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if" Oct 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. . Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment on 

the ground that he has not prepared the brief. Adjourned as a 

last chance to argue the case on the next date^ failing which the 

case will be decided on the available record without arguments 

on 24.11.2022 before D.B at camp court D.I.Khan. P.P given to 

the parties. >4

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

Camp Court D.I.Khan

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present.24.05.2022

He requested for adjournment in order to prepare the brief 
of the case. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

27.07.2022 before S.B at Camp Court, D.I.Khan.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, D.I.Khan
/
i
i/; i.*V^i i 1

27^*' September, 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel for the appellant submits that against 
the impugned order of awarding minor punishment of forfeiture 
of two years approved service passed by the DPO, D.I.Khan on 
29.05.2020, the appellant bled departmental appeal which was 
rejected by the Regional Police Officer on 14.10.2020. Where­
after revision petition was filed before the IGP which was 
dismissed vide order bearing endorsement No. 3289-99 dated 
06.08.2021 and according to the appellant that was not 
communicated to him and he had applied, for copy of the same 
was supplied on 13.09.2021. The appellant filed this appeal on 
20.10.2021 which is though slightly barred by limitation. This 
appeal is admitted to full hearing subject to all just and legal 
objections by the other side regarding limitation. Mr. Kahlil, SI 
for the respondents present and submitted that the respondents 
had already prepared reply in this appeal, therefore, they 
accepted the notice of this appeal and since the reply has been 
filed, the appeal be fixed before the D.B for arguments. To 
come up for arguments on 27.10.2022 before D.B at camp 
court D.I.Khan.

. AppG
Secuniy lA Proces:, Fee

a
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
Camp Court D.I.Khan
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

77 72/2021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Ehsan Ullah resubmitted today by 

Mr. Muhammad Saeed Bhutta Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for prefer order please.

18/11/20211-

-fiU
REGISTRAR,

This case is entrusted to S. Bench at D.l Khan for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on
2-

CHAIRMAN

Counsel for the appellant seeks some time to assist 
the court. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing 

on 24.05.2022 before S.B at camp court, D.IJ^an. .

29.03.2022

\

CHAIRMAN, 
Camp Court, D.I.Khan

1
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The appeal of Mr. Ehsan Ullah S/0 Haji Kashmir Khan, Caste Marwat, L.H.C No.1071 

presently posted at PS Paniyala, R/0 P/0 Gilloti, Paniyala, Tehsil Paharpur and District D.I.Khan 

received today i.e. on 20.10.2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1. Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2. Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
3. Approved file cover is not used.
4. Member copy should be attached in separate file cover.
5. Certificate be given to the effect that the appellant has not been filed any service 

appeal earlier on the subject matter before this Tribunal.
6. Impugned Order dated 14/10/2020 & 24/08/2021 attached with the appeal are 

illegible which may be replaced by legible/bettef one.
7. Two more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. cpmplete in ail respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.

ys.T,No.

Dt. o /2021
------- iW

REGISTRAR ^
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Muhammad Saeed Bhutta Adv.
High Court D.I.Khan. T]) ^
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BEFORE KHYBER PKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

Case Title: hVv£G,V\ \a\iWVv< vs

NoYesContentsS.#
This appeal has been presented by:
Whether Counsel / Appellant / Respondent / Deponent have signed the 
requisite documents?

1.

2.
Whether Appeal is within time?3.
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

4.
5.

Whether affidavit is appended?6.
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
subject, furnished?^

7.
8.

9.

Whether annexures are legible?10.
Whether annexures are attested?11.
Whether copies of annexures are readable/ciear?
Whether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D.A.G?____________
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?___________________
Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?___________
Whether appeal contains cuttings/overwriting?________________
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

12.
13.

14.

15.
16.
17.

Whether case relate to this Court?18.
Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?______
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

19.
20.

Whether addresses of parties given are complete?21.
Whether index filed?22.
Whether index is correct?23.
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? on 
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent
to respondents? on __________________________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? on

24.

25.

26.

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? on _____________________________27.

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

Name:

;
Signature:

Dated:
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
PESHAWAR

of 2021.S.T.A No
DPOD.I.Khan etcEhsan Ullah Versus

INDEX

Page #Description of Documents AnnexureS #

Memo and Grounds for STA1

Copy of Memo of Address2 7
Copy of impugned order of 

DPO D.I.Khan

"A"3

Copy of impugned order of 
Regional Police Officer 

D.I.Khan alongwith Copy of 

appeal

4

\0"B"

Copy of impugned order of 
Inspector General of Police of 
KPK Peshwar Alongwith Copy 

of revision petition

5

«C "

Vakalatnama6
\7-\2

Your Htfmble appellant

•lah I.H.C No.1071Ehsa/10/2021Dated:

Through Counsel

/7 SMuharhma utta
it^^iiigh Court DIKhan.Adv< 7

/ /i.
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f BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
PESHAWAR

of 2021.

K!w!>er Pal«htul<bv*a 
Scfvscc

^ohPj'M111^ Diary No.

S.T.A No,
Dated

Ehsan Ullah S/o Haji Kashmir Khan Caste Marwta P/o Gilloti Tehsil 
Pharpur Paniyala District D.I.Khan I.H.C iMo.1071 presently Posted at 

PS Paniyala District DIKhan.

Appellant.

VERSUS

1.District Police officer DIKhan.

2.Regional Police Officer DIKhan.

3.Provincial Police Officer/Inspector General of Police KPK Pesha\war.

