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BEFORE THE BCHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.•-
CAMP COURT SWAT

Service Appeal No. 573/2016

30.05.2016Date of Institution...

Date of decision... 07.12.2017

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash, Tehsil Chakdara Dir 
Lower (currently serving as DSP H/Q District Shangla. ... (Appellant)

Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP
(Respondents)

1.
at Peshawar and 2 others

MR. Adnan Khan Barrister-at-law For appellant.
I*"

MR. Kabir Ullah Khattak, Additional AG For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: - This judgment shall also

dispose of connected service appeals No. 572/2016 Zahid Khan and No. 252/2017

Muhammad Saeed Khan as in all the appeals common questions of law and facts

are involved.

2. Arguments of the learned counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

3. The appellants were promoted as officiating Sub-Inspectors on 

20.10.2007. Thereafter they were confirmed as Sub-Inspectors on 10.08.2012. 

Then they were promoted as officiating Inspectors on 30.01.2013. Prior to that
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they were confirmed as Sub-Inspectors on 10.08.2012 after more than five years 

,; of their promotion as officiating Sub-Inspectors. In the seniority list 

date of confirmation of appellant was shown as 10.08.2012 which was further

/ -
the

circulated on 02.06.2014.

Bacha Hazrat appellant filed a representation against this seniority qua the4.

date of confirmation on 09.06.2014 which was finally rejected on 10.05.201,6

thereafter he filed the present service appeal on 30.05.2016. Zahid Khan, appellant

filed departmental appeal on 27.01.2015 against the said date of confirmation

which was rejected on 10.05.2016 and he filed the present service appeal on

30.05.2016. Muhammad Saeed appellant filed similar departmental appeal on

15.02.2016 which was rejected on 16.02.2017 and then he filed the present service
r

appeal on 15.03.2017.

ARGUMENTS

Learned counsel for the-appellants argued that in the order dismissing the 

representation of appellant Bacha Hazrat reference is made to rule 12.2 (3) of 

Police Rules 1934 which deal entirely with a different situation. That in

5.

accordance with the judgment of august Supreme Court reported as 1997 SCMR

1514 seniority would be counted from the date of continuous officiation in that

grade and not from the date of confirmation. Learned counsel for the appellant 

further referred to judgment of this Tribunal in service appeal bearing No. 

1504/2013 decided on 08.03.2017 in which similar relief was granted to many 

Sub-Inspectors. That in the said judgment this Tribunal further directed that the 

appellants (of the said appeals) as well as similarly placed other employees shall 

be extended the benefit of the said judgment.
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On the other hand the learned Addl. AG argued that the present appeals are6.

not maintainable being time barred and this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to

entertain the present service appeals. The grounds of the objections of the Learned

Addl; AG are that the appellants have not assailed on original or appellate order

which is sine qua non for assuming jurisdiction by this Tribunal u/s 4 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974; That the appellants have filed

the departmental appeals belatedly and therefore the present Service Appeals are

also time barred. That the appellants are estopped from agitating their right in this

Tribunal for laches. That if relief is granted to the appellants then the seniority of

so many Police Officers shall be affected who have not been made party to the

present appeals. That the appellate order has not been challenged by the appellants

in the present appeals.

CONCLUSION

This Tribunal would first deal with the objections of the learned AAG 

regarding limitation. Since the issue of confirmation of the appellants is linked 

with their seniority, each seniority list would give the appellant a fresh cause of 

action and at least one of the appellants namely Bacha Hazrat had timely filed 

representation within 30 days after the circulation of the seniority list. Secondly 

when this Tribunal has extended the same benefits to similarly placed Police 

Officers then in view of the judgment reported as 2002-PLC(C.S)-268, 

limitation shall run in cases of similarly placed employees. Hence all these appeals 

are within time. Second objection is that of availability of original or appellate 

order. The very seniority list circulated is an original order and the appellate order 

is also there on the file rejecting the departmental appeals of the appellants. This

7.
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objection is also over ruled. The third objection is that the appellants have not

challenged the appellate orders. In Para 13 & 14 of the appeal of Bacha Hazrat

and similarly in all other appeals there is every mention of the appellate order.

This objection is also not sustained.

On merits the very appellate order has referred to rule 12.2 (3) of the Police8.

Rules 1934. This Tribunal without touching this aspect whether the Police Rules

1934 relating to Punjab are applicable to this province would take this rule on the

face value, (the applicability of the Police Rules 1934 to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

would be decided subsequently in some relevant case). If we go through relevant 

Sub-Rule 3 it is clearly written that the seniority in the case of upper subordinate 

will be reckoned in the first instance from the date of first appointment. It is next 

added that seniority shall however be finalized by dates of confirmation. It means 

that the decisions shall be made on the date of confirmation but seniority shall 

reckon from the date of first appointment. Therefore, the very interpretation placed 

by the appellate authority on this rule is misconceived. The judgment of the august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan pressed into service by the learned counsel for the 

appellants is in accord with the interpretation of the sub rule mentioned above. 

Secondly the very judgment of this Tribunal referred to by the learned counsel for 

the appellant in similar cases had already decided this issue and had already 

directed the department to extend the benefits of that judgment to all similarly 

placed employees. The cases of the present appellants squarely fall within the 

preview of similarly placed employee and the department cannot ignore the 

appellants from extending the benefit of that very judgment. Coming to the 

objections of learned AAG regarding non impleadment of those Police Officer



5
*9

whose seniority would be affected. This Tribunal is of the view that the issue in

the present appeals is one of confirmation and the very judgment of this Tribunal

has also decided the issue of confirmation. Secondly in such situation when the

appellants are entitled to relief then non impleading of any party would not be

made basis for rejection of this appeals. Reliance is placed on 2006-SCMR-1938.

It may be pertinent to refer to one of the orders of the RPO dated 14.06.2010

turning down the recommendation by DPO with regard to the confirmation of the

appellant in which reference was Rule 13.14 of the Police Rules 1934. Similarly

the respondents have also mentioned this rule in their comments.

This rule does not regulate the issue of confirmation and is therefore, irrelevant.

9. As a sequel to above discussion, the present appeals are accepted. Parties

are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

■i

(Nia2 Muhammad Khan) 
kZhairman 

Camp Court, Swat
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
ANNOUNCED
07.12.2017
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 
Kabir Ullah Khattak, Learned Additional AG for 

the respondents present. Arguments of the 

learned counsel for the appellant heard. 
Learned Additional AG requested for 

adjournment Request accepted: To come up 

for further arguments on 07.12.2017 before D.B 

at Camp Court, Swat.

05.12.2017

i

I

N'V
CAmp Court, SwaiMEMBER

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Addl. AG for respondents present. Arguments heard and 

record perused.

07.12.2017

This appeal is accepted as per our detailed judgment of 

today. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be 

consigned to the record room.
T

t

.V .- ■ .

MEMBER ;
(^mp Court, Swat.

•i

ANNOUNCED
07.12.2017
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08.02.2017 Counsel for the appellant, Mr. Muhammad Muzaffar, 

SI(Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Senior Government 

Pleader for the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned for rejoinder and final 

hearing to 05.06.2017 before D.B at camp court, Swat.

Ch^
Camp court. Swat

an
Member

2017 to-Since the tour programme for the month of June 

court Swat has been cancelled by the Worthy Chairman,
03.10.2017 at camp

08.06.2017
camp
therefore, to come up for the same 

court, Swat. Notices be issued to the parties for the date fixed

on

accordingly.
\

Registrar •-

r

I; 03.10.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Zubair, 
District Attorney alongwith Muzafar Khan, S.I(Legal) for the 

respondents present. The learned District 

adjournment. Granted. To 

before the D.B at camp court, Swat.

Attorney seeks
come up for arguments on 05.12.2017i

\

f:
Member^ Mc^airman 

C imp court. Swatt
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Counsel for ihc appellant present. Ixarned counsel 

for the appellant argued that the appellant was appointed as ASl 

vide order dated 13.04.2007. l ie was promoted 

20.10.2007. That despite eligibility

13.7.2016

and con firmed

as olTiciating S.l on 

including qualifying service confirmation of appellant in the

rank' ofS.l was regretted vide impugned order dated 14.06.2010

wherc-againsl he preferred departmental appeal which

10.05.2016 and hence the instant service appeal on

was

rejected on 

30.05.2016.

'I'hat despite eligibility of the appellant confirmation 

against the rank of S.l was regretted, 'fhat similarly placed

employees including junior officials of appellants were
not extended similarpromoted and hence the appellant was

and that the Police Rules including Rule-13-14 wastreatment 

mis-quolcd and 

appellant and as such the impugned order is nullity in the eyes

^ • mis-interpreted to the dis-advantage of

A

of law.

