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Service Appeal No. 1624 of 2023 ' u.-..c.;M

Muhammad Ali VERSUS  The Inspector General of Police etc.

SERVICE APPEAL

Application for_dismissal of the above titled service

appeal on the ground being non maintainable due to the

judgment of Supreme court of Pakistan dated 02/11/2022,

rendered in Civil appeals No.72 to 1178 and Civil petitions
No.3789 to 3796, 2260-L to 2262-L and C.P. No. 3137-L of
2020.

Respectfully Sheweth:
1. That the above titled Service appeal is pending before this

Honourble Tribunal, which is fixed for hearing on

2. That the lis between the parties has already been decided
and settled by the apex Supreme Court of Pakistan vide
order / judgment dated 02/11/2022 mentioned in the
titled of this application.(Copy of order / judgment dated
2/11/2022 is attached as annexure A).

3. That further proceedings of the case will be the wastage of

precious time of this Honourable court and both he

parties.




o,

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this application the above titled service appeal may kindly

be dismissed with cost.

Applicants / respondents No.5 -11, 13 - 15 ,18-63

Through Counsel

%-—-.:-
MUHAMMAD JAVAID KHAN
Advocate, Supreme Court of Pakistan

AFFIDAVIT
It is stated on oath that as per information provided by my clients, all the
contents of this application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge

and belief.

Applicants / respondents No.5 -11, 13 - 15,18-63

Through Counsel
S

MUHAMMAB JAVAID KHAN
Advocate, Supreme Court of Pakistan
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JUDGMENT

Sved Mansoor Mi E‘:hao1 J.- Tnere ar
officers before us:

Responoents (Atta Muhammad and Others},_.

applications (CMAs) (Jaseem Ahmad ShUJaa.t]’All Babar and others).

\-

2 Appellants belong to & batch of dxreet Sub- Inspcctors (“st)
who were sclected

Comm:ssmn (“Commis

o[Harnmad Nabi (appella.nt} was issued in Multan Region on 30-10- 1997.
He was su‘o;ected to ;:u'oloa.'oo\:x'l for three yea.rs and

after successful
completlon of probatronary eourses’

(A, B, Cand D] he was conf'u-med in
the same,rank ie, Sub- lnspeetor ‘with effeot from 28.11.2000 by

DiG/Multan wvide order dated 29. 11.2000. By.\.thls time, this Court in

Qayyum Nawo.zi' held that the date of conﬂrrnatson is the same as the
date of appomtm.ent The Inspecior General of Pohce (1GP") in order to
implement, Oayyum Nawaz 1ssued circular dated 10 03-2004 that stated
that date. .of appomtme“lt anc conﬁrr=:1atxof£:l ‘shall be the same. In
consequence thereof, Hammad Nabi was eonﬁrmed as Si from the date

qll.a‘

of his appomtment i.e. 30-10-1697 vide order dated 07-04-2004 passec
by the DiG{Multan in addition, Hammad Na‘m was a.drm\.ted to Seniorit Wy
List F {that is maintained for the promotson to the post of 1nspectors}“
with el’fec.. from 21-11- 2002 and was also’ promoted to the rank of
Inspeetor wzth effect from 07-0Q1- 2003 vide order dated 14-01 2005 The
officer was kept at Seniority List F and his name ,was notified in the List

regularly. Before the implementation of the 1'npug'13d judgement of
Punjab Senrlce Tribunal ("Tnbunal"), the Semorlty List of Inspectors was
dzsplayed on 07 02-2019 shov.mg Hammad Nabi at Seniority Na. 281 of
the Scmor:Ly Lrst F. However, after the 1mplementat101 ol the impu d
judgement of the Trlbuoal the Semorzty List F notified on 13- 02 znc

placed the Appellant at Semorzty No, 323, l‘hle relegation of Ham:xifi

- Nabi {rem Semom-_y No. 281 to Seniority No. 323 is a resul
implementation of impugned judgement of the U of the

Tribu
cnallengc before us, :\ccordwg}y nal which is under

the Appe’llant h.;s
praycd t
the impugned judgment dated 30-11 ’2018 passed b_; tb Tri b° e et
¢ Tribunal.

