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A  BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

CAMP ‘COURT SWAT | .

Service Appéal No. 573/2016
Date of Institution... 30.05.2016
Date of decision... 07.12.2017

Bacha Hazrat s/o Muhammad Hazrat /o0 Dhera1 Talash, Tehsil Chakdara Dir
- Lower (currently serving as DSP H/Q District Shangla. . (Appellant)

Versus

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

at Peshawar and 2 ‘,(~)'£hl¢rs (Respdndepts)
MR. Adnan Kilan Bar:ster-at-law _ For appellant.
MR. Kabi-r Ullah Khattak, Additional AG' | ~-For respondt;nts.
MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, . CHAIRMAN
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL, MEMBER
JUDGMENT |

“NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CI—LAIRMAN - Thls Judgment shall alsov

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

- Muhammad Sae_:ed 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




they were confirmed as Sub-InASpecto'rs on 10.08.2012 after more than five years
sof their promotion as officiating Sub-Inspectors. In the seniority list \ﬁin the
* date of confirmation of appellant was shown as 10.08.2012 which was further

~ circulated on 02.06.2014.

4. Bacha Hazrat appellant filed a reprééen_tation against this seniority qua the
date of confirmation on 09.06.2014 which was finally rejected on 10.05.2016
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
: whichvwas rejected on 10.05.2016 and -h‘e filed the ﬁresent service appeal on
30.05.2016. Muhammad Saeed appellant filed similar departmental appeal on
15.02.2016 which was rejécted on 16.02.2017 and then he filed the préseﬁt service

~appeal on 15.03.2017. -
ARGUMENTS

5. ~ Learned counsel for the-appellants argued that in the order dismissing the
ArepresenAtatioh 'of appellant B_acha Hazrat reference is made to rule 12.2 (3) of
Police Rules 1534 which deal entirely with a different situation. That in
accordance with the judgment of august Supreme Court reported as 1997 SCMR
1514 seniority would be counted from the date of céntinuous 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.




6. On the other hand the learned Addl. AG argued that the present appeals are

not maintainable  being time barred and this Tfibunal has no jurisdiction to
entertain the pfesent service appeals. The grounds of the objections of the Learned
Addl; Aé are that the appellants have not assailed on original or appellate order
which is sine qua non for assuming jurisdiction by this Tribunal w/s 4 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 ‘Thaf the appellants have filed

the departmental appeals belatedly and therefors the present Service Appeals are

also time barred. That the appellants are estopped from agitating their right in this
Tribunlal for laches. ‘That if relief is granted to the appellants then the seniority of
so many Police Officers shall ‘be affe'cted"who have not been made party to the
present appeals. That the appellate order has not been challenged by thé‘app'ellants

in the present appeals.
CONCLUSION

7. This Tribunal wouid 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 seﬁiority 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, no
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
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objection is also over ruled. The third objection is that the appellants have not
challenged the'ap].)ellate 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.

8. On me-rits tﬁe very apphelAlate order has referfed to rule 12.2 (3) of the Police
A Rules 1934. This Tribunal Withoﬁt 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 Policev 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 iﬁ 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 th¢ 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




- made basis for rejection of this appeals. Reliance is placed on ‘2006-SCMR-193‘8_.

- 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

- 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.

s (Nia%ﬁum\ﬁm
o"’r ,. : hairman

Camp Court, Swat
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member
ANNOUNCED

07.12.2017




°05.12.2017 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 acceptedx.tTo come up
for further arguments on 07.12.2017 before D.B
at Camp Court, Swat.

~ MEMBER Camp Court, Swat

07.12.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Addl. AG for respondents present. Arguments heard and

record perused.

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.

.‘-3‘~-. o Al tb
o

MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
07.12.2017




- s
sy,

Tl » i -

R

.

N g

-

:08;02.20‘17‘ ' Counsel for the appellant, Mr. Muhammad Muzaffar,
SI(Legal) alongwi»thA Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Senior Government
Pleader for the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant
,relqluested" for adjournment. Adjourned for rejoinder and final
. ‘ * hearing to 05.06.2017 before D.B at camp court, Swat.
. o - Chalrman
‘ Member | Camp court, Swat

: -0.8.06.20 17 Since the tour programme for the month of June, 20.17 tor

| camp court Swat has been cancelled by the Worthy Chairman,.
therefore, 1o come up for the same on 03.10.2017 at cam}? -

court; Swat. Notices be issued to the partiés for the date fixed

accordingly.

Bo—ety
Registrar =

A | ‘ 0‘3.10.20‘17 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Zubair,
o District Attorney alongwith Muzafar Khan, S.I(Legal) for the
respondents  present. The learned District Attorney seeks-

adjournment. Granted. .T'o come up for arguments on 05.12.2017 -
before the D.B af camp court, Swat. _ A

e

emberf

; - Camp court, Swat
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13.7.20106 Counsel [or the appellant present. [.carned counscl
for the appellant argued that the appellant was appointed as ASI
and conlirmed vide order dated 13.04.2007. He was promoted
as officiating S.1 on 20.10.2007. That despite eligibility
including qualifving scrvice confirmation of appellant in the
rank of 8.1 was regretied vide impugned order dated 14.06.2010
where-against he preferred dcparlméntal appcal which was
rejected on 10.05.2016 and hence the instant service appeal on

30.05.2016.

That despitc cligibility of the appellant confirmation
against the rank of S.1 was regretted. That similarly placcd
- cmployees  including  junior ol‘ﬁéials of appcllants were

promoted and hence the appellant was not extended similar

trcatment and that the Police Rules including Rule-13-14 was

) mis-quotcd and mis-interpreted  to  the  dis-advantage of
| appcllant and as such the .impugncd order is nullity in the cyes

ol law.

Points urged nced consideration. Admit. Subject 1o
deposit of sceurity and process fce within 10 days, notices be
issucd to the respondents for writien reply/comments  for

06.10.2016 belore S.13 at canip court Swal.

CIMn

Camp Court, Swat

06.10.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Muzaffar Khan, S.I
(Lcgal)  alongwith Mian Amir Qadir, GP for the
respondents present._Writtén reply submitted. The appeal is

assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for

)
cm“r&ml

Camp Court, Swat

08.2.2017 at camp court, Swat.




Proceedings

i—
Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 573/2016
S.No. | Date of order Order_or o'the|; p_ro‘céedings with signatu . "olfjudgcl: or Magistrate

2

.
-

30/05/2016

08.06,2016

Mr. Adnan Khan Advocate may be cntcred in thc Instllut|on-
register and put up_

please.

20 5‘49("

present Requested‘ fox- adjournment. Adjourned for

preliminary hearing to 13.07.2016 at camp eourt.

Swat,

~

The appeal of I\/Fr Bad Shah Hazrat prcscnted today by
3
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/ . 4  BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

P

' H 3~

Servicé Appeal No.:E. 23 of2016

Badshah Hazrat Appellant
- VERSUS |
Government of Khybef Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP
and o_t_he‘_gg}. PSPPSR Respondents
- INDEX
S. No. . ‘ Description Annexure Pages No.

