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The appeal of Mr. Touseef Shah Ex-Special Police Force no.64/5 received today i.e. on 
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICF TRIRTINAf
KP PESHAWAR.

TOUSEEFSHAH S/O SYED HANIF SHAH 
EX-SPECIAL POLICE FORCE NO:64/5 
R/O: VILLAGE ANDAR WALI SARRI TEH & DIST 
HARIPUR .

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. POLICE DEPARTMENT THROUGH ITS IGP KP 
PESHAWAR.

2. D I G HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD.

3. DPOHARIPUR KP.

4. REGISTRAR TO THE OFFICE OF IGP PESHAWAR.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL LJ/S: 4 OF THE NIVFP SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE (l):ORDER NO:5970-7^/nHr
PATED:05-09-2019. WHEREBY THEAPPFI ! 4NT___________________WAS
DISCHARGED FROM SERVICE BY AWARDING MAJOR
PUNISHMENT AND (2): AGAINST THE ORDER___________________ NO;533
DATED;16-02-2021 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL 
APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS NOT CONSrnFifPn 
AND THROUGH A NON SPEAKING ORnFR
APPEAL WAS MERELY FILED AND
INFORMED THE APPELLANT OF THF

THE
NOT EVEN

^ ______ IMPUGNED
ORDER TILL THE FILING OF THE INSTANT SER VICF
APPEAL, ~ ^

PRAYER IN APPEAL;

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS SERVICE APPEAL THE 
IMPUGNED ORDERS OF THE RESPONDENTS MAY 
GRECIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT 
MAY KINDLY BE RE INSTATED IN SERVICE WITH 
ALL BACK BENEFITS ALONG WITH GRAI^'IT.OF ANY
BENCH DEJEMED EIT BY TlliS HON’BLP
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RESPECTFULL Y SHEWE TH:

The appellant most humbly submits as under:

1. That the appellant was appointed as constable under special 
police force No:64/5 and performing his duty accordance 
with rules and regulations, procedure and laws of the land, and 
to the best of his superiors after completion of his training and 
served the police department for about four years.

was

2. That the appellant was charged in a criminal case registered 

vide FIR No:605 dated:07-06-2019 U/S 377 PPC at Police 
station city Haripur at the instance of complainant Zawyar 
Mustafa. (Copy of FIR is annexed—A)

That, as the actual matter between the complainant father and 
the appellant was of disputed land so upon the instance of 
the complainant father the FIR mentioned above was lodged 
and the appellant was charged with mala fide and ulterior in 
order to harass and pressurize the appellant in order to grab the 
land illegally occupied the disputed land.

3.

4. That the MLC and the statement of the complainant father at 
bail stage is sufficient proof for the innocence of the appellant, 
whereby the complainant father has stated that he has no 
objection on the release and acquittal of the appellant during 
ivxoXfCopy of MLC, & order of bail by ADJ-II dated: 
06-07^2020, are attached as annexure B &C)

That5. even at trial stage the father of the complainant 
Mr,Zeeshan Mustafa appeared as PW-01 in the court of Judicial 
Magistrate-ll Haripur, on dated:27-l H2021, and retreated his 

stance as before ADJ-II, Haripur on dated; 06-07-2020, which 
is self sufficient to prove the innocence of the appellanufCo/;j; 
of PW-Ol statement is attached as annexure D)

That there exist no material evidence or record through which 
the guilt of the appellant can be substantiated, as the appellant 
was falsely and with mala fide intentions, charged in the above 
mentioned FIR, as such the statement of the complainant father 
further strengthen the instance of the appellant which would 
ultimately results in the acquittal of the appellant.

That the order of respondent No:3, through letter No:5970-75 
dated:05-09-2019 on the base of above mentioned FIR which is 

not more than allegations which could not be substantiated 
through all possible means, & as such the appellant cannot be 
penalized for an act/omissjon which even not committed by the 
appellant.So on this coi^e alone the impugn order of the
respondent^No:3 regarding the discharge of the appellhnt liable 
to be set at naught.

6.

