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The appeal of Mr. Touseef Shah resubmitted today by Mr. Athar
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The appeal of Mr. Touseef Shah Ex-Special Police Force no.64/5 received today i.e. on
04.07.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the
appelli?for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

/- Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNAL
' KP PESHAWAR.

TOUSEEF SHAH S/O SYED HANIF SHAH
EX-SPECIAL POLICE FORCE NO:64/5

R/O: VILLAGE ANDAR WALI SARRI TEH & DIST
HARIPUR.

......................................................... APPELLANT
YERSUS

POLICE DEPARTMENT THROUGH ITS IGP,KP
PESHAWAR.

D1G HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD.

D P O HARIPUR KP.

REGISTRAR TO THE OFFICE OF IGP PESHAWAR.

..................................................... RESPONDENTS

APPEAL U/S: 4 OF THE NWFP SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE (1):ORDER NO:5970-75/0HC
DATED:05-09-2019, WHEREBY THEAPPELIANT 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 CONSIDERED
AND THROUGH A NON SPEAKING ORDER THE .
APPEAL WAS MERELY FILED AND NOT EVEN
INFORMED THE APPELLANT OF THE IMPUGNED

ORDER TILL THE FILING OF THE INSTANT SERVICE
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 ALONGWITH GRANT . OF ANY

OTHER REMEDY DEEMED FIT BY THIS HON'BLE
BENCH.



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

The appellant most humblly submits as under:

That the appellant was appointed as constable under special
police force No:64/5 and was performing his duty accordance
with rules and regulations, procedurc 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. '

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.

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
trial.(Copy of MLC, & order of bail by ADJ-II dated:
06-07-2020, are attached as annexure B &C)

That even at trial stage the father of the complainant
Mr,Zeeshan Mustafa appeared as PW-01 in the court of Judicial
Magistrate-11 Haripur, on dated:27-] 1-2021, and retreated his
stance as before ADJ-1I, Haripur on dated: 06-07-2020, which
is self sufficient to prove the innocence of the appellant.(Copy
of PW-01 statement is attached as annexure D)

That there exist no material evidence or record through which
the guilt of the appeliant 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 No0:5970-75
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 cofe alone the impugn order of thz

reSpondent,No:§ regarding the discharge of the appellant liable
to be set at naught.



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) -

That soon after the impugned. order, and after the bail, the
appeliant submit his departmental appeal to the respondent,
No:2, upon which through a non-speaking order on dated:
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:1, on dated:
16-03-2021, which was not responded yet.(Copies 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)

That during trial when the complainant father recorded his
statement, which required due consideration, the appellant
again filed an appeal to the respondent No:1 for his
re-instatement into his service on dated: 17-12-2021, but till
date no response received from the office of the respondent
No:1, hence pending before ‘the office of respondent No:! for
consideration. (Copy of appeal is attached as annexure 1)

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-instatement in service with all back
benefits inter alia on the following grounds:

GROUNDS

. 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,

. 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.

f
- 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
hastc manner which is in utter disregard to the principles of

natural justice and clear provision of the constitution especiallv
Article 10-A which says that;

©



v 10-A. Right to fair trial:-
For the determination of his civil rights and obligations or any criminal

charge against him a person shall be entitled to a fair trial and due
process. '

2]
that the entire act, action and the impugned orders were passed
against the principle of natural justice as the appellant has been
discharged from service without providing him an opportunity
of hearing, which is clear violation of principle of natural
justice and Maxim, “No one should be condemn unheared.”

. 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.

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

person is 1o be presumed an innocent until & unless proved
guilty by the court of law.

That the order of discharge from service of the appellant were
passed by the respondent No:3 under KP Police Rules 1974 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;

(a) Minor Punishment:

(i) Confinement of constable and head constable for 15
days to Quarter Guards

i)  Censure. '

(iif)  Forfeiture of approved scrvice up to two years.

(iv)  Withholding of promotion up to one year,

(v)  Stoppage of increment for a period not exceeding three
years with or without cumulative effect.

{vi)  Fine up to Rs:15000/- as per schedule-I

(b) Major Punishments: 6
(0] Reduction in rank/pay.
(ii) . Compulsory retirement.
(ii)  Removal from service.
(iv)  Dismissal from service.

