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16.03.2017

Petitioner in person and Mr. Shamraiz Khan, Reader
alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique Sr.GP for the

respondents present.. Arguments on execution petition

“heard and record perused.

According 1o  minutes of the wmeeting of

| - appellant has been dismissed on 13.4,2016. Thus the

directions of this Tribunal complied with.

In view of the above the instant petition is disposed
of by placing the petitioner at liberty . to. re-agitate. his
grievances against the said order. in.the. manners: prescribed

by: law if so advised: File:bg'consigned toithe-record:room,:

ANNOUNCED
"~ 16,03.2017




29.07.2016 ' Céunsgl for the petitioner p'rcsent.' '11hpleiheﬂtation |
report not submitted. Petition pertains to territorial limits of

Hazara Division as such the same is to be heard at camp

court, Abbottabad. Let a final notice be issued to the .
respondents for submission of implementation report on

20.10.2016 before S.B at camp court, Abbottabad.

S AR ' . Chaé)fﬁan
S N . E%’J/‘

20.10.2016 None present for the petitioner and Mr. Ja_nas Khan, DSP ,
| | (Legal)‘ alongwith  Mr. Muhammad Siddique, 'Sr.GP for the
respondents  present.  Requested 'fér‘ adjourmﬁent as
implementation process ;‘isl in the office. To comé up for

~implementation report on 22.12.2016 at camp court, Abbottabad.

Cl—éﬁmn

Camp Court, A/Abad

22.12.2016 Attorney for the petitioner and Mr. Shamraiz Khaﬁ,
Reader alongwith . Mr. Muhammad . Siddique, _Si”.GP for
respondents present.‘ Power of attofney submitted on
behalf of the petitioner while compliance relﬁ,ort sub‘n.1itted
by representative of the respondents. To come up for
further proceedings on 16.03.2017 before SB at camp | ‘
- court, Abbottabad. - . _ ‘ .

Chaffman
' Camp Court, A/Abad




Court of

Execution Petition No.

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

48/2016

| S.No.

Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
proceedings ’
1 2 3
. 25.03.2016 ‘ The Execution Petition submitted by Mr. Muhammad |
Aurangzeb through Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai Advocate may be
entered in the relevant Register and put up to the Court for proper order
please.
S2- p - REGISTRAR «
: ‘259 Y ‘ This 'ﬁl?f'%iec\ution Petition be put up before S. Bench
onX-3=26. |
CHA N
31.03.2016 None pre;e_r_mt for petitioner. Notices be issued to the parties. To
comg up for implementation report on 24.5.2016 before S.B. h :
. ‘ . ‘ .
P - ChalYman
W
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24.03.2016 . Ageﬁt of i{bﬁnsél for the appelant and Addl. AG-
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the respondents present. [earned Addl AG is directed 1o

sure submission -of implementation. i of

the judgment
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wE BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRiBU_NAL,
' PESHAWAR. |

Execution Petition No. Lf% 2016  a&.w.F nvmﬁ

] ; Borview - 7S
In_Servnce Appeal No.500/2013 - ity m é’:;-» P

%mmmm-“"‘”

Muhammad Aurangzeb, S.I No.204/11,
Presently Motor way Police,

M-2 (N), Charkri.

| - . (PETITIONER)

| VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar.
2. The DIG, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

(RESPONDENTS)

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT  THE
JUDGMENT DATED 13.10.2015 OF THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND
SPIRIT

-J’(l; -

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1.  That the petitioner filed an appeal bearing No.500/2013 for
considering the petitioner/appellant for confirmation in the S
rank of S.I w.e. from April 2010.

2. That the said appeal was finally heard by  the Honouarble
Tribunal on '13.10.2015 and the Honourable Tribunal was
kind enough to partially accept the appeal and remit the
case of .the petitioner/appellant to the appellate authority
with direction to examine case of the petitioner/ appellant
and to decide his appeal within a period of three months of

~ the receipt of this judgment. (Copy of ]udgment is attached
as Annexure-A) _

%



That in compliance of the direction of the august Service

“Tribunal, Registrar of KPK Service Tribunal send a copy of

judgment to the respondents.

That since the communication of the judgment to the
respondents, the petitioner waited for more than three
Months to decide the appeal of the petitioner/appellant by
the appellate authority within three months according to the
judgment dated 13.10.2015 of this Honourable Tribunal, but
the appellate authority has not decided the appeal of the

petitioner/appellant within three Months.

That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by the
department after passing the judgment of this august
Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and
Contempt of Court.

That the petitioner has having no other remedy to file this
execution petition.

