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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR @
SERVICE APPEAL NO. ZQ 5‘72023 o | K
Mr. Fazél Manan LHC No 802 Police Department District Peshawar............. (Appellant)

Versus

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar at Pestawar. ) B
de  BUEGHIREnae A0 BT pkiike sopaal Blvision SEP Peshawar.... oo, (Respondents)

Sei;vice Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

Act 1974 against the impugned final /appellate Order dated 24/02/2023 , whereby .
dismissal _order of the ap pellant dated 12/02/2021 has been set aside and the

appellant has been reinstated with immediate effect instead of 12/02/2021 and the
intervening period has been treated as leave of the kind due instead of full pay with

Heinee-hack-henefits..and. subseauent..order. .dave /0343022 ivhors—b
intervening period has been counted as leave of the kind due in utter violation of
law and the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975. ‘

-PrayerS: On_acceptance of this Service Appeal the impugned final /appellate Order

dated 24/02/2023 may kirdly be modified to the. extent of reinstatement of
the_appellant w.e.f 12/12/2021 with all back benefits, instead of with
o< WITH all _back denefits, instead of with

fc.medinte effect and .'"_;_-g_ .treating the intervening period as leave of the
kind du. ._and setting as;.i.. subsequent order dated 09/03/2023 with ény other
benefit deemed appropriate by the honourable Tribunal, not_specifically

prayed for.

Respectfully sheweth;

FACTS:

The dppellant submits the following facts with great Respect;

1. That the appellant was inducted into police department and since his appointment the appeliant
performed his duties with great zeal, zest, enthusiasm and to the entire satisfaction of the High
ups. . : . .

2. That the appellant ‘was lastly posted as LHC Police Post Sheikhan PS badaber where the
appellant was falsely involved in criminal case FIR No 04 under Section 302/34/427 PPC of PS
badaber and was arrested and sent to judicial custody.{Copy of the FIR is annexure -A)

3. that the appellant was proceeded departmentally without serving a charge sheet and without
associating with the Inquiry proceedings and final show cause Notice and resultantly the
appeliant was awarded major penalty of dismissal vide order dated '12/02/2021 by respondent
No 02 in an illegal cursory manners . (copy of the charge sheet Show cause Notice& inquiry
report has not been provided to the appellant  may kindly be requisitioned from the
respondents) '

4. That thereafter the appellant was released on Bail by Peshawar High court vide its
judgment/order dated 11/03/2021 and after réleasing ,the appellant approached for joining his
duty however the appellant was orally informed that the appellant has already been dismissed

from service during the period of confinement however the same was not provided to the
appellant .



")
¥yt the appellant got the impugned dismissal order dateq‘ 12/82/2621 on his own efforts
which was issued at the back of appeliant in total disregards of law ,rules principles of natural
justice .(Copy of the Dismissal Order dated 12/02/2021 is annexed as annexure-B)

6. That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned illegal dismissal order dated

12/02/2021,filed Departmental appeal before respondent No 01 and during pendency of the

peal jthe Court of Additional Sassion Juds wrably asquoivtad the
departmental appeal jthe €ourt of Additional Session Judae Xl henewura
appellant vide judgment dated 30/01/2023 from the charges.(Copy of the Court Judgmgnt

dated 30/01/2023 - and departmental Appeal are Annexures-C&D) -

7. That Respondent No Oltwas gracious enough, to accept the departmental Appeal of the
appellant vide impugned order dated 24/02/2023 whereby the appeliant has been reinstated
into service with immediate effect, instead of from the. date of dismissal i.e 12/02/2021 and
quite illegally declared the intervening period as leave of the.kind due in utter violation law rules
and princibles of Natural justice with subsequent Order dated 09/03/2023. (Copy of the .
Impugned Appellate/final order dated 22/02/2023 & Order dated 09/03/2023 are {\nnexure-
K&F) )

1

8. That the appellant feeling aggrieved, having no other adequate remedy hence filling the instant
appeal on the following grounds interalia; :

GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned appellate order/fina} Order dated 24/02/2023 is against the law rules
Principles of Natural Justice, hence liable to be modified to the extent of reinstatement into
service with effect from the date of dismissal i.e 12/02/2021 with all back benefits pay etc.

_B. Thatnocharg.. <t along with statement of allegation has been issued/served before initiating
the so called departmental ex party Inquirv which is mandatory under the law.