1. Merﬁno of Appeal with certificate and Affidavit - 16
2. | Addresses of the parties | 7
3. Copy of‘resplt A 3
4. C0pAy of recommendation B 9
5. Cop:y of letter C (0
6. Cop:y of letter No.6184/E-II dated 02-04-2012 D | n
7. | Copy of rqcommendations E 2
8. | Copy ofdépartmental representation F 12- 1g
9. | Copy oforde; Wil Loy CePy = - 19_4
10. | Wakalatnama H

Appellant though Counsel -

My

~ Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister\at-Law &
Arshad Khan Advocate

Office: Adnan Law Associates,
Opp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat.
Cell: 0346-9415233




v BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR
‘ Service Appeal No.D. 7 5 of2016

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

Chakddara Dir Lower (;:urrently serving as DSP H/Q District
Shangla. -

‘ - B .F Provimse ‘
................................ Borvice . Teibumal Appellant

: Biary Mo 9. ;

1) Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Officer/IGP at Peshawar. ' |
2)  The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif

Swat.
3)/ District Police Officer District Shangla.
.............................. Respondents
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 as

Officiating SI.
Res}aectfully Sheweth:

That the appellant is a serving official of Khyb‘er-
Pakhtunkhwa Police force, presently serving:as acting DSP

HQ, District Shangla.

2. That Is:rior to the present rank as SI, the appellant was

appointed as Sub-Inspector on 20-10-2007 vide RPO Malakand
Office Memo No0.4058-65/E.
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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 “R&”).

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.

That after béing 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 “8”).

That respondent No.2 vide letter No.6482 dated 14-06-2010
regretted the fecommendation 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

1T
attached as Annexure “€).

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.

.




10.

11.

12.

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 Sls
instead of 05 years, other requirements remaining

the same”.

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

attached as Annexure “B’).

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 “E”).

That in light of the above recommendations and directives of
respdndent No.1, various officials being junior than the
appellant were confirmed as Sub-Inspectors after completing 03

years period as Officiating Sub-Inspectors.

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

130-01-2013.

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
uF:)'
That respondent No.1 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 ‘ﬂﬂi’).

;
'




13.

That feeling a‘g'grieVed as above and having no other remedy in
law, the appellant files this appeal inter alia, on the following

grounds:

GROUNDS:

A.

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.

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 appointrhent 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.

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.1 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.

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

ESRES .

- by s,




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.

E.  That the appellant has a spotless career and exemplary service
record in view of rule 13.14 Police Rules 1934. Hence, there is
no bar in confirmation/termination of probation in the present

case at par with other colleagues of the appellant.

F.  That further grounds with leave of this Honourable Tribunal

will be raised at the time of oral submissions.

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

e A AT LI

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 spéciﬁcally prayed for but

which cannons of justice would demand may also

be granted.

o A/p,p lant

Bac azrat

CERTIFICATE:

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

Honourable Tribunal on the subject matter.

P

Apbellant




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE'TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2016

Bacha Hazrat ......................c e Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP

and others.................... e ........Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

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

F

~

DEPONENT

e

Barrister

D, Sdedran Fam

Advocate High Court

ATTESTED )

Wiuhammad Mushtag Khan

OATH COMIMISSIONER
District Courts Swat.
t0 1/11/2017
Nofsu%moag'$‘aplg
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< BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR
| ~ Service Appeal No. '. 0f 2016
r ' BéchaHazrat..........................................................Appellant
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Officer/IGP and others.......................................Respondents

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.

RESPONDENTS:

1)  Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
A Officer/IGP at Peshawar. ‘
2)  The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif

Swat.

3)  District Police Officer District Shangla.

Appellant

y

Bachil Hazrat
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. Slednam JHEL 0L TCE TRAINING COLLEGE HANGU
~dvocate High €0 Estb: 1935,
CLICE DEPART:: ‘AT ‘:

FOR PUE ICATION "N NWFP POL;I_QE_GAZ_ISICE_ PART-II ORDERS BY
HE T OMMANIANT POLICE TRAINING COLLEGE HANGU.

 NOTIFICATION

Dated ) 2. g~ 2007

: ,’?? /SIRESULT: Since the training period of Upper College Course has
i been reduced from Six months & Four months,fﬁy the Provincial Police Officer, NW.F P, Peshawar
g vide his office Memo: No.13742-90/E-1 dateg 19.06.2007, the following students of “Upper College
8 Course” appeared i the final examination, held al PIC Hangu for the term ending 25" July, 2007 and
[ have qualificd to be declared as 'ASSED. They dre hereby notificd and their order of MERIT is noted
¢ against each name, '

v

MRS N o1 cation No. /

- B i
- i SINo___Comp#t__: ' ‘Rank District Merit
!
; j CA204) fnn Mazhar shah 39/MR S Mardan ] v
: e / ) i . Legiaey
% /2. A2044 Zanid Khan 302/M ASI Dir t?w,‘?f‘“\‘ 2 _
N o v : A v
'f": v'3 AZ043 Liadshah Havrat 303/M AST Dar Lower 3 R
‘ / 4. A2042 Sohar All p 272/P AS| / Peshawar N
3 ' N B .J
{ 5. A2038 innd Adno TISAS] 1 Khan 5 ok 4
I 6 A2035 L tuhammad e 274/ AST Peshawar 6 i, ¢
T / Lo J J/ /
7 A2037 ~halid Usmisn 7471 ASH Kohat 7
v/é, AZ040 Fahammad Yaman 30-1.:’.*\"1 AS] Dir Lower 8
) i . ’
9. A203 sohammad Salin Tariq 6/D AS! D.L.Khan 9
0. A2031 . halam Musati - 202/H AS] Abbottabad 10
1. A2032. ~ abbir Mut o ommad 30/H ST Manshera 1
12, A2045 Sosar Khan 94/K ASI Kohat 12
13, A2036 iazal Wahid "259/P ASI Peshawar 13
4 A2030 Paeem Khaa 203/H ASI Abbottabad 14

bl I

IS, A2034 Ninhammad Suiangzeb 5204/1-1 ASI Kohistan 1> ik ‘l §
16.  A2047 Puvarat Nabi 5'20('3/11 ASI Haripur 16 370
17 A2046  Fagir Hussain 136/H S Abbottabad 17

I8, A2033 Cranubiah i an 25871 S1 | Peshawar I8

Note: Noue of the ctove conld he senefited as Cadzt Law Instrucior as civisageed in S, Noo ] 1987
and 72005 o the o owing FARRTENCN !

(1) Candidates at /it No.J 1o 5 512 have already beea benefited swith the above quoted orders.