-

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the responde‘nts
may be directed to implement the judgment dated

- 13.10.2015 of this august Tribunal in letter and spirit. Any
other remedy, which this august Tribunal deems fit and

approprlate that, may also be awarded in favour of

o o

PETITIONER
Muhammad Aurangzeb

THROUGH: ,JLQ
( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI)
&

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN)
ADVOCATES,PESHAWAR



AFFIDAVIT:

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the execution petition
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

b

DEPONENT




X “To()
APPEAL NO. ____:)f(_( 2013,

b
‘ Mohammiad Aarangech, e~y S g,
S.1.NO. 2041, vt 5D
Presently Motor way Police,
N2 ON) Chahr. v
VERSUS
*- X»a/b,;fﬁh Ao~ /
129 Bl /!/ The Proviciut Police Officer, KPK Peshawar,
/Mf/‘dl U e D1, Hazara Region, Abbotiabad.
ks £3} Farhad Ali, S.I No.4/H, Special Branch Peshawar.
Ze W e -() Azam Ali Shah S.I No.12/H, Operational Wing Abbottabad.
g g) Arshad Hussain S.I No.66/H, PTC Hangu.
7.5 18 {8 Matloob Khan S.I No.101/H, Investigation Wing Abbottabad.
e . -@) Shah nawaz S.1 No.104/H, Operational Wing Mansehra.

i (87 Shad Mohammad S.I No.58/H, Torghar Distt: Police.
: (,5 ) @ Fazal wahab S.No. 150/H, Special Branch Peshawar.
“ () é) r () ;7 €05 Jehanzeb Khan S.I No. 169/H, Inyestigation Wing Mansehra.
3 Mohammad Amin S.I No.170/H, Traffic Branch KPK Peshawar.
f: A of ¥ ID 5 @ Ehsan Shah S.1 No.223/H, Investigation Wing Abbottabad.
, B e ! CM//A Mohammad Yousaf S.I No. 175/H, Operational Wing Haripur.
v -ff P é Mohammad Sajjad, S.I No.229/H, Investigation Wing Mansehra.

1
‘T};(r I Fida Mohammad S.I No. 230/H, Operational Wing Abbottabad.

Pre:

o R RNEEANGE

Respondents

(Jb .,. L m&u’lﬁb
13 10 7015 \

[ the ofﬁcral respondents present Arguments heard and rleeord'-%_-"{:.:’{,",
) perused Vrde our, detarled judgment of to day m eonnec‘ted appeal -' .--:"::. .'. -
 No. 568/2013 trled “Amjad Ali Versus the Prov1n01al Polrce;’i - -
oy Ofﬁcer KPK Peshawar and others” thrs appeal is also drsposed .

»‘Off as per detarled Judgment Partres are left to bear therr own;-iz" . '

| .13.10.2015,;‘
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Order or other proceedings with signature of Tudgekss
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' Magistrate

B

13.10.2015

2 3 Yo 2

N

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIB \E*L*“,W
PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 568/2013
Amjad Ali Versus the Provincial Police Officer, KPK,
" Peshawar etc.’
JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH, MEMBER- ~Appellant with
counsel (Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai, Advocate) and

Goverﬁment Pfleade_r (Mr. Zlaullah) for the official

.| respondents present.

2. ~ The appellant is aggrieved with order dated
14.09.2012 vide which as many-as 14 S,ﬁb Inspectors of the
Police Department were confirmed under Police Rules-
13.1, 13.10.(2) and 13.18 . According to the appellant he
was ignored despite the fact that he was senior to them and
that he also performed as Offtg..42 SIwel 16 2.20.02.
Since his departmental appeal was also not repljéd, hence
this appeal under Section 4 of tzhe Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

) Service Tribunal Act, 1974,
3. Arguments heard and record perused.

4. It appears from the zreply of the respondent
department that the appellaﬁt was on deputation.

According to the said reply the ;S.Is who were confirmed

vide impugned order dated 14.9.2012had fulfilled the laid




o

/|

| down criteria according to the rules but the appellant was

found deficient, hence he was not conﬁrmed.

5. While arguing for the appellant, “the learned

opportunity to éhe appellant, therefore, he was wrongly
penalized for no fault on his part. Converseiy, it was
submitted on behalf of the resp‘ondent department that for
“confirmation as Sub Inspector, display of i)lérformance as

jHO is pre—requisite according to the Police Rules.

6. - On thé record, there is no cogent evidence that
departmental appeal dated 10.10.2012 of the appéllant has
been examined by the respondent department as on record

there is no order of the appellate authority. There is nothing

. appellant was otherwise also éleﬁcient per laid down

- | his suitability or non-suitability ‘for confirmation cannot

be examined by the Tribunal on the available record. In the
sated mrcumstances the Trlbunal-zs of the con31dered view
to remit the case of the appellantfto the appellate authority
‘with the dlrectlon to examine case of the appellapt and to
decideA his appeal within a perioid of three months of the

receipt of this judgment. Thegappeal is disposed off

counsel for the appellant submitted that though sAer-vice as|
SHO may be;required for such confirmation but the |

respondent deiaartment did not provide any such]|
!

on record like PER’s of the appellant to show that the |

criteria beside performance as SHO, hence the matter of |
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o bear their own- costs. File be

—ccordingly. Parties &re left t

consigned t0 fhe record.