C. That he appellant was in jail-and this fa. \as in the knowledge of the inquiry officer which is
ev. om the inquiry =~c even thea ii0 statement of the appellant or any other witness
has i, rec. ded in the e at preseiwe which is utter violation of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Police r. 51975, ‘ o

D. That no o, ortunity of pe al hearing/defence has been provided to the appellant at any
stage of the  sciplinary prc  edings. Hence the appellant has been condemned unheard.

E. That no rc dlar inquiry 1+ -een conducted in accordance with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

Rules 197%  nc no opport. f defence has been provided to the appeliant.
F. That the it . ~fficer = il as the competent authority was in the knowledge that the
appellant is . ... the bar .- . then they did not associate the appellant with the disciplinary

proceedings. _ .

G. That no opportunity of personal hearing has been provided before issuing the impugned order
dated 12/02/2021 or final order datad 24/02/2023.

H. That no statement of any witness has been recorded nor did the appellant have been
confronted with anything and the inquiry officer failed to bring any iota of evidence against the
appellant. : :

I. That under FR 54 (a) “Where a Government Servant has been dismissed or removed is

reinstated, the revising or appellate authority may grant to him for the period of his absence
from duty:— if he is honourably acquitted, the full pay to which he would have been entitled
if he had not been dismissed or removed and, by an order to be separétely recorded, any
allowance of which he was in receipt prior to his dismissal or removal;”
However ,in case of the appellant after acquittal from the criminal case in violation of the FR 54
the appellant was reinstated by treating the intervening period as leave of the kind due vide the
final order dated 2’/02/2023 and order 09/03/2023 hence the appellant has been deprived
from the benefits of the intervening period. _

J. That the apex Court in C.P. N0s.517-L, 1019-L, 1062-L & 1232-L of 2016 and 1929-1/2017 titled
Muhammad Sharif & others Vs Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Lahore, etc. dated
11.02.2021 has held in para 10 in the judgment “If by virtue of a declaration given by the Court a
civil servant is to be treated as being still in service, he should also be given the consequential
relief of the back benefits (including salary) for the period he was
kept out of service as if he were actually performing duties. A civil



servant once exonerated from the charges would stand restored in : 3

service as if he were never out of it and would be entitled to back
benefits.

. That neither the appellant committed the alleged act nor did the appellant have been attributed

the commission of the alleged acts however the appellant was made escape goat and was
illegally penalised.

- That right of fair Trial has not been provided to the appellant as guaranteed by Article 10 A of

the Constitution of Pakistan 1973.

.That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with Art 4 and 25 of the Constitution of

Pakistan 1973.

. That no statement of any witness has been recorded nor did opportunity of cross examination

have been prowded to the appellant.

. That the appellant was not even charged in the FIR even then he was not only mala fidley

involved  but without providing any opportumty the appellant was dismissed from service
without any proof.

. That since the impugned order the appellant is jobless and being the sole breed earner the

family of appeliant facing problems

Q. That the appellant seeks permission of the honourable Tribunal to adduce other grounds during

final hearing of the appeal.

itis therefore requested that the instant Service Appeal may kindly be accepted
as prayed for.

Appellant -

Through

3
h .
Naila Jan

Advocate High Court i’es awar
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR. /D

SERVICE APPEALNQ. /2023
Mr. Fazal Manan LHC ﬁo 802 Police Department District Peshawar............. (Appellant) '
Versus
1. C;pital City Police Officer Peshawar at Peshawar & others............. (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Fazal Manan LHC No 802 Police Department District Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm and declare
that all the contents of the accompanied appeat are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

belief and nothing has been concealed or withheld from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT
CNIC:
Ceil No:

Identified By;

NAILA JAN
Advocate High Court
Peshawar.,



4 BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR e

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2023 .
‘Mr. Fazal Manan LHC No 802 Police Depértment District Peshawar.............. (Appellant)
“Versus

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar at Peshawar & others.... (Respondents)

ADDRESS OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

Fazal Manan LHC No 802 Police Department District beshawar.

RESPONDENTS

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar at Peshawar.
2. Superintendence of Police Saddar Division CCP Peshawar

- Dateu. 14/03/2023 -

Appellantv
"Through
Nalla jan .