(2) Candictates ar . vit No. (0.5 1 dicdn's attended the board process for ( ‘addetship,

(3) Cundrddates ar cvvrit No13 15 18 have not obtained 70 or ahove Vi maris in over il Sabjeces, oy
requiremeints, proveded in S.0.8o. 1 of 2004 issued by the Commiandent, PTC Hangu.
i . /{/7 e
W /ars
Yo / Ve’
‘//? v W44 /
/’ /.
Contmandint,
Police Triining, Collegs T

AN
\\
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The District POllCG Ofilce’r, ‘

Dir Lower at Tlmer‘para. ; ~

The Deputy Inspector General of Pollce, ‘
Malakand Region=IIT ,Saldu Bha=zif, Swat, -
./EB,Dated Timergara, the |/—@" '- /2010.

{ 4 “ -‘From
('l To
' No. Q//o?
Subs~
Mewo je=

Enclss- (02)

- 5=;r‘.slé"
@r '—W JOM

Advocate! Hs%“ Court.

APPLICL TICN FOR CONP InMA’I‘ION AS u.IS. :

Application of S.Is Bad Shah Hazrat Khan

No.303/M and Zahid Khan o302 of this D:z.strict Poln.ce
for confirmation in the

e herewith for favour of cond:.dcmta.on,

rank of Sub-Inspectors are submittcd'
lease-

'jf' : Disti“ict :i.ce Offlcer, .--:I
Dir Lower at T:.mert. '




o . h'\) o) Ig\,\u\g ﬁ?of&l‘,( el ) I \
S Y Tm_;"“‘- wnex C :‘ ,
) from:=- _The Deputy Inspector Geéneral of Police,
' Melakand Regionm,Saidu,Shaddf,Ewat .
' 4
To 1= The District Police Officer,
Dir Lower @at Timergara.

No. Zﬁl @?/ ./EB,Dated Tim;fﬁaz'a,tho ré "g /200,

Bubjecti~ APLIC.TION POR CONFIRMATION IN THE RANK -OF
5.1,

~

Meno:~-
y : ‘ .'laoforenco your office Memo:%0.9412/EB,dated
01-06-2010, _
The following 8Is of your’ district have not
yet completed the period for confirmation in the rank of
Bis a= reguired vids Police Rules 13, 14s-
’ —— T

' / 4.81 Brdsbah Hegret No.303/M.
!, 24831 Zahid Khan ¥o. wwo

34/~
: Deputy Imspector General of Police,
. Malgkand Region,Baidu,Bharif,Bwat,

OFPICE -OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFPICER,DIR LOWER AT T.GARA.
Yo. [04)3—~/4 _/ER,Dutad Pimergara,the 2/ 6 /2010,

. ) Copies’ to ‘é/I. Badshah Hazrat SHEO P.B.0uch
& ST Zahid Xhun SHD P.S Mayar for $aformation with referen
to theipr spplic tiomns.

District Police Officer,
. Diy Lower at Timergura.

o

.

(.zele SLILTIDTO

B3~ ? BE yopv

parrise’
.@.f. yt/r/,:all .701417&
Advecate trgh Court
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From : The . Provm,:al 'Police Officer, 2 5
: Khyber Palkhtwlkhwa.

Pepshawar 8

To The Dtllputy Inspector (}cncml of Police,
: alakand Region, Swat.

No 5/8 C/ JEIL datldPes-haiwa‘r the ?\ / (f /2012,

® et st et

Subject: CONFJ'RM.@&QN /LIST “E”

Memo: C !
Please | refer | to  your :ofﬁc‘e Memg:

dated: 20.03.2012. .
Confirmation ¢ase of Sub- \lnspectors serving in Malakand
Region who have domplct‘-d other criteria as per Police Rules may be j

proceed after three yearsService as Sub-Inspector.

Moreover copy| of the appr: roval of W éPPO i
W/PPC has given approval for promotion 3

Im"wrﬁﬂﬂ SNy ms]'tead of 5 years, other’ 1equiie

No. 1734/E S
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RECOMMENDATION FOR THE APPROVAL OF THE W/PPO FOR RELEXATION IN

- SERVICE AS S INSTEAD OF § YEARS '

, IR P !
The following' Sls of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police were.racommended by their Region DisG
. on proper Formy'ie 13,15 (1) for admission 1o list “F" and momoﬂ¢:§jas Ofiy: nspector. !

_SINO || NAME "

10. | SI Abdul Kbanan No_ B/62 K ,

s 11| ST AlafNo.'H/8S il i

12. 4] S Shah Nawaz No_11/19] L ‘_“‘_____W__w____.%______;

L 13, 1 ST Muhammad Khurshid No. H20! P h

__14_-TSTGhulat Mojtafs No. H/207 ik !

15 *] ST HazralN&bilNo. H/204 P [

v .16+ | SIM. Altaf Nei H/3] if |
L 17 2 [ ST Amjid[ali No. MR/73 il o I

|18, 2| SWhspecior (on adhoc basis) Sher Rehman No. MR/74 7 4

Their case was c}mmincd by DPC in ity mecting held gy .'14.12..’.()10.;111(1 was deferred li'o:f'z '

admission to lizt “¥" and promotion as Offg: Inspector as they hp?gmd 03 years service 3s
Sub-Inspactor. - P il |
i Now the following S1s have made representadon and sated therein: that Police Rules 13-14
relates (o prorfotion" of SI as seiection grade and not inclusio Lo list “F” and promotion as Offi
Inspector. Th Is'Poljcel Rule 13-14 related 10 selection grade fs g{sgo not applicable as selection grad
system has been subsided'since lorg. He further stated thag Police; Rule 13-15 and 13-]6 is epplicable
for admission to list “F" and promotion as Otfg: Inspector and requested that their case may kindly be
tonsidered in alaccordance with Police Rules 13.15 and 1316, ! )
8 S1 Amjid N;NO. MR/173 of Mardan Region. i ' i
9. S! Sher Rehman No. MR/174 of Mardan Reion. Hh |
10, S| Hazrat Ngbi No. 14/206 of Hazara Region. = ! _ c -
1. SI Muhamrmad Aliaf No. FI/31 of Huzarn, Region. | '
12. Mutammad Altaf No. H/8$ : , i
13 Ghulern Mustafa No., H202 o
+4. Khunshid Khan No. H/201. Ll
Their }epmsjuntat}ons were put up 1o AlG/Legal on which_' hc also furnished his comments.
Their ;':asc \fval sgain examined by DPC in 15 meting hcl'g;cﬁn 03.04.2011 and entrusted to Sub-
Commirtee consisting of the following officers to examine and sul it tlieir veport to CiC. ;

: L0« DIG/HQes L '

2. AlG/Establishment ‘ S _ ,!
. 3o AlG/ Lepal il !
=D TO 4. Regisprar P Y B ' i

e . til : :
The Sbb-Cqmmipee examined their case on 06.05 2011 and submitted their finding which is 3¢
‘ o HE

COPY , .,,
The Sub-Chmmittee thoroughly examlned the case and £ome to unanimous conelusion that
Police Rule 1314 relates fo promotian of S1 as selection grade 0ad the selection grade system has bedn
.discontinued there fpre the Police Rule 13,14 is not applicable fpf Considecation of §) inclusion to ij"st
“F".and promation zs offg: Inspector. ‘ h o
) o . , The %b-_cr‘)m’m(nee.agreed to recommend for cons!d;faﬁon for ademission to list “p» and
Barrister ipromotion as Dffg:laspectors the cases of Sis duly recommendsd by DIG Kegion concerned undgs
%. QQ;Q/‘V:% m&a%'rom: 13.15 (1Y as per F!olicc Rules i3.15and 13.16, . o !

