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' 04.10.2022 Mr. MuhammadClerk of counsel for the appellant present.

Adeel Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Muhammad Raziq, H.C for the

respondents present.

Reply/comments have not been submitted. Learned AAG 

requested for further time. Last opportunity is granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments 25.11.2022 before S.B.

j.

-a:' .

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

i'v".
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' 23”^ June, 2022 Counsel for the appellant present and submits that vide 

order dated 24.09.2021 regarding removal from service, the 

appellant filed departmental appeal on 28.09.2021 which was 

partially accepted vide impugned order dated 05.01.2022 and 

“removal from service” was converted into “forfeiture of 

approved service of two years”. The appellant then filed this 

service appeal on 03.02.2022 which appears to be within time 

and is admitted to full hearing subject to all just and legal 

objections by the other side. The appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee and security within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 15.08.2022 before S.B.

a
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman

15.08.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. Learned 

Additional Advocate General seeks time to contact the respondents for 

submission of reply/comments. Adjourned. To 

reply/comments on 04.10.2022 before S.B. /
me up for

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

!■
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

iM 72022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Syed Sajid Ali Shah 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.

03/02/20221-

REGISTRAR

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

hearing to be put thereon (9/- ^2^X2^
2-

CHAIRMAN

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.01.04.2022

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned 

counsel is busy before the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. 

Acjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 23.06.2022 

before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)

I
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lellantDated:-31-01-2022
Through

Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

OFFICE:-
Cantonment Plaza Flat# 3/B 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar.
Cell# 0301 8804841
Email:- fnyalshahmohmancl@gmail.com
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72022

Scale Stenographer, Capital City Police
........................ Appellant

Service Appeal No-----------

Syed Sajid All Shah, Junior 
Office, Peshawar.

VERSUS

1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. „ u ,
2. Senior Superintendent of Police Co-Ordination, Peshawar.
3. District Police Officer, Khyber.
4. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.^^^^^

appellant and not granting benefits ofTHE
intervening period.

PRAYER:-

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned Order dated 05-01- 
the extent of the appellant may kindly be‘ varied/modified to the extent thereby reinstating the appellant 

in service with ail back benefits.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the appeilant was appointed as Junior Scale Stenographer 
in Poiice Department Peshawar in the year 2016 who during his 
service performed his duties with honesty and full devotion and 

to the entire satisfaction of his high ups.

2. That the appellant is at the strength of Capital City Police and 

in the year 2018 was transferred to the office of respondent No 
3 and after serving there for about 4/5 month was transferred 

back to Capital City Police, Peshawar however things went 
changed with the transfer of District Police Officer as there 

were some grouping who were catering vested interests.

3. That during the posting of the appellant at the office of 
respondent No 3, a complaint against Constable Adnan Zulfiqar 

No 42 on citizen portal that despite being transferred to CPC, 
he is not complying with such orders, which complaint the 
appellant put up to his high ups who sent the same to 
respondent No 1, upon which the SSP Co-Ordination suspend 

the said Constable however on the next very day he was again 
reinstated. Stranoelv iust after two days, the appellant along



Sibghat Ullah, Senior Clerk, were subjected towith one 
departmental action for no fault.

refuting the allegations and bringing the true facts and 

circumstances on record accordingly. (Copy of Charge Sheet & 

reply therein is enclosed as Annexure A & B).

5. That there after inquiry was conducted wherein the statement 
' of the appellant was recorded while Constable Adnan did not 

bother to join the inquiry proceedings and the inquiry officer 

keeping in view the facts and circumstances of the case 
recommended for filing the inquiry without further proceedings. 
(Copy of Enquiry Report dated T 6-06-2021 is enclosed as
Annexure C).

6. That respondent No 2 did not agreed with the inquiry report 
and requested the SSP Investigation, CCP, Peshawar for 
denovo inquiry vide Letter dated 25-06-2021 who without going 
into the facts and circumstances of the matter, submitted that 
either the inquiry file may be returned to the inquiry officer for 
its completion and revisiting of his recommendations or the 
competent authority may go against the recommendations of 
the inquiry officer and may award major of minor punishment 
vide Letter dated 02-07-2021. (Copy of de-novo inquiry 
report dated 02-07-2021 is enclosed as Annexure E).