'esito-day Respondents.

TRIBUNAL APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 06- 

PASSED BY THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK 

WHICH THE REVISION PETITION FILED BY 

AGAINST THE ORDER PASSED BY THE

^ Id SERVICE 

08-2021 

PESHAWAR VIDE
THE APPELLANT 

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER DIKHAN DATED 14-10-2020 WAS
WHEREAS THE ORDER OF THE DISTRICT POLICEREJECTED

OFFICER DIKHAN DATED 29-06-2020 WAS MAINTAINED AND 

^1 UPHELD TO WHICH THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED PENALITY 

FORFEITURE OF TWO YEARS APPROVED SERVICE ON THE
PA.
i| OF

S GROUNDS THAT THE APPELLANT HAD NOT CHECKED THE
%
ft.

NO.EA/3054 LOADED WITH BURNING WOOD AT HIS 

HATALA CHECKPOST TEHSIL KULACHI
£ TRUCK

CHECK POST AT
t.v

THROUGH WHICH THE SAID TRUCKDISTRICT DIKHAN 

SUCCEEDED TO SMUGGLE ALMONDS FROM YOUR CHECK POST
WAS SEIZED AT KUNDIYAN CHECK POST DISTRICTBUT

MIANWALI (PUNJAB BRANCH).



I
PRAYER:-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT APPEAL TO SET ASIDE THE 

IMPUGNED ORDERS OF THE THREE FORUMS BELOW AND TO 

ABSOLVE THE APPELLANT FROM PENALITY AWARDED TO HIM 

FOR FOFEITURE OF HIS TWO YEARS SERVICE.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.

1. That the appellant was posted as L.H.C. Incharge Hataia Check 

post Tehsil Kulachi at DIKhan and a truck No. EA 3054 loaded with fire 

wood was passed towards Punjab side but when it reached at check 

post Kundiyan District Miyanwali it was found that some bags of 
almonds were hidden under the fire wood and were being smuggled to 

Punjab Province and the Incharge of Kundiyan Check post captured it 

and an inquiry to this effect was ordered to be conducted as the 

appellant has not performed his duty properly due to which the truck 

inquestion passed through the check post of the appellant and^ 

succeeded to reach in the limits of Punjab Province. It was negligence 

and^he misconduct on the part of the appellant as alleged by the 

respondent.

2. That after completion of the inquiry the appellant was found guilty 

and was awarded punishment for forfeiture of his two years service 

vide order dated 29-06-2020 passed by District Police Officer DIKhan. 

The copy of the order is enclosed as Annexure A.

3. That dissatisfied with the aforesaid order of the DPO DIKhan the 

appellant filed an appeal before the Regional Police Officer DIKhan but 
he rejected the appeal of the appellant on flimsy grounds vide his 

ordeij dated 14-10-2020. The copy of the order along with grounds of 

appeal is enclosed as Annexure B.

4. That aggrieved with the orders of the two forums below the 

appellant filed the revision petition before the Inspector General of

IL



^lice KPK Peshawar who also rejected the same vide order dated 06 

08-2021. The copy of the order along with grounds of revision is 

enclosed as Annexure C.

5. That the appellant has now come in appeal before this honorable 

Service Tribunal for setting aside the impugned orders of the three 

forums below and to exhonerate the appellant for the charges levelled 

against him on inter alia the following grounds.

GROUNDS.

1. That the impugned orders of all the three forums below are. against 

facts, law and justice.

2. That the appellant is a senior employee of the police department 
DIKhan and has got more than 21 years qualifying service record at 

his credit and is innocent.

3. TOat during his long tenure of service no charge of misconduct or 

ti^ligence was ever levelled against the appellant and the appellant 

performed his duties to the entire satisfaction of his superiors.

4. That the District Police Officer DIKhan had not afforded the 

opportunity of personal hearing to the appellant and has passed the 

impugned order arbitrarily.- The inquiry officer has also not associated 

the appellant with the inquiry proceedings and has submitted his 

report arbitrarily. Thus the impugned order of the DPO DIKhan is not 

maintainable.

5. That the Regional Police Officer DIKhan and the Inspector General 

of Police have also passed impugned orders very cursory manner and 

have not appreciated the facts reported appellant. That the appellant
4

have* his unblemished record of the service have not been appreciated 

properly and there is no evidence available against the petitioner for 

his negligence and misconduct and proper procedure was not adopted 

by the three forums mentioned above.



6. That the most important aspect of the case the truck by the 

appellant at Hatala checkpost Tehsil Kulachi District DIKhan and
nothing sort was found therein that was taking fire wood and was not

The said truck wasequipped with smuggled goods like almonds, 
travelled about 200/300 Km away freely with out any check by the
appellant appellant was supposed accompany with it towards Punjab 

Province however at the time of checking staff of Kundiyan check Post 

District Mianwali Punjab Province was found that the truck in question 

loaded with smuggled almonds bags hidden under the burning 

wood. In attending circumstances can safely gathered that the truck 

driver might loaded almonds in truck place situated between the limits 

of DIKhan and Mianwali District after passing the Hatala checkpost 
Tehsil Kulachi District DIKhan. one can over rule such. The appellant 

has been made scapegoat with malafide intention.

was

Therefore, In wake of the submissions made above it is 

respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this appeal the 

impugned orders of the three forums below may graciously be 

set aside and the appellant may please be absolved from the 

charge levelled against him to meet the end of justice.

Your Humble appellant

Ehsan/UlfatTI.H.C No.1071 

Through Counsel

Muhamm^^ae^ Bhutta 

A^oe^e^iig^Giburt DIKhan.

/'1 / //
/



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
PESHAWAR

Of 2021.S.T.A No__
Ehsan Ullah District Police officer DIKhan etcVs

AFFIDAVIT

1, Ehsan Ullah S/o Haji Kashmir Khan Caste Marwta P/o Gilloti Tehsil 

Pharpur Paniyala District D.I.Khan I.H.C No.1071 presently Posted at 
PS Paniyala District DIKhan, appeiiant do hereby soiemniy affirm & 

declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying'appeal are true 

& correct to the best of my knowledge & belief & that nothing has been 

concealed from this Honorable Service Tribunal.

Depof^nt

i.

Identified by

M u h a m m a
oeaite>iy^n^^urt DIKhan

/
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
PESHAWAR

of 2021.S.T.A No

MEMO OF ADDRESS

Ehsan Ullah S/o Haji Kashmir Khan Caste Marwta P/o Gilloti Tehsil 
Pharpur Paniyala District D.I.Khan I.H.C No,1071 presentiy Posted at 

PS Paniyala District DIKhan.

Appellant.

VERSUS

1.District Police officer DIKhan.

2.Regional Police Officer DIKhan.
V

3.Provincial Police Officer/Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Your humble appellant

*.

I.H.C No.1071Ehsa 

through Counsel
i

Z 1/ I

l(ighy:oart DIKhan,
uham 

yotate I
i
f
I

/
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OI^FICEOFTHE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN

Tel: (0966) 9280062 
Fax (0966) 9280293

I :
;

ofd 7.'^/osMzo - •/l/A. ( •//
’ 5
i

ORDER
i

This order will dispose of departmental proceedings conducted 

against HC Ehsan Ullah No.1071 of this district Police, under the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 (amendment 2014).

•i-

■ i

;

While he posted as Incharge at Hathala Check Post, suspicious 

truck bearing No.EA-3054 loaded with burning wood was passed through 

hi's Check Post on 14.04.2020, timing from 06:00 hours to 14:00 hours 

without any proper checking. The said truck was checked in Punjab in 

which almonds were hidden under the burning woods. This act on his part 

amounts to gross misconduct and negligence and lack of inter,est in official 

duties which is punishable under the rules.

?!
V

S;
'i

•K
\i.

—:•

For the above, thoughtful/professional misconduct of the 

accused official, charge sheet along-with statement of allegations was 

served upon the accused official. An enquiry was conducted into the 

matter through Mr. Muhammad Saleem Tariq, DSP HQrs: Dl Khan 

appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize/investigate the conduct of 

d-efficial. The Enquiry Officer submitted hjs finding report and 

recommended for Minor Punishment.

ii

r
i'

wasj

accuse
ii.

I
5'- 1

Foregoing in view of finding and recommendations of the 

Enquiry Officer, the undersigned came to the conclusion that the charge 

levelled against the accused official has been established beyond any ■ 

shadow of doubt.

r

■

3
Therefore, in' exercise of powers conferred upon me^under the 

ibid rules I, Capt. © Wahid Mehmood, DisJ^Police Officer, D! Khan, 
award him Minor Puriishment of forfeitule oAtwo years approved

service.

Capt: © WAHID MEHMOOD, PSP 
District Police Officer 

Dera Ismail Khan

i
>

i^l& \
V
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....

OFi-lCi: 0>-THE
RtGlONAL police: OFPlCiHR 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN.
: REGION

5

>NI ■ -i

.
No, 9/9i^__,''£5. / •

Datsd 01 Khan •.'vj ‘iLi/l0/202CI

oj_d_LB.i■■■)

urc^. MH•^spa'Tm£ni:.-)l, appeN 
HCEh.^n Jl(3h iMr, 10/1 or District Police DlKhan against the minor punishment order

approved service by DPO DlKhan vide 03 No. T228'dated 
U2.(Jo.2020, on.the followinR yllCRations;

.1

l^.■M ofi
I

! '- 
•. -' i

i
1

...... “ • “s
I Ov Cm r.-..04.2020 Cirnint:: from 0600hrs to-'t^OChrs without any proper cherkinp ' 

.he sa,d trucK was chocked in the Punjab check po.st kundion.District Mianwali,in which ' 
alino.id', v.'ere found hidden under the burning wood ;.

. ______ y charge .sheet: and p,-op..T depa.rtrienral proceedings
.......... . inquiry mto the rnattor was cond'-icted by Mr, Muhammad Sal.’'-'>n

i;.nq me men D:iP^|as D.l.Knan who submitted his.findings report ^nd recommei^od 
Ml n ,0. Minar Punishment. In the light of recomme.lriations of enquiry officer 
D.l.Knan nas passed the order doted Ci2.0b.2020..

order nir-,pr-r''ir'^"'''''u^''' """ Lindersi,..;ned on 06.07.2020 against the
M Li ^ D.l Knan. His appeal was sent to DPO DlKhan for comments and to provide 

..MMCC lecord vide this office End't; No. 2720/i-:.S d,uod.0i5.a7,?.02Cj. DPO DlKhan vide 
.. ^ MCI.- niOiMu; NO. AlSir/tC dined 2d.07.2U2U 1k::, lumishcd tiic comments'on'tin-

siJs;.'iLioi.,'.

i

1

1
were

13

DPC

r.

'i f:>. :

"I! i.iKH>rsii;nuu permoo Ihc.cmqu.r, :il» qf tl.c 5=,re||,,nr thoi-ourhlv 
■ w.,, .. ,i„, in i„ 13.09..2020. As per findings o: rhe

onqn,,y ofneer, ine cherges of mi3COndocf stand proved again-.t the dof,-,niter Htar he

;

A

|;

■ /^'^i-si'd'-d.I.YASEEMPAROOQ, Region,;,i Polite Officer, Oera Ismail Kfran,
anfTTd“or°:f ontiqr R:jle-U(r!){a) of Police Rules 1975
a y flip minor punishment of two yeans approved service aivarded by DPO

, D.l.nnan upliold the order of penalty and his appeal is hereby rejected
. PflDCR ANNOUNCFO - ^ ‘

i:
I

.

*

(YASEEN f AROOQ})P5P
Regional Police OFHClik

Dri’A Ismail Khan

V.!
V.
■i

/ES

I Copy of above Slongwith service record is sent to thd OPC DlKhanfi: '
I . if

•1.
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CfOp-l°
'i ' :i" >-

Office of the 
Regional Police officer 
Dera Ismail Khan 

14-10-2020No. V Dated Dl Khan the

ORDER:

This order is aimed to dispose of the departmental appeal of HC EHSAN 

ULLAH No.l071of district Police DIKHAN against the minor punishment order i.e 

forfeiture of two years approved service by DPO DIKHAN vide OB No.1228 dated 

02.06.2020; on the following allegations:,
Facts of the case are that he while posted as I/C at Hathaia Check Post, 

suspicious truck bearing No.EA-3054 loaded with burning wood passed through 

his check post on 14.04.2020 timing from 06:00hrs to 14:00hrs without any 

proper checking. The said Truck was checked in the Punjab Check post Kundian, 
District Mianwali, in which almonds were found hidden under the burning woods.

He was issued charge sheet and proper departmental proceedings were 

initiated against him. Enquiry into the matter was conducted by Mr. Muhammad 

Saleem Tarip; the then DSP HQs D.l.Khan who submitted his findings report and 

recommended him for Minor Punishment. In the light of recommendation of 
enquiry officer, DPO D.l.Khan has passed the order dated 02.06.2020.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned on 06.07.2020 against the order 

of DPO DIKHAN. His appeal was sent ot DPO DIKHAN for comments and to 

provide his service record vide this office Endst: No. 2720/Es dated 06-07-2020. 
DPO DIKHAN vide his office memo: No. 4837/EC dated 20.07.2020 has furnished 

the comments on the subject appeal.
The undersigned perused the enquiry file of the appellant thoroughly as 

well as heard him in person in Orderly Room on 23.09.2020, As per findings of the 

enquiry officer, the charges of misconduct stand proved against the defaulter HC 

as he failed to check the truck whereas it was checked in Punjab check post and 

smuggled items were recovered.
Therefore, I, YASEEN FAROOQ, Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, in 

exercise of the powers conferred upon me under Rule-ll(4)(a) of Police rules 

1975 amended 2014, the minor punishment of two years approved service 

awarded by DPO D.l.Khan uphold the order of penalty and his appeal is hereby 
rejected.
ORDER ANNOUNCED

(YASEEN FAROOQ)PSP
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN
N0.9194/ES
Copy of above alongwith service record is sent to the DPO DIKHAN
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^ INSPECTOK GENEIIALOFPOUCE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHV/A

mr,\ OFFICE OF THEfin? V

4 fij y.2S
\\tl?sl62.i

\
V PESHAWAR,

This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition uiiddf 'Ruf^Vr'-A';of Khybe'r^^
ORDER

PakhUihkhwa Police Rulc-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Hcnd Constable Elisan Ullnh No. 1071. 
The petitioner was awarded penally of forfeiture of two years approved service by District Police Officer, 
D.I,Khan vide 013 No. 1228, dated 02.06,2020 on the allegations that he while posted at I/C Hathala Check 
Po.st, suspiciou.s truck bearing No. EA-3054 loaded with burning wood passed through his check post on 
14.04,2020 timing from 06:00 hrs to 14:00 hrs without any proper checking. The said truck was checked in 
(he Punjab check post Kundian District Mianwali in which almonds were found hidden under the burning 
woods. >lis appeal was rejected by Regional Police Officer, D.I.Khan vide order No. 919.1'9194/ES, dated 
14.10.2020,

!

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 15.07.2021 wherein petitioner was heard in person. 
Petitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.

Perusal of enquiry papers reveals that the allegations lcve[cd against the petitioner have been 
proved ns he failed to check the truck whereas it was checked in Punjab check post and smuggled items 
were recovered. The Board see no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, therefore, the Board 
decided that his petition is hereby rejected,

I
i!
j

Sd/-
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police. 
HQis: Khybcr Pakhtunkhwo, Peshawar.

No.

ii' Copy of the above is forwarded (o (he:

1. Regional Police Officer, D.l.Khnn. One Service Roll, one Fnuji and coniplele enquiry

•papers of the above named HC received vide your office Memo: No. 415/ES, dated 26,01.2021 
and No. 1731/ES, dated 30,04.2021 respectively is returned herewith for your office record.

2. District Police Officer, D.I.Khan.

3. PSO to IGP/Khybcr PakhUinkhwa. CPO Peshawar.

.4. AIG/Legnl. Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

6. PA to DlG/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. '

7. Office Supdl: E'lV CPO Peshawar.^^'j
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I For InspcclorjBenera! of Police, 
Khybc^rJpE^i{iinkhwa, Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUN KHUWA 

PESHAWAR

ORDER
This order hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Head> 

Constable EHSAN ULLAH No.l071. The petitioner was awarded penalty of 
forfeiture of two years approved service by District Police Officer, D.I.Khan vide 

OB No. 1228, dated 02.06.2020 on the allegations that he while posted at I/C 

Hathala Check Post, suspicious truck bearing No. EA-3054 loaded with burning 

wood passed through his check post on 14.04.2020 timing from 6:00 hrs to 14:00 

hrs without any proper checking. The said truck was checked in the Punjab check 

post Kundian District Mianwali in which almonds were found hidden under the 

burning woods. His appeal was rejected by Regional Police Officer, D.I.Khan vide 

order No.9193-9194/ES, dated 14.10.2020.
Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 15.07.2021 wherein petitioner was 

heard in person. Petitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.
Perusal of enquiry papers reveals that the allegations leveled against the 

petitioner have been proved as he failed to check the truck whereas it was 

.checked in Punjab check post and smuggled items were recovered. The Board see 

no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, therefore, the Board 

decided that his petition is hereby rejected.
sdA

KASHIFAIAM, PSP
Additional Inspector Genera! of Police, 
HQrs: Khyber PakhtunKhuwa, Peshawar.

No.S/3289-99/21,dt 06-08-2021
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Regional Police Officer, D.I.Khan, One service Roll, one Fauji Missal 
alongwith copy of complete enquiry file of the above named HC received 
vide your office Memo: No. 415/ES, dated 26.01.2021 and No, 1731/ES, 
dated 30.04.2021 respectively Is returned herewith for your office record.

2. District Police Officer, D.I.Khan.
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Kyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

(IRFAN ULLAH KHAN) PSP
AIG/Establishment,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber PakhtunKhuwa, Peshawar.
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To:; i Worthy Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Police, 
Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. '

r

. Through: Proper Channel.
: ■

Subject: Revision Petition Under Rule 11-A of Police RuIes-1975 Against Order Of DPQ 
P.I.Khan Passed over Ob No.l228 dated 2.6.2020 and Consequential Annellate
Order of RPO/DIG. P.I.Khan, jPassed Over No.2222 Dated 1fi.in.2nin

Reverend Sir,

Respectfully, the petitioner states as uhder,

1. That the petitioner was enrolled as Constable in the Police Department at district of 
Dera Ismail Khan and earned promotion to the rank of Head Constable, earning good will 

' and praise from his superiors for his hard work and devotion. The petitioner has about 20 
years of unblemished service and has always served the department with due diligence, , 
dedication and to the utter satisfaction of his superiors. Service record of the petitioner is 
second to none and no adverse inference was ever drawn by the superiors since noticing 
of the sort was ever conveyed to the petitioner.

That the petitioner always has striven hard to discharge and fulfill the duties and tasks 
assigned to him with due diligence and dedication. Service record of the appellant is 
clean and devoid of any adverse marking.

That during April-2020 the petitioner Was subjected to departmental action on the 
allegation of misconduct Bl negligence in discharge of official duties.

That the matter was assigned for inquiry to DSP/Hqs, D.I.Khan who while pushing the 
proceedings in a slipshod manner, conveyed'complicity on part of the petitioner in his 
inquiry report yet without any lawful, justifiable and sustainable basis or foundation or 
evidence brought on records in any manner yet recommended award of minor 
punishment to the petitioner. .

That the petitioner was in no manner involved in any misconduct but was condemned for 
an apparent misconceived opinion drawn on the basis of an erroneous inquiry report.

That the matter having been put-up for consideration to the authority i.e DPO, D.I.Khan 
culminated in award of punishment to the petitioner of the kind “Forfeiture of 2 years of 
approved service” after a cursory proceedings yet neither held nor processed in,

' accordance with the provisions of the relevant rules.

7. pat p comip to know of the impugned order a departmental appeal was preferred with 
the office of RPO/DIG, D.I.Khan which also failed vide order dated 16.10,2020 yet 
without proper appraisal of facts and law / rules on the subject. Copies of impuened, 
orders are placed herewith at Annexes-A & B, respectively.

That aggrieved from the orders of DPO & RPO/ DIG, D.I.Khan and left with no other 
remedy, the petit,loner approaches your kind office seeking revision of tlie impugned 
orders on gracious acceptance of the instant petition on grounds hereinafter preferred.

i

%<:
2.

ii •

3.

4.

;; ■

i;
5.

6.

t

8.

t
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Grounds:
ii i
j;• ,!•i I. That he order passed by^DPO, D.TKhan'^and consequential order of departmental 

appellate authonty ,.e RPO/ DIG, D.I.Khan, as impugned hereby, are cUscriminatory
afaSh " factually incorrect, utra-vires, void ab-initio and mitoe
agamst the principles of natural justice thus are liable to be set-aside and nullified,

2. That the petitioner is innocent and has been subjected to the penalty for

length of service rendered for the department While ■
i.i rs ™ .* ,1. p„™

DI Khan th ^ passed by DPO, D.I.Khan & consequential order of RPO/DIG 
?f ju^“, ' ® ="‘-aaide in the interest

5. That_ the petitioner has been virtually condemned unheard and never was afforded with an

ii

!

; !

;
no fault on his

Prayer:
i

Dated: a

s

i
/;;

!:
Humble Petitioner,

(Ehsan Ullah) Petitioner,
Head Constable No. 1071 
Police Station Kulachi, 
District Dera Ismail Khan.
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[■Advocate 
i bc-14-5125
; Date of issue: February 2019 
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:

if:.Advocate 
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Date of issue; March 2019 

: Valid upto: March 2022

;

11(

i«ihK -vNi 
^eCratary . i

' KP Bar Council.r
*-v' rjr,; :r:

■V-

• /!) Li;
' "T'' ■ • V- «

; C-,■■■ ii/ju).uU>l■.i> /A ''oA- 0-P-n fbiU
____

—fAlJ/jJif
L/ ^ “

>

6*».' :
o-

;i

. //f:d:r
M s

\

I

;.
i.

i!

I

i-' /)
1

t:
ii .1
!;

I

ii
:! (I ,^jy

(..

i\ s Jlt * - . 4 «
*

j; »

^^C/L^Jc/I

! ( .Ly r;
/
i 1- - -i
1 ■ L- :f

s •'.r

I



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.-i

Service Appeal No. 7772/2021

Ehsan Ullah s/o Haji Kashmir Caste Marwat r/o P/0 Gilloti Tehsil Paharpur 
District Dera Ismail Khan, IHC NO. 1071 ...(Appellant)

Versus

1. The District Police Officer, DIKhan.

2. The Regional Police Officer, DIKhan.

3. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshavwar.

...(Respondents)

WRITTEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS No. 1 to 3

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

2. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

4. That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.

5. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from the Honourable Tribunal.

REPLY ON FACTS

Correct to the extent that the appellant while posted as Incharge Police Checkpost 

CRBC, on 14.04.2020 between 06:00 to 10:00 hrs a suspicious truck No. EA-3054 

loaded with fire-woods passed without any checking, the said truck was caught at 

the Punjab check post Kundian Mianwali having almonds hidden under the fire­

woods which shows gross misconduct, negligence and lack of interest in official 

duties.

1.

2. Correct to the extent that after completion of inquiry, the Enquiry Officer found him ' 

guilty, hence was awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of two years approved 

service vide OB No. 1228, dated 02.06.2020. (Copy Annexed "A")



Correct to the extent that his departmental appeal was rejected by worthy RPO 

DlKhan vide order No.9193-94/ES, dated 14.10.2020, as the allegations were 

proved against him. (Copy Annexed "B")

Correct to the extent that the appellant filed a revision petition to the worthy 

Inspector General of Police KP Peshawar. A meeting of Appellate Board was held on 

15.07.2021 and the appellant was heard in person. Perusal of enquiry papers 

reveals that the allegations levelled against the appellant stand confirmed as he 

failed to check the truck whereas the same was intercepted at Punjab checkpost 

and smuggled items were recovered. The Board witnessed no grounds/reasons for 

acceptance of this petition, hence the Board decided to reject his petition vide No. 

3289-99/21, dated 06.08.2021. (Copy Annexed "C")

That the impugned orders of Respondents passed in accordance with law & rules. 

Hence, the instant appealis not maintainable on the following ground.

3.

4.

5.

REPLY:ON GROUNDS

1. Incorrect. The impugned orders passed by the forums based on facts and in 

accordance with law/rules.

Correct to the extent that the appellant has 21 years" service but the remaining 

portion of the para is incorrect. The service record of appellant reveals bad entries 

on the account of misconduct.

Incorrect. The entire service record of appellant reveal bad entries In which one of 

the said punishment shows misconduct of appellant.

Incorrect. The District Police Officer DlKhan afforded opportunity of personal 

hearing to the appellant before his lawful decision but the appellant failed to prove 

his innocence. Similarly, the Enquiry Officer has also associated the appellant 

provided him opportunities of defence but did not proved his innocence. Therefore,

the impugned order of DPO DlKhan (Respondent-1) Is tenable under the law/rules.
> . . *

Incorrect. The orders of the Regional Police Officer DlKhan as well Appellate Board 

of Worthy Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa were passed after 

observing all codal formalities including personal hearing, hence the impugned 

orders were passed in accordance with law & rules.

Incorrect. In fact, a suspicious truck number EA-3054 loaded of fire-woods passed 

through Hathala check post in Tehsil Kalachi and was allowed without checking on 

the directions of Incharge (Appellant). The truck in-question was intercepted at ; 

Punjab Check Post Kandian Mianwali having smuggled almond hidden under the 

fire-woods. This act of appellant fall under the category of negligence, inefficiency & 

lack of interest in official duties, which is punishable under the rules,

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.



PRAYER

It Is, therefore, humbly prayed that in the light of parawise comments, the Appeal 

of the Appellant is devoid of legal footings and merits, hence may graciously be dismissed.

I

Inspector G^eral 6| Mice,
Khyber rakhtunkhwajpeshawar 

^Respondent l\ro.3)

A

Regional Police Officer, 
Dera Ismail Khan 

(Respondent No.2) s

O
Ak

Disthct Poinfe Officer, 
Dera Ismail Khan 

(Responders No.l)

j
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. nilllOllf

Ehsan Ullah s/o Haji Kashmir Caste Marwat r/o P/0 Gilloti Tehsil Paharpur 
District Dera Ismail KhanJHC NO. 1071 ...(Appellant)

Versus

1. The District Police Officer, DIKhan.

2. The Regional Police Officer, DIKhan.

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

...(Respondents)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

We, the respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents, of Comments/Written reply to Appeal are true & correct to the best of our 

knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

i

Inspec ;or Genera^ i f P^ce
Khyber rakHfunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent ^o.3)

c?^/6

Regional Police Officer 
Dera Ismail Khan 

(Respondent No.2)

O
Ok

District Police-Officer
Dera Ismail Khan 

(Respondent No.l)



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 7772/2021

Ehsan Ullah s/o Haji Kashmir Caste Marwat r/o P/0 Gilloti Tehsil Paharpur 
District Dera Ismail Khan, IHC NO. 1071 ...{Appellant}

Versus

1. The District Police Officer, DIKhan.

2. The Regional Police Officer, DIKhan.

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

...(Respondents)

AUTHORITY

We, the respondents do hereby authorised Inspector/Legal, DIKhan to appear 

before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, on our behalf. He is also authorised 

to produce/ withdraw any application or documents in the interest of Respondents and the Police 

Department.

Inspector General
Khyber Pjakhtjjflkhvv 

(Hes^ndent

<^6/0
Regional Police Officer, 

Dera Ismail Khan 
(Respondent No.2)

QiK
District Pofijce Officer, 

Dera Ismaij Khan 
(Respondent No.l)

B
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DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
DERA ISMAIL KHAN

Tel: (0966) 9280062 
Fax (0966) 9280293

I
i-
5

' f
I

c/^ Z9/^s.^Z^ - 3'
t

ORDER I
If
iv

This order will dispose of departmental 

H^Ehsan Ullah Nn in7i this district Police 

Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 (amendment 2014).

t
proceedings conducted 

under the Khyber h

While he posted as Incharge at Hathala Check Post, suspicious
truck bearing No.EA-3054 loaded with burning wood was passed throu 

his Check Post

without

gh
on 14.04,2020, timing from 06:00 hours 

any proper checking. The said truck
to 14:00 hours 

was checked in Punjab in Iwhich almonds were hidden under the burning
woods. This act on his part 

amounts to gross misconduct and negligence and lack of interest in official 
duties which is punishable under the rules

k\

tit

kmamFor the above, thoughtful/professional mi
misconduct of the

charge sheet along-with statement of allegations 

served upon the accused official. An enquiry was conducted i 

matter through Mr. Muhammad Saleem Tariq 

appointed as

Rl
accused official, c

was

into the m
, DSPHQrs.-DI Khan, was

enquiry officer to mscrutinize/investigate the conduct of Iaccused official. The Enquiry Officer submitted
his finding report and mrecommended for Minor Punishment.

m0

Foregoing in view of finding and 

Enquiry Officer, the undersigned 

levelled against the 

shadow of doubt.

Urecommendations of the 

came to the conclusion that the charge 

accused official has been established beyond

1

%many

MMI ,4 ^4

Therefore, in exercise of powers conferred 
ibid rules I, Capt. ® Wahid Mehmood

upon me under the 

Dl Khan,
ofjtwo years approved

, Dis^fcfiPolice Officer
award him Minor Punishment of forfeiture ■

&
f
I

service. iI
fi s%

■4. I

Cai^: ©WAHID MEHMOOD
^ District Police Offi 
7^^ Dera Ismail Khan

;PSP
cer

r"

. fr- '■
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N
Office of The 

District: Police Officen 
D1 Khan

Vated XJiiQA^/2 02 o

\h
•V■»

.if
-'Wb 3Ah3__/i'c)

CHARGE SHEET.
I 1

CAPT ® WAHID MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER.
as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 

{amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you HC Ehsan Ullah No. 1071 
rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against, as you have committed the 
following act/omissions within the meaning of Rule 3 ofthe Police Rules 1975.

While you posted as Incharge at Hathata Check Post, suspicious 
truck bearing No.EA-3054 loaded with burning wood was passed 
through your Check Post on 14,04.2020, timing from 06:00 hours 
to 14:00 hours without any proper checking. The said truck 
checked in Punjab in which almonds were hidden under the burning 
woods. This act on your part amounts to gross misconduct and 
negligence and lack of interest in official duties 
punishable under the rules.

I, 1
DIKHAN.

11
hi-iliim--I i*s1.

\ I

■

swas

which is : 41
t

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct 

under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable 

the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.
to all or an}^ of

1 a

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written statement 

within 07days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiiy Office 
within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

defense to put in and ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

A statement of allegation is encio

i
t

ur

Sno

I
Hi4. $m. }

I
Vi'iI y

i ;.1 {

1 I

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
4»^'dTkhan

/
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i
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Office of the 
District Police Officer, 

DlKhan

'Da.tcxt ft/2020

'mPfefe t
’■te
■fl:

:/vb
%4 '■■Mi

■t:
■1^ -"4-’mDISCIPLINARY ACTION •Ifl■t

1H
I CAPT ® WAHID MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

DIKHAN as competent authority, am of the opinion that you HC Ehsan Ullah 
No, 1071 have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against departmentally 
under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1975 (Amendment 2014) as you have 
committed the following acts/omissions.

5:'•k

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
While you posted as Incharge at Hathala Check Post, suspicious truck 
bearing No.EA-3054 loaded with burning wood was passed through your 
Check Post on 14.04.2020, timing from 06:00 hours to 14:00 hours 
without any proper checking. The said truck was checked in Punjab in 
which almonds were hidden under the burning u^oods. This act on your 
part amounts to gross misconduct and negligence and lack of interest in 
official duties which is punishable under the rules.