Advocate High Cou
Peshawar
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; " SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
SADDAR, CCP, PESHAWAR

by CNO._0C/e  pA DATE: /2021,
i'l‘. . '7L P _—5&2‘" ' t

'
1

QRPER L L
r1 : : i
This order will dispose off thc De,ll)artmental Inqulry against LHC Fazal Manan
Na. 802 of PP Sheikhan PS'Badhber vide thls ofh',{. No. 04/E/PA dated 09.01.2021. The inquiry

!mhd;ld cmanaled from that wlule he, was posted at PP Sheikhan, during investigation of case

i '.“; \io (o dcm.c] 04.01.2021 Ws 302/34/427 PPC P§ Badhber, it was found that he is mvol»ed

in m\l"nt murder case. Being a member of d}smpime force, this act is highly objectionable. For

tihe, mnd negiwcnce proper departmental | inquiry was conducted through SDPO Sadder Circle. He

) sibmitied his fmdlngs vide nemo No 04/1:/ST dated 19.01. ’OZE

1 » A ! '
|

. Final show cause neticé was 1srued vide.this office mermo No 02/E/PA daed

1,01.2021 and'sent to Supen mtendulst C‘qnna! Prison Peshawar vide this 6ffics memo No.

I'F A dated 21.01.2021 for service upo' hirh, but to no avail, .
I i b

I\L,ep.ng in view the cucumstancc,c. and the. recommendations of 1nqun}

()I'|gu ‘and other; material available on tecord, the undersmned came to the conclusion that the

‘duaullu orhc:al found j_Lll'ty In exercise of the power vested in me under E&D Rules 1975

amended with 2014, he is hereby qwanled ma|or! pumshmcrt of dismissal from service with -

Lo
Ostlu annot ncad g

. ‘ ' o , ' l -
OB No., KA daed /21 20021,
| '

Sppermlcndent of Police, Saddar [)'vmon
CCP Peshawar

' ~ . - N . s . .
"Capy ol above is forwarded for information and necessary action to:

i, The Capital City Pdlice Officer| Peshawar
! ]2! The Senior Superinténdent of Police Operations CCP Peshawar. ,
3 ' Pay officer CCP Péshawar. ' _ :
. FMC afong with Inquiry file for 1ec01d . '
"All congerned ’ ,
! ' l . )
o
1
i . |' . . ! ' 3
[ ! I- ] " ! ) st o : d
a ’ : S |53
: ' o : (j 1”,3?_1 Y
R || , : ‘
' N j
ri\\ ,,_/ %
oo - ,. &
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ADDITIONAL SESSIONS J UD GE-X]] PESIIAWAR |

SEss10NS CASE NO. 159ISC or 2021

Date of Institution 14.07.2021

Dute of Decision 30.01,2023
ORDER -
30.01.2023 |
1 APP for the State present. The accused facing trial Fazal

Manan, Salih Muhammad, Nasceb Khan Shakeel and ljaz Ullah on
bail present.

B, Threugn IR3IANL GPAGF, IR OEUR e Buing 1w Adside an
application U/S 265-K Cr.P.C in case FIR No.04 dated 04.01.2021

U/S 302/324/427/34 PPC registered al the Police Station Badhber,

Peshawar.-

Brief facts of the instant case are that, the injured Riaz

reported the matter to the police, that lie alongwith his friend Akbar

Khan was travelling in Motorcar bearing No.ADS-348 tawards his

home. When they reached to the place of occurrence, in the

meanwhile liring started from a shop on the vehicle of complainant,

Due to said firing, the complainant sustained injury on his back and

the firing also hit the vehicle, hoxveQer, other eye witness Akbar Khan

escaped unhurt. The complainant charged two unknown persons for

commission of offense. . - ‘

Distriv, ¢




7Y

Paze 20f 22

meSu\eVSSa\ehMuhammad ;ssiscdluzl

4 Later on, in supplementary satement of Fateh Khan and

Muhamraad Akbar Khan, they charged the acoused Nasseb Khnn

LHC, Constable Shakeel No.6962 and Saleh

PASY, Fazal Manan 805
Muhammad 1763.
5 Argument heard and record perused.
6. - Pequsal of the record reveals that instant €35¢ was sent to this

Court for trinl by the Hon'ble District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar on

