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The appeal of Mr. Abid Khan presented today by Mr. Taimur All Khan 

Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

26/04/20221-

REGISTRAR "

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 
O ^-^/g7,C^^^rf'fotices be issued to appellant

2-
hearing to be put there on 

and his counsel for the date fixed.

CHAIRMAN

f
^5V\

D8.06.2022 Junior to counsel for the appellant present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore 

adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 2^.07.2022 

before S.B.

case IS

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Before the khyber pakhtunkhwa service tribunal
PESHAWA]^

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 12022

Abid Khan, Ex-IHC No. 3293, 
Incharge PP Shaheedian Mardan.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region Kohat.

3. The District Police Officer, Mardan.

(RESPONPENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 10.03.2022, WHEREBY THE 

APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE, AGAINST 

THE ORDER DATED 05.04.2022, WHEREBY THE 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN 

REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.
i-

PRAYER:
THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE ORDER 

PATEDIO.03.2022 AND 05.04.2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET 

ASIDE AND THE APPELALNT MAY BE REINSTATED INTO 

HIS SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL 

BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST 

TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT MAY 

ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.



ISPECTFULLY SHEWTH:
FACTS: . . ^

1. That the appellant has appointed in in the respondent department in
devotion andthe year 2012 and was performing his duty with great 

honesty, whatsoever, assigned to him and no complaint has been filed
against him regarding his performance.

2. That the appellant was posted as Incharge PP Shaheedian and on
arrival from routine Shabasi, he was on duty as 

mobile where LHC Niaz Ali called him
02.09.2021 after
mobile officer in PS Rustam . , . .n
that he has arrested a young man along with unlicensed pistol ot 3
bore and asked to register an FIR against him on which the appellant 
replied that the accused along case property should be brought to the 

Police station Rustam and then registered an FIR against the accused, 
however LHC Naiz Ali without the permission of the appellant and

FIR No. 1057 dated 01.09.2021 U/S
his own and

concerned SHO registered
15AA PS Rustam against the accused Kamran on

Machalka and 02.09.2021 LHC Niaz Ali with the 

of his bother LHC tariq Ali No. 627 called the accused 

Kacheri Mardan and sent him. to the judicial lock for the 

03.09.2021 the brother of accused Kamran namely 

of Kamran committed a murder on

an

released him on 

connivance 

Kamran to 

reason that on
Amir Saiiad with the connivance 
which FIR No.889 dated 03,09.2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS Torn
was registered in which the accused Kamran was also charge for the 

commission of offence so as to entitle the accused Kamran for plea of

libi in a murder case.
charge sheet along with the

in which
3. That on the basis of above reason

statement of allegations which was replied by the appellant
, he denied the allegation and clearly mention in his reply that neither

and statedhe prepared the Murasila of the case nor dictate any one
Murasila has been written by LHC Niaz Ah and alsothat the instant _ . • . j u

brought it to the police station without bringing to his notice and he
neither prepared remand judicial nor signed it and requested to send 

for FSL for analyzing. He further stated that Naiz Ah and histhe same . i
brother intentionally did fraud and sent Kamran to judicial lock up

■ his bogus signature, however the appellant did not keep the copy of 

charge sheet which may be requisite .from the' department.
sheet along with statement of allegation is

on

'reply to
(Copy of charge 

attached as Annexure-A)
conducted against the 

was provided to the
4. That on the basis of allegations inquiry was 

appellant in which no opportunity of defence
neither statements were recorded in the presence of theappellant as



examination. Moreoverappellant nor'gave him opportunity of cross
the inquiry office did not conduct the proper to dig out the realty

sent the Murasila to FSL for authenticity, butabout the allegations nor 
despite that he recommended for major punishment for the appellant.

Annexure-B)(Copy of inquiry report is attached as
issued to the appellant which

which he again denied the 

situation. (Copies of 

notice are attached as

was5. That show cause notice was
properly replied by the appellant in 

allegations and gave the real f^cts about the 

show cause notice and reply to show cause
Annexure-C&D)

was dismissedthe basis of baseless allegations, the appellant
dated 10.03.2022. The appellant filed 

17.03.2022 against the dismissal order dated 

05.04.2022 for no good grounds.

