANT ’
S L BUB- - CINSRECTOR; BPS-Q CRINY POLICB _pLPAilTMENT
tADVERTISEMENT 'NO 4/ "0081 SI NO 1

-~

(‘onsequent ‘ upon ~e4.0mn:u.encl.e‘ﬂzlon of Khyber -,

Pakhtunkhw.a Pubhc_ Servxce Cormmssmn vide letter No‘ 3 NWFPI

PSC-Exam-ASI -, 08-09/60997 - dated’ . 15.12.2010 ; "the. ."ollownw "

(3820-230- 107”0) agam& the 25% - quota rcservcd for - digect”

17. 10’)003 Co . _ S . LT
5/M0 NANE ... . - ' - FATHER'S NAME . leTRICTS
1. | Azaz Alam Khan Khalil Thawaz Alam Khan Khahl Peshawar™
3 Imtiaz Ahmad - L Liaqat Ali . » Peshawar .
3. Asif £} Xhan iy ) ‘| Fazal Ali Khao ] | . Peshawar
4, | Saleein Khan - |WNorang Khan ' _* " | ~Reshawar
s, Inamulla .~ Haji Muhammad * . g Peshawar
T 6. | Muhammad Asif Xhan - 1 Ghulam: Muhammad " Peshawar
7 Avyub Khen L ©+ . | Miari-Khan - |' ° Peshawar ~
8. Qazi Muhammad Atif .- Cleu.x Ghulam barwa.t ‘ o 'Khyber Agency
. . ) L : . Peshawar
9. .} Mum:z Khan Lo Musgharaf Khan . |- Khyber Agency,
- - Peshawar
10. | Bilel -ussain’ : Tiuhamraad lsrar . {. Mohmand Agenes
11, | Abcu sah Jalal Khan .. 'Javed Jelal Khan . Charsadda . !
12. | whane mmad Muba.mk Zeb (.:ul | Badshah Gul . " Chansadda |
13, | Saced Jan — .~ [ibrahimJan . __ - Caarsadda
. 14. .| Muheinmad Ashfan - Zahiruitah Xhan. ~ 1. Charsadda | ¢
15. .| Ahmaedullah Khan ‘- - 1fu\ama'tullah Khan (L Charsadda -
RN .Muh@mmar.l"Waqatg Yousal Haji Muhammnad Yousaf ‘} “Nawshera
| . i(’han i S




B

17, 'Mnhammad Avaz . Samin Gul -~ ' j Nowshera J%;
18, Maipoon, Rashid’ . | Mian Anwar Shah i “Nowshera 4% -
19, ~|-Adil saved .. ~I-Sayed Liagat Shah - “NOWSI;IG‘R

20. | Syed ‘Asgher Khan T~ en . LSyed Anwar Kl}ﬁn . " aa _NO“'S gxa

~921. | Rehmaf Al e L GulSaid T L - : Mardan_

52, | Dawood Khan - T Tawab i('.han Marden
23. Mian Shah Faisal- Mian Ahbab Gul . - Mardan
54, | Taimur.Saleem¥hen M. Saleem Khan ‘ Mardan
25. Arshad Ali ) Fagir Muheammad ‘Mardan
26. Khaista Rahrman Fazl-e-Rahman .. Mardan-
%27. | Bilal Hussain Jehanzeb. - Mardan
28, Ajab Khan Afsar Khary * L b . Mardap .
29. | Naecem Ali Said® - _Bwabi
30. .| Muhammad Asghar Khan | Inam: Gul’ - _Swabl.
51. — Naveed Alam . Sher Alam Khan' 1 Swab).
32. Nadeem Ahmad Turk 1 Fazal Rabbi Turk — .. Swabi
33. -| Asif Al " Muhammad Ayub Sami . Swabi’
34, Asif Ali Muhammad Wali. Malakand ;\gencv )
35, Fazli Naeem --' Ghulam Qadar Malakand Asenw "';
36. | Bahadar Sheh . Zahir Shah Swat
37. | Nasir Rafique Muhammad Rafiuge . Swat
38. Sohail Khan | Jehanzeb Khan Swat
39. Akhtar Ayub NMuhammad Hanif Khan Swat
40. Imtiaz Ali . _ | Sher Ali Khan Swat
41. - | Mujeeb Alam I(l‘-an . "1 Rahmat Ali Khan Swat
a2, | Saleem Yousaf Mubhammiad. Yousaf Jan | “Swat
43. | Afsan_~ j 1 Hajat Khan . Bunir
34. |Inamul Haq . AbdulHeq - Buni}"-'
45, Sher Ali- Mamood Shah . Bunir =
46. | Muhammad Yasir T Muhammad Yousaf Dir Upper
47. ~ | Farmanu.]ah Akbar Muhammad Akbar Kh'an Dir Upper_’

a8. | Salman Arshad’ TMuhamraad Tahir Dir Upner
49. Almad Jad | Ali Ahmad . o - Bajur Agency
50. . | Muhammad Idrees Arnir. Badsheh Bajur ‘Agency -

51.. | Shah Hassan Shah Hussain - |- Bajur Agency

52.- | Shah Faisal | Mnhaminad Zuber v - |- o, BjrLower hyd S
53, | Mubhammad Ali Muhammad Ayub < F pDidower | &
54. . | Faza} Ghafoor ~ | Haroon Said -4 ==t :Dir Lower °

55. | Muhammad Ikramullah ! | 1zatullah . : - - Dir Lowsr

56. Munit ul Mulik Mobin vl Mudik Chitrat

57.. - | Amanullah Azizullahh Khan Chityal - .

S8 | Mahbodb-ur-Rehman ' Taj Biland. Shangla

50, | Fayaz Khan . Shah Iran - Wohat *_

60. |Nasir Shal . Amir Badshah -Kohat

61. | Waqar Ahmiad AmdL TGulma Khen . - “FR Kohatt - _|..
62. | Tariq Mehmood - Khalil Mehmood__° - Haneu « - 3
63. Habibullah Khan ~ | Inavatullah ¥han -~ - Karak iy
64. - | Zafar Ali Khan T Mumat Ali Khan ___ Karak - °

65. | Nabi Rehrnan Haji Gul Rehman__.__~ I Kurram Agency

66. Muhammad Wagas Khan . Mithammad Azim Khan Orakzai Agency

67. Muhammad Nacem Khan * ‘Mir Sarwar Khan : Bannu

‘68. | Hamidullah Khan Khairullah Khan ' © Bannu -

69. Muhammad Zaheer Khan Professor Rast'Amal Khan ~ Bannu

" 70. | Altaf-ur-Rehman Wazn Gnani-ur-Rehman v .FR Bannu’ ,
71. | Damsaz Khan - Shamaraz Khan Bannu -~ ¢ :
72. Raham Dil Khan .Gidah Khan Co 7. . Bannu!. ¢
73. Furgan Javed Younis Javed Mirza - . |. - Banhu® B R
74%. |Iranullah . Naseeo Ullah Khen Sl Lakki '
73. Asmatullah i Sved Rasool : Laki ©
76. | Inayat Ali Amjad Mumtaz Khan ’ " Lakki i .

" 77, Muhammad Jeved . Gul Roshan l.nk}m -’.- s
78.. | Muhammad Kamran Hezssan Khan - Laxics - - §.
79. Abid Icbel ¥ Malik Rabnaweaz Cilihan- -2
80. | Muhammad Anwer Khattale - . |.Muhemmad Asle:n - piKhan :

’ -, {"Khattak T i/ .
81.. | Ineesul Hassan " | Murid Hassan DikKhan {7 -
82 . | Muhammad Basharat Fhaw Mubimmad Azmat Khan " FR Tank - ‘:?

b

- N

w2 - -
R L R

-




., . Bilal Hussain - )
' L . - Marcl_exl'Re'611-, :
5o B ﬂ s L Mardaﬂ"?«:gzén{Swe.!si'msn:icr- LI
I P ,‘ Muhammagd Ase har Khan T Marden Peglon Swabs District 0
-4 e . - ) . ~‘ ? ' - . - ,. - - e _'—————-‘-';v.:‘ ""' ‘ 'l':u‘.'-
CL o T e PR A
- ! . . Lt
: :
> . .
N

~T7 Hanpur

_ Haripur
. T pattagram
1~ - Battagraid 5
g N T Kohistan *
i . Muhammnd Shir Kohista : 2
Abdul Qadar . . KohistrD RS
Ghulam Sarwar R Kohism i

to the xegion[distriéts as ;.hote,dﬁ;'_ «

i

- On’ appoiritment they are posted

their.namoesi-. ¢ -

' o Alam Khan Knalil
Tmtiaz Ahmad

s —&Cp/ Charsadde
- Eep/Charsadda T

. CCP/ Chorsadda .
CCP Nbv{sﬁ;ta. e .

20, 1S =d Asghar Knan ] ———"GCp/ Now:shera . <
Mwnat Al . — Marden Resion Marder DISTICL__ i,y
. ’ ’Dmﬁood Khan . “Mardan Re “on Mardan Distfict - Lo
. 23, .| Mian Sheh Faisal —Magdan Reglol ‘Mprdnn District S
Z‘ﬂ - }—5¢ [ Taimur Saleom KR — ~—"Mardan Region/Marden Bomct_ | .
' : ﬂ Arshad Al e i 1. Mardan Région /Marden District
) ‘ﬂ Knaiste Rafman . ~Mardan-R' ion/ Mardan District_ " F
] . .Mardm’Reg}‘orr’l Mardarn District . 1
- Mardan Distrgg_t____f‘ .
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an .
. Mahbopb—ur-Rghman .

3. Eybibullah Khan -
G4. Zafar All han . T
.65, Nabi pehman K ]
4 Wagas Khed

. Malak@d-Reion'»D‘ar»
oion /[ DiT

Kohat Re
: Kohat Re
R

pihan Re,

. DIKhgi Regimi/'l‘aﬁk 3]
[/ 83, | Seleeid Ulleh__ ) ~ Plihan Regon”
-7 84, | Sardal Azimullah Khan - A R Dihen Regio T
. 8BS AT Hussain . ) li-_. Razarg Region /M District R
60 Syed Asim fmard Bukhari .~ Hazara Re,gionlMahsc}ira District | B
&7, | Yasir o ] Ton/ManselTe Distmict (S "'
6. |Asad - : o
8 Amir Ashfaq . Reg 1
Hazara Region Mancehtd g_i;g._triqr. RS

1d. Hussain

Hazal® Re;
T Hezara Xegl

'g‘;dn_‘[_‘iﬂaix‘se:hm Distict __* 7
\ 'or:IMé\naehra District et

. MHazara RegonMar
i ‘Hazara Reaon/Ab: AL DIStASt o
5. | No on Javed .- o Hagara ROZIOY, Abbotieb '
dar Tanir Seles® . S Hazara R:,(,idn‘[-}\b\iog.tagzxd. DistagL - .t L
. Tazara SeEon Aboltabnd DieCict =

ansehrn District .4 st

= District JI

P
. . " : N
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fification re ga.rdm

'Ncccsseuy No
: e\nd N

1s°ued subject o Medlcal Fitness
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rules’ and presorxb
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' relevant
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-

f. all ‘the recomme

Ment hst 0
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Kh*,rb er Panht

n.u:xpt ﬁom
wﬂl not confer a:ny

' . chmnologxcal order:

) 1/{\(?[ jiﬁaZMunlé’

)~ N .

f z ﬂ/o/%

Q’yw’[,;a /f /ﬁlv

_ , Region

i 108. uhamm Hazam Region) s

- ! 109. Khalil ut R:*hman ~Hazara Regmnllt’.o

110. Muhammad Nawaz _ Hazara Realonf}\ohtbmn ismct
trnent may please 'be :

g thcn‘ appom
enﬁcauon of - ant
ex mﬁmﬂ.uon
ments a1e also

naees v»nll alsd b
Seryice Ce

“1ght of semonty

ST For Provm

' S Copy of above is. iorwardui for mforrnatmn and nece§ 24 ¢
. acuon to ihe Director- Exa.lmnauon Khyber” Pakhtunkhwa Pubhc :
Serv;ce COI‘ELmlSSlon W /r to hlS above quoted reference
f . . . 3 . 1. . P
- i (SAJID ALI T{H.AN)
el e ) DIG/ Headqua1ters,
oo S ‘ For Provm 1 Police Ofﬁcer,‘
R S ;& Kh ber Pad‘rtunkhwa: -
Wr i’ W i “peshaver
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Ii
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Abbottabad D1smct 5
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sunt hexemt’h
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rvums;mn ’1hc SEru

{SAJED‘ A EHA
DIG/ Headquartel s,
cial Pohce Ofﬁcer
{hyber Paldlmnkh '
‘ Peshawar’
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a3 S g L .
Bwing ¢ couﬁrmed Assus an{ Sub Inspec\uns‘cn‘\{t'-'ﬁ"

. m.s D:stnct were promotc.d to\;l.}\_}m;k of OEi'l :;tung Sub lnspectors under Poh(.e Rules 13- 10 (l) i
, DPC- mecting held at Reglon Ofﬂce Banmy on 16:03 20\6 vide Ordcr Endst: No 936-3'1 dateq

- 28.03.2016, Qrder Endst:: No.~938-431EC dated,28 03. ”0\6 Order.Bndst No 1(!85-86/EC and Orde
Endst: No.1415- lG/DCdatedlSOS?.ONS R S -
S . - g T - —

F No. | Name & Rank’ E : R = ) _
(™ 1.__| OS1 Mir Ali No. ABICID . e e
0OS} Sana Ullah No.126/8/ cTD . SR - :
051 Muhamimad AliNo. 136/B/ Inv: Wuw. Lﬂl\kl o n
OSI Sarwar Shah No:¥41/B /Specml Bnanch . - .
0S1 Hati Xhan No.144/B/CTD .- L .
OS1 Abdul Hai No.151/B/CTD : : P
1 0OS!I Abbul Khanan No:¥54/B . L, e B ' ':
=1 0SI thsan Ullah N6:94/B/ CTD - T .-
~1.0S.Irfan Ullah No:106/B/Elite Force I L
0. | OSI Hameed Ullah No.112/B - R Lo I
. . ~_ | OSI Muhammad Zaheer NO. lO?JB . C
PL 127 1 081 Damsaz Khan No.}2HWB .~ Ll
wt - OS} Furgan Javid No.105/B VR !
14. | OSI Asmat Ullah No: tDWB/EIneForce . S

tt - R

15. | OS§ Waheed Noor No.93/B L

. 6 Q A7 Distrie olice Officer.

No. e .o : . .
L. Copy of above is subsmued to:- . ) / 1

1. The Addl: Inspector ‘Geieral of Polnce\lnvesngatxon, l\hyber Pakhmnkhwa. Peshp”
_two spare copies of the, nouﬁ.,anon are enclased for pubhcauon please. ’

2. The Regional Rolice Officer, Bannu Reglon Bunnu for favour- ot :niormanon

.Endst: No. quoted above.
3, - TheDepuy lnsp:cmr Genera! of Pali
. 4 ThoDeputy Ihspector General Palice CTD, KPK, Peshawar.”
"5 The Commendant, Elite Force, Khyber Pokhlunkhwe, Pes hawar.
The Superlmmdem of Pohce, lnvcsugauon, Lnkkl Marwal ’

.