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to 

deposit of security and process fee within 10 days, notices be 

issued to the respondents ibr written reply/comments for 

06.10.2016 before S.B at canip court Swat.

A,*

o 3 ♦
Cl. oex. a>< <o4

l^TTian
C!

Camp Court, Swat

r 06.10.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Muzaffar Khan, S.l 

aiongwith Mian Amir Qadir, GP for the 

respondents present. Written reply submitted. The appeal is 

assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 

08.2.2017 at camp court, Swat.

(Legal)

*

Chif?m^ 

Camp Court, Swat
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1^73/2016Case No.,

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

S.No.

21 •s /!•

The appeal of IVfr. Bad,Shah Hazrat presented today by ' .V30/05/2016
1I.

1Mr. Adnan'iKhan Advooate, may be entered in the Institution:
'i'/

register and' put up~f^' the Worthy Chairman.fqf^ proper order 

please.

m. ' i

f'.v
* ■Jv

•?.r. .N>

•V

REGISTRARm■0}
I

-ii •
I ■

This case is entrusted to Touring‘'S,' Bepch^at/Svyat for2-

ipreliminary hearing tdlbe put up there on -

i'l- T/r.;

‘Ci-IAmMAN;'
■ ft

^ ■

\-f-t r 0■*7
U • i t.-- f-'-■ 3

C8.06,?016 JvxAcr^o omineel for the appellant 

present. Requeeted'lfor adjournment. Adjourned for 

preliminary hearing to 13.07.2016 atijamp^^cpurt. 

Swat.
v;3i#

m
i. •.
i'

CHA|RHAn
Camp Cowt, Swat.

I’!
!

r
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BEFORE THE HQN'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.i'>"73 . 6^2016 

Badshah Hazrat............................. Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP 

and others Respondents

INDEX
S. No. Description Annexure Pages No.

1. Memo of Appeal with certificate and Affidavit 1-6

2. Addresses of the parties 7

3. Copy of result A

4. Copy of recommendation B 7
5. Copy of letter C (0
6. Copy of letter No.6184/E-II dated 02-04-2012 D

II
7. Copy of recommendations E (2s; Copy bf'departmental representation F

IS
9. Copy of order G

1'=}-
10. Wakalatnama H

Appellant though Counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister^t-Law & 

Arshad Khan Advocate 

Office: Adnan Law Associates,
0pp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat. 

Cell: 0346-9415233

\
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i
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r BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal of 2016

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash, Tehsil 

Chakddara Dir Lower (currently serving as DSP H/Q District 
Shangla.

§sm(39. Appellant
ms^

VERSUS

1) Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police 

Officer/IGP at Peshawar.

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif 

Swat.

District Police Officer District Shangla.

2)

3)

Respondents

I

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE\ ~~

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

PRAYER:':

On acceptance of this Appeal the appellant may be 

considered to have been confirmed in service as Sub-Inspector 

on the date of his promotion or after 03 years of service 

Officiating SI.
as

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the appellant is a serving official of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police force, presently serving-as acting DSP 

HQ, District Shangla.

2. That prior to the present rank as SI, the appellant was 

appointed as Sub-Inspector on 20-10-2007 vide RPO Malakand 

Office Memo No.4058-65/E.
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3. That in the intervening period, the appellant successfully passed 

Upper College course at Police Training Center Hangu. Course 

completion result was intimated on 02-08-2007 vide (Copy of 

result is attached as Annexure

4. That after promotion as Sub-Inspector, the appellant has served 

in various stations of Malakand Division. This period starts 

from 27-10-2007 to 19-08-2011, an era considered to be the 

difficult most one in terms of militancy and insurgency 

prevailing in the area.

5. That after being promoted as Officiating Sub-Inspector on 20- 

10-2007 there remained confusion with regard to confirmation 

of the petitioner in the rank of Sub-Inspector. In this respect the 

concerned District Police Officer Dir Lower sent a 

recommendation for confirmation of the appellant as Sub- 

Inspector on 01-06-2010 (Copy of recommendation is attached 

as Annexure “fi”)-

6. That respondent No.2 vide letter No.6482 dated 14-06-2010 

regretted the recommendation sent to him by the DPO on the 

ground that the appellant has not yet completed the period for 

probation in the rank of Sub-Inspector (Copy of letter is
iX

attached as Annexure

7. That anomaly existed with regard to the period of service after 

which an official could be confirmed in list “F”. In this respect 

respondent No.2 sent a reference to respondent No.l for 

guidance on the matter. Respondent No.l while resolving the 

anomaly wrote in the following terms:

“Confirmation case of Sub-Inspectors serving in 

Malakand Division who have completed other 

criteria as per Police Rules may be processed after 

three years service as Sub-Inspector.

. 1
f

■ I

!

A.Vb.
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Moreover, copy of the approval of W/PPO is 

enclosed in which W/PPO has given approval for 

promotion to list “F” with 03 years ’ service as Sis 

instead of 05 years, other requirements remaining 

the same

(Copy of letter No.6184/E-II dated 02-04-2012 is 

attached as Annexure

8. That prior to the above mentioned notes made by respondent 

No.2, the sub-committee constituted for the removal of the 

anomaly had recommended various officials of the Police force 

to list “F” who were having 03 years service as SI instead of 05 

years (Copy of recommendations is attached as Annexure “F’).

9. That in light of the above recommendations and directives of 

respondent No.l, various officials being junior than the 

appellant were confirmed as Sub-Inspectors after completing 03 

years period as Officiating Sub-Inspectors.

10. That being treated against the law and discriminated in 

violation of the law and Constitution, the appellant was brought 

to promotion list “F” being promoted as officiating Inspector on 

30-01-2013.

11. That promotion to list “F” at this belated stage affected the 

seniority of the appellant vis-a-vis his colleagues. In this respect 

the appellant filed various representations and departmental 

appeal before the respondents (Copy of departmental 

representation with covering letter is attached as Annexure

f
f

“f).

12. That respondent No.l dismissed the representation after being 

held to be not maintainable on 10-05-2016 vide letter 

No. 1249/E-II (Copy of order is attached as Annexure

L.
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That feeling aggrieved as above and having no other remedy in 

law, the appellant files this appeal inter alia, on the following 

grounds:

13.
■5

I ;

GROUNDS:
i.

That the impugned omission on behalf of the respondents to 

reckon the confirmation/seniority from belated stage is on the 

face of it is discriminatory, illegal and un-Constitutional.

A.

That no hard and fast rules exists either for reckoning of 

seniority under the relevant law on the subject. As per the 

relevant case law seniority of a civil servant starts from the date 

of initial appointment in respective scale irrespective of 

confirmation/termination of probation. The appellant being 

appointed as officiating Sub-Inspector in 2007 is entitled to be 

in regular and continuous service from the said date. Hence, the 

appellant is entitled for promotion being his regular service 

considered from 2007 and not 2013.

B.
!

-i

rl.- '

c. That assuming for the sake of arguments that seniority of a civil 

servant starts from the date of confirmation/termination of 

probation, even then the appellant was entitled as per 

respondent No.3 recommendation to be confirmed in 2010. 

Needless to say that respondent No.l as per recommendation of 

anomaly committee held that the period of probation prior to 

list “F” shall be 03 years instead of 05 years. Hence, the 

appellant at the most should have been confirmed as Sub- 

Inspector in 2010.

D. That the appellant has become the victim of discrimination at 

the hands of respondents. Other colleagues of the appellant 

some of whom were junior to appellant were given benefit of 

the 03 years rule. The appellant being senior to those individual

i
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and more deserving on the ground of having served in the hard 

area of Malakand Division has fallen junior to those colleagues. 

Hence, on this score as well the impugned acts and omissions 

of respondents are liable to be set aside.

That the appellant has a spotless career and exemplary service 

record in view of rule 13.14 Police Rules 1,934. Hence, there is 

no bar in confirmation/termination of probation in the present 

case at par with other colleagues of the appellant.

E. I

F. That further grounds with leave of this Honourable Tribunal 

will be raised at the time of oral submissions. ?
i-

Therefore, it is humbly prayed that on acceptance 

of this appeal, the appellant may be held entitled to 

confirmation as Sub-Inspector from the date of 

appointment of promotion as officiating Sub- 

Inspector on 20-10-2007. In alternative benefit of 

03 years rule may be ordered to be extended to the 

appellant and his confirmation as Sub-Inspector 

may be reckoned from 20-10-2010. Any other 

remedy though may not specifically prayed for but 

which cannons of justice would demand may also 

be granted.

r
{■

?
1

J

j-

I
I

lantA

Bac azrat

CERTIFICATE;
.

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed before this 

Honourable Tribunal on the subject matter.

t

i •

V.-
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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK PESHAWAR ,?

Service Appeal No., of 2016

!