' Qule 12.8 of the Poliee Rutes, 1934,

1 Rule 19,25 ofthe Palies R
{
p 1999 SCMR 1594, s, 1934

" fule 1343 of the Volice Rulcs, 1934

in BS 14 t‘nrough the Pu-uab Public Service "

sion”) in October, 1997, ‘I‘he order of appointment .

.

e three sets of police

(1) Appellants (Ha.mmad Nabi and others); (i) .-

(uJ] Impleaders ‘through '

-

SR TERCCIN A LY IO
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period’s and after successful completi

’ arrangcmcnts within the Pun]

; ihe {ficers
3. . Respondent Atta Muhammad, . a_'longv.mth other © )
‘-anayed as respondents, telongs to & batch of ofﬁcers whlch were selecte

. ission on
.as direct Assistant Sub—lnspectors (ASls) in BS-9 bY the Commissio

10-11-1993. He was assigned to the PUnJab Constabulary (PC), a reserve

: e
police unit within the Punjab Police: »hat was trcated at par with a Rang

for legal purposes. The officer was subjected to three years probationary

on of his tra.mmg courses (&, B, C

and DJ%, he was confirmed on 16-03-1999 and his name was placed on

Senjority List L mmntmned by DlG/Comma.nda.nt/RangE/Reglf-‘n&l

Police Officer thh effect frorn 18-11-1996. Later on, due to admmts trative

ab Police, the officer was assigned to .
Rawalpindi Range/chlon b
wWas promoted as an Ofﬁmatmg Sub- lnspector in Rawalpindi

Range/Region’ on 27- 08-2003. Atta Muhammad obtame.d his re\nsecl

confirmation with effect. from .10-11-1993 (his date of appointment] as a,
result of 1mplementat1on of Qayyum Na.wa.z'*(supm} Therealfter, he

agitated that he stood senior to the promotee ASI Muhamimad Arshad

{who had- by now reached to theé rank of 1nspector} His argument was
that hc was senior to Muhammad Arshad due

appmntment/ccmﬁrmatxon which was 10-11- 1993 as compared to the
date of appomtment/conﬁrmahon of Muhammad Arshad on 13-11-1993.
The lcgal‘requxrements of three years probatxonary pcnod and complctlor
of trmmng courses (A, B, C and D) for direct ASIs was not appreciated by
any fora whﬁe comparing cases of Atta Muha.mmad and Muhammad
hArshad 'Hla ‘claim on the basis of Muhammad Arshad was accepted and
his standmg on List E was revised with eﬂ'ect from 01 02-1996. Based- on
this rcvzsmn of his sta.ndmg at List E, he was grantcd revised pl'omonon
o the. rank of SI with effect from 22-12-1996 by t-he Commandant PC

07-08: 2006 He was admttted to Seniority List 0 with effect from 21 }:n

‘ 2002 arid promoted to the fank of Inspector with effect !‘rom 07- 01 n003.

As a result, whereas before implementation of 1mpugned Judge
. ment hCi

was not listed on Seniority List and was treated a
s a 8i,

impl afte:
plementation of the impugned judgement o[ the Tribu -
placed at Semont:y No 241 of the Semonty Llst. nal, he wasg*

aof inspe :
03-2020. Amongst the Impleadérs some sui pectors dated 13-

0
~ Appelldants while the others support the casc pD tt the case of the:

, of t
Comparative ‘Tablé hereunder gives a tabul he Respondents. The

8r-‘representation of thc

* Rule 12.8 of Police Rut
s, 1934,
® Rule 19.25 of Police Rul:s 1934

y the IGP vide order dated 13- 08-2002. He '

to his daie of
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scrvice record of tes for-better understaﬁ.ding the dispute m.