Advacate High Court There; wasi'ci_sagreemcm oo the interpretation of Polige Rule. 13,14 amorg the commirtce

meinbers of DPC wherejn it is siaced thal 5 years service as f:m‘ SI's mandatory for promotion 1o .

(sclection grade. Members observed that since selection grude bay been abolished the provision ofis
‘years daes n&* stand.; However, Additional 1GP Special Bran¢hiwas of the view that the 5 years
{tandatory peniod ﬁ_')r pramotion stays sirse the promotion is tolan even higher jevel i.¢ to promotion
UsLUF”, The rzf:cmbgrs;'f'ujallyvagrccd to refer the {ssue to the Provincial Police Officer 1o souk upprovf:zl
Jor prometion;to Jisc FYof Sla with three years seryice as S initead of § years, other requirements -
ircméining the 'same: “hejoption is exercised under Police Rule 13/14,0k » Excoption to thiz sule ml}
be made only mlhﬂf:l o sanction of tho luspoctor General in redugnitior 'xfi.-:tiny,uiab/c}f service and
=t _exemplary ¢o |dus:r . ? f Lo I8 X

—

. |
Kind order/approval of the W/PPQO 15 solicszfq‘d‘

i

i i ! .
iy oon)
Addl: IGF/Headquarters,

i |1y ber Paklit nkawa
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J

~.

. [N . L
(FIAZ AHMAD KHAN TORU) B
Prow‘ncial'[?qlig:c Qfficer, ' l ‘l
P Khyber Pakhtunkhwa !

. o Peshawar.

! By Dovuartad Ui TS OF DULAATMENT AL 1ROMDITON 2
|
i A

Trll«: ) >

POLICE RULE 1314(2) FOR PROMOTION TO LIST ‘W‘r OF SIs WITH THREE YEAR$ :
D ' !

1 he? VO AU AR s 4n e



5 - &»‘azf’fm R
From : » The Reglonal Pollce OfflC\..l’, . e
' Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat. I 4
A - . . R : 5)_3/-'1«"{-
. To _ The Provincial Police Officer, . T
' ~ Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, Peshawar. . .
No. 41 67‘} /E, dated Saidu Sharif, the_OF~ 74 /2014
Subject:- REPRESENTATION OF SENIORITY LIST “F”". . ~
Memorandum:

_ A self explanatory represenéation p’feferred by Inspector Badshah
Hazrét No M/303 of Investigation Wing Dir Lower, reduésting 'therein for fixation his
semorlty with his colleague aiong w1th its enclosures is submitted herewith for favour
of conS|deratlon please

)

. Regional\l’_olicé Officer,

' S o : Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

No. L1 b YO /E, S A ' A '

Copy to Head of Investigation Wing, Dir Lower with reference to
- hlS office memo: No. 2707/Inv dated 04/06/2014 ‘

B B R Jﬁé&&&¥£2£>ux

) ' -_/_4 - . \ . . - . ] .

: aﬁlf’ [f\o ?ﬂf / Q) ‘ : ~ - Regiomal Police Officer,
// : ’ ‘ Ma!akand at Saldu Sharlf Swat.
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To: | The Provincial Police Officer, @
e * Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
| 2 THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL
. # % £\

— ] Subject: KEPRESENTATION FOR SENIORITY LIST “F”

Respected Sir,

Kindly refer to worthy provincial police officer Khyber §
pakhtoonkhwa memo no 370-90/E-11
“SENIORITY OF INSPECTORS/ SUB INSPECTOR ON LIST “F"OF KHYBER |
PAKHTUKHWA AS IT.STOOD ON 09.05.2014 .In this connection | have to

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

dated 9.5.2014 on the subject |

3
|
|

> That | was promoted as Offg: Sl vide worthy RPO Swat notification /
/’order No. 4058 65/E _dated 20.10.2007.

» That | have passed my Upper.. college7course vide notification No. 1299
dated’ 02.08.2007 issued by Commandant PTC Hangu.

> That as S| my posting period as Incharge Investigation remained as

under.
| 8. No | Place of Posting From TO
1 I.C Investigation PS Khall 27.10.2007 10.03.2008
2 I.C investigation PS Balambat 22.10.2008 23.03.2009
»  Thatas SI/ SHO Period remained as under.
S. No | Place of Posting From TO
1 SHO PS Khall 11.03.2008 18.09.2008
2 SHO PS Khall 23.03.2009 10.10.2009
3 SHO PS Ouch 10.10.2009 | 07.02.2011
4 SHO PS Khall 07.02.2011 19.08.2011
Barrister % _ ' :_
g/zdv ﬁ“é’mﬁh Coli(rzt That | was confirmed as Offg: Sub Inspectot vide Regional Police Officer | |

Malakand memo: No. 5629-44/E-11 dated 10.08.2012.

» . That my name was brought on promotion list “F” vide Provincial Police
Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa order No. 2409/E-Il 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 mentloned perlod

w“‘“‘




Barrister

>

That desplte the above facts my confirmation was ignored as my request

for conflrmatlon 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

e —

T
[/0*84*85 :99:100.106.107.125.126.141.144.152>and other were junior then

_,,..———M

me but despite the fact that | 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 | have no access to their service
record to mentioned their name.

That my duedate of confirmation / promotion to Llst “F" is 23.03.2010
instead of 10.08.2012. o
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 Ali stood vide serial no"84 and 83 respectively.

Your obediently

BADSHERHAZRAT NS7303468
C.O HQrs:ynvestigation Wing,
ir Lower..

("/A 2AagAN D ReGisn n )

D dpcn Khan

Advocate High Court




_4 P’am The \nspector General of Police,
T Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
% The Regional Police Officer,

: Malakand Region Swat. ‘
No. 77 27 [E-, dated peshawar, the 34/ 7 J2014.
REPRESENTATION OF SENIORITY LIST ‘F

Subject:

Memo: - |
please refer to your Memo No.4679/E , dated 09.06.2014.

red by lnspector Badsha Hazrat

The Representatton prefer
ent herewith for comments

No.M/303 of mvestugatson ng Dir Loweris s
please.

