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.# Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of 
order
proceedings

S.No,

2
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESEIAWAR.

APPEAL NO. 1450/2013

(Rehmat Ali-vs-Regional Police Officer, Malakand Regions, Saidu 
Sharif, Swat and others).

■llJDGMEN'f • (

ABDUL LATIF. MEMBER:

Appellant with counsel (Mr. Arbab Sail-ul-kamal, Advocate)31.12.2015

and Mr. Khawas Khan, Sil (Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khatlak,

Assistant Advocate General for respondents present.

The instant appeal has been filed by the appellant under Section-2.

4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act-1974 against the

order dated 31.05.2013 of Respondent No. 1 whereby appellant was not

confirmed at the rank of Sub Inspector. Me prayed that on acceptance of

this appeal, order dated 31.05.2013 of respondent No.l be set aside and

appellant be made confirmed as Sub-Inspector since 17.05.2011 with all

service benefits, with further request that his name be brought on list

"E" with consequential relief

Brief facts giving rise to the instant appeal are that appellant was

initially appointed as Constable on 01.09.1977 and was promoted to the

rank of Mead Constable on 01.06.1986. Me was further promoted to the
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rank of Assistant Sub Inspector (AS!) on 20.05.2001 and was then

promoted to the rank of Sub Inspector on 17.05.2008. That the appellant 

serving the Force in FRP, Malakand Region, Swat, so on 

11.02.2011, he submitted application to Respondent No. 3 that being 

eligible and qualified, he should be confirmed as Sub Inspector and to 

bring his name also on list as per standing order No. 6/2007 after 

passing Upper College Course trom PTC, Mangu with distinction. Fie 

liirther stressed that he should be posted as SHO in any Police'Station. 

The said application was remitted by Respondent No. 3 to SP 

Investigation for necessary action which was further remitted for the 

purpose to DIG Malakand Region, Swat. That DIG Malakand Region, 

Swat sought permission of Commandant FRP, Peshawar who gave 

permission vide order dated 24.02.2011. 4'hal on 11.4.2011., SP, FRP, 

Swat, informed DIG Malakand Region, Swat about the permission to 

post appellant as SFIO in any Police Station which was furlher 

transmitted to DPO, Swat and SP Investigation, Swat for further

was

necessary action. That on 16.05.2013, the aforesaid practice was 

repeated but on 31.05.2013, the case was filed regarding confirmation at 

the rank of Sub Inspector as appellant was neither posted as SFIO nor 

Incharge Investigation Branch or Special Branch nor CID Branch, etc. 

That on 29.06.2013, appellant submitted representation before

Respondent No. 2 for the aforesaid purpose but in vain, hence the

instant appeal.

The learned counsel for the appellant argued that impugned4.

orders dated 31.05.2013 of respondent No. 1 declining confirmation of 

the appellant in the rank of Sub-Inspector was illegal, withoutdawfol 

authority and against available material on record hence not tenable. Fie
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further argued that fulfillment of condition of posting as SHO of a

Police Station as impediment in the way of confirmation of the appellant

as Sub-Inspector was not attributable to the appellant as he had

requested for such posting several times but was not obliged. He further

questioned the legal status of standing order No 6/2007 and contended

that the Hon’ble Tribunal and apex Supreme Court of Pakistan had

igiven judgment wherein action of the authority declining confirmation

of Police officials in the rank of Sub-Inspector on the strength of the
1

. said standing order were declared null and void and relief was given to

the appellant. In this regard he relied on 1992 PLC (C.S) 944 and 2011 4

SCMR 408 and also referred to judgment of Service Tribunal dated

14.3.2012 in service appeal No. 1602/2010 tilled •‘Naqibullah Khan” I
1
I
iand prayed that being identical, the appeal may be accepted as prayed r.
i

ifor.

The learned Asst: AG resisted the appeal and relied on standing5. •i
1

order 6/2007 read with Rules 10-13 of Police Rules, particiilarly Sub

Rule, (2) thereof which required that no ASl shall be confirmed in a

substantive vacancy in the rank of Sub-Inspector unless he has been

tested for at least a year as an officiating sub-inspector in independent A

charge of a Police Station in a District other than that in which his home

is situated. He further argued that every case had its own merits and

relief on the strength of case ofNaqibullah cited by the learned counsel

for the appellant could not be extended in the instant case and prayed

that the appeal being devoid of any merits maybe dismissed

Arguments of learned counsels for the parties heard and record6.
V4 • S,

perused with their assistance. '■ ■
1
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7. From perusal of the record and alter hearing arguments of the

counsels for the parties, it transpired that sole reason given by the

respondents for non confirmation of the appellant as Sub Inspector was

that the appellant had not been posted as SHO, nor Incharge

Investigation or S.)3 or CID. The record is however silent on the

attributes of efficiency or capability and hence depriving him from

being confirmed in the.rank of Sub-Inspector would tantamount to his

deprivation from further career progression which was unjust and hence

not justified. The appellant was not at fault by not having been posted
i

Incharge of Police Station, Investigation, Special Branch, etc. which

powers rest with the Competent Authority and subordinate officials

cannot be punished for such administrative lapses on the part of relevant
i
f

authority. In view of the foregoing, the Tribunal is of the considered I
*3
4view' that the case of the appellant is on all fours whth the case decided

:1by this Tribunal vide judgment in the case titled, Naqibullah in service • i

appeal No. 1602/2010 dated 14,03.2012 and therefore is inclined to

accept the instant appeal, and sef aside impugned order dated

31.05.2013. The respondent-department is directed to^ consider the

appellant for confirmation from the due date with all consequential

benefits. Parties are left to bear their owm costs. File be consigned to the

record. Vi

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 
MEMBER

-.r
ANNOUNCED 4
31.12.2015

I
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01.01.2015 Appellant In person and Mr. Muliammad Adeel Butt, 
AAQ- for the respondents present. The Tribunal is 

incomplete. To come up for arguments on S4.06.2016,
y

S>
Reader.

24.06.2015 Appellant in person and Asstt. AG for the 

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant was stated to 

be busy in the Hon’blp High Court. Therefore, case is 

adjourned to 19.08.2015 for arguments.