Bacha Hazrat Appellant
!
I

VERSUS
;
s ■

!-Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP

Respondents Vand others
'K.

1AFFIDAVIT I1

I, Adnan Khan (Counsel for Appellant) as per instructions of my client, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the above titled Appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief Furthermore, no such like appeal has earlier been filed 

before this Honourable Tribunal or elsewhere on this subject matter

■i'

■j.

ro 1) I

DEPONENT

-1

Barrister
S^Uicm yOum

VAdvocate High Court
V

^^ESTED ^

Wluhammad Mushtaq Khan 
OATH COMMISSIONER 

District Courts Swat.
_ upton/11/2017 .

No../^........ Date....... to

!

.'i
■
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK PESHAWAR 1■;

Service Appeal No, of 2016
I

■!

i

Bacha Hazrat Appellant
!

VERSUS
i

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police

RespondentsOfficer/IGP and others

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT;

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash, Tehsil 

Chakddara Dir Lower (currently serving as DSP H/Q District 

Shangla.

d.'

RESPONDENTS;
f'!V

1) Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police 

Officer/IGP at Peshawar.

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif 

Swat.

District Police Officer District Shangla.

2)■!

3)

Appellant

i/

Bacha Hazrat

i*
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!•/c- Barrister 'JOicm-m

'At:.3i
^OiJCE TRAINING COLLEGE HANGU

E5f6: 1935.r Advoc
POLICE DEPART: : ;NT P.T.C HANfiH

EQILPUpi ’CfiJlON ’N NWFP_PCll::ICE_GAZETre PARTZl ORDFRE RY 
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v> notificationu
s.'

Dated'^ 2007,

Ip I rsft ;s;'s
j have qualiiiui to be declared as I'ASSED, They are hereby notified and their order of MFRIT 
I against each name

S/No, Coinntf

is noted

.-•'V. '<:/i:nc iRank District •A.Merit A-
/p- / TA20..I I iCeaii Mazhai' .Shall 

/.'diid Khan 

i S'idsliah fla/.ral 

■ sDiiar Ali 

> iicliid Adnc.:. 

iSiiliamma^ iaa,

Siialid Usnian v 

A'hihanunad X.niaan 

Snhamniad idilini Tariq 

• Adlam Mu-; a fa 

' ‘ abbir Mui. inunad 

S.isar Khan

39/M.R SI 

302/M ASI 

303/M ASI

Mardan 

Dir

Dir l.,o\vcr 

I’cshawar 

D.l.Khan 

Peshavvai'

Koiial 

i.ur Lower 

D.l.Khan 

Abbottabad 

■Manshera 

Kohat 

Pesliawar 

Abt'oiiabad 

Kohistan 

I lai'ipur 

Abboilabad 

i’esiiawar

as C.,Luk'-i l.dw Inslnidfjf as f.'/.n-v.voe'ec/ in

.■12 have alraaay been bencfiicil w-ilh the above quoied orcki's. 

' i! No. lO . I linin'I aHiMuJed the bnurcl process for C.adetship.

(i) (-undidaw.s O! Fh-m No. /.> i.i haw no! oh/ained 70 or ahovr % irurks m aver ail adwuo

'■«l’iiremr,,ls.i,rov,ardinS.(XNoNof2004,rsuedhyllwCoim,:andani. PTC Hang

: ----yd/—.

V//a:
A2044

2
\/ D,'X

A2043
3-

A20-42 272/P ASI
A20J8 7/D ASI 5
A2035 274/P ASI

y /A2037 74/K ASI 7
A2040 304./M ASi 

6/D ASI
R

A2039
9

A203 |. 202/H ASI ''10
A2032 - 30/H SI 11
A2045 94/K ASI 12 •(

AA2036 i azal Wahid 

iSic.ecin Kli:;.:

Sh.ilianiiiKKl '.inangzeb 

c.'.ral Nabi 

iSu'iir Hussain 

li'anuliaii K;

259/P ASI 13
A2()3U 203/l-i ASI 14
A2i734 204/1-1 AS! £13 • . <
A2047 ! 206/11 ASI 16
A 2 04 6 136/H Si 17
A2033 :258/P SI IS

Note: None (>f th 
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u.

1
■■ /7r>

'// ■ ,:Y-
/

ConiinandaiK,
pLthce Training Colli;!',..'. I !a

•U:i



9

s

t



4

■ ;>

' S
FromV The District Police,Oificer,

Pit* Dowc.'i' at Tiinergara*
The Deputy Inspector General or Police
Malaharod HeEion-III,Saidu Sharif, Swat!

_/EB,Dated Timergara, the l/-^' ■ /PfVin ^
/d^PDICATIOH FOR COMgiKMTTnN. AS S.Th/-

Q?o

No
Sub:- 

Memo }<»

w S.Is Bad Shah Hazrat Khan
No.303/11 and Zahid Khan 110.302^1 oD this District Police ■ 
^or confirmation in the, rank of Sub-Inspectors are submitted
herewith,for favour of condideratiori, please.
Ends;- (02)

'^!=3B>7er<f:x;r---r ■ ■

Digtrict 

Dir Lower
'^?ice On’icer,

at iTimerg^L’a* .. .

Mi.

»•: <

CERTIFIED TO 

BE TRUE COP^

^:5;o'c^eHi5h court
E

*1'

:[

'i

i:'
i



^\o '
Fro*x-

,,,,„
■v»v\je^

Deputy Inspector Oeneral of poiioo,
nalakand Region,Saidu,3haifcf,Swat •
The

^ <

The District police Officer, 
Dir Lower «^t Timergara,

To I-
i

u /aoio./EB,Dated Timergara,thello

OOWII^ATIOR Itl THE RARE OfAi'PLICuTIOn POR
S>I> 

yub;Joctj-

/Reference your office We»Q;no.9l12/EB,dated

01-06-2010.
The following Sla of your district have not 

confirmation in the ranlc ofyet completed the period for
required vide Police Rules i%l4j^Sit as

1.81 Bndshah Hazret l?b.-303^»
2.81 Zahid Khan HO.3021/M.

i

f

Sd/-
Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

Kal akand Req±ot\ , Saidu, Sharif, Swat•

ninTRTgr lOLIOE ORPIGKR^tgR ^'.^ER AT T.G/^
ttq. /o4i.’^"/^ /EB,Dated Tlm9rgara,the ■^/./^

Copies'to 31 Badshah Haarat SHD P.S.0uch 

P.3 neyar for inforaiation with refaren

QffICE Or THE yaoio. .

& SI X^hid Khun SIIO 

to tVioir Hpplic tions.

fp( \
District Police Officer, 

. Dir Lower at Tiaergara^.r

3 y/
c^r.* TO 
BETuUt COPY

AdVOMto High court
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! , ■ ■••. '>.The ProvincialjPolice Officer,
Kliyber PaikhtiinkhAva.
Peshawar

i'.

I

From : '•?;
, J ■■ I » ''' ^h'i

I

General of PoliceThe Deputy Inspector
MMflkland Region, Swat.To :

cj /2012.jd Peshawar thedat,/E-nNo.,
’

.■

r.OWFl'RMA^ON/LISt “F”.i Subject:

il Memo: Mcme No. 17.34/Eofficeto yourPlease
dated: 20.03,201!2.

erre i.

Confirmation case of fSub-lnspectors seUng m Medakand 
Region Who have ^inmetL other criteria as per pA ;ce Rules may be 

proceed ;fter three lyears.Sjrvicc as Sub-Inspector.
Moreover c|opy of the approval 

w/PPO has siven approval for promotion lHra®lll|@- j;K-i^pS inLa.|l of 5 years, other requiren^ remammg the

sainc.

If

1i.

:?
i-

I y,'
y \n:Ci' ;>J...-1
KHAN) .(MU

I/t R^pU-ar 
For PrAvjf>fcsfl Police Officer, 

Kh:^r P^khtunkhwa 
Peahav;ar

I
\.

/

X'
ISi'

\ ft

//A
•r"^ " I

S?K
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A/^- rsj/^
Ay, p. ioi,v \\ \

r j/' / ^ DirLowpratTImergara
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TO LIST OF Sis WITH tSeE^ySI^
rm.KRPKovALOF the^w/ppo 

POLICE RULF 13-14(2) TOR PROMOTIO.V 
service as si instead of 5; VFAPg♦; .

