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•t BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.763/2024.

Appellant.Noman Khan

VERSUS

Respondent.Provincial Police Officer, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PARA-WISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1 & 2

KhVher P.iktHiikhwa 
Service TribunalRespectfully Sheweth:-

Ii>i;liy Nc».PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.
3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.
5. I'hat the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
6. That the appellant has concealed the material faets from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of merits.

REPLY ON FACTS;-
As per report received from Career Planning Branch, the factual position of the case is as under;

1. Pertains to the appointment record of the of the appellant, needs no comments,

2. Pertains to record, needs no comments.

3. Pertains to record, needs no comments
4. It is worth mentioning here that in order to streamline the seniority issues, the Competent 

Authority directed all RPOs/ CCPO should strictly follow Police Rules 13.18 for 

confirmation in the substantive rank and revise it accordingly in accordance Rule ibid. 

Hence, on the basis of reports received from the Regions/ CCP, the revised list was 

prepared and issued accordingly. (Copy of Letter is at Annexure ‘A’)
5. As discussed earlier in order to streamline the seniority issues, the Competent Authority 

directed all RPOs/ CCPO should strictly follow Police Rules 13.18 for confirmation in the 

substantive rank and revise it accordingly in accordance Rule ibid. Hence, on the basis of 

reports received from the Regions/ CCP, the revised list ‘F’ was prepared and issued 

accordingly. Furthermore, CPO Peshawar issued policy letters in shape of No. CPO/CPB/63 

dated CPO/CPB/64 dated 13.02.2023 (Annexure ‘B’ & ‘C’).to resolve the issue once for all 

and to streamline the issue of seniority lists of DSsP, Inspectors and confirmed Sub 

Inspectors on list ‘F\ In light of seniority list ‘E’ provided by all RPOs, a combine seniority 

list of confirmed Sub-Inspectors on list ‘F’ issued vide No. 32/E-Il/CPO/F List/Seniority 

dated 24.01.2024, whereby seniority has been maintained as per date of ASI confirmation/ 

List ’E’. Thus, the appellant has been placed on his due place in accordance with date of ASI 

confirmation. The appellant has got no locus standi because the issue in question has already 

been dealt in accordance with law/ rules on the subject and he wrongly challenged the legal 

orders of respondent department. Moreover, it is noteworthy that the Apex Court of Pakistan 

in a recent judgment reported in SCMR 2023 Page 584, wherein the august Apex Court has



held that "reliance on Qayyum Nawaz [a judgment of the Apex Court, reported as 1999 

SCMR 1594] that there is no difference between the date of appointment and date of 

confirmation under the Police Rules is absolutely misconceived and strongly dispelled". The 

august Apex Court has further explained Rule 12.2(3) of Police Rules, 1934 and declared that 

the final seniority of officers will be reckoned from the date of confirmation of the officers 

not from the date of appointment, ilic honorable apex Court further held that" the practice of 

ante-dated confirmation and promotions have been put down in Raza Safdar Kazmi" (a 

judgment of the Punjab Service Tribunal dated 15.08.2006 passed in Appeal No. 239/2006 

and upheld by the Supreme Court vide order dated 29.01.2008, passed in Civil Appeals No. 

2017 to 2031 of 2006 and other connected matters). Moreover, paragraph-VI of the 

Promotion Policy, provided in ESTA CODE Establishment Code Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

(Revised Edition) 2011 also highlights the fact that "promotion will always be notified with 

immediate effect". Such seniority revision against merits on the basis of the committee report 

ibid unduly surpassed many senior most Sub-Inspectors on List ‘F’, setting a very bad 

precedent, fherefore, the anomalies already referred to were found in the seniority lists of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police due to which promotions could not been done for long time.

6. The respondent department acted in accordance with law/ rules and Supreme Court orders, 

hence, any departmental appeal against the lawful orders of the respondent department is 

contrary to law/ rules, hence, the instant appeal is liable to be dismissed on the following 

grounds amongst others;

REPLY ON GROUNDS
A. Incorrect and denied. As already explained above in detail.

B. Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above that in order to streamline the seniority 

issues, the Competent Authority directed all RPOs/ CCPO should strictly tbllow Police Rules 

13.18 for confirmation in the substantive rank and revise it accordingly in accordance Rule 

ibid. Hence, on the basis of reports received from the Regions/ CCP, the revised list ‘F’ was 

prepared and issued accordingly. Furthermore, CPO Peshawar issued policy letters in shape 

of No. CPO/CPB/63 dated CPO/CPB/64 dated 13.02.2023 to resolve the issue once for all 

and to streamline the issue of seniority lists of DSsP, Inspectors and conllrmed Sub 

Inspectors on list ‘F’. In light of seniority list ‘E’ provided by all RPOs, a combine seniority 

list of confirmed Sub-Inspectors on list ‘F’ issued vide No. 32/E-II/CPO/F List/Seniority 

dated 24,01.2024, whereby seniority has been maintained as per date of ASI confirmation/ 

List ‘E’. Thus, the appellant has been placed on his due place in accordance with date of ASI 

confirmation. The appellant has got no locus standi because the issue in question has already 

been dealt in accordance with law/ rules on the subject and he wrongly challenged the legal 

orders of respondent department. Moreover, it is noteworthy that the Apex Court of Pakistan 

in a recent judgment reported in SCMR 2023 Page 584, wherein the august Apex Court has 

held that "reliance on Qayyum Nawaz [a judgment of the Apex Court, reported as 1999 

SCMR 1594] that there is no difference between the date of appointment and date of 

confirmation under the Police Rules is absolutely misconceived and strongly dispelled". The
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augusl Apex Court has further explained Rule 12.2(3) of Police Rules, 1934 and declared that 

the final seniority of officers will be reckoned from the date of confirmation of the officers 

not from the date of appointment. The honorable apex Court further held that" the practice of 

ante-dated confirmation and promotions have been put down in Raza Safdar Ka2mii" (a 

judgment of the Punjab Service Tribunal dated 15.08.2006 passed in Appeal No. 239/2006 

and upheld by the Supreme Court vide order dated 29.01.2008, passed in Civil Appeals No. 

2017 to 2031 of 2006 and other connected matters). Moreover, paragraph-VI of the 

Promotion Policy, provided in ESTA CODE Establishment Code Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa 

(Revised Edition) 2011 also highlights the fact that ''promotion will always be notified with 

immediate effect". Such seniority revision against merits on the basis of the committee report 

ibid unduly surpassed many senior most Sub-Inspectors on List ‘F’, setting a very bad 

precedent. Therefore, anomalies already referred to were found in the seniority lists of 

Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Police due to which promotions could not been done for long time.

C. Incorrect and misleading. Stance taken by the appellant is totally devoid of any substance 

because the revised seniority lists were duly conveyed to all concerned however, the 

appellant himself kept mum for the reason best known to him.

D. Incorrect as already explained above in detail.
E. Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above that in order to streamline the seniority 

issues, the Competent Authority directed all RPOs/ CCPO should strictly follow Police Rules 

13.18 for confirmation in the substantive rank and revise it accordingly in accordance Rule 

ibid. Hence, on the basis of reports received from the Regions/ CCP, the revised list ’F’ was 

prepared and issued accordingly. Furthermore, CPO Peshawar issued policy letters in shape 

of No. CPO/CPB/63 dated CPO/CPB/64 dated 13.02.2023 to resolve the issue once for all 

and to streamline the issue of seniority lists of DSsP, Inspectors and confirmed Sub 

Inspectors on list ‘F’. In light of seniority list ‘E’ provided by all RPOs, a combine seniority 

list of confirmed Sub-Inspectors on list ‘F’ issued vide No. 32/E-II/CPO/F List/Seniority 

dated 24.01.2024, whereby seniority has been maintained as per date of ASI confirmation/ 

List ‘FT. Thus, the appellant has been placed on his due place in accordance with date of ASI 

confirmation. The appellant has got no locus standi because the issue in question has already 

been dealt in accordance with law/ rules on the subject and he wrongly challenged the legal 

orders of respondent department. Moreover, it is noteworthy that the Apex Court of Pakistan 

in a recent judgment reported in SCMR 2023 Page 584, wherein the august Apex Court has 

held that "reliance on Qayyum Nawaz [a judgment of the Apex Court, reported as 1999 