hand. S R
' . . . . . . ‘: A'l.
‘ . . L - D | ) :
COMPARATIVE TABLE .3 ST Lo
PARTIES TO | Date of | tmitial | Revised |Date of { Initial: -:n ncvucu Tnitlal Tevised |}
LITIGATION: | appoint- | Date of | dale * 6f+|'appolnt |} Date éf promat- | guie of | dute of [}
' ment a3 | confirm | confirm |-ment o4 Prométs -| lon os St | confir- conﬁr- 1
ASI ation as | atien as | 31 ton :;5! oo malion mation |
ASL - | ASY B 23 §1 as 31
\ 1. \ 2 3 i 4 1 5 6 {1 8 9 )
. ﬂnmm’.\d Nnh 30,1097 | - S 28.11.00 30,1097 |
ete, 4 . :
(Group-n\ ‘. 1 o ! .
Alta " 10414, 9] 18,1196 | 10.11.93 21.08.01 | 22.12.36 27.08.03 22,1296 .
V!uh:nimnd \ \ y
ete, (Croupsb)
\ Jagéem ¢ 30,09.30 | 11.03.96 | 30 09 90 ) 25.09.01 | 25.09.01 ] 25.09.01 25.09.01
Ahmad \ . oL,
(Grou'p-q it .
Shujagt . 08 06.8% | 01.0%. 93 'DB 06 13 01.04.99 | - 01.04.99 | 01.04.99 .
Batae . .- o . .
‘E!c{Grnup d) . \ {
HE i

Wc have heard the’ 'learned counsel for the part;es and Mr.
Kamra.n Adﬂ ‘DIG {Legal) at some length and haveica; elully gone throug‘n
the case la.w" cited at the ba.r, as well as the Pohcc Rules, 1934 (“Pohce
Rules”) and Pohce Order, 200’2 “The quesnon Bzfore us is the mode ot

deternuna’uon of seniority of a nohcc officer holdx;ng the post of Inspectos; -

4,

in the Pun]ab Police under the Police Rules. Thc answer to the sa.:o

qucshon-'.s clearly provided unier Rule 12.2(3} cf the Pohce Rules, wh:c'n
is rcproduced hereunder for convenience:

12, 20 Senlorlty and probation. - {1] The seniority of Assistant
Supcnntcndents of Police is regulated by the orders passed {rom
bmc to txrnc by the Sceretary of State and the Ccntra.‘l Government

Ng Probalianary Assistant Superintendent of Police shall be
pcn"na.ncntly appointed as an Assistant Superintendent of Police
;until he has passed the preseribed departmental examinations.

. A Probannnary Assistant Supcnntcnde'mt of Pohcc who does
nat qualify by passing thcse examinations within two years, ar at
the first examlnation alter two years, from the date of his joining =
ttr}:e s;mce will be removed fram Government service; premdcg .
. e . et the Provincial Government shall have power to relax this rule

in spcmal cases, whcn the Probalionary Assistant Superintendent

o C of Pohce is likely to make a good police officer, . :
~ : . | i:
,_ @/ : B |

The rules governing the
probation and*:
Superintendents of Police are contained maip A

pendix 12.1.
(3). Al appointments of caroli
. otled poli
according to-the rules in this ¢h o offieess are on probation

apter applicable to cach rank.
i

9311;33 @

'
7

12015 SC : ’ '
MR 436: 1996 SCMR 1297: PLD 1985 SC 159; 1999 SCMR 1594 & 2016 §
‘ CMR 1254

JSULUE
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a8, will be reckoned
ointment, officers
idered senlor to
and the genlority

Seniority in the ease of upper subcrdinate
in the flzst instance from date of first apP
promoted from a lower rank being cons
persons appointed direct onithe zame date, &
of officers appointed dircet on;the same date being reckoned
according to age. Seniorlty shall, however be finall S::ttlcd
by _dates of confirmation, the seniority (nter S€ of scveral
officers confirmed on the same date being that allotted to

them on first appolntment. Provided that any officef whose
promotien or confirmation is delayed by reason of bis being
on deputation outslde his range o district, shall, on being
promoted of confirmed, regain the seniority which he
originally teld vis-a-vig any officers promoted of confirmed
before him during his deputatian.. : .