6. That on 

, from service vide order
departmental appeal on
10.03.2022, which was rejected on . .
(Copies order dated 10.03.2022 departmental appeal and rejection
order dated 05.04.2022 are attached as Annexure-E,F&G)

other remedy except to file the instant7. That the appellant has . „ . . a
service appeal in this Honourable Tribunal on the following grounds

no

amongst others.

GROUNDS:
A. That the impugned orders 

against the laWj facts, norms 
therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.

dated 10.03.2022 and 05.04.2022 are 

of justice and material on record

was. not according to the 

recorded in the
B. That inquiry conducted against the appellant

neithfef statements wereprescribed procedure as 

presence of the appellant nor gave 
examination, which is violation of law and rules and as such the 

impugned orders are liable to be set aside on this ground alone.

him opportunity of cross

opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant durmg
violation of Article-10 A of theC. That no

inquiry proceeding, which is 

Constitution of Pakistan.

D That the appellant clearly mentioned in his reply to the charge sheet 
and show cause notice that neither he prepared the Murasila of the 

case nor dictate any one and stated that the instant Murasila has been 

written by LHC Niaz Ali and also brought it to the police station 

without bringing to his notice, and he neither prepared remand judicial



signed it and requested to send the same for FSL for analyzing, 
but despite that the inquiry officer did not conduct proper, inquiry and 

sent the Murasila to FSL for analyzing in order to dig out the realty 

about the allegations which is against the law and rules and as such 

the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

E. That the competent authority did not consider the. reply to charge 

sheet and show cause notice of the appellant and has been punished 

for no fault on his part, which is not tenable under the law.

F. 'That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been
treated according to law and rules.

G. That the appellant seeks' .permission of this Honourable Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

nor

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.
> *■

1 \w-

APPELLAM'' 
AbidKhan /,

THROUGH;
(TAIMUR KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CERTIFICATE:
It is certified that no other similar service appeal between th| parties has 

been filed earlier.

DEPONENT



‘3?before the khyber pakhtunkhwa service tribunal
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022 .

Police Deptt:V/SAbid Khan

AFFIDAVIT

PP Shaheedian MardanI, Abid Khan Ex-IHC No! 3293, Incharge 
(Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this service 

appeal are true and correct and nothing has been concealed ftom this august
Court.

DEPONENT

Abid Khan. 
(APPELLANT)

r.-

/':/ CctTiinii



•s

OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
U

/3MARDAN
. Tel Nto. 0937-9230109 & Fax Ndr O937ii92301ia 

Email: dpdrndn@9mail.com'gw
;

rHARGE, SHEET H

y.nhifi TJUah fPSP). District :Police^.Officeri Marclan, as compeionlI, ^
hereby charge HTG Abid Khan No.3293, while posted as In-charge P.P Shahecdan (now under

suspension Police Lines Mardan), as p.er attached Statement of Allegations. ' ■ ,
authority,

t

1, By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules,

1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified

You arei therefore, required tb submit your written defense within 0,7 divys oi ihc 

ipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be.

in Police Rules, 1975.

2.

recei

Your written-defense, if any, should-reach the Enquiry O-lTiecrs within the .
je no defense to put-in and in that case, •

3.
specified period, failing which, it shall-be presumed that you have 

ex-parte action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desired,to be hoard in perfpn. i4-.
I

:■

i;•

/ .wl/"/''
■ ■ (DiCmftjid UIlalv).PSP

Di§*rict PoUc</6lTicer 
^.Mardan

u

;

I.

V; t

;

'i- A:*

i'.r

/.t

;,

.!

1 ‘.t'

\



( '2/'‘ OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

WlARDAN
'i

i ■

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpomdn@gma1l.com"

’•1,
' ■•i: DiUcd /y t-l/tP /2()21/PA tlv*

OTSCTPLINARY ACTION }■

'1
I, Dr. Zahidbllnh fPSPI, District Police Officer ^ 

of the opinion that ttlC Abid Khan No.3293, himself liable to be mK^ceeded against, as he committed

the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police Rules 1^.