8^—

c
19.08.2015 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Khawas Khan, S.l (Legal) alongwith 

AddI: A.G for respondents present. The learned Member (Executive) is on 

official tour to Abbottabad therefore, case is adjourned to 

yir !^ arguments.
I



Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that 

the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/rules. 

Against the original order dated 31.05.2013, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 29.06.2013, which has not been responded 

within the statutory period of 90 days, hence the present appeal on 

09.10.2013. Points raised at the Bar need consideration. The appeal 

is admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit the security amount and process fee 

within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply on 03.04.2014.

09.01.2014

i
Menjber

\
for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Bench09.01.2014

■ 1

/

Appellant in person and Mr. Khawas Khan, SI (Legal) 

on behalf of respondents with AAG present. Written reply 

received on behalf of respondents, copy whereof is handed over 

to the appellant for rejoinder on 4.7.2014

'3.4.2014

Oviember

Appellant with counsel and Mr.Khawas Khan, S.I (legal) for 

respondents with AAG present. Rejoinder received on behalf of the 

appellant, copy whereof is handed over to the learned AAG for 

arguments on 01.01.2015. . Il

4.7.2014

iember_

' r
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Form- A
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
1

Court of

1450/2013Case No,.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321 •

\
The appeal of Mr. Rehmat Ali resubmitted today by Mr. 

Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be erttered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy, Chairman for 

preliminary hearing.

'C

29/10/20131

\

REGISTRAR‘S

2 This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on /

•>>
X



the appeal of Mr. Rehmat AN Inspector received today i.e. on 09.10.2013 is incomplete on the 

following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission 

within 15 days.

1- Address of the appellant Is incomplete which may be completed according to the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.

2- Law under which appeal is filed Is not mentioned.
3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

. 4- Copy of order dated 24.2.2011 mentioned in para-3 of the memo of appeal (Ahnexure-B) is 
not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

5- Appeal may be page marked according to the Index.
6" Order dated 31.5.2013 is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better One.
7- Five rhore copies/sets of the appeal alongwith annexures i.e. complete in all respect may 

also be submitted with the appeal.

hi2js.t,No.

otMm 72013.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAP

/'^Jcy2013S.A. No.

Rehmat AN Versus RPO, Swat others

INDEX
%

S.No Documents Annex P.No.
■v;iv

1. Memo of Appeal r*

1-3 ;•

2. Submission of application for 
confirmation as SI. 11.02.2011 
Permission for posting as SHO, 
24.02.2011

Further proceedings, 11.04.2011 

Filing of the case, 31.05.2013

"A" 4-^
3.

"B" 1
4. "C"
5. "D"
6.

Representation, 29.06.2013 \\

' J

Appellant

Saad Ullah Khan Marv^at 

Advocate.
21"A Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.

Through
Dated. 9 .10.2013

Ph: 0300-5872676

..
. i

" r ^
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. / 72013

Rehmat Ali 

Reserve Inspector, FRP, Swat
—

Appellant ;; .
Versus

Officer, Malakand 

Regions, Saidu Sharif, Swat.

Police Officer, KPK,

0^

,4. Regional Police

2. Provincial 

Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police, 

Malakand Region, Swat. . . ,

3. FRP,

Respondents

0< = >0< = >0< = >0< = >C>

APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO 

DATED 31.05.2011 CiF 

WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS NOT miMFVPMFn 

AT THE RANK OF SUB INSPErTnp

2815/E. R.NO.l

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That appellant was initially appointed 

01.09.1977 in the Force and was promoted to the rank of 

Head Constable on 01.06.1986. He was further promoted to 

Assistant Sub Inspector (ASI) on 20.05.2001 

L (/and was then promoted to the rank of Sub

as Constable on
; .■

Inspector on
17.05.2008. On glorious performances, he was awarded

wth promotion on 01.06.2012 as Inspector, Cash prizes and 

1^^ Class Certificates.

2. That as appellant was serving the Force in FRP, Malakand 

Region, Swat, so on 11.02.2011, he submitted application
b R.No.3 that being eligible and qualified, he should be

.'> • • . -

Ce-sue>saitted

to; ?
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confirmed as Sub Inspector and to bring his 

list "F"
name also on

as per Standing Order No.6/2007 after 

Upper College Course from PTC, Hangu with distinction.
passing

• i:?'

He further stressed that he should be posted as SHO
•; ,in any Police Station. The said application'^as remitted by 

R.No.3 to SP Investigation for necessary action which 

further remitted for the

; ,

. >was
purpose to DIG Malakand Region, • i

Swat. (Copy as annex "A")

That DIG Malakand Region, Swat sought 

Commandant FRP, Peshawar who 

order dated 24.02.2011. (Copy as annex "B")

3. permission of 

gave permission vide

i-.

4. That on 11.04.2011,

Malakand Region, Swat about the 

appellant as SHO in any Police Station which

SP, FRP, Swat, informed DIG 

permission to post 

was further
transmitted to DPO, Swat and SP Investigation, Swat for 

further necessary action. (Copy as annex "C")

I.

5. That on 16.05.2013, the aforesaid 

31.05.2013, , the case
practice was repeated

but on was filed regarding 

confirmation at the rank of Sub Inspector as appellant was

neither posted as SHO nor Incharge Investigation Branch or 

Special Branch nor CID Branch, etc. (Copy as annex "D")

6. That on 29.06.2013, appellant submitted 

before R.no.2 for the aforesaid 

as annex "E")

representation 

purpose but in vain. (Copy

Hence this appeal. inter alia, on the following
grounds:-

GROUNDS:
■f

a* That appellant made several requests, verbal as well as in
writings to authorities to post him as SHO, etc in any Police 

Station but his such request was not acceded to for any
reason. ,K

■

.
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it-
'^■Uv,r ■‘,1 -■■:<b. That appellant has no fault at his level but it 

authority who made deprived him from confirmation as

Sub Inspector for no legal reason, yet appellant is entitled 

for confirmation

1934, Chapter 13, clause No.18.