7.
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8. That the respondent No:3, without waiting for the fate of the 
trial which was pending adjudication before the learned 
competent court of law, discharged the appellant from the 
service vide above mentioned impugned order on dated: 
05-09-2019. (Copy of impugned order is attached as annexure
E) ®

9. That soon after the impugned, order, and after the bail, the 
appellant submit his departmental appeal to the respondent, 
No.2, upon which through a non-speaking order 
16-02-2020, the respondent No:4, filed in office, without any 
further proceedings and not even informed the appellant of such 

impugned order. Furthermore the appellant submit another 
departmental appeal to the respondent No'l 
16-03-2021,

on dated:

on dated:
not responded y^UCopies of 

applications/ departmental appeals & impugned order of 

respondent No:4 dated:16-02-2020, are attached as annexure 
F,G & H(consists of 3 pages)

which was

10. That during trial when the complainant father recorded
statement, which required due consideration, the appellant 
again filed an appeal to the respondent No:] 
re-instatement into his service on dated: 17-12-2021, but till 
date no response received from the office of the respondent 
No:l , hence pending before the office of respondent No:l for 

sideration. (Copy of appeal is attached as annexure I)

Now the appellant being aggrieved of the illegal, un-procedural, 
beyond the rules & regulations, the act of the respondents and 
of both the impugned orders, begs to seek indulgence of this 
Hon’ble forum for the re-instatemenl in service with all back 
benefits inter alia on the following grounds:

his

for his

con

GROUNDS

1. That act, action and both the impugned orders are illegal 
without justification, without lawful authority and in utter
disregard of law and procedure rule and regulations, hence 
untenable.

2. That the appellant has neither been served with any charge 
sheet, summary of allegations nor any show cause notice, as 
required under the rules and regulations.

3. That he was deprived by the authority/respondents from his 

valuable right of hearing in person, confrontation with the 
allegation, rather an executive type of order was passed in a 
haste manner which is in utter disregard to the principles of
natural justice and clear provision of the constitution especialN 
Article lO-A which says that;
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10-A. Right to fair trial;-
For the delenninalion ot his civil rights and obligations or any criminal
charge against him a person shall be entitled to aVair trial and due 
process.

4. that the entire act, action and the impugned orders were passed 
against the principle of natural justice as the appellant has been 
dischaigcd trom service without providing him an opportunity 
of hearing, which is clear violation of principle of natural 
justice and Maxim, one should be condemn unheured, ”

5. That the respondents were all aware of the fact that the 

appellant’s case is sub-judice before the learned competent
court of law but without waiting the fate of the trial they 

. discharged the appellant from service which is abuse of the 

process of law and mockery with the learned trial courts.

6. That the act and action of the respondents is against the golden 
principle of criminal dispensation of justice that an accused 

person is to be presumed an innocent until & unless proved 
guilty by the court of law.

7. That the order of discharge from service of the appellant were 

passed by the respondent No:3 under KP Police Rules 1975 and 
the powers conferred upon the competent Authority 
(DPO/SSP/SP) for inflicting departmental punishment against a 
constable under Rules 4 (supra) are as under;

(i*) Minor Punishment:
Confinement of constable and head constable for 
days to Quarter (juards 
Censure.

01 15

Oil
Oil) Forfeiture of approved service up to two years.
Oil Withholding of promotion up to one year, 
ly) Stoppage of increment for a period not exceeding three 

years with or without cumulative effect.
Fine up to Rs; i 5000A as per schedule-1Oil

(b) Major Punishments:
0) Reduction in rank/pay.
Oil Compulsory retirement.
Oiii Removal from service.
Oy] Dismissal from service.

8. That the appellant has been discharged from service which is 
nowhere provided in Rule 4 (supra) and discharge of the 
appellant under Rules 21, chapter 12 of the police Rules 1934 is 
against the law, procedure, rules, regulations and natural justice 
being discriminatory and un justifiable in nature.

9. That be that as It may, at present the Disciplinary Rules 
applicable on Police department is the KP Police Rules 1974 
amended upto 2014, and as per section 14 of the rules(supra) 
any other disciplinary rules have been repealed as it reads that;
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14.Repeal:-Any disciplinary Rules applicable to Police Officers to 
whom these rules apply are hereby repealed but the repeal 

® thereof shall not affect any action taken or anything done or 
suffered there under.

lO.That as provided in Article 264 of the constitution 1973, and 
section 6 of the General Clauses Act 1897, any repeal law has 
no legal effect as it reads that;

264.Effect of repeal of laws:-
Where a law is repealed or is deemed to have been repealed by 
under or by virtue of the constitution, the repeal shall not, except 

as otherwise provided in the constitutlon:-
(a) revive anything not in force or existing at the time at which the 

repeal takes effect;
(b) affect the previous operation of the law or anything duly done Or 

suffered under the law;
(c) affect any right, privilege, obligation or liability required .accrued 

br ihcurred unddr the law;
(d) affect any penalty .forfeiture or punishment incurred in respect of 

any offence committed against the law; or
(e) affect any investigation, legal proceeding or remedy in respect of 

any such right, privilege, obligation, liability, penalty, forfeiture or 
punishment;
And any such investigation, legal proceeding or remedy may be 
instituted, continued or enforced, and any such penalty, 'forfeiture 
or punishment may be imposed as If the law had been repealed.

G.Effect of repeal:-
Where this Act, or any (Central Act) or Regulation made after the 
commencement of this Act, repeal any enactment hitherto made or 
hereafter to be made, then, unless a different intention appears, the 
repeal shall not Revive anything not in force or existing at the time at 
which the repeal takes effect, or affect the previous operation of any 
enactment so repealed or anything duly done or suffered thereunder, 
or affect any right, privilege, obligation or liability acquired accrued or 
incurred under any enactment so repealed or affect any penalty, 
forfeiture or punishment incurred in respect of an offence committed 
against any enactment so repealed, or affect any investigation, legal 
proceeding or remedy In respect of any such right, privilege 
obligation, liability, penalty, forfeiture or punishment as aforesaid.

-//.Thai the edifice of penalty inflicted upon the appellant nowhere 
stand in legal parlance being reflecting the colour of 
doctrine of Pick & choose, ”

12.That under the Police Rules 1975 a self-explanatory procedure 
for inflicting of penalty ,is architected, hence, it exclude the 

application of any other procedure and penalty for wring doer
and ^^The express mention of one thing implies the exclusion 
of another^* W\\\ squarely applies.

(Inerpretation of statutes by NS.Bindra Edition,p-108)

13.That the appellant was vexed twice one in court of law and 
another departmental for a single alleged wrong, which was 
barred by Article 13 of the Constitution^ Pakistan
1973,Section .26 iff the General Clauses Act 1897 and section 
403 Cr.P.C which says that;
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1$.Protection against double punishment and. self- 
incrimination:-

No person
(a) Shalt be prosecuted or punished for the same offence more 

than once; or
(b) Shall, when accused of an offence, be compelled to be a 

witness against himself.

26.Provisions as to offences as to offences punishable under 
two or more enactments;-
Where any act or omission constitutes an offence under two or 
more enactments, then the offender shall be liable to be prosecuted. 
and punished under either or any of those enactments, but shall not 
be liable to be punished twice, for the same offence.
403.Person once convicted or acquitted not to be tried for the 
same offence:-
(1) A person who has once been tried by a court of competent 
Jurisdiction for an offence and convicted or acquitted of such 
offence shall whiles such conviction or acquittal remains in force, 
not liable to be tried again for the same offence, nor on the same 
facts for any other offence for which a different charge from the one 
made against him might have been made under section 236, or for 
which he might have been convicted under section 237.

14. That as provided in the Fundamental Rules,(FR-54) any civil 
servant after his acquittal would be entitled for all benefits and 
even his period of suspension, abscondance and detention to be
treated as spent on duty as it says that;

F.R.64:-\f case where suspension of Government Servant is held 
to have been unjustifiable or not wholly justifiable or he is re­
instated after being dismissed, removed from service or 
suspended, the revising or appellate authority may grant him the 
following pay and allowances for the period of absence:- 
(a) If the Government Servant Is honorably acquitted, he may be 
given the full pay to which he would have been entitled but for his 
dismissal, removal from service or suspension. The period of 
absence in such cases Is treated as spent on duty. For this 
purpose FR-54 should be treated as absolute and unconditional 
and no question as to whether there was a post or not against 
which he could be adjusted for the period of his absence or he 
had no longer any lien or nay other Government Servant yvas 
appointed substantively in his place.

15.That the appellant, as in the view of land and ratio decidendi of 
the Ho’ble Apex Court on the subject issue, is entitled for re­
instatement in service alongwith all back benefits to which he is 
entitled under the law and procedure as held;

1999-SCMR-2780 (M.Iqbal zaman 
Banna)
Article 212 Constitution of Pakistan.
Suspension 
period
murder case and was convicted and sentenced by the trial court 
was acquitted of murder charge by the High Court in 
Appeal

» service, prayed for arrears'of pay relating to his suspension period 
but his pay was turned down by authority on the ground that civil 
servant was not entitled to arrears as he was not honorary
acquitted, but was given benefit of doubt.... Validity
of civil servant even if based on .benefit of doubt, was 
honorable....Acquittal of Civil Servant even based on benefit of

SE Irrigationvs

Civil Servant
Arrears of pay relating to suspension 

Entitlement.... Civil servant who was involved in

Civil Servant who after his acquittal was re-instated in

Acquittal
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doubt, could not become hurdle in payment of arrears of pay of 
Civil Servant regarding his suspension period provided he had not 
been found to be gainfully employed during suspension period.

..VS....... Muhammad Yousaf)
Article 212(3) Constitution of

2007'SCMR‘ 537 (S.E GEPCO
S.4 Service Tribunal Act__
Pakistan 1973...Acquittal on benefit of doubt from criminal
charge........ Honorable
Benefits.......Entitlement
his acquittal from criminal charge and his period of suspension
was treated as leave on due basis......Grievances of civil servant
was that the authorities did not pay him salary for the
period.....Service Tribunal allowed the appeal of the Civil Servant
and directed the authorities to pay him back benefits.... Validity... 
Civil Servant who was acquitted by extending the benefit of doubt
would be deemed to h^ve been acquitted honorably....... .
Tribunal has rightly directed the authorities to treat him on the duty 
and give him all the financial benefits during the period of his 
confinement in custody on account of his involvement in criminal 
case.....Leave to appeal was refused.

Backacquittal
Civil Servant was taken on duty, afJer

Service

1998-SCMR’1993 (Govt of NWFP....VS...Muhammad Islam) 
FR-54,Fundamental Rule Civil Servant....Civil Servant was

No evidenceInvolved in a case U/S 302/34 PPC for a murder 
could be brought against the accused civil servant on the charge 
of murder, thus proving the allegation leveled against him were 

Acquittal of Civil Servant from a criminal case.......baseless
Accused Civil Servant In case of acquittal was to be considered to 
have committed no offence because the competent crimingl court 
had freed/ cleared him from the accusation of the charge of 

Such Civil Servant, therefore . was entitled for grant ofcrime
arrears of his pay and allowances in respect of the period he 
remains under suspension on the basis of murder case against 
him.

16.That, be that, as it may, case of the appellant has not been 
treated in accordance with law which is in utter violation of 
Article 4 of the constitution of Pakistan 1973 which says that;

4.Right 6f individuals to be dealt with In accordance with law etc:-
(1) To enjoy the protection of law and to be treated in accordance with 
law is the inalienable right of every citizen, wherever he may be, and 
of every other person for the time being within Pakistan
(2) ln particular:-
(a) no action detrimental to the life, liberty, body, reputation or property 
of any person shall be taken except In accordance with law:
(b) no person shall be prevented from or be hindered in doing that 
which is not prohibited by law; and
(c) no person shall be compelled to do that which the law does not 
required him to do.

17. Thai, at any rale, act, action and the impugned orders of the 

respondents are illegal, have no legal effect in the eye of law, 
untenable and the appellant is entitled for the relief sought.
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KP PESHAWAR.

SYED TAUSEEF SHAH

VERSUS

IG POLICE KP & OTHERS

ADRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

SYED TAUSEEF SHAH S/O SVED HANIEF SHSH 
R/O ANDER WALI SERRI TEHSIL & DISTRICT 
HARIPUR

RESPONDENTS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KP PESAWAR

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
, HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR

4. REGISTRAR FOR I.G P KP PESHAWAR

ATHAR ABBAS 
ADVOCATE PHC

f)

{/

4
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNA|L
KP PESHAWAR.

SYEDTAUSEEFSHAH

VERSUS

IG POLICE KP & OTHERS

ADRESSES OF THE PARTIES

4Mm4m
SYED TAUSEEF SHAH S/0 SYED HANIEF SHSH 

R/0 ANDER WAH SERRI TEHSIL & DISTRICT 
HARIPUR

RESPONDENTS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KP PESAWAR

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR

4. REGISTRAR FOR LG P KP PESHAWAR

ATHAR ABBAS 
ADVOCAIEPHC

h
1/
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KP PESHAWAR.

SYED TAUSEEFSHAH

VERSUS

IGP KP& OTHERS

CONDONATION APPLICATION

Respectfully sheweth
i. That the applicant today has filed the accompanied 

Grievance petition before this Hon’ble court in which 

no date of hearing is fixed so far.

2. That the applicant prays for condonation of delay if any 

filing the instant service appeal inter alia on the 

following grounds:

GROUNDS OF APPLICATION

A. That the applicant throughout agitated the matter before 

the departmental authority, and was never remain 

negligent in perusing his legal remedy. The petitioner 

was never communicated the impugned orders, though 

received through personal resources and then the 

petitioner had made the departmental representation 

/appeals well within time. The department never tried to 

reply the representation of the Petitioner within the
t

statutory period and keeps on awaiting the petitioner 

with the hope of his grievance redressal which is still 

not replied. Thus the Petitioner/Applicant never 

remained negligent in perusing his legal and rightful 

remedy, moreover, the delay if any occurred in filing 

the appeal cannot be attributed to the Petitioner rather 

the same was caused due to non-communication of the 

orders and reply of the representations to the petitioner 

by the respemdents.
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B. That the impugned orders of the respondents No;3 &4 

without acquiring the proper procedure and rules 

regulations and the Petitioner was deprived of his 

constitutional rights of personal hearing. Thus the 

impugned orders of the respondent which is passed 

against the well settled rules and the law of the state 

and natural Justice hence not tenable in the eyes of law, 
illegal unlawful, void ab-initio and thus no time runs 

against the void and unlawful and illegal orders.
C. That valuble rights of the applicant are involved in the 

instant case hence the delay if any in filing the instant 

case deserves to be condoned.
D. That the delay if any in filing the instant Petition was 

not willful hence deserves to be condoned.
E. That it has been consistent view of the superior court 

courts that causes should be decided on merit rather 

than technicalities including limitation. The same is 

reported in 2014 PLC (CS)1014 2003 PLC(CS)769.

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this application the delay if any in filing the instant 

service appeal may please he condoned.

Applicant

Athar Abbas 

Advocate PHC

Dated:20-06-2022 Through

AFFIDAVIT
The applicant affirms that the contents of 

the application are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been deliberately 

concealed from this Hon’ble court.

DEPONENT
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Q.E_L1!'L.K G 
'0b/i)7/'iO'iO

Conuscl r:ii- the iiccuscid/pL^iinoner Is preseiu. Dy.PP lor llic stale 

A)'j.j,uiiicius heal'd Hiid record *.'11 lik pei'uscd.[aescni.

rhrouiili the insianl petiliun, ^ecusechpetilioner Tosee!' Shah s/o 

llanil Sl.ah, aider rejection of his application lor post arrest bail tVom the 

e'OLirt o( learned judicial’MagisiraUa-ll, 1 laripms seeks his post arrest bail in 

vide r-lira4u,6U5, dated h/.Ut. dDlP, reppsiered under Section 37 7 l'!‘C. 

at Police Slalion City of District I laripui.

case

Reeoicl reveals that on ()>.07.202(b father of complainanl/vicliin 

the Court and volunlarily siaiecl that he has patched up theappeared belore

matter wiili the accused/pelitionei, It was further added-tliat he has got no

release of the accused / petitioner on bail and on his aeciLiHlal 

during trial. To this effect his statement was recorded and placed on Ide. He ■ 

produced copy of his CNlC wfiich is

objection on

V Ex-PA. (Original CNlC seen and

iciurncd).

Tboiigli the acciised/peliiioner is directly charged in the lirsi 

■ inlonnation report, but die falhci uf compluinani/viciiiri has patched up the 

matter with accused/petitioner and lie is no iriore inlercsled to prosecuic the 

accused/petitioner. Father o!' complainanl/viclim has withdrawn from

•
-1

0
S'-

prusecution of the accused/peliiiuner and he has got no obiection on release

b..il and on his aequiltal during trial. Father ofof accused/petitioner on 

complainaiU/victim is tlie star witness for the prosecution and when lie does

nol charge the accused/ peiitlnucr, further confinemenL of the accused is not

Offence for which accused/iaetitioner islikely to serve any punnose. 

charged is not cDiripoundable and did 

Cr.'PC, but when complainant party did not charge the acctised/petiiion

fell within the ambit of S. 3^1 :>not

cr forf

J

ob

C ...
:Ji; 1
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p ul ulTcnce, his stulonicia cuiild be considered as oiic ol' die
w /

ickvaiil lacldi'ii lui grfinl lo reliel'ld accused ai luiil siage. il'tiie cumidiiiiiani

paiiy is no loiiacr williii)' to prosecute the mailer, then il should not\l:)c lor

tlie court lo [iicssuiuc them 1o eiaihnuc with iheir hosiililies and haiied.

Gravity oridTcnce allegedly connuitied. could validly be delerriiined by the

trial ovaii'i aUcr recording eviden )]' ilie parlies at the liial, bin tiiiil ol'^ C k

coiopiornisc could not be declined. I'ariies will lo com|.ioiiiid llie ol’lencc lo

be respected anil given an' assent ii», noiwilhsianding the nature .of 

allcgaiion, r)eing it cornpouridabic or oilierwise, Regardingi, consiiieratioii ol'

coiVipromise or no objeciioii of’lhc coiuijlainanl parly in non-coinpouridable

case leliance is placed on 200‘1 IH.V.LJ 490, 2010 PCr.L.) 1-IK2, 201 1 iVll.,’D

1468, 1999 PCr.U 1 107 ii 2017 MbD 4.

I'lence, in view of Uic above, liic instant bail aiiplicaiion is allowed

and (he accnscd/peiilioner is admitted to bail, pi'ovided he furnishes bail

bunds in siim.ofRs,1,00,000/- with two sureties etich in the like aniouui to

the satisfaction of tins Coui i, Suielies must be reliable aiul men of means. A

. copy of tl'iis order be placed on judicial recoril. lnslcti.U fde be consigned' to

the record room alder its conipilaiion &. completion.

Announced
06/07/2020 /1FARYAL ZlA.MUF>f''l

Adcjilional Sessions ]u.dge-Il, 
VRuipin'

t
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^sssmsmmssms^
Slated tlini 6n 07.06.2019,

iSVV^il
V;-!

I'iV soil Zaviyar Mustafa told nie that
<>'ie Mnliainniad 'fauseef fitiali s/o f(;-tnir Sliali e'oiniriiited
sodomy with Hie. Upon tin::;. I took 

where 1 regiscered ilie PIf

Jify son and 'weni to PS, 

fgainsl ihe accused Muhammad

Ml ion ofofYdnee. The police lodged 

'So ilospilal alongwith

ilie escort 01- Farooq Shah No.37d. where docto,

. e--"ed .r,y sou and prepared his MLC. I charged the accrued

loi' the coininis^jion ofoffenc

my report and sent rny son I (>
me iindei'

rnedictdly

V..

XX; ani not eye-wiiness of ihc occurrence. Alter lodging ihe 

c occuiTcnce and during inqliiry I
I’Cliort, I inqiiii^^d regarding iJi 

came to K'.novv that the occttiTence was taken place 

Pe.-contents of the FJR. I charged the accused

was nol a.s

on the 6;i;;!s ,d' 

have patched up^ihe 

orrect that i cannot pioduce

mismiderslanding. it is coirect liiat

matter ouiside the Couit. It i 

son belore the Court du

JS
rny

c to underage.
R.o & A.r
27.J 1.202)“

■ IK-O:,
-^6,; VMubarak 

. ‘Jt>idiciakMagistrate-n 
Haripiir'
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Cil' I'lCL oi- Tin;

DiStRiC’l' PO'LICE O'FFill; Eft
(•I I, /( / IJ / n\ Efn
t-.ix K i>J'jS-b,Ul7 It
1 ni.jil: - i)lic'hctrit)iiiii!j‘j^H‘'J'P.iTiciil.LOiii

/./.....I'i/'iQLii.f>?it eit(■ Ii5 N( ______IL

ORDER

C(»nslahJe Toi-eef 7>l'i<ilt No, 60/5, of Special Police l-'orce while 

pusleVi at Police Lines, 1-laripur, clirertly t.hart.o:(i in case l“IR No. lOS dated 07,06.20:19. U/S 

377/PI'r., PS Ciiy, llaripui, wltich is giC'SS niiscondocl in his pari under Police P&O Rules

'i07S,

Therefore, I, Dr. /.ahid Ullah District Police Officer, Haripur 

Lieini^ contpeteril aulhorily under Kliyber lMkiilunt<hwa Police Lfficiency and Discipline 

Rules 197S, awarded majoi punislnneni of “Ldscharge from Service" to Constable Toseel 

SItali Ncv (v1/S willi effect from ^ 8,06.20 I 9.

C/r\ /-n /

7Districi m\'¥e 
l^adpur

/ /20'L9./Ol 1C, dated I laripur the C'

Copy of al'jove ts tni warded to llie: -

1. DislricL Account Officer, I laripur

2, Pay Officer, Ol'O Office l laripur 

j. Rt, Police Lii u.s, I laripnr

^1. SI IO, PS City ’

5. Incharge Clolliing GOdown, llaripur

6. SRC, OPO OfliMi Haripur ■

I'Jo,

%

«

I

I

\

■wv. ■
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W- ov'i'icii: OF rui'^
iNSFFX rOR GFNFRAR OF FOLICF 

KUVUIlR FAKUTUNKllWA 
Ccnii iil Folicu On'ici'., reiliawiir.

/(. I '^'X /2021.

:

'1 ' \ /2l, ilalcil Fcshu'var thet)No. S/

Regional Police Onicei', - 
Ua/.ai'a at AbbnUabad.

' APl'l.ICATTON FOIt irElNSrATiMlimJiaia^

TheTo:

Subject;

Memo: examined and filed the applicaiion submiued by 

Police Force, llaripur for re-inslatement in service
hasThe Competent Authority 

■ F,x-SPO Toseef Siiah No, 6d/S of Special Pi

being a conlracl employee.
The applicant may please be informed accordingly,

/
/

// 11 ^ k
4*1

Ac/'i-'
;^i.Om.-n;\sSAN) 

Registrar, 
for Inspector Genera) of Police, 
■Chyber Pakhtnnldiwa, Peshawar.
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ATHAR ABBAS
Advocate Peshawar, Legal Consultant & Practitioner,

WAKALAT NAMA
(POWER OF ATTORNEY)

KP $S2^Vl'CJlIN THE COURT OF

Toq^ Ckoi

VERSUS

6) ^

)

the above noted

in

hereby appoint and constitute ATHAR 

ABBAS, ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR to appear, plead, act, compromise, 

withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our counsel in the above noted 

matter, without any liability for their default and with the authority to 

engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel at my/our matter.

Dated: 7J
'0^

hsee-^Attested & Accepted. Client (

ATHAR ABBAS 

BC# 16-6499
Advocate, Peshawar.
Chamber: J. Waqar Ahmad Seth Block, 
, District Courts, Peshawar.