14.07.2021. Accused were swnmoncd by the court who appesred

Betore Uie asurt. Prosusdings U anpa GrE vere complicd with
arf 12102081 while whsiga W franted on 03.11,2031. The accused

facing trial pleaded not guilty and claimed trall. Consequently,
Fr~ e n was direcled to produce evidence. In order o prove s
a st the accused facing trial, the prosecution grodused 14
‘51 , date. Brief resume of the PWs are as follows.
7. PW-01 is the statement of eye witness namely Muhzmmad
Akbar Khan Sfo Mubammad Asghar Khian, who stated on oath that on

date and night of occurrence, be alongwith Riaz Khan (deceased) S/o Fat

Khan R/o Khazana Payan alongwith other friends went 10 the Hujra of
one Qismat Uliah S/o Said Atumad Rio Masio Pekey, Badhber, Peshawar
for dinner. His {riend namely Riaz Khan wanted to leave the szid Hujra,
therefore, they said 1o their fricnds that they had some important work.
On this, he alongwith his friend Rizz Khen left the said Hujrz in the
Motorcar bearing N _ADS-348/Islamshad white ia color. He sat on ke
driving seat while Riaz Khan saton the fron seat, he Was having 05 Lacs

l‘,,,‘;
i
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The State Vs Saleh Muhammad  159/5C of 2021 Page210f 22

party) also fired in seif-defense. He further admitted that the day and time
d as accused they were there and then

the police party were nominate

arrested by then SHO ljaz Ullah Khan. rie aiso aaZitned whist it was also

atement recorded before him

inve;stigated by him that the SHO in his st

olice officials and Incharge PP Sheikhan concealed the true

that the p
élm from him for almost 03 days and that he was continuously
discussing, the matter regarding the aclual facts with the SP and DSP !

Saddar Circle. He admited that it was dark night occurrence and that

before proceedings to the FIR he had gone to the spot. If the above said
admissions of the father of the complainant, =ys witness and
Investigation Officer are taken into juxz'n-position, it is clzarly suggested |
that it is a case of consultation and deliberation and the accused were

charged on the instance of the high-ups of the poiice, which verify the

el of malafide. The august Supreme Court of Pakistan has i3id down

the dictim thit whenever there s deliberation and consultation before
Cagistraties oF FIR, then, 11 seused shall be acquitied in circumstances.

e present case i fissie sampie of debiberation and consultation.

25. Umder . = cherr ances, the {ae of the case would be

nothing but acquitt: . of wie accused. Procecdings further with the case

would be of no use as no case is made out against the accused on the |

basis of available record.
N ' L
26. Therefore, the application is accerted and above accused 15

ces. Bail bonds of the accused |

7

therefore, acquitted in the circumstan




The State Vs Saleh Muhammad  159/5C of 2021 ’ ' Page 22 of 22
stands cancelled and thelr suretles stand discharged from labillty of e

3 bail bonds. Case property be disposed of as per law.

21 Requisitioned police record be retumed back to the quarter

concerned alongwith a copy of this order accordingly.

28. File of this Court be consigned to record room atter its
~ hecessary conitpletion anl compilation. -
',’n'-/‘___/
Aunounced In open Court: e
30™ Day of January, 2023 G_Z:C'

MUIAMMAD AYAZ KHAN,
ADDL: SEsstons Junoe-XiH,
Protiaw A

5




Sublect: Dagartmentai appeal againat tha im

Proyars: On agcontance of this Departmantal eal tho Impy

’ -
/ e . {iﬂf ey
- -

Tha Wielhy Capitnd City Polien Qffleer
Prahienr Kiwhar Pukhlunkhwa,

Theounh

~ Superiniendanl Gentral Jail Peshnivar

communicated_on 24j03{2021 whoroh\f the sppollant has hoeq
disislaned from hls sorvice an the 1nain ol some baselesa’

allggntions in utlor vielation of law and Pollen Rules 1975,

d grde

dated.17$/0212021 may kindly be sgl-aside and the aposellant may
kindly 5o roinstatad {nto serylce with all back haneflits’

Dear

1.

31

5.

T, ap ‘ot cubmits the follaving with qroat Respact;

That {he af. :lant was inducled into peolice depariment and since his
appointmial the appellant performad his  duties with pgreat zesl, zest,
enthusiasm and to the entire satisfaction of the Higth ups: .
That the oppeliant wes lastly posted  as LHC Police Post Shekhan P
badber where the appellant was involved in criminal case FIR No'04 under
Section 302/34#427 PPC of PS badber and was arrested and senl lg judiclal
cusfody.(Copy of the FIR is annexur® -A) _
That herealtar the appalianl wes released on Ball by Peshawar High cour
vide ils judgmenlorder dated 11/0272021 and after refeasing Jhe appeilant.
approactied far jaining his duty however the appeflant was orally infermed thal
the appellani hias already. been dismissed liom service during the petiod of
conflnament however tha same 'was nat provided ¢ the appellant .

That the appeliant got the impugned dismissal ordar datedi24/02/2021 on his
own effods on 24/03/2021 witlch was tssued at the back of appellant In {otal
disregards of low ,rufes principles of natural |ustice .{Copy af the Impugned
Order dated[24/02/2021 Js annexed a3 annexure-B)

That the appellont fealing aggricved from the impugned Hlegal dismissal order
dated121/02/2021 havinp nodhei-adequate temedy '+ hence filling the instant
dépnmnuntnl appoal on the {ollowing grounda intsralia; B




Grounds: ~

A. That the impugnoa ordor Iy against the law rmien Pringiples of Naturol
Justice, void ab inllhs hance oot 1o be el asile,

8. Thnt nie chorge sheet alany with statemen of allaaadion lias baen issusd
before Initiating the co called decartmental e-x('“:fﬁlrw taulry which I8
Fresi e R iR s i B i _

C. That tho nppalinn! wos in jot ond hin facl was in the knowkedge of the
inquiry officer which is evidem fram the inquiry report  even then no
statement of the appetlant or any ofbar witnesa has boen fecorded In the
appaliant presence which |s uier violation of 1w Khyber Pokhlunkhwa
Police Rutas 1074,

D. That no apporlunity af personal hearnnédefaree Fos bean provided to the
appellant at any stoge of the discrpinary proceedings. Honce the appeflant
has been sondemnez unheard.

B Mot ey engyilar ) Wi . it 3 with K:h'l:er
. F'ﬂmktkm B {wml,m\lma 'h"f[gm werri vtk |n ;,;‘u:minm;m Wi g

Khwa Poilitd Ploies 175 ond to apibartunity of datencs hae

provided to tha appallant, -,

F. Thot the Inquiry oMicsr a3 wall &% e compelonl mtiiofity wak 0 they
knowdedge thal the appellant Is benind the bar avan hen they did not
associate the appellont with the disaipinary proceadings, o

G, That oo opportunily Ff PDvsSeet wifnfiy Hion Bams qrafitae Befe i famidbing
the impughed ordar datnd 1270272021 :

H. That no statement of any witness has bean recaided nor dhl the sppoellant
have been confronted with anytmng and 1he iy ficer failed o bring
any lola of evidence aquinat tha agpellan, _

{. That neither the appaliant committed (ke aleged act aar dig the appeilant
hava. haen attributed the commission ¢f the alleged acts hiowever the
appeltant was made escape goat and vas fiegaily penalised.

J. That right of fair Tral has nat been crevidod fo the appellsnl as guaranteod
by Arlicle 10 A of tha Canstllulion of Fakiston 1673

_K. ‘That lhe appailant has not been reatnd in accordance with Ast 4 and 25 of

the Constituton of Pakistan 1973, , |
L. That no statement of any witngss has been recarded ror did oppartunity of

inati 1 apnatinm.
cross oxamination have been provide:l o ina sppe
M. That the appellant was not even chargesd In the FIR pven thon he was mala

fidley not only involved but viigpout providing any opporturity the appellant
misser from & withodt any proof.

was dismisserd front gervice withoat any :

N. That the inquiry. officer was eithee 1o prava e charges or should hgva

- nécommend the compaient aulhority io yeail {or the qulceme of criminal

@ae however wi‘thuuf proving the charges and vaiing for the outcome of

jha criminal case the appeilant was subjected o najor panalty tn viotation

of laws and rutes
©. That since the Enpugn
preed carner Ihe family of

ed order the appellant s inhieas and being the sole
appetiant facing prablems - '
qonul Hearing bafore your Good selt,

. Thal the appellant geals o




It is therefore requested that the instant Deparimental appeal may kindly be

[_M '
.!