7. That Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the appellant 
which the appellant replied in detail again refuting the 

allegations. (Copy of Final Show cause Notice & reply 

therein is enclosed as Annexure F & G).

8. That without considering the reply, record facts and 

circumstances & even recommendations of the inquiry officer, 
the appellant was awarded the major penalty of Removal from 
service by respondent No 2 vide Order dated 24-09-2021.
(Copy of Order dated 24-09-2021 is enclosed as Annexure
H).

9. That the appellant filed departmental appeal before respondent 
No 1 on 28-09-2021 who called comments of respondent No 3 
and finally the appellant was reinstated in service and his 
punishment was converted into forfeiture of approved service 

of two years and no benefits were granted for the intervening 
period vide Order dated 05-01-2022. (Copy of Departmental 
appeal, & Order dated 05-01-2022 is enclosed as Annexure 

l&J).

10. That the impugned Order dated 05-01-2022 to the extent of 
nnt- rpin‘;fatinn thp aoDellant in service with all back benefits, is
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against the law, facts and principles of justice on grounds inter- 

alia as follows:-

GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned Order is illegal, unlawful, without 
lawful authority and hence void ab-initio.

B. That mandatory provisions of law and rules have been 
badly violated by the respondents and the appellant has 
not been treated according to law and rules in violation of 
Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution.

C. That the appellant was punished by an officer who is not 
competent in law to award penalty to the appellant as 
evident from Addendum dated 29-08-2017, the order is 

thus void and corum non judice. (Copy of Addendum 
dated 29-08-2017 is enclosed as Annexure KJ.

D. That strangely Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the 
appellant under Police Rules 1975 while the appellant was 
awarded punishment under E 8t D Rules 2011, thus the 
impugned order is liable to be modified as requested on 

this score alone.

E. That during so called de-novo inquiry, no evidence was 
collected against the appellant in support of allegations 
nor the allegations were ever substantiated but even then 
adverse recommendations were made for reasons other 

than fair and bonafide.

F. That during so called de-novo inquiry no one was 
examined in presence of the appellant nor was ever the 
appellant provided with opportunity of cross examination.

G. That the note sheet speaks of anything but not fair and 

bonafide.

H. That even the authority has disagreed with the 
recommendations of the inquiry officer and that too 

without assigning any reason, thus on this score alone 

the impugned order is liable to be modified.

I. That in fact all the allegations were leveled by Constable 
Adnan Zulfiqar who is posted in the office of respondent 
No 3 and who is the hand in affairs there and who 

despite summons, did not bother to appear before the 
inquiry officer, thus the impugned order is liable to be 

varied/modified.

f
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not afforded opportunity of3. That- the appellant was 

personal hearing.

K. That the appellant has about 6 years 

unblemished service record.

L That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable 
' tribunal for further/additional grounds at the time of 

arguments.

of service with

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may kindly be 

accepted as prayed for in the heading of the appeal.
w

Any other relief deemed appropriate and not specifically asked 

for, may also be granted in favor of the appellant.

ppellantDated:-31-01-2022
Through

\ Fazal Shah Mohmand
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

\

LIST OF BOOKS

1. Constitution 1973.
2. other books as per need

CERTIFICATE:
Certified that as per instructions of my client, no other Service Appeal 
on the same subject and between the same parties has been filed 

previously or concurrently before this honorable Tribunal.

ADVOCATE

AFFIDAVIT
I, Syed Sajid AN Shah, Junior Scaie Stenographer, Capital City Poiice 
Office, Peshawar, 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.

NENT



o'*
■p.5'ruAPf^E SHEET

P.:ce''pe.arrr1^o°:p:t? auir°-re?; 

Stenoj:YaisLSajld_for the following irregularities.

reported vide his office letter 
dated 02.04.2021 that you while posted I" 
in CPC), was found indulged in ^ everyone to extort

p"oVofflL «o,K ^as pad,, =u«e,ed and 

ts filed through PMDU brought bad name for police.

