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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKTUNKHWA "
PESHAWAR | ' -

Service Appealv 5 é 2023‘

Naseeb Khan S/0 Khewa Khan
Presently Posted as Incharge DRC Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub '

DMS|on District Peshawar o
re v rererae Appellant

- Versus |
1. . Provincial pblice officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. ,CapitaI'PoIice Officer Peshawar, Police line Peshawar -

3. - Senior Superintendent of - Police (operatlon) Pohce llne
Peshawar ‘

N

Supeﬁntendeht of Pbl‘ice Saddar Division CCP Peshawar

..... reersrrseesseseesenneineesnnRESpONdeNts

SER VICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 22/06/2023
. WHEREBY REPRESENTATION / APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
WAS PARTIALLY ALLOWED WITH FORFEITURE OF ONE
YEARS APPROVED SERVICE AND PERIOD OF OUT OF
SERVICE WILL BE TREATED LEAVE WITHOUT PAY BY.THE
 RESPONDENT _NO.2( CCPO _PESHAWAR) AGAINST THE
ORDER OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE DATED 24.02.2023.

" PRAYER IN APPEAL:

~ .On | the acceptance- of insta_ﬁt Appéal, the irvnpugn.gd o
order dated 22/06/2023 passed by respondent No.2 (CCPO - -
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Peshawar) niay plea'se'be set aside and the appellént be

'Arest'ored | reinstated in service with all back benefits of his -
service (i‘ncluding‘mbnthly salaries). | |
. Any other relief deemed appropriated fn the circumstance of
the case; not specifically asked for, may also be granted to
 the appellant.” o | |

Respectfully Sheweth

‘ 1 That after the merger of FATA into the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

and absorption of the Levis and Khasadar force in the - =

regular police in the year 2019 vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

- Khasadar Force Act, 2019 and regulations and since then
the appellant has -been posted as S.H.O -at P.S Hasan Khel
except during police training appellant was not posted as
SHO and since then in recognition of his abilities, efficient
‘work and performance reached to the status as Sub
inspector/SHO-P.S Hasan Khel and his unblemished service -
record. ' :

2. That brief fact of the case is that on 22.11.2022 police
personnel of P.S Hasankhel and Tehsildar Hasankhel were
* present at Pastawani in connection with demarcation of the
. land of Said Bahadar s/o Ghaffar Khan who had approached
the revenue authorities for resolution of his land dispute with
~ Sadiq, Roseen khan and Ajmal. And after 15/20 minutes
Accused Sadiq, Roseen khan and Ajmal killed Said Bahadar
FIR No. 170 dated 22.11.2022 u/s 302/324/34 .ppc P.S
- Hasankhel was registered against Sadig, Roseen Khan and
Ajmal. ‘Khan and soon after the occurrence the  above
accused escaped from the spot.

It is important to note here the occurrence took
place when the police personnel defuse the situation
between the parties and_after elapsed of 15, 20
minutes the occurrence ook place of which FIR

' no.170 was reglstered at PS Hassan Khel,
Copy of the FIR no.170 is annex-A
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3. That due to efforts of appellant on 25.12.2022 accused
Ajmal Khan and roseen khan were arrested by the appellant.
Copy of the daily diary and arrest cards are annex- B

4. That without any complaint to the S.P 'saddar division, S.P
: o, saddar division of his own issued the statement of allegation
o vide letter dated 25.11.2022 in which SDPO saddar was.
appointed as inquiry officer. That too without any reasons
and grounds and justification. Copy of the statement of

allegatlon dated 25.11.2022 is annex-C :

5. That inquiry officer wrthout recording the statement of
witnesses (police officials and private witnesses) and wuthout
fact finding inquiry and thorough investigation- held the
appellant and found him guilty of .the alleged charges

~ Despite the fact appellant arranged pohce personnel for the
said demarcation etc. infact the complainant and eye witness
of the FIR no:.170 recorded statement in favor of the
appellant. Coples ‘of Enquiry and statements of complamant '

. -and eyewitness are annexed-D -

6. That appellant was issued a charge sheet and show cause
. notice dated 20.12.2022 to which plausible replies were
submitted but the stance of the appellant was discarded
without any cogent reasons and grounds followed by
dismissal from service. Copy of the charge sheet and reply
are annex-E and Copy of the show cause notlce and reply
are Annex-F

It is important to note here that appellant was on routine
ghasht and also informed the concerned police officer
through a whatsapp message (03369286877) for

" arranging the personnel. for security for demarcation
proceedings which- accordingly were arranged. Copy of
the’whatsapp snap is annex—G .