7. This judgment will also dispose of 2 other connected
peals bearing NO. 499/2013 Umer Rehman and No.

nmad Aurangzeb,

ap
on |

500/2013 Muhar

g and law, inthes

involving comim

ame manner.
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question of fact




4 VAKALAT NAMA
ol B
| IN THE COURT OF f%wm //r/rbmm// /) Bhapes
MMM/%W/#% i BN _(Appellant)

~ (Petitioner). -

(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

'(Defendant)A
1/WE /’/MMMW 3//5 '

' Do hereby appoint and constltute ‘M.Asif Yousafzal, Advocate, Peshawar,

as my/our Counsel/Advocate. in the above noted matter, without any liability
for his default and with the authority to engage/appomt any other Advocate/
Counsel on my/our costs. -

~ I/we authorize the sand Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our.

behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the
above noted matter. The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our
case at any stage of the proceedlngs if his any fee left unpard or is

outstandmg agamst me/us.

/Dd'gu D“%Z?Z | (Responeent)

‘to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us

-Dé_ted . ‘/Z‘O

ACCEPTED

f

. M. ASTF YOUSAFZAI
~ Advocate

M. ASIFYOIU.SAFZA'-I’ L : 7_7)/”//(/4_// KHAR)
Advocate High Court - L ‘ ; M |

Peshawar

OFFICE: o ,
- Room No.1, Upper Floor - ' . -
~ Islamia Club Building, ' ’ '

Khyber Bazar Peshawar. -
~ Ph.091-2211391- ‘

~ 0333-9103240

B ’
e i -




EFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR.

— —_—

‘Execution Petition No. 48/2016.

Muhammad Aurangzeb SI No. 204/H Presently posted at motor wéy police,
M-2(n), Charkri.

(Appellant)
VERSUS
1. Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
(Respondents)

Compliance report on behaif of Respondents. .

Respectfully Sheweth.

It is submitted that under the chairmanship of worthy Addl:
inspector General of Police, Head quarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, a Departmental

Promotion Committee comprising of high rank senior officers was constituted to

discuss the representations of Police officers including appeal No. 500/2013 titled

S! Muhammad Aurangzeb VS Inspector Géneral of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
others, méeting whereof held on 13:04.2016 at 11.00 Hours in the CPO Conference
Room-Il. ,Thze committee discussed the 'representation/ case of the petitioner Si
Aufangzeb“at serial No. Il and found the representation of the petitioner not
maintainable. (Copy of minutes of the said meeting is enclosed for kind perusal).
The reépond_ent department has made compliance of the judgment / order dated
13.10.2015 passed by the honourable Service Tribunal KPK in its true spirits
whereby the appeal of the petitioner was rémitted for treatment as representation.

It is- therefore, requested that the Execution Petition -mentioned
above may kindly be ordered to be filed, .

Submitted please.

‘Deputy Superintendent' of Police,
Legal, Abbottabad.

o

L _reaidl.
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¢4  MINUTES OF THE DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON
13.04.2016 IN THE CONFERENCE ROOM-11, CPO, PESHAWAR

A meeting of Departmental Promotion Committee was held on 13.04.2016 at 1100 hours in
the CPO Conference Room-II, under the Chairmanship of Mian Muhammad Asif, Addl:
1GP/Headquarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa to discuss the representations of Police Officers and other

cases.
2. The following officers attended the meeting:-
I. | Mian Muhammad Asif, Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Chairman
1. | Mr. Muhammad Atam Shinwari, DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Member
HL | Mr. Abdul Ghafoor Afridi, DIG/Enquiry & Inspection, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. | Member
IV. | Mr. Najeeb ur Rahman Bugvi, AIG/Establishment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Member
V. | Qazi Sajid ud Din, AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Member
3. The Committee discussed the following representation cases in detail and took decision noted

below in each case:-

Appeal No. 568/2013 ""titled SI Amjid Ali vs IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa aiid others"

1.

According to- Legal Branch CPO report, Sub-Inspector Amjid Ali of Hazara Region filed -

Service Appeal No. 568/2013 for restoration of his seniority. He contended that RPQ/Hazara issued
confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order 14.09.2012, while he was
ignored from confirmation as he was not allegedly fulfilling the prescribed criteria. The appeal was
contested by Abbottabad Police and Service Tribunal remitted the case to respondent for decision of
the departmental appeal of the appellant.

.

Decision

As per record, Sub-Inspector (now Inspector) Amjid Ali of Hazara Region was ignored from
confirmation as Sub-Inspector due to not fulfilling the laid down criteria according to the Rule
13.10(2) of Police Rules 1934. Sub-Inspector (now Inspector) Amjid Ali himself admitted at the time
his colleagues were confirmed he had not fulfilled the criteria for confirmation i.e Rule 13.10(2) of

\:olice Rules 1934. Therefore, his representation is not maintainable.
1" ZAppeal No. 500/2013 "titled 'SI ~"Mithammad Au raﬁgi;gE\Ts_'_'lGl:]ghSib‘_g_i';!’él_?lAlmklliva;

¢ and others"

Dol S

According to Legal Branch CPO report, Sub-Inspector Muhammad Aurangzeb of Hazara
Region filed Service Appeal No. 500/2013 for restoration of his seniority. He contended that
RPO/Hazara issued confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order
14.09.2012, while he was ignored from confirmation as he was not allegedly fulfilling the prescribed
criteria. The appeal was contested by Abbolttabad Police and Service Tribunal remitted the case to
respondent for decision of the departmental appeal of the appellant.