L,/L/}/(/’\,%

N o ~(%%7

| g

o — Y

| o | ‘ (Farhad Alﬂousafzét ~
' - . Regustr r

forflnspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
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G

o WORKING ' PAFER DEGARDING REPRES‘MnA" TION OF INSPECTOR
-4 BADSHAH HAZRAT NO. M/303 FOR SENIORITY WITH HIS COLLEAGUES

| | 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:-

| SR.NO PLACE OF POSTING FROM TO
1. | L.C Investigation PS Khall _ 27.10.2007 10.03.2008
2. | L.C Investigation PS 3alamabat .| 22.10.2008 23.09.2009
~ As Sub-Inspectoi/SHO period remained as under:-
SR.NO PLACE OF POSTING FROM TO
1. | SHO PS Khall 11.03.2008 18.09.2008
2. 1 SHO PS Khall 23.03.2009 - 10.10.2009
5. | SHOPS Guch 10.10.2009 07.02.2011
4. | SHO PS Khall - 07.02.2011 19.08.2011

He was confirmed as Offg: Sub-Inspector on 10.08.2012. His name was brought
on promotion List "F" on 30.01.2013 and consequertly 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 his request for confirmation 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, 160, 106, 157, 125,
126, 141, 144, 152 and others were junior to him but despite the fact that he was qualified
for confirmation 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 confirmed
and promoted to the rank of Inspector. But he has no access to their service record to
mentioned their names. His due date of confirmation/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 the name of Shaukat Ali stood vide Sr. No. 84 & &3 respectively.
C”RT%%""F T0
= CnPpY COMMENTS OF RPO MALAKAND

BE TRUE &0 -
M RPO Malakand comments were sought at "F/C" The reievant Paras of the
C ) .

omments are reproduced as under:-
B'TISL‘:‘I'

78 Shotvccm %«zn It is submitted for kind perusal that as per previous policy in Malakand Region
Advecate High Cougtib-inspecter on List-"E" on the availability of confirmed posts of Sub-Ins spectors, were
promoted substantively on two year probation and subsequently confirmed int the rank of

Sub-Inspectors by counting their petiod of Offg: towards probation period as prov1ded in
Police Rule 13.18.

Offg: Sub-Inspectors, having five years service as Sub-Inspectors were considered
for confinmation 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.
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- In response 'the Ct’O Peshawar v1de Memo No 6184/E—II dated '02.04. 2012

passed remarks that confirmation case. of Sub- InSpectors servmg in Malakand Region

who have completed other criteria as per Police Ruiles may be processed after three years

service as Sub -Inspector. Which is bemg comphed with in letter and spmt

Later-on the CPO, Peshawar vide letter No. 370/E-I11, dated 06.02.2015 directed
that Police Rules 13.18 should be follqw/complled with. for confirnation as
Sub-Inspector, which requires further clarification as to whether it is to apply to the

promotlon in the Offg: rank or substantlve as conﬁrmatlon of Sub-Inspectors has specific
term and condition lay down.

1 .Qualifying Upper College Course.

2. -Posting as SHO or OII or-03 years in S.B or CTD or Trammg Institution or

02 years service Elite Force.
3. Clear ACRs for 05 years.

A large number .of Sub- Inspectors have been confirmed in his Reglon according to

the 5/3 years policy, who have been subsequently promoted as Inspectors/DSsP.

Revision of date of confirmation of 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 mattexf'r_nay 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.

FACTS

As per record, names at Sr. Nos. 84 & 83 i.c Shaukat Ali 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 RPO Malakand letter at "F/D", date of -confirmation of apphcant at-Sr. No. 8 is

10.08.2012.

Committee has to decide the case. '

"'h.._m-
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OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR. GENERAL OF
POLICE KHYBER PAKHTUNKKHWA

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE PESHAWAR
No.1249/E-11, dt: 10/05/2016

To The Regional Police Officer,

' Malakand Region

Subject: REPRESENTATI_ON OF _INSPECTOR _BADSHAH HAZRAT
No.M/303

Memo:

Please refer to letter NO.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. ]jespite the

aforementioned facts, his confirmation without any cogent reason.

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

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.

Decision:

He was confirmed a§ Sub-Inspector on 10-08-2012. According to Rule
12.2(3) Police Rules 1934, seniority reckoned form the dated of confirmation,

Therefore, his representation is not maintainable.

. _ S d —
(NAJEEB UR REHMAN BUGVI) PSP
AlIG/Establishment
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

No.1250-51/E-1I,
Copy of above is forwarded for 1nformat10n and necessary action to the:-

b
' FiE 5{3
1. Office Supdt: Secret Branch, CPO QE?‘;;, : E’
2. Incharge Central Registry Cell, CPO RE i:i;/»/

. ’ NI ui’ f'%
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.573/2016.

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

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

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division ;dt Saidu Sharif Swat.

3. District Police Officer District Shangla.

.............................................. Respondents

Subject: REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO.1,2 & 3.

Preliﬁﬁuarv Objections
1. Appellant is claiming seniority against his joiners but no one has been cited
as private respondents thereforé the appeal is not maintainable.
2. 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 non judice. |
3. The appeal of appellant is badly time barred. He has admitted that he made
successive representations. It is well settled p'rincible of law that successive
departmental representations do not confer fresh right for lodging service
appeal.  Moreover the department/competent Authority issue seniority list
with conﬁrm_zition éf the officers and in footing note direct all officers whoever
aggrieved with the said list on merit counts, should file representation within onc
month but the appellant has not availed this opportunity as such the appeal is

squarely timebarred.

4. That the appeal has not been based on facts.
5. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties. :
6. ‘That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal. "
7. That the appellant has not approached this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.
&. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi.
9. That the appellant has suppressed material facts from this Honorable Tribunal.
Facts
i Pertains to record hence no comments.
2. Pertains to record hence no comments.
. . ‘ ‘ ‘ o » -
3. Pertains to record hence no comments. : T e

Pertains to record hence no comments.
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5. Correct to the extent that 'ap‘p‘ellant-’s case was recommended by District Police

Officer Dir Lower as per record. - _

6. Correct to the extent that Competent Authority did not honor DPO’s requéét 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 appel.!ant did not approach accordingly, hence the instant appeal is
squarely time barred on that score which is not maintainable in its form.

7. 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 corners of Police Rules 1934, for
the officers fulfilling the requisite criteria.

8. 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 relatés to regular promotion and not the

selection grade promotion.

" 9. 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. |

10.  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 “F”
on 30/ 1/2013, the appellant should have appfoached the Hond’réble Tribunal
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. _

I, 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
1s not entertain able on this score of time limitation.

12. Incorrect the representation of the appellant has been correctly dismissed by the
competent authority in accordance with Police Rules 1934.

13. 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.

Grounds

A. Incorrect the appellant was neither discriminated nor treated illegally and the
~impugned order under appeal is based on legal circumstance.,
B.  Incorrect the Policerule do not provide confirmation from the date of appointment

of civil servant and citation of confirmation is based on satisfactory working

during period of probation coupling with completion of probation period prov’i-dc.-:d

under Police Rule 13-18 of Police Rules 1934.




)

N -C.  Incorrect the plea takén in'this Para is’_’ﬁbt' iworth consideration on account of time
limitation as the - appellant should. have agitated his grievance before this
Honorable Tribunal well in time.

D.  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.

E.  Pertains to record. The service record of appellant can be sﬁbmitted whenever
directed by this Honorable Tribunal. | '

F.  During the course of arguments, respondents also seeks permission of this.
Honorable Tribunal to submit additional grounds, if any

Prayer:

ft is therefore, humbly prayed that keeping in view of aforementioned
submissions, the subject appeal of appellant devoid of merit, legal footing may

gractously be dismissed.

Inspector General of Poli ,.

Khyber Pak akitwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

lic¢ OfTier,
Méfkikant Sfidir SharifiaSw
. (Respondent No. 2)




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). '
L Appellant -

A VERSUS
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/ 1GP at
‘ Peshawar. | |
2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat.
3. District Police Officer District Shangla.
.............................................. Respondents
AUTHORITY LETTER

Muhammad Mﬁzaffar Khan Sub Inspector Legal DiStricf 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 documents and

replies etc  pertaining to the appeal through the Government Pleader.

@eneral of Poliec;

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondént No. 1)

spondent No. 3)




' 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.

[N

3. District Police Officer District Shangla.

.............................................. 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 tribuna_l.

Deponents

/ 72
Inspector Ge of Police,
Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar

(Respondent No. 1)

Mtk

(Rggpondent No. 3)
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From . ' The District Police’ Offlce'r,
- Dir Lower at Tlmergara. s :
To ° The Deputy Inspector Gener;al of Pol:Lce,
SN Malakard Region-III,Saidu Bhawif, Swat.
" Noa_ ?// 5? . mB,Dated Timergara, taeg/-é /20’10.
Subs - " APPLICATICN FOK CONFINMATION AS u.Is.
Mewo j= '

Application of S.Is Bad Shah Hazrat Khan
No,.303/M and Zahid Khan No.éOE/M of this District Pol:n.ce

for confirmation in the rank of Sub-—Inspectors are submi'btcd
herewith for favour of condidera ta.on, 'olease.

Enclsi~ (02)

v

B rrister
Gy, e T

ABV gcate !
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No d640. /ST | : Dated/ 3 /12/2017

To

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

Subject: JUDGEMENT/ ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 573/16, MR. BACHA HAZRAT. g2 07?/15%

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.

Encl; As above 1 \

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Y 4/ SERVICE TRIBUNAL
. PESHAWAR.

'\
p
i
-
4/
3
3
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In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016

BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

/“"’v,
’/ - Bacha Hazrats/o Muhammad Hazrat Tehsil Chakdara Dir |
- .Lower (Currently serving as DSP H/Q District Shangla).
............................................ Appellalﬁ
VERSUS
Government of Khyber PakhtL-m.khwa through Provincial Police foicer
and others
e Respondents
INDEX
S. No. Description Annexure Pages No.
1. | Memo of Rejoinder | _ 4
2. | Affidavit 5 |
3 | Copy of Letter A ‘ 6

»’

Appellant through Counsel

by

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law

.Office: Adnan Law Associates,

Opp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat.

Cell: 03469415233

-
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. BEFORE THE HON'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

REJOINDER 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. »

2)  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 law 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,




o
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- Incorrect. The appeal is within time. The appellant f‘ile,d
Departmental Appeal on 27-01-2015, which was dismissed on
10-05-2016; Felling aggrieved of the sarﬁe, the instant Service
Appeal lwas f_iled on 30-05-2016 Whiéh is well within time.
Furthermore, the respondents vide letter No.370-90/E-1I dated
09-05-2014 issued to DPOs 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 apéellant 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").

4) Incorrect and denied.

5) Incorrect and denied.

6)  Incorrect. No estoppel lies against the appellant to file this
appeal.

7)  Incorrect. The appellant approached this Hon'ble Tribunal
with clean hands. |

8)  Incorrect. The appellant has got both cause of action and locus
standii and to file this appeal. |

9) Incorrect. All necessary and relevant facts have been revealed
to his Hon'ble Tribunal.

ON FACTS: |

1) No need of further reply.

2)  Noneed of further reply.

3)  Noneed of further reply.

4)  Noneed of further reply.

5)  Noneed of further reply. _

2|Page
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6)

10)

11)
12)

13)

&

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.  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.

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.

Incorrect and denied. Reply already given.
Incorrect. The representation of the appellant has been
illegally dismissed by the competent authority.

a

No need of reply.

ON GROUNDS: .

A)

Incorrect and denied. The appellant has been discriminated
vis-a-vis other officials having th.e samé 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.

3|Page
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Iﬁcorrect. Detailed reply already given above.
Incorrect. Detailed reply already given above.
No need of reply.
No need of reply.

In view of the above, these submissions may be
considered graciously and the tilted appeal may

be allowed in the interests of justice.

Appellant
Through Counsel

M

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law

4|Page
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No.573 of 2016

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/I1GP and
others

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, 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 (o the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT

y e

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law
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- - B BEFORE THE HON’BLE SBRVICE TRIB'UNAL I(PK PESHAWAR

e
N -

In SerV1ce Appeal No. 573 of. 2016

-

Bacha Hazrat s/ o Muhammad Hazrat T ehsﬂ Chakdam D1r :
’ 'Lower (Currently serving as DSP H / Q District Shangla).

............

S Appellant

o VER'SUSA

...........

overnment of Khyber Pakht‘unkhwa thlough Provihcial Police Offlcer
and others

et Respondents

INDEX

S.Noii

- Description -

\)

© Annexure | Pages No.

e 'Merno of Re]omder '
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~:{ Copy of Letter

..' -Apbéllantthrough Counsel |

T 6

,' vb.r.‘Ad,‘nan Khan, !‘Barriste;-at'-l.aw
- Office: Adnan Law Associates,
. Opp. Grassy ground Mmgora Swat

Cell: 03469415233
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
" ' PESHAWAR

In Serv1ce Appeal No 573 of 2016

‘ Bacha Hazrat s|/ o) Muhammad Hazrat Tehsxl Chakdara D1r Lc5wer . _»

o -(Currently serving as DSP: H/ Q District Shangla). |
- 1 .......... Appel‘iqnt'
- VERSUS ~_

- vGovernment .of Khybe1 Pakhtunkhwa through Provmc1al Pohce
Ofﬁcer and others ‘

C j ‘ : e Slaveesians [, Respondents

©©" REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN
: T T i p T
. RESPONSE -"|ro PARA WISE COMMETNS OF
 RESPONDENTS:; |

Respe_etfully Sheweth: o
. Rejoinder to preliminary objections:
_ et X ‘

1) This reply Qf'aﬁswerihg .respondent is not correct. The present
" case does not pertairi to seniority of other: police officials,
‘rather confirmation of the appellant at an earlier stage; Hence,
:Ithere is. no "n.eeld-', to. .Air'rjlplea;':l_'v private ihdjviduals as
;‘re'sp'o'nden_t's. Thus, t:he.appee{l"is maintainabld in its .preeent-'
© . form. S -

o 2) ' Correct to the extent that Pohce Rules 1934 do not spec1f1cally
" mandate that conflrmanon is, to be granted from the date of
| ,appomtment however when the special law 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 conflrmed and K

- his seniority reckoned from his initial appointment and not

_ - _— . otherwise.