- The seniority of lower subordinates shall be reckoned from
‘dates of appointment, subject 10 the conditions of rule 12-24 and
.provided that a promoted officer shall rank senijor .0 an offcer
-appointed direct 0 the same rank on the same date.
: ' : e 2 .
1-;.fe_prgphasf.s supplied}
Rule 12.2[3].érovides'thai in the first Enstanée.'g.}i._e_i_senipﬁty of the upper

tes shall be reckoned from date of t':.i;gf.appointm;nt, officers

subordina
L "

senior to persons appointed
et .

promoted from & lower rank being considered
ty of officérs appointed dircct on

direct onithe same date, and the senian
g o

the samé.date being reckoned according to aged
5 .
providcsﬁ':that sentority shall be finally settled by dates of confirmation, the
scnio‘.’iﬁf.mter se of several officers confirmed on the same date being that
allotted.f{_‘p them on first appointment. Rule 12.2{3) provides for two stages
for dctc'::'fg\ining the seniority, one is prior to the probationary period and
is 1o bé'_-fq)@:koncd from the first appointment and the final seniority is
?cttlcfl: ‘.'ror?“ the date of confirmation which is once the period of probation
is sur::ccssfully completed.? Period of prubationis important as the officers
haw:.j to undergo various courscs (aB,C & D]1_6 and qualify the same
Oncg}aohcc officer ha‘ls successfully undergone the said courses he stands
conﬂt::ncd at the end of the probationary period. The seniority is once
agairi'scttled, this being the final seniority from the date of confirmation

The above rule is, therefore, very clear thet-final seniority list of

% The sub-Rule further N

Inspectors will be'reckoned {rom the date of confirmation of the offic
) ers -

and not from the date of appointment.

5. * The Appellants in this case had si'probatjonary period of
three years while the probatlonary period of the Respondents was tw
0

_* [nspeetars, Sub-[nspectacs (SIs) & As ¢ ‘
3"1“' 1934, (Sis) sistant Sub-Inspeetors (ASIs) - Sez Rule 19,25 of the Palice
Sce Nule 12. 8 ond 13.13 of the Poli : '
e to g a1 e polee ules191¢

roiavT

[P v e e

il TG

—ihere L

b pALTEI

vee

Al
s

o ~d N

W .-.--
—
“froer

P4
L~

Con mememan

- e



"CA:1172/2020

L ‘the 1mpugncd judgement bas without any Jusuﬁcatmn dismissed

yenrs'? and their dates of cdnﬁrmat'ion are diffcrcnt It is submitted thati.

the clarity of the said Rule has been muddled over the years due an e_a.rlle :

pronouncément of this C‘ourt in Qayyum Nawaz 12 Wc have gone thmugh ’

Qo.y_;u.m .Nawaz and fincl that it 1sia"-

judgmcnt}, which has nc.tther decuﬂ.e' "_any quest:on'uf]aw nor enuncuatcd

sHi
any prmcxplc of. 1aw in terms of Artlcle 189 ‘0 *the_f Const:tuhon Such

i

leave- rcfusmg orders ' do not constlt'ute bmdmg ‘precedent. 13 The

impression that a leave-refusing order endorses- the. statements |of law

made in the impugned orders and thus enha_nces the statL‘tS of those .
statemcnts as that of the apex court is fallacious. ThlS 1mpreosmn is"

based on mfcrence drawn from the leave—refusmg orders, whﬂé a case 13

only an authorlty for what it actually decides’ and cannot be c1ted as a’

precedent for' & proposition that may be inferred from it.!* The mugment -

of the Tribunal in Qayyum Nawaz totally ignores Rule 12.2(3) offl-.u: Rules

as well as the carlier pronouncement of this Court in Mushtag H’amach”

which underlines the difference betwcen the date of appointment ‘and the :

date of confirmation. Therefore, reliance on anyum Nawaz to hold that

there is no difference between the date of appl

confirmation under the Police Rules is absolutely rmsconcewn,d and
erongly d1spelled

E. The impugned judgment of the Tribunal before us a so relies

on Qayyu.m Nawaz when the said judgement. does not pass as a .
precedcnt‘and settles no prmmple of law. The 1mpugned Judgr.r u:m has -

rmsread Rule 12.2{3) and has 1gnored its substantwe part wmch clearly !
dea.ls thh the formulation of the final seniority list! Whlch is to b settled |

[rom the cla.tf: of confirmation of the Police Ofﬁcers The Tribuna? *hrough

from -
canmderataon M.Yousaf*s which holds that seniority must be detcrmmed

in accordancc with the rules. Kor these reasong the lmpugned Jt‘dgment
is noL ‘sustainable, - o . : S
7. At is also underlined that much water has flown uinder the
bridge. smcc QayJum Nowaz. This Court has put an end to DuL of turn

promotions in Contem; t Proceedings Against the ChLef Secreta

‘U, Smdh
U Sec Rulc 12,18 ibig - . i
1999 SCMR 1594, ' _ -
" Mulonvnad Safman v. Naveed Anjum 2021 SCMR, 1675; Tar; . .

" Quini v. Leathem 1901 AC 405, Tariq Badr v. NBP 20)3 SCMR 514,

Truslees of the Port of Karachi v, Muh

2213; SHCBA v. Fedeartion PLD 2009 § emnad Salcen) 1994 SCMR
2003 CLD 126, C 879 per Ch. ljaz Ahmed, 1 i Khairpur Texeite - If’]lls v, NOP
'3 PLD 1985 5C 159 - . :

I Mulammed Yousal S. others v.Abdy) Rnshld & others, 1996 SCMR ]297

leave- refusmg order (clescnbed as a

mntment and datc of

e

T,
acs
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and othersl? followed by Ali: Azhar thm Baluchis.} \.The practice of ante-

ated confirmations and promohons have been put down in Raza Sajaar
Kazmil® ancl dclay in conﬁrmatlons after the Drobatlona.ry persod have
been regulated in Guf Ha.san Jatoi20; T - i -

’<.-<

8. It 1s best if the Police force is a.llowed to -be regulated bY its’
stamtory fra.mework i.e. the Police: Order 2002 a.nd the Police Rules
which provrde a: complete code of mternal govema.nce .Disputes, if an}. .
amongst the police officers must first be resolved by the Inspectof
General of Police "or his representatwes Only in .case of any ]egal‘
mterpretatlo'z or blatant abuse of the process. provided under the Pol;..e
Ordcr or Rules should the courts interfere in the working of the Pohcc
force 50 that the force, can maintain its funeooomg, autonomy,
mdependence and efﬁmency whzch is essential for Pohce which 15\..harged '
w:th me onerous respon51b1hty of mzuntaumng la:s.r;'i and order and wrth
the onerous- obhgatron to protect thc life and property of the cm?cns of
this country Morc than any other orgamzatlon 1t 15 imperative that the
Police must® function as a rule based orgamzatlon which s, n..lly
autonornous and independent in regulating ltS\ mterna.l govers ance
Strong and srnart Police force reqmres orgam%r*attonal Justice ﬁr-rnly
enLrenched in the mstrtut.lon so that its officers:, are assured that: they
work for. an 1nst_1t'utron that firmly stands for rules .a:mess tran sparency
and crﬁerincy This upholds the mora.le of the pohce officers, espema.lly
junior polzce ‘officers who are reqmrcd to undcrta_kc dangcrOLs and,
strcnuous’_ asmgnments on a dally basis and also uphfts the 1!'15[\11.1'“0!'1

-_\u: .

by rne.kmg it rnorc v1b.ant and progressive,

canr.ot ‘be
undermmed it focuses on.how employees Juo.ge the behavior of the

g, '-Thc rmportance of - orgamzanono.l _;u.soce

orgamzatlon and how this behavior is related to employees attrtudeq and
'behawors regardmg the orgamzat:on The employees are sensi twe lo'
decisions made on a day-to-day basis by their employels both on the
small and lorgc scale, and will judge thcse decisions as unfait or fair,

Decisions judged as unfair, lead to workplacc devrance Emplov{:"s also
belicve procedures are: fa:r when they are consistent, accuratc Lthlcal

and lack bias?! . Orgamzatlonol justice is concerned with ail ma: ters of

workplace behawour from treatmcnt by supcrzors to pay aceess to

172013 SCMR 1752 ' ‘ -
112015 SCMR 456
** Judgment of the Punjab Service Tribunal dul:d 15.08.20 '
0

upheld by the Supremne Court vide order dated 29.0 & patsed in Appcal Nu 239{2006 which was
2006 (erroneously mentioned as 2007 on th 1.2008, passed in Civil Appeals No.,2017 10 2031 of
i:, 2016 SCMR 1254 on the Orﬂ'cr{ and ather connceled m’ancrs

Dr. Annesse Towler, The benelits of izai e :
CONel orgamzalmnaljnsm.c and pracifeat ways how to improve it
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training and gender equality??. Lnsun".g orgamzatlonal justice should be

a priority for any organization - it can reduce the incidence of workplace
deviance, ‘absence, dlsengagement and coumerproducnve Wofkolace
behaviours .and aiso encourage-~ p031twe attnbutes like trust ar‘d
progressive commumcanon .

. _i’
::__' .

10. Orgamzahonal justice 15 necesmry l'or the police officers tO

pcrforn their duties with complete commitment, dedication and ﬁdehty, o

because they must perceive that the institution is fau- and just towards

the-'nﬁ"' Pohce officers who have such pclceptlons of fairness would

dc-nonstrate less ‘cynicism towards the job and au: also likely to have 2

_more amiable attitude towards.the public?s, Uncertainty in the promotioﬂ

structure and delay in promotjons weakens such
'pohcc ofﬁcers rcsultmg in 1ne[ﬁc1ency.

oralc thcreby' also adverse_, impacting the trust of the public in the

-
po’ncc?ﬁ Fherefore for an r'fﬁment and cffcctwc police l'orce, 1t

neccssa.ry to ensurc the prow.,mn of orgamzano-{al justice in lhc poiu.e'

as an ihst;};&t.mn, especially with regards -to career progression and

Y. ".\..
promotiori.: As such, there must be no amblgulty in the promotlon

§ [A ‘ el
and any grievance  with. regards

st-ucturc 3 to carccr

progrcssmn/promotlon must be redressed expedltxously under the \aw
Orgamzatmnal justice, therefore, stands firmly on - the consmutlo: a.l

valucs and fundamcntal rights ensured to any persen uﬂ.dcr mc

Consututlon” The constitutional principle of somal and ccono*mcmsh ¢
%3

read with- _c};uc process and right to dignity, non- dlscrlmmanon and ng,m

to a carry out a lawful prol‘cssm and the rzght to lwellhood are ba&lc
1ngrcd1cnts oE orgamzat:ona'l justice, ’

1l. 3 ’ Gwen the pnmar*y of Police in the c;'xﬁ}nmal justice systcm
olgamzat'.on Justu:c must be ensured in the Pohce service. The i 1ssue'= of
pnstmg,“transfer and semor"ty must be settled thhm the departm*‘nt
strictly m accordance with the Rules and only mattcrs requiring lcgal
1merpretauon may come-up before the Courts. Several junior officers
approachmg the courts for redressal of their grievance reflects poos ly on

the internal governance of the Police dEPartment when the e!aboratc

Police Rules a.nd the Police Grder provide for such evcn“ua_‘ntlcs in ch 8
ai

3§ is originally derived from e the ‘ ’ '
) equily sheory, which suggest
lz:,nud on the amount they give (inpus) compared to ““‘-gfmosu:-:(ill::duals makc judgements on !'nuncss
HRZonc .com ¥ get back (output).
)
* Volkov, M. “The lmportance of Organizational Justice,

13 Wolfe, Scott E., Justin Nix, & Jusl ¥
Research Note™, July 16, 2020, . Pieket,
W Weimes, C.

“How would O
2019, rganizational ]""““ Shape Police Officer '8 Altitudes in the Work 1‘ e
# Canstitution of the 1slamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 rkplace?™,

Cormuption, Crime & C .
‘ ompliance™, 20i5
'Thc \dcasurcmcnt ofOrgamznuonal Justice Matics: A

:

percepuons of sérvmg

hke'uhood‘of misconduct and luw'_

.
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CA-1172/2020, elc.