Decision

As per record, Sub-Inspector Aurangzeb of Hazara Region was ignored from confirmation as
Sub-Inspector due to not fulfilling the laid down criteria according to the Rule 13.10(2) of Police
Rules 1934. Sub-Inspector Aurangzeb himself admitted at the time his colleagues were confirmed he
had not fulfilled the criteria for confirmation i.e Rule 13.10(2) of Police Rules 1934. Therefore, his
representation is not maintainable.

Appeal No. 499/2013 "titled ST Umer Rehmain vs IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others"

According to Legal Branch CPO report, Sub-Inspector Umer Rehman of Hazara Region filed
Service Appeal No. 499/2013 for restoration of his seniority. He contended that RPO Hazara issued
confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order dated 14.09.2012, while he
was ignored from confirmation as he was not allegedly fulfilling the prescribed criteria. The appeal
was contested by Abbottabad Police and Service Tribunal remitted the case to respondent for decision
of the departmental appeal of the appellant.

Decision

As per record, Sub-Inspector Umer Rehman of Hazara Region was ignored from confirmation
as Sub-lInspector due to not fulfilling the laid down criteria according to the Rule 13.10(2) of Police
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* Rules 1934. Sub-Inspector Umer Rehman himself admiited at the time his colleagues were confirmed

he had not fulfilled the criteria for confirmation i.e Rule 13.10(2) of Police Rules 1934. Therefore, his
representation is not maintainable.
IV.  Appeal No. 485/2012 ""titled Irispector Shah Miinitaz vs Police"

Shah Mumtaz acting DSP Swabi was promoted as Sub-Inspector in Malakand Region on
27.05.2006. He was transferred to Mardan Region vide order of CPO bearing Endst: No. 27320/E-11,
dated 03.12.2007. He was recommended for confirmation ‘on account to his good performance by the
then DPO Mardan which was forwardcd/remmmended to CPO by Range Office. His case was
examined by accelerated promotion committee at CPO in its meeting held on 27/28.04.2009 but did
not agree with the recommendation vide CPO Memo: No. 15441/E-11, dated 22.06.2009. As per order
of CPO issued vide Endst: No. 186-88/E-11, dated 04.01.2011, his lien was detached from Malakand
Region and attached with Mardan Region. He was confirmed as Sub-Inspector in Mardan Region vide
order No. 3561/ES, dated 30.09.2011 on the recommendation of Committee and promoted as Inspector
on 20.12.2011. He preferred a departmental representation claiming confirmation with effect from
24-11-2008. His departmental representation was examined by CPO and filed as intimated vide
Memo: No. 6018/E-11, dated 28.03.2012. He approached Service Tribunal by filing Service Appeal
praying therein for his confirmation as Sub-Inspector with effect from 27.05.2006. Service Appeal was
contested by department by the respondents. The Service Tribunal vide judgment dated 19.10.2015

- remanded the case to the appellate authority with the difection to examine case of appellant and to

decide the same strictly on merits.

Decision

He claims seniority for the period when he was employ of Malakéand Region. His lien was
detached from Malakand Region &nd attached with Maidan Region. According to record, he was
confirmed in the rank of Sub-Inspector on 28.09.2011 after completlng .mandatory period for
confirmation as per Rule 13.10(2) Police Rules 1934. ,

His case was deferred. The coinmittee directed that RPO/Malakand be asked that why he was
not confirmed during his posting in Malakand Region.
V. Representation of Liispectoir Badshah Haziat No. M/303

He 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 continues period dlso 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, as per previous
policy in Malakand Region, Sub-Inspector on List-"E" on the availability of confirmed posts of Sub-
Inspectors were promoted substantively on two year probation and subsequently confirmed on

10.08.2012 in the rank of Sub-Inspectors by counting their period of Offg: towards probation period as
provided in Police Rule 13.18.

Decision
He was confirmed as Sub-Inspector on 10.08.2012. According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules

1934, seniority reckoned from the date of confirmation. Therefore, his representation is not
maintainable.

V1.  Representation of Inspector Zahid Khan No. M/302

Inspector Zahid Khan in his application stated that he was confirmed as ASI on 13.04.2007 and
promoted to the rank of Ofﬁciati’ng Sub-Inspector vide RPO Swat Office Memo: No. 4058-65/E, dated
20.10.2007. He passed Upper College Course on 02.08.2007 and completed the mandatory period as
SHO. He requested to revise his confirmation from the date of promotion i.e. 20.10.2007.