:o:
; f

S/NO ^ ------

V'

1Name
jO. SI Abdul Kh'anan No B/62 
U. I SlAlufNo.'ILiSS “

SI Shah NaWftz No. H/Wl 
SlMuharn mad • Kh urshld’No""H/27lT 
SI Gholam Muttals No, H/2Q2 
SI Haz^tlNabilNo. H/20T“

16.. 8I^A. AltafNol K/‘ll 
SI XmiidlAli Kd. MRy’73
^lnsj)ecior Cmi adhoc basia) Shfa No Mil/74

Sub-Inspeccor. ■ , : , ^ njpeaor as ihe^ aot competed 05 years service tjs

inipcctor. ThVs Pollca Rule 13.14 related 10 Inclusion ^9 I151 “F" luid promotion « Offg:
system has been suhsided'since Jong He Ainher stated ifw*^p r selection
for admission ip list ^T-' md promoflon as Offs' Jaspcctor a^d r^lcsKd th’ ^ *' “PPlJCoblc
considered in afaccorWe with Police R^es 13 ] sTd 1/. iT ^

I SI Amjid AliNo. MR/173 of Mardan Region 
SI Sher Rehman No. MR/174 of Mardan Reel 
S HagatNqbi No, H/206 of Hazara Region 
SI Mulfammad Aliaf No. H/31 of Hazam Rce 
Muhammad Altaf No. H/85 
Ghulem Mustafa No. H/202 
iChuf>h.'id KJ^’an No. H/201.

i•» I
12.- I .
13. •
14. . i

)15. •
?

17. »
18, •

1 ;

i:
I ;

Iion. i10.
I i.

ion.12.
13. i
:4.

I

2. AJG/Esiablishmcnt 
■MOf Legal 
Reslstrar 

The Sub-Committee examined their
' ' t I

3.CERTIFIED TO 
BE TFU£ COPY

'!

/ii
4.

case on 06.05.20n/^.^ subnnited their finding whirh »

d^contmued there fpre the Police Rule 14 is not aonlknM.'il'! been
T' and promotion « offg: Inspector ' PPhcnble tjiy ponsidc'ffliion of Si uiclusion to lipi

p4„d fi, promotion C the *^0 5 ysars
liii "F". The mcmbcriTirially,Bgrce/io ref-r tha ? ■» lojan even higher level i.e to promotion
l-t promotion,;to F'l pf Slfttlih three yearFtert'^'of

jrct.mmg the Mmol -.heioption is cxcroi,sod undo,- Poli'c Rulo ,
be made only wnh -.l o inaction of iho la-duoctor Pon^,.! . h) fhu.ulc mi)
exemplary coqduct’l j i ' ' iiorvi.,'/.' and

[under.

71
Kind Ofder/approval of the W./pPO is soho ^d.)z

SOOD)
quarters, 

i jJ^ber Pakhtdii-kawa 
Peshawii*.

Addl: IGi^Hea

(FIAZ AHM.^P khan TORU) 
Provincial Police Officer 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ' 

Peshawar.

!i
I

tvtj C>«>i..»,«'^.|,N,„.TUOf OlUA*7b.{r-rAi iKiinlOnos i Tr ii»«
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fL.
The Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

From : '1
f

L-'The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

_/E, dated Saidu Sharif, the

To

No. ./2014.

Subject: REPRESENTATION OF SENIORITY LIST

Memorandum:

A self explanatory representation preferred by Inspector Badshah 

Hazrat No. M/303 of Investigation Wing Dir Lower, requesting therein for fixation his 

seniority with his colleague along with its enclosures is submitted herewith for favour 

of consideration please.

Regiona^Police Officer, 
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

No. /E,
Copy to Head of Investigation Wing, Dir Lower with reference to 

his office memo: No. 2707/Inv: dated 04/06/2014.

t

3/1-1 IS, RegioTral Police Officer, 
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

CERTiFiED TO
BE TRUE COPY

Barrister
] '}l CfOw.^y

Advocate High Court!'
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To: Tlie Provincial Police Officer. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

' ^ /
THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL

?

5
■k

■f-'-'-A' j^RESENTATION FOR SENIORITY LIST “F”Subject:

Respected Sir
Kindly refer to worthy provincial police officer Khyber 

pakhtoonkhwa memo no 370-90/E-11 dated 9.5.2014 on the subject 

“SENIORITY OF INSPECTORS/ SUB INSPECTOR ON LIST “F”OF KHYBER

PAKHTUKHWA AS IT STOOD ON 09.05.2014 .In this connection I have to j 

submit my following presentation in connection of my seniority of list “F”.

That I was promoted as Offg: SI vide worthy RPO Swat notification / 
/pideTNq. 4058-65/1^

That I have passed my upper college^course vide notification No. 1299 

dated 02.08.2007 issued by Commandant PTC Hangu.

That as SI my posting period as Incharge Investigation remained as 

under.

>

>

>

S. No Place of Posting From TO
1 I.C Investigation PS Khali 27.10.2007 10.03.2008
2 I.C investigation PS Balambat 22.10.2008 23.03.2009

> That as SI/ SHO Period remained as under.
s. No Place of Posting From TO
1 SHO PS Khali 11.03.2008 18.09.2008CERlIFiE^ TO 2 SHO PS Khali 23.03.2009 10.10.2009be TRUE o
3 SHO PS Ouch 10.10.2009 07.02.2011
4 SHO PS Khali 07.02.2011 19.08.2011

That 1 was confirmed as Offg: Sub 1 nspectdf vide Regional Police Officer 

Malakand memo: No”5629t44/E-1J dated 10.0^;j_0T^

That my name was brought on promotion list “F” vide Provincial Police 

Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa order No. 2409/E-ll dated 30.01.2013 and 

consequently promoted to the rank of Offg: inspector vide memo: No. 
2579-84/E-!l dated 01.02.2013.

That as per rules my offg. Period as Sub Inspector of two years 

completed on 27.10.2009.

That my posting as SHO for one year continues period also completed 

on 23.06.2010 with “A” reports of ACRs.

That my ACRs reports as offg: si recorded “A” in the mentioned pej:i6d;

>

>

>

f

>

c
..



•• ..
' > That despite the above facts my confirmation was ignored as my request 

for confirmation was not considered vide RPO memo: No. 6482/EB dated 

14.06.2010 without any cogent reason.
> That in the cited period other Junior Officer names were brought on 

promotion list ‘F’ on 30.07.2010.

That for instance the name stood in Seniority List vide 

/^^84m99^m^KiBZ32S326J4^ other
>

were junior then
me but despite the fact that I was qualified for confirmation as Sub

Inspector was ignored due to unknown reasons.

That my name is stood vide serial No. 221 in the circulated seniority list. 

That beside the above officer other junior officer also confirmed and 

promoted to the rank of Inspector, but I have no access to their service 

record to mentioned their name.

That my duedate of confirmation / promotion to List “F” is 23.03.2010 

instead of 10.08.2012.

Keeping in view the above facts it is therefore humbly requested that the 

seniority list showing seniority of inspectors may kindly revised and my 

name may kindly be placed before the name of Afsar khan and after the ; 

name of Shaukat AN stood vide serial no'"8^^cl~83>respectivelv.

>

>

>

>

Your obediently

HAZRAT NcJ%03#^ 

C.O HQrs:'|nvestigation Wing, 
Dir Lower..

CEItTiFiEDTO 
BE TRUE COPY

BADSHi

M. )
Barrister

yOio/n
Advocate High Court

'4
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• I-
inspector General of Police,, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

k
i-?orh:

/

'iThe I
't

!Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand Region Swat.

Thefb ;
,the 5//7 7/E-11, dated Peshawar

rfpRESENTAIIQN
No. OFSENlOROlLlilTf-
Subject:

Please refer» Ver Meero N0.4679/E , rJe.ed 09,06.2014.Memo:

The Re
No.M/303 of investigation 

please.

g-r.Pi ...^W{

M / ?4--^(Farhad WUYo,usafza.)
' ^..-Registfk %

. Ld^pector General of Police,
y t ilhyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

7

cn
1/

CERTIFIED TO
bXws*.

Barrister 
Q)-^. J\filan
Advocate High Court
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V
WORKING PAPER liEG^^MING REPRESENTATION OF INSPECTOR 
BADSHAH HAZRAT NO. M/303 FOR SENIORITY WITH HIS COLLEAGUES-4

The RPO/Malakand has forwarded an application of Inspector Badshah Hazrat at 
"F/A". Inspector Badshah Hazrat in his application stated that he was promoted as Offg: 
Sub-Inspector on 20.10.2007 and passed Upper College Course on 02.08.2007. As 
Sub-Inspector his posting period as Incharge Investigation remained as under:-

FROM TOPLACE OF POSTINGSR.NO
27.10.2007 10.03.2008I.C Investigation PS Khali1.

23.09.2009I.C Investigation PS Balamabat 22,10.20082.
As Sub-Inspectoi/SHO period remained as under:-

TOFROMPLACE OF POSTINGSR.NO
18.09.200811.03.2008SHO PS Khali1.

23.03.2009 10.10.2009SHO PS Khali2.
07.02.201110.10.2009SHO PS Ouch.3.