SCMR 1594] that there is no difference between the date of appointment and date of 

confirmation under the Police Rules is absolutely misconceived and strongly dispelled". The 

august Apex Court has further explained Rule 12.2(3) of Police Rules, 1934 and declared that 

the final seniority of officers will be reckoned from the date of confirmation of the officers 

not from the date of appointment. The honorable apex Court further held that" the practice of 

ante-dated confirmation and promotions have been put down in Raza Safdar Kazmi" (a 

judgment of the Punjab Service Tribunal dated 15.08.2006 passed in Appeal No. 239/2006 

and upheld by the Supreme Court vide order dated 29.01.2008, passed in Civil Appeals No.
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2017 to 2031 of 2006 and other connected matters). Moreover, paragraph-VI of the 

Promotion Policy, provided in ESTA CODE Establishment Code Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

(Revised Edition) 2011 also highlights the fact that "promotion will always be notified with 

immediate effect”. Such seniority revision against merits on the basis of the committee report

ibid unduly surpassed many senior most Sub-Inspectors on List T’, setting a very bad
were found in the seniority lists ofprecedent. Therefore, the anomalies already referred to 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police due to which promotions could not been done for long time.

F. As explained earlier that the CPO Peshawar issued policy letters in shape of No

CPO/CPB/63 dated CPO/CPB/64 dated 13.02.2023 to resolve the issue once for all and to 

streamline the issue of seniority lists of DSsP, Inspectors and confirmed Sub Inspectors 

list ‘F’. In light of seniority list ‘E’ provided by all RPOs, a combine seniority list of 

confirmed Sub-Inspectors on list ‘F’ issued vide No. 32/E-II/CPO/F List/Seniority dated 

24.01.2024, whereby seniority has been maintained as per date of ASI confirmation/ List ‘E'. 

Thus, the appellant has been placed on his due place in accordance with date of ASI 
confirmation. The appellant has got no locus standi because the issue in question has already 

been dealt in accordance with law/ rules on the subject and he wrongly challenged the legal

on

orders of respondent department.

PRAYERS;-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merit and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed with cost 

please.

V
DIG/ Leg^, CPp^

For Inspector GenepaTof Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunjdiwa, Peshawar 

ResoMflent No. 1
(Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas) PSP 

Inctu^^t

'fficer,'apital Ci
•>._->^eshawp 

RespondentlNo. 2
(Qasim Ali Khan) PSP 

Incumbent

. -L



- :-1
I S

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.763/2024.

Appellant.Noman Khan

VERSUS

Respondent.Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Inam Ullah DSP/ Legal, Peshawar is authorized to submit Para-wise 

comments/ reply in the captioned Service Appeal in the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal, Peshawar and also to defend instant case on behalf of respondetits No) 1 & 2.

I
DIG/ Leg^l, CPP^

For Inspector Gene;«Iof Police, 
Khyber Pakhtualdiwa, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 1
(Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas) PSP 

Incumb^

el0ificer,apital O
Peshawar 

Respondent No. 2
(Qasim Ali Khan) PSP

Incumbent
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L■ •>'r\ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Anneal No.763/2024.

Appellant.Noman Khan

VERSUS i.
Respondent.Provincial Police Ofilcer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

1, Qasim Ali Khan Capital City.Police Officer, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm on 

oath that the contents of accompanying Para-wise Comments/ Reply on behalf of respondents 

No. 1 & 2 to the Scr\'ice Appeal arc correct to the best our knowledge and belief. Nothing has 

been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

It is further stated on oath that in this Service Appeal, the answering respondents have 

neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense is struck off.

Capita! O icer,
^Peshawar/ 

(Respondent No. 2) 
(QASIM ALI KHAN) PSP 

Incumbent

'1 9 SEP »



OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

khvuer pa^thnkhwa
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR.

k.

1'•>

':p.
:).e Feb; 2022PcsliflwnrPaledNo. CPO/CPB/

The Capital City Po ice Ofliccr,
Pcshaw’ar.

All Regional Police OlTiccrs,
Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa. ,

ANQMALIES RELATKD TO CONFIRMATION

To :

Subject:
INSPECTORS.

Menjo;-
The Conipetem Aulho'iiy has directed lo^ streamline 

Inspectors and connmicd Sub Inspectors already on List "r'. H bus been o i- 
the problems arise in the senio^rily lists.reasons

1/zed seniority list, it.
In majority of the cass received to is considered from
has been observed that be confirmation In the of S b lnspe^^^^^^
,he date of DPC ins cad of completion of mandatory period 
confirmation as per Pol ce Rules U.l«.
Similarly. Police Rule's 13.10(2) provides for two years man 

Units.