+

mA&.\M

=8

—-\ogaq

r:.Spccml Brasich, KPK Pshawnr . For informatlon any
. mde in their scm,

EERSTIES

P T e
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POLICE DEPTT: o : ‘ : S BANNU REGION 7
o FOR PUBLICATION (N-THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWZAT-POLICE GAZETTE: A
PART:1| ORDERS BY THE RPO BANNU REGION |

- NOTIFICATION

" No.2RED /EC, dated Banny, the 27 /e 12070
‘ ‘Sibject: REVISED SENIORITY LIST OF CONFIRMED ASs/Sls ON PROMOTION LIST “E” AS IT STOOD ON 27.07.2020

: In l1ghL of the committee recommendatlons “restoration of semontv list on the criteria/principle”, aLready made by Dar Ali Khattak, the .
then RPO Bannu Region, constituted vide this office order Endst: No.3321- 24/EC dated 02.11. 2018 on the apphcanons/appeals of police officers on list
“E" of Bannu Regicn, requestmg therein their due semorlty, the seniority list “E" jssued *v1de this ofﬁce Notif 1canon No. 476/FC dated 23 01.2019 1s

Hereby revised as given f"nlo"':- '
; . T N —D;té o: ] Date of Date of Dateof ~ Dateof . Dateaf ]
A s8F . Name & No. . 8irth | Edus Enlistment confirmation Entry to  : Promotion  confirmation - Remarks
e 3 AR e : o as ASI . List “E” as 05| as St :
. SIDilawar Knan No,B/4 T 17.02.1562  10th  06.03.198Z  19.10.2007 _ 28.12.2015 .28.05.2016  10.02.2020 _
7. . 0% Gul Mohammad No. 125/B " 06.01.196Z - 10th _ 08.01.1981  27.08.2008  .20.03.2014 121.11.2014 B i .
A ] . o ) i o . : 21,11 4 . S
3. Si Sanaullzn No.B/4S o 15.04,1962 " 10th  16.041980 27.08.2008  28.12.2015 51 201" 29.06.2018
| 405 Muhemmad Ali No.138/3 . 25.05.1962 . 10°. _ 20.07.1980___ 27.08.2008 ___28.01.2016 78.03.20'% ‘
's. SiMohammad Zaman No.B/51 ' 01.09.1963  10th  21.02.1982 , 27.08.2008  28.12.2015 . %;os %g;g 29.06.2018
C o o = S S b T LI, Y S
Fbd:  SiMirDaraz No.3732 : $7.01.1964 10t 28.G7.1983 7 Uts.z_uuzs . 28.12.2015 128,03 %g'z 49.Ub.zU18
7. . 0S| Sarfaraz Khan No.150/B 02.077965 _ FA .. 11.10.1983 . "27.08.2008  20.03.2014 28.03.2016 .
T , ' - - O e 728.02.2071 A
8. Si Mohammad Salim No.B/53 34.10.1965  10th  16.02.1984 27 08.2008  25.06.2016 ,21.11.2014 . 29.06.2018
} - , : : : ‘ 122.12.2006
15 051 5yed Ayaz No.145/8 5721965 10th  22.03.1987  27.08.2008  28.12.2015 :2.-11.2014 o
R S SRR L e Lo Lo /e e ,28.03.2016 S
! : ) e | . : 271,704 . A E
40 S riakim Khan No.3/30 13.08.7965  10in 01.01.199¢ 27.08.2008  37.12.2015 fu o5 abi 19062018
1. 051 Aman Ullah No.11 /& - 01.04.1980 . M.A © 03.03.2009  03.03.2009 _ £9,05.2012 _10.05.2013 -
(2. ST Azad Khan No.B/55 . T10.01.1979  FA  28.03.2009 - 28.03.2009  22.06.2012 28.11.2013  29.06.2018 I
1 S ' - ) ‘ ‘ o , - ST N , L. : Dismissed by RPO
~ , . S . N . . . : o . Banno  vige oraer
L. 051 Aliah Nawaz No.67/8' (04.04.1981  MA  86.04.2009  06.4.2009  09.05.2012 28.11.2013 T 2Tl (0 36169/EC
- L : 5 ‘ ' ~ L : dated 23.Q4gg020.
1. _ OS[ Binyamin No. 86/8. _ 04.02.1385  BSc  26.03.2010  26.03.2010 _ 29.05.2013.- 28.03.201¢ , '




Lo S * : - 2 //f
F  Waheedd Noor No. 93/8B . 01.04.1990 | "FA | 07.08.3070 1. 02.08.2010 11.10.2013 (287635075 . ks
/S| Mochammad Rashid No. 97/B~ , 01.0R1989 ", FA . 11.08.2010 11.08.2010 . 09-1‘0-‘2013%2016 ;
051 Naeemullah Khan No. 96/8 03.03.1990 | M.A_{711.08.2010 | 71.08.2010 ] 09.10.2013 128 03 5012 ;
05T Thsanullah No. 9478 L O1.0T.1974 i BA © 75.08.2010 | 25.08.2010 | 11.10.2013 128 53 3018
. " OSI Rizwanullah No. 98/8 - 15.10.1986 ° FA ~ 28.09.2010 | 28.09.2010 - 09.10. 20%16:
J._ OS! Inayat Ali Amjid No. 108/8 01.09.1979 - MA  19.07.2011 . 19.01.2011 . 19.08.2014 |28.03 507¢"
71, OST Mohammad Javed No. 109/ 15.03.1981 : MA. - 19.07.2011 - 19.01.2011 - 08.05.2014 |28.03.307¢ "
‘|- .£22_ OSI Asmatullah No. 107/8 95.06.1983 ° MSc _ 19.07.2017 . 19.01.2011 - 08.05.2014 | 28.03.3072 "
7 123._, OSI Mohammad Kamran No. 110/8 . 19.09.1988 . BSc ' 19.01:2011 ; 19.01.2011 : 08.05.2014 |28.03 301¢
/1 24._; OSI Irfanullh No. 106/8 | 01.04:1989 | BSc " 72.01.2011 | 22.07.2017 T 08.05 3614 28.03.2016 -
/ { 25, ; OSI Raham Dil Khan No. 12078 | 24.08.1976 | MA - 7 10.02.2011 | 10.02.2011, | 08.05.2014 28.03.2016 | -
{ 26._; OSI Altaf-ur-Rehman No. 122/8 . 03.03.1981 |MA/MED 10.02.2017 | 10.03.2017 ¥ 08.05 2074 28.03.2016 . .
* {27 OST Hamidullah No. 112/8 - - 28.03.1984 © BA  70.02.2011 | 10.02.2017 _ 08.05.2014 128 03 3576~
/28 0S| Furqan Javed No. 105/ _2ZZ . 07.07.1984 © BA  10.07 2017~ 10.00 3017 08.05.2074 |28.03.2016
29. . OSi Damsaz Khan No. 121/8 05.01.1985 | M.Com " 10.02.2071 _ 10.02.2011 _ 08.05.2014 |28.93.207¢
© 730._OSI Mohammad Zahir No. 10778  07.04.1986 BSc/LLB™ 10.02.2017 _ 10.02.2011 _ 08.05.2014 12803 3015 "
. 31. . OSI Munawar Jan No. 38/8 - 0203.1963  i0th  03.12.1981  04.03.2011  28.12.2015 521158}2
- 32, " OSI Sahar Gul No.23/B . 20.06.1964 107 . 01.10.1984 _ 19.05.2011 _ 28.01.2016 '28.03. 2615
+ 33, OSI Mohammad Ishaq No.45/8 10.01.1963 BA  23.12.1986  12.07.2011 _ 28.12.2015 | 28.03.207¢
" 34 0S| Nasirud-Din No, 48/3 _18.03.1969 107 22.03.1987  21.12.2011  20.03.2014 ' 28.03.301%
- 35 OSiSanaullah No.34/8 20.06.1964  MA " 27.09.1988 . 04.01.2012  31.12.2015 '28.53.261¢
. 36. - OSI Saadullah No.63/B . 20.09.1960 | 77 21.09.1978 . 22.02.2013 _ 78.12.2015 |22.17.2016 .
37, O8I Safirullah No.24/8 . 09.09.195 | 107 17.03.1986  22.00.2013. 31122015 21112014
~_38.  0S! [bniaz Khan No.26/8 _ 10.037968  FA. 01041990 U1.03.2013 . 20.03.2014 23123076
39, - OS5I Noor Jehan ShahNo.72/8 - 25.07.1963 © FA " 24121985 ~ 19.05,0013 _ 14.12.2016 " 77.12.2016
. _40. " OSt Abdullah Khan Nc.136/8 14.08.1963 | 107 . 22.03.1987 . 31.05:2013  18.02.2016 :06.07.2019
41, OSI Sardar Ali No.58/8 10.04.1964 _FA © "23.12.1986 _ 31.05.2013 - 28.12.2015_12.72.2019 -
42._ OSI Habib-ur-Rahman No.1/8 20.07.1964 10" 23.09.1986 - 31.05.20i3  28.12.2015 . 0.07.2079
.43, _"0ST Abdul Majid No. 91/8 25.07.1965 9" ~ 04.08.1983 - 31.05.2013  28.12.2015 .09.08.2018
44, OSl Sartaj Jehan No.47/8 109.02.1967 107 7 23.17.1986 _ 31.05.2013  11.01.2016 . 06.02.2015
' _45. 0S| Fidaullah No. 3773 ~15.07.1968  10th  23.12.1986 _ 31.05.2013.  15.03.2016 " 06.02.2019
46. _ OSI Abdul Saboor Ne.95/3 16.03.1969 __* 15.06.1988  31.05.2013 _ 73.06.2016 09.08.2018
1 47 OST Saadullah N. 79/8 0 06.09.1970 _10th  10.72.1988 - 31.05.2013  20.03.2014 12.12.2015
.48 OSI Barkatullah No.33/8 09.01.1966 107 24.12.1985  06.09.2013 ° 14.12.2016 08722019
9. _ OSI Hidayat Ullah 1378 _10.03.1970 © F.A”_11.07.1991 © 06.09.2013 " 20.03.2014 12.73.207% B
- {
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v’
| g ) . | : i . " Restored h1sﬁz§m“5 i
| i ; , - . J " order of |
; .' _ _ : o g P R * confirmatjon dated |
{ 50. 0SI Gul Muhammad No.31/8 01.07.1970 - 10"‘ " 30.12. 1989 | 06.09.2013 ! 28.08.2014 128.02.2019’ fzs.os.z.om vide this
! ! _ - .' | ‘ ; : ' office order Endst:

i | | : : | No.1784-86/EC . P
! , , o : - , C . dated06072018
i 51. . OSi Sajid Khan 39/8 4 . 16.04.1974 . F.A | 04.05.1993 - 06.09.2013 ' 20.03.2014 |09.08.2018 " ‘ ’
i 52. , OSI Saeed.Nawaz No. 134/8 1 25.09.1965 -~ 10th  19.04.1984 - 13.12.2013 . 18.02.2016 106.07.2019 - :
i 53. ; OSI Rustum Khan No.90/8 i 10.11.1965 - 10" T 23.12.1986 | 13.12.2013 | 27.01.2016 |06.07.3015 " : _ {
i RS .[ ‘ ' 4 : ' - J : . - !tRestored fus previous {
: ] I | | - order of
i , i L : ; . , . confirmatioh dated
| 54. - OSI Sher Mali Khan No.54/8 £ 01.03.1967 10" | 03.04.1990 ' 13.12.2013  28.08.2014 312 12.2019 . 28.08.2014 vide this

o : o ' g o ' . office order Endst:

| e : N0.2271/EC dated

: : . o ‘ I . 16.08.2018.

: 55. © OSI Kamran Ali Shah No.68/B  14.03.1968 i B.Com 1.07.1991  13.12.2013  20.03.2014 ' 09.08.3018
t 56. . OSi Razaultha No.69/B 30.04.1975  M.A__26.12.1996  13.12.2013 20.03.2014 |09.08.2018
+ 57. . OSi Abdul Samad No.3/8 - ©15.09.1980  MA 02.10.2004 - 19.12.2013 . 09.03.2016 . 09.08.3018
- 58. "~ OSi Rahatullah Shah Nc. 113/8 12.09.1984 . B.A _ 04.02.2014  04.02.2014 _ 22.02.2019 . 12.12.2019
-59. . OSI Muhammad Bilal Nc. 178/8 -04.03.1989° M.A _ 04.02.2014  04.02.2014  22.02.2019 12.12.3019
-1 60. 0S| Qudratullah No..119/8B . 20.10.1989  F.A . 04.02.2014 . 04.02.2014 . 22.02.2019 12:12.2019
e 61. " AST Imran Khan No. 116/8 : 15.11.1990 » F.S¢ ~04.02.2014 _ 04.02.2014 . 22.02.2019 ¢ ‘

(i 62. " AS| Fidaullah N6, 117/8 :29.03.1991 _ .F.A | 04.02.2014  04.02.2014  22.02.2019 .

(163. "~ ASI Mumtaz Khan No. 115/B  05.04.1991 © F/A—~  04.02.2014 . 04.02.2014  72.07.2019
| 64, " AS] Arifullah Khan No. 11478 _02.01.1992 . B.A ~04.02.2014 ' 04.02.2014 _ 22.02.2019

'65.  OS! Mir Sahib Knhan No.6078 . 14.04.1968- 10~ . 21.06.1987 .~ 30.12.2015 _ 29.03.2016 :06.02.2019
166. "~ CSI islam Noor No.21/8 . 0 20.03.1964 . FA . 24.12.1985  20.01.2016  29.03.2016 -06.02.2019
~67. . OSI Niaz Muiammad No.12/8 24041983  BA  11.02.2002  06.06.2016  22.06.2016..09.08.2018
.68.  OSI Qamar Zaman No. 153/8 - 06.10.1963  10th-  16.11.1983 - 01.07.2016  14.12.2016-.09.08.2018
:69. _OSI Ghulam Mohammad No.158/8  28.11.1964°- FA  30.04.1983  01.07.2016  14.12.2016 :06.02.2019 2
J0.__OSI Muhammad Azeem Shah No.160/B _ 04.04.1965 107 23.06.1386  01.07207¢ 13.01.2017 :06.02.2019 ]
71, OSi Shakirullah No. 156/ . 17.02.1966 - FSc  11.01.1986 . 01.07.2016  11.08.2076 .06.02.2019 b N T
J2_OSl Munamimad Zahir ShahNo.157/8- 22.01.1967  FA ~ 23.12.1986 G107 507€ 22.08.2016 {06.02.2019 ;{// N
3. OSI Shafiullah No.152/8 24041982  BA  15.04.2001 31.12.2016 _ 07.02.2017 28.0%.2019 [ W
S ' 23.08.199 - - ' L W?M
|74~ Asi Dilabaz Kha~ N 2678 15.02.1978  ma . SFC 000017 20.07.2020 rY g
: 4 , , 13.02.2017 4 . -
. ' ' as PAS! . -t .
- 5.5 Amir Jan Mo, e/e _21.02.1968 " F.A  24.03.1987  71.06.2017  02.08.2018 ' 05.07.2019 - []
8 OGS Rehrrmah No.17/8 . 25.041968 . 107 " 01.04.199C . 21.06.2017  02.08.2018 . 06.02.2019 U
7z




=

117 AS! Moin Ullah'No.SB/:B

. 77. . OSI Muhammad Ayaz No.30/8 18.06.1968 ' - F.A_ | 22.03.1987 . 21.06.2017 ; 02.08.2018 |12.13.3019 -
-, 78. * OSI Muhammad Nawaz No.25/B 02.11.1968 : .F.A | 01.10.1989  21.06.2017 |.02.08.2018 09.08.2018 - —
79. . OSi Ghulam Saboor No.20/8 11.11.1968 ¢ 10" [ 27.09.1988 . 21.06.2017 : 02.08.2018 06.02.2019 ..
80. ! OSI Mohabbat Khan No.19/8 26.03.1969 | 10" | 21.06.1987 @ 21.06.2017 | 02.08.2018 12.12.2019 .
. 81. | OSI Ghausuliah No.29/8 15.11.1969 - 10 1 19.12.1987 @ 21.06.2017 . 02.08.2018 12.12.2019
. 82, OSI Khalid Zaman No.8/8 .1 09.01.1970 - F.A : 10.12.1988  21.06.2017 . 02.08.2018 109.08.2018
: 83, © OSiFarid Khan No.27/B 1 20.07.1970 - 10" * 11.07.1991 - 21.06.2017 + 02.08.2018 109.08.2018
i 84. ; OSI Ghani Rahman No.15/8 : 12.08.1971 - 10" : 01.04.1990 - 21.06.2017 . 02.08.2018 1 12.12.2019 -
. |85, ~ ASI Noor Kamal No.155/8 - .  19.07.1961 - 9" - 21.07.197% ~ 27.09.2018  27.09.2018 | .
i 86. ; OSI Gul Ayub No.77/8B 17.04.1963 | 10" | 02.10.1983 : 27.09.2018 27.09.2018 j12.12.2019 -
-1 87: . ASI irshad Ati No.16/B 06.11.1963 | 10" [ 01.02.1985 | 27.09.2018 | 27.09.2018 | -
88..". OSi Mehrab Khan No.104/8 ! 31.03.1965 . 10" | 18.03.1986 ~ 27.09.2018 ' 27.09.2018 06.02.2019 -
~{_89. : OSI Hamdullah Jan No.74/8 1 14.08.1965 ~ 10" ' 18.03.1986  27.09.2018 : 27.09.2018 |12.12.2019"
-4, 90. ; OSf Rustum Khan No.144/B | 03.12.1965 ~ 10" ' 23.12.1986  27.09.2018 _ 27.09.2018 112.12.3015 "
' < 51. 05[] Rasool Zaman No.75/B : 02.01.1966 ° 10" ‘ 16.03.1985  27.09.2018  27.09.2018 112.12.2019
©. 527 05l Muhammad Rehman No.66/8 - 03.04.1966 ~ 107 " 23.12.1986  27.09.2018  27.09.2018 112.12.7019"
/1 93: - AS| Said Azam No.59/B . .01.01.1967 107 - 73.12.1986 . 27.092018 27.09.2018 . T
I 194, © 0Si Gul Janan No.131/B . 15.01.1968  10¥ . 18.03.1986  27.09.2018  27.09.2018 12.12.2019
-1 95. . AS| Hameed Ullah No.46/8 . 20.03:1968  M.A_ . 22.06.1991  27.09.2018 . 27.09.2018 -
" 96. ! OS! Nizam Khan No.61/8 ' 04.03.1969 - 10  10.12.1988 ~ 27.09.2018  27.09.2018 112.12.2019
~~97. _AY Abdur Rasheed No.70/8 . 10.08.1965 10~  01.10.1989 . 27.09.2018  27.09.2018
* 98. . OSI Mehrullah No:84/B . _1970- | 9%  19.10.1988 . 27.09.2018 _ 27.09.2018 - 12.12.2019
1 99. ' ASt Munawar Khan No.9/B £ 15.02.1971  10% - 01.10.1985  27.09.2018 _ 27.09.2018 . -
_. 100.: 051 Ghaffar Ali No.78/8 P 22.02.1971 10" ; 11.07.1991  27.09.2018 . 27.09.2018 '12.12.2019
* 101.: 0%l Qaza Khan No.5/8 ' 08.04.1971 10" | 27.12.1989  27.09.2018 . 27.09.2018 12.12.2019
;. 102, 08! Abdul Hakim No.151/8 - 01.02.1972 . 107 | 03.01.1991 . 27.09.2018 . 27.09.2018 '12.12.2019
- 103." ASI Rasoo! Khan No.18/8 . 04.04.1962 107 " 21.12.1980 © 12.12.2019 . 12.12.2019 -
~. 104." ASI Muhammad Tahir No.57/8 - 20.12.1964. 107 .7 20.06.1987  12.12.2019  12.12.2019 .
+::105.- AS| Pasham Khan No.33/8 - 21.12.1964  FA 7 07.03.1985  12.12.2019  12.73.2019 .
%, 106. AS! Muhammad Shah No.14/8. - 03.04.1966 10" 24121986  12.12.2019  312.12.2019 -
# 107.- ASI Almar Khan No.80/8 . 06.02.1968  10° - 73.12.198% - 12.12.2019  12.12.2019 ,
+ 108.” ASI Nawab Khan No.85/6 25.31.1968 © 10" 10.12.1988 - 12.12.2019  12.12.2019 :
2109, ASH Asmat Ullah No.50/8 - 14.06.1969  10Y - 03.01.1597  12-12.2019 - 13.12.2019 " ' i
“110. AS| Muhammad Yousaf No.82/5 . 16.03.197C 107 01.07.1985  12.12.2019  12.32.2019 - _+
111, _ASI Muhammad Ajmal No.41/8 ~15.06.1970 . 10~ 01.10.1989  ,12.12.2019  12.12.2019 - : R
112, ASI Ghulam Razzaq No.51/B 126.01.1972 107 - 11.07.1991  12.12.2019  12.12.2019 - ' '
4113, ASI Abdul Jalil No.83/B _01.04.1972 10 © 19.12,1995  12.12.2019  12.12.2019
4. ASiSaif Gr Relnam No 64/8 - 01055972 10 T 28.12.1991  12.12.2019 iz, 2.2019
13.. ASI'Karim Khan No.7/8" 17.09.1964 ~ 10" ©  20.05.1984 - 10.02.2020 18 r.2020 ——
16., ASI Abdin Qayyum No.81/B 21.09.1965 107 " 22.03.1987  10.02.2020  18.02.2020
-k 10.03.1966" "~ 10" -~ 17.04.1984 - 10.02.2020 _ 10.03.2020