That Standing Order No.60/2007 has no legal value in the 

eyes of law.

was the

: k

-r.'as Sub Inspector as per Police Rules, ;

K

c.

d. That not only this hon'ble Tribunal but also the apex
Supreme Court of Pakistan has given verdicts in this repeat

that lapses of the authorities by not posting 

such should not be attributed to servant, so he is entitled
someone as

i,;i,•

r .'..3 '
for confirmation from the date of availability 

vacancy. V-’-M;.
of the

;• I

i.

That the impugned order, is based on malafide and is 

against the law, rules, etc.

e.

i'

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

acceptance of appeal, order dated 31.05.2013 of R.No.l 

be set aside and appellant be made confirmed

on

- lil 

VTl-:' ' .

■c' i'

■?

as Sub
Inspector since 17.05.2011 with all service benefits, with

further request that his name be brought on list "F" with
•:

consequential relief.
4 ■

*

Appellant 

Saad UllatLKhan Marwat
MM-

Arbai^aiful Kamal
Miss Ku^^ Naz, 

Advocates.

«
Through

Dated, f .10.2013 !
■fiviiM'h.-
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leiep^^oiiie ^ Mq, OBm-©2i;02Si„From: > T

Siipenntendent of Dgiirp cn 
Malatand Range swaf "

The SupermteRdent Of Poi 
investigation,,swat, '

dated-saidu Sharif*

Ii ! hrI )
1 TO: - •:

nee, ■’ij
■

I 7Wo. /F.• ! >
/2011.

Subject: - APPL|CATJ0,W £®iJ!OST|KG AS
Memor^du; !. i m.

it is suBmitted1 •Por your kind information!i All Wo. 362/iV] tbat Si Rsh'mat 

ateched ■ 

ss Course, 

well as -

i posted as 'Rj, FFP Swat hasI
submitted the 

P3S passed Upper coHa

i appiication stated' therein that he;
if from p.T.c, Hangu but

infcharge investigation 

further'requested

'ii
npt remained posted 3s SHo as

'h the District being r 

‘hhisappiication thk accord 

K.P.K., Peshavvar
investigatingissi

Rank, there

posted, in FRP, Ke has
No. 6/2007 / 'ng to standina 

one year
issued by ppo, order

inspector inchargei posting as Sub •
confirmation- -ufficientfor r 

ore he was ignored f 

non posting as SHO

a substantive 

time and
as SI in 

^RciUuqs :
-3rge.. 

ting 3s 

own
0 investigation Wing,

•PI
^f'om such 

as well as incha 

applied for pos 

m addition to his

again' due to
investigation in the Distric 

incharge Investigatio 

duty in frp^

i
■ ■ ■h Thei app'.tcent hasL.

n in any Police station i 
Who is being posted

on loan basis ^Swat.

-■ is, tberefere, 
may. kindly be posted as ir*

, swat Distnct, so that he

please.

J
f^equested that si Rahmat All No. 352m

i
in ony Police Station

may noL be deprived from hi° A

^is legal rights
(

.w\f
supermt8.n.:Wft of Police frp 

i/iaid.kangftonge Swat. ' '

!

- ■ Copy Of
Commandant frp,

aoove is submitted,. 
K-P-R., Peshawar for inform

to the Worthy 

lation please.
Adll: ;.GP/

V-

Superintenti.ejd-i-, . . Of Police F.R’p
Maiakafi^^ange.Swat.

L

/

. -i

:
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The Superintendent of Police, 
Investigation, Swat.

From:

To: The Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.

•• No. /GB, Dated Saidu Sharif the, nm.
Subject: APPLICATION FOR POSTING AS INCHAIRGF.

INVESTIGATION.

Memo:
It is subJTiitted for your kind information that SP, FRP, Malakand 

Range ]i^ addressed this office for posting of SI Rahmat AH KIran No. 36^fM of 

FRP, Swat in a Police Station 'as CH.O for fulfilling the formality/ of the standing 

Order No. 6/2007 issued by worthy Provincial Police Officer, K.P:K, Peshawar th.ai 

-one year posting as Sub Inspector Incharge. Investigation is sufficient ibr '

»

confinnation as SI in substantive rank as he has been ignored fi-om, such facilities for 

the reasons tliat he was not posted as SHO/ C.I.O in the Police Stations. SP, FRP,

. Malakand Range has also posted the SI named above on loan basis to Investigation 

Wing, Swat for posting as Incharge Investigation, .

It is, therefore; requested d^^ecessa^^^r^^ypr posting as ■ 

•Incharge Investigation of the above named Officgr may kindly be accorded, so that 

he may not be deprived from his-such rights. Photo copy of letter No. 169/E, dated 

11-02-2011 issued form SP, FRP, Malakand Range Swat is enclosed for ready 

• reference please.

iideriTofPolicc, 
N | Investigation, Swat
S [V . l'7-02-201J(Goii;)r)

l'-- 11b?
<r

\
E:\Oirice 2\LeUers'\DIG letiers'vDIG Letters 201 l.doc

\
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;
Telephone ^ Fax No. 0946-9240258. v/

From:- The Siipcriritendcut of Police FRP. 
Maialc;ind Range Swat.

-xaivdvand Region^ Saidu.Sbarif Swat 

/E, dated Siiidu Sharii The^

MFUCA:nQN FOR POSTING 
|NV£STJCATTr>PvT ^

To:-

• No.
I /2on. V,.

V. '•.•' Subject: -
AS INCHA-RCF.

Memo:

ft is siibnurt-ed.l-or yoor kind infonnation that SI Rahmat Ali N 
posted as lU. FRP Sw.t has subm.Ued the attached applioagn

PTC, Hangu but not remained

»- /
o. 362/M 

stated therein tliat he haspassed Upper College Course froi 
as Incharge investigati

m
posted as SHO as well

m the District being posted 
applkaiioa that according to Standing otder No

:on
m FRP. He further added in his

.-‘■-(^PPy.enclosedYor.readTTeJeliHSl'fi
^^Qltical. dntj-._of rd^P„ MyjjS 

suffered.

va-,

i

OL.t-he SindothTTianiiigT 

- - -’>. not~alsd"be;so jha.L jhe^work .pf.FRP'
i L

• It is ihfcj-efore• I
^quested dial SP, Investigation Swat! may kindly be 

any police station
directed to post SI .Rahn:at-Ali No. 

ol Swat District so that be
j62/M as Incharge Investigation-in .