,an, as competent authority,

am

'^1

statement of allegatioks
me AbicI KhartNo^93. \\thile posted as I:|i-chai-ge P,P Shaheedan ■ 

negligence forthe folloyving irregularities, as per
Whereas,

(now under suspension Police Lines Pylardan) was ft u 
' SDPO Rural Mardan office lettdr No. Ii299/R dated ('7-09-2021:-;

t 'V

I •:

1) On 01-09-2021, he accompanied by LHC Nlaz Ali No.2697 etc arrested 
‘one Kamran r/o Nawan Killey Torn with a (30) bore without number and unlicensed pistol & (05) rounds 
during routine patrolling vide case F1R,;No.1057 dated 01-09-2021. U/S,1.5AA PSRustam

2) On 02-09-2021, he (JHC Abid Khan) has prepared Remand Judicial 
Challan and sent it to the Court through Constable Ayaz No.l663 with.advice that the accused is wailing 
at Mardan Katcheri. On reaching Mardan Katcheri, he found LHC NiazAli No. 2697 along-with accused 
Kamran, so he handed-over the Remand Judicial papers to LHC.NiazAli,-who ^produced the accused to 
the Court wherein the accused couldn’t produce any surety, so the Court fined him of Rs.lOOO/-, but 
intentionally the accused regretted by' not paying the fined amount, so-‘he was sent to Judiciai Lock-up, 
The main purpose behind preferring Judicial Lock-up was that on-03-09-2021, brother of accused namely 
Amir Sajjad committed murder vide case FIR No.889.dated 03-09-2021U/S 302/324/34 PPC PS 1 oiu, in
which, he (accused Kamran) was alsQ'eharged for the. commission-of crime. • ^ ,

3) As per SP/lnvestigation Mardan’ vide his office lettei' No,53 1/PA/lnv: 
dated 06-09-2021, highlighting that accused Kamran in connivance with-LHC Muhammad Tariq No.627 
of PAL Office Mardan and his brothei^HC Niaz Ali No. 2697 of PP.Shaheedan.(Now both suspended)

the day. and at the time of occiiiTence,registered the above quoted case agaj.nst himself, because 
accused Kamran was not present on the’spot and no direct recovery has been made'from him. while on the 
next day (02-09-2021), accused Kamran was handed-over, to Constable Ayaz, Ali N0,1663 wiihoui 
handcuffs in the Court, wherein before the concerned’Magistrate, aQ,c'used KEimran resiled from his 
statement and was sent to Judicial Lockup Mardan. From the preliminary enquiry, it has been found that 
accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Muhammad Tariq has planned his entrance to Mardan Jail and

on

this fact has been accepted by all,

From the above discussion, the involvement of IHC Abid Khan in this4)
episode/plan can’t be ruled-out.

For the purpose of scrutinizing tlrj conduct of the said accused offciql with 

reference to the above allegations, Mr. Adnan Azam SDPC SMT is nominated as Eiiciuiry OUlcer.

The Enquiiy Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of Police Rules 1975, 

provides reasonable opportunity of bearing to the accused Police Officer, record/submit his llndings and 

make within (30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate 

action against the accused Official. ■

IT-IC Abid Khan is directed to appear before the.Enqiiiry.OlTicer on the date -i-

time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer. .n rv
District Polio/Oni 

Marilan
ccr

mailto:dpomdn@gma1l.com


Bptter /legible Copy

nT<;rTPI TNARY AmON AGAINST IHC ABID KHAN N0.3293 

Kindly refer to your office diary No.226/PA, dated 01.10.2021
%

ALLEGATIONS.!
Abid Khan N0.3293, while posted as In-charge PP Shaheedan (now under

found negligence for the following irregularities as p .rWhereas. IHC
SOpT^ral Marda'n"of office letter No.l299/R dated 07.09.2021.

on 0109 2021 he accompanied by LHC Niaz Ali No.2697 etc arrested one Kamran R/o 

Nawa Kalay Tour and recovered a (30) bore pistol without
rounds from him during routine patrolling vide case FIR No.1057