7. That appeliant aggneved from the impugned order dated
24.02.2023 passed by Superintendent of Police (S.P) saddar
division, Peshawar. That petitioner/applicant challenged the
said of order before the competent authority which was
partially allowed vide order dated 22.06.2023 in following
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S ‘ . terms:- forfeiture of one year’s approved Service”
o moreover, period of out of service is treated as leave

- without pay” Copy of the appeal, impugned orders dated
24.02.2023 and 22.06.2023 is annex-H to H/2

8. That now appellant once again aggriev’ed of the impugned
order dated 22.06. 2023 hence moved this Hon’ble Tribunal,
inter alra on the following grounds

GROUNDS: ‘ .
A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance
with law and his rights secured and guaranteed under the
law have been badly violated.

B. That similar other police official who are also penalized

with petitioner/applicant for the same cause they were

reinstated in service with all back benefits except out of
service period was-count as leave without pay.

C. That impugned order is against the law and facts of tne
~ case hence not tenable under the law. Hence appellant :
be remstated in the service with all back benefits
D. That the appellant has been treated against the law
- unequally & thus deprived of equal protection of law as
envisaged by Art.4 of the Constitution and the official -
" respondents lrave violated the settled law, Rules and |
regulatlon on the sub]ect matter. | | o
E. That neither. proper procedure nor due process were:
| adopted at the time of initiation of rnquury and giving
finding in the mquary -as well as passing the rmpugned
notifi catlons |
" F. That the impugned  orders  are against  the

pronouncements of the superior judiciary of the country.




‘G. That the impugned actions/ orders of the respondents 'are .

unreasonable as the Appellant is subjected to a naked

discrimination for which no justification exists at all,

. That the impugned orders are the result of malafide and

discrimination, hence the same is liable to be set aside.

. That depriving the appellant of the same treatment like.

Respondents is prima facie unfair, unjust and illegal.

. That inquiry proceedlngs have not been “conducted in

accordance with prevailed rules contain under rule-6 of
Rules 1975 (amended 2014) as no proper procedure has
been followed by the worthy inquiry -officer nor he has

mentioned/shown cogent reason and grounds to connect

~ the petitioner/applicant  with the alleged charged.

Mor'eover»the opportunity of cross examination was, not

given to the petltloner/apphcant

. That.no fact fmdmg mqurry has been conducted by the

competent authorrty

. That what so ever no complaint has been Iodged by the . -

complaint of FIR nor any other party -against the
petrtloner/applrcant Hence proceedrngs conducted the

inquiry officer are illegal, unlawfu! and. wrthout_

' ]unsdrctron .
.That impugned’ proceedrngs and order is against the

prmcrple of natural ]ustlce

. That as per rule 6 sub clause 5 of the rule 1975 the

inquiry officer has to submit cogent reasons and grounds
to connect the petitioner/applicant with alleged charge -
but no ground has so far been brought on .record,. A

therefore the recommendations of the inquiry. officer is

not tenable in the eyes of law and the impugned order
" dated 22.06.2023 is also against the law and




petitioner/applicant be reinstated'wit.h"all back benefits in
service. | o S | |
O. That it may be submltted here that departmental lnqun'y ,
‘proceedings were conducted by the worthy SDPO Saddar E
division who is not competent |
P. That finding report of the worthy mqmry offi cer is seif-
'explanatory where the other police officials were present
with the revenue staff who were deputed by the Assistant
" Commissioner sub div‘ision‘Ha'ssan Khel for‘demarcation
of the disputed land and later on occurrence was.took
place. | . |
Q. That replies to the charge sheet _an'd‘ final show cause are
self-explanatory and worth of consideration by this
honorable forum are annexed | .
- -R. That the lmpugned order is void ab- initio and lllegal as
| the same has been passed in utter v:olatlon of the law as

“neither any .inquiry committee was constituted nor any

~ evidence what to speak of the Iegaily admrssnble ewdence

- was collected by the competent authorlty to warrant the

| impugned order. ) -

S. That the impugned order has no legal footing to stand :

- upon as the same has been passed in utter disregard of

the rules and regulation on the subject. ,
" T. That ‘the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan,

. 1973 ‘gu‘arantees equaiity and equal treatment 'an_d-
protection from exploitation but in. this case the
petitioner/applicant has been treated discriminately by
theWorthy inquiry officer and SP" in so far as requirement

of law is concerned
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U. That |mpugned proceedlngs and order is against principle '

of policy as enshnned in the constrtutlon of Islamrc.
Republic of Pakistan, 1973 , '
V. That the appellant seeks Ieave of this Honourable
- Tribunal to ralse further points at the time-of arguments'

with the kind permlssron of this Honourable Trlbunal

‘It is, therefore, most humbl'y prayed that On the acceptance
of instant Appeal, the impugned order dated 22/06/2023.
passed by respondent No.z ((_':CPOVP,eshaWar) may please be
‘set aside -and the appellant be restored / reinstated ‘in
service wuth all back benef‘ ts of his service (mcludmg
‘- monthly salarles) |
Any other relief deemed appropnated in the crrcumstance of

the case, not specuf cally asked for, and may also be granted -
' } . .