In order to strcamlinejlf

rr.—
reference;-

i.

datory period uS SHO.'other

quoted belo\v for ready

u.
i

are

„ . ,8 /ill Poii« oir,«r. i" '«= ”»f"""”

• empowered to confirm fit ^ probation be extended beyond two years nnd the

7 ‘^"'"authority ^

should be confirmed <^r revert ^ confirmed in n substantive vacancy

, f f a, least a year os an, officiating Sub Inspector in 
notified Police Post or rw in-cliarge

a.

mllrr >3.10(2] 
unless be has been |c ^ station, a

independent ]„ Counter Terrorism Department.
Investigation of a Polipe^ provided further that he shall also Ii.ive to
According amendment o ,^5 period spent on long leave, deputation or

be ^0 urn

b.

this office within one week i.e. 08.03,2032uniealed to
o« may .'vOrnc rep

Sd/-
(SABIR AHMED) rsr 

Additional inspector General of Police,
HQrs; KhyberPjkhiunkhiva. 

Peshawar.

K£| CamScanner
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OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR.

Februarj' 2023
IMMEDIATE

Dated PeshawarNo. CPO/CPB/ A ^r..

The Regional Police Officer,
Hazara Region.

DATE OF CONFIRMATION OF ASIs PROMOTED FROM RANKS (RANKER

To;

Subject:
ASIsI

Memo:
Reference your office letter No 29504/E dated 13.12.2022 wherein a legal advice was sought 

on the following law point:
i. Whether all ASIs promoted from lower rank shall be brought

successful completion of 02 years’ probation period from the date of officiating promotion or 

not?
ASIs promoted from ranks (Ranker ASIs) may be confirmed in their ranks “on ihe conclusion 

of the probationary period” of two years. They shall NOT be confirmed from the date of their 

promotion as ASIs from the lower rank of HC. PR 13.18 of Police Rules 1934 is hereby reproduced as

promotion list “E” afleron

2.

a ready reference; •
Rule 13.18._Probationary Period of Promotion" all Police Officers 

promoted in rank shall be on probation for nvo years, provided that the 

appointing authority may, by a special order in each case, permit periods of 
officiating service to count towards Ihe period of probation. On the conclusion 

of the probationary period a report shall be rendered to the authority 

empowered to confirm the promotion who shall either confirm the officer or 

revert him. In no case shall the period of probation be extended beyond two 

years and the confirming authority must arrive at a definite decision within 

that period whether the officer should be confirmed or reverted."
This rule shall not apply to constables and Sub-Inspectors promoted to the 

selection grade, whose case is governed by rules, 13.5 and I3.{."

Moreover, under paragraph VI of the Promotion Policy, provided in ESTA CODE 

Establishment Code Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Revised Edition) 2011, ’'promotion will always be notified 

with Immediate effect." Drawing analogy from this rule, all Ranker ASIs might be so confirmed on 

conclusion of probationary period of two years with immediate effect (the date on which order of their 

confirmation is issued).

Court of Pakistan underlined the difference between the date of appointment and 

date of confinnation in Mushlaq Waraich Vs IG Punjab (PLD 1985 SC 159). In a recent judgment 
(dated 2^ November 2022 in Civil Appeal No. 1172 to 1178 of 2020 and Civil Petition No. 3789 to 

3896,2260-L to 2262-L and CP 3137-L) the Apex Court, has held that "reliance on Qayyum Nawaz [a

The Supreme4.

L

I
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judgment of the Apex Court, reported as 1999 SCMR 1594] that there is no difference between the 

dale of appointment and dale of confirmation under the police rules is absolutely misconceived and 

strongly dispclleif'. The Apex court lias further explained l*R 12.3(3) of I’olicc Rulc.s, 1934 and 

declared that the final seniority of officers will be reckoned from the dale ol eonfirmaiion of the 

officers not from the date of appointment. The honourable Court further held that “the practice of ante
dated confirmation and promotions have been put down In Razu Safdar KazmI" (a judgment of the 

Punjab Service Tribunal dated 15.08.2006, passed in Appeal No. 239/2006 and upheld by the Supreme 

Court vide order dated 29.01.2008, passed in Civil Appeals No, 2017 to 2031of 2006 and otJicr 

connected matters).