07.02.2011 19.08.2011SHO PS Khali4.

He was confirmed as Offg: Sub-Inspector on 10.08.2012. His name was brought 
on promotion List "F" on 30.01.2013 and consequently promoted to the rank of Offg; 
Inspector on 01.02.2013. As per rules, his Offg: period as Sub-Inspector of two years 
completed on 27.10.2009. His posting as SHO for one year continues period also 
completed on 23.06.2010 with "A" reports ACRs. His ACRs reports as Offg: 
Sub-Inspector recorded "A" in the mentioned period. Despite the above facts, his 
confirmation was ignored as bis request for confimiation was not considered vide RPO 
Memo; No. 6482/EB, dated 14.06.2010 without any cogent reason. In the cited period 
other junior officers names were brought on promotion List "F" on 30.07.2010. For 
instance the names stood in the Seniority List at Sr. Nos. 84, 85,99, IGU, 106, 107, 125, 
126, 141, 144, 152 and others were junior to him but despite the fact that he was qualified 

for confinnation as Sub-Inspector was ignored due to unknown reasons. His name is 

stood at Sr. No. 221. Besides the above officer, other junior officers were also confinned 
and promoted to the rank of Inspector. But he has no access to their seiwice record to 

mentioned their names. His due date of confinnation/promotion to List "F" is 23.03.2010 
instead of 10,08.2012. He requested that the Seniority List at "F/B" showing seniority of 

Inspectors may kindly revised and his name may kindly be placed before the name of
Afsar Khan and after tlie name of Shaukat Aii stood vide Sr. No. 84 & 83 respectively.

CERTiFiED TO
g£TRUFQOPy COMMENTS OF RPO MALAKAND

RPO Malakand comments were sought at "F/C". The relevant Paras of the 

comments are reproduced as under;-
Barrfster

submitted for kind perusal that as per previous policy in Malakand Region 
Advccute High Cot^tib-lnspecicr on Li3t-"E" on the availability of confirmed posts of Sub-Inspectors, were 

promoted substantively on two year probation and subsequently confirmed in the rank of 
Sub-Inspectors by counting their period of Offg: towards probation period as provided in
Police Rule 13.18.

Offg: Sub-Inspectors, having five years seivice as Sub-Inspectors were considered 

for confirmation as Sub-Inspector under Police Rule 13.14 (2)(a).

On observation by the Sub-Inspector that the period for confirmation as 

Sub-Inspector is two years in the other Region, guidance was solicited from CPO, 
' Peshawar vide his office Memo; No. 1784/E, dated 20.03.2012.

J



In response’the CPO, Peshawar vide Memo: No. 6184/E-II, dated 02.04.2012 

passed remarks that confirmation case of Sub-Inspectors serving in Malakand Region 

who have completed other criteria as per Police Rules may be processed after three years 
service as Sub-Inspector. Which is being complied with in letter and spirit.

Later-on, the CPO, Peshawar vide letter No. 370/E-III, dated 06.02.2015 directed 
that Police Rules 13.18 should be follow/complied with for confirmation as 
Sub-Inspector, which requires further clarification as to whether it is to apply to the 
promotion in the Offg: rank or substantive, as confirmation of Sub-Inspectors has specific 
term and condition lay down.

. Qualifying Upper College Course.
Posting as SHO or Oil or 03 years in S.B or CTD or Training Institution or 
02 years service Elite Force.
Clear ACRs for 05 years.

A large number of Sub-Inspectors have been confirmed in his Region according to 
the 5/3 years policy, who have been subsequently promoted as Inspectors/DSsP.

Revision of date of confirmation qf Inspector Badshah Hazrat at this stage will 
provide a base for other Inspectors/DSsP to submit similar applications for seniority 
which will not only disturb the seniority of Inspectors/DSsP of Malakand Region but will 
also disturb the seniority of DSsP and Inspectors at Provincial level.

It is therefore, requested that the matter may kindly be considered at the CPO level 
and his office may be guided how to go ahead with the revision of the date of 

confirmation of Inspector Badshah Hazrat as Sub-Inspector and other similar cases which 
may come of if revision of his date of confirmation is done.

1.
2.

3.

FACTS

As per record, names at Sr. Nos. 84 & 83 i.e Shaukat AH Shah No. K/94 and Afsar Khan 
belong to Kohat Region and they were confirmed as Sub-Inspectors on 30.06.2008. While 
according to RPQ Malakand letter at "F/D", date of confirmation of applicant at Sr. No. 8 is 
10.08.2012.

Committee has to decide the case.

CERT^rlED TO

Barrister
■ixm

Advocate High Court
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BETTER COPY

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR. GENERAL OF 
POLICE KHYBER PAKHTUNKKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE PESHAWAR 
N0.I249/E-II, dt: 10/05/2016

To The Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand Region

Subject:

: No.M/303
REPRESENTATION OF INSPECTOR BADSHAH HAZRAT

Memo:

Please refer to letter N0.6817/E dated 31-03-2015.

Inspector Badshah Hazrat M/303 stated that as per rules, his Offg:
period as Sub-Inspector of two years completed on 27-10-2009. His posting as SHO for one 

year continuous period also completed on 23-06-2010 with “A” reports ACRs. His ACRs 

reports as Offg: Sub-Inspector recorded “A” in the mentioned period. Despite the
aforementioned facts, his confirmation without any cogent reason.

RPO Malakand comments were sought. According to RPO/Malakand reply 

per previous policy in Malakand Region, Sub-Inspectors were on list “E” on the availability 

of confirmed posted of Sub-Inspectors were promoted substantively on two year probation 

and subsequently confirmed on 10-08-2012 in the rank of Sub-Inspector by counting their 

period of Offg: towards proation period as provided in Police Rule 13.18.

as

Decision:

He was confirmed as Sub-Inspector 

12.2(3) Police Rules 1934, seniority reckoned form the dated of confirmation. 

Therefore, his representation is not maintainable.

10-08-2012. According to Ruleon

(NAJEEB UR REHMAN B'UGVI) PSP 
AIG/Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

NO.1250-51/E-II,
Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

1. Office Supdt: Secret Branch, CPO
2. Incharge Central Registry Cell, CPO

CEKTH-^EDTO
BE

OA r///cAuhia'ii
‘Advocate High CcLfTt
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARj

Service Appeal No.573/2016.

BachaHazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o DheraiTalash, Tehsil ChakddaraDir Lower 
(currently serving AS DSP H/Q District Shangla).

Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP 

at Peshawar.

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat.

District Police Officer District Shangla.

1.

2.

3.

Respondents

Subject: REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO.L 2 & 3.
Preliminary Objections
1. Appellant is claiming seniority against his joiners but no one has been cited 

as private respondents therefore the appeal is not maintainable.

Under Police Rules 1934, there is nowhere mention that, confirmation is to be 

granted from the date of appointment, hence the prayer for confirmation with 

effect from 20/10/2007 is quorum nonjudice.

The appeal of appellant is badly time barred. He has admitted that he made 

successive representations. It is well settled principle of law that successive 

departmental representations do not confer fresh right for lodging service 

Moreover the department/competent Authority issue seniority list 

with confirmation of the officers and in footing note direct all officers whoever 

aggrieved with the said list on merit counts, should file representation within one 

month but the appellant has not availed this opportunity as such the appeal is 

squarely timebarred.

That the appeal has not been based on facts.

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

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

That the appellant has not approached this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands. 

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi.

That the appellant has suppressed material facts from this Honorable Tribunal.

2.

3.

appeal.

4.

.5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

Facts
Pertains to record hence no comments.

2. Pertains to record hence no comments. 

Pertains to record hence no comments. 

Pertains to record hence no comments.

3.

4.



■-4‘ '

Correct to the extent that appellant’s case was recommended by District Police 

Officer Dir Lower as per record. •

Correct to the extent that Competent Authority did not honor DPO’s request and 

the recommendation was rejected as per law. It is worth clarifying that the 

appellant should have preferred appeal against the rejection order in the competent 

forum but the appellant did not approach accordingly, hence the instant appeal is 

squarely time barred on that score which is not maintainable in its form.

Incorrect the reference agitated in Para 7 does not particularly relate to the case of 

appellant and it is just circulation/directives for the subordinate authorities to 

process the case of confirmation within the four comers of Police Rules 1934, for 

the officers fulfilling the requisite criteria.

Incorrect Police Rule 13-14(2) of Police Rules 1934 is only applicable to the 

officers for consideration of selection grade promotion which is not applicable to 

the instant appeal as the present appeal relates to regular promotion and not the 

selection grade promotion.

Incorrect the appellant has neither mentioned the names of junior officers nor 

made them parties in the present appeal, therefore comments against other officers 

would not be appropriate.

Incorrect no discrimination or action against law has been taken against the 

appellant and this is worth to mention that if he is brought on Promotion list'T” 

on 30/1/2013, the appellant should have approached the Honorable Tribunai 

immediately after representation to the competent authority but he overlooked the 

process and as such this appeal is time barred as infructuous, being not filed within 

time.

Incorrect the appellant has admitted that he filed various representations while did 

not bother to file service appeal which makes the instant appeal as time barred and 

is not entertain able on this score of time limitation.

Incorrect the representation of the appellant has been correctly dismissed by the 

competent authority in accordance with Police Rules 1934.

Approach to the competent forum by any individual is the right given by the 

rules/law and Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan hence no comments.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

!

10.

11.

12.

13.

Grounds
A. Incorrect the appellant was neither discriminated nor treated illegally and the 

impugned order under appeal is based on legal circumstance.

13. Incorrect the Policerule do not provide confirmation from the date of appointment 

civil servant and citation of confirmation is based on satisfactory working 

during period of probation coupling with completion of probation period provided 

under Police Rule 13-18 of Police Rules 1934.

of



Incorrect the plea taken in this Para is hot worth consideration on account of time 

limitation as the appellant should have agitated his grievance before this 

Honorable Tribunal well in time.

No discrimination or illegality has been passed in the case of appellant and he has 

been extended his due right under the rules from time to time. The appellant has 

failed to mention the names of junior officers and did not make them party in the 

instant appeal therefore needs no comments.

Pertains to record. The service record of appellant can be submitted whenever 

directed by this Plonorable Tribunal.

During the course of arguments, respondents also seeks permission of this 

Honorable Tribunal to submit additional grounds, if any

C.

D.

E.

F.

Prayer:

It is therefore, humbly prayed that keeping in view of aforementioned 

submissions, the subject appeal of appellant devoid of merit, legal footing may 

graciously be dismissed.

r Inspector General offxilice^— 
iwa, Peshawar 

(RSpondent No. 1)
Khyber Pa^

Sbarli&aSwi 
(Respondent No. 2)

District I^ice Officer, 
ySnangla

(Re^Jpondent No. 3)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARy

Service Appeal No. 573/2016.

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash, Tehsil Chakddara Dir Lower 
(currently serving AS DSP H/Q District Shangla).

Appellant

VERSUS
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/ IGP at 

Peshawar.

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat.

District Police Officer District Shangla.

2.

3.

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

Muhammad Muzaffar Khan Sub Inspector Legal District Shangla is hereby 

authorized to appear on behalf of the Respondents No. 1, 2 & 3 before the honorable 

Service Tribunal Peshawar. He is authorized to submit all required 

replies etc pertaining to the appeal through the Government Pleader.
documents and

Inspector “General of P^iliec; 
Khyber PakhtunkljwCTeshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)

(Respondent No. 2)
X

^(u

District P^ice Officer, 
/Shangla

(I^pondent No. 3)

■■ • ••
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 573/2016.

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash, Tehsil Chakddara Dir Lower 
(currently serving as DSP H/Q District Shangla).

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/ 

IGP at Peshawar.

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat. 

District Police Officer District Shangla.

2;

3.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We the deponents in the above titled service appeal, do here by solemnly affirm 

and declare on oath that the contents of Para wise comments are correct and true to the 

best of our knowledge and belief and nothing have been kept concealed from this 

honorable tribunal.

Deponents

Inspector GepjefaTof Police, 
Khyber Pq^Hfunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)

M^I^k^andJiS'ai‘dul!Sh.a5\v|;^ 

(Respondent No. 2)

District Police Officer, 
Sbangla

(R^^ondent No. 3)

,1
d
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From G?he District Police , Orficef,
Dir Lower at TimeT*0;ara*
Ihe Deputy Inspector Generjal oD Police/ ■ 
Malakaiid EeGXon-III ,Saidu Bharif., Swat, 

__yEB,Dated Timergara, the \/—S -
API^ICATICN FOR COHFIuM;La?ION AS S^Ia,

To

No y2oio.
Sub:- 
Memo ;•

r

Application o£ S.Ia Bad Shah Haarat Khan 
No,505/^ and Zahid Khan No,502y^I of this District Police 

for confirmation in the, rank of Sub—.Inspectors are submitted 
herev;ith for favour of condideratiori, please. i

Ends I- (02)

\

ice.Officer, 
Dir Lower at Timerg^ra* ..
District

Jl
^^5 r.

1-)
.i*.

r-BarrisMsr :l

i .;;
I,

i

••

.̂

A-

•. \ •
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

oLI^o Dated/J 712/2017No /ST

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Shangla.

■ oTHfSubject: JUDGEMENT/ ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 573/16, MR. BACHA HAZRAT.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgment/order dated 
07/12/2017 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

REGI^RAR 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR.

•V

U

■)

I
5

i

7.

:•
•a/7 ^^7
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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KFK PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat Tehsil Chakdara Dir 

Xower (Currently serving as DSP H/Q District Shangla).

Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer 

and others

Respondents

INDEX

S.No. Description Annexure Pages No.

1. Memo of Rejoinder
i- ^

2. Affidavit 5
3 Copy of Letter • A-1 6

Appellant through Counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law 

.Office: Adnan Law Associates,
0pp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat. 

Cell: 03469415233

V

'i■.X*
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. BEFORE THE HQN^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK
PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat Tehsil Chakdara Dir Lower 

(Currently serving as DSP H/Q District Shangla).

Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police 

Officer and others

Respondents

RETOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN

RESPONSE TO PARA WISE COMMETNS OF

RESPONDENTS:

Respectfully Sheweth:

Rejoinder to preliminary objections:

1) This reply of answering respondent is not correct. The present 

case does not pertain to seniority of other police officials, 

rather confirmation of the appellant at an earlier stage. Hence, 

there is no need to implead private individuals as 

respondents. Thus, the appeal is maintainable in its present 

form.

Correct to the extent that Police Rules 1934, do not specifically 

mandate that confirmation is to be granted from the date of 

appointment, however when the special !aw is silent, general 

law is to be resorted to. As per the general law pertaining to 

civil service, an official is deemed to have been confirmed and 

his seniority reckoned from his initial appointment and not 

otherwise.

2)

1 I P a .g e
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Incorrect. The appeal is within time. The appellant filed 

Departmental Appeal on 27-01-2015/ which was dismissed on 

10-05-2016. Felling aggrieved of the same, the instant Service
I

Appeal was filed on 30-05-2016 which is well within time. 

Furthermore/ the respondents vide letter No.370-90/E-II dated 

09-05-2014 issued to DPOs on 28-05-2014/ revised seniority list 

of Inspectors and Sub-Inspectors. The said seniority list g 

fresh cause of action to the appellant. The appellant being 

vigilant forthwith agitated his rights before the respondents. 

Similarly/ respondent No.lvide letter No,888/E-III dated 30- 

03-2015 directed respondent No.2 to look into the matter being 

the competent authority for the same. The appellant has 

remained vigilant throughout the course and no ingredient of 

the present dispute could be termed as time barred. (Copy of 

letter enclosed is attached as Annexure "A-1").

Incorrect and denied.

Incorrect and denied.

Incorrect. No estoppel lies against the appellant to file this 

appeal.

Incorrect. The appellant approached this Hon'ble Tribunal 

with clean hands.

Incorrect. The appellant has got both cause of action and locus 

standii and to file this appeal.

Incorrect. All necessary and relevant facts have been revealed 

to his Hon'ble Tribunal.

ave a

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

ON FACTS:

1) No need of further reply. 

No need of further reply. 

No need of further reply. 

No need of further reply. 

No need of further reply.

2)

3)

4)

5)

2 } P a g e
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6) Incorrect. When cause of action accrued to the appellant, he 

vigilantly agitated his rights before the competent forum, 

hence the appeal is within time and maintainable as such. 

Incorrect.7) The reference agitated in Para 7 specifically 

mentions 03 years time period for confirmation of Sub-

Inspectors. Furthermore, the said note pertains to officials 

serving in Malakand Division. Hence, on all scores the 

appellant is entitled to take benefit of the said reference. 

Correct to the extent that Police Rules 13-14 (2) relate to 

promotion under selection grade. The appellant has never 

claimed promotion under selection grade as he is otherwise 

entitled to confirmation as Sub-Inspector at an earlier date. 

Incorrect and denied. Reply already given in Para 1 of 

preliminary objections.

10) Incorrect and denied. The appellant has approached this 

Hon'ble Tribunal well within time. Detailed reply already 

given in reply to Para 3 of preliminary objections.

11) Incorrect and denied, Reply already given.

12) Incorrect. The representation of the appellant has been 

illegally dismissed by the competent authority.

13) No need of reply.

8)

9)

ON 6R0UNDS:

A) Incorrect and denied. The appellant has been discriminated 

vis-a-vis other officials having the same status and the 

impugned order is illegal on this score alone.