. That the appeliant 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 s
against the law, procedure, rules, regulations and natural justice,
being discriminatory and un justifiable in nature,

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;RepeaI:-Any disciplinary Rules applicable to Police Officers to
whom these rules apply are hereby repealed but the repeal
> thereof shail not affect any action taken or anything done or

suffered there under.

10.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 pravided in the constitution:-

(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
bf incurred under the law; '

(d) affect any penalty forfelture 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, penaity, 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.

6.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 penatty,
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 aféresaid.

11.That the edifice of penalty inflicted upon the appellant nowhere

stand in legal parlance being reflecting the colour of “the
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” will squarely applies.
(Inerpretation of statutes by N.S.Bindra 4" 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 of Pakistan

1973,Section .26 df the General Clauses Act 1897 and section
403 Cr.P.C which says that;



1%.Protection against double punishment and. self-
incrimination:-
No person :-
(a) Shall 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
eame 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.54:-If case where suspension of Government Servant is held
to have been upjustifiable or nat 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 aliowances 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 was
appointed substantively [n 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.lgbal zaman..... vs.....SE lIrrigation

Bannu) _
Article 212 Constltution of Pakistan........ Civii  Servant
" Suspension........Arrears of pay relating to suspension

period...... Entitlement.....Civil servant who was involved in
murder case and was convicted and sentenced by the trial court
was acquitted of murder charge by the High Court in
Appeal....... Civil-Servant. who after his acquittal was re-instated in
s 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
acquitied, but was given benefit of doubt.....Validity...... Acquittal
of civil servant even if based on benefit of doubt, was
honorable....Acquittal of Civil Servant even based on benefit of



-

g.q..

doubt, cou-ld 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.

2007-SCMR- 537 (S.E GEPCO......VS.......Muhammad Yousaf)

S.4 Service Tribunal Act......... Article 212(3) Constitution of
Pakistan 1973...Acquittal on benefit of doubt from criminal
charge........ Honorable * acquittal....... Back
Benefits....... Entitlement...... Civil Servant was taken on duty, after

his .acquittal from criminal charge and his period of suspension
was treated as leave on due basls...... 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 have been acquitted honorably....... Service
Tribunal has rightly directed the authorities to treat him on the dutJ
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.

1998-SCMR-1993 (Govt of NWFP....VS...Muhammad Islam)

FR-54 Fundamental Rule.....Civill Servant....Civil Servant was
involved in a case U/S 302/34 PPC for a murder........ No evidence
coutd be brought against the accused civil servant on the charge
of murder, thus proving the allegation leveled against him were
baseless.....Acquittal of Civil Servant from a criminal case.......
Accused Civil Servant in case of acquitta! was to be considered to
have committed no offence because the competent criminal court
had freed/ cleared him from the accusation of the charge of
crime........ Such Clvil Servant, therefore . was entitled for grant of
arrears of his pay and allowances in respect of the period he

remains under suspension on the basls of murder case against
him,

®

16.That, be that, as it may, case of the appelldm 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 of indwlduals to he deait 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 citlzen, wherever he may be, and
of every other person for the time being within Pakistan
(2)In 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. That, at any rate, 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.



1]

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 SYED HANIEF SHSH
R/O ANDER WALI SERRI TEHSIL & DISTRICT
HARIPUR

RESPONDENTS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KP PESAWAR

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR

REGISTRAR FOR 1.G P KP PESHAWAR

I

ATHAR ABBAS
e% ADVOCATE PHC
Tos® |
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SYED TAUSEEF SHAH
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ADRESSES OF THE PARTIES

SYED TAUSEEF SHAH S/O SYED HANIEF SHSH

R/O ANDER WALI SERRI TEHSIL & DISTRICT
HARIPUR o

RESPONDENTS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KP PESAWAR

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR

REGISTRAR FOR 1.G P KP PESHAWAR

; Mt

' : ATHAR ABBAS
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BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KP PESHAWAR. '

SYED TAUSEEF SHAH

VERSUS

IGP KP & OTHERS

CONDONATION APPLICATION

 Respectfully sheweth .
. 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.