.hl,h he l.c.h«i K.n.r.n)

the time of occurrence accused Kamran ^ accused Kamran
recovery has been madejro^

was handed over y ^ Mardan. From the primary inquiry', it has

r.="trdr.»”hid K.™h,« „»hiv.n„.i.h LHC M«d T.,i, h.. pl.hn«l
“d'SShtet—“nSd « i" «. -'-P-

1)

Mardan

his entrance to 
4) From the above

cannot be ruled out.

recorded and placed on file. The e inqu dictate anyone. He stated that the instant
he wrote the Murasila of the above ci e ^ brouahtitto police station'without bringing
Murasila has been written by LHC Niaz all and a so bro^htrtto^^^^^

in his notice. On the same to FSL Peshaw _ , ^ gnd assisted accused Kamran
Shaheedan for the whole blinder that the in y sigriature. He further
charged in above citied case and sent KaLanis his closed friend
stated that LHC Tariq is the brother of LMC N'az A 01.09.2021,

; who prepared the proper plan for t ®° mobile officer in PS Rustam mobile where
after arrival from routine, shabashi he ^ith an unlicensed piste]; 30
LHC Niaz Ali called him that he has arre y^ 9^ No.1057 dated 01.09.2,CI21
bore and asked to register an FIR again . ' ^ ^ Nawa Kalay and

15. „ PS «u»« "ttlvTc *' ”

Kamran.

procfedings
The
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1 ihc case'Hie was ihoroiiyhlv peiiised. la-om pen;sal of tlie case hie ol
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Better /legible Copy

It is mention here that during preliminaryi,inquiry conductechby v^P .
Mardan he (IHC Abid) admit that FIR registered u/s 15-AA had been brought in h'S notice, 
the LHC Niaz Ali and he agreed with it while now he has been found refused from the instc n . 
P,=S. S . Xt h„. b«n found in hi. p™.l<». h"“"'““X

S, Older to further probe the m.tter, ln.esB9.tl0n officer .long »ith ce file we. railed to 
oM the raXfll. »» Brorougbly perused. Form M™'»'»• K.nrran

No.04 dated 27.09.2021. Moreover, during chalking of FIR the location of accu 

noted at Nawan kalay Toru Road (CDR Copy attached).was l!!

Recommendation

Keeping in view enquiry conducted, the undersigned reached to conciu^run 

that the delinquent officer "isSi^of FIR Tnd his

nd recommended for Major Eunishment-laaxegdcaccused and case property 
signatures therefore, he is found guilty a

please.

No.364/St-SMT 
Dated 13.12.2021

Sd/-
Adhan Azam Khan 

Deputy Superintendent of Police, 
S.M.T Circle

r'f

t"-.-
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n OFFICE OF THE 

D i S*TRI CT POLI CE OFFICE
MARDAN

-■ ••

■

■ ■

K>r::
fel No. 0937-9230109. & Fax No. 0937-9230lii

c.wtiii«- ripnmrln^^iTiail.cQrD

Dated 7 /J--T2022MtT- 77 i/FA •:No

j PTNAT, droW TATtSE NOTICE
No329i. wiiuo postcd,^sJn-cji.rg^iPI^SH,ihbcdan

c,v Hilicc.tAncs Mardan):was*,nclfo7^tigcnce gr the«9v?ingirragu!ar.t,es,as,pcr
ardari'omce letter No. 1299/11 dated 07-09-2021:-

11 On 01 -.09-2021, you' accompanied by LHC Niaz All No.2697 etc ai fasted

«*-■ “«'> “srJSSiS*. ^
21 On 02-09-202\. you have prepared Remand Judicial Challan ^nd sent d 

rotheConrttKronshConL.eA^Noa6«r^^n9_^t,.^^9d«._^^ 

O^^eachin^Mirdan Katchen. .Constable Ay^ tad i ..^uced the accused to
ICamran. sole handed-over ^^^rety' so the Court fined him of Rs.lOOO/-, but
the-Court wherein the.aceused couHrrt Produce ^ ^ he was sent to Judicial Lock-up.
intentionally the accused regretted by not P^' ®^ ^ 03-09-2021, brother of accused namely

SSS923“iB!s22r:-^ 

‘-s?SSSSSSiiSi£S:Ss::
-of PAL Officc Maraan. 'brother LHC Ah ^ occurrence,
registered the above quoted case against hims J made from hi;'i, while on the
accused fcCamran was not present on the spo.. iind nq dire . - ta^te .\yiz All N'-..'i66j, without
next day (02-0<)-2021). accused ^^",''j°Magistrate. accused Kamran resiled^ From his
handcuffs in the Court, wherein before the ^on-erned^ thelreliminary enquiry, it has been found that
rrdrm“—Tarm has planned his eh.mnce to Mardan Jai, and
this fact has been accepted by all.

.V
■;

suspens' on 
yp Rural-M—-

one Ramran 
during routine pauoUing vide case

'• *.•" *

■.7 7'*'

involvement m this epispde/pl^ can’f. ,4) ... From the abov.e discussion, your ti . .

In this connection, during •

hpve failed to present any plausible reason m yopr dcRnsc.

be ruled-ouL

Mr. Adnan Azam
of this officepursuance

holding responsible you of .gross 
OR on 02-02-2022, during which, you.

Major/Minor penalty as envisaged underTherefore, it is proposed to impose 
4 (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.Rules

in exercise of the

shal l reach this office within 07 days of receipt of this Notice, fading
Your reply

which; it will be presumed that you have no explanation to o.tfer.

rp appear for personal hearing before the undersigned.You arejibei

U^) PSP 'j;! If (Dr.^Zaht
' .District Police Officer

A ivlardan
____

r io rI Police 1/nes Mardan (Attehlldn Reader) to deliver this Notice upon *e alleged official & the 
S^elepf "al“ned tl this office within (05) days positively for onward necessaor act.on.

Received by,_^__ _
Dated:__J. '2Q22
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6 o m • a » c«4tf

-»f^. BiSTHiCT POLICE OFFICER, 

'Ml ARB AM
W

#- Tei No. 0937-'9230i09 & Fax'No. G937-D23<DI 11 
email: c:}Ji3illLln©aaiaLlcooi•

ififA Dated /C' / < /2022/ /IV\
/

(■}Ri).EK ON.ENQUIRY OF IHC: AB(1) K.HaN NO. 3293

'["hi.-: order rvlM dh^posc-olTa DepartmenUd l-nquiry uiider'!vlicc Ruic'-^

lliu report of SDPO RLi:-a! cireie conlaionra 'ho 

and gross misconduci. Brieffacis oi'lhe case are ihat;-

. IHC Abid Khan hk.).32P3 &

1':. Ini’iaied against the IMC Abid Khan

.:ga;i^:;^s of criminal i^giige
*

on

ncc

Daring rontine patrolling on 01-iKA202
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ORDER.
This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-IHC 

Abid Khan No. 3293 of Mardan District Police, against the order of District Police 

Officer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service 

vide OB; No. 633 dated 09,03.2022. The appellant was proceeded against 
departmentally on the basis of report of Sub Divisional Police Officer, (SDPO) Rural, 
Mardan containing the allegations of criminal riegligence and gross misconduct.

As on 01.09.2021 during routine patrolling, delinquent Officer and. LHC 

Niaz Ali No.2697 etc of Police Post Shaheedan Police Station Rustam. Mardan arrested 

. Kamran r/o Nawari Killey Toru with a 30 bore unlicensed pistol along with five live 

rounds and a case vide FIR No.1057 dated 01.09.2021 U/S 15-AA Police Station 

Rustam was registered against him.
On the next day i.e 02.09.2021 the delinquent Officer drafted application 

for obtaining judicial remand and sent it to the Court through Constable Ayaz No.1663 

with advice that the accused Kamran will be waiting at Mardan Katcheri. On reaching 

Mardan Katcheri. constable Ayaz found LHC Niaz Ali No. 2697 who was accompanied 

by accused Kamran, so constable Ayaz handed-over the said documents to LHC Niaz 

Ali. The accused was produced in the Court by LHC Niaz Ali as he (accused) couldn't 

produce any surety so the Court awarded him punishment of fine to the tune of 

Rs.1000/-. but the accused did not pay the above mentioned fine due to which he was 

sent to judicial lock up. the main motive behind sending the accused to judicial lock-up 

was that on 03-09-2021 the brother of accused namely Amir Sajjad had to commit 

murder with the connivance of his brother and the delinquent Officer. Later on. a case 

vide FIR No.889 dated 03.09.2021 U/S 302/324/34-PPC Police Station. Toru was 

registered in which the accus.ed Kamran was also charged for the commission of 

offence.