Correct to the extent that some anomaly exists in the Police 

RuleS' regarding confirmation matters. However, as stated 

above when special law is silent on any matter, general law 

will come to fill the gap. As per the general law, seniority of a 

civil servant is reckoned from his initial appointment.

B)

3 I Page
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c) Incorrect. Detailed reply already.given above. 

Incorrect. Detailed reply already given above. 

No need of reply.

No need of reply.

D)

E)

F)

In view of the above, these subrnissions may be 

considered graciously and the tilted appeal may 

be allowed in the interests of justice.

Appellant 
Through Counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law

4 I P a g e
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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016 ■-I
I

Bacha Hazrat S/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash Tehsil 
Chakdara Dir Lower (Currently seving as DSP H/Q District Shangal

(Petitioner)

VERSUS

Government of KPK through Provincial Police Officer/IGP and 

others

(Respondents)

AFFIDA VIT .

1, Adnan Khan (Counsel for Appellant), as per instructions of my client, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the above rejoinder in 

’ titled Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

1

.1

DEPONENT
I:I::

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barristcr-at-Law
■!

Uc. .)
o ■

0/. S'#

.
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^.ivspfectorGtnersJ of Police, ’

, j'hybef Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
*Aodl; in.spec'tors Genera I'of Police, 
Knyber Pakhtunkhwa,. Peshawar. ' 
Capital City Police iofficer, 
f^eshawar.
J^egional Police Officers/ 
l.n K'hyber Pakiitunkhwa 
Deputy, Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,. Peshawar. . ^ 
Commandant PTC,
Hangu.
Director, Anticorruption Establishm 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
PpgistTar, CPp,
Office Supdt;-Secret, CPO.

dated Peshawar, the ^
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE rRIBUNAL. KPK PESHAWAR

■ i In Service Appeal No.573 of ,2016

«

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat Tehsil Chakdara Dir 

Lower (Currently serving as DSP.H/Q District Shangla).
I

Appellant;

VERSUS
1

Government of Khyber Pakhtupkhwa through Provincial Police Officer 

and others
I,.

Respondents

INDEX

Pages No.Description AnnexureS.No;,
!

1. Memo of Rejoinder i-A
2. Affidavit 5

A-l 63 Copy of Letter

Appellant through Counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan/Barrister-at-Law 
Office: Adnan Law^sociates,
0pp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat. 

Cell: 034b9415233:• !
1

i

r

I
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERYICE TRIBUNAL. KFK
PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016

Bacha Hazrat s/p Muhammad Hazrat Tehsil Chakdara Dir Ldiver 

(Currently serving as DSP11/0 District Shangla). i '

Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhfunkhwa through Provincial Police 

Officer and 'others

.Respondents

RETOINPER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN

RESPONSE TO PARA WISE COMMETNS OF

RESPONDENTS:

Respectfully Sheweth:

Rejoinder to preliminary objections:

This reply of answering respondent is not correct. The present 

does not pertain to seniority of other poUce officials.
1)

case
rather confirmation of the appellant at an earlier stage. Hence, 

heed to. implead private individuals asthere is no
respondents. Thus, the appeal is maintainable in its present

form.
Correct to the extent that Police Rules 1934, dp not specifically 

mandate that confirmation is To be granted from the date o^ 

appointment, however when the special law is silent, general
I • ' ' I

lay is tOjbe resorted to. As per the general law pertaining to 

civil service, an official is deemed to have been confirmed and

his seruority reckoned from his initial appointment and not
1

otlierwise.

2)

1 I P a e
' i



(D
Incorrect. The appeal is within time. The appellant filed 

' Departmjental Appeal on 27^01-^015, which was dismissed on 

10-05-20i6. Felling aggrieved of the same, the insfant Service 

Appeal was filed on 30-05-2016 which is well within time. 
Furtherir ore, the respcindehts vide letter No.3'70-90/E-n dated 

, 09-05-2014 issued to IpPPs on 28-05-2014, reyised seniority list

- .3),

of Inspectors and Subj-Inspectors. The said seniority list gave a 

, freshi.cause of action to the appellant. The appellant being 

. vigilynt forthwith agitated his rights before the respondents. 

Similarly, respondent No.lvide letter No.888/E-III dated oO-

03-2015 directed respondent No.2 to look into the matter being

same. Tlae appellant hasthe competent authority for' the 

remained vigilant throughout the course and no ingredient of

.. the present dispute could b^ termed as time barred. (Copy of 

letter enclosed is att^ch^d asjAnnexure " A-1").

4) Incorrect and denied. tl . j

Incorrect and denied. i
!' I-' 1 ■ '

Incorrecti No estoppel lies lagainst the appellant to file this
3)i

6)
appeal.

7) Iiicorrect. The appellant a]:|proached this.Hon'ble Tribunal 

: with clean hands. i

Iricorrect. The appellant, has got both cause of action and locus 

storfu and to file this appeal! ;

Incorrect. All necessary andjrelevant fatts have h^(m revealed

to his Hon'ble Tribunal,

8)

9)

ON FACTS;

N6 need of further reply. 

No need'of further reply. 

Ho need of further reply. 

No need of further reply. 

No need of further reply.

1)
■ 2)

3)

4)

5).
2 I P a g e



' 6) . Incorrect When cause of action accrued to the appellant he

vigilantly agitated his rights before the jjompetent forum,

, hence the appeal is within time and maintainable as such.

The reference agitated in Para' 7 specifically 

mentions 03 years tirhe period for confirmation of Sub- 

Inspectors. Furthermore, the said note pertains to officials 

serving, jin Malakand Division. Flence, on all scores the 

appellant is entitled tfci take benefit of the said reference.

Correct to the extent that Police Rules 13-14 (2) relate to 

promotion under selection grade. The appellant. has 

claimed promotion under selection grade as he is otherwise 

entitled to confirmation as Sub-Inspector at an earlier date. 

Incorrect and denied. Reply already given in Para 1 of 

prelimir^ary objections.
10) Incorreci and ' denied. iThc appellant has approached this 

. Hori'ble Tribunal well within time. Detailed reply already 

' given in reply to Para 3 of preliminary objections.,

11) Incorrect and denied. Reply already given.

Incorrect. The representation of the appellant has been 

illegally dismissed by the competent authority.

13) No need of reply.

Incorrect.7)

8)
never

9)

12)

ON 6R0UNDS:
Incorrect and denied. The appellant has been discriminated 

other officials having the same status and the
A)

vis-a-vis
imp.ugned order is illegal on this score alone.
'Correct to the extent that some anomaly exists in the PoliceB)
Rules regarding confirmation matters. However, as stated 

aljove when special law is silent on any itiatter, generM law 

will come to fill the gap, As per the general law^ seniority of a 

civil servant is reckoned from his initial appciintmeht.

. •, 3 1 P a g e
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Incorrect. Detailed reply already given above. 

D) Incorrect. Detailed reply already given above. 

No need of reply.

No need of reply:

C)
i

E)

E)

In view of the above, these submissions may be 

considered .gratibusly and the tilted appeal may 

be allowed in the interests of justice.

i

i

Appellant 
Through Counsel

1
1

Dr. Adrian Khan, Barrister-at-Law
r-

• 1
i

. 'I

I ;

I
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I
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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE, SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

In Servijce Appeal No.573_of20^ I

r

Bacha Hazrat S/o Muhammad Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash Tehsil 
. Chakdara Dir Lower (Currently seving as DSP H/Q Dishict Shangal

(Petitioner)
<1

VERSUS
■ j

)
. Government bf KPK through Provincial Police Officer/IGP and 

Others ,

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

Adrian Khan (Counsel for Appellant), per instructions of my client, do 

hdreby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the above rejoinder in
■ ^ ' • r

titled Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

|Iv

DEPONENT

!

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-La>v
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tiie Inspector Gfinei ?)] of Police,
' Khyber Pai^htunkhwa, Peshawar.
Aii ‘^Addl; Inspectors General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The i Capita! City Police Officer,

Peshav^rar.
Ail, Regional Police Officers

Ifn Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, Peshawar.
Deputy. Inspector General of Police,
Kliyber,Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. . ,

The Commandant PTC,.
Hangu.

.. . The ■ Director, Anticbrruptioh Establishment,
Kh|‘ber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

' The Registrar, CPp. .
; The: Offi'ce Supdt;'Sec'ret, CPO.

dated PeshaWar, thp ^ /_5" 72014

SENIORITY jjlST OF.INSpiEdn-bRS/SUB INSPECTORS ON
■lisT "F" OFljl'CHYBEri PAKHT^NKhWa p6lIGE!A5 ITST(

; ON 09.05.Z014.