7127, ASI Abdul Hameed No.28/8

' OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, BANNU REGION, BANNU

No.2.86 3~ 75 /EC, dét_ecﬁ Bannu, the 27 / 07"/'2020

Copies for:necessafy action in continuatlzdn to this office Notification No.1031-42/EC datéd 16.04.2018 to:-

‘The Additional Inspector General of Police, Investigation, Khyber Pakh

The Deputy Commandant tlite Force, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

The Commandant, PTC Hangu
The District Police Officers, Bannu and Lakki Marwat
The Superintendents of Police, l_nvestigation, Bannu and Lakki Marwat

W0 MO s

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. - - _ :
tunkhwa Peshawar with 02 spare capies for publication.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
The Deputy Inspector General of Police, CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar '

The Deputy inspector General of Police, Traffic, Khyber Pakhtunkiwa Peshawar ’

"118.. ASI Abdul Jamil No.35/B “ 0071967 10" - 01.10.1989 |. 10.02.2020 i 18.02.2020 3 . ]
7119.1 AS! Abdul Jalil No.40/B . —1 05 12.7968 10" 01.10.1989  10.02.2020 ' 18.02.2020 | '; — '
[120.1 ASI ltam Din No.87/B ' | 10.02.1969  10Y  10.12.1988 | 10.02.2020 | 18.02.2020 |~ i
{121." ASI Shafeed Ullah No.4/8 74.07.1970 . _10% . 01.10.1989 | 10.02.2020 18.02.2020 | f ‘
T422.7 ASI Imtiaz Khan No.32/8 01 041971 105 . 23.121991 . 10.02.2020 ‘@ 18.02.2020
“123." ASI Sher Ali No.102/8° ~28.04.1971 FA  01.10.1989  10.02.2020 .10.03.2020 .
174, AS| Sami Ullah No.123/8 33051971 © 107 01.07.1989 _ 10.02.2020 - 18.03.2020
7425 AS( Farid Ullah No.92/8 13024977 107 11.07.1991 . 10.02.2020 - 10.03.2020
© 7126, ASI Mir Tajum No.111/B T 07.03.1974 - FA__ 03.04.1993 : 10.02.2020 10.03.2020 ;

"01.04.1975  MA - 11,07.1995 | 10.02.202C | 18.02.2020 i

),
.’/

 (ABDUL GHAFOOR AFRID1) PSP
Regicnal Police Officer,
Bannu Region, Bannu

2 (@Mgﬂ"

) ,/1.“? >",;D o

(ABDUL GHAFQR AFRIDI) PSP
- Regional Police Officer,’
Bannu Region, Bannu

:7—“}\'1 12D




. POLICE DEPARTMENT

ORDER , o .
. On termmatlon of prescnbed penod of prot»atlon satlsfdcfoniy‘r
.and in llght of report submltted by DPOs Bannu and Lakki. Marwat réguired by
Form 19. 25(5) on the probationer’s. worklng and Jenera{ C: 1duct the followmg
Probatloner Asstt: Sub Inspectors are. hereby ‘confirr ed -as -Asstt: Sub:
Inspectors from the dates of theIr appomtments Howrzver, théir ihtef sé -
‘ semonty, _as determlned by Public Service Comm1551on, snall be unalterable
. Their names are.also brought on promotion list “E” with iimediate effect. /
S/NO NAME & NUMBER DATE OF A POINTMENT
1. Muhammad Naeem Khan No. 1{1 IB;.. - 10- Qz. 2011 ’

2. Irfan Ullah No. 106/8.

* Hamid Ullah No. 112/8

.". Muhammad Zaheer No. 101/B.
Asmat Ullah No 107/8.
Altaf Ur Rehman No. 122/B

 DamsazKhan 121/8
Rahim Dil No. 120/B
: Furqan Javed 105/B -

10 Muhammad Javed No.: 109/B

11. Muhammad Kamran 110/8

0 @ N e U A W

"l

“alt concerned

No.. 12‘%2 Q"f /EC, dated. 08/(;53014 /

Copy to:-

1, © The DISthCt Police Officer, Bannu w/r to his memo No /362

' dated.07-05-2014

2. L _ ' The Dv.tnct Pohce Ofﬂcer Lakk: Mdrwar w/r to nls office’ memu
. .No 4977 dated 29-04- 2014 . '

10022011
21:01-2011
L 10:0:-2011

- 21-01-2011

Nece:.sary Gazette notiflcatlon may be isste d under mt:matlon to

/Res,:onal Police Ofﬁcer

- (GAJID.ALI KHAN) PSP

22-¢" 20111
10-G2-2011 S

10-02-2014
10-02-2011°
10622011
21-C1-2011

:g‘
. \V_}‘"\
(SA JID AL} KHAN}?PS?

annu Region, Bannu

N

Fegional Police Officer, _
Bannu Region, Bannu [' :




- . rostinge P

IIART OF S1 DAMb AZ KHAN
\%—‘_____‘——ﬁ___‘___

" Place of poslﬁ;?‘—w—-—- H__h&i«mrhﬁ-—ﬁ Wﬁﬁw—_“'l“o “
i Recelved from Ranoc Off 1ce. Bannu RPO Ban Ban; i?J(S{E&“i'ndsa No: 88,)/1 :C dated
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. ' dated 15. 07.2016 :
Reader o DPO Lakki 05 09,20-16 2000, 2016 B
SHO PS Dadiwala - 21.102016 290 2016 ‘
SHO PS Lakiq T 30112013 _ 29.012017
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Upper College Comsc PIC ‘ 1?)9362‘0“‘ -T‘%-iﬁ H E
Hangu ' A '

.| SHO PS T ald

] 30, 12.20 2020 : 27 01 7071 »
llansleucd 10 FRP Kp KPK Pe: Peshawar op 28 01202] e
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 BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR |

| Service Ap’péallNo_. 12438/2020
' Date of Instrtutuon 13, 10 2020
Date of Decision | - 30. 11 20421

L . Furqan Javed S/O Younas Javed Mirza R/O House No 466/C Jhang Street, Bannu
: City. - - e e (Appellant) ‘

VERSUS - . . T

»Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home Depaitment, Civil ﬁw '

Secretanat Peshawar and two others . C o (Respondents)

{

o

Amin Ur Rehman Yusufzal ~ N ‘
Advocate = . . - T - .. ForAppelant

Muhammad Ra’sh'eed, '

Deputy District Attorney .~ ., .. For Respondents
o L . . - ) .'4
ROZINA REHMAN ~ - - . MEMBER (QUDICIAL)

ATIQ-UR-REHMANWAZIR .. - MEMBER (E’(E&.UTIVE)

' JUDGMENT .
ATIQ-UR— HMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EQ. Brief facts Of the
case are that consequent upon recommendatlons of Pubhc Serwua Comm:s.,ton, '
the appeliant was rnltrally appomted as Assrstant Sub Inspector (ASI) in- Po!ice o ‘ -
-' Departrnent wde order dated 15 12 2010 After compf"hon of offi crat:ng penod S ' .
the’ appeliant was conﬁrmed as ASI wrth effect from the date of his |egular |

. apporntment agamst such post ie. 10-02- 2011 The respondents 1nstead of hls '

. date of. conf rmat:on entered His name in E list on 08 05-2014. and on the basis

of Wthh a revrsed senlonty list dated 27-07-2020 was drawn, whrclr was bad for.

y his. r'uture maneuver for promotron, hence he preferred a departmental appeal '

‘ 'v_vhrch/ was filed vide order dated 20-_05-2020. -The'appe!lcnnt»ﬁ!ed, revrew petition



. dated 23-06-2020, Which-as not responded within the stattbry period, hence

'-the mstant service appeal w:th prayers that the 1mpugned order datéd 20 05-

- 2020 may be set assde and SEI’IIOl‘tty list dated 27 07- 2020 may be rev:sed to the

'extent that the appellant name be pIaced at hst E with effect from the date. of

. appomtment i.e. 10 02—2011 and in vrew whereof his offi rlatlng promot:on orcler

dated 03- 06 2016 to the rank of Sub Inspector be rewsed ‘and be glven effect

‘ from the date of hlS el:giblllty and be confirmed as Sub Inspector under Rule-"

13(18) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pollce Rules 1934 wrth all consequent:al ’

beneflts.

1
I

.-

- 02." Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the appellant has

'nerther been treated in ac cordance w1th law nor has he- been extended equal '

* ' 'protectlon of law, rather h:s legal vested nghts have been vnolated that as per
rule, list E of all ASIs to bé’ publrshed in the police gazette annually in accordance

’ Wlth Rule-13: 11 of Polrce Fules 1934 that entry of the otF cers to such list shatl

\f) nor circulated to the oft“ cers cOncerned- that the i’mpugned list has been

'-prepared in devratlon of ru!es hence illegal therefore, required to be rectlt' ed to ’

meet the ends of justice; that Rule 12: 2(3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Polsce Rules

_ '1934 provrdes crlterla for determmlng semonty of subordinate ranks of pollce
' force from the date of their conf rmatlon, _whlch is 10—02-2011 in case of the
appeilant which however-is recorded as’ 08-05 2014, WhICh adversely affected
-.senlonty/promotson of the appellant that snmrlariy placed other colleagues of the

appellant had approached Peshawar High Court in ert Peition No 3720 P/2018

respondents to re\nse list E as per date of conf rmatlon WhICh was rectlﬂed vide

: ‘,,4...~.order dated 05-06- 2020 therefore the appellant having’ sumtlar case, is aiso .

E entrtlecl for the same rel:el W|th|n the meanmg of ]udgment of the Apex Court

:reporl:ed as 2009 SCMR 1

from the date of confirmation, but the sard ]lSt has nelther been |ssued' '

whrch was dlsposed of \nde' Judgment dated 24-04=2019 W|th dlrectlon to




the Judgment of Peshawar Hrgh Court dated 05 06 2020 as referred to by the B f

learned counsel for the appellant was ]udgment rn personam, henceuwas not
app,licable in case of the appellant as the appellant was-not.petltroner in the said

| it 'petition;‘ th'at nante of the appella'nt was fremoved frdm list ET \)’id'e‘order
dated 01 06 2018 under Rule 16(33) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Rules, 1934

' and reverted back to the rank of ASI but upon acceptance of hls departmental ‘
-appeal name of the appellant was restored on promotlon lzst E wrth restoratron of -
his off cratrng rank of Sub-Inspector wrth all back benef ts vide order datecl 23-

‘a

10 2018 that a cornmlttee for the purpose was constrtutcd to settfe the rssue of

placement of oﬁ' cuals on lrst E from the date of conﬁrmatnon but the appellant

drd not request to the commrttee for placing h:m on list E that contentlon ofthe

appellant_to brlng hIS name on list E y\rrth retro_spectrve effect is not _Justlﬁed

- under the'r

R}

\J

record Crltena for placrng names of . upper sub-ord!nates has been devrsed in

Rule-12 2 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Polrce ‘Rules, 1934 wh|ch rs reproduced as
S n dnder. ‘

Rt//e-'IZ'Z Seniority in the case of upper s'ubbrdinates,,wﬂ/ be reckbned //7 the

© first instance-from date of'ﬁrat appointment, officers promoted from a Jower tank

beirig considered seior to persons abpb/hted direct on the same 'da'z‘e,'r[ andithe
5er7/or/ty of officers appomted direct on the same date beéing reckoned accorc;’/ng .
to age Sen/or/ly shall, however be fi fna//y sett/ed by dates of conf‘rmatlon, he '.
sen/Oﬂty inter se- of severa/ off Tcers. confirmed on the same date be/ng that

' a//otz‘ed to them on first appomtment Provided that. any officer w/;ose ‘promotion
or conf rmation is de/ayea' by reason of his be/ng on deputat/on oucside his range .
- ar a’/str/a‘ shafl, on be.'ng promoted-or conFrmeo’ rega/n ‘the 56/7/0/‘/()/ which he

or/g/na//y held vis-a-vis an v Offf cers promoted or com“ rmed before h/m during his
deputat/on '

04. -We have heard jearned c'ou'nsel for the‘partie,é and have perdsed the -




- 1'05. We have noted thal the issue of senlorlty based on list

placmg names of ofﬁcrals on llst E was strongly aqltated by the offi c1al |
‘ concerned for Wthh a commlttee was constltuted to-settle the |ssue once and
-for alI The commlttee submltted |ts report Vlde order dated 31- 08 2017 and in
llght of Rule-12 2 as well as ]udgments reported as 2002 PLC (C S) 1403 and ‘ |

- 1999 SCMR 1594, very clearly recommended that conﬂrmatlon of PASIs would be -

.made from the date of their regular appomtment against thelr posts and thelr

placement on list E would be from the date of conﬁrmatlon and not with'
i rnmedlate eﬁect Such report was not |mplernented, uhtll some of the batch-
.mates of the appellant filed Wnt Petltlon No. 3720 P/2018 Wlth prayers to
4 irnplement the dec:suon of the committee regardrng fixation- of senlonty, whereas
| senlonty list E be revlsed and the petltloner be brought and placed at the:r due

, place of semonty and also to ensure the crrculatlon of the seniority’ list prepared

in aﬂccord ! w1th Iaw and rulec 'lhe “said writ petrtlon was d|sposed of vrde ;

Judgment dated 24 04-2019 w:th direction to the respondents to 1mplement

recommendatlons of the c0mm|ttee already submitted tc them. In pursuance of -
the sald judgment, confi rrnatlon as well as placement of the petatroners on list E
was rectll‘" ed and were confi rmed from the. date of thelr appoantrnents wde order

' 'dated 05- 06 2020 Case of the appellant is. also the sarne but respondents did -

n‘ot bother to consider his case on the same analogy To this effect the Supreme

Court of Pakustan in its ]udgment reported as 1996 SCMR 1185 have held that

when a court decrde a polnt of law relating to the terms of serwce of a CIVIi.
- servant Wthh covers not only the case of civil servant who Iltlgated but also of
-other civil servants, who may have not taken legal proceedlngs in such a case
, the d!ctates and rule of good governance demand that the. benef‘ t of such-
judgment be ‘extended to other CMI servants who rnay not be parties to the -
' lltlgatlon instead of: compelllng them to approach the. tnl)unal or any other legal 4
- forum, In view of the verdlct of the apex court the respondents were reqmred to

- extend the same benefit to the '1ppellant as well whlch \however was not.




i . ]udgments.

L granted to the appellant and wh:ch was not warranted The

'

N
v
-

from the date of apporntment has already been decnded in srmrlar cases vrde .

;udgrnent reported as 2001 PLC (C S) 245 as well as ]udgment dated 07 12- 2017
of thrs Trrbunal in Servu:e Appeal No 573/2016 and }udgment dated 18- 03 2019

in’ Servlce Appeal No. 800/2018 In view of the clear ]udgments and report dated

. 31-08 2017 of the commrttee constltuted for the purpose case of the appellant

squarely falls wrthrn the purvrew of srmllarly placed emp!oyees and the '

3

ue of conf‘ rmatipn

' _ department cannot lgnore the: appeilant from extendrng the beneF t of that very o

06, In view'.pf‘ the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted as - -

prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to, record

room.

" ANNOUNCED

- 30.11.2021

T

(ATIQ -UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
' MEMBER (E)

A




> 030112021 Learned - counsel for ‘the- appellant present. Mr.. Muhammad
Rasheed Deputy Distrlct Attorney for respondents present Arguments'
heard‘and record perused

Vlde our detarled ]udgment of today, separateiy p!aced on fi le the | .

g snstant appeal is accepted as prayed for. Part:es are Ieft to bear thetr own

costs. Fnie be consrgned to record room S o ~
A. ng_’UNcgo e ‘ ,
30.11.2021 ' : IR !