Your's obedientty

- FAZAL MANAN (EX-LHC)
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| No. Q 4? /— 3 (/ r’l’.'\‘ dated Peshawor the 5{’[/ C}‘? "2023

OFFICE OF THE .
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,

PESIHIAWAR

CORDER.

This arder will dispase of the depanmentil appeal preferred by Ex-LIC Fazal Manan

) . . . . T, 1) 25 PR ()75
No. 802 who was awarded the major punishment of *'Dismissal from serviee" under KPP PR-1

fumended 2014) by SP/Saddar Peshuwar vide OB 20,550, dated 12-02-3021.

’ N . . ) ' . tan BN qm
4 Short facts leading to the instant appeal are that the accuscd LHIC while posted PIY Shekha

Palice Sation Badiber Peshuwar was proceeded agninst dejunimentally on aceount of his
fivatvament in eriminal case vide FIR No, (4, diied D4.01.2021 wis 3027347427 PIC Police Statlon

Badaber Peshawar,

3 . . . . - . R eyt ¢
J- Phe was issued proper Charpe Sheet and Summary of Ablegations by SP:Saddar Peshawar,

SDPO/Saddur Peshiwar vidis appointed as enquiry oflicer 1o serutinize the condiiet of the aceused
aliielai, Jhe inquiry ofticer afler condueting proper inquiry submiticd s ledines in which the

decused officer was found guilty, The competent authority in light o she findings of the enquirs

oflicer issued him Final Shaw Cause Nolice, which wis sent 1o Superintendent Central Prison

Peshawar vide No. 271/PA. dated 21.01.2021 foor service upim him, but 10 1o av sl Berce awanded

the above major punishment, ;

]
4- fle was heard in person in O.R and the releving record ;zln.ng with his explanation perused.

During personal hearing the appellant categorically denicd the allegtions and ~tated that he was
falsely been implicated in the said FIR. Morcover. the Honourble Coust ot Additional Session
Judge- X1 Peshawar vide order dated 30,01,2023 acquitied him of the charges Leselled against Inm
in the saic VIR, Kersing in viev his plescsnd alher documentany proof, his appeal for reinstmenem

imservice  herchy  eeple P> punishment order of SI9Siddie Peshuaw e 1# hereby set aside. He

is herehy ceins. ste insery oy Cth immediate effeet, The peviod he remained nut of service iy

treated as leave of e Kind o .o,

) 3. 4 | | : \ \,
..?6"'7 ’; - 2?} ' ’ § {?l'l's\:u\?\il?v"l i}'fc.} 3 K.U\.\'] I’SP
L CAPITAL (ZI'I'Y/I'(HE &K‘OFF!CKR.

PESTIS W AR

Cdpies for inlormation and necessary action t the :-

[. SP/Saddar Division Peshawar.
20 SPHQr: Peshawar

3. OASL CRC. Pay OfTieer & CC
4 MO along with Fouji Missal,
i Oflical Coneern




W P
SRS OF THE '
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFiCER
’ PESHAWAR
Phene No. 0915210341
Fax No. 91-921250;7

ORDER

In continuasion to Lis office order Endst:
- dated 24.02.2023, the period of . y5ence in

N0.927-34/pA
respect ¢f Constable. Ex-Lr
Fazal‘Mar\an No.802 w.e.from 12.02.2021 t> 24.02.2023 (total 72

days) is treated as leava of the F'nd due, acco-zing t3 the revised leave. .
Rules 1981 ;-

) Period from 12.02..021 to 11.06.2021 (:20 days leave on
full pay) :

i) Period from 12.06.2021 to 22.11.2022 '528 days lea-o
on half pay) | - ~
‘ - iii) Period from 23.1;.2022 to 24.02.202

3 {9+ days oxt-a
ordinary leave on withott pay). |

- e

(Rnhn?iflr-iu's.smn)SP/HQrs
For Capital City poli

ce Officer,
_ - Peshawar A )
OB No__f4.F ¢ - |
Dated __ ¢ 7.5 |
| | : o i 5097
No.______ /CRC, dated Peshawx the S — M/ 2023,

Copy of above is fzvwarded to the: -
1. DSP/HGrs Peshawar

- 2. 0ASI, Pay Officer

3. FMC & Ii-C

4, Camputer Cell
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