* Incorrect. The'appeal "is' within tirne Th'le 'appellant filed

Lo ) Departmental Appeal on 27 01- ;015 which was dxsrmssed on

10-05- 2016 Felling aggrleved of the same, the 1nstant Service

- }Appeal vlvas filed -on. 30-05- 2016 which is well within time.
| Furthern*ore, the respondents vxde letter No 370-90/E- II dated:

L 09-05- 2014 1ssued to DPOS on 28-05-2014, rev1sed senlonty list
of Inspecto1s and Sub«lnspettors The said senlouty llst gave a

. fresh: dause of action to the appellant The appellant being
vigilant forthw1th agitated his rights before the respondents.
| "_:Simiilarly, respohdent No.llvlde "letter No.888/ E-'llll dated 30-

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

o the cOmpetent -authority for the same. The appellant has

remamed vigilant throughout the course and no 1ng1ed1ent of

- the present dispute could be termed as time barred. (C0py of

e i
letter enclosed is attéched as'Annexure “A- 17).

9

L 6) !

| i-'f..:'g).

| 1)

Y

No neet:i of further reply. -
I : 2{Page

. J .

Incorrect and denled | l‘
5 .Incorrect and denied. - | ‘: L'
'Incorrect No estoppel lles ,agamst the appellant to f1le tlus
-appeal T 1 :
','Incorrect The appellant app1oached this I-Ion ble Tribunal
. ;w1thcleanhands R i. L L
- Incorrect The appellant has Igot both cause of action and locus
L _standzz and to file this appealt o ; |
| 9) E Incorrect All riecessary andlrelevant facts: have been revealed ,
.': | tOl’llS HonbleTubunal | !
ON FACT S: ! r
‘ No need of further reply. i
j 2) .‘ "No need of fu1ther reply; 1:
_ | No need of further reply. - E
gy N'l{: need of further reply.‘.,"ll]
i
i
|
!
|
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. Incorrect. When cause Of action accrued to the appellant, he

. Vigilantly agitated‘ his rights before the tlornpetent forum,

hence the appeal is w1th1n time ancl mamtamable as such.

Incorrect The reference agltated in Para 7 specifically

mentlons 03 years- nme peuod for confirmation of Sub-

‘,Inspectors Purthermme, the said noto pe1ta1ns to off1c1als

- setving. im Malakand D1v1slon I-Ience, on all scores the

S 10

1)
S 12)

. 'appellant is ent1tlecl to take benefit of the 5a1cl 1efe1 ence. .
Correct to the extent that Pohce Rules 13-14 (2) relate to :

."promonon under selecnon grade “The appellant has never

: clalmed promotlon under se]ectlon grade as he is othelwme
- entltled to confirmation as Sub- Inspector atan ea1ller date

~ Incorrect and denied. Rep‘ly already given in Para 1 of
prehmmary ob]ecnons : | |

'Inc01rect and denied. The appellant has approached t]ns
* Hon'ble Tribunal well Wlthm time. Detalled reply already
A ug1Ven in reply to Para 8 of pr ehmmary ob]cchons., .

- Incorrect ancl den1ed Reply aheady given.. |

llncorrect The representatlon of the appellant ‘has been

illegally dlSl’l_’}lS.S?d .by the competent authority. -

No need of reply.

ON GROUNDS.

o

1 Incorrect and denlecl The appellant has ‘been d1scrun1nated

vis-a-vis other off1c1als having the same- status and the

7
1mpugned orderis illegal on’ thls score alone =

Correct to the extent that qome anomaly exlsts in the Police.

Rules rega1d1ng conhrmahon matters. Ilowever as- stated .

' above when spec1a1 law is sxlent on any matter, general law_

will come to flll the gap As per ‘the gene1al 1aw, seniority of a

c1v11 servant is reckoned from his initial appomtment

' ‘ .. 3)Page
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. Noneed of reply.

.'

Inoorrect Detailed 1eply already ngen above.

|

. Incorrect Detailed reply al1eady given above

No need of reply

e
Irl view of 'the abov‘e, these submissions may be
consldered graczously and ‘the tilted appeal may

be allowed in the mte: ests of ]ustlce k

. e - -

~ Appellant
- Through Counsel

Dr. Adn:an Khan, Barrister-at-Law




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

- }"In"S'érVi;ce ‘Appeal_'No.57‘3 of 2;01 6

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

S
o o (Petltloner)

VERSUS

Government of KPK througjh Plovmcml Polme Off1c01 / IGP and

others ‘|  o Lo o

' 1 | ' N . B (Réspondénts)

R . AFFIDAVIT |
| '. .11, Adnan Khan (Counsel for‘Appeliant') ag per instructions of my client, do
her eby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the above 1ejomder in

| L tltled Appeal are true and cor rect lo the best of my-knowledge and behef

DEPON ENT
|

| o ; - Dr. Adnan Xhan, Barrister-a.t-Lav'v
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, tAGJI lnspectors General of Police,

Knyber Pakhtunknwa Peshawar.

‘Capital City Police Officer, : ' :

Peshawar.

;A.\eglonal Pohre Offrcers

In Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. -
Dmputy lnspccior General of Police,

’ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. :

Commandant PTC,,

Hangu
Director, AntICOl‘lUpthIT Estabhshment

_Kh}|ber Pakhtuni\hw—l Peshawar.

‘ chvslrar CPO

Offlce Supdt Secret -CPO
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK

PESHAWAR

In Servrce Appeal No: 573 of 2016

Bacha Hazrat S / 0 Muhammad I—Iazrat Tehsﬂ Chakdara Dir Lower
(Currently serving as DSP H /Q District Shangla).