5. It is, therefore, made clear that ASls nromoted from lower rank shall he brought .on 

nromotion list “E” after successful comnlction of 02 venrs* nrobatioii_pcrind NOT from the date
of officiating nromotion. Their names may be brought on the Promotion List E in the manner 

provided in PR 13.10 and 13.11 of the Police Rules, 1934 NOT from the date of promotion but from 

the date of confirmation which, essentially, is a dale different from their dates of promotion and 

compulsorily falls on the termination of the period of their probation of two years under PR 13.8 of the 

Police Rules, 1934.

6. Mode of bringing names of Assistant Sub-Inspectors (ASIs- both PASIs and Ranker ASIs) 
promotion list E, confirmed in the manner provided above, is given in PR 13.10 and 13.11 of the Police 

Rules, 1934. Therefore, their names may be brought on the Promotion List E in the manner provided in 

the said two rules.

Ifrr-
•<

on

V

7. Keeping in view the above, this ofllce letter No. CPO/CPB/317 dated 08.12.2022, that intended 

parity between the dates of confirmation of ASIs appointed direct (PASIs) and those of the 

ASIs promoted from ranks (Ranker ASIs), is hereby withdrawn being against the letter and spirit of PR 

12.8, 19.25 (5) Police Rules. 1934), in case of PASIs and against the PR 13,18 of the Police Rules, 
1934 in case of the ASIs promoted from ranks (Ranker ASIs). The following was laid down in the said 

letter:

to create a

“a. All PASIs on successful completion of 03 years' probation period shall 
be brought on promotion list '‘E"from dale of appointment, 
b. All ASIs promoted from lower rank shall be brought on promotion list 
"E" after successful completion of 02 years' probation period from date 

of officiating promolion."

You are, therefore, requested to:
(a) reysler that the Dnte of Promotion and Date of Confirmation of a Ranker ASI are ^ 

as has been misconceived by many, but arc different from each other: Date of
in case of Ranker ASI

8.

the Same.
confirmation falls after two years of the date of promotion 

according to PR 12,8, and 13.8 of the Police Rules, 1934 respectively.
WiihHmw all Chinees Brought in the Li5t_E in compliance with this office letter No

to substitute all(b)
CPO/CPB/317 dated 08,12.2022 and Revise the List E_of your Range

of all Assistant Sub-Inspectors appointed by way ofthose dates of confirmation
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promotion from lower rank (Ranker ASIs) which were fixed retrospectively from the 

dale of their Promotion with those falling after date of conclusion of the period of their 

probation for two years in the light of observations noted at paragraphs No. 2, 3, 4. 5.6. 
&7 above.

ensure that ASIs promoted from ranks fRanker ASIs) shall NOT be Confirmed from the 

DaLc_of their Promotion (from the rank of Head Constable to ASl) rather, might be so 

confirmed “on the conclusion of the probaiionar}’ period" of two years, with immediate 

effect (the date on which order of their confirmation was issued).
Send compliance report by 23.02.2023.

(SHAUKAT ABBAS) PSP 
DIG/HQrs,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar

Endst; No. and dated even
Copy of above is forwarded for information to the: -

Additional Inspector Genera) ofPoiice, Headquarters, Khyber Pokhtunkhwa.
All Regional Police Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa for compliance of the instructions 
given at Paragraph 8 of this letter by 23.02.2023.
Assistant Inspector General of Police, Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa for compliance.
PSO to Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
PA to Deputy Inspector General of Police, Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
PA to AIG/Eslablishment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Office Superintendent Establishment 1,11 and 111 CPO Peshawar.

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

(SHAUKAT ABBAS) PSP 
DIG/HQrs,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

V. -r *.
** N.'' 4

•» n.

■Vk ♦
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OFFICE OF THE
rNSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHVBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE. 

PESHAWAR.

■

Dated Peshawar | ^ Febniar)' 202J
IMMEDIATE

No. CPO/CPB/

To: The Regional Police OITicer,
Hazara Region.

LEGAL ADVICE ON THE QUESTION OF DATE OF CONFIRMATION OF PASIsSubject:

(ASIs APPOINTED DIRECn
Memo:

Reference your office letter No. 295(Vt/E dated 13.12.2022, wherein a legal advice was sought on the 
following law point: •

i) Whether all PASIs on completion of 03 years' probation period shall be brought on promotion list *‘E*' 
from date of appointment or not?
As per PR 12.8 of the Police Rules 1934, Assistant Sub-Inspectors appointed direct (Commonly known 

as PASIs) “w/W be considered to be on probation for three years" and that, under PR 19.25(5), “on the 

termination of the prescribed period of probation the Superintendent shall submit to the Deputy Inspector- 
General for final orders the full report required by Form 19.25(5) on the probationer's working and general 
conduct, with a recommendation as to whether he should or should not be confirmed in his appointment."