Decision '

He was confirmed as Sub- Inspector on 10.08.2012. Accordinig to Rule 12. 2(3) Police Rules

1934, seniority reckoned from the date of confirmation. Therefore, his lepresentatlon 1s not
maintainable.
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VIl.  Representation of Inspector Ajinal Khai No. M/151
Inspector Ajmal Khan in his application stated that he was confirmed in the rank of AST on 08-

08-2007. He passed Upper College Course on 20-10-2008. He was promoted to the rank of Offg: Sub-
Inspector on 20-10-2007, During his posting period as SI/SHO, junior officers. were promoted to List-
“F" but he was not considered. His confirmation in the rank of Sub-Inspector was ordered on 10-08-
2012 but none date has been mentioned as due date was 20-10-2007. His junior were promoted as
Offg: Inspector and their names were brotight on promotion to List-"F" but his name was brought on
promotion List "F" and promoted as ‘Offg: Inspector on 30-01-2013. His date of confirmation is not

mentioned. He requested that his confirmation in the rank of Sub-lnspeétor may be ordered from the.

date of promotion i.e 20-10-2007 as per Police Rules chapter 13.18 and his name may also be brought
to promotion List-"F" with effect from 30-11-2011 instead on 30-01-2013.

Decision

He was confirmed as Sub -Inspector on 10.08.2012. According to Rule 12.2(3) Pollce Rules

1934, seniority reckoned from the date of confirmation. Therefore, his representation is not
maintainable.

VIIl. Representation of Inspector Habib-ul-Haq

Habib-ul-Haq Acting DSP Elite Force Buner in his application stated that he was enlisted as a
Constable on 02.07.1976. He passed his Lower Course ini 1979, Intermediate Course in 1983 and
Upper College Course in 2005/2006. After 13/14 years he was promoted as ASI and he was confirmed
after 7 years. While as per Police Rules, confirmation is required after 02 years. He was promoled as
Sub-Inspector in the year 2004. But after 08 months he was reverted. Again he wds promoted as a
Sub-Inspector and after 3 years he was promoted as an Adhoc Inspector. He was confirmed as Sub-

Inspector after 4/5 years and he was promoted as a regular Inspector in the year 2011 and confirmed in’

the year 2014. He further added that due to delay in hlS promotlon his seniority was affected and
requested for seniority.

His case was discussed in the Departmental Promotion Committee meeting held on 19.11.2015
and it was decided that his case was deferred. The cominittee directed that previous promotion record
as ASI of the applicant’s colleagues may be requisitioned froin the office of RPO/Malakand and
produced before the committee to know the causes for which he was ignored from promotion. All
record of promotion from the year 1983 io 1986 may be also obtained from the office of
RPO/Malakand for further consideration.

As per report of RPO Malakand, he was confirmed as Sub-Inspector amongst his other
colleagues as per policy/procedure in Malakand Region on 13.10.2011. His promotion/confirmation
was made at his own turn just according to vacancy position and policy in the region and no one junior
to him was given promotion/confirmation before the applicant.

Decision ' :

According to RPO/Malakand report, he was confirmed as Sub-Inspector with his colleagues.
Therefore, his claim for seniority is not maintainable.

IX.  Representation of Inspectoi Ali Goliar No. K/32 (Now DSP)

Inspector Ali Gohar No. K/32: (Now DSP) in his application stated that he was promoled to the
rank of Offg: Sub-Inspector on 13.01.2003. He qualified Upper School Course and already completed
the required period for confirmation as Sub-Inspector in-Special Branch, Peshawar i.e. 03 years with
effect from 13.01.2003 to 13.01.2006. His confirmation was due on 13.01.2006 biit even the DPC held
on 03.04.2008 at Kohat Region, he was ignored without assighing any reason simply writien (absent).
ln fact, he was not absent rather abroad on UN-Mission, thetefore he has been made junior to the
junior most Inspectors of Police. He requested that his seniority may be restored by placing his name
at par along with his batch mates mentioned in the seniority list of DSsP 2014.

His case was discussed inh the Departmental Promotion Committee meeting held on
19.11.2015. The committee decided that RPO/Kohat Region be asked that whether he would make ex-
post facto recommendation in form 13.15(1) for including his name in List *““F’’ from the date of his
confirmation or otherwise.

Reply received from RPO Kohat bul as per the committee decision, recommendation in Form
13.15(1) for including his name in List “‘F*’ from the date of his confirmation was not sent.

Decision
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His case was deferred. The conimittee dlrected that RPO/Kohat Ref,lon again be asked that
whether he would make ex-post facto recommeridation in formi 13. 15(1) for including his name in List
“F”* from the date of his confirmation or othetwise.

X. Appeal No. 547/13 titled Asad Mehimood vs Pollc

The DIG/CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar has intimated that the Honorable Service -

Tribunal Peshawar announced its order/judgment on 15.05.2015.111 Service Appeal 547/2015 titled as
" Asad Mehmood Versus Provincial Police Officer and others. Brief facts of the case are that Asad
Mehmood was enlisted in the Baluchistan Police as Probationer- ASI on 23.04.1987. He was
transferred from Baluchistan Police to-Khyber Pakhtinkhwa Police in 1998 and posted in Frontier
Reserve Police, Peshawar. Later on, 07.11.2008 he was transferred to Directorate of Counter
Terrorism now CTD on deputation basis. According to his contention his name' should have been
placed at the bottom of Seniority List of Sub-Inspector with effect from 1998. According fo the
order/judgment announced on 15.05.2015, the Honorable Tiibunal remitted the Service Appeal
mentioned above to the department to decide the same in the light of Rule 8 (2) of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appointmerit, Promotion and Transferred) Rules 1989 with the direction
to give him his due/deserving place in the Seniority List.
Decision '
His case was deferred. The committee duected that comments be sought from Capital City
Police Officer, Peshawar.