O TS A0 Appellant
] VERSUS

Government .of Khyber Pakhturikhwa through Provmc1al Pohce
Offrcer and others

................................ boa. ....Respondents _

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

RESPONDENTS '
S

Respectfully Sheweth

Rejoinder to prehmlnarv ob]ectlons

1) ThlS reply of answermg respondent is not correct The present

case does not pertam to. semouty of other police officials,

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

there is no need ‘to . 1mplead private 1nd1v1duals as
respondents Thus, the appeal is’ mamtamable 1n‘ its present

form

2) Correct to the extent that Pohce Rules 1934 do not spec1f1cally

mandate that conﬁrmatlon 1s to be granted from the date of

appomtment however when the spec1al law is silent, genera al

law is to, be resorted to As per the general law pertaining to-
01v11 servlrce, an off1c1al is deemed to have been confirmed and -

hls semonty reckoned from his 1n1t1a1 appomtment ahd not'

otherwwe
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Incorrect The appeal is: within time. The ‘appellant filed
: ;Departmental Appeal on'27-01- 2015 which was |chsmrssed on
-10-05-2016. Fellmg aggrleved of the same, the instant Service

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

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

o 09-05 2014 issued to DPOs on 28-05-2014, l‘eVISed semouty list

- of Inspect01s and Sub- Inspectms The said semouty hst gave a -

'-_fresh cause of action to the appellant The appellant being

g 'V1g11ant forththh agxtated his rrghts befo1e the respondents.

Slmrlarly, respondent No. 1v1de 1ette1 No 888/ E- 111 dated 30- .
03-2015 dlrected respondent No.2 to look into the matter being

.'..'."-:.the competent authonty for the same. 'The appellant has

- :‘remamed vigilant throughout the course and o mgredrent of

' '.om mcrs

3

'- Incbrrect and denled

' Incorrect and denied.

B with clean hands. |
| standu and to file this appeal;

| to hrs Hon'ble Tr 1buna1

- No need of further‘reply. .

. No need of further_, 'reply.s

| the present dlspute could be’ termed as. tlme barred. (Copy of

Iy ”
'letter enclosed is attached as'Annexure “A-1 )
I . . /
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- Incorrect No estoppel hes {agalnst the appellant to file this -

appeal - |~

: Incorrect. The appellant approached this Hon’ble - Tubunal :

1

Inc‘orrect The -appellant | has !got both cause of action and locus

' Incorrect All necessary and 1e1evant facts have been revealed

-No need o‘f further reply.. |
No need of further reply,l',

]
|
|
I
i
|
|
|
No need of further 1ep1y:, ,' lt .
I
|
|
|
!




8

- _Inc':orrect. 'When cause of »ei‘cti‘_on accrued to the appellén’t, he.

- vigilantly 'agitated his_ rights before the competent forum,

" hence the appeal is within time and ‘maintainableiés such.

‘Incorrect. - Thé refererlce ~agitated in Para 7 specifically

- mentions 03 years time period for con‘firmation of Sub-

Inspectors }'urtherrnore, the said note peltams to off1c1als

.. serving in Malakand Division. Hence, 6n all scores the

: appellant is entitled 'to take bcneflt of the said 1ef01 ence.

. Y

: -Correct to the extent that Pohce Rules 13- 14 (2) relate to.
: promotlon under selectlon gracle The 1ppellant has never
clarmed promotlori under selection glacle as he is otherwme
: entltled to conflrmatlon as Sub Inspector at an earlier date
] "Incorrect and demed Reply aheady given in Para 1 of |
o preliminary objection. ' |
10): J"Incorrect and demecl The appellant has approached this
o ‘:Hon ble Tubunal well wnthm tlme Detarledl 1eply alrmdy:
l'.‘ given in reply to-Para 3 of pr elunmary ob]echons ./
1’1) Incorrect arid demed Reply aheady glVCI‘l o
12) Incorrect. - The representatron of . the appel]ant has been
| illegally dismissed by the competent authority.
E 13).. ,N(E) néecllof_ reply. ' '
' oN GRdUNDS'
Incorrect and demed “The appellant has been chscmmnated‘
vrs-a~v13 other officials having the samé status and the
o _1mpugned order is illegal on this score aloné.
| Correct to the extent that <;0me anomaly cx1<;ts in the Police

Rules rega1dmg conﬁrmatlon matters However, as stated'

. 'above ‘when specxal law is s:lent on any matter, general law

will come to fill the: gap As per the gener al law, semorlty of a

. civil serxllant is reckoned from his initial appointment. -




R R
Incorrect. Detalled 1ep1y already glven above

Incorrect. Detaﬂed repIy already glven above
No need of reply
No need of reply : : |

In view of the above, these submissions may be
copsmleled glaaously and the tilted appeal ma?r
be allowed in the mtezests of ]ustlcc

Appellant
Through Counsel

Pl

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister at—.L'aw‘
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’ o "BEFORE THE HO] N’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKH'I UNKHWA AT PESHAWAR
; In Serv1ce Appeal No 573 of 2016
) Bacha Ha|zrat S/ 0. Muhammad Hazrat T / 0 Dhera1 Talash Tehsﬂ
. Chakdara Dir Lower (Currently sevmg as DSP H/ Q District Shangal -
] .~ S . ~ o ‘ E | - (Petitioner)

VERSUS
.. Government of KPK througjh Plovmaal Police Ofﬁcm / IGP and
e others :

(Respondents).

G AFFIDAVIT

| ",_5'I Adnan Khan (Coumel for Appellant) ae pel iistructions of my client, do
- hereby solemniy affirm and decla;e that the contents of the above lQ}Oll’ldGI‘ in -
s tltled Appeal are true and com:u lo lh(. best of ‘my knowledge and belief.
SR . Deronent~ -

* Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law




.mpectoa General o’ Police,
L h ber Pakhturkhwa, Peshawar. Sy
- Al 'Aurli Inspectors qener-alofPohce,.,' {"m\
B _Knyber Pakhtunknwé Peshawar. - g e
E The 'Capltai City’ Pollce Ofﬁcer @ e 28
S ' hawar o ‘ ”:':"?w )
S A ,neglonal Police Ofﬁcers,_ S S
o in Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ek
CAl Doputy lnspcctor General of Pohce,
., Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
o " .The . Commandant PTC, .~ '
. . Hangu. "
o The. Director, Ant:conuptlon Establishment,
: b . KhyberPakhtunkhww Posh‘ewm '
“ The - Reglctrar CPO S : :
R The- Ofﬁce Supdt: Secret, CPO.
| : .-,,:No.,.570 c)u;/l: -11; dated Peshawar, thc Cf /5 /2014
' .sfub,ect: B Jemomw dist OFINSPECTORS/SUB INSPECTORS ON'
L AISTE” OFlf (HYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PQLICE IAS IT s*rt."
ON 09.05.2014.
A - . ' Ehclosed please fmd herewuth Sen:orsty list- o‘ ]nspe(
| ' . and| Sub’ InSpectors om.hst "F" of Khyber,Pakhtunkhwa Pohce T
ot stood on 09105 2014: o S I
% , 2 P!ease 'mform alI Offtcers servmg “under your command
1.7 | Offiter who ‘have any objection on his Sen:orltinorrectlon sh o«
K . "':S'l'.lb mt his re;hresentatlon within one monith af'ter uhe lssuance oi
' hst othen, riser nohr,epresentatlon'wﬂi be accepted b -
n 3 qu Ob§2014 may ''be noted as last date- f* 3 af/ceptance
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e
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