, {■ ro n I!
—.... I

IT
\

fpi____' T1 o;/ .

4

* •
;* 1 . V.;

::!.k1-

All ;7-. • »•.s *, -7:-
\ .

p

,7-'-'• .5'i> E-
7^

:F r.
.8?v.
St:

ii!.: S-.
Subjiect:. 8v-

nH- 1
■ ! !81

iS;^
I

li'i
SSh Ip«!

- hI 
:§ 8

(
Enclosed piedse find herewith Seniority list.-oT Inspet 

; - ! and Sub Inspectors on^Tist. "F"; of Ktiyber, PakhtLiihkhwa police ; 
' stoc^d'on 09i6G.2014; ;■
I

‘Please iinforrrj all Officers serving under yoUr comrnand. 
:er who- laye any lobjectidn'o:o ihis Seniority iCorrection 'sh' 

I' subriit his reiiiresentatidjn-within orii iTnorith after'tjhe issUantte o] 

;)thervvisWmojjfj;epresentation'will be accepted.

i09.0Gl20i4 may'‘be ndted ;as last. date ■ for acceptahc(
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■ For inspectoriGeheral of Polk 
' VKhyber Pakhtilnkhwa, Peshav\
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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KFK PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016
I:

BacKa Hazrat s/o Muhammaci Hazrat Tehsil Chakdara Dir. 
. Lower (Currently serving as DSP H|^Q District Shangla).

)
•f

■it'-

.it

... Appellant

VERSUS\

Government of Khyber Pakhtuiikhwa through Provincial Police Officer 

. and others

Respondents
I\

INDEX
(

Pages No.AnnexureDescriptionS. No.
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1. • Memo of Rejoinder 1-^
2. Affidavit > 5

A-l 63 Copy of Letter
I

I

Appellant through Counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law 
Office; Adnap Law Associates,
0pp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat.' 

Cell: 03469415233
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KFK
PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No:573 of 2016
I

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat Tehsil phakdara t)ir Lower 

(Currently serving as DfeP H/Q District Shangla).

Appellant

VERSUS

Government , df Khyb^ Pakhturikhwa -through Provincial Police 

Officer and others

.Respondents

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN
RESPONSE TO iPARA WISE COMMETNS OF

RESPONDENTS;

Respectfully Sheweth;

Rejoinder to preliminary objections:

This reply of answering respondent is not correct. The present 

doefe not pertain to seniority of other police officials, 

rather confirmation of the appellant at an earlier stage. Hence, 

th^re is no

1)
case

need to implead private individuals as
I • I ' . ,

respondjCnts. Thus, the appeal is maintainable in fts present 

form.
COn-ect to the extent that Police Rules 1934, elo not specifically 

mandate! that confirmation is t6 be i gran ted from the date of 

appointniient, however when the special law is silhnt, general 

law is .to be resorteci to. As per the general law pertaiiiing to- 

civil service, an officiM is deemed to have been confirihed and 

his seniority reckoned from his iriitial appointment and 

otherwise.

2)

not
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3) ' Incorrect. The appeal is. within time. The appellant filed

, Departmental Appea) on 27-01-2015, which was dismissed on 

10-05-2016. Felling aggrieved of the same, the instant Service 

Appeal was filed or\ 30-05-2016 which is well within time. 

Furthermore, the respondents vide letter No.370-90/E-II dated 

09-05-2014 issued to DFps on 28-05-2014, revised seniority list 

; of Inspectors and Sub-Inspectors. The said seniority list gave a 

fresh cause of action to the appellant The appellant being 

^ vigilant forthwith agitated his rights before tl|e respondents. 

Similarly^ respondent No.lyide letter N0.888/E-III dated 30- 

03-2015 directed respondent No.2 to look into the matter being 

the competent authority for the same. 'Tire appellant has 

remained vigilant throughout the course and no ingredient of 

the present disputexpuld be. termed as. time barred. (Copy of 

, letter enclosed is attached asjAnnexure "A-1"). :

.4)' Incdrrect arid denied.

Incorrect and denied.

Incorrect. No estoppel lies |against the appellant to file this

appeal. ]
7) ' Incorrect The appellant approached this IToiVble Tribunal
, ' I ■ • 'with clean hands. 1

Incorrect. The appellant has got both cause of action and locus
'!■ I ' ■

stdndii and to file this appeal
1

Incorrect. All necessary and]relevant facts have been revealed 

to his Hon'ble Tribunal.

• i

I

I

.1
.:5)

6)

8) I

9)

J
ON FACTS:

No need of further reply..

No need of further reply.
1'

No need' of further reply;.

No need of further reply.

No need of further reply. I

1)

2).

3).
I'

4)

5)
2 I P a ge
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6) , Incorrect When cause of action accrued to the appellant, he

, vigilantly agitated his. rights before thd competent forum, 

hence the appeal is within time and maintainable; as such. 

Incorrect. The reference agitated in Para 7 specifically 

mentions 03 years time period for confirmation of Sub- 

Inspectors. Furthermore, the said note pertains to officials 

Serving in Malakand Division. Hence, on ail scores the 

appellant is entitled to take benefit of the said reference. 

Correct to the extent that l^olice Rules 13-14 (2) relate to 

prorriotion under selection ^rade. The appellant has never 

claimed promotjort under selection grade as he is otherwise 

entitled to confirmation as Sub-Inspector at an earlier date. 

Incorrect and denied. Reply already given in Para 1 of 

preliminary objections.

10| Incorrect and denied. fThe appellant has approached this 

Honbie Tribunal well within time. Detailedi reply already 

given in reply to Para 3 of preiimiiaary dbjections^

: 11) Incorrect arid denied. Reply already given.

Incorrect. The tepreserrtation of the appellant has beerj
I ' ' * ■

illegally dismissed by the competent authority.

13). No need of reply. . .

7)

,8)

!'
.9)

12)

ON 6r6uNDS:

Inirorrect and denied. The appellant has been discriminated 

vis-^-Vis other officials having the same status and the 

irnpugned order is illegal on this score alone.

Correct to the extent that some anomaly exists in the Police 

Rules regarding confirmation matters. However, as stated 

above when special lavv is silent on any matter, general law 

will corrie to fill the gap. As per the general law, seniority of a

civil servant is reckoned from his initial appointment.

A)

B)

3 ! P a g e
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Incorrect. Detailed reply :already given above. 

D) , Incorrect. Detailed reply already given aboye. 

No need of reply.

No need of reply.

iC)

E)

f)
In vie\y of the above, these submissions may be 

considered graciously and the tilted appeal may
•! I . . , 1

be allowed in the interests of justice.

I 1

1

Appellant 
Through Counsel

t

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law
i

I'
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBiR PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

/

I

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016

Baclia Hazrat S/o. Muhanimaci Hazrat r/o Dherai Talash Tehsil 
' piakdara Dir Lower (Currently seving as DSP H/Q District Shangal

(Petitioner)
r

VERSUS

Government of KPK through Provincial Police Officer/IGP and 

others , .I

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVITI.

L 'Adnan Khan (Counsel for Appeileint), as per ihstructioiis of my client, do 

herieb); solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of;the above rejoinder in 

, titled Appeal are true and correci to ihe best,of my knovyledge and belief.

/
DEPONENT

:•

Dr, Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law
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tlie .. Irisp'f^ctor G{,>nt;i'3l of Police, . ^
. ' Khvb'er Paichtunkhwa, Peshawar.

^Ad Jl; inspeclors (genera! of Police,
Khyber PakhtunKhwa, Peshawar.

. The Capital City Police .Officer,
Pe-shavyar.

Ail . .Regional Police Officers,
In Khyber PakhtunkhWa, Peshawar,

All Deputy. Inspector General of Police,
Khyber.P.akhtunkhwa, Peshawar- .

The Commandant PTC, , . ■
Hangu.
Director, Anticorruption Establishment,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Registrar, CPp.
Office Supdt: Secret, CPO.
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/,5' 72014.No.p^a-.'^p/E-tl, dated Peshawar, the

■SENIORITY illST OF INSPiEfarbRS/SUB INSPECTdRS ON
liST "F" OF!)'(HYBEPi PAi<HTl)NKHWA POLICE!a5 IT STi!
oKl 09.05.2014’:
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.1 HBf!*Enclosed pease find herewith Seniority list of:|nspe( 

Sub Insp'ectorA on .jist. 'T': of Khyber.Pakhtuhkhwa police i 

stodd’on 09)0 5.2014; .
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Please Snform all‘officers, serying under yoUr coijnmahd. 
;er; who ■iiave any lobjectidn o;p ihis Seniority jCorrection sh; 
nit his reiiinesentatidjn -wjthin one iriphth after'tjhe issuance ol* 

ptheTvvise-nDjjj^epresentation.'wilhbe accepted. ; ,
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