No. 1050/PSO
DPO Khyber

malicious 
the complain.V

misconduct on your part and is against
This amounts to gross 

the discipline of the force."

written defenceYou are, therefore, required to submit your 
within seven days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry

Officer committee, as the case may be.
Your written defence, if any, should reach the Enquiry

specified period, failing which it shall 

defence to put in and in that case ex-
Officer/Committee within the 

be presumed that have no
parte action shall follow against yiau. ..... -

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

R^TENDED OF POLICE,SENIOR SU
COORDII^ATION, PESHAWAR

I.

S1‘i’»U-i»4-.;I0:»'-w'/N«av j).»it»hJ»eni frililoiA.'hBijii.-i ,<hcci new
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Rpnix/ to Charge Sheet

Respected Sir,

With reference to charge 
submitthe following facts in my defense.

. Dated 19.04.2021, I humblysheet bearing No.l28/PA/Coord

„ Acco,d;nsto,e..ero.DPOKhvb.r,i.isaneBed.h,.linco^

interfered In .he „fa„s of everyone for .he oPO Khyber

worfh to mention here that there was a anything wrong or I was involved

“"T ruTpra«""r.hl then DPO shL" d'have taken action againsi me. Why i. took so 

L"g Ld that too when a complaint lodged against Constable Adnan on PCP.V

:rs:«o::ti.hr, anrpfoof. l ne.er lodged -V.s=“=s=as«=\~E=B====:zx
j Peshawar for further appropriate 

placed under suspension and formal proceedings 
re-instated the other day while the proceedings 

. Nevertheless, processing a complaint 
ill-will otherwise the complaint would

^ may be
; complaint was forwarded to CCPO 

Consequently, Constable Adnan 
< initiated against him. However, he was

also waived of for reasons not known to
my duty and I did it without any malice or , ^ ,

the Commandant/CPC would have to explain for the delay.

action.;

was

me
i were 

was I
* escalate and then

cl There is another allegation levelled against me that I have allegedly lodged complaint m 
’ o'd" rgeuhe desifed posting in District Khyber. Actoally, this allegation Is beyond any 

: logic. 1 don't need to struggle for desired posting. I am a ‘'" 'J "
: through Provincial Public Service Commission and wherever I am posted, V

it is unwise to suggest that I lodged complaint or conspired

i

. at a prominent position so 
' against someone to get desired posting.

in view of the above explained position, It is requested that the allegations levelled 

; against me may be dropped.

I may also be heard in person, if the competent authority desires so.

' 2.

:• 3.

Submitted please.‘ 4.

SYED SAJID All SHAH 
Jr. Scale Stenographer 

CCP Peshawar

The Enquiry Officer
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No. /ST
Dated 16.06.2021. 
Enclosures ( ).

»!■ R/Sir,
r aHAINST .STENO SA.nD ALLSjjAn,tmoTlTRY RFEOUT ON COMPLAIN:

Office No. 129 /PA/Coord; dated 19.04.2021.
initiated against Steno Typist Sajid_^l_Sh^

of DPO Khyber committed die iollowing

Please refcr to your on the
The instant enquiry has been 

allegation that he while posted at the office

misconducts:-
. rha, he loeed iedelsed i.> groepine with the eonve.tieece of S/Clerk 

Sibghatullah.
. I le makes inlcrlcreaee in the affairs of everyone to esiort gralincalLon.

. He Hied anonymoos eomplaints against the staff of DPO Khyher in order

to desired posting.

. Me bought a bad name

DPO Khyber through PMDU.

V .

to Police for filing complaint against the staff of

called to the officeFor completion of departmental enquiry, the defaulter was 

and his statement has been recorded (h/A);-
in his statement. He furtherThe delaultcr Steno Typist spurned the allegations

deposed that aenially all the allegations have been fiscd by Constable Adnan who ts posted at 

the ofllce of DPO Khyher. running all the ofiree aflmrs of DPO Khyber, He ntiss-leaded ihe

. Moreover, the allegations leveled against him
DPO Khyber to continue his duty as Incharge 
due to professional jealousy and there is no fact in the allegations.

of alleged Steno 'fypist (Sajid.Ali Shah), PC Adnan 

attend the enquiry proceedings. '1 herefore.
} To scrutinize the statement 

'I was called time and again but he did not bother to 

’ the DPO Khyber was approached but with no result.