\ e,

- (ATIQUR-REHMAN WAZIR) ., ;%
' " MEMBER (E) - 31574 A
, - . . . . / . .
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. " 2016SCMR 1254

-y

‘ [Supreme Court of Paklstan]

B} Present Anwar Zaheer Jamah, J Amlr Hani Mushm and U 3
GUL HASSAN JATOI and others—Petitioners
_Versus o “

A FAQIR M![JHAMMAD JATOI and others--—Respondents

_ Civil Petitions Nos_ 493, 494 505 to 508, 529 to 533 601 906 and 911- to 917 of 2015 demded on 4th

. November 2015 .
~ (On appeal agamst the _]udgment dated 13- 3-2015 passed by the Smdh Serv1ce Tmbunal Karach1 in
ﬁAppeals Nos.130 to 134 of 2014 2 ”37 and 238 of 2015)

(a) Police Act (V of 1861)—-- A
-=--S. 2---Pohce Rules 1934, Chapts Xl & XIX---(Smdh) Police Force---Independent umts w1thm the
© police force---Horizontal appointments---Sindh Police force had-three mdependent units i.e. Executive,
. Technical District and Prosecution (Légal)---Police personnel appointed in a unit in.térms of its
recruitment (and trammg) process could not honzontally travel to any other umt elther by way of transfer
- or otherw1se : : .
|

(b) Pohce Act (Vof 1861).--

© -8, 12--Police Rules 1934---Inspect0r General (IG) Pohce powers of---Scope---Pohce Rules 1934
-did not confer upon the Inspector General (IG) Police any power‘ to alter the terms and conditions of any .
of the establxshment within the Police Force. * . - o _ Lk

(c)PollceRules, 1934--- L . L

----Rr, 1.3 & 1. 4---Slndh C1v1l Servants Act (XIV of 1973), Preamble-—-Non-umfmmed employecs in the
(Smdh) Police Department---Ministerial staff and/or staff, of LT. Department---Such employees were
recr ulted and regulated by the Sindh Civil Servants Act, 1973 and the Rules framed thereunder

(d) Police Rules, 1934--- E

" —=R. 1.5 & Chapt. XII---Pohce personnel in the 'Executive unit' of the pollce torce---Transfer from one”
establishment to another within . the Executive unit---Permissibility---Entry point of all the police
personnel in Executive unit was common; they- had common -recruitment process, police trammg and
practical training as prescribed under the Police Rules, 1934 and once their training afier appointment was -
completed, they were transferred to the different establishments urider the said Rules-—-Posung and
- transfer to an establishment of a member of palice force was permissible under R. 1.5 of the Police Rules,
1934 and it would not change the 'cadre’ of a pollce personnel---Rule 1.5 of the Police Rules, 1934
allowed the police personnel to progress vertically by the rules prescribed and they could be transferred to-

~ any. of the establishment---No resiriction was plaeed on a pollce official for his Pansfer from one .
_establishment to another. °

(e) Police.Act(V,0f1861)-'--' . . | I ) - M

L~

. ’ ' I . i
10f19° ]0-Ma‘>-23, 10:51 AM
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. all’o‘wcd accordmgly - . ' ey

. Shahld Anwar Bajwa Advocate Supreme Court Zulfiggt Khalid Maluka, Advocfte Supreme -
_ Court, M. Munir Peracha, Advocate Supreme Court, Syed Iftikhar Hussain -Gillani, Senior Advocate
"~ gpupreme Court and Syed Rafaqat Hussam Shah Advocate- on-Record for Petitioners (in C.Ps, Nos 493,
"+ 494, 505-506, 906 and 911-917 of2015) ‘ /

M M. Agil Awan, Advocate Supremc Court for Respondents Nos 1- 4 (inC.P. No 494 of 2015)

-

M.M. Aqil Awan, Advocate Supremc Court for Respondents Nos.1- 22_(1n C.P. No. 506 of 201 5)..

~ Abdul Fateh Malik, A'G. Sindh, Adnan Karim, Additional A.G. Sindh, Ghulam Ali Barhmari,
. Additional Secy. (Services), Dr. Amin Yousafzai, DIG, Nacem Ahmed Shaikh, AIG. (Establishment), Dr.
Mazhar Ali Shah, AIG (Legal) and Aman Ullah Zardai, Focal Person, HD for the' Government of Sindh. -

s
.

Nemo for other Respondents (in all cases)

4,

' - Dates of heanng 29th October, 3rd and 4th November 2015, - o o &U‘NL/P
JUDGMENT BT P | /ZV%

3 AMIR HANI MUSLIM J. ---These Petitions for leave to Appeal are directed agamst judgment -
dated 13.3:2005, of the Smdh Service. Tribunal, Karachi, whereby 08 Service Appeals filed by the -
Petltloners/Respondents were disposed of vide 1mpugned judgment in the followmg terms:-

i. Sindh Reserve Pohce and all other branches of Pohce Force such as Raprd ReSpondent K
Force (RRF), Sindh Reserve Police (SRP), Prosecution- Branch, - Telecommunication Branch, -
Female Police, Special Branch (Crime Branch) are separate cadres other than the District
Police/Regular Police, although all of them are one Police Force which is an attached department

of the Home Department under the Sindh Government Rules of Busmess 1986 and Inspector
General of Police is head of attached departmcnt ‘ o

il Smce all branches of Pohce Force are assigned with different and sbparate functions they
©are different cadres, therefore, the Provincial Government shall frame recruitment rules and the
terms and conditions of their.service separately for each cadre, except for those cadres in respect
of which separate rules aré alieady there such as Women Police and Prosecution Branch etc
iii. After frammg of rules pertaining 10 fecruitment and other-terms and condmons of service :
v as required under section 2 of Police Act 1861, separate seniority list of each cadre and.in each . -
‘scale/rank shall be issued as required under rule 9 of the Sindh Civil Servants (Probation,
Confirmation and Seniority) Rules, 1975 wherein it is provided that i in each cadre in a department
there shall be a separate seniority list of a group: of civil servants doing srmrlar dut} s and
performing similar functions and for whose appomtment same quahﬁcatlons and experrenc have '
. been laid down
~iv.  There is no provision in law for transfer of officers/officials from orie cadre to another
cadre, therefore, all the transfers made from Sindh Reserve Police to District Police in'violation of
law and in pursuance of various Standing Orders are hereby nullified and all such officers are
directed to be repatriated to their parent branch i.e. Sindh'Reserve Police. '
v. All the Standing Orders issued from time to time by different 'Inspector Generals of -
" Police/Provincial Police Officers without approval of Provincial Government are declared to be .
~ illegal and void to the extent of prescribing the recruitment rules, terms and conditions of service
© of the officers/men-in Sindh Reserve Police including devrsxng of transfer policy and pertaining to

’

ef1e S 10-Mar23, 10551 AM
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LV The Inspector General of Police Smdh is dlrected ngt fo issue any Standifg™Order under
e ‘section 12 of the Police Act, 1861 without approval of Provid€ial Government and even with the.
. approval of Provincial Government no orders can be issued by Inspect01 General of Police
pertalmng to the recruitment and terms and conditions of service of the members. of the Police
Force in different branches and. cadre, as such powers can be exercised by Provmclal GoveT nt
only by -virtue of sectlon 2 of Police Act 1861 T“ :

vil. The InSpeCtOI' General of Pollce Sindh'is duected to ensure that all the trammg courses-
prescnbed in the Police Rules 1934, are duly imparted and the rules pertaining to the maintaining
* of various promotwn lists afe observed and the seniority lists are prepared strictly in accordance
~with thé provisions contained in Police Rules, 1934, after due observation of Police Rules, by the
District Superintendents of Police, Deputy Inspector Gererals and the Inspector General himself.
It is further directed. that promotlon list 'E' shall be pubhshed i Police Gazette as. requlred underfs
rule 13. 11 : - P

viii. - The Inspector General of Police is further dlrected to ensure that no ofﬁclatmg promotlon
shall be made as a matter of normal course and such orders shall be made strictly in accordance
_-with the Police Rules and merely for the purpose of dec1d1ng ﬁtness and ablhty of  offi ipers

B concerned ‘ . B L S ”u/b/v),ﬂ

. ix. . ~The Inspector General of Pollce is further d1rected to ensure that no ofﬁcer is confirmeén
~ any rank wh1le servmg in ofﬁmatmg capac1ty, w1thout promonon in the substantive rank

& X The Inspector General of Police Sindh is further dlrected to ensure that' no antedated o
S confirmations and promotions shall be made and the dates of confirmations and promotions shall _
. ,not be revised by any ofﬁcer or Committee of the ofﬁcers :

- XL The 1mpugned semorxty list dated 7 2. 2014 is set astde and no prornotlon shall be made
on the basis thereof. The officers' who were.transferred from Sindh Reserve Police to Regular
. Police shall be promoted on preparation of their seniority list in SRP, after framing of rules by the =~
- Provincial Government in respect of Sindh Reserve Police fresh seniority list shall be prepared for -
the District Police, Imnally provisional and after filing of- objections the final senjority list and
thereafter the promotion in the rank: of Deputy Supenntendent of Pohce shall be considered by,
: Departmental Promotlon Connmttee ‘ : "

il The Provmmal Government is further d1rected to provxde reasonable quotas of promotlon
for each branch of Police Force/Cadre in accordance with their strength. In this behalf the.
~ direction of Supreme Court of India in the case of Raghunath Parsad Smg v. Secretary Homeé
~ . (Police) Department, Government Bihar, 1989 MLD 2153, should be kept in view. It-has been -
directed by the Supreme Court of India that "reasonable promotlonal opportunities should be
available in every wing of public service. That generates éfficiency ‘in service and fosters the ~
* appropriate attitude to grow for achlevmg excellence in service. In the absence of prornotlonal E
prospects, the serv1ce is bound to degenerate and stagnatxon l(lllS the de51re to serve properly '

_ 2. Originally, Petitioners Messrs Faqir Muhammad Jat01 Ma Sroor Ahmad J at01 Sohrab Ali Meo, Lal
" Bux Solangi, Yar Muhammad Rind filed Service Appeals before the Tribunal, impugning the final' - .
seniority list dated 07.02.2014. Rafig Ahmed Abbasi Respondent No.1.in Civil Petition No. 915 of 2015 o
was a]so one of the Appellants before the Slndh Service Tribunal. : :

3. | Inspectors ljaz Ah Memon and Muhammad Azam Khan also filed Appeals bef01e the Tr1bunal o

_bemg aggrieved of the transfer of personnel of the Sindh Reserve Police to the Regular Police Force, due - -
to whjch thelr semorlty was adversely affected They also 1mpugned the semorlty list dated 07. 02 2014,

© 4of19 S e i o S L - 1q-Maf-23,'1o:51AM.
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. The) prayed that the Slndh Reserve Pohce be declared asa separate cadre.

'4. : ;' Brief facts of -the case of each of the Petltloners 0 hled Appeals before the ) "

K

nbunal are as. under -

&

C.P. No 529 of 2018.

Faqlr Muhammad J atoi v. Prov1rtce of Smdh

5. On 1.1.1987, the Petitioner was appomted as Asmstant Sub Inspector in the Slndh Reserve Pohce
- through competitive process. On 25.5.1989, he was promoted to the -rank of Sub- Inspector and then -

_ promoted as Inspector vide order dated 20.9. 2004 w.e.f 12.1:1998..0n 30.6.2006; the Inspector | General of

Police, Sindh, issued- a tentative seniority list of Inspectors of Sindh Police, whereafter, on 20.12:2008

- another tentative seniority list of Inspectors was issued by the Inspector General of Police, Sindh. This list

was withdrawn and a revised seniority list was issued on 20.1:2009. .On 20.4.2010, yet another seniority
list was issued ‘and the Petitioner was placed at serial No.403. of ‘the said list. The Petitioner raised

o objecttons to the said tentative senlonty list, which were never responded to. On 23.10.2013, without
“finalizing the tentative seniority list issued on 20.4.2010, yet another tentative’ senjority hst was issued

wherein the Petitioner was placed at serial No.254. Ultimately, a final seniority list- was issued on

7.2.2014, on the basis of which a meeting of the Departmental Promotion Committee was convened and
more than 80 Inspectors were promoted to the rank of the Deputy Superintendent of Police. The Petitioner
filed a departmental Appeal, which was not decided within the statutory period, therefore, he preferred a

Service Appeal before the Sindh Service Tribunal, challenging the seniority list dated 7.2.2014. with the -

. prayer to assign hlm proper semortty The Appeal of the Petitioner was dxsposed of, v1de 1mpugned

http-//www~plsbeta com/Lannline/law/casedescription.esp?case...

Judgment -
. N . ‘ R \ L{_?_/
| C.P.No.530 of 2015. e E S ﬂbﬂ‘t |
Masroor Ahmed Jatoi v. Province of Smdh ) | o ‘ - @ n)—
6. k " On L1, 1987 the Petltloner was appomted as Assxstant Sub-Inspector in the Sindh Reserv Jpolice

.after ’quahtylng the requisite -examination. On 25.1:1990, he was promoted as ‘Sub-Inspector and -on

"8.7.1998, he was promoted as Inspector: On his representation, the Petitioner was allowed inter se

,'7. - Two'or three senlorxty lists, were 1ssued in the 1nterregnum whereafter on 7.2, 2014 a final
senlonty list was issued on the ‘basis of which more than 80 Inspectors were promoted as Deputy
Superintendents of Police. After exhausting the departmental remedy, ultimately, the Petitioner filed an

seniority with his batch-mates w.e:f. 11.1.1996, and he was confirmed as Inspector w.e.f 11.1, 1996, vide .

order dated 20.9.2004, On 22.9.2005, the Petitioner was promoted-as Deputy Superintendent of Police out - -\

of turn on’gallantry basis and was relegated to the post of Inspector in the advent of Judgment of thlS".

Court in the year 2013,

Appeal before the Sindh Service Tribunal, challenging the ﬁnal semonty list dated 7.2.2014, Whlch was
dlsposed of by the. 1mpugned judgment.

C1v1l Petition No 531 of 2015,

' * | Sohrab Ah Mao v, Provmce of Slndh L

8. = Onl.1.1987, the Petmoner was appomted as Asmstant Sub- Inspector in the Smdh Reserve Police,
through competitive process.. On 22.5.1989, he was promoted as Sub-Inspector and on 8.7. 1998, was

* further promoted as Inspector. On his representation, the Petitioner was allowed inter se seniority with his )
‘batch-mates w.e.f, 11.1.1996, and was . confirmed as Inspector we.f 11:1.1996, vide order dated "

' 5'of19

20.9.2004, a series of tentative seniority lists of Inspectors were issued and, lastly, on 7.2.2014, a final

seniority- hst of Inspectors was 1ssued on the basis of whteh 80 Inspectors were promoted as Deputy

L4
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:rSuﬁéi*i'nteﬁdents. of Police. The Petitioner challenged the said séﬁiorify list before the Sindh Service |

[ 4

. Tribunal, by filing an Appeal, which was disposed of by the impugngd judgment. - _

. _ . A
Yar Muhammad Ririd v. Province of Sindh and others. ¢

S,

T Y . .
) - Civil Petition No.532 of 2015,  * ‘ ‘ /

. 9. " On1.1.1987, the Petitioner was appointed as-Assistant Sub-Insector in the. Sindh Reserve Police, :
. through competitive process. On 25.1.1990, he-was promoted as Sub-Ii;speétor and on 8.7.1998, he was .
further  promoted as Inspector. On 8.7.2000, he was confirmed as Inspector, on acceptance of his
representation, whereby, he was allowed seniority with his batch-mates w.e.f. 11.1.1996, Many seniority
ists were issued in the intervening period and ultimately on 7.2.2014; a final seniority list of Inspectors
'was issued on the basis of which more than 80 Inspectors were promoted as Deputy Superintendents of -
Police. The Petitioner challenged the final seniority list dated 7.2:2014, by way. of an'Appeal before the

‘Sindh Service Tribunal, which was disposed of by the impugned judgment.

* Civil Petition No.533 of 2015. "
Lal Bux Solangi v. Pfovincc;:of Sindh -

~10.  On1.1.1987, the Petitioner was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector in the Sindh Reserve Police, .
" through competitive process. On-22.5.1989, he was promoted to the rank of Sub-Inspector and on
8.7.1998 was further promoted. as Inspector. On his representation to the Competent Authority, the
~ Petitioner was allowed seniority with his batch-mates w.e.f 11.1,1996 -and was.confirmed as Inspector’

© w.e.f12.1.1998, vide order dated 20.9.2004. ~ ' - -

_*.11.  After a series of tentative seniority lists, on 7.2.2014, a ﬁhél seniority-list was issued, on the basis

"of which more than 80 Inspectors were promoted as Deputy Superintendents of Police. The Petitioner

challenged the said seniority list by filing a Service Appeal before the Sindh Service Tribunal, which was
disposed of by the impugned judgment. - o ‘ -

Civil Petition No.494 of 2015 o - . h LT M o
_ . Gul' Hassan Jatoi v. Aljaz AIi'Merilon and others - - : . - /b /

©12. - On 1.1.1987, the Petitioner was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector in the Sindh Resefve Police
and on 8.7.1989, he was promoted as Sub-Inispector on officiating basis. On 20.9.2004, he was confirmed
as Sub-Inspector. He was finally promoted as Deputy Superintendent of Police, vide Notification dated
24.3.2014. He was one of thf: Respondents before the Sindh Service Tribunal, in Service Appeals ffled by
© - the .Petitioners Fagir Muhammad Jatoi and others; which were disposed of by the Tribunal, vide -
_impugned judgment, ' : . - S

" Civil Petition No.507 of 2015.
... Abdul Razz’ak Bugti v. Yar Muhammad Rind

13. On 1.1.1987, the Petitioner was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector in the Sindh Reserve. Police.,

_ On 25.5.1989, he was promoted as Sub-Inspector and transferred to the District Police: In the year 2001,
- . he was promoted as Inspector. His name was included in the seniority list of Inspectors dated 7.2,2014,

: which was forwarded to the Home Department. On 25.1.2015; a meeting of the DPC was convefed in -

- which 155 Inspectors were considered for promotion, however, they were not notified due to restraining’
orders passed by the Service Tribunal in Service Appeal 134 of 2014 filed by Lal Bux Solangi. He was.
one. of the Respondents in the Service Appeals filed by Faqir Muhammad Jatoi and others, which were
disposed of by the Tribunal, vide impugned judgment. =~ o . s

-
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: le Petmons Nos. 906 and 911 to 917 of 2015

*

Government of Smdh v. Yar Muhammad Rind and others

© - 14.  The Government of Srndh has filed the above-sard Petmons against- the impugned Judgm
, ..pleadmg that the. Respondents in the Petitions were appomted as A.S.L in the Sindh Reserve Police on .. =
various dates. Aftér issuance of the provisional seniority lists of the Respondents, objecuons were called
and upon receipt of the ob_}ectrons a Committee was constituted to finalize the :seniority list, which was
- issued on 07.02. 2014. It has béen further pleaded that oni 20th. Se ptember 1972, an.order was issued by
- the Sindh Government, creating: vacancies for a Specral Striking Force in the Sindh Police, which has .
been wrongly construed as a special cadre; that in the aftermath of separation of East Pakistan, language .
. riots disrupted in the Province Sindh and certain other parts of the country, due to which it was deemed
' necessary to have Police Force available to supplement the existing Police Force* in Police Statigns and "
 Districts in the advent of dire need. This force was created for three months but the same continued = .
“thereafter; that vide notification dated 11.07.1973, the nomenclature of the Special Striking. Force was - -
.- changed to the Sindh Constabulary. and designations of the ofﬁcers of the Force were- also changed In the
said notrﬁcatron it was' further provided:- - - : :

“The Force shall be admlmstered as one provrncnal reserve and its drsposrtlon w1ll be decrded by
the I .G.P from time to time ac cordlng to necessrty : -

~The Force shall be administe red.as a part of the Polrce ]« orce and ptovrslons of Policé Act,.the
Police Rules and other relevant law shall apply. The officers of this constabulary shall exercise

“ such powers of cornmand control pumshment and appeals etc are exermsable by the ofﬁcers of
-equrvalent rank." '

15. It has been further pleaded that thereafter a Provmmal Armed Reserve (PAR) was also created,
‘which was subsequently merged in the Sindh Constabulary; that finally on 30.04.1985, the Sindh
~_Constabulary and Anti-Dacoit Force was re-designated as the Sl adh Reserve Police and desrgnatrons of -
the officers of the force were also changed; that thereafter various administrative and standing orders -
'ﬁere issued by .the Inspector General of Police and:concerned Deputy Inspector Generals of Police;
- Myithout approval of the Sindh Government, which were merely administrative orders, for efficient
. organization and guidance of the officers; that during the years 1984 to 1987, all appointments were made
in the Sindh Reserve Police and no appointment was made in the Districts, due to administrative reasons -
and after the year.1987, no new recruitment had taken place in the Sindh Reserve Police; that Assistant.
- Sub-Inspectors’ and ‘Constables were recruited, from time to time -and assigned to work in the Sindh =
. Reserve Police; whlch arrangement was also. ‘adopted in the Province of Punjab; that the Respond}énts .
" “claiming ‘seniority filed Appeals before * the Srndh Servrce Tr 1bunal -which were- disposed of Vi
1mpugned Judgment

: 16 The Appellants before the Tl‘lbl.mal have ﬁled Crvrl Petitions Nos. 529 530, 531 532, 533 of 20 S
o agamst the impugned judgment. One of the Petitioners in Civil Petitions Nos.493, 494, 505 and 566 of -
~ 20185, is Gul Hassan Jatoi, who was one of the Responidents before the Tribunal. C1v11 Petitions Nos.507
and 508 were ﬁled by Abdul Razzaq Bugti, whio was also Respondent before the Tribunal. Civil Petition” -
No.601 of 2015 is filed by Abdullah, agamst ‘the impugned judgment. The Province of Sindh has
challenged the impugned judgment of the Smdh Servrce Tnbunal before this Court in Crvrl Petitions
. Nos. 906 arid 911 to 917 of2015 ' . :

17, The learned ASC Shahld Anwar Ba_]wa Counsel for the Inspector General of POllCC Smdh and '

for the Petmoner Gul Hassan Jatoi in C.P.L.A. Nés: 493, 494 505 and 506 of 2015, has confended that C ‘

the Police Order 2002 was repealed through the Sindh (Repeal of the Police Order 2002 and Revival of

the Police Act 1861) 2011 and it was -the Police Act-of 1861 which is currently in force. He made
refe_rence to various provisions of the Police Act 1861. He stated that under section 2 of the Police Act,
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e 18’61"tl'e entire Pohce Estabhshment shall be one force whereas, section 4 of the Act provrdes that: the
S Inspector General of Police is the Adrmmstrator of the Police force, Section 5 defines the powers of the

Inspegtor General of Police-and Section 12 empowets the Inspec;pGeneral of Pohce to fr. and E -

* pass orders, subject to approval of the Prov1nc1al Government

18. The learned ASC Mr. Bajwa has contended that Rule 12 of Chipter XII of the Police ules 1934
‘deals with the appointments and enrolments in the Police Force. Rule 12.1 deals with the general
recruitment, Rule 12.3 relates to recruitment to the Prosecution service and Rule 12.3(B) pertains to
“appointment in Technical service. He further submits that Rule 17, Chapter XVII of the Police Rules
pertains to the Reserve Police. The Sub-Rules of Rule 17 provide permanent reserve, a second reserve
" mobilized under the orders of Inspector General of Police, and a third reserve mobilized on the orders of
the Government.-He has further contended that there was no order by. the Provincial Government creating
the Sindh Reserve Police as a.separaté cadre, "He then relied upon Rules 13.18 and 12.3 contendlng that
~ these rules are relevant wrth reference to determmmg the semorrty of the Police Personnels '
A | ‘
l9 The learned Counsel contended that Rule 9(4) of the Fundamental Rules 1922 and Rule 9 of the
. Smdh Civil Service Rules 1950, deﬁne "Cadre". In suppoit of his submission that the Sindh Reserve
. Police is not a separate cadre, Mr. Bajwa placed reliance on Muhammad Bachal Memon and others V.
~ Syed Tanveer Hussain Shah and others (2014 SCMR 1539), PIAC thr. its Chairman and others v. Sarmna
-~ Masood and others (PLD 2005 SC 831) (Para 11), Dr. Ahmad Salman Waris, As51stant Professor,
Services Hospital, Lahore v. Dr. Nacem Akhtar and 5 others (PLD 1997 SC 382) (Para 11, pg.90). He
submitted that other provinces are treating their Reserve Police as part of their reg,ular police and in
- support of the aforesaid contention he has relied upon Sardar Khurstieedul Hassan v. IGP and others 1991
PLC (C.S.) 208, Muhammad Ali Qureshi and 18 others v. Secretary, Honie Department Govt. of Punjab
~ Lahore-and others 1994 PLC (C.S.) 449. He'states that in light of the law laid down by this Court in the -
case of Tarig Azizuddin and others, (2010 SCMR" 1301), every employee ought to be considered for
~ promotion, subject to the Rules. He submitted that wings created in-the Police Force by the Inspector
_General of Police under section 12 of the- Pohce Act 1861, with the sole purpose of i 1mprov1ng the
, efﬁmency of the Police Force as a whole, : '

20 "The learned ASC Mr Bajwa submitted that C. PL A Nos. 916 to 917 of 2015 and 454 and 506 of
2015 also arise out of the impugned judgment of the Tribunal, Fe states that the Respondents Aijaz Ali
Memon and Muhammad Azam Khan had originally filed Writ Petitions before the Sindh High Court,.
which were later transferred/converted as’ appeals before the Sindh-Service Tribunal at Karachi and

" disposed of. The contention in the said service appeals, which were originally Writ Petitions, was that the
Sindh Reserve Police was a different cadre. He submitted that on the-other hand, C.P.L.As. Nos. 906, 911 -
“to 914, 493 and 505 of 2015, pertain to persons who were recruited in the Sindh Reserve Police along
with' other Private Respondents. He drew our attention to para 4, at pg.. 80 of the impugned judgment
(Pg.102 of C.P.L.A. N0.493/2015) to press.the point that one of the Appellants before the Tribunal,
namely Yar Muhammad Rind, was unable to show from the record, as-to when he was conﬁmﬁd or . co
'promoted and that the onus lay on him to prove his own case.

21 The learned ASC M. Bajwa then drew our. attentron to pg.216 of C. PL A. No 493 of 20

- submitting that one of the Appellants before the Tribunal namely Lal Bux Solangi filed an apphcatlo to
_ withdraw his' Appeal, which was not decided. He states that under Rule 1, Order 23 of the Code of €ivil
" Procedure, 1908, if a ‘party applies for withdrawal of its. Appeal, it ought to have been’accepted. Mr..

. Bajwa contended that ‘it was only Lal Bux Solangi who had filed an Application for grant of interim
injuriction, which was granted by the Tribunal and, as such, if his Application to withdraw.the Appeal was..

. decided, the stay. granted on his Apphcatron in Appeal would automatxcally stand vacated on w1thdrawal -
of his Appeal

A '22  Mr. Bajwa further contended that Raﬁque Ahmed Abbasi (one of the Appellants before the
‘Serwce Tribunal and the Respondent in C.P.L.A. No. 915/2015) had no servwe record atall. -
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. ‘23.-“' -~—The learned Advocate Gene ral Smdh Mr Abdul Fateh Malik, commenced his argumelnls by (
~ . tesponding to one of our querles as to ‘how many Ranges were there in the Sindh Police. He has referreg
"+ to-Ruje 1.3 of the Police Rules 1934 and states that each District under the Police Rules is divided into a .
“administrative establishment. He states that Rule 1.4 of the Police Rules 1934, pertains to Ranges and
] further relied upon Rule 2.1 of the said Rules. He submrtted that Rule 1.3 of the Police Ru]es 1934, was =~
- amended on. 22.08.1998, vide notification’ 1ssued by the Govepagnent of Sindh, under ggetian 46 of the - -
~ Police Act, 1861, r,‘,ﬂ )

24.  The learned Advocate ‘General- subrmtted that by virtue of Reg ron 2 of the Police™? Ct, 18%1 the
.- entire pohce establishment was one force and to substantiate. his cofftention relied upon Rule 1.5 of the
- Police Rules 1934, He then read out Rule 17.9 of the Police Rules 1934, contending that the Rule pertams :
to the First Armed Reserve, He, with some noticeable hesitation, stated that there were in all 5 Ranges in
the Sindh Police. He conceded that Standing Orders issued by the Inspector General of Police at tnnes ~
“were without pnor sanctron of the Government a S :

o 25,  One of us (Amir Ham Muslrm, )] 1nqu1red frorn the learned Advocate General Sindh, that if the
Police, as per his. own contentions, was one force, then why was the seniorily of a police officer disturbed -
&Jpon his transfer from one Range to another? In response, the learned Advocate General Sindh, very A
andidly conceded that the issue of Seniority in the aforesard situation is something that needs to.be
- attended to. On further enquiry as to how seniority of a Police Officer. on transfer 1s affected -the
Advocate General Sindh has rehed upon Rule 12. 2 of the Police Rules 1934

26. The Advocate General was asked fo p1n pornt the Pohce Rule under wluch an Ofﬁcer S semorlty
on hrs transfer from one District to another District or from one Range to another Range is required to be -
placed at the bottom of the seniority -list maintained by the District or the Range to which he is -
) transferred At this juncture, a representatlve of the Home Department Sindh intervened and submltted'
that, although there was no-provision in the Police Rules 1934, which provides for placmg the seniority of
a Police Personnel at the bottom on his transfer to another District or Range, recourse in this respect could
be made to the Civil Servant Seniority Rules 1975, which do provide such mechamsm The Advocate
* General Sindh, however, unequivocally submitted that there should be one seniority list. The Advocate
General Sindh further contended that there are a large number of cases where officers were not conﬁrm”?( R
"afterlapseonyears R v S o &/{UL

S 27, The leamed Advocate General Sindh, concluded his arg.,uments by . submrttmg that:the leard (
tribunal erred in law in holding (at para 72(i). of the 1mpugned judgment) that all branches of the Polite
are separate cadres and contended that itwas only the Prosecution Branch, the Telecom Branch'and the .

- Female Police’ which could be categ,orrzed separately as cadres and prayed that the said finding- of the

. Trlbunal should be set aside. He further submitted that para 72 (ii) of the impugned judgment may also be

set aside. The learned Advocate General Sindh placed reliance-on the case reported as IGP; Punjab, = -
Lahore and others v. Mushtaq Ahmed Warraich and others (PLD 1985 SC 159) (Pg.161) and Muhammad “
Nadeern Arlf and.others v. 1IGP, Pun]ab Lahore and others (2011 SCMR 408) (Pg:4195). - -

28.  In regard to the conﬁrmatxon of Pollce Ofﬁcers, Mr, Nagem Shelkh AlG (Estabhshment) Smdh )
" .. Police, contended that under Rule 12.8 of the Police Rules 1934, the probatlon period for persons -
" appointed directly as Assistant Sub-Inspectors was 3 years whereas, under Rule 13.18 period of probation
of a Assistant Sub-Inspector appointed by promotion was 2 years. He submitted that there was wisdom in
the said Rule, as someone who had been promoted to the post of Assistant Sub-Inspector, would naturally .
_have accumulated more experience than. compared to persons directly appointed as Assistant Sub-. "
“Inspectors and as such the probatlon period for directly appointed Assistant Sub-Inspectors should in
. " principle be longer. The AIG (Establishment) states that the probetion period provided in the Police Rules
is followed. The AIG further stated that all cases with respect to seniority etc. should be reverted back to -
the date of appointment. He concluded by stating that Rules 1.3 to 1.6 of the Police Rules 1934, should be
~ implemented in letter and spmt '

-
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TR -W" B
L. Pl ol On a query of thé Court as to wséther there was’ any training or. exammatlons presenbed for
- - persons appointed in the Sindh Reserve Police,- Mr. Nacem Sheikh, AIG (Establishment) Sindh Police,

-+ apprised us that under Rule 19.25 of the Police Rules, 1934; persons appointed to the Regular Police weie:
*' .required to undergo training for a period of one year at Police Training School and 2 years “of practical {77
* training. However, he’ frankly conceded that none of these requirements were ‘complied with for the

induction of persons to the Sindh Reserve Police, as the same was not-an 1nvest1gat1ve force. He,

' _however submitted that when the Sindh Reserve Police .was transferred to the districts, it became .
apparent that they were not adequately trained and as a conséquence thereof, Standing Order No.125 of
1994, was issued mandating certain training courses for persons ‘belonging to the Sindh Reserve Police. _

~ Hé further .made an unequivocal statement that all officers appointed to the Sindh Reserve Police,
subsequent.to 1994, have undergone the requisite training courses and as .of today, the trammg for @
induction mto both the Slndh Reserve Police and the Regular Police is similar.

N 30 (At the. very outset, Mr, Ifukhar Grllam Counsel for the Petrtroner in C P. No. 601 of 2015 stated

. that his client was not a party to the proceeding before the Tribunal but was adversely affected by the

impugned judgment and has therefore filed the instant Petition. He contended that his arguments would

- be'confined to whether the Tribunal was vested with the Jurlsdrenon to drspose of the Servrce Appeals in.
. the manner 1t has ‘done s0. : : .

31 ‘ He contended that section 5 of the Sindh Servrce Tnbunal Act and sec’non 5 of the Federal Servrce

- . Tribunal Act 1973, are in Pari Materia and the said provision is t6-be read in conjunction with|Article

-175(2) of the Constitution. He contended that directions of the nature, which had been given by the.

Tribunal in the impugned judgment, may only be given by ithe Honorable Superior ‘Courts whilst

_-exercising their Constitutional Jurisdiction under Articles 184(3) and. 199 of the Constitution. He further

submitted that the Tribunal can only give directions in personam and not directions in rem and that the

‘ ‘Trrbunal has gone beyond its Jurrsdrctron and given directions which only this Court can grve under
Artrcle 187 of the Constltutron i.e. directions which are not prayed for.- :

) '32 . He submltted that even the Honorable High Courts cannot give directions which are not prayed for
but, on the contrary, may only mould the relief. Mr. Iftikhar Hussain Gillani, learned Senior ASC .
. contended that the Tribunal has proeeeded to do complete justice, a power that is only vested with ‘this
- .Court under Article 187 of the Constitution. In support of his submissions, he placed reliance on the case
* repotted as Dossani Travéls Pvt. Ltd and others.v. M/s Travels Shop Pvt Ltd. and others (PLD 2014 SC l)
(Para 4, Pg. 39) : l
33 Mr Iftikhar Hussaln Grllanr, leamed Semor ASC in rebultal to Mr Aqxl Awan's SumeSSIOIl that,
: fby virtue of Article 212 of the Constitution, the Tribunal was vested with powers much wider in @e :
~than those exerc1sed by the Superior Courts of this Country, submitted that tlus might be true, but, only
' %wuh respect to an individual and not to entire cadre or Pohce Force S _ 1‘

34 M Zulﬁqar Khalid Malukd ledmed’ ASC for the Pent]oner in C.Ps. Nos:507 to 508 of 201,
- submitted that he adopts the arguments of Mr Iftlkhar Hussam Glllam learned Senior ASC for t
Pentroner in C P.No.601 of 2015 :

35. M Muhamrnad Mumr Paracha learned ASC for the Petmoners inC. Ps Nos 529 to 533 of 201 5

. contended that the learned Tribunal had erred by holdmg that Sindh Reserve Police was a different cadre.

. He submitted that section 2 of the Police Act 1861, was clear that the entire Police Estabhshment shall be

- _.deemed to be one force. With reference to senlonty, he contended that Range wise seniority was clearly

creating problems .

36. Mr M ‘M. Aqu Awan, learned ASC for the Respondents in C. Ps. Nos: 494 and 506 of 2015

~ contended that there were two,_issues before the Tribunal. The first issue was whether the Sindh Reserve

Police was a separate cadre, which the Tribunal answered. in-the affirmative by holdlng that it was a
separate cadre. The second issue before the Tribunal, was whether the standing orders issued by the -
Sloofle o T o © 10-Mar-23, 10:51 AM
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-~ Inspector General of Police, Sindh, were legal or not. On this count, the Tribunal was of the view that '
- they were illegal. The learned Counsel submitted that there was no dispute with respect to-the legality of-
* . the Standing Orders and it was agreed that they were illegal, therefore, the only ‘point that rpefaitR

;nswefe’d was whether the Sindh Reserve Police was a separate cadlrg or not.

NONStali€- to
level of Inspector fell within the category of Upper Subordinates and that the seniority for such Upper
Subordinates ‘was to be maintained under Rule 12.2(3) of the Police Rules 1934. In support of his-
submissions, he placed reliance on IGP, Punjab, Lahore and others v. Mushtaq Ahmed Warraich and
others (PLD 1985 SC 159) ‘(Pg.177) and Neimat Ali Goraya -and others V. Jaffar Abbas,
Inspector/Sergeant Traffic etc. (1996 SCMR 826). He submitted that the prevalent practice was that the -

37, | Mr. M. M. :Aqill‘ Awan, learned ASC, conie;nded that persofis rang g from Head

. . v

tentative seniority list was being made the basis of promotion.

38.  With respect to the Sindh Reserve Police being a separate cadre, Mr. M. M. Aqil Awan, learned
" ASC, contended that the Sindh Reserve Police maintained a different.seniority list, which indicates that it~
" is a separate cadre. He further contended that absorption does not take place within the same cadre and as
“such, the fact that pefsons are. absorbed into the Regular Police fiom the Sindh Reserve Police,’in itself
" implies that the Sindh Reserve Police is a separate cadre. He contended that the Inspector General of. .
" Police has referred to the Sindh Reserve Police as a separate cadre in his Standing Orders, in addition to it .
being consistently tredted as'a separate cadre at the departmental level. In this behalf he drewour
" attention to para 46 of the impugned judgment. e ‘ o ‘
39. To an observation of this Court that the Police should have a cenfralized-.seniority mechanism in
place, Mr. M. M. Aqil Awan, ASC, submitted that the dlration of training and courses for persons
inducted and ‘appointed to the Sindh- Reserve Police and the Regular Police are different. The Regular /
District Police is required to complete coursés A, B and C as prescribed under Rule 19.25 of the Police
Rules 1934, and there is no such.requirement for the Sindh Reserve Police. The learned Counsel further
submitted that although under section 2 of the Police Act 1861, the Police Establishment is one Police T
_Force, the IT, Prosecution and Women Branch are different cadres, each having their own recruitment
rules within that one Police Force. The factum of there being multiple cadres within one Police Foregr is
not a departure from Section 2 of the, Police Act1861. .~ S ' M‘j&

- 40. . In order to draw a distinction between a wing of the Pclice and a cddre, Mr. M.M.Aqil Awgn,
ASC, stated that Traffic Police and the Anti Terrorist Squad were wings of the Police and they shared fhe -
_ same seniority list with the Regular Police and as such were part of the same. He submitted that the Sindh.
Reserve Police, on the contrary, maintained its own seniority list and therefore this was further proof of its
" being a separate cadre and not a wing of the Regular Police. S '

- 41, Mr. M.M. Agqil Awan, learned ASC for the Respondents, submitted that all the irregpll_ariti‘es in the
- preparation of the seniority list by the Police are brought to light upon a reading of paras 41 to 45 of the
“impugned judgment andthat these findings have not been coniroverted €ither béfore the Tribunal or
‘before this Court; He submitted that the Inspector General of Police has unbridled and blind powers. He'
contended that it was the Inspector General of Police who sanctioned horizontal movement-and it 'vu(ashe,
who made wings within the Police: He further submitted that, if there was a clog or fetter on the unbridled
. powers of the Inspector General of Police, it was under Section 12 of the Police Act 1861, which .
~ mandates the prior approval of the Provincial Government. In this behalf Mr, M.-M. Aqil Awan, learned
~ ASC placed reliance on Khalil-ur-Rehman Khan, D.S.P. and. others v. Province of Punjab through Home -
~ Secretary and others (PLD 1985 SC 195) at pg.204. He stated that the aforesaid judicial pronouncement
“ has laid down the scope of Section 12 of the Police Act 1861, and the same has been continuously
violated by the Inspector General of Police. He submitted that it was the.Inspector General of Police who
made the Sindh Reserve Police and it was he, who had been transferring Assistant Sub-Inspectors back = -
and forth. The learned Counsel submitted that the question that begged to be answered was how the - -
continuous violation of section 12 of the Police Act 1861, may be stopped. He stated that one way tostop .-
the said violation had been laid down by the Tribunal through the impugned judgment. '
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42.. M M M. Aqll Awan learried ASC subm1tted that thd Trlb remT
==, pendipg before it had not ignored section 2 of the Police Act 1861. He stated that section 2 of the Act
does not stipulate that there shall be one cadre, but that there shall be one Police Force. His contention - -
_ was that section 2 of ihe Act was to be read with Rule 1.3 of the Police Rules 1934, and it was through
~ this Rule that cadres had been created. He further contended that the word. "Cadre" and "Administrative . |
Unit" have not been defined, either in the Police Act 1861, or in the Police Rules 1934. He submitted that
. if the Police Rules were silent on a subject, the Civil Service Laws would hold the field, as long' gs the
. latter were not inconsistent with the former, Mr. M. M. Aqil-Awan, learned ASC, submitted that "Cadre"
. has been defined under Rule 9(4) of the Fundamental Rules 1922, as well as under Rule 9(8) of the Sindh
~ . Civil Services Rules 1950, with the latter definition also having been adopted by the Tribunal in the
lmpugned judgment. He placed reliance on a recent judgment. of this Court, reported as Muhammad
Bachal Memon and others v. Syed Tanveer Hussain Shah and- others (2014 ‘SCMR 1539) (Pg 1549).
* wherein "Cadre" has been' defined and submitted that on the touchstone of the aforesaid Judgment the
- said deﬁmtlon would also apply tothe Pohce Act 1861, and the Police Rules 1934

430 The learned ASC further contended that i ipso facto, the Police Rules 1934 did not apply 10 the ,

" Sindh-Reserve Police, as'it camé into being through a Standing Order issued in 1970, He submitted that -
persons appoirted to the Sindh Reserve Police had undergone only a year of training which'was in clear

- contravention of Rule 12.8 of the Police Rules 1934. He, with great force and fervor, contended that the

~ Sindh Reserve Police cannot be a part of the Regular Police Force as it had not seen'the rigors of Rule
12.8 .of the Police Rules 1934. With reference to. conﬁrmatlon, Mr. M. M. Aqil Awan, learned ASC, -

"~ contended that Rule 19,25 had to be read ‘with.Rule 13:18 of the Police Rules 1934. He next contended
__that the Inspector General of Police's unfettered powers ought to be curtailed with respect to transfers and -
-athe creation of .wings etc. He subrmtted that. one way of achieving the aforesaid objectives is that
&ecrmtment rules should be made, thereby channelizing the Inspector General of Police's unbridied
. powers. He submiited that even-otherwise, the Inspector General of Police cannot alter the conditions of

service of persons in the Police Force. He submitted that, on the touchstone of Article 240(b) of the
: Consntutlon the same was w1th1n the sole competence and exclusive domam of the provmcral leglslature

44, . Replymg to the arguments of M. Iftikhar Hussain Gillani, learned Semor ASC for the Peunoner B}
.in C:PNo.601 of 2015, on ‘the question of the jurisdiction of the Tribunal to issue’ directions as it had -
whilst drsposmg of the Appeals, Mr. M. M. Aqil' Awan submitted that by virtue of Article 212 of the .-
~ Constitution there was a bar on the High Court, and on this Court as well, to issue directions of the like

 that can be issued by the Service Tribunal. He submitted that the Tribunals powers, whilst adjudicating
upon a lis before it, were wide ranging in scope and in support of his submission he rel1ed upon Pakistan
Railways thr. its GM v, Ghulam Rasul (1997 SCMR 1581)(1587) and Ali Muhammad v. Commissioner.
Afghan Refuges NWEFP and others (1995 SCMR 1675). Mr. M. M. Aqil Awan, learned ASC concluded

- his arguments by submitting that, on the question of the Sindh Reserve Police being a different cadré than-
the Regular Police Force, the Tribunal dealt with the said‘question in a comprehens1ve manner: ind

‘ referred to paras' 52 to 53 56, 64, 66 and 68 of the 1mpugned Judg ment.

. '45 We have heard the learned Counsel for the Appellants, the learned Advocate General, Sindh, d‘
' the Counsel representmg the Respondents at length and w1th therr assrstance have perused the record

46, Belore we could travel mto the scheme of the Police Act and the Rules framed thereunder it has
“been conceded by the learned Advocate General, Sindh, that the Standlng Orders issued at times by the

different .G Police were without the approval of the Provincial (Government and, therefore, did not have:

any legal status. Tn view of this conceding statement of the Advocate General, no argument was advanced
) by elther party to'the validity or otherw1se of the' Standlng Orders issued by the I Gs Police at tlmes

: 47, On the eXammatlon of the scheme of’ the Police Act 1861, we Have notxced ‘that Sectlon 2 of the ~
- Police Act speaks of the constitution of the pollce force. Sect1on 21is reproduced hereunder - ‘

.
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. ~~"The. entlre polrce establlshment under a Provincial Government shall for the purposes of thrs
_ ~Act;, be deemed to be’ one pohce force and shall be formally enrolled and ‘shall consist of such
o , Dumber of officers and men, and shall be constituted in-such manner, as shall from timesteime be
. ordered by the Provmmal Government " : e g w V'Y 2
Secnon 3 confers powers on the Provincial Governmenf'to super fe or control any ol Vs fine ary.

~ Section 4 confers powers upon the: Inspector General of Police as its admmrstratrve hed Sectron 7
speaks of appointments within the police force. Section 12 ¢onfers powers on the 1.G.P-to frame such’

* ~orders and rules from time to time, subject to the approval of the Provincial Government, relative to the

~ organization, classification and distribution of the police force, the places at Wthh the members of the .
force shall re51de, and the partrcular servrces to be performed by them. :

48. On scanmng the Police Rules 1934, we have notlced that Chapter-I of the Rules relates fo
departmental organization of the police. Rule 1.1 defines General Police District with further clarification
that all ranks of police employed in the provrnce are appointed or enrolled under section 2 of the Act.
Rule 1.2 confers powers on the I.G. P which are in thie nature of commancl discipline and administration.
Rule 1.3 defines General Police District Division, which provrdes the “structure . of the Sindh Pollce
categorrzed in dxfferent estabhshments -

‘i. ) Trarmng Schools (rncludmg Provmcra] Fmger Prrnt Bureau)
i Specral Branch i
i CrimesBranch o T

~iv.  District Police. : R . o \J/

\Z -Reserve Police Establlshment (mserted through Government nouﬁcatron dated 22. OP
by amending the Rules). - : ‘

49, _ Ru[e 1.4 deﬁnes the adrmmstratlon of the aforesald establlshments -

a. "¢ The district of the provmce as grouped in. range headed by the Ofﬁcer of the rank of
Deputy Inspector General of Pollce :

b. - - The affarrs of Polrce Trammg Centre, Slhala ini t1ally was headed by the Ofﬁcer of the
~ rank of the Deputy Inspector General of Police. In Sindh subsequently different Police Training
- Centers were established, which now are under the command of Deputy Inspector General of

Police Trarmng Branch. o : '

A<_:.' _ Crlme Branch is headed by the ofﬁcer of the rank of Deputy Inspector General of Pohce

d. Specrai Branch is headed by the ofﬁcer of the rank of Deputy Inspector General of Police.

~

- R 2 The reserve pohce estabhshment now styled as Smdh Reserve Pohce is headed by Deputy. AR
B * ‘ Inspector General of Police. : -
50. ‘Rule 15 prescnbes the hmlts of _]urlsdrctmn and lrabrhty to transfer whlch for the sake of

convenience is reproduced hereunder:-

AL pohce officers appointed or. enrolled in Paklstan general police dlstrlct constitute ong polrce

force and are liable to, and legally empowered for, police duty anywhere within the province. No A
_sub-division of the force terr 1tor1aliy or by classes such as mounted and -foot pohce affects this  °
prlncrple :
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= '51. . Rule 1.6 defines the administration and functions of DG _Police” appointed -in. gikigrent
*  establishments specified in Rule 1.3, which is reproduced hgrf:under:- ‘ N : ).
e "Deputy Inspectors-General-Duties and fundiéns of.- The Deputy ij'ector-Gehcra efPolice. .
. Crime, Special Branch and Crime Branch and Special Branch. : SR

" The Deputy Inspector-General, Crime Branch is responsible, through the staff of his department,
for the intelligence organization of the criminal administration; in this capacity he is called upon
to assist both the Provincial Government and the district authorities, He is also authorized to call
upon the district or railway police for action in such matters, whether. in respect of crime or. .
- intélligence as may, from time to time, be considered to his charge. In respect of crime,
~Department of Police Crime Branch will keep the Deputy Inspectors General of Police a Special
Branch, a Crirhe Branch the ranges concerned fully informed of all action which his department is”

taking within the sphere of their‘juri_sdictiqn; : R, ' ol

The Deputy Inspector-Géneral of a range is responsible to the Inspector General for the:
administration, training and discipline of the police of his range and for the efficiency of their
organization and operations for the prevention and detection of crime. In the exercise of this .
responsibility a Deputy. Inspector General will interfere as little as possible with the executive.” -~
. authority of the Superintendents under him, and will permit such modifications of practice and
organization to suit Jocal conditions as he may consider advisable, and as the law and these| rules
" allow. He will use his powers of control to secure a uniform standard ‘of efficiency and the fullest

" co-operation between districts and branches of the force in the circulation of information and in
action against criminals. ’ o - ' N S

_ To ensure that efﬁciency shall not be impaired by undue variation in methods or piactice in
‘different parts of the province, Deputy Inspector-General of Ranges and of the Crime Branch shall -
maintain close touch with each other by informal meetings and formal conferences. They shall

" frecly exchange information relating to the criminal administration, and shall ensure that co-

 operation between ranges and branches of the force is as close as that between the district within a
range. Before issuing-any circular order having the effect of altering in principle any matter of’
departmental practice’ or affecting the administration of the law, Deputy Inspector General shall
obtain the approval of the Inspector General. Copies of all such circular orders and of instructions

- of general importance whether previously approved by the Inspector General or not, shall be sent

. to the Inspector-General and other Deputy Inspectors-Géneral for information.” § ' '

L 52.  The rule defines the parameéters of the powers of all the Deputy Inspector General of Police in the
"~ Police Force with the distinction that'the Range Deputy Inspector General of Police has the power of
Wadministration, training and discipline of the forces ‘within his statutory Range, which shall include all the
" Police personnel initially in his range and transferred to any other establishment under the Police Rules.
The.aforesaid arrangement under Rule 1.6 further has to be read with Rule 1.5, which provides that all -
‘police officers appointéd or-enrolled in any establishment shall be construed as one police force of the-
District and is obliged to and legally empowered for Police duty anywhere ‘within the province. This Rule
_even restricts the sub-division-in Police tefritorially by creating class such as mounted- and foot police,
which may otherwise militate the scheme of the Police Act. ' oo L ;

‘ _‘ 53 The appointments and e;nfollments_ of the Police Personnel are regulated by Rule 12 of the Pol_ice .
. Rules, 1934 of Chapter XII, which deals with. three different sets of recfuitment pro?sﬁs’ described - -
- thereunder:- - - . : - _

a "Recﬁ'lit'mcnt in prosecution (Legal ‘Branch)','.Rule 12:6(3)(C). | _ A- W

T o Recruitment of Technical District, Rule 12.3 (B) B
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[ | Recruitrrient of uppet 'suhordinate in Police, Rule f?_ 6

There isa dxfference in the training courses of the personnel appomted in the mentioned units as -
o *orescrrbed in the Police Rules : . ER '

»

.a.- : Tratning of personnel:-
i Constables, Rule 19.2

i Upper subordtnate Rule1925 © S

-

b Training of officers in prosecutiOnt(Legal Branch), Rule 19.26..
¢ - Training)‘o'f the ofﬁcers in Techrrical District, Rule 12.3 (B) (2).
'Ruies 12. 6 (3) (e) suggests that

“(e) After recruitment no Inspector (Legal) Shdll be . allowed - change of cadre trom, o
' Inspector (Legal) 1o the Executrve of any other Branch in the Police Department -

" 54. On the basis of the aforementroned criteria of recrmtment and training in terms of the Rules .
referred to hereinabove, it can be easily concluded that the Sindh Police force has three independent units . |
i.e. Executive,,Technical District and Prosecutlon (Legal).|On scanning of the rules, it can be further
concluded that the Police personnel appointed in terms.of the aforesaid recruitment process cannot

" horizontally travel to any other unit referred to heremabove either by way of transfer or otherwrse

55, . We may, however, observe that Rule 12. 8 of the Police Rules, 1934 provrdes recrurtment process

“and trammg ‘program from ‘Constable to Inspector in the Pohce Establlshment (Executrve Umt) is
common. R

¥

56. There are six (06) promotion hsts malntamed in the Police Department as per semorlty and N
quahhcanon (Tratmngs and Promotional Courses) of the personnel in various ranks ie.- :

1. List-A, malntamed in the District for Constables havmg 3 years' sugcessful completron of
' probatronary pertod and found fit for promotron to the Llst-B (Rule 13.6).

‘ ii: -7 List-B, mamtamed in the District for Constables who are. present in List-A and found' ‘

eligible to be sent to Lower School Course whrch is a promotional training for promot:on to the
rank of HC. (Rule 13.7).

iii. - List-C, mamtarned in the District for Constables, who have quallﬁed Lower[ chool . -
. Course and are eligible for.promotion to the rank of Head Constable. (Rule 13.8).

L. List-D, prepared in the District and forwarded to the Range DIGP for app1 ovat and _'
maintenance of seniority list. This list includes Head Constables eligible for the, promo@ to the
rank of ASI after successful eompletlon of Intermedrate School Course (Rule 13.9). W

7

V.. Lrst—E maintained by the Range DIGPs, contarnmg conﬁrmed AS{s who are éLk{ ibl
promotlon to the rank of Sub- Inspectors (Rule 13.10).

for. .

vi.t Llst-F prepared by CPO on the recommendation of Range DIGPs and mainfhined by :
Central Police Office (CPO) on centralized basis, containing confirmed Sub-Inspectors, who have
qualrﬁed Upper School Course and are eligible for the promotron 1o the rank of Inspectors (Rules:
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'~ 57, . Under the Police Rules, 1934; the seniority of the Constable Head Constable is mamtamed in -
St the Drstrrct whereas. seniority of ASI and. S is maintained by the Range DIG: The seniority of the |
. Inspector in Police is maintained by the Central Police Office. The trammg and exammanon ‘of the
T Executlve Unit is provrded in Chapter XIX of the Pohce Rules. . K
58. ~ Now w1th this background we feel that we should also examine as to how Smdh Reservelyjohce '
_ was raised. In order to understand the establishment of Sindh Reserve Police, we have gone through
Chapter XVII, which deals with the Head Quarters Establishments and Reserves in Polxce Force It
appears that under the aforesaid Chapter reServes are created in the followmg chronoiogy A o ‘

- 59; Rule 17 9 (1) of the Pohce Rules 1934 spells out the first armed reserve,. Rule 17.10 speaks of
mobilization of the second reserve and Rule -17.11 defines the mobilization 6f third reserve. In the
' -aforesaid rules; the fir$t armed reserve is the’ Regular Police in District maintained by the Superintendent
of Police or Senior Superintendent of Police of the District and is moved under. the orders of the
" réspective range DIG of Police or Inspector General of Police. The mobilization of sccond reserve takes X
* place under the orders of the Inspector General of Police, whereas mobilization of. third reserve is under -
" the orders of the Provmc1al Govemment (Chlef Minister through Inspector General of Pollce)

60. The aforesard three "Provmcral Reserves" by a Notification daled 01. 7 1980 were combmed'

. together and made part of Sindh Constabulary Force -with effect from 01.7. 1980. The "Provincial Armed . -
Reserves" on its merger became the Sindh Constabulary;-before the merger of the aforesaid unit, it was
regulated by the District Police under Rules-17.9, 17.10 and 17.11 of the Police Rules, 1934. By another

- Notification dated 03.4,1985 of the Sindh Government, the 'Sindh Constabulary' was renamed as 'Sindh
eserve Police' and was given under the command of DIG, Tralmng and Smdh Resérve Police.

61. - We were informed durmg the hearmg that the recruitment process adopted for the aforesald .
~ personnel of Sindh Reserve Police was common to that of a District Police in terms 'of the Police Rules as
initially they were given the training through Police Training Centers. There is an additional requirement - '
. of acqumng practical training in.terms of Rule 19.25, whlch the Smdh Reserve Pohce personnel di¢'not
Z acqurre tlll 1992, , s _ _ M

.

62 ‘The issue cropped up when on 30 6. 2010 a Standmg Order No. 243 of 2010 was issued by
then Inspector General of Police declaring Training Branch Establishment as a Range. On account offthis -
Standing Order, the DIG training branch establishment ‘was unauthorizedly conferred administfative
-powers of DIG range. The DIG training branch started recruitment of the Police Constables as provided

- _under the Police Rules. He also started maintaining the seniority ‘of all the Police personnel serving in the
training branch establishment against the language of the Police Rules. The Standing Order referred to i

~ hereinabove’ was admittedly issued without the approval-of the government, which is a mandatory -

- requirement. ‘Even otherwise aforementioned Standing Order is beyond the . authorlty of the Tnspector -
General of Police as the Rules do niot confer upon him  powers to alter the tefms and conditions of any of
the establishment within the Police Force. The situation further aggravated when the then DIG, Sindh
Reserve Police usurped the administrative powérs of the range DIG unilaterally. He.started recruiting the
Police personnel in the manner provided under the Police Rules, which was- beyond his authority. The |

* seniority of the Police personnel serving within the Sindh Reserve Police establishment, which ought to-
have been maintained in their respective Ranges, was also maintained - ‘by him illegally. Neither any
Standing Order nor any othér' instrument authorlzed the DIG, Sindh Reserve Police to exercise . |
administrative powers of the nature. Likewise, the Special Branch also recruited the Police personnel and
maintained their seniority within their establishment through the DIG heading thé establishment.
However, the DIG. Crime Branch establishment neither- exercrsed the admlnlstratlve powers of the Rangé '
DIG" nor .recruited ‘any Police personnel, even the seniority “of the Police personnel serving in’ the
establishment was not maintained by him. In other words, the very Standmg Order of 30.6.2010 declaring
_training branch establlslnnent as a Range ex-facle was in violation of section 2 of the Pohce Act, 1861
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L -read*wtth Rule 1.5 of the Pohce Rules, 1934 whereas the admmlstratlve powers unllaterally exer01sed by iR
- the DIG, Sindh Reserve Police estabhshment and Specual Branch establishment were against the spx fouk
¢  the Pollce Act and Rules. : - o .

63.. . In the aforesaid events, when these three estabhslnnents usurped & powers of the r Qgae]
without any sanction of law, the entire purpose of the Police Act and the Rules of 1934 was defeated
Under the Police Rules all foot Constables appointed by this establishment were given the training as -
provrded to the Executive Police Force, however, the Sindh Reserve Police establishment also recruited

" ASIs in the same manner as is being done by the other establishments; it they were not given the” -
practlcal training as provided under Police Rule 19.25. Subsequent thereto, after the | 1ssuance - of Standing’

. Order 1992, the practical. training under Rule 19. 25 was made mandatory for the Pohce personnel of

‘ Smdh Reserve Pohce establishment. : :

64 During hearing of the appeals, the AIG (Estabhshment) miormed us. that some Pollce personnel of
the Sindh Reserve Police sought their transfer:from Sindh Resetve- Police . establishment to executive
Police establishment. Upon this request, a Standing Order No.119 0f'1992 dated 08.9.1992 was issued by

~ the Inspector General of Police acceding to their request subject to their obtaining practical trgining

- provided under the Police Rules. Since the issuance of the Standing Order all the Police: personne] -

. recruited in thé Sindh Reserve Police establishment were rmade to undertake practical training and at
present within the establishments .all the personnel of the Police have obtamed practlcal tralmng in‘terms

of Chapter XIX of the Police Rules, 1934. -

.65, We are disturbed in the manner ‘the powers were belng exerclsed by the DIGs headmg different
establishments under the nose.of the government, which was not only against the Police Rules but such

- practice has actually divided the Police Force. The estabhshmentsg were created to facilitate the smooth
working. of the Police. There is no concept of cadre within the Police, which is one indivisible force.

.However, as referred to hereinabove the Police Rules prescribe ‘three modes in recruiting the Pohce

~_personnel The first recruitment mode is appointment of the Executive Police, the second recruitment .
mode, which has a different set of Rules refers to appointment of techmcal District Police and the third
mode brmgs the. recruitment of the Inspeetors/Sub -Inspectors Prosécution (Legal). There can be’
employees in the Police Department which  are non-uniformaed like ministerial staff and/or L.T.

* Department but they are recrulted and regulated by the Slndh Civil Servants Act, 1973 and the Rules
framed theréunder. :
66.  The learned Service Tribunal has misconstrued Rule 1 3 01 the Pohce Rules, under which dtfferent

' stabhshments were made in the Police Force to facilitate the smooth working. By erroneous assumption

" of the powers under the Standing Order or. otherwise, the DIGs, who were heading. ‘the establishments
construed the establishment as Ranges.” Additionally, all the administrative powers conferred on the
Range DIG, i.e who heads ‘the Executive Police Range, were encroached on by the heads of these

_establishments created under the Rule 1.4, The said DIGs of the establishments also started maintaining
seniority and making recruitments to these establishments, in negation of the clear language of the Police
Rules. These actions of the heads of the establishments ex-facie militate the provisions, of Police Act and
Rules which provide the Police Force as one indivisible Force. The 1earned Service Tribunal loosing sight

. of the fact that these estabhshments cannot be construed as Ranges in the first place had directed the -

- . governmerit to give them the. status of cadres, inter alia, on the ground of their respective functions -
performed by the personnel in these establishments. The concept of cadre has neither been defined in the
Police Act nor by the rules framed thereunder. Though the term 'Cadre', has been used in Police Rule
12.6(3)(e). Even in the Sindh Civil Servants Act, 1973 or the rules framed thereunder, the cadre has not
been defined. However, the term 'Cadre' has been defined in Rule 9(4) of the Fundamente;tzmg 1992.

* The said Rule defines "Cadre" means the strength of a serv1ce or a part of a sefvice safictioned as a
separate unit." E o - o . \ A '
67. We have further notlced that the concept of 'Cadre within the Pohce service could @h be

~ introduced if it is established that the recruitment- process, the . training and practical training Af the

"members of Police Force is dlstlnct Under the Pohce Rules entry point of all the Police persophel in

$
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. Executive Pohce is common. They have common recrultment process, pohce trammg and “practical

.- . training as prescribed under the Rules and once these trainings-after their appointments are -completed, -

.- they are transferred to the different establishments under the Rules The posting and transfer to an

" estibiishment of a member of Police Force is permissible under Police Rule 1.5 would not change the

o Cadre of a police personnél. The Rule 1.5 allows the police personnel to progress vertically.by the rules

- prescribed and could be transferred to any of the establishment, There no restriction placed ona ohc .
otﬁmal for transfer from one establishment to other. - £

68. ' Moreover, sectton 12 of the Pohce Act 1861 leaves no doubt or
" Police Force is ‘an indivisible entity that is commanded by Inspector General of Police, who has vast
‘powers, subject to the approval of.the government, he can frame orders or rules with regard to the
organization, classification and distribution of. police, force. In other words, the aforesaid provision
‘enables the IG Police to cater to the situation, where it is expedient for him to issue such orders and make
" such rules, with the approval of the government, as are requxred to meet the contmgencxes related to, mter
. alia, preventton and detectlon of" cnmes , :

~ 69.". . The learned Tnbunal has erred in treatlng the different establishments created under the Pohce A
Rules, 1.4 as various Cadres classified on functional basis; whereas the overall scheme of Police Act,
1861 and the Rules 1934 envisage the police. forces'one indivisible body possessing various
establishments performing the assigned functions such as District Police, Police Training Center, Crime
Branch, Special Branch, Reserve Police and so on. Each of these establishments are in fact integral parts
of the police force, and under no rules of constructton they can be construed as separate or mdependent '
Cadres . - -

70.  Therefore, the directions of the learned Tribunal to the government to create Cadres in substitution -
of the establishments is neither warranted by the Act nor by the Rules and will lead to anomalies as has
happened in the case in hand, where the DIGs of different estabhsbments started exermsmg the

' .admlmstratwe powers of the Range DIGs.

71. Weare clear in our mind that there should be common seniority of Police Personnel serving in-all
the establishments to be maintained by- District Police, the Range DIG and Central Police Office (C.P.O.)
strictly as provrded by the Rules in Chapter XIII, as discussed in Para 56. supra. Therefore, the Sindh '
“Government and the competent authority under the Police Rules shall prepare the common seniority list
‘of the Police Personnel serving in different establishments within three (03) months of the cl € 0 ((hls‘

judgment in terms of Police Rules and report comphance

T2 L1kew1se we are clear in our mind that all the estabhshments other than the executlvq o 1ce
establishment, i.e., in-charge Dlstnct police and Range DIG, are barred from rnakmg direct or indjrect
recrultment or promotton

73 Bemg the custodian of the service record etc. of the Police personnel, the Dlstrxct police/Range .
,DIG shall make selection for Police personnel for police training and practical training, and no other
establishment shall be authorized to- make such selection. By way of clarification it may be observed that
the matters related to-seniority, .promotion or tralnmgs in respect of Police Inspector, the competent '
authonty is Inspector General of Pohce as prov1ded in the Rules 1 934

_ 74. Tthas been observed that in many cases the Pohce personnel have completed their statutory period
of probatron but they were not confirmed for want of notrﬁcatlon, and as result of which such officials
have suffered in terms of- delayed promotion or logs of seniority, which'is a sheer neghgence and abuse of .
power o the part of the competent authorities concerned. Hence, we are of the view that-this practice .

- must be brought to an effective end so that injustice may not be perpetrated against such officials.

- ‘Therefore, in future those Police Personnel who have completed their statutory period of. probation, .

“whether it is three years or two yectrs they shall stand confirmed whether or not a notification to that
'effect is issued.’ : .

’
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. 75. Wehave further observed that a cherry plckmg is made in t e case of &

e« - for Mllce training or practical training despite the fact they have complete

~  eli gwle for such trainings, which amounts to denying them of timely promotion for the next scale “ ence, - /.

~» - we direct that in future, competent authority shall ensure that the Police personnel whovhave completed (’) ;
- their required period to be eligible for-trainings shall be forthwith sent for the training; and in case such *
police officials are bypassed for such trainings on account of default by the department, or to extend a
favour to the junior, or negligence by the authority concerned their inter se seniority’ and the

' accompanymg financial entltlements shall not be effected on ‘account of their late j Jommg or completxon of -
training.. -~ - S : :

76. - For the reason stated heremabove we allow all these appeals and set amde the Judgment of the
* learned Sindh Service Tribunal. It is expected from the-Sindh Government and the Inspector General of -
" Police, Smdh that the directives contained in this judgment shalf be implemented in its letter and spirit -
- without any undue delay and the seniority- list of all the Police personnel belonging to any of the
- establishment created in terms of Rule 1 4 of the Pollce Rules, 1934 shall be prepared w1th1n the time
st1pulated in the]udgment I o - '

77. . Copies of this Judgment be sent tlnough fax and 0therw1se to the Sindh Chief Secretary,. Horne_, »
’ Secretary, Sindh, Inspector General of Police, Sindh and Advocate General Smdh for their. mformatlon .
nd compliance. - :

-

-

: ’MWA/G~7/SC. T Aﬁpealallowed.-
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Present: Ab dul Hameed Dogar, C I I}az-ﬁl-Hessan Khan, Mﬂhax.ﬁl.i}ad‘Qeim ]’an'-‘l.{‘liat_r B

and Ch. Ejaz .Yous‘a{, .

GOVERNMENT OF PUN)AB through Secretary Educatlon, Civil Secretariat, Labore )

and othels----Pem:loners . o

Versus
SAMEENA PARVEEN and others----Resp ondents

4 cnn&mal Peﬁﬁons Nos.'/‘l—L and. 72-L, Civil Petmons 2151, 216- L 217JL 218—L 224-14.-. :
to'236-L of 2006, decided on 29th Apn\l._ZOQB. L :

_(On appeal from the ]udgment dated 29 1- 2008 of - the Lahore I-hgh Court,'"L'ahore _

.- passed in. Cr.0.P, No.370/W and 561/W of 2007, Wnt Petitions’ Nos 11525 1.1263  o
111516, 11662, 11663, 11766, 11881, 11835 12136 and 12185 of 200‘7 86 123:,-.2-74, '_-'
345,599, 64'3 and 11619 of 2008). e

Civil service-= ' -
. : N .. . y -

‘---~Admmlstrat1w of justice- —If 2 Tubunal or the Supreme Court dec1des a pomt of law.

relatmg to the terms and conditions of a civil servant who’ 11t1gated and there were -
“other civil servants, who may not have taken any 1ega1 proceedmgs, in such a case, the :
du.tates of justice and rule of good govemance demand that the benefit of the said .

decision be extended to other civil servants also, who may, not be: partles to that -
litigation, mstead of compoilmg them to apploach the Tr ibunal or any ot.her leg*ﬂ fmum- .f
--All citizens are equal ’ efme law and entuled to equal pxotectlon of law as per Art.25 of.

the Constitution.

Hameed Akhtar N;am v, The Secxetary, Estabhshment Dwmon, Government of Palﬂstan and :
oth«.rs 1996 SCMR 1185, and Tara Chand and others v. Karachi Water and Sewerage Boald _
", Karachiand others 2005 SCMR 499 fol L R e
. }
MSL Mueqadas Akhtar and another v, Provmc:o of P\m)ab through Secretary- Educanon'
: Deparnnent, Gover nment of Punjab and another 2000 PI.C (C. s ] 867 ref Ey
M's,_‘}{&fsheoﬁlllazenfmj; M.4G., Pux}ia}ﬁ and Rana Ab@ul Qayyum,'D;.S; (Educaﬁoﬁ) Punjab f.o,lg-', a
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C. P 224—1. of ?.G 08]

' I}lem_o for other Responci'ents,__ .-

-~ ORDER -

set aside.

o Province of Punjab throu gh Secretary Educatxon Department Government of niah.-and
' another 2000 PLC EC S) 867 The relevantparag‘raph 1s reproducec\ as under. G AR

\\‘.

. ABDUL HAMEED DOGAR, ]-—-Through this order we intend to dtspose of above
‘ captroned petitions filed agamst common }udgment dated 29-1-2008 passed ‘oy leamed
Judge in Chambers of L'\hore Hrgh Court 1.ahore whereby Cr.0.P..No. 37 0 JW-and: 561/W of .- " . j
2007, Writ Petmons Nos. 11525 11263 11516 11662, 11663 11766, 11881 11835

12136 and 12185 of 2007 ‘86, 123, 274 345, 599, 643. and 11619 of - 2008 ﬁled by
respondents were allowed and the \mpugned orders pab* ed by peutloner/authorrty we1e ' ‘ :

Bneﬂy, stated facts gwmg rise to the ﬁhng of mstant petitions are that responcIents were o
appon_lted as PTC Teachérs dunng the year 1995/1996 after completxon of 'a‘__:_"lecal

' reriuire‘ments and they joined their respectwe place of postlng After sometl.me, then' o ‘
oppomtments were cancc‘lled ‘being bogus vide ordel -No. 277/]: -1, dated 3- 4-1998 Thls e

order was assarfed before learned Lahore Hrgh Court,, Lahore e.nd same was dec;lared to be .

without lawful authorrty in the case report.ed as Mst. Muqqadas Aldhtar: and another v L

"Consequently the petmonems are declared to he in. serwce and the acnon of the .

- . Headmasters /Incharge of the Schools stopping the petltloners from peltormance of - .

theu‘ duties as PTC Teachers on the basis of Lhe above sald 1mpugned order,- 1s‘--ﬂ
“declared to- be w1thout lawful authorlty lt is, however, clarlﬁed that the department _

is.at liberty to pr beeed against petmoners. if so desired, on mdwldual basis. under' o

the relevant. law and under the Pun}ab Cwﬂ Servant (Efﬁcrency and Dismphne)
' .Rules,_197_5." : ' ’

. In view of above 1ud;rment the respandents were absolved of the charges of bogus; -

ﬂppomtments. But later on ongce aga’m the servxces of respondents were telminated vide'

. ‘order, dated 3- 8- 2005, which o‘rder was chauenced. before leamed Lahore ngh Court,‘..,:

':Lahore through Writ Petmon No.16864 of 2005 The said writ pefition wis. allowed mde:'f

' )udgment dated 11- 1242006 and the, 1mpugned order, was declared as 11]ega1 and mthout o e

la-wful.;authonty. Similarly, one of ‘rhe teachers namely Mst. Naseem Akhtar assalled the*' o




. -. - -ordet date'd 3 8 2005 befme Pun1ab Semce T. ; %
R y S vide 1udgment dated 4- 9«2()06 The saxd ]udgment wes .
LN 1960-L of 2006 \nde Judgrnent dated 2- 11-

.Feehng

semces of respondents -~were termmated

aggneved they ﬁled ahore mentroned petmons before the }eamed Lahore o1 Con
: Lahore whrch were allowed yide 1mpugned 1udgmentas stated above. SRR
© 3, 1¢ is mainly c‘ontended byf.iearned AAAG. Pun]ab 4ppeenng on behalf of pe “r.s; thatf R
the jurisci ction of the learr. 2 High Court is parr ed under Al‘thlP 212 of the Constltutlon ‘of -
- Islamic Repubhc aof Paklstm, 1973 in. matters mvolvxn;r oetermmatxon of terms and
conditions of cml servants ‘She further contended that the appomtments of- the
- P | respondents were bogus and fake as they were nevet selec ted by the competent authonty,
| ' therefore the orders of dxsmxssal passed by depaltmentel euthonty were in accordance
‘ vritl‘t law, which didinot call for any mtcrference by this Court. '
: . ! A
| ‘- . >. 4 On the other Hand, Mr S M. I‘ayyub learned Senior Advocate Supreme Court appearing
. - en behalf of some of the respondents supportedthe lmpugned ]udgment and contended that
; R appomtments of respondents had taken place in- accordance with rules and’ prescrrbed
L procedure They subrmtted their apphcatlons in pursuan( e of advertlsement of the poste of -
P ; "~ PTC Teachels They .passed the reqmred test and were appointed by the competent
o authorrty According to him, the 1espondents were in ~.erv1ce for. about’ 9 10 years and
.during this period no objection was raised, and subsequently on vague allegatrons they
were dismissed from service. He further conterded that cases of respondents were at par-
with Mst. Naseem Akhtar which was deorded by this Court in-Civil Petmon No. 960~L of
2006 vxde ]udgmerQ: dated 2- 11~2006
. 5. We have consxdered the 1rguments of both the parties and have gone through the record
and pr oceeorngs of the vase in mmute parnculats The matte1 “ias already been decxded :
. by this Court in the case of Mstv Naseem Akhtar (supra) and it has been held thatthe
- appomtment- orders of the respondents as PTC Teachers were. genume lt was held by ; .
1 . . this- Court in the case of Hameed Akhtar Nlam v. The Secretary, Estabhshment D1v151on,
Govemment of Palustan and others 1996 SCMR 1185 that ifa Tnbunal or thts Cop T .
decrdes a point- of law relatlng to the terms and condltxons of a cml servant wb'o
) ,htrgated and there were ‘other - cml servantq “who may not have taken any 1egal /:H’;
proceedmgs, in such a case, the drctates of ]ustlce and rule of good: governance demand . . /)
i .,' . ‘that the beneﬁt of the sa.rd decision be extended to other crvﬂ serva.ms also, who may /(4,/
4 L ‘. . notbe: pames 10 t‘mt htlgatron mstead of compellmg them to approach the Tnbunal or .

; o t N any other legei forum Thrs\vlew was reltelated by this Court in the caserof Te—re Chand'.

‘and_others V. Karachr Water and Sewerage Board, Karachr and others 2065 S‘CMR 499
- ' and it was held t‘nat accordmg to Arttcle 25 of tha Consututlon of Islamic Repubhc of
I B Raldetan,d‘)'??» all cmzens areequal before law and entrtled to equal protectmn of law. '

;‘J—* ' ’ : ' 4 4
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' gsefor'e the Regional police Officer Bannu Region Bannu. ,

sc Y/

THROYGH PROPER CHENNEL

- Appellant name be plifed at list “E" w.e.f from the date, of
confirmation i.e 10.02.2011 znd in view whereof, his officiating promotion
orde- dated be 03.06.2016 to the rank of sub inspector be revised and be
giver effect from the date cof his eligibility and be confirmed as sub inspector -
under rule 13.18 of police rules, 1934 with all consequenal benefit.

The appellant name be placed below the name of O5! Muhammad
Salim no 31/8 admitted to list "E" on 08.02.11 promoted as OS} 08.02.11and
confirmed as SI on 31.05.2013 and above the name of OS! Javed ighal no
$5/8, admitted to list "E" on 31.03.2011.promotedas OS5l on 10.09.2013 vide

seniority list "E" no 827/EC dated 06.04.2015
R/Slr,

Payer:

1: With due respect it is stated that | was enlisted as PASI through Public Service
Commission Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar through Adv No. 4/2008 Serial No. 01
vide order 1£-15/Ec dated 04.01.2011 {copy attached as A).

2: After successful three years probationary cousses the appellant was confirmed
as AS! on 10.02.2011 and admitted to list "E" on 08.05.2014. Vide order no 1298-
99/Ec dated 08.05.2014 (copy attached as 8). . |

3: Judgment of apex supreme cour: 2016 SCMR 1254 Ghulam Hasan Jatoi VS Faqir
Muhammad Jatol and judgment dated 30.11.2020 of Service Tribunai KPK Peshawar
sub inspector Furqan Javed vs RPO Bannu and others reveal that the name of
confirmed AS! will be admitted to list “E" from the date of his confirmation.{copies

" attached as C&D).

4: Record reyea.l that appellant nama2 is admitted to list “E" w.e.f 08.05.2014
Instead of 10 02,2011 and placed his name at S.No. 100 of seniority list “C" issued
vide no 827-35/Ec dated 06.04.2015 {Copy attached as E).

itis thgreforg;requested that accord'ng to judgment of Apex Court and Service
Tribunal Khybe: Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar appellant may be assign his due seniarity
as prayed for.. - |

' Dated10-03~2023 Yours Sincerely

-
+

( Damsaz khan) .
Sub inspector No.8/90
< SHO Police Station pezu
District Lakki parwat 3 )
5N CRGY |



i )
: OFFICE OF THE
¥ " DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
« . LAKKIMARWAT — © .~
’ Phone No. 0969:53('32{0 ' - ’ . o - /;ja,\' No. .’-)(/69-539724

) No /Az | /PA A ) D‘a‘t'g:c.l Lal{ki Murwal the . /‘Z/' /03/2023.

.

 To: o The‘ Regional Pblice‘Ojf cer,
‘ o “Bannu Reglon, Bannu. O
fybiect: | PPLICATI()N IN RESPECT OF S1 I)AMQAL KHAN.
“Memo:

f(indlyénclosud ﬁnd hu:ewiith an 'ippii'calion along with relevant documents 11w
J lespecl of Sub- 1nspect01 Damsaz I(han No B/90 of thls district pohce which is self exnlana'or»
: 1equestm{, therem for assugnmg his due semouty accmdmg to Judgment oi Ape\ Court and “

Sel vice-Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhw.a Peshawal (Photocopies atteu hed) is submltted herem for .

. your L1|1d puusal and fu1the1 applopnate action, ple'\se

l)lstrlc( Police Offtcer,

Lllslw_}mvﬂ N

—

Scarined with CamSeaniies,:
’ v




-
‘rom: ‘e Regional Police Olficer, -
4 Bannu Region, Bannu. . // ?0 v
- - A 4 ‘/ -~
fo: The District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat. AT 2y
No. 90@ JEC. dated-Bannu, tac 217/03/2023.

Subject: APPLICATION OF ST DAMSAL BHAN NO,BER.

% h D
G

After perusal of the case, this office record reveals that in complia
Peshawar directions vide No.CPO/CPB/63 and No. CPO/CPB/G4, dated 13.02.2023, the
scniority of all officers falling on list “I™ has been revised vide this.alfigg Order Endst: No.512-

., ‘/" .
i ’ “ea f/
i E J
- o 2 |
Regional l’olicm.
*  Bannu Region,
Bannu

Ph: No.0928-9270076
~ Vax No.0928-9070075
Emuil. spobannu2@gmail.com
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RO e ~ Senior Supeﬁritendent -of pohCe (lnveat\gatton)‘ ._.' ” ‘Mg.mb‘er
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d) . Estabhshment Clerk . M;gijrbgr
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'lnspccto.., sergt.ants Sm and Abls wilo-

' enl:sted erf’

naturaliy join E” fist from ihe clate ‘of appo
ofi mattng -ASls’ complete their two years.
c_onm'med as ASI: and mmednately brought

Seniority on

promotton CoUrses

- “Seniority- in the case -of upper

_ carries. precedenee ov:..r oﬁnc&atlng promotlm

=18 lb\-u, -pl-~

‘_cd ow probatmn for-03 years

L,;; pracure :a m vogue _whlch dlsturb the semonty of = :
Sis" 1om E:list

18 Accordmg te rules all :..onfirmed A ______
.'conflrmed from the date of appomtment but they are. ‘
mpfehoh 1of \three years 119 bl@,l‘{“ ,m‘pmtcd( i

o i
;:opf‘rrﬂqqciigsE il !l“'ﬂp"i i “"1? ﬁ!ﬁf

,{iu i pnsgrnmu mmh‘“{@ i“i'

probatlonary penod end ara

K

on £ list.

E list is. the basis. for determmlnj an ASI s, turn’ for further
and naturaily for promotion too. .
1

L R
.

Rule 12. 2 (3) PR 1934 staies that ‘
subordlnates will be reckonc.d in the.~

omtmeni officer frorn 2 lower rank
s, appomted direct m the same
f the appomlment of directly -

first instance from date of first app
bcmg coqsmeled semof to persons
rani.” This relevant..para. cIearly speaks 0
recruited offncers ‘in this case (ASIs ) against sanohoned posts whereas_ B
in the sense: as temporary Appomtment

rank.. promotlon 5. oﬂlc\atlng
hin the same ranP

cers can take eﬁect from the’

Permanenl prornohona of the ofﬁclatmg ot"h
g the status of permanent

"date, on whnch they complete 02 years on av.:ulm
this date of com}:ﬂenon of probatnon penod

and semonty shall start from
an be revened to:

The officiating promotaon can be withdrawn and they.c
the rank of HE. The PASls cannot be revereted

Officlating promotion is - not regular promotton and thus oﬂlc!atiné ASls .

s or they are sml permanent HCs and are to tfe’main“

are unconfnrmed ASI
on the D list ul! lhelr conﬁrmat:on
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fe Honorable Supreme Court of Pakrstan an
- ris have cieaﬂycommented that thare is no

d £ deral .'E;er\m.:esL

[ ‘ rorf .Would be a date dlﬁerem from the date
: app intey irmation other than appotntmant shall be |tiegar
ugm of provrsron 12'2(3) ~PR‘1934 (zooz PLC (csmea 1999 SCMR

t'm“ .:3

e A S A L
s clear lt}!wat directly appojmteL “1[4" ﬂ gﬁl‘ 3t H Mk Ll mi‘!;ﬁ‘ M‘Eﬂ“ il lé‘éllll 3‘} [P
- 'ag’ they are: appomted ASis agamst sanctroned reserved quota which |
"s'! ould not be -mixed up wrth the: rest at Ieast m the rank of thexr

al pomtment i.e AS!

is suggested Lhcat the Irst E be revrsed and the- probatroner ASls
pphcants) tncludlng others if any be brought and p!aced at their due

aces

he Fstablnshment Sectrcn should ‘ensure crrculatlon of semonty Ilst e o
st E in this case, as du‘ected in PR 13,11, so that the officers are not' N

ept in dark, - '

- The semonty list should be prepared strrctiy in ar,cordance wrth ‘me ruIeS'

10 avoid any tempering.

eport is submitted for-per sal and further orders.

Estb (Cierk)

. DSP (Legal) - ;
‘ ’ Member.

‘Member . .,

Arresre

A DS
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msm:( 'TORGENL‘RAL OF Pomr)_; -
S KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA :

- .CENTRAL POLICE ovncn, K
. Pnsmwm .

'Caputal Csty Pohce@fﬁcet S T " ..
. J7 0 Peshawar.” s -
Subjeciz| ' REQUESTFOR 1MPLEMENTAIIQN oF THRE

Memas- |-

. noted

A8t be feckoned from the ¢ date of Eonfirmation. Palice Rule 12.2(3) is- also Vcry e ‘Clear on the"" :

subje

 Vidt CPGMemo: No. 14269-75/1 i, datdd 19.06. 2013 (copy enclased). - T - -

“withi

- \Lndsl I‘hn un(l d.llLd even -

Peshawarthe 2—-7 /% (

l Please lcl‘cr appl:cauon of Qa.m Mubammad Anf and Maseod Khan pn the s‘ubjeé;yt: '

~

éxb wc. (copy c*nclos%d)

In this: ccmuccnoﬁ itis submsucd that scmonty of upper subordmates in the rank of 5

ct. In this regard gu:dancc. has already been pxovtdcd to all chlonal Pohce Ofﬁcens for comphancc'

Mo: eover, 1he pr on‘nouon/conﬁ1mauon oi of'ﬂcms of ASI -'ah,d‘S'l iS'déait- .

nrdgion. . - 1

" (AusANisad ..)PSP

T(_Jr Inspector General of Polwc
Khyber Pakhtankhwa,
Peshawar A

] (‘opy r(.\linldd.d to the: -

. SP nm]_....—..-—-. o
"SPiSec

‘sert HO

TPAECH
v..r-f‘eu_____._... '

EETa

Deputy Inspector Genaval of Pohce, IIQw Khyber Pakhtunldw/a Peshawar
‘NSOt Worthy '(nspec tov General of Pollce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar

cep.
SSP
sSSP

BUPPRSUEIS Y

SP/(Snnu S

SPi lty

HQ—
o

ATTE '}"(:D |

st‘mos
POJCC.
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In the E:l;f;:,«:: ZF=Ewzenns o Peshawar

SRR e
LR et

..... @Ww&d»é‘ erenereesnnnnennnn. Appellants:

) Uf[%kpkg/\{’q/F?-M Resbohdent

1 -'-----‘-:0 --f--’;/%’ﬁ-wﬂ%he above case
hereby appoint, Mr. Nazir Ahmad Advocate, Peshawar High
Court Peshawar as Counsel in subject proceedings and authorize
him to appear, plead, compromise, withdraw or refer the ‘matter
for arbitration for us without any liability for his default and with
the authority to engage/appoint any other advocate/counsel at
our expense if necessary and receive all sums and amounts
payable to us and to all such acts which he may deem necessary
for protecting our interests in the matter. He is authorized to file
Appeal, Revision, Review and Application for restoration or

Application for setting-aside ex-parte decree proceedings on our
behalf. -

Dated: (’/2;
Accepted and Attested

Advgcgte. Peshawar
Cell: 0301-8571879
0332-8540783