. That the applicant prays for condonation of delay if any

filing the instant service appeal inter alia on the
following grounds:

GROUNDS OF APPLICATION

. 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
statutory period and keeps on awaiting the petitioher
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 respomdents.

174
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B. That the impughed 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 arc 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 decidéd on merit rather

than technicalities including limitation. The same is

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

- O
It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of

this application the delay if any in filing the instant
service appeal may please be condoned,

Applicant

Dated:20-06-2022  Through | A%MQf

Athar Abbas
Advocate PHC

AFFIDAVIT

The apphcant affirms that the contents of
the apphcau()n are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belicf and nothing has been dellberately
concealed from this Hon’ble court.

- 708 ge}

DEPONENT
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Sotnsel Tor the accused/pettioner is present. Dy PP for the sinte
\

' present. Asguimen:s heard and recond on ile perased.

Through e nstant pettion, aceused-petitioner Toseet Shah 50
Hanit Shah, alicr vejection of his spplication for post arrest bail from the

Court of learned Judicial Magisirate-11, Haripur, seeks his post arrest bail in

case vide I'*'th NU.GUS, duted 07.06.2019, registered under Section 377 PPC,

il 1’0I1LL Station Lll)’ of District [luriput,

Fecord reveals that on 05.07.2020, father of complainant/victim

¢

appeared betore the Court and volunturily stated that he has pulchéd up the
matler w.ili'i {he accused/petitioner. llt was‘l'urll':cr added thal he has got no
objection on release of the accused / petitioper on bail and on his acquittal
(lnnn[_., wial. ‘Tu this effect his statcinent was recorded and placed an file. He-

N\,
) produced copy ol his CNIC whu.h s Ex- 1’4\ (Original CHNIC seen and

.

returned).

t
. - - . . | . -
§ 4 , Mough the accused/petivoner 13 directly charged in the first
. . '
~inlormation report, but the fathar of complainant/victim has patched up the

matter with accused/petitioner and he is no more interested 1o prosecute the

accused/petitinoner,  Father of udmpiuinam/victim has withdrawn  from
N prosecution oi'the accused/pelitiuneyr and he ha‘s gol no objection on release
of accu§Cul/pclili()11c1' on buil en'xd‘on his acquiual' during trial. Father ol
complainant/victim is the star wn;ncss for lhtl: prosecution and when he does
nol charge ll*_c'accuse‘cl/ |>ciilin|.u1", Further confinement of the accused is not

. . - 4 .. .
likely to serve any purpose. Oflence for which accused/petitioner 13

|9 . charged is not-compoundable and did not fell within the ambit of 8. 345
f Cr PC. but when complainant party did not charge the accused/petitioner for
o )
. 2,
: 0% Qe
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. o
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"

colmission ol ul*ll:nccl, his Slululnli'sl'il could b; considered ay one of the
relevanl factors o grant w refiel to accused at bail stage. {§ the comnplainant
party is uo longer willing to prosecule the matter, then it should notbe lor
the court lL-) pressucize them 1o continue with their hostilitics and hatred.
l Gravily ol oflenee allegedly comnntied, could validly be determined by the

teind court alter recording evidence ol the partics al the wiai, but froit ol
cotapromise could not be declined, Parties will to compounit the olfence o
be respecied and  given ‘zm“ assent to, notwithstanding  the nature of
allegation, veing it compoundable or otherwise, Regarding consideration of
COMProniise or 110 t)bj;ac.liuu af the L:;nnpiainanl party in non—(:(n1"1-])m.mt.|nblé

case reliance is placed on 2004 PO L) 490, 2010 PCr.L) 1482, 2001 MILD

1468, 1999 PCr.LS 1107 & 2017 MLD 4.