We are sanguine fhat in future the Police dcpartmem will take chm ge of
its internal governance strictly i m accordancc with law and will “estore a

Rule-based approach in addressmg the gneva.nces of the police Ofﬁcefs o
so that courls are not unduly burdencd. _.: ]

12. In this background, all the parties bcfore us are in agregment’

that their seniority be worked out according to Rule 12.2(3) of the "ohcc
Rules and submit that the competent authority be-directed to i‘ollow the -
said Rule, in letter and spirit and make necessary amendments ."1 the
senior lt}’ 11st of the police officers before us. We, the,reforc diredt tive IGP
to const:tqtc & committec. to look into the question of seniority c_)f the

" parties before'us in terms of Rule 12.2(3) and in the light of this

Judgement The .said comrmttee shall also address the gnevancc(s] of -
other Police Ofﬁcers if any, who are not before us. but belong to tne same
batch of o{ﬁccrs as the parties before us.

13. It is also noted that the Inspector Generai of Police, P.zn_]ab

{"IGP"} enjoys administrative powers over the Pohce organizaticn under

Ar'ucle 10 of-the Police Order, 2022 read w1th~Rule 12,1 of the Poh;.e

Rules thereforc he is under an obligation to exermsc his i:ga.l powers

within the orgamzatzon to ensure that the pohce ofﬁcers are dealt with in

accordancc with law within the statutory tzrnelnes In case there is any

unexplamed delay in follewing the timeline the concernec Police Ofﬁcers

be held’ accountable and aay action taken or pcna.ltl:y imposed upon them ’

be-duly rcﬂccted in their performance evaluation | reports

The IGI‘ may
also consuier constituting a standing-co

mmittee headcd by an Addmonal
Topriate ofﬁf‘er to regularly address
IS with respect to their mt&.

cer feels empowered that there
orgamzatlonal Just:ce in-his organization. This wxll ]

Inspector General of Police or any appr
the concerni. of junior police officc

SC
semonty SO that a po'!'ce offi

is
ead to develop_mg a

more robust efficient and strong police force in the' country

14, For the aboye rcasons, the impugned gudg-meﬂt is set asxde
and the listed" appeals are. allowed in the above

ter‘ms The connecte
listed Civil Petitions are al: ‘

30 converted into ‘appeals and allowed m the
same terms. ]

il
i

. . _ . - Judge
Islamabad, .
2ad November, 2099

Approved for reporting
Sadagat

Judgc
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BEFORE THE KHYBAR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

IRIBUNAL AT PESHAWAR

C.M No. of 2024

In

Service Appeal No. 1624 of 2023

Muhammad Ali VERSUS  The Inspector General of Police etc.

"SERVICE APPEAL

Application for considering the comments submitted by

the official respondents No.l .to 4, for applicants /

respondents No. 5 -11,13 - 15 . 18-63.

Respectfully Sheweth:
1. That the above titled Service appeal is pending before this

Honourble Tribunal, which is fixed for hearing on

2. That the comments submitted by the respondents No.1 to 4 may

also be considered on behalf of the applicants / respondents No. 5 -
11,13 -15,18-63.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this application an order as prayed for may kindly be

passed please.

Applicants / respondents No.5 -11, 13 - 15,18-63

Through Cournsel
MUHAMMAD JAVAID KHAN
Advocate, Supreme Court of Pakistan

P i s
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BEFORE THE KHYBAR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL AT PESHAWAR °

C.M No. of 2024

in

Service Appeal No. 1624 of 2023

Muhammad Ali VERSUS  The Inspector General of Police etc.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. MUHAMMAD JAVAID KHAN Advocate, Supreme Court
of Pakistan, do solemnly affirm on oath that according to the
information provided by my client, the contents of accompanying

application are true and correct.

Applicants / respondents No.5 -11,13 - 15,18-63

Through (':mmsrj*ly

MUHAMMAD JAVAID KHAN

Aduvocate, Supreme Court of Pakistan