Chairman
(MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF)
Addl: IGP/Headquarters,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar :
(MUHAMMAD ALAM SHINWARI) (ABDUL GHAFOOR AFRIDI)
DIG/Headquarters, o DIG/Enquiry & Inspection,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Khyber Pakhtinkhwa,
Peshawar. o Peshawar.
(NAJEEB UR RAHMAN BUGVI) (QAZI SAJID-UD-DIN)
AlG/Establishment, : AlG/Legal,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. _ ' Peshawar.
Approved -
(NASIR KHAN DURRANI)
Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.
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¥ l-u\ OF YHE DEPART ME.\ TAL PROMOT l()h' COMMITTEE MEETING HELD-ON
) FERENCE KGOM.! PO, PESHAWAR

A-meeting of Departmental Promet.on Committee was held on 13.04.2016 at 1100 hours in
“¢y Conference Room-II, under tic Chairmanship of Mian Mubammad Asif, Addi:

puarters Khyber l"’a.khtfmkhwa to discuss the 'rehrasenmﬁons of Police Officers and other

The Tollowing off' cers attcndu.l the mc"tmg -

“Mian {uhammad Asif, Addl: TGP/HOrs: Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa T ‘ Chalgman |
L ir :Md Alam Shinwari, DIG/H1Qrs: Khybcl Pakhturikhwa. . | Member |
;:ff_}ndul Ghaloo, Afnd:, Di¢ :/anmry & nspemm, Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa. | Member -
, M RN-gebur Ruhman Bugvs AfG/Establmment Khyber Pak.htlmkhw F M. her
S 1 agasl ba_ud ud Din, AIG/Legdl Khybet Pdkhlunl\hwa S Memi

The Commitrce discussed the following representation cases in detail and . .ok devi-u

. . . - N
below [11 2ac:n case:- .

1. Appeal Nu. 568/2013 "titled SI Amijid Aliys l( P Khyber Pakhtuskhwa and mheg&'

-

According to ‘Legal Branch CPO report, ;Silb-lnkhcdb‘f'n“ﬁ'i'ic‘" Bdi-OF Hizdra ® ) o iied
) .

Service Appeal No. §68/2013 fo restoration of his scniority. He contended that RPO- 11w ied
confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order 14.09.5:. %, whue he was
igrored from confirmation as he was not allegedly fulfilling the prescribed criteria. Thy oy 8

contestea by Abbottabad Polive and Service Tribunal remitted the case to respondeni for 2z
the doy mlmental appeal of the appellant, '

’ ‘..“r» ‘n
- record, Sub-Inspector (now frspeetor) Amjid Ali of Ilazara Reg.~ wasdgneve” i
5 Sub-Inspector due to not [ulfilling. the laid down citeria acc. ..~ C e

Adice Rules 19 14 Sub-Inspector (now Dispector) Amjid Ali-himsell admi’
A Lues were confi rmed he had not mlmlcd the criteria for confitmation j.e £

-
e I\ulm 1934. Therelore, his representation i3 oo mtintainable. -
i Appeal ‘Jo 500/2013 "titled S1 Muhammad L\umngr(h vs IGP Khyber Pakhiunshwa
and uthe .
According o Legal Branch CPO report, Sub-Tnspector Mvhammad Aurangzeb of Fuva '
Region filed Service Appeal No, 500/2013 for vestoration of . seniority. He contefided ina
v RPO/Mazara issued confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order
14.09.2012, while he was jgnored from confirmation as he wis not allegedly fuh'“lillf: the prese it
criteria. The appeal was contested by Abbottabad Police und Service Tribunal 1t:m ted the case
respondent for decision of the: depar:mental appeal of the ar)pell.mt
- Degision
As per record, Sub-Inspector Aurangzeb of lazara Region wes ign. <0 m confirmation as
Sub-Tnspector due to not fulfilling the laid down critesiz zicording to the ule 13.10(2) of olice
Rules 1934, Sub-Inspector Aurangzeb himself admitted af the time his colleagues were e afirmed e
had not fulfilled the criteria for confizmation i Ru.c 13.10(2) of Police Rules 1934, Thcrefom. his
representation is not maintainable. . A ‘ /
1. Appeal No. 499/2013 titled 81 Umer Rohman vs TGP Khvber Pakhtunkbwa a o others"”
According 1o Tegal Branch CPO roport, ‘“avb-ln*:pccumUmcr'Rchman of Hazara Region fted
Service Appcal N, 4992013 lor re\lomnm of ! 115 senior’ s FI¢ conteaded that RPO Havurs issved
confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the apps  iddo order vated 14.09.2012, while he
w iznored from confirmation es he was not allegedly fulfilling the pr hed ¢rilena, The appen!
i wulitested by Abbottabad Police and Service Tribunal vemitted the ¢ . respoundent for decisive :
ot the departmental appeal of the appellant. -
Decision
As per recer.:, nector Laner R-:]nn ot of Fayar < © ufon was dpnore Som coufizi e