I

3-i2, For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said 
accused with reference to the above allegations Muhammad Saleem Tariq 
DSP/HQrs; DlKhan appointed, as enquiry officer. I’he enquiry officer shall in 
accordance with provision of the Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable 
opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record his findings and make, 
within twenty five days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to 
punishment or other appropriate action against the accus9<^®e5ficial.

I
3

\
The accused official shall join ^he prpcceding on the

date, time and place fixed by the enquirytofficer.
!

DISTRIC^VOLICE OFFICER,
^ DIKHAN-
■to

IV.
11 - c4/ /2020-No. , dated_

Copy of above to;- 
DSP HQrs: DlKhan:- The Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings 
against the accused under the provisions of Police Rule-1975.
The Accused officer:- with the directions to appear before the 
Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place fixed by him, for the 
purpose of enquiry proceedings.

■ i1. ::i? 7
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'-K 'ifOFFICE OFTHE
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER

DERA ISMAIL KHAN ;;:- 
REGION

m\{ \

j yii mr-

ANo. 9/9,^ /ES, Dated Dl Khan • .?■the ' 14/10/2020
■S*;

ORDER 1»
This order ii aimed to dispose of the departmental appeal of 

HC Ehsan Ullah iNio.1071 of District Police DlKhan against the minor punishment order 
i.e. forfeiture of two years approved service by DPO DIKhan vide OB No. 1228 dated 

.02.05.2020, on the following allegations;

Facts cl the casa are that'he while posted as I/C at Hathaia Check Post, 
suspicious truck bearing No.EA-3054 loaded with burning wood passed through his 
Check Post on 14.04.2020 timing from 0600hrs to UOOhrs without any proper checking. 
The said truck was checked in the Punjab check post kundian, District Mianwali,in which 
almonds were found hidden underthe burning woods.

Hi

\
!

he was issued charge sheet and proper departmental proceedings were 
initiated against him. Enquiry Into the matter was conducted by Mr. Muhammad Saleem 
Tariq, the then DSP HQs D.I.Khan who submitted his findings report and recommended 
him for Minor Punishment. In the light of recommendations of enquiry officer, DPO
D.I.Khan has passed the order dated 02.06.2020.

. He preferred an appeal to the undersigned on 06.07.2020 against ^he 
order of DPO D.I.Khan. His appeal sent to DPO DIKhan for comments and to provide 
his service record vide this office Endsf. No. 2720/ES dated 06.07 2020 
hi-*-; office memo: No. 4B37/EC dated 20.07.2020 has furnished 
subject appeal.

was

DPO DIKhan vide 
Che comments on the

The undersigned perused the enquiry file of the appellant thoroughly as 
well as heard him in person in Orderly Room on 23.09.2020. As per findings of the
enquiry officer, the charges of misconduct stand proved against the defaulter HCas he 
failed to check the truck whereas it was checked in Punjab check post and smuggled
items were recovered.

iherefore, I, YASEEN FAROOQ, Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, 
m exercise of the powers conferred upon me under Ruie-ll(4)(a) of Police Rules 1975 
amended 2014, the minor punishment of two years approved service awarded by DPO 
D.I.Khan uphold the order of penalty and his appeal -is hereby rejected

‘ ORDER ANNOUNCPn i ------------------------ •

(YASEEN FAROOQjpSP
Regional Police Officer 

Dera Ismail KhanNo, Sj'^4 /ES
Copy of above atong'with service record is sent to the DPO DIKhan

V.

^/!o
\ ■

y:
_ / 6

» %

 ̂fsTh 2
'~f • ■•'.V



iWffl* ‘*‘*.Ri /\ \r'jll OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

rA•‘ni /
mi 1^'

i^UIoZJ
k. 2i

'■%1»m.
WIk^'x •i. ORDER !« ■f i

=' 'C’ ffm*... ^ ^ S
This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition undeCRule 11-A of Kliyber

fd

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Head Constable Ehsan Ullah No. 1071.

The petitioner was awarded penalty of forfeiture of two years approved service by District Police Officer, 

D.I.Khan vide OB No. 1228, dated 02.06.2020 on the allegations that he while posted at I/C Hathala Check 

Post, suspicious truck bearing No. EA-3054 loaded with burning wood passed through his check post on

14.04.2020 timing from 06:00 hrs to 14:00 hrs without any proper checking. The said truck was checked in

found hidden under the burningthe ITinjab check post Kundian District Mianwali in which almonds were 

woods. His appeal was rejected by Regional Police Officer, D.I.Khan vide order^No. 9193-9194/ES, dated

14.10.2020.
Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 15.07.2021 wherein petitioner was heard in person.. 

Petitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.
Perusal of enquiry papers reveals that the allegations leveled against the petitioner have been 

pro\'ed as he failed to check the truck whereas it was checked in Punjab check post and smuggled items 

recovered. The Board see no ground and reasons for acceptance of.his petition, therefore, the Board 

decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

were

Sd/-,
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs: Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

No, S/

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Regional Police Officer, Dd.Khan. One Service Roll, on? Fauji and compleie enquiry

papers of the above named HC received vide your office Memo; No, 415/ES, dated 26.01.202: 

and No. 1731/ES, dated 30.04.2021 respectively is returned herewith for your office record. .

2. District Police Officer, D.I.Khan.

3. ' PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

/ 4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa:*.

5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ' \

1

i

7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.^ ^
i-.

JI
iIXAH ^AN) PSI^Ta

AlG/Establishfnent,
For Tnspecrorj3OTeral of Police,
Khyber PaWminkhwa, Peshawar,
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