S

Adnan (PSO) to DPO KhyberKeeping in view the above, star witness
before the undersigned to record his stalemcnt.deliberately avoiding to appear 

Furthermore
discussion complaint, fhcreforc, if agreed the inquiry

, both the ol ficials have already been closed to Police Lines upon tire

irv in hand maV be filed without
.under 

further proceedings.
&

Dy: Siipcrintcntlcnt of Police
HQrs; CCP Peshawar.

W / SSP Coorcfination:

■ >

I*

I

t..
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y no; miM s,,„o svcd sajiio A.i;-i«SS=SSr--
staff of OPO, Khyber m

V;* •i*• a
■>’

.•V?

I with the connivance
V

,> I■s ..■*■(

:^v,pf;Sen
' " feh makes interference in 

Bbth filed anonymous 

desired posting.

, >•
S' in order to get^'r ■ 'fi
%■">'■■ ■ complaints against the■■ -...u.: * •

staff of DPOthecomplaint against
Police for fillingbad name toB Both bought a 

Khyber through PHDU.
DSP Hqrs was appointed e

to defend themselves

jr > of enpui^. the JeliAQUO™ 

A rn shift responsibii'W hh the 
they hove no concern

enquiry ended

■V'l

Af. During the course•*
nquii'Y office'.V

- ?

miserably fs'le'^-f

and mentioned few of the incomplete
, They were aleo ^ officers may be exonerated,

ommendations that the he enquiry officer
end^rstand as to now and why the e q ^ ^ ,^„„„,enda.ion.

iota ot evidence m support
-imendations against the

officers 

shoulders of others
with the-matter
dramaticaily’^lth the

■■1 am at loss to

turned so kind with
rec

l i
■f ■*. '

above reccrnmendadonsj^ho^^^^^^  ̂ „,e enquin,

offiJr for JltP'bbb'’ ^

bSquentofficermayaw fd^)

¥ ■ .submitted, please-

file either 
revisit his recom

f the Enquiry 

of defense by the
mendations o

'W

w

m t-

■ '64;:?, ;<'
&Tm police,\ .

sStifeV?^.'inydSt
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tlgation
|al6ltlf Pollpe, r
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L OFFICE OF THE
3R SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
>ORDINATION, CCP/PESHAWAR 

Phone No. 091-9213757 ‘i
VTNAl. r aTISK NOTICE

MTnripr Polpre nisciplin^»-Y P«les. 1975j
Peshawar asof Police (Coordination)

1975, do hereby serve you Stenotypist
Ahmad Khalil, Senior Superintendent1. 1, Waseem

compMen, .u.hority, th. Police Disciplinary Rules

Sajid All Shah Estate as follows:-
Thar consequenr upon completion of the depatimen.al enquiry - 
In.esrigation, Peshawar who found you guilty of the charges

irv conducted against you by SSP 
for which you were given2.(0

V opportunity o1 personal hearing,

ongoing through .he tinding. and recommendations of the inquiry ofticer the material on record 

and other connected papers including your defense before the said officer,

Ijave committed the following misconducts;

(ii) am satisfied that you

that
g,. .... has hee„ reported h, DPO Khyber vide ^ .etier No.
you (Stenotypist) while posted in the office of DPO J affairs of evcn'one to eictort

bltd^-n^d ='Serpl:,„rr;,e7r»“’hlgh. h.d „a„,e p.„ce...
lesult .hereof I, Waseem Ahmad Khalil, Senio, Super,n.endent of Police (Coordination)

major/minor penalty includingAs a
Peshawar as Competent Authority decided to impose upon you 

dismissal from service under the said Rules.

You are, therefore, require to Show Cause as 

upon you.

3

to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed
4.

is received within 7-days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you 

that case an ex-parle action shall be taken against you.
If no reply to this notice is 
have no defense to put in and in

5.

You are at liberty to be heard in person, if so wished.6.

fllA^MAD KHALIL)
(WAs:
Senior Syperintendent of Police, 

Coorllinatioii, Peshawar

/PA dated Peshawar the ^ / 7^ /202INo
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Kindly refer lo the Show Cause Notice vide No. 166/PA dated 07.07.2021.

It is submitted that consider my reply submitted already to the enquiry officer same as my reply 

to ihe Final Show Cause Notice, please.

You Ve sincerely

Syed Sajid'Ali Shah 
Jr. Scale Stenographer CCP Peshawar.

'f
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departmental proceeding against
Cyart qaiid /ill was'fcTund tSlgeS In grouping with

convenience with Senior O®* f He also filed
affairs of everyone to extort g Khyber in order to
anonymous complaints ^gain malicious practice, staff of DPO
obtain desired posting. Due suffered and complaints hied
Khyber and official P"''
rbe^^iTe"e"?050/P5O dated 02.04.Z021.

formalThis is a

ofIn this regard, he was as^EX».*^He conducted

in°hand may be filed vide Enquiry

'V

allegations. DSP H.Qrs 
the enquiry proceedings 
official has already been 
Peshawar and the ihd“lrv papers 
Report NO.1402/ST dated 16.06.2021.

withThe competent ^jJJ^y^was^re-mSked to SSP
recommendations of J.^^'Snq'uiry and submitted finding that
investigation. He c°?d^cted re enquiry delinquent official may
S^mSoTm^rpSlrm:^ Enquiry Report NO.2030/PA dated
02.07.2021

On receiving the of His^'^lal^Ltion
notice to which he received and replied. ni

is un­
cause 
plausible.

■ yiew Of the above discuss-.n..indings^of E^O and^other

material available on record it has been p^oveu ^
SLubt that SyedSaiid_Ali^hali^i^^ 

misconduct;i;^T?^cv &_Disapiine_Jxaes_^011-J^----------
ctprvice »^ith imm^4iate effect.

Ai'tENDB^^T of police
'iNATION PESHAWARSR: SUPER 

COORl

r
MO /PA/5SP/Coord: dated Peshawar t.he.jJi7.:?! f'^0/1

Copy of above is forwarded for information & n/action to:

The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
The SSP Operation, Peshawar, 

v/ The DPO Khyber.
V DSP/H'Qrs, Peshawar, 
v' Pay Officer, 
v' Assistant Secret.

EC-II along with enquiry file.

/

/



■■..almt the Order of SSP/Coordinalloil CCI> Besliawar ^ j). -----

.#44^\\is subn ; - iajid Ali Shah, Jaaior Scale Stenographer while serving as PA io SSP

OpS^Peshawai- was proceeded against departmentally on account of charges leveled against itic 
by DPO Khyber vide his office memo No, 1050/PSO dated 02.04.2021, At the conclusion of 

departmental inquiry, 1 was removed from service vide order Endst; No. 17588-94/PA/SSP,'Coord: 

dated 24.09.2021(Copy enclosed).
That after issuance of Charge Sheet, I submitted my reply to the EO (DSP HQ.s CCP 

Peshawar) and also appeared before him for personal hearing. I. is worth to mention here the EO, 
recorded his findings and submitled the same lo SSP Coordination Peshawar wherein he men.toned 
that the* aelused officials have been closed lo CCP HQrs and lurlher recommended that the enquiry

may be filey.

ii.
SubX Dcpartm

//"

V '.That after perusal of the finding report of DSP/HQs, the SSP Coordination Peshawar disagreed

with his findings i 

the saiTie charges.
That the SSP/Investigation Peshawar, instead of conducting the entire departmental proceedings 

per spirit of the de-novo proceedings, submitted a one-page opinion wherein he opined that 

the competent authority may like to go against the recommendations of the Enquiry Officer (which is 

otherwise not a binding factor) and may awarded minor/major punishment to the accused oificials.

That on receipt of report from SSP/Investigation I’eshawar, I was removed from service vide 

order endst: No. 17588-94/PA/SSP/Coord: dated 24.09.2021

? and initiated de-novo proceedings against me through SSP/Investigation Peshawar on

afresh as

Grounds of Anneal , j- t
It is worth to mention here that the entire departmental proceedings including de-novo

me in sheer violation of the amended Notification No. 4740-4850/E-Vproceedings were held against 
dated 27.08.2017 vide which powers of disciplinary action against ministerial stall of rthybei

Pakhtunkhwa Police were delegated to officers as mentioned in the said notification, (copy enclosed)

Head of Unit of Police is competent toAccording to the said notification, Addl. IGP/DIG or 
proceed against a steno typist in BPS 14 but the provisions contained in the said notification were 

removed from service on flawed and partial proceedings having no legal basisbrushed aside and I was
and that too by an officer who is not competent to initiate or held departmental proceedings against

steno typists.