as Suh-Inspector 2w ¢ “liree the k

iters oL mp to the Rule 3T
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Rules 1934, Sub-Tnspector Umer gi;immm1 himself admitted at the time his colleagues were confirmed
“we had not [ulfilled the criteria for 'é;iliﬁr111z‘ti011 { e Rule 13.10(2) of Police Rules 1934. Therefore, his

sepresentation is not maintainable; | >

V. Appeal No. 485/2012 't umtaz vs Police’’

Shah Mumfaz acting DSPL'_;Swabi was promoted as Sub~1nspccto£~ in Malakand Region on
27.05.2006, He was transferred to'_j\ﬂardah Region vide order of CPO bearing Endst: No: 27320/E-11,
dnied 03.12.2007. Tle was recommended for confirmation on account 1o his good performance by the
Yo DPO Mardan which was F{)if}ﬂardcd/recommendcd to (PO by Range Officc. His cdse wus
jort committee at CPO in its meeling held on 27/28.04.2009 but did

IS

xaniaed by accelerated promot:

aot agree with the recommendaﬁon,vidc CPO Mcmo: No. 15441/k-11, dated 22 06.2009, As per order
of CPO issued vide Endst: No. 18?1;88/E-II, dated 04.01 2011, his lien was detached from Malukand
Region and aulached with Mardan Region. He was confirmed as Sub-Tnspector in Mardan Region vide

order No. 3561/E8, dated 30.09.2011 on the recommendation of Committes and promoted as Inspectot

‘on 20.12.2011. e preferred a depavtmental representation claiming confirmation with effect from

24-11-2008. Tlis departmental representation was examined by CPO and filed 2s imimated vidic
Memo: No. 6018/E-1], dated 28.03.2012. He approached Gorviee Tribunal by fitmg Qervice Appeal
praying thercin {or his confirmation as Sub-Inspector with cffect from 27 05.2006. Service Appenl was
sontested by department by {he vespondents. ‘the ervice ‘Lribunal vide judgment dated 19, 10.2015

remanded the case to the appellate guthority with the direction 1o examine ¢ase of appellant aad o

decide the same strictly on merits.

Decision : _

Heo claims seniority for the period when he was employ of Malakand Region, s = <n was
deiachicd (rom Malakand Ro son and altached with Mardan Region. According 10 rocord, hie was
confirmed in the rank of Sub-inspector on 28.09.2011 after compleling mandatory peniod for
confirmation as per Rule 13.10(2) Police Rules 1934. : l

His casc was deferred. ‘The committee dirvected that RPO/Malakand be asked that why he svas
not contirmed during his posting in Malakand Region. -

|le stated that -as per rfg';cs. his Offe: period as Sub-Inspector of two years compleied on
27.10.2009. His posting a8 QU0 for one year continues period also completed on 23.06.2010 with "A"
ecports ACRs, His ACRs reports as Offiz: Sub-inspector recorded "A" in the mentioncd period. Despite

~ the aforementioned facts, his confirmaticn without any cogent reason.

RPO Malakand comments were sought. ‘According 10 RPOMalakand reply, as per previous
policy in Malakand Region, Sub-Inspector on List-"E" on the availahility of confinned posts of Sub-
Inspectors were promoted substantively on two year probation and subsequently confirmed on
10.08.2012 in the rank of Sub-Inspectors by counting theit period of Off: towards probation period as
provided in police Rule 13.18. : o :

Decision - _ : ,

{ie was confirmed as Sub-Inspector on _10.08.2012. According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules
1934, seniorily reckoned from (he date of ‘confimation. Therefore; his “representation is not

maintainable : :
vl Re nrcscntatioglgf_l_&wm&g& No. M/302 ' _

Inspector Zahid Chan in his application stated that he was confirmed as AST on 13.04.2007 and
promoted to the rank ol Officiating Sub-Inspector vide RPO Hwin Office Memo: No. 4058-6:3/17%, dat .
20.10.2007. He passed Uppe! College Cougsc on 02.08.2007 and completed the mandato: aeriad 2
SHO. He requested to revise his confirmation from the date of promotion i.e, 20, 10,2007. )

Decision - : : ,

lle was confirmed as Sub-Insbcctér on 10.08.2012. According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules
1934, seniority reckoned  from the date of conlirmation. Therelore, his yupe centation s not

mintainable.
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VIL . Representation of hlspe’é?ﬁ:r Ajmal Khan No. M/151
Inspector Ajmal Khan in 11}1?: application stated that he was confirmed in the rank, of AST on 08-
08-2007, tte passed tpper College Course on 20-1 0-2008. He was promoted to the rank of Otfg: Sub-

Inspector on 20-10-2007. During his posting period as SV/SHQ, junior officers were promoted to List-
“fr* bhut he was not considered. llzg‘?‘conﬁfmatiou in the rank of Sub-Inspector was ordered on 10-08-
2012 but none date hus been méi_’{jtioned as due date was 20-10-2007. Tlis junior were promaoted as
Oftg: Tnspector and their namcs‘f'x_’\?érc brought on promotion to List-"F" bhut his name was brought on

promotion List "F" and promoted a;s Offg: Inspectar on 30-01-2013. His date of confirmation is not

: 3 A P 4 ~ B
mei-oned. He requested that his'confirmation in the rank of Sub-Inspector may be ordered from tac

+

date of promotion t.e 20-] ()-20_(17\"?1‘:_; per Police Rules ‘c.Al'mpter 12.1% and his name may algo be brought
p promotion List-"("" with effect from 30-11-2011 instead on 30-01-2013.

