
?

16.03.2017 Petitioner in person nnd Mr. Shammiz Khan, Reader 

ajpngwith Mr. Muhamniad Siddiqu^ ^l^rQP for th^ 

respondents present, Argument? op exgpulipn p#ipn 

heard and record pprused.

According to minutes of the ''’meeting of 

Departmental Promotion Committee representation pf the 

appellant has been dismissed on i;? .4,3016, Thus the 

directions of this Tribunal conipUed with,

In view pf the above the instant petition is disposed 

of by placing the petitioner at liberty Jp re.agitate his 

grievances against, the ?aid,srdec injhe lna£ltlgrs^prescribed 

h>f Jaw if so advised. Filerbeicprisignsd to?thg.r8g9rd:rei£)m.-

■i i.ii ;

ANNOUNCED
J: 3'^ 16,03.2017 0
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Counsel for the petitioner present. Implementation 

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.

29.07.2016

-fei^nChai

20.10.2016 None present for the petitioner and Mr. Janas Khan, DSP 

(Legal) alongwilh Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP for the 

respondents present. Requested for adjournment 

implementation process is in the office. To come up for 

implementation report on 22.12.2016 at camp court, Abbottabad.

as

C an
Camp Court, A/Abad

Attorney for the petitioner and Mr. Shamraiz Khan, 

Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP for 

respondents present. Power of attorney submitted on 

behalf of the petitioner while compliance report submitted 

by representative of the respondents. To come up for 

further proceedings on 16.03.2017 before S.B at camp 

court, Abbottabad.

22.12.2016

C^^mian
Camp court, A/Abad

•I'-
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

48/2016Execution Petition No.

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

S.No.

321

■\

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.

25.03.2016
1

REGISTRA^^
2-

This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench\
on

CHA N

None present for petitioner. Notices be issued to the parties. To 

2 up for implementation report on 24.5.2016 before S.B.
31.03.2016

com
\

ChaCrfnan
/

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG

foi[ the respondents present. Learned Addl. AG is directed to
\

submission of ' implemcnlatioa.v of the judgment 

without tail upto 29.07.2016.

24.0:'.2016

en ture
• '-''S
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

- rifeasa)./2016Execution Petition No,
In Service Appeai No.500/2013

m&iy I/

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.

f.
(RESPONDENTS)

•\

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE 

RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE 

JUDGMENT DATED 13.10.2015 OF THIS 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND 

SPIRIT.

•'i’

'ftj
.1,

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

That the petitioner filed an appeal bearing No,500/2013 for 

considering the petitioner/appellant for confirmation in the 
rank of S.I w.e. from April 2010.

1.

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/ appeilant 
and to decide his appeal within a period of three months of 
the receipt of this judgment. (Copy of judgment 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.

3.

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.

4.

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.

5.

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

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents 

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 

appropriate that, may also be awarded in favour of 
petitioner.

-/I

PETITIONER 

Muhammad Aurangzeb

THROUGH:
( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI)

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 

ADVOCATES,PESHAWAR
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AFFIDAVIT:

It is affirmed and deciared that the contents of the execution petition 

are true and correct to the best of my knowiedge and belief.

DEPONENT
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•'i- IC\BEFORE THE KPK SEUVLCE TRLBiUNAL PEa^A\VA-R. 1

\

y*r^v;
APPEAL NO. .'201.L2

p« W jf».

-.'ia,Mohamniiiel .■\Lii-iiiisi/...-h,
S,1 .NO.20-1/1 L
Presunip ,\kiior win l\)!!cc,
M-2 (N), I’iuiki'i..................

Nrf-y

[

yEKSUS

,Kfi,-■C

'' Q ■'fc/l C^'/ Pi'o\inciiil Police OlTiccr, KI?K l^cshawar. 
i lie U.l.O, Hazara Region, Abbouabad.

^ Farhad Ali, S.I No.4/H, Special Branch Peshawar.
Azam Ali Shah S.I No.l2/H, Operational Wing Abbottabad. 
Arshad Hussain S.I N0.66/H, PTC Hangu.
Matloob Khan S.I No.lOl/H, Investigation Wing Abbottabad.