Prayer
Keeping in view the above explained positions, it is requested that the entire proceedings done 

against me may be declared null and void ab-initio and I may kindly be re-instated into service.

Submitted please.

10^ 25
Syed Sajid Aii Shah 

Ex-.Ir. Scale Stenograpnci', 
CCP Peshawar

e-

k :f^i

Xk
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1 OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWARi
■ piI

ORDER.

1 This order will dispose of the departirrental, appeal preferred by Ex-Steno-typist

jSyed Sajid All Shah who was awarded the major punishment of” Removal from Service” under

SSP/Coordination Peshawar vide No.l7588-94/PA-SSP/Coord: dated

\

?E&D Rules 2011, by 

U4.09.2021.

that the.appellant while posted in the
W&M .

Shorts facts leading to the instant appeal 
office of DPO Kliyber was found indulged in grouping with connivance of Senior Clerk

are.v' 2-

ifi ? Sibghatullah, making interference in the affairs of everyone to extort gratification/money. He also 

‘ filed anonymous complaints against the staff of DPO Khyber in order to obtain desired posting.mii
He was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations and DSP/HQrs 

Peshawar, was appointed to conduct proper inquiry in order to unearth the real facts. The inquiry 

officer submitted in his findings that the staff of DPO Khyber office is deliberately avoiding to 

appear before him therefore, the inquiry may be filed. The competent authority after perusal ot the 

findings of the inquiry officer ordered for De-novo inquiry being not agreed with the inquiiy 

officer, and marked the inquiry to SSP/lnvestigation for proper inquiry. The SSP/Investigation after 

proper inquiry submitted his findings in which the accused official was found guilty. The 

competent authority in light of the findings of the inquiry officer issued him Final Show Cause 

Notice. He submitted his reply to the Final Show Cause Notice which was perused and found 

unsatisfactory. Hence was awarded the above major punishment.

■3-

H
* ■ ■

:.i '
mi
i

i He was heard in person in O.R and the relevant record along with his explanation 

perused. He contended that he is innocent in the instance case and requested for setting aside the 

punishment awarded to him by the SSP/Coordination. He also pleaded that he will not repeat the 

mistake and may be pardoned. Therefore, his appeal for reinstatement in service is hereby accepted. 

The punishment order of SSP/Coordination Peshawar issued vide No.]7588-94/PA-SSP/Coord: 
^ated 24-09-2021 is hereby set aside. He is hereby reinstated in service. His punishment is 

I converted into “forfeiture of approved service of two years”. No benefit is granted for the 

T intervening period.
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1& (ABBAS A'HSAN) PSP 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

/PA dated Peshawar the 05 / C> j /2022

!■

- 37.No
k

Copies for information and necessary action to the:-

I 1. SSP/Coord: Peshawar. 
f- 2. District Police Officer Khyber.

3. SP/HQrs: Peshawar.
4. AD/IT,.^P Peshawar.
5. PO, EC-II, alongwith complete inquiry file.
6. Official concerned.
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for Pu5jCOT»g^|^g|^SY THE

K^DER .BA3(HTUNKHWA;PE?^WAR
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AnnENDUM Dated 29/08/:^017: •'

;•:. •

cik®S§^i^L_n<= in
j^^r Gleri^^PS-11) 
nocirl/Cl^ss-lV(BPSnl_tojil

!
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/.•VV^’-.:

and Naib
SSsP/Dy Cominandants

d Ashraf NQor) PSP .;:^ 
Addi: IGP/HQrs 

For Inspector Genbral of Police • 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ■

' Peshaweir. •

.;;.;;v;;V(Muhai^
■- :•

.-■ ,

■:

M^s of^ytierPak^ , ^ ^ ,
^plSciOrPoUae Officer^ ^^hawar-, ; : :
^O ot^berPakht^a , ^ . ^
S'OTOstTayS pShtui^wa.;:

> Deputy Director Audit, CP .
Re^strar CPO Peshawar •
Budget Officer, CPOPeshawar.
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