- may not be deprived Ikom his legal rights please
\

, Supen,i5^jlgnt of Police FRP, 
angiS'Swat.
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The Regional f^ciics Officer^ 
Mr)iakatid afcSaiCiu Sharif, ^wat.

1

i

The PravinciaJ .Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhfcurikhwa, Peshawar,

3/ /1S ,r:o ,/2013./£, dated Saidu Shsrlf, the

DETAIL OF ORDERLY ROOM HELD At REGION OTFICE, 
MALAKAND AT 5AIDLJ SHARIF, B\A/AT.

^i;D:er:h:

f

.♦

Detaii of Orderly Room held in this office on 23'"^ r-'iay, 2013 is

beiovv plc-a£G>

I Order of the undcrsicr.'Purposa of 
Appearisnce

i
I s.Ko. ; Name and Rank

hftahmat’Ali one 
■ step "promotee 
: Inspactor

District !

To!V j iNeidier’m thGilnJppliCc^'n^ I
i confirmadon es Si!^ b2er:/,.pcsted<-a:s^S;i‘j,. ,i/C

^ ^ I n V e51; s .n o £ B “ sd ,l C1 L> t -.••c. 
^heiice filed.

foTithe
of; e.\'puii9scl. c^cegory of i 

! adverse remarKs in j ACR upgraded to 
! ..vc'ned to be

___________________________________ : ' ;■ __________________________________________

for Dc- ; Dc-novo enquiry iv.'-. bfiei’: ; 
novo enyJlry :n : cm.-MStod to SP Upper ijvvat. ; 
correction 

i stoppage '■/: Iv--.:
iiKteniGnt*'.

FKP Swat I'^RoquesT

li

Ghuianr
nuhammad : invest:

■ Buner
ht-s bee:;Reousot

; exjunction
Same:I

ar-.o. 
carci'ui inACR,:

i------.-------------
Request5i Fenin !-law£z invest: 

; Chitrai
I ;

Vvii;:: 1i

i
one :

i recovery 
■ amount ;or1 h-K^;.I6600C/^____

Request
I

I BunsrI £j Bakh: Zamin for i Being overage 
- se.ioclion Ic Uppei ; years, he^ce filed

.... Coiigge Coi-irgn...........
' Request ^ for .-

R-OnlOliOf.
• u':'iv*r A5I;

sboul ■3 ;
II

i

t fiv i D/Hc Amir Haidar - Bunsr
:

as Driver / A£i ;
■'^■2 !.Rc vacancy i

■v/ i-'i r Staff iii ,S'-i._____ _j
for • As his appeal has already i

. been nieo by the men RPO 
• I Malakand vide Mo. ii47/E:

; daleri 25/02/2012.- hfcnce j
j not h^aintgigable..„................. J

for ! Fiisd.

■

I
:

; h Ex-Corist; 
2ada Ho.1031

Gul . Dir Upper Request
i •rcinscamrr.ant. I

1 I
I

. Bx-Ccinst;
: K.annuiiah 

No.,U9X
Ex->:cn-;t: Umar Swat

L.rA“*iLll2.-..l;Y3/_____ ____
Bx-Censt: Mu.'-ad . Swat

i......... • Ali_ijo^940
- 10. Ex-IjPP Kiiari 2eb i buner

: ___________ _
■ &X-SPF ShoUKat I Swat 
! A!i r>lO.107«f

; Dir Lower Ryc-uest
, roinstatement.

!

I

for I Filed.Request
•".'instQtejTHint

t

!
i I R -.'ouast

LOui ‘J i^'talerr.cnt.__
• Kef.-Jest

___ r\i.-.staLerni>n.t,:,,

for: Rsinstat^d,i
-.J____

for i Filed.II
R'.'vUOSt
..____ :___

-s'.vY.emeMt.

for i riled.J.:

12. • j E;x-SPF Ham-ai; .Aii . Swcii: 
______i Mo,.06.2___________ •

for i .‘=iled.

i 3. SxRSrF Sher All ; Svvgr for i Filed,ivn-ouest
Mo.2001

i Requestn A’i iSwatS-id! •-'! . for nisd.
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Purpose Q■^ 
AppeSr'Si rice

I Ui-'d<3r 0? tht' urjUfesrJiigncdI

i r-UiUt; and Rank District;

I >
• rj ■■■

Z^niri I Svviit c^usL,: . :'. . for i Piled.

Pecuest •:
~c:r^:tater!'i'~nr.
R^queyt . >

___■ reifiSLctcrnenz
i Pcciueit; i--'

___i j e: ^^iatern^dl,
i
• rsirstiiriirn'iint.

r-.
I •

. tX'S^'P
X.L’SPb'PjiRi No,3^ 

■ Px-RPP

: ^Or I f'ilea
d i

P-her : Svv-i;t for Ffisd,
Zornan !vo,j509 ;

. i
IAN r.

—»_.
Z-oxht : Sunor for l-'ied.n;

!.drs ; PrUrici for Patrui^.^d lo 
Malai'-'.snrJ

_______ dnqi;!ry,_
tor 1 ReinifLac'^y,

. 0: :
; N^37 Mo.lXh

Reoion fo'

fAr-AGnoA •f' -
' Neryjir.??!:

‘ : '--Ai;?;?;; rio. rci:',scary;r;;A'ir.
, ■ ii :., f;rrr;V

C:

: Onr- step .Invest; 
P'C S\xar

the I Pritiusiec Aoitl^'tc'"oiG
j Krf:yki!no Aooioo for ynoyi-..
' and repoir.

oces
' j ohsukat All

/
A yrf

Regicna? Pv^lfce Offic*n^ 
Ma(^^ki3^nd..^t ^sidti Si'Kirif.

f7\i /■ \

z-Nr-x

R.opy tor irAornratio'- A; tho> 
DrtG'At^oii'-OPncer; Gvvs^r,. '

P‘BN -a Pohce Officeo auner. '

Police OPPrer, Dir- i.