. to the appellant.

I

, Through :

. Sajeed Khan fl‘ldl S

i VT Af h 7< ' i
: ariq Afghan _ '

~ Advocates, P_eshawar/-\--:< Coe
CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such like civil appeal has earlier been fi led
before thlS Honourable Court by the appeliant. :




o __from thIS Hon’ble Court
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
4 PESHAWAR

Service App‘eai’l'-_ | /2.023‘_" |

| : ANaseeb Khan..:.;....A.._ ........... ..... ..... tereeessiennneenens Appellant
- | - Versus ™ | : |
Provincial police officer and others ......................... fRespondents
K f: R '_ 'AFFIDAVIT |

| AI Naseeb Khan S/O Khewa Khan Presently Posted as Incharge DRC
'Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub Division - District Peshawar, do
“hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of
- the accompanying Service Appeal are true and. correct to the
~best of my knowledge and belief- and nothlng has been conceaied

o
~ DEPONENT
oNIC (ol (U4 5L(|C( q
el # D%L( CHDS%?? |




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :
PESHAWAR " ‘

‘Serv-ic.e'Appea'l | /2023 -

; Naseeb Khan......... ...... Appellant
P R Versus R |
5 Provmcual pohce ofr” icer and others ...... reveenes ‘.'..',....f....Respondents

" ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

Naseeb Khan S/0 Khewa Khan : o
~ Presently Posted as. Incharge DRC Hassan Khe! (PS Hassan Khel) Sub_ ‘
: D|V|S|on Dsstnct Peshawar S ‘ .

RESPON DENTS

| 1. Provmc:al pollce off icer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
-2 '-CabitaI'Polivce Officer PéshaWaF, Police line Peshawar -

3. Senior - Supermtendent of PO|IC€ (operatlon) Pohce line

, Peshawar

——

E f4;. : ‘Saperihtendeht of Police Saddar Division CCP Peshawar |

'A !Iant :

Through

. Sa]eed Kha Afrldl o

Advocates Peshawar

-

- Tarlq Afghan74 2((/ / | :-
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR
- Sen/i_ce Appeal . /2023
Naseeb Khan...' ....... et Appellant
o '_ | "Versus_ o
| A_Pr_ovincial_ policeofﬁcer and others....... ....... Respondents

 APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF
| DELAY IN FILING OF THE TITLED.
APPEAL,

Resgectfullz Sheweth

1. That the above noted appeal has been f Ied in thls Hon’ble.

- 'Court WhICh is yet to be fi xed for hearmg

2. That at the time of announcement of the impugned. order dated

A 22".06.20’“23-Acopy of the order was not .provided -to the S
o ..appellant, but when the same was'provided to the appellant -
when he visl't‘the' police Iine’Peshawar the stipulated period of

| appeal has been over and thus the delay occurred in f‘ Img the

*instant appeal.

| 3. That posting of - “the appellant |s in erstwhrle FATA and |

. performed his duty wrth zeal and devotlon m such a terronzed

srtuatlon




4. That ..a'ppellant was-also severely ill in last week of july 20‘23\._ RN '-

-~

5 That the appellant was unaware of the llmltatlon and in the‘

: the control of appellant

cwcumstances WhICh caused deIay in f llng the appeal is beyond o
6. That since substantlal nghts of appellant are lnvolved therefore : '.
Citis ]ust and fair as well as in the mterest of justice that case . 1

| may be décided on merlts

.It is therefore prayed that by acceptmg thls appllcatlon -,
the delay m fllmg the t/tled appea/ may please be

-candaned. Co

o Thr0ugh | -
- L o - . o ~Sa]eed an Afrldl ' .‘ . o
LT Tarlqugha / A ,' o

--Advocates, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |
o PESHAWAR

e 'Service Appeal ____ /2023 :

',_Naseeb Khan..........;..; ..... i .......... ‘.}...Appellant

K Provmaal pol:ce ofﬁcer and others ....... '.:......_'..‘...;.,;...Respondents |
SR AFFIDAVIT

N Naseeb Khan- S/O Khewa Khan Presently Posted as Incharge DRC .
~Hassan Khel (PS Hassan Khel) Sub Division District Peshawar, do
~ hereby solemnly ‘affirm and declare on oath that the contents of

the accompanying application are true and correct to the best of
‘my knowledge and belief and nothlng has been concealed from
o thls Hon’ble Court. : S

;;D PONENT.

L ONIC [y 1%‘?3%79 Cf
| Cell#-.: Qg;gt(__ﬁﬁgb%';?




'S ~
13- pwnez= AV
Ws2adesdy 000298t s

d/f,w’,ldb.nf 154_a’1/zoyu///g/') id/')fu/)JGrfu’Juﬂ'/(f UH(}U/I

L . HK-11/22/2022 175 /Jw Peshawar : é* PS HASSANK.