Both rules are hereby reproduced as a ready reference:

PR 12.8 Probationary nature of appointments. - (U Inspectors, Sergeants. Sub- 
Inspectors and Assistant Sub-Inspectors who are directly appointed will be considered 

to be on probation far three years and are liable to be discharged at any lime during 

or on the expiry of the period of their probation if they fail to pass the prescribed 
examinations including the riding test, or are guilty of grave misconduct or are 

deemed, for strfficient reason, to be unsuitable for service in the police. A 

probationary inspector shall be discharged by the Inspector-General and all other 

Upper Subordinates by Range Deputy Inspector-General and Assistant Inspector- 
General, Government Railway Police, Assistant Inspector-General, Provincial 
Additional Police (designated as Comnio/rr/o/i/. Provincial Additional Police). No 

appeal lies against an order of discharge. (2) The pay admissible to a probationary 
Inspector, Sergeant, Sub- Inspector or Assistant Sub-Inspector b shown in Appendix 

10.64, Tabled.

2.it *

3.

V

PR 19.25 Training of upper subordinates (1) "Inspectors, sub-inspectors, and 

Assistant Sub-Inspectors, who are directly appointed, shall be deputed to the Police 

Training School to undergo the course of training laid down for such officers in the 

Police Training School Manual and are liable to discharge if they fail to pass the
prescribed examinations or are badly reported on. “

'$'^*[(5) “On the termination of the prescribed period ofprobation the Superintendent shall 
^'"iubmino the Deputy'Inspector-General for final orders the full report required by

. J

............................. ...
''l-’f'orm.'''JP.2S(5J oh Jhe, probationer's working and general. conduct, _ with a •7'

i'Jf
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rfaiiiiiiwiuhillon ti\ lo wlu-llwr In- .\hiiiilil iir .sluiiiltl mil he aiiijirmril in lii\ 

(ippiiinlim'iil. Ill llie aise nf lii'i/wclor.s such ri-/iiirl.\ .sliiill he JiinviirJeil Ui the 

lii\peciiir-(!eih'riil."

riic iwo niks (I2.K nni) 19.25(5) of llic I'olicc Kuks, 193-1) clearly state 

Jircci) shall be on probation for a period of three years after their appointment 

confirmed in their appointments (appointment of being on ASI) on 
pnibdium for three years with immediate effeel NOT with retrospective effect i.e. from the date of the' 

appointment by the Knngc Deputy Inspector Gcnernl of Police on the report of their respective District I o 

OfTiccrs provided they hnvc completed the period of their prribation of three years successfully in terms o

that PASIs (ASIs appointed 

as such and that tlicy muy he
4.

the lemiiuilinn of the pre.wriheil periuti of

conditions laid down in the PU 19,25 (5) of the Police Rules. 193‘1.

Il-STA CODD Pstablishmcnt CodeMoreover, under parngrnpli VI of the Promotion Policy, provided in5.
■ proiiiolloii will olwoys be iioli/ieil wllh inwmliaie effect."

conclusion of probationao' period of three
Khybcr Pnkhtunkhwn (Revised lidition) 2011,

Drawing analogy from this rule, nil PASIs might be so confifined

hich order of their confirmation is issued).

on

years with immediate cfTcct (the dale on w
The Supreme Court of Pakistan underlined the difference between the date of appointmentjnd date of 

eonfinnation in Mushlaq Waraich Vs IG Punjab (PUD 1985 SC 159). In a recenijudgmenl (dated 2™^ November

1 i 78 of 2020 and Civil Petition No, 3789 lo 3896, 2260-L lo 2262*L ond CP

6.