Fence, in view of the above, the instant bail application is allowed

and the n.ccu.‘;ccl/p(-:liliuncr 15 admitied o bail, 'providcd he turnishes bail
bonds in s of Rs.],Oh,OOU/— willl lwo surelies each in the like amount (o
the satistaction of this Court. Surclies 1"nusl be l‘g:li'dblf: and men of rnc':au'ls. A
ccopy of this order be placed on judicial record. Instant {ile be consigned to
the record room afler its compilation & completion.

f*/
Announced ‘ L/
06/07/2020

: T M/fﬁ / ‘
: : o FARYAL ZIA.MUF%V}

: Additional Sessions Judge-1l,
Haripur
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PW-ot .Siatcment of Zeeshan Mm ala s/o Ghulam Mustafa, aged
about 38 vears r/o Mohallah Da rvesh, Haripur, on oat.

vl

-slated that 6n 07.06.20] 9, 11y son Zaviyar Mustafa to)d me that
e Moldinmad  Tuuseef Shab s/o Hanif Shaly conumitted
sodomy with nie, Upon this, | moi; my son and went v pS,
where | repistered the F]l apainst the accused  Muhammad
Tauseet Shah for the commission of offence. The police lodged
my report and sent ry so0n In.!hg Hospital alongwith me tnder

the escort of Farooq Shali Nu;?l whue doctor medically

u@umncd my son and preparcd his MILC. 1 charged the accused

for the commission of olfence:. ‘
X3 I am not eyeawitness of the occurrence. A fler lodging the

veport, { inquired regarding the oceurrence and during inquiry |

(49

came to know that the occurrence was taken place was nol as

percontents of the P, clarged the aceused on the bt of

mi:suudm':sl;.mding,. s correct thal we have patched up the

matter outside the Couwrt, It . correct that | cannot produce my

[} - '

son before the Court due (0 utilerage.
RO&A.C

27‘“90..2.]_ - - . , ;W,&,%

| Mubaral
o J udlcml.Magrstrate~[] .
oy Haripur-
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DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, HARIPUR

Fox HOUUS-B 17 14
Fonails - phchanpu g9 @pmail.cotiy

OMo_ Daved . a /) 2712019

119
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Constable Toseef shah No. 64/S, of Special Police Force while

‘pusle"'l at Pdtice Lines, Haripur, divectly charged in case FIR No. 105 dated 07.06.2019, U/S

377/PC, PS City, Haripur, which is gross msconduct in his part under Police E&D Rules

1974,

Therefore, i, Dr. ./,Aahi(i' Ullah District Police Officer, Haripur

heing competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Efficiency and Discipline

Hules 1975, awarded major punishiment of “Discharge fram Service” to Constable Toseel

Shah No. 64/5 with effect from 18.06.2019.

I e
o) o /S JOIC, dated Haripur the & &7/ 03 /2019,
Copy of above ts torwarded Lo the:-
1. District Account Officer, Naripur
2. Pay Officer, MO Officé Haripur '
3. R Police Linus, ilariplir
4. SHO, PS City . ' e
' 5. 1ncha;'gc: Clmlung‘Gddown, Haripur '
6. SRC, DPO Offic e Haripur
i
:
< .
®
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OFVICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKITUNKI WA
Ty e Central Police Office, Peshawar.

No. 3/ L /2, dated Peshnwar the _‘i_/ ¢ /2021,

The Regional Police Oflicer,
Hazara at Abbouabad.

Subject: " APPLICATION FOI REINSTATEMENT IN SERVICE,

Memo:

The Competent Authority has evamined and filed the apphication submitted by

Ex-SPO Toseef Stiah No., 64/5 of Special Policz Foree, Haripur for re-instatement in service

being a conlract employee.

The applicant may please be informed accordingly.

L '
o , //
Y '“)- ) /'/ |

‘ ( ' f,// “I«/’//} ‘
,(,Svgj/ﬁu.'-'m_,-liASSAN)
- Registrar,
For Inspector Cieneral of Police,
hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

)
o 6 s
P | |
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L \Gectet Bianch Liald 202 NLanersd.eners A of
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ATHAR ABBAS

Advocate Peshawar, Legal Consultant & Practitioner,

WAKALAT NAMA

(POWER OF ATTORNEY)

IN THE COURT OF KPP Sevvice W

VERSUS

[&IP R sllons » MMM

vwe,_ Teseef Clad —Copelland )
4 .

the above noted Zoavi'ce A,n»’[qudo 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.
1

2y —
Attested & Acceptedw Client ( } D.fe-ef
ATHAR ABBAS '

BC# 16-6499

Advocate, Peshawar.

Chamber: J. Wagar Ahmad Seth Block,
, District Courts, Peshawar.

Dated:



