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Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.20.01.2022

Due to general strike of the bar, the case is adjoi^d. To 

come up for preliminary hearing on 17.03.2022 before ^.B.
it

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

17.03.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

20.06.2022 for the same as before.

Reader

Junior to counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment on the ground that the learned counsel for the 

appellant is busy before the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court. 

Request accepted. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

29.07.2022 before S.B.

20.06.2022

(Fareeha Paul) 
Meniber(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

12021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Rashid Khan presented today by Mr. Fazal Shah 

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

to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

28/09/20211-

REGISTRAR •
w/

This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on
2-

t

Appellant in person present.23..11.2021

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned 

counsel is not available. Adjourned. To come u^or preliminary 

hearing on 20.01.2022 before S.B. f

A

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

r
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BFFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No^ 72021

AppellantRashid Khan

VERSUS

RespondentsPRO and others.
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Dated:-24-09-2021
Appellant

Through

Fazal shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

OFFICE:-
Cantonment Plaza Flat# 3/B 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar.
Celt# 0301 8804841
Email:- fazalsliiihmpJlIII^d-@-9-CDidLcgm
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before the service tribunal KPK PESHAWAR

/2021Service Appeal No

Rashid Khan, Constable No 92, District Police Mardan, 
Presently at Counter Terrorism Department, Headquarters,
Peshawar. Appellant

VERSUS

Khyber PakhtunkhwaPolice Officer,1. Provincial 
Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan. 
' 3. District Police Officer, Mardan.

Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUim 

/vrT 1074 FOR MnnTFVTNG/VARYING ORDER 
KTtfd 08-nq-20i4 of respondent NO ^ 

\AmFRFRY THE APPELANT 
REINSTATED IN SERVICE
PPFFFT AND THE PERIOD OF ABSENCE HAS 

pppM TRPATFn AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY AJ^
nPPARTMFNTAL APPEAL OF

HAS BEEN

' nV

^^^Td?piT^ant”has not been responded.^
THE I APj=;F OF MORE THAN THETHE

FAR DESPITE________
STATUTORY PERIOD QE NINETY DAYS.

PR AYER‘“
O^cceptance of this appeal the impugned order 

dated 08-09-2014 of respondent No 2 may kindly be 

modified/varied to the extent of reinstating the 

appellant in service from the date of dismissal with all
back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1 That the appellant was enlisted as Constable in District
'26-10-2007 and since then the 

his duties with honesty and full
Police Mardan on 
appellant performed 
devotion and to the entire satisfaction of his high ups.

2. That in the year 2010 the appellant while lastly posted 
Police Station Saro Shah, was falsely involved m 

1485 dated 25-10-2010 Under Sections 
of Police Station City Mardan, the 

24-11-2011 and was

to
case FIR No 
506/354/186 PPC
appellant was suspended on .
dismissed from service by respondent No 3 vide order



■ V
dated 07-06-2011, where against, the appellant after 
exhausting departmental remedy filed Service Appeal 
No 506/2012 and in the meanwhile the appellant was 
acquitted of the criminal case by the Court of Senior 
Civil Judge/City Magistrate Mardan vide 
Order/judgment dated 28-02-2013. It is pertinent to 
mention here that in the meanwhile the Service Appeal 
of the appellant was argued on 15-05-2014 and during 
the course of arguments, the appellant produced copy 

acquittal order and finally appeal of the appellant 
accepted, the order of appellate authority was set 

aside and the case was remanded to respondent No 2 
reconsideration of departmental appeal in the light 
acquittal order and taking into consideration all 

vide Order & Judgment dated 15-05-

of
was

for
of
relevant facts

(Copy of Acquittal Order dated 28-02-2013 
& Judgment dated 15-05-2014 in Service Appeal 
No 506/2012 are enclosed as Annexure A & B).

2014.

3 That accordingly respondent No 2 held that de-novo 
' inquiry would be futile exercise, so without ordering for 

de-novo inquiry the appellant was reinstated into 
service with immediate effect and the period of absence 
was treated as leave without pay vide order dated 08-

of Order dated 08-09-2014 is

,

09-2014. (Copy 
enclosed as Annexure C).

appellant preferred departmental appeal
04-01-2021, wherein4. That the

before respondent No . 1 ^ ^ on
respondent No 2 has filed report vide letter dated 09-
02-2021 however till dated the same has not been 
finally decided. (Copy of departmental appeal & 

Report dated 09-02-2021 is enclosed as Annexure
D & E).

on

' 5. That the impugned Order dated 08-09-2014 to the 
' extent of reinstating the appellant into service with 

immediate effect and treating the period of absence as
is against the law, facts andleave without. pay,- 

principles of justice on grounds inter-alia as follows:-

GROUND S:-

A.That the impugned Order dated 08-09-2014 to the 
'extent of reinstating the appellant with immediate 

instead of reinstating him from the date of

•‘-“s

effect
dismissal and treating the period of absence as 
leave without pay is, illegal, unlawful and void ab-
initio.
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B. That mandatory provisions of iaw and ruies have 

badiy been vioiated by the respondents and the 
appeliant has not been treated according to law 

and rules.

C. That the appellant. did nothing that amounts to 
misconduct .hence .he has been punished for no 
fault on his part, hence the impugned order, is 
liable to be modified/varied.

D. That in the impugned order it has categorically 
been held that the criminal charges after acquittal

not established, hence in view of law on the 

subject and the latest judgment of the ^ Apex 
Court, the appellant is entitled to all service 

benefits. t

E. That the law and rules on the subject are very 
much clear which favor the case of the appellant

Fundamental . Rules, Civil Service 
Regulations, General Financial Rules and Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa ESTA CODE are very much clear on 

the point.

F. That no de-novo proceedings were conducted 
rather in the impugned order it has been held that 
de-novo would be futile exercise, hence too the 
appellant cannot be kept deprived of the benefits 

of intervening period.

are

are also.'

G.That the appellant was never charged for absence 
the impugned order is liable tohence too 

modification accordingly.

H. That it has tirne and again held by the superior 
Courts that reinstating employee but not allowing 
benefits violation of Article 25. it has also been

of reinstatement, allowing
benefits is rule while refusal is an exception, 
hence too the appellant could not be kept deprived 

of his service benefits.

I. That even other wise there is no omission or 
commission on part of the appellant thus has been 

deprived of his due legal rights for no fault.

3. That the appellant has about 14 years of service 
with unblemished service record and was never 
employed gainfully during the intervening period.

held that in case

\ .

P ■ .'
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K.That the appellant .seeks the permission of this 

honorable tribunal for further/additional grounds 
at the time of arguments.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant 
may kindly be accepted as prayed for in the heading 

of the appeal.
!•

Any other relief deemed appropriate and not 
specifically asked for, may also be granted in favor 

of the appellant.

. -■v' ■■

Dated:-24-09-2021
Appellant

Through

Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

CERTIFICATE

Certified that as per instructions of my client, no Service 
Appeal on the same subject and between the same parties 
has been filed previously or concurrently before this 

Honorable Tribunal.

A D V O C A T E

AFFIDAVIT
I, Rashid Khan, Constable No 92, District Police Mardan, 
Presently at Counter Terrorism Department, Headquarters, 
Peshawar, (the appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of this Appeal, are true 
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing has been concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

C
c
DTfp 3 fiTlE M T
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

72021Service Appeal No

|( AppellantRashid Khan
11

VERSUS

RespondentsPRO and others

Application for condonation of delay if

Respectfully Submitted:-

l.That the accompanying appeal is being filed today in 

which no date of hearing has been fixed so far.

a
any

e

n

be considered as2,That the grounds of appeal may 

integral
Part of this application.

3, That the issue being of financial matter/recurnng
the limitation would have no adverse

liable to be

cause

of action hence 
implication; thus the instant appeal is
decided on merit.

4, That the law as well as the dictums of the superior 

Courts also favors decisions of cases on merit.
O

t
It is therefore prayed that on acceptance of this 

application, the delay if any in filing of appeal may 

kindly be condoned.
hi
nl

Dated:-24-09-202i
AppeTTant

through

: 1 Fazal Shah Mohmand
Kl ADVOCATE;

Supreme Court of Pakistanat
(

1 f affidavit
I Rashid KhaO; Constable No 92; District Police MardaO; 
Presently at Counter Terrorism Department, Headquarters^ 
Peshawar, (the appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of this Applicatign^ are 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from this

^cl

DE^O NTN-T
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IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, MARDAN

Case No.46/2 of 2011..

■c . :i - ij ^
I:.

iOrder—15. 
28.02.2013'.

Accused OT bail present. ^
vrhis-order of thO court is directed to dis.pdj|e 

application subrri'tted by the accused for his acquittal under 

section 249-ACr,^.C.
. 1 have hea'd the arguments of the learned counsel for 

accused and ^PP for the State and have .gone through 
file with their valuable assistance. •

From the rjcord available on file it is evident that the 
FiR has been'recistered after a considerable delay of more 
than one hour which has not been properly explained. The 
accused was cha-ge for the commission of offence under 
section 506/354/1 36 PPG but from the plain reading of the 
FIR evident that intention of the grievous hurt is

missing, thus, section 506 PPG is not applicable to the fads
putin cohuvL

02^04.2011 and charge odGfieophwas framed on 03.09.2012 
but the complainant despite several summons and warrj^nt. 
of arres.t did not turn up iDofore the corirt for recording hihi/ 
statement in support of. her version, whicli shows her least 
interest in .the case in hand. Beside this other PWs.are also 
not appifar^before the court during this period.^ This act'o'f llvt; ■ 
prosecution shows tiiat (hey are not intcresl in tlie case .'o 

hand. The other aspect of the case is (hat it has not been 
f.uppotit’d by l!u’ inrl(;pfMMkMil corrohncition .and'no mainrial 
is available on-the case to connect the accused with-the.

the

■d

of the case. Moreover, the present case was

r

1 M'■A-.;:

/

commission of offence. ,
Kfioping in view the alcove detailed discussion and . , 

• available reconl II is

' ;

,ii.I lluil'lt I:. a lit i.'-im'; (ill InVokiiHi lli-
/ / prbvision of section 249-A Cr.P.C. because- there is no 

probability of the accused being convicted in the case in '. 
................................ ......... , hand and further proceeding Jn the case would bo a futile 1 ■

‘2.-^'} 1exefeise. Thus, the accused is hereby acquitted from the
oC'3-jJ
oC’J-D

-.f* //.5-

.V.. -.■s-------- A

charges so leveled against him. He is on bail, his bail bonds 
stands,cancGilcd and his sureties aro.stand discliargcd froin• I

the liabilities of bail bonds.
• File be consigned to the record room after its . 

'necessary completion and compilation.

Ar?aot/r?cec/;
D3ted:28.02.2013.

W
7- ,\ V

(Hif)av'aPU!! aTn^a'rr)-—-—T"'" 
vSenior Givi! Judge/Cily Magistrate, Mardan

•''Cl- ;c
r-.u

a 'O \
\%

%•* I«
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SBRVICa. tribunal 1/ xhyber -pakhtoonkhwa

. p^rsHAVAR- 

service A?»eel; HO.

Bx-couetable jashid Kbap No
resident of Dako Baba Tebsil 
Mafdati ••••................

before the,.
Vf<te«aSjt XI

17'78 S/O Ay^b Khan, 
-pakbt Bhai District

Yersus ■>

•/ •\> v//>■*

'I District police oHicer, 
’ District Ks.rdan,

!-uGeneral of police, /2. Dcp^^y inspector 
District Mardan ' *</yspo.ndap*^-• '• •«*• • * • •• • •• • * • ••••••*• • •

SERVICE TRIBUNAL •UNDER SECTION ^ OFappeal 

■ act, 197^.^ ^

Respectfully sheweth;
A^ellant hnmbly snbnita as under !-

That apjellant served to the . entire 

a™.

satisfaction of his ‘

1,

service vide ordersuspended from'That appellant

dated 24-'11-201'1 heins

was
involved in crindnal case,

A' suspension order is
of T.I.R* is Annexure(copy.

Annexure 'B')*

sheeted which waa
of charge sheet/

vas charge 

appellant, (Copy
That..t.be appellant 

properly replied hy 

reply is Annexure •C')-

3.

dated J-01-2D''''vide orderThat inquiry ComBittee 

keep these papers of ■
»•« departnehtal-proceedings pending

of inquiry report
Ji •««

(copytill decision of the case,
is Annexure *D')'dated >-01-'201'l
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291
Order or other, proceedings with signature'of Judge j^|^grstra^^’^K 
ofparties where necessary. p ]

Date of Order 
or
proceedings.

• §^No. of . 
order or 
proceedings 7m32 717• • \ *.* 'fj

Appeal No. 506/2012 
rF.x-Consfable Rashid Khan-vs-PPO'. Mardan and angth^ .I;

- Appellant with counsel and Mr.Muhammad Ghani, ASI (legal) on 

behalf of respondents with AAG present. Arguments heard and record 

■perused. . •

^3 15.5.2014 ,

r
At the outset of his arguments^ the learned counsel for the 

appellant produced order dated 28.2.2013, of the Senior Civil Judge/City 

Magistrate, Mardan, whereby the appellant has been acquitted of the 

charges levelled against him in FIR No.l485 dated 25.10.2010 under 

sections 506/354/186 PPC P.S City Mardan'. The learned .counsel argued 

that charge sheet against the appellant contains the only allegation of his 

invplverhcnt in.the said criminal case, therefore, with his acquittal in the 

criminal case, charge against.the appellant would vanish and would 

longer be available to the respondent-department ko sustain. penalty 

against the .appellant. The learned .counsel further augmented; his 

arguments by pointing out that even the inquiry committee had initially 

recommended in its report/findings dated 03.1.2011 to, keep pending 

departinenial/inquiry proceedings against the appellant till decision of the 

by the competent court of law; but the competent authority did 

agree with the recommendations of the inquiry committee and, rather, 

directed for a recommendation of major penalty (sheet). According to the 

learned counsel, the inquiry committee, then, faithfully followed 

directions ,of the competent authority and recommended im'position of 

major penalty-of dismissal from service aiid treating absence period of 80 

'days of the appellant as leave without pay vide its repqrt/findings dated. 

18.4.2011. Fqllowing the recommendations, the competent authority 

issued final show cause notice ,and recorded order of dismissal on the 

leply to show cause notice by the appellant, besides ordering a separate

j
■

no

notcase

A‘tTr.5;TF:o

^.'vM
♦ IwuUInvJ*•CUs Ix-r rj»

‘X

fl
4
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inquiry against lady Constable Saira, Who was complainant in the criminal 

gainst the appellant. The learned counsel maintained that neither the 

charge of absence was levelled, against the.appellant in the charge sheet
case a

■period could be treated as leave without pay after

on the appellant.
nor the absence
imposition of major penalty of dismissal from service 

The learned counsel concluded that the lady Constable nam'ely Saira was,

however, subjected to minor 

increments with cumulative effect.

of three annualpenalty ' of stoppage

resisted by the respondents on .several

in the written reply of the respondents, wherem. the

defended on the ground that 

in accordance with law; 

the criminal charge 

sheet, subsequent;to the 

and even filing of the departmental 

20.2.2012, has changed the whole

The appeal has been

grounds mentioned

impugned action against the appellant was 

dcpartmental/inquiry proceedings were conducted

Ii

Vd ihc development of acquittal of the appellant fromI .which he was charged in the charge/or

epartmental/inquiry proceedingsT'
4ppeal by the appellaU authority on

scenario, requiring reconsideration of case , of the appellant by thei

1 appropriate departmental authority. ■
.V

on the partial acceptance of the appeal.'the order datedTherefore,
20:2.2012 of the appellate authority is,set aside and case is remanded to

i.e. D.I.G of Police,-Mardan Region-], Mardan 

ofthe case/departmehtal appeal of
the appellate authority 

(Respondent No.2) for reconsideration 

the .appellant in the light of his subsequent acquittal in 

and also in the light of fact that the appellant was never charged for

the criminal case -s?.

his*so-called absence period for 80 days wasabsence from duty but 
.rented as leave without pay. In the light of above discussion and while

consideration all relevant facts, the appellate authority shall 

fresh order within reasonable time, but in no case .beyond ■ the 

period prescribed by the law, where-after. if still aggrieved, the appellant

taking into
I' v:,

Itih

J'U
» it'*. pass a
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may have recourse to remedy available to.him under the law. There shall, 

hoNVCver, be no order as to costs.

V a

.»•
I

5
(

:7 ■
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Ibeiter copy

0 R o R R
Ex- Constable Rasheed Khan

1778 of Mardan Diauict Police against the order o 
Mardan vide OB: No, 2217 dated 07.06.2011.No. 

oPllccr.
Bieif ^cls of the case pt^e^at

charge in case FIR No. 1.485 dated 2 . 1523 charging the appellant
mardan registered on the report on La y c 1 Secretariat, in meanwhile

her a lap and threat ot dire.
from where was

was

ihai on
above mentioned Ex-constable /phndrN nave

puffed her veiling wrapper (Chadei) gave
arrested' and sent to judicial lock up

the
the refusal her
consequences. Accordingly he was 
released on bail by the couit... ......... ■’'•f ;i' rrsrtiS mS™ f

4
court.

finalizing the enquiry 
before the

on „.n.rn, nlDSP Shnilh M.«non ?« S

therefore he was
OIG/Mardan for rcinstaiemcnl ^
endorsement NO. 580/FS dated 20.02.2012.

on

I in n,nr.n,n,l .. ,,n.l I. .l.eHoi.'n.

:,’2“ :;er n'f ^ f r ■>:?'“" “ligM of Ns subscqnent aec,2t,ittal in the erim.nal ease fov passing a I.esh older.

established after acquittal from
seems1 nann no.nn lo tnnelnsinn *» ''’aigo «

„ .;7 ”/“;00 0 1 ,.n rnimn W„.,n «.
defying the ends of jus ^ b ^ and makes her position
rontltevsl irlhe^ mmuiCmnees'he is rc-instated in service with immediate effeci, 

ahsenee, period lo be ireated as leave witlioul pay

ORDER ANNOl/NCbiD

. Ivluhammad Saeed PSP. 

Deputy Inspector General of police, 

Mardan Region-1, Mardan
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

I O jGPO/IAB/PAS, dated Peshawar the 06/0172021.

The Rcgiotial Police Officer,
Mardan.

appeal AGAINST ORDHR DATED 08/09/2014.Subject:

Memo:-

Respected Sir,
. Enclosed please find herewith an application/complaint submitted 

by Rasheed Khan for necessary action 8c report by 25.01.2021 positively for onward 

submission to (he Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber PakhUinkhwa.

(DSP/PAS)
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Paklitunichwai . 
Peshawar.

n,l,G OMietJ; i'ferdnn.c.c

rbterf:.,e.8.-oi-,ZjThe AIG C&E for the favour of information pi ease;
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''"''““nT 7 I'AKHTUNKHWa,
Officfi of file Region Police Officer,

Mjirdan
Tel: 0937-9230113. Fa^’

^ •

n7-9230115

To: ■ The Provincial Police Officer 
Kfiyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

\
K ■'

DaicfJ

^■-QM2imiSTOj:iiTTTFJ) BY RA.^_HTnrn
ohj' AP-^^'.AL

KT' - ORDER DATFif^
, Men

■ dlv efer to your office Memo: 
the eubjee: noted above.

,, . by Constable Ra.sHeed Kh
oMhis Dislnct Mankm is as under;-

1- I liat .applicant wliiJc posted at Police Station Saro Shah 

case vide FIR No. I4S5 dated 25 

Mardejn.

2. That on

No. 109- ,10/CPO/T AB/PAS dated 06-0)-:02.i

Ji :
an No.

was involved in'a crimirtal 
-10-2010 u/,s 506/35/186 PPG Police Station City

account of aforementioned allegations, the applicant 

statement of aI!ci;ations
was issued chart^e sheet

and "'as entrusted to the then DSP ShNHi 
^ Walloon and I.ato SI Ali Gohar .Khan Legal Branch.

J (lat during tiic course of enquijy, the applicant Wds conlacted time and 
-'‘ber he appeared bcMro the cn,u,rv';ni..m.

:r : -.-bntitted its nndings 'tM.; ihe
-^''quii) paptis may please be kept intact til] the decisi 
court of law.

ision ofthe case by the competent

The then DPO did Itot agree with the findings of Enquio'
enquiry papers to the Ihcr: DSP Sheikh Maltoon and Late SI Ali Gnha ■ r^tr , 

Bi'-nph, 0» of M„|,.f teM MoiLTc

Officers and' returned

course of enquiry the applicant was provided full-fiedged 

in his defence,' but he failed.
pportiinity to produce evidence/grounds i

Therefore, 
the Enquiry Officers recommended ' N

after ftiiniment of all legal rmd codal fomialities, 

the applicant for awarding major punishment of dismissal 
ab.scnce period eighty (80) days may also be 

T Therefore, the applicant

from service and his
counted as leave without pay.

dausc Notice to which his reply 

was awarded major punishment of

was issued Final Show C
I'cceivcd but fount 

dismissal from

was.
-satisfactory hence, heun

WcTS(realcd,a,s leave without 

misconduct ol applicant.
! which does coinmensurafe with (he gfn\-it\' of

• - e^.'
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. ii.pt applicant prefeired departmental appeal before the then DIG Mardan for re-| 

instair-n’cnt in service, but the same was filed vide order No. 5R0/HS dated 20-02- 

2012.

7. That applicant approached the Khyber Pakhtunldiwa Service Tribunal through 

Service Appeal No. 506/2012. The Service Tribunal vide order dated 15-05-2014 

accepted appeal of the’applicant with the directions to the department that “the oi'der 

dated 20-02-2012 of the appellate authority is set aside and case is- remanded to the 

appellat-c authority i.e D.I.G of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan for consideration of 

the case/departmental appeal of the appellant in the light of his subsequent'acquittal 

in the criminal case fe r pas,'r'htg.a T'^sh order”.

8. As per directions of the 'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, the then'DIG Mardan 

..(appellate authority) perused-the case and the applicant was reinstated in service with

immediate effect and his absence period was treated as leave without pay order No. 

5930/BS dated 04-09-2014.

9. The applicant was required to file appeal instead o'f application.

Keeping in view the above, it is therefore, requested that complaint r.T the 

complainant may very kindly be filed.

-O'.

Regional Pidice Orficer. 
Mardan

P



-7- ‘N-1

Police Access Service (PAS) cpo Peshawar
f

Diary No: PAS./

4^ / / 2021.If;
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Phone No: - 091-9223576
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VAKALATNAMA

k BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

-I1-'/2021Service Appeal No.

.AppellantRashid Khan

VERSUS

Respondent(s)P.P.O & others

I, the undersigned, do hereby appoint and constitute,
Fazal Shah Mohmand Advocate Supreme Court & Rabia
Muzaffar Advocate. To act, appear and plead in the above-mentioned matter 
and to withdraw or compromise the said matter or submit to arbitration any 
differences or dispute that shall arise touching or in any manner relating to the 
said matter and to receive money and grant receipts therefore and to do all other 
acts and things which may be necessary to be done for the progress and the 
course of the prosecution of the said matter.

1. To draft and sign files at necessary pleadings, applications, objections, 
affidavits or other documents as shall be deemed necessary and 

advisable for the prosecution of the said matter at all its stages.

2. To employ any other Legal Practitioner, authorizing him to exercise the 

power as conferred on the undersigned Advocate, wherever he may 
think fit to do so.

AND I hereby agree to ratify whatever the Advocate or his substitute shall do 

in the above matter. I also hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or his 

substitute responsible for the result of the said matter In consequence of his 

absence from the Court when the said matter is called up for hearing. I further 

hereby agree that in the event for the whole or any part of the fee to be paid to 

the Advocate remaining unpaid, he shall be entitled to withdraw from the above 
matter. Received by me on

LI

ACCEPTED BY;

Fazal Shah Mohmand
CRFT^yBY:

&
jAdvocate,

Supreme Court of Pakistan.
A Muzaffar 

Advocate Peshawar

OFFICE:-Cantonment Plaza Fiat 3/B Khvber Bazar Peshawar Cell# 0301 8804841
/Clerk) Cell# 03339214136
Email: - fazalshahmohmand@Qmail.com.

mailto:fazalshahmohmand@Qmail.com