2022 in Civil Appeal No. 1172 to 
3137-L) the Apex Court, has held that '‘reliance oh Qayyum Nawaz [a judgment of the Apex Court, reported as 
1999 SCMR 1594] tUut there f.i no tUfference between the date of appomliiieni and dale of confirmation under 

the police nde.i h abaalulely mhconceived and stranRly dispeUetr. The Apc.x court has further explained PR

iority of olHccrs will be reckoned from the date of12.3(3) of Police Rules, 1934 and declared that the final 
confimintion of the officers not from the dale of appoinimcnl. The honourable Court further held that the 

practice afaiiic-dalcd confirmation and promotions have been pul down in Hazu Safdar Kazmi" (o judgment of 

the Punjab Service Tribunal dated 15.08.2006. passed in Appeal No. 239/2006 and upheld by the Supreme Court 

vide order doted 29.01.2008. passed in Civil Appeals No. 2017 to 203lof 2006 ond other connected motters.).

sent

cnninlcllnn nf 03 venra* nrohntion ncriotl -shall NOT beIt is, therefore, made clear that PASIs 
hrouphi nn nron»n«inn lUt "F." frnm dale of niinnlnimcnj.Thcir names may be brought on the Promotion List 
E in the manner provided in PR 13.10 and 13.11 of the Police Rules. 1934 NOT from the dale of appoinimcnl

date difTcrent from their dates of appointment and

on7.

but from the date of eonfinnation which, essentially, is a
pulsorily foils on the termination of the period of their probation for three years under PR 12.8 and 19.25(5)

com

of the Police Rules. 1934, » - .W- *'
Keepinginvicwlheabovc.lhisofncclctterNo.CPO/CPB/3l7dalcd 08.12.2022.that imcnd^tojMte,^

a parity between the dates of eonfiimalion of ASIs appointed direct (PASIs) ond those of the ASIs
- , is hereby withdrawn being against the letter and splritof PR ^.8;-19.23 (Sh^M& 

of PASIs and against the PR 13-18 ofthc Police Rules. 1934

8.

from ranks (Ranker ASIs).

Rules. 1934). incase 
from ranks (Ranker ASIs). Tlie following was laid down in the said letter:

“a. All PASIs on successful complellon of 03 ye 
brought on promotion Hsi l'E'‘fhm dale o/appol

-afitr»«««>/^pleilohof.02years'proballpn

7I?E
t

I

mmn'■Fr.K'

. (<•
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Keeping the above in vicNs-. you are. therefore, requested to;

register that the Date of Ananintmfn. ^n,i Date of Confirmniinn of an Assistant Sub-lnspecion» 

appointed direct (PASlst are Not the Same, as has been misconceived by many, but arc different 
from each other Date of confirmation falls after three years of the date of appointment in case of an 

Assistant Sub-Inspectors appointed direct (PASls) and the 

two years in case of an Assistant Sub-Inspector promoted from ranks (Ranker ASI) according to PR

Ir.i

I'hr
(date of confirmation) falls aftersame

12.8, and 13.8 of the Police Rules, 1934 respectively.
Withdraw all Changes Brought in the list E in compliance with this office letter No CPO/CPB/3I7 

dated 08.12.2022 andRevise the List E of your Range and substitute all those dates of confirmation 

of all Assistant Sub-Inspectors appointed direct (PASls) which were fixed retrospectively from the 

date of their appointment with those falling after the termination of the period of their probation for

(b)

three years in the light of observations noted at paragraphs No. 2,3,4,5,6,7, and 8 above.
direct rPAStO shall NOT be Confirmed from the Date of their(c) ensure that ASls appointed 

Appointment but might be so confirmed “On the lerminutioti of the prescribed period of probation 

. of three years, with immediate effect (the date on which order of their confirmation was issued).
v*.

(d) Send compliance report by 23.02.2023.

(SHAUKAT ABBAS) PSP 
DIG/HQrs,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khybcr Pakhnmkhwa. Peshawar

■fj-

•

EndaL No. and dated even 

• Copy of above is forwarded for information to the:
Additional'lnspcctor General of Police, Headquarters, KhyberPakhtunkhwa.
All Regional Police Officers in Khyber Pakhlunkhwa for compliance of the instructions given at 
Paragraph 9 of this letter by 23.02.2023.
Assistant Inspector General of Police, Ugal, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.
PSO to Inspector General of Police, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.
PA to Deputy Inspector General of Police, Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
PA to Assistant Inspector General of Police, Establishment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Office Superintendent Establishment 1,11 and HI CPO Peshawar.

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

w (SHAUKAT ABBAS) PSP ,
■ DIG/HQrs, .

• . -f' ' » ' ForInspectorGeneralofPolice,y/t^^V^^^^ ■ ■ Khyb«r!^tunkhwa, Pesh.wi/^1^5I
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