, It is worth mentioning that Superintendent of Police Investigation, Mardan 

vide his office letter No.531/PA/lnv: dated 06-09-2021 'also highlighted the fact that 

accused Kamran in connivance with LHC Tariq Ali, delinquent Officer and LHC Niaz Ali 

No. 2697 malafidely got registered the, above mentioned case'so as to entitle the 

accused for plea of alibi in a murder case and the accused Kamran was presented 

before the Court without handcuffs.

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initialed against him and 
enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Adnan Azam Sub Divisional PoiiceDfficer (SDPO) Sheikh 
Maltoon, Mardan. During the course of enquiry it was proved that the delinquent Officer 
in active connivance with accused Kamran booked him in the aforementioned case for 
extending benefits as the accused and his brother tiad managed/planned the murder as , 
a result of which they succeeded In’ their design and 02 persons lost their lives vide 

FIR .No.889 dated 03-09-2021. U/S 302/324,'34 PPC Police Station Toru. Thecase
enquiry Officer held the delinquent Officer guilty of gross misconduct and recommended 
for major punishment. During his hearing' in Orderly Room on 02-02-2022 by the District 
Police Officer,, Mardan, he failed to present any-plausible reason in his drsfense,
therefore, he was served vvith a Final Show Cause Notice, to which, his reply vjas 
received and found unsatisfactory.



09.03.20The delinquent Officer was again heard in Orderly Room on 
District Police Officer, Mardan but this tirae too he failed to preset arty cogent

awarded major punishment of dismissal from

h

by the
reasons in his defense, therefore, he was
service with immediate effect

Feeling aggrieved from the order
)

of District Police Officer, Mardan, the 

summoned and heard in person in
appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was

found that allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved beyond 

the investigating Officer of case FIR No. No.88-9 dated 

Toru also affirmed the involvement of

i
■

has been
any shadow of doubt. Moreover,
03-09-2021 U/S 302/324/34 PPG Police Station

criminal case because Call Data Record of accused
case FIR No. 1057

Kamran
appellant in this heinous
revealed that he was present in his village Toru despite his arrest in

U/S 15-AA Police Station Rustam and on the very next day he
sent to District Jail.

came
dated 01.09.2021 
to District Courts, Mardan from, his home where frorn he was 

namely Abid Khan No. 3293 (appellant) staged the drama
murder which theMardan. The accused Officer

of the FIR for sending accused Kamran to Jail just to facilitate, him i , ,

...„ C,™™. ~ n. —-
in a

activities is clearly a stigma on 
Police Department will stigmatize the prestige of entire Police

in criminal activities.

appellant in such like

retention of appellant in
instead of fighting crime, he has himself indulged 

could not present any cogent justification regarding his 

Keeping in view the above, I, Yaseen Farooq,
appellate authority, find no substance in the appeal

Force as 

Moreover, he
■ , innocence.

PSP Regional Police

Officer, Mardan, being the
the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit.

therefore.
Order Announced,

Regional Police Officer 
Mardan.

Dated Mardan the_Qi—j ^ H _____ /2022.

Mardan for information and
^7^^ _/ES

'copy forwarded to District Police Officer,
: No. ,62/LB dated 25.03.2022. His Service Record is

No. /

■ necessary w/r to his office Memo 

returned herewith.
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VAKALAT NAMA
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IN THE COURT OF f(P

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS
* ;

'__ (Respondent). 
(Defendant)

kA/Xa^I/We,

Do hereby appoint and constitute Tatntur AH Khan, Advocate High Court 
. Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for

proeeadings, if

-.V-^Dated 7202^
(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED//'

TAIi KHAN 
Advocate High Court 

BC~10-4240
CMC: 1^101-7395544-5 
Cell No. 0333-9390916

.{■

OFFICE:
Room # FR-8, 4^ Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
(.lantt: Peshc-'W.ar
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