- 6) Shah nawaz S .1 No. 104/H, Operational Wing Mansehra.
^Shad Mohammad S.I No.58/H, Torghar Distt: Police.

Fazal wahab S.No. 150/H, Special Branch Peshawar.
Jehanzeb Khan S.I No. 169/H, Investigation Wing Mansehra. 
Mohammad Amin S.I No.170/H, Traffic Branch KPK Peshawar. 

^ Ehsan Shah S.I No.223/H, Investigation Wing Abbottabad.
^ Mohammad Yousaf S.I No. 175/H, Operational Wing Haripur. 
4^ Mohammad Sajjad, S.I No.229/H, Investigation Wing Mansehra. 

Fida Mohammad S.I No. 230/H, Operational Wing Abbottabad.

okL

i

¥;/It ' ’
in-

itE-
'(

I Respondents.Jl0 L

.............. .... .....
A Ap viki’k^peli^tf witRAboumel:N(^^ Asif - :

. ■:2fousafem;;Advpcatfe):and'Ppv^^erftTIeader ■
’ the’official;■respondeiits -'present;^’Ai-gpmehts: hea^^^^^^^ '■

13.10.2015, ■ .
t

VA ,-i i’

■

J'y. <<' •
perused.. Vide put. detailed judgment of to-day iii; connected appea.!

A • V

No., 5b8/2013, tiled “Amjad Ali Versus the. Provincial; Police; . '
<iv

Officer, KPKi Pesliawar £md others”, this appeal is, also disposed ; v;
. *•

off as per detailed, judgment. .'Parties ,,are left, to. bear their own,
; V

costs: File-,be coptsi; ledf^e're.cprd
I.,(— I .-• • ANNOUNCED 

-13.10.2015. ■ T"
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Order or other proceedings with signature of |'u,d'ge/%- %
Magistrate____________________________ V^A ' ..#

3

KHYBER PAKHTUNICHWA SERVICE TRIBUOTSfer^ 
PESHAWAR.

Sr. No. Date of order/ 
proceedings

k.
n4sk i.21

1.
i

Service Appeal No. 568/2013

Amjad Ali Versus the Provincial Police Officer, KPK, 
Peshawar etc.

• ;

JUDGMENT

13.10.2015 PIR BAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER.- Appellant with

counsel (Mr. Kluhammad Asif Ypusafzai, Advocate) and

Government Pleader (Mr. Ziaullah) for the official

respondents present.

2. The appellant is aggrieved with order dated
•j

14.09.2012 vide which as many :as 14 Sub Inspectors of the i.

Police Department were confirmed under Police Rules-

y 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.,:^ S.I w.e.f 16.2.2002. r;■;

!:

Since his departmental appeal was also not replied, hence f

this appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Palditunlchwa 

> Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

r
f

'
!•

3. Arguments heard and record perused.
i
f

4. It appears from the reply of the respondent

department that the appellant was on deputation.

According to the said reply the iS.Is who were confirmed

vide impugned order dated 14.9.;2012had fulfilled the laid



■
•v

S'lk
/ ■■ 2
/

:

down criteria according to the rules but the appellant

found deficient, hence he was not confirmed.

was }■/

5

While arguing for the appellant,' the learned 

counsel for the appellant submitted that though, service as 

SHO may be; required for such confirmation but the 

respondent department did not provide any such 

opportunity to the appellant, therefore, he was wrongly 

penalized for no fault on his part. Conversely, it 

submitted on behalf of the respondent department that for 

confirmation as Sub Inspector, display of performance 

HO is pre-requisite according to the Police Rules.

5.

;

was

as

i'i

iJ
y 6. On the record, there is no cogent evidence that 

departmental appeal dated 10.1G.2012 of the appellant has 

been examined by the respondent department as on record 

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

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

appellant was otherwise also deficient per laid down 

criteria beside performance as SHO, hence the matter of 

his suitability or non-suitability for confirmation 

be examined by the Tribunal on the available record. In the 

sated circumstances, the Tribunal! is of the considered view 

to remit the case of the appellantlto the appellate authority 

with the direction to examine case of the appellant and to 

decide his appeal within a period of three months of the 

receipt of this judgment.- The; appeal is disposed off

■ rr

i.
:

I
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cannot
f
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left to bear tbeir oI^^S^dk^iTP^rties are

the record.consigned to

2 other connected

and "Ho.
ofill also disposeThis judgment wv*

7. RehmanUiner499/2013Ko.bearingappeals commoninvolving
™rrad Aurangzeb,Mubat500/2013

A law in the same manner.question of facts and law, u
■ ■nI

i'l

1
AwiauNCEQ f.

1 AU/^13.10.2015.
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fA VAKALAT NAMA
720NO.

//UkfAAAO^
IN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner).
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

Fiy^'CJL bej/ij/ (Respondent)
(Defendant)

J>ii\n4 Uidvn,
Do hereby appoint and constitute M.Asif Yousafzai, Advocate, Peshawar, 
to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us 
as my/pur Counsel/Advocate, in the above noted matter, without any liability 
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/ 
Counsel on my/our costs.

I/we authorize the said 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 

at any stage of the proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or i'scase
outstanding against me/us.

• Dated 720

V.
ACCEPTED

M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI
Advocate

M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar. .

OFFICE:
Room No.l, Upper Floor, 
Islamia Club Building, 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar. 
Ph.091-^2211391- 

0333-9103240

)f
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K. PESHAWAR.

'■'.i

SExecution Petition No. 48/2016.

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

(Appellant)
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar
Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

(Respondents)

1.
2.

Compliance report on behalf of Respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth.

It is submitted that under the chairmanship of worthy AddI; 

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 

SI Muhammad Aurangzeb VS Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

others, meeting whereof held on 13.04.2016 at 11.00 Hours in the CPO Conference 

Room-ll. The committee discussed the representation/ case of the petitioner Si 

Aurangzeb at serial No. II and found the representation of the petitioner not 

maintainable. (Copy of minutes of the said meeting is enclosed for kind perusal). 

The respondent 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 remitted 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.



1

MINUTES OF THE DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 
13.04.2016 IN THE CONFERENCE ROOM-II. CPO. PESHAWAR

A meeting of Departmental Promotion Committee was held on 13.04.2016 at 1100 hours in 
the CPO Conference Room-Il, under the Chairmanship of Mian Muhammad Asif Addl: 
IGP/Headquarters FChyber Pakhtunkhwa to discuss the representations of Police Officers and other 
cases.
2. The following officers attended the meeting:- 

Mian Muhammad Asif, Addl: !GP/HQis: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Mr. Muhammad Alam Shinwari, DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Mr. Abdul Ghafoor Afridi, DIG/Enquiry & Inspection, Kliyber Paklitunkhwa.
Mr. Najeeb ur Ralunan Bugvi, AIG/Establishment, Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Chairman
11. Member
ill. Member
IV. Member
V. Qazi Sajid ud Din, AIG/Legai, IGiyber 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 Ahiiid All vs IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 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 Rl^O/Hazara issued 
confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order 14.09.2012, while he 
ignored from confirmation as he was not allegedly fulfilling the prescribed criteria. The appeal 
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 
Police Rules 1934. Therefore, his representation is not maintainable.

was
was

T-^^^Appcal No. 500/2013 titled'SI "Muhamiiiad AurangzelT^vs IGP Khyber'Paklitunkliwa- 
^and^thicr^]^ - ---

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 
ciiteria. I he 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 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 SI timer Relimah vs IGP Khvber 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-Inspector due to not fulfilling the laid down criteria according to the Rule 13.10(2) of Police

HI.
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Rules 1934. Sub-Inspector Umer Rehman 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.
IV. Appeal No. 485/20i2 ’Titled Inspector Shah Miimtaz vs Police**

i 'Jr

I

Shah Mumtaz acting DSP Swabi was promoted as Sub-Inspector in Malakand Region on 
27.05.2006. Pie was transferred to Mardan Region vide order of CPO bearing Endst: No. 27320/E-lI, 
dated 03.12.2007. Pie was recommended for confirmation on account to his good performance by the 
then DPO Mardan which was forwarded/recommended 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-II, dated 22.06.2009. As per order 
of CPO issued vide Endst; No. 186-88/E-II, 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. Plis departmental representation was examined by CPO and filed as intimated vide 
Memo: No. 6018/E-lI, 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 direction 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 Malakand Region. His lien was 

detached from Malakand Region and attached with Mardan Region. According to record, he was 
confirmed in the rank of Sub-Inspector on 28.09.2011 after completing 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.

Representation of Inspector Badshah Hazfat 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 also completed on 23.06.2010 with "A" 
reports ACRs. His ACRs reports as Offg: Sub-Inspector recorded "A" in the mentioned period. Despite 
the aforementioned facts, his confirmation without any cogent reason.

V.

RPO Malakand comments were sought. According to RPO/Malakahd 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
Pie 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.

VI. 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 Officiating 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. According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules 

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

•1
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f VU. Representation of Inspector Aimal Khari No. M/151
Inspector Ajmal Khan in his application stated that he was confirmed in the rank of ASI 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 eonfirmation 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 brought on promotion to List-"F" but his name was brought on 
promotion List "F" and promoted as Offg: inspector on 30-01-2013. Flis date of confirmation is not 
mentioned. Fie requested that his confirmation in the rank of Sub-Inspector 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) Police Rules 

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

J.

It

VIU. Representation of Inspector Habib-ui-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 ill 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 promoted as 
Sub-Inspector in the year 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 Adhoc Inspector. Fie 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 his promotion, 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 committee directed that previous promotion record 
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 he was ignored front promotion. All 
record of promotion from the year 1983 to 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.

Representation of Inspector AH Gohar No. K/32 (Now DSP)
Inspector Ali Gohar No. K/32 (Now DSP) in his application stated that he was promoted 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 but even the DPC held

IX.

on 03.04.2008 at Kohat Region, he was ignored without assigning any reason simply written (absent). 
In fact, he was not absent rather abroad on UN-Mission, therefore he has been made junior to the 
junior most Inspectors of Police. He requested that his seniority may be restored by placing his 
at par along with his batch mates mentioned in the seniority list of DSsP 2014.

name

His case was discussed in the Departmental Promotion Committee meeting held 
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 
confinnation or otherwise.

Reply received from RPO 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 sent.

on

Decision
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■ -^4: His case was deferred. The conimittee directed that RPO/Kdhat Region again 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.

,1

?■!

rAppeal No. 547/13 titled Asad Mciiihbbd vs PoliceX.
The DIG/CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar has intimated that the Honorable Service 

Tribunal Peshawar announced its order/judgment on 15.05.2015 in Service Appeal 547/2015 titled'as 
Asad Mehmood Versus Provincial Police Officer and others. iBrief facts of the case are that Asad 
Mehmood was enlisted in the Baluchistan Police as Probationer ASI on 23.04.1987. He 
transferred from Baluchistan Police to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 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

was

placed at the bottom of Seniority List of Sub-Inspector with effect from 1998. According to the 
order/judgment amiounced on 15.05.2015, the Honorable Tribunal 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 (Appointment, Promotion and Transferred) Rules 1989 with the direction 
to give him his due/deserving place in the Seniority List.

I
■

!i
Decision
His case was deferred. The committee directed that comments be sought from Capital City 

Police Officer, Peshawar.

Chairman

(MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF) 
AddI; IGP/Fleadquarters, 

Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

(MUHAMMAD ALAM SHINWARI) 
DIG/Headquarters,

Khyber Paklitunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

(ABDUL GHAFOOR AFRIDI) 
DlG/Ehquiry & Inspection, 

Khyber Palditiinldiwa, 
Peshawar.

(NAJEEB UR RAHMAN BUGVI) 
AIG/Establishment,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

(QAZl SAJID-UD-DiN)
AIG/Legai, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Approved

(NASIR KHAN DURRANI) 
Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

\
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M f i;s oi rat; departmental promo i ion committee MfiKTiNf; held on
.1*0. t'ESHAWAR______________________' : IN THE CONFERENCE ROOM I

A meeting of Departmental Promo^ ..in Committee was held on 13.04.2016 at 1100 hours in 
■■ '’O C<viference Room-II, undei' ihc Chairmanship, of Mian Miihainmad Asif. Addl;

,;ua3'icrs'KhybeT Pakhtunkhwa to discuss the representations of Police Officers and other

The following officers attended the mcctiiig:-
^an Mahammad Asif. Addl: ICiP/HQrs; Kh^r Pakhtunklnva. ___
,^}7~{v1ubaimnad Alum Shinwari, DIG/lIQrs: K.hyber Pakhtuiikhwa.

Abdul Ghafooi-Afridi, DIG/Hnq»iry & Inspection, Khybcr-.PaJditunkhwa. Membei -
, N ;eeb ar Ralmian Bugvi, AIG/Establiahment, Khybcr Pakiitiinkhwa.

I Sajid ud [3in, AIG/Legal, Khybcr Pakimmkhwa._______________
Tlie Committee discussed the following representation ciises in, detail ar..d . .ck dec -'u;. \

below ill eacii caso
Anneal Na. 568/2013 ^'titled SI Amiid .Ali vs IGP Khvbcr Pakfatuaklma and others

According to Legal Branch CPO report./SubTnkpecttfr'Aihijid^'-Ah,-d!' fjed
Service- Appeal No. 568/201.1 fo'.' restoration of his seniority. He contended that RPO i . ; - jcd
confirmation order of private Respondents cited in the appeal vide order 14.(W.;,;, ;2, '-.e v'as
ignored from confirmation as he was not allegedly fulfilling ihc pre.scribed criteria. fH, 
contc-stcc by Abbottabad Police and Service Tribunal remitted the case to resporideTi-: fo 
tbe doparlmental appeal of the appellant.

Chairmanl 
Mem.ber i

; M-
.Memn

V T.

.;s
•T.

n
-ecord, Sub-lnspcclor (now Inspector) Amjid Ali of Hazara Reg.
3 Sub-Inspccior due to not fulfilling’, ihe laid down cmeria acc......m-
lice Rules 1934. -Suh-Irispcctor (now Inspector) .Amjid Ali himself admi' 

confirmed he had not fulfilled the criteria for confuTnation i.e K- 
Rules 1934. Therefore, his representation is not inaintainablc.

Appeal No. 500/2013 "titled HI Muhammad Aurangzeb vs IGE Khybcr Fiikhtum.h«ii 
and others" _____ ' - . . • ■ _ . _______:

Ignore ^ Ti U)

Lia.s were

tl.

According to Legal Branch CPO report, Sub-Inspector Mohammad Aurangzeb of
seniority. He conteiidcJ r;i.aiRegion filed Service Appeal No. 500/2013 for restoration of 

RPO/IIazara issued confirmation order of private Re.spondcnts cited in .the appeal vide indcr 
14.09.2012, while he was ignored from eonfiniiation as he wtes- not allegedly fulfilling tire piesr, ib 
criteria. The appeal was contested by Abbottabad Police and Service Tribunal remitted the 
respondent for decision of the departmental appeal ol the appellant.

.lili

.'i

ca^e

Decision
As per record, Sub-Inspcctor Aurangzeb of Hazai a Region was igm ^

Sub-Tn.specUir due to not fulfilling tlic laid down criteria cacording to the K\’ic 13.10(2) of .Ifolicc 
Rules 1934. Sub-Inspector Aurangzeb himself adm-tted at fine time his colleagues were cenfirmed fie 
had not fulfilled the criteria .for confiimatio:'! i.c Rule 13.10(2) ol'Police Rtrlcs 1-934. Therefore, his 
representation is not maintainable.

' jm confinnatlo.n as

■Anneal No. 499./2013 "titled SI Umer Rchman vs IGP Khvbcr Pakhtunkhwu n </Loiil£Or.TH.

According to T/egal Branch CPO report, Sub-InspcctoivUmcr Rebnian of Hev/ara Region filed 
Service Appeal Nu. 499/2013 I'or restoration o.f hi.s .5cnio,rf ■■ flc contend.^d that i-tVO Hazara i-ssued

ido order -.tied 14,09,.2012, while he 
bed criteria. The appeal 
respondent for dccisi'.r..

confirmation, order of private Respondents cited in the app-.
banored from confirmation as Ite was not allegedly fulfilling the pr 

mested by Abbottabad Police and Service Tribunal remitted the cri 
ol the departmental appeal of the appellant.

w-
v-aA

Decision
• ncctc*.'- Unier Rebrn;;H (.fHa/ur^ R w'as ignore

iiig to the Ruk ; ‘..'0(Ti o'
•om conii:i';> •-A& per rccor .;., 

as Sub-’In specter ".w ■'Up-' 'he f-

/
••-z”—•'T.v'.rTr
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+^»/4 *snS-lMdCCtor in M.alQic?iii^ Region on

27,05.2006. 1(. ^va.s tr.msfen-=d to his good perfotmanco by the
dated 03.12.2007. Ite was recommeodvd ^ Hi, was
),cr. JPO Mardan which was fomardc ^ meeting hold o.n 27/28.04.2009 hut did
oxanaaed by accelerated promotton ^ , 15441/K-u!dated 22.00.2009, As per ofdc.r
aot agree with the recommendation vide CPO , hU lien.was detached ftoni Ma'ahand
:rCPO issued vide Endstt N. ’f ^^ki^^^^ctorinMardanRcg^^ vide

Region raid attached with Jf^ ‘Lominendation of Committee and promoted as Inspector
order No, 3501/P.S. dated 5,nation claiming coaf.rmatioii with effect frem,
bn 20.12,2011. He preferred a departrauit P ^
24-11-2008. His Service Tribunal by lilnig Service Appeal
Memo: No. 6018/E-Il, dated effect from 27.05.2006. Service Appixil^
praying itert:iii ior his confirmation . i^ei-vice 'I'ribunal vide judgment dated 19.10.e:t i -

.nested by with the direction to examine case of appellant and U.

iniiraaled vide

was

C-(

renuuidttd the ciise 
decide the same strictly on merits.

Decision , . , Ue was employ of Malakand Region, inb cn
He claims seniority for me peiio‘ ^ According to record, ne. wvis

Cletachcd t'^mii Malakand Region »d aUa ^ completing mandatory penmi tor
confirmed in the rank of Sub-mspoetor .11

* .„Ca:rn—-- *« ^ - “ *"
firmed during his posting in Malakand Region,

of two years completed ;
Ik suited that as per ruios. his • j ,j,„ „,.pteted on23.06.201() with ..

^’■“’;TcRfHirACRs“S«^ roSb-lnspector recorded "A" m the mentioned period. Despite

. According to RI'O/Malakand reply, as per prev^« 
1 ist-"H" on the availability of confinned posts of Sub- 
wo year probation and sulrsequently cont.rmed

their period of Offg; towards probation period as

was

coiiiirmaLiou us

not con
on

• V.
A''

RPO Malakand comments were sought, 
in MuUlumd Region. Sub-Inspector on 

promoted substantively on
ik of Suh-lnspcctors by counting

on
policy tn

wereInspectors
10,08.2012 in the rai 
provided in Po! ice Rule 13.18,

Sfi^confimicd aa Sub-Inspeotor on

reckoned tfom the date of confinnation.

According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules 
Therefore, hi.q representation IS not

1934, seniority
maintainable.

VI. liSSEIESSaiathi'i^^^ coniirmed as ASl on 13.0.4.2007 and
Inspector Zahid Khan in his pl i .m ^ rpO ' ifficc Memo: No. 4058-f.;5/l.'.. daS ■

promoted to the rimlc "n 02 08,2007" and completed the mandate , nerioci „ i

T)ecisioii According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules 
‘ :entiitinn is notM. -1-

1934, seniority reckoned from tlie date
lie was

niaititoliuible.
\\

'4
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VIT; of Inspector Ajmai Khan No. M/t^l . _
Inspector Ajmai Khan in hirapplicaftm stated that ho was c(,nfirmed t.i the rank of Ahl on OS-

■■F" but he was noi coiisidered. His cnnfirmalion in the rank ot Sub-Inspector was ordered on U)-()K- 
2012 but none date has been nriSioned as due date was 20-10-2007. Hi., junior were promoted as 
OtYg- Inspector and their names^rc brought on promotion to Lisl-'T" but his name was h'oagh. on 

,n,i,>„ List "F" and promote'!^, Offg; Inspector on 30-01-2013. Hi, date of confirmation ,,s nol 
mr m-1 He requested that hiJ^Vfinitation in the rank of Sub-Inspector may be ordered from the 
Ite omotion i.e 20-10-2007S per PoUcc Rules chapter 13.1 X apd bts name may also be brought
•0 promotion List-"F‘' with effect from 30-11-2011 instead on 30-01-201.1.

Decision
He wiis confirneii bs Sub-Inspector 

1934, seniority reckoned Iron Ibe 

maintainable.

10.08.201?.. According to Rule 12.2(3) Police Rules 
date c..r ci.)nrn™uliyn, There,fore, hia representation is not

G..

nnfn" Habib-ul-HaaVIII. Reoresc_______
Ilabib-ul-Haq Acting DSP Elite Force Buner

02 07.1070. lYe passed hi.. Lower Course 
in 2(l(l.V2()0fi. After 13/14 years he 

Police Rules, confirmatiim is
In thc vJar 2004 But after 08 months he was reverted. Again ne we, . ■ -

., S i,.. vuns nrnmoted aa an Adhoc Inspector. He was confirmed as ...ul
regulEu Inspector in tlte yeai' 2011 and continued ja

afl^cted anfl

was enlisted aiiin his application stated tliat he
in 1979, Intermediate Com-ae in 1983 and

conflrm.CilConstable on 
Upper College Course in _ 
alter 7 years: While as pel-

promoted as AS! and he wasWtUS
required after 02 years-He was pmmoted as 

reverted. Again he was promoted as a
vSub-Tnspector m
Sub-lnspector and after 3 years he was promoted 
Inspector al'iet 4/5 years and he w - s promoted

2014 He further added that due to dela>
as a

I in his promotion, his .seniority was
the year
rcciucstcd for Denurtmcrlul Piomolion Committee meeting held

u ~ "•—
„ AS, „■ rr»■»»»»'»“cr^,n»:rT“T,r» r«.«- — "»■ -«»-
RPO.Malakand for further consideration.

As per rcpoH of RPC Maiakand, he was
colleagues as per poiiey/proccdurc in 
wiis made at his own turn just according to
to him was even promotion/confirmation bcforchhc applicant

Docision
Aoa>rding to RPO/Malokand report 

Therefore hi.s claim for seniority is vu>t mainLainable.

“■ “ 7rr ■'T .-Ml n nt 2003 He aualified Upper School Course and already complctt..d
:“"SiSrL;nnuatioh . Sub-mspecor in Special

-y rcaso,^mp,y wnllcn (ai.cbt>

|ll« •' P»«« 7™'“'"

—fi “19 11 lOlS The comnittce decided that RI’O/Kohat Region be asked that whethci he would make »-
hr form 13.13(l) fbr including his narfte in List -F” Ironr die date of h.s

Rerlv mcrived from Rl'O Kcha. but a.s per the committee decision, recommendation m Form 
13.15( ifthTincludine his name in Lis! ‘ ‘F” from the date of hi.s confiriMllon was not senl.

on 19.1!.2015

Bmi

confumed us Sub-Inspector amongst his oiher 
13.10.2011, Ilis promotion/coulivmationMalakand Region on

vacancy position and policy in the region and no one junior

■i5he was confinncd as Sub-Inspeeior with Ms coUeagaes

\h'V

Decision
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deferred. The. coivjnitrce di.^
- ould niskc eX‘posl facte rccoinmc::" 
h daiv conliiniationorothcrv,:; ,̂

.PO;K.o:tai Kcjjion again.
;?■. t!'>Qn 13,if; '.: • including •

'.'•a.-; V ■ ■

V0 ■h vs Policfe
shawar has intimaicc, lS^ut . 

15.D5.2015. ill -■I f-

r p . A>5adM£hni
■' ■..a^t’.Pakhiuiiidv-.’

'■d i#ordei’/3udginem
ind^al Police Officer and uUicl

Police as Pret -

■ .A.;n 'i '

"T 'Tt; id ‘P'c
on c Ci-ic arc 

,3.04.19^;. X-
I.. I

•: Provin.
in thc;:'Baluchistan

...,.,hist«ul^Uceu,lCh,bcr^AiUunki,
» :r^: -r on.'07.11.2008 he

According to his coidcoo'.
with cilccT

-.'e-no.cou Pv-UCi'

T’olicc in inns s'ui r
t:

•;v.-a.in i ■ ■
0^^■. 

was.-.a- •I ■

■ imputation basis 
. ; nioritv Ust of Sub-Inspector

15.05.2015, the Honorable Tribunal -xu.
j.n the I’^bt

'orCii'm '.
hrvicc

.. 1

■i bOO. -'.-i'.: '
vuceu on .