Decision ) A

He was confirmed ss Sub-Tnspector ¢.. 10.08.2012. According to Rule 12.2(3) Polige Rules
1934, seniority reckoned from the dute of confirmation. Therefore, his roprosentation is not

" maintainable, , - /

VIII. Repres s f

~ Yiabib-ul-Haq Acting DSP Elite Force Buner in his application stated that he was cr_ﬂis.te:i as o
Constable on 02.07.1976. He passed his Lower Course in 1979, Intermediate Course in 1983 and
Upper College Course in 2005/2006. After 13/14 years he was prumoted as AST and he was confirmed
alter 7 years: While as per Police Rules, conlirmation i3 tequired after 02 years. He was promoted a3
Sub-Tnspector in the ycar 2004. But after 08 months he was reverted. Again he was promoted as a
Sub-Inspector and after 3 years he was promoted as an Adhoe Inspector. He was confirmed as Sub-
Inspector after 4/5 ycars and he w3 promoted as u regular Inspectot in the year 2011 and contifmed
the year 2014. Ue furlher added that due to delay in his promaotion, his seniority was affected and

reguested tor seniority. o
{lis cuse was discussed in the Departmental Promolion Committee meeting hald an 19.11.2015
and il was decided that his case was delerred. The committee directed that pravious promotion recard

“as ASI of the applicant’s colleagues may be requisitioned from the office of RPO/Malakand and

produced before the committee to know the causes for which Lic was ignored from promotion. All

tecord of promotion from the yedr 1983 1o 1986 may be also ebtaived from the olfice of

RPO/Malakand for further consideration. : -

As per report of RPQO. Matakand, he was confirmed as Sub-Tnspectar amongst his other
colleagues as per poiicylproccd\irc in Malakand Region on 13.10.2011. {Tis promotion/contirmation
was made at his own turn just sccording o vacancy position and policy in the region and no one junior
to him was given prométion/conﬁrmation beforc'the applicant. ' -

Decision : '

According 1o RP(O/Malakand report, he was confirmed as Sub-Inspeclor with his colleagues.
Therefore, his claim for seniority is not maintainable. :

{X. Representation of Inspector Ali Gohur No. K/32 (Now DSP) - b‘

~ Inspector Ali Gohar No. K732 (Now DSP) tn his application stated that he was promoted ta the
rank of Offg: Sub-Inspector o 13.01.2003. He qualified Upper Ychool Course and already complefad
the _wquired period for confirmation as Sub-Inspector in Spccial Branch, Peshawar i.c. 03 years with
alfect from 13.01.2003 to 13.01.2006. His confirmation was due on 13.01 2006 but cven the DPC held
an i4.04.200% at Kohat Region, he was ignored without assigning any reason simply written (absent),
[n luct, he was not absent rathe “hroad on UN-Mission, therefore he has been made junior to the
junior most Ingpcctors of Police. 1le requested that his seniority may be restored by placicg his name
at par along with his batch mates mentioned in the seniority list of DSsP 2014

this case wes discussed in the Departmental  Promotion  Commitice meeting held on
19.11.2015. The committee decided that RI'0/Kohat Region be asked that whether he would make ex-
past facto recommendation in form 13.15(1) for including his narhe in List “*F” {rom the dale of his
confirmation or otherwise. o _

Reply received from RPPO Kohat but as per the committee decision, recommendation in Form
13.15(1) for including his name in List “F** from the date of his confirmation was not senl.

Decision

P4
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His case was deferred. ‘Ihe commitice directed that comments. ¢
o : o \

-‘i:_‘:v'“'licl‘: Officer, Poshawar,
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ATLAN MU kM‘A”\I} ASLE)
Addl: IGPHeadguaters,

Khvier paghtunkhwa,
- Peshawar

.’ v ,' ‘,‘ R

ALAM SHINWARI) ARDUL CitaBOUR AVE

(MUHAMMA
. . DIG/Hsadqguagters, ‘ DIG/ Engriry & Tnspesta:
) : Khyber P AWa, Khyber P nl\,,bn ichin A,
a _ Peshawar, ' Peshawar.’
(NAJEEB UR RAHM N BUGVI)‘- ' (OAZI smm UD-B1N)
' AIG/Estublishment, - ' AlGiLegal, :
‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, - ' Khyber Pakitizaklive,
: ’ Peshawar,

" Peshawat.

Appmved’

/Nl)

A‘JR KHA}\ DIRRA
_Proymcml Police ©irtiut,
- Rhyher Pakbtu D,

Peshawar.
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