Pclkv. GrTVeio, Djr

-V

.O^vVer,

h. ippAnnrendent oh Police:, lovocA-Goon, SwaL 

SupencraicG-nr or PoiAe 

Aoiperintfendenr of Police,

■Ou-lpisf i''.rj^ji O-y r-,y yt poji-OA^

, Invoxriooricr,, 

inveiLiQdticA.

FRIg Nzini^and Rapige, SvveF
'.V.'

/
//a7 -.i

;R£?9fOu^iS FoHce
f3t Smdu Sbrmf, SwisL
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^LaPPO ty ba ♦«

31/05/2013 «tti9^2815/E

JjUj jua ^1^ ^>!MU qajM i o

^ jtTjHiil -uu oaSifi cu j‘“.;^]* '■ ^

>jUft cl^jL^

Utt RPO

01/06/1986 J/oi /09/1977

•V-r^ 17/05/2008^yj</jlASI»>i(.^^/20/05/2001

i/Xii'l^i^/lftiX01/06/2012'($>

FRP£/^X>piu^.V-rXiCc^;/ll-X/Jv/29/05/2008 -r

XtFRP ^USP ^C> i_ Jv/11/02/2011 

/'PTCt///iryiL;i2006JX. Jv/i^ /X/t/iXii^'X^iX 

C^X SI .V- 06/2007X>i>'-ftt^

^Uinvestigation ^i-lJ [^LvF ^jyJ-J^/'

fc^c> /j^i iX(J'i^-<^ (Jx/^ (ji^ Jl^ ^ lOi/S h o

L L? tx/(i3 (i>/U S P <X ^ F R P

,r

w^USP

jjy"i>Mj!

i
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17/02/2011

-1/Uy I U Ir'

.L^ C.JU( ill ^ ff

^Ir'FRP iJUjj iJ'^iJ'i^J^J^ 

U FRP U iCL t>?v

14 2 6/E (iy^^Jl/ i_F R P .^'JcLT^I-t; JV

24/02/2011

c^v>^ll^UDIG ^C^^c.lr'FRP^USP/l 1/04/2011 . ^0

• , * ♦

iy^>;:ii>XjiACR^Ul'i:^J^4^SI»V'rC^^^^'=-'>'FRP^USPX 

Jt t-X^ £J{^J\/08/08/2012 Xl). DIG

- U-^ )>y^ J/

l/Ix/31/05/2013^y^/LfJ(x-»('^tij(/^l)Uyyi/16/05/2013^>/y*X ,4

tiuJ^Lf‘4c/^yi^v^*lLSHOiJ^4t^C^^^

if/l/i» SiJ^ l/* lA oyi)C\D

i)Lc;!yi/L/uJir,^X>ri-/^X^17/05/2011 JvX -A
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11 /02/2011

<L;>v(/i:aU>Xjir4y^(Aj(/J^^y^^ u/^y)^vi/(LSHO

J U (/l. U t (Af‘tr/t

eir 18,/13^ L1934>. Vy (^V L/^./^c^y Sh^^/Jt

J*

j; irjyk-vy y Ij- ro6/2007y j> rjyx

b>iyL (ji (/ <Llil fc/l ,J JkJJ}/yli^y-’^X -ir

'r='

t^y t2'>tvr *J iJ^Zl ^ t (:jy b"i^

Lri8!./13^L1934

jr :

J

lj>VfVr/31/05/2013 It

i.y4,17/05/2011 /y/V

~di'^}j^-f'^}ji\^^^i_y"F

29/06/2013 --(ijis

=l£il(l

cirFRP Rl^yiiyyy-t^yc^y
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 1450/2013

■ i

Rahmat Ali, Inspector FRP Maiakand Range, Swat, (Appellant)

VERSUS
f

1. _Regionar Police Officer, Maiakand Region, Saidu Sharif, 
Swat and others. i'(Respondents)

i'-i

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING INSTEAD OF 01.01.2015 IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 
. 1450/2014. , . -

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

That the above mentioned Service Appeal was fixed for submission of rejoinder on 

04.07.2014.
1,

2, That rejoinder was filed on.the date fixed and next date fixed for arguments on 
: 01.01.2015 due to incomplete bench for want of appointment of another Member.

1
3, That now the hon'ble Member has been appointed and the bench is complete now.

V

That the matter is simple and short regarding confirmation of the appellant.4.

: It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of the application, the 

aforementioned appeal may very kindly be fixed as soon as possible instead of 01.01.2015. '

Dated 02.09.2014.

(RAHMAT ALI) 
APPELLANT.

c/

r

.-i
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;iniui: cotadoicd liui iipp'iil.ini by ji
. The Dl’C ;• *

:^.‘j.iU00y lof pui[)oi;o
mccLiruj on ,

s NO T; o! Ihc; list but wns drnppc:d due.

dated lli.O.MO'J- Fc:elintj atjgricvw
‘ ^...y.ZOOa, wbK-b

to non-cinplifyino

him
1vide Older

{IcpartmenUil appeal
10.^009, hence the present appeal.

Course
tjofore respondent No.^. 'on

H.
:: ('s 7;e!-',

. The respondents have bled b'C.ir ,
:v;ilv .:i !ft.

issucKi to the ic>spond(^nts 

contested the appeal.
T

l,; he.)id and record pervjsed.
Arcjuinon'I. • ^

.ipp-'ilani VAT’

llK? appellaiU 
■;00/ on olhcialino 

ained SMO in variou

larInclined coencfil

pronroled as Sr.ibdnsp(s:lor in lunp 

(iiweslipatlon) and 

S^ib Inspector

,no has»s. lie seived .vThe1).
s i\)lice SUU 
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I lo fuithei

A.'C-

rem
out o( dir.tnet aird w.'SSutj'lnspecioi 

loinaincd poslee as jued tha-.u>
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Iho dal.e ol !>' t 'Ic! i:peei
been droppod due 

f's have been made senior

(lom provision of passingSub Inspecioi
under Kule ol I’olteu

course for confirmation as

pules, 1934 there is no
It.

but the appellant has
Sub inspector

rnf-'S'^nd HJiiiors collcacjucs

.....

lo

<\ol qnalifyinQ Upper
illr-:

him. l ie stated i 

for the
. c

appellai't 
Ho further stated tt^at ice Appeal Necase ld.2.2009 in. Service 

S.l-Police
datednsolidated judgment
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1102/20011, tilled "Noor

: ' capital City Police Olfreer,
p-urtbermorc, the Stand,ng Order 

for Svb.:lnspectov -

is alsb entitled :<■ me samp ^
itie rani-U)

No couf'.se' for the
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Police

• r. treatment, 
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protnoled us CIb'-rubnt,
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rn'JuiaW

I het>.
Sub inspector in 3une 
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e.en
\ •
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already

due datesfrom
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Appeal No4 I. rvlce 
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I he;
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i
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Lhc appe

namely Ajab Khan,- 
men

Mir •I?ChsanuUab
tionod judoment 
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'f:.ol tbc t.
aforementioned Tribunal agrees i4'i4theas discussed m

is also
-V,, sumdinn i^rder No,

not been improven
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arguments (lu
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rned coI (oi ih by l:he lea asconsequence
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2011-'
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^(•pilTdplHchirnment as perProvincial CjOvi

provincial Goverm
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respondents
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Case Judgement

^ PLC(C.S.)944

[Service Tribunal N.W.F.P.]

Page’ 1 of 1
r

.

Before Muhammad Siddique Khattak and Taj Muhammad Khan, Members

ASHFAQ AHMAD

Versus

INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF POLICE, N.W.F.P., PESHAWAR and 6 others

Appeal No. 193 of 1990, decided on 8th May, 101.

Police Rules, 1934—

-—R. 13.10 (2)—Promotion—Civil servant socking substantive promotion in rank of Sub-Inspector 
' of Police, initially was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector of Police and subsequently was brought 
on promotion list 'E' and was promoted as officiating Sub-Inspector-.—While considering case of 
admission to list' E' of officiating Sub-Inspectors of Police for substantive promotion in rank of Sub- 
Inspector of Police, officers were required to be given independent charge of a police station for 
assessing their suitability and testing their capabilities—Civil servant admittedly was posted as^ 
Station House Officer atone place where he reported for duty, but later his posting as such was 
cancelled' by Authority—Civil servant's name was. not considered for promotion as_ substantive Sub- 
Inspector for the reason that he had not held independent charge of S.PI.O. of a Police Station for one 
year as required under relevant rules as such Authority declined promotion as substantive Sub- 
Inspector declaring him incapable of running post of Station House Officer independently—Early 
appointment of civil, servant as Sub-Inspector was cancelled after about 3 days and that cancellation 
was more for other reasons than for reasons of inefficiency and incapability—After such 
cancellation at one- time he again independently worked as S.H.O. at another Police Station when 
incharge of that station was transferred and no'complaint was received against civil servant, but he 
could not work as-S.H.O. until he was posted as such by Superintendent of Police concerned—Civil 
servant, thus was not at fault if he was not given an independent charge of post of S.H.O.—To 
declare civil servant as incapable of running post of S.H.O. independently, would be unjustified, 
unless he was tested by giving him posting first and allowing him to stay there for a reasonable time 
so as to assess his capability and efficiency—Civil servant could fulfil requirements of concerned 
Rules only if he was given an opportunity of working independently as S.H.O. and until he was - 
posted as such—Assessment of capability of civil servant,, would be quite unfair, mala fide and one 
sided without evaluating facts—Nothing being on record to show that civil servant was inefficient 
and incapable, depriving him of his due rights without any convincing grounds was not justified.

Atiqur Rehman Qazi for Appellant.

Lutfullah Khan, P.D.S.P. for Respondents. '

. http;//WWW,Pakistan lawsite.com/LawOnIine/1 aw/con tent21!asp?Casedes=1992ST-NWFP2007 4/9/2014
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Case Judgement Page 1 of -1

>

'' P;LC(C.S.)944

(Service Tribunal N.W.F.P.]

Before Muhammad Siddique Khattak and Taj Muhammad Khan, Members
<•

ASIIFAQ AHMAD
A

Versus

INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF POLICE, N.W.F.P., PESHAWAR and 6 others 

Appeal No. 193 of 1990, decided on 8th May, 101.

Police Rules, 1934— ,

r—-R. 13;10 (2)—-Promotion—Civil servant socking substantive promotion in rank of Sub-Inspector ■ 
of Police, initially was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector of Police and subsequently was brought 
on. promotion list 'E' and was promoted as officiating Sub-Inspector—While considering case of .? 

. admission to list ’ E' of officiating Sub-Inspectors of Police for substantive promotion in rank of Sub- 
Inspector’ of Police, officers were required to be given independent charge of a police station for 
assessing their suitability and testing their capabilities—Civil servant admittedly was posted as 
Station House'Officer atone place \vhere he reported for duty, but later his posting as such was 
cancelled by Authority—Civil servant's name was not considered for promotion as substantive Sub- 
Inspector for the reason that he had not held independent charge of S.H.O. of a Police Station for one 
year as required under relevant rules as such Authority declined promotion as substantive Sub- 
Inspector declaring him incapable of running post of Station House Officer independently—Early 
appointment of civil servant as Sub-Inspector was cancelled after about 3 days and that cancellation 
was more for other reasons than for reasons of inefficiency and incapability—After such 
cancellation at one time he again independently worked as S.H.O. at another Police Station when 
incharge of that station was transferred and no complaint was received against civil servant, but he 
could not work as S.H.O. until he was posted as such by Superintendent of Police concerned—Civil 
servant, thus was not at fault if Ke was not given an independent charge of post of S.H.O.—-To 
'declare civil servant as incapable of running post of S.H.O. independently, would be unjustified, 
unless he was tested by giving him posting first and allowing him to stay there for a reasonable time 
so as to assess his capability and efficiency-Civil servant could fulfil requirements of concerned 
Rules only if he was given an opportunity of working independently as S.H.O. and until he 
posted as such—Assessment of capability of civil servant, would be quite unfair, mala fide and 
sided without evaluating facts—Nothing being on record to show that civil servant was inefficient 
and incapable, depriving him ofhis due rights without any convincing grounds was not justified.

was .
one

Atiqur Rehman Qazi for Appellant.

Luffullali.Khan, P.D.S.P. for Respondents. •i

;

http»://WWW.pakiStanlawsite.com/LawOnline/law/conlent21,asp?Casedes=1992ST-NWFP2007 ■ 4/9/2014

http://WWW.pakiStanlawsite.com/LawOnline/law/conlent21,asp?Casedes=1992ST-NWFP2007
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iCase Judgement Page ] of ]

<-*392 P L C (C.S.) 944

[Service Tribunal N.W.F.P.]

Before Muhammad Siddique Khattak and Taj Muhammad Khan, Members

ASHFAQ AHMAD

Versus

INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF POLICE, N.W.F.P., PESHAWAR and 6 others

Appeal No. 193 of 1990, decided on 8th May, 101.

Police Rules, 1934—

-—R. 13.10 (2)—Promotion—Civil servant socking substantive promotion in rank of Sub- 
Inspector of Police, initially was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector of Police and subsequently 
was brought on promotion list 'E' and was promoted as officiating Sub-Inspector—While 
considering case of admission to list 'E' of officiating Sub-Inspectors of Police for substantive 
promotion in rank of Sub-Inspector of Police, officers were required to be given independent 
charge of a police station for assessing their suitability and testing their capabilities—Civil servant 
admittedly was posted as Station House Officer atone place where he reported for duty, but later 
his posting as such was cancelled by Authority—Civil servant's name was not considered for 
promotion as substantive Sub-Inspector for the reason that he had not held independent charge of 
S.H.O. of a Police Station for one year as required under relevant rules as such Authority declined 
promotion as substantive Sub-Inspector declaring him incapable of running post of Station House 
Officer independently—Early appointment of civil servant as Sub-Inspector was cancelled after 
about 3 days and that cancellation was more for other reasons than for reasons of inefficiency and 
incapability—After such cancellation at one time he again independently worked as S.H.O. at 
another Police Station when incharge of that station was transferred and no complaint was 
received against civil servant, but he could not work as S.H.O. until he was posted as such by 
Superintendent of Police concerned—Civil servant, thus was not at fault if he was not given an 
independent charge of post of S.H.O.—To declare civil servant as incapable of running post of 
S.H.O. independently, would be unjustified, unless he was tested by giving him posting first and 
allowing him to stay there for a reasonable time so as to assess his capability and efficiency-Civil 
servant could fulfil requirements of concerned Rules only if he was given an opportunity of 
working independently as S.H.O. and until he was posted as such—Assessment of capability of- 
civil servant, would be quite unfair, mala fide and one sided without evaluating facts—Nothing 
being on record to show that civil servant was inefficient and incapable, depriving him of his due 
rights without any convincing grounds was not justified.

Atiqur Rehman Qazi for Appellant.

Lutfullah Khan, P.D.S.P. for Respondents.

http://www.pakistanlawsite.com/LawOnline/law/content21.asp?Casedes=1992ST-NWFP... 12/31/2015
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1992 P L C (C.S.) 944

[Service Tribunal N.W.F.P.]

Before Muhammad Siddique Khattak and Taj Muhammad Khan, Members

ASHFAQ AHMAD

Versus

INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF POLICE, N.W.F.P., PESHAWAR and 6 others

Appeal No. 193 of 1990, decided on 8th May, 101.

Police Rules, 1934—

-—R. 13.10 (2)—Promotion—Civil servant socking substantive promotion in rank of Sub- 
Inspector of Police, initially was appointed as Assistant Sub-Inspector of Police and subsequently 
was brought on promotion list 'E' and was promoted as officiating Sub-Inspector—While 
considering case of admission to list 'E' of officiating Sub-Inspectors of Police for substantive 
promotion in rank of Sub-Inspector of Police, officers were required to be given independent 
charge of a police station for assessing their suitability and testing their capabilities—Civil servant 
admittedly was posted as Station House Officer atone place where he reported for duty, but later 
his posting as such was cancelled by Authority—Civil servant’s name was not considered for 
promotion as substantive Sub-Inspector for the reason that he had not held independent charge of 
S.H.O. of a Police Station for one year as required under relevant rules as such Authority declined 
promotion as substantive Sub-Inspector declaring him incapable of running post of Station House 
Officer independently—Early appointment of civil servant as Sub-Inspector was cancelled after 
about 3 days and that cancellation was more for other reasons than for reasons of inefficiency and 
incapability—After such cancellation at one time he again independently worked as S.H.O. at 
another Police Station when incharge of that station was transferred and no complaint was 
received against civil servant, but he could not work as S.H.O. until he was posted as such by 
Superintendent of Police concerned—Civil servant, thus was not at fault if he was not given an 
independent charge of post of S.H.O.™To declare civil servant as incapable of running post of 
S.H.O. independently, would be unjustified, unless he was tested by giving him posting first and 
allowing him to stay there for a reasonable time so as to assess his capability and efficiency-Civi! 
servant could fulfil requirements of concerned Rules only if he was given an opportunity of 
working independently as S.H.O. and until he was posted as such—Assessment of capability of 
civil servant, would be quite unfair, mala fide and one sided without evaluating facts—Nothing 
being on record to show that civil servant was inefficient and incapable, depriving him of his due 
rights without any convincing grounds was not justified.

Atiqur Rehman Qazi for Appellant.

Lutfullah Khan, P.D.S.P. for Respondents.

http://www.pakistanlawsite.com/LawOnline/law/content21.asp?Casedes=1992ST-NWFP... 12/31/2015

http://www.pakistanlawsite.com/LawOnline/law/content21.asp?Casedes=1992ST-NWFP
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARi., •

1^-?
i;- No. 79___ ST Dated 13 /1/2016

To
The Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.

-ef,.
I

Subject: - Judgement.

I am directed to forward herewith certified copy of Judgement dated 31.12.2015 passed 
by this Tribunal on subject for strict compliance. i

4

f--
Enel: As above

j •
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before THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR. 

Service Appeal No. 1450/2013.

Rahmat Ali Reserve Inspector, FRP Swat.