.. .. .:-,3rt,™nt K. decide the smte
; ,-\ppointn«nl, ProTWhion and ) vansletrcd) i-, -

, pluce-inlhoScmorlt

• :hc O'ro
wi

TtiM ist.

Oechii.
His C.-ISC ■'•VAS 

^yiice Officer, Peshawar.

;:.bc .iLlcc directed tloit connnmuideterred, 'i'he commiui

i

Ob:o:man
y

/

..-yy-, /f !t
./

m .U.uviM-Alf Abtr)
Addl: IGP/Headqaantur

Khyber Pakhunikliwa.
. Pcslravvai.

■■■A

Xw,/.

■ /
C.i t A fbou att^ ;

DIG'Hnt)! ti^ 'J & 1 ii5pcc:.iv.:r 
Khyber??iklir.ink;'l‘o\a, 

Peshaw.!!!-,

?

(MllHAMMAbALATAsUlNWARI) 
DIG/HbSitlHLiajters,

Khybcr Pi liwa,
Peshawar,

;
'f.

(QAZl SA.1IT)-U1>-01N)
■A'1G/Legi?.h 

.IChybcr Pakl-ituokloviL 
Peshawiir,

1,

.NBUGVl)(NAJEEBURIUHM.
AiO/Estnbli.'jhmcnt,

Khyber Pakhiunkhwa,
Peshawar.

Appi’oved”

KHAN Din?.r-{AN1) 
Provincial Pohccy' d'ii xr, '

X ,i<,hyb<-“r Pakhut 
Pc'shnwar.



• I f- • - • :• • }
.0' •• r'•h llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll7i . j. ?z-> • i

A758221 . r
; • 7 • . j; •-j.

•. •
J ■ • . t* ;

.I ..:
L-

:
I

;
I . T

T
;

:

: i
11

•■•JL •.■V
. ■ .7

•- ■' •

■ J J
■ ■ : • >•’ •»V :

! . . • ii 1 ^ •: . 4 jA’

? t •g . . r •: ; ri ' ‘r*; ; i

\
I

if*f f^ \f }^\) cl,

13501-2905008-7

t^-( f i^aJ U It (j (>£71 U c/^* Jt 2^ yifl^

^ ii L jv/i ijLr L j/jL\J’ U Ji^* Jc^(> j 'iS^}‘<L,^}

tj/j,\Jff

(/I^v 0? D

Jjy' >ji/

____ 'I

15-10-201 c:
(

>c-^(
♦

7 ><qSIS^5<
15301-1295174-3
Jtfliir ^sr©/-

T «4
♦ I Rajs KhaU(P!onf¥ J *

\



^ . .. ’ * >.

■-'i;>>5': •■••'t

».*'*

?



A758222

Ie;
iS

I

ii

i 200 li
Rupees

f;

i {j

iW^i

;

j

;

i

/

V/
A

I
I

\



/

r'

>;

€
“-b.

:: rw; HammadAshraf
Stam L". r^jvoSIS

'r>

4
;:■

idljOistru

^ fO

\
•- z?

*• C'.V'.•*,

\
\

/



llllllllllllllljlllllllllllllll
Wft^V
‘.ttftV.W
WM/M•••«•••••

m mmr.V/AV.V
»*«*«*«’«
r*«*«>**«l

w£<Sm i^ «♦•» ♦^JkA#

b^^^^^>Kv!v
sww^Pa

CASvttVllia.WAVftl
• ••••
Kav”*-*'*

AVAVi

2i
*4*^0v*v*vA

••••••••I>««>*^«*«>•••••••'
2i Uts

WPWt

si a 5S^t 3^ ##4WV|
r.trAV^t I sio

>j•.v.ww
Ji

rl WMt ffiSwvbSl-V'V’V-VA
it:a

1!?vlv‘^>Sv 

;va>va:a>v

}1i
StTi

• •••«•»• •v*mmRTnnCTC
*♦.♦ ♦ ♦A»A,t*,'±^A'A»A'lS.'a!t2.^'**

I