Appellant
VERSUS

1. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region-I, Saidu Sharif Swat. 

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

The Superintendent of Police, FRP, Malakand Region, Swat.

2.

3.

Respondents.

WRITTEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respected Sheweth,

1. Preliminary Objections.

That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi to file the present appeal. 
That the appeal is bad in law due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties.
That the appeal is time barred.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

That this Hon’ble Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to entertain the present appeal.

That the instant appeal is barred by law.

That the appellant concealed the material facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

2. REPLY ON FACTS.

Para No. 1 of appeal, pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Para No. 2 of appeal is correct to extent that appellant moved an application for 

confirmation in the rank of Sub Inspector but his application was not accepted due to the 

reason that as per Standing Order No. 6/2007 as well as Police Rules 13-10 (2) He has 

not completed two year period as Incharge Investigation Wing or one year as SFIO in 

operation (standing order and P.R 13-10 (2) are annexed).

Para No. 3 of appeal pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

' Para No 4. Needs no comments.

Para No. 5 of appeal is correct to the extent that confirmation of the appellant was not 

considered by the respondents in accordance with Law & Rules.

Para No. 6 of appeal is correct to the extent that appellant filed an appeal before 

respondent No. 2 but the same was examined and filed on merits.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

/.: .6.

GROUNDS.
Incorrect, appellant has only moved one application requesting therein for posting as 

SHO in the year 2011 which was properly entertained and examined, however posting 

transfer of Police Officials is an administrative function which has been exercised-with 

due care and according to the circumstances of each ajid every case. . , .

a.

■t.



. >■

■f^h. Incorrect, the respondents only deferred the case of confirmation as Sub inspector for the 

time being due to existence of some legal bar in standing order and rules referred in para 

2 above..

Incorrect, Standing Order No. 6/2007 is issued in accordance with law and not repugnant 

to the Police Rules.

Incorrect, each case has its own facts and circumstances.

Incorrect, orders of respondents are quite legal, in accordance with Law & Rules.

c.

d.

e.

It is therefore requested that the appeal of appellant may kindly be dismissed with cost 

being devoid of merits and without any legal substance.

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Region Saidu Sharif Swat. 

Respondent No. 1.
:1

V /L
ProviiKaal l^lice^Jmcer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Respondent No. 2.

Sup^ntendent of Police, 
FRP, Malakand Region, Swat. 

Respondent No. 3
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BKORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

V
Service Appeal No. 1450 /2013.

Rahmat AM Reserve Inspector, FRP Swat.

Appellant
VERSUS

1. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region-I, Saidu Sharif Swat.

2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

3. The Superintendent of Police, FRP, Malakand Region, Swat.

Respondents.

POWER OF ATTORNEY.

We, the undersigned No. 1 to 4 do hereby appoint Mr Muhammad Ayaz Khan DSP 

Legal Swat as special representative on our behalf in the above noted appeal. He is authorized to 

represent us before the Tribunal on each and every date fixed and to assist the Govt: Pleader attach 

to Tribunal in Submission of record. ‘ •

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Region Saidu Sharif Swat. 

Respondent No. 1.

Provincial Poliije-Offic^, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Respondent No. 2.

SupS-intendent of Police, 
FRP, Malakand Region, Swat. 

Respondent No. 3



/

BMORE the service tribunal KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWAH, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1450/2013.

Rahmat Ali Reserve Inspector FRP, Swat.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1) The Deputy Inspector General, of Police Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2) District Police Officer, Swat.
3) Deputy Superintend, of Police Head Quarter, swat.
4) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pukhtunkhwah, Peshawar.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT:-

We the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that the 

content of the appeal are collect/ true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has been kept 
secret from the honorable service tribunal Kliyber Pukhtunkhwah, Peshawar.

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Region Saidu Sharif Swat. 

Respondent No. 1.

Provincial Polic 
Khyber Pakhtunkkt^a, Peshawar. 

Respondent No. 2.

Superimendent of Police, 
FRP,, Malakand Region, Swat. 

Respondent No. 3
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ĵ 0STANDING ORDER NO.

f..

Subject: INCENTIVES FOR POSTING IN INVESTIGATION BRANCH •

Competent, efficient and good officers avoid their posting to Investigation 

Branch as a result the incompetent and discarded officers are posted-to Investigation 

wing. This has tarnished the image of the wing. ..

: Therefore, in supersession of circular order No 12 dated 28'*' Sept,2007, , 

the following incentives are provided to Investigation staff for attracting experienced, 

devoted and efficient officers:-

Separate budget,will be placed at the disposal of Addl; l.G.P Investigation, 

DIG Investigation and District Head of Investigation for grant of reward 

for exceptional work and Successful investigation. .

1.

Period spent in Investigation Branch by a Sub Inspector as. Officer 

■ Incharge Investigation of Police Station shall be considered as holding an 

' independent charge of Police Station, one year of such charge being 

sufficient for confirmation as SI in a Substantive Rank.

2.

; For the purpose of actualizing promotion to an Inspector,-three years spent 

: in Investigation Branch by a Sud Inspector shall be counted as an year 

long tenure of posting, as officer iiicharge of Police Station.

2

'1

; ( MUHAMMAD SHARIF VIRK )
Provincial Police Officer,' 

NWFIT Peshawar

> » 5 * ;3 • 3 • )
' O'PRICE 0¥ THE PROVINCpiL POLICE O.PTIGEIl,HH7pPEGHAV/AT,

;1
NOo 8774-88O9/G-I, Dated Peshawax’.the . 25o10o2007«

Cop.Y of above is forwairded'to-the:- /
.All Region. Police;'Officers,NoWoFoPo 
Ali District-Police Officers, in .NoV/oF^P®

I0

' 2o
Dy sInsx>ector General of Police/Iiivestigation-i; GPOo , 
Dysinspector General of Poli'ce/Inyestigation-I-I,.CPO 

SrsSuperintendeht' of Police/lnvestigation,CPO

3o
9

■ .5o O ■

.'Superintendent of; pGlice/Inve3tigation,GPOo 
All Superintendents of Police/Inveotigation -in

&iSSSS& ^
60

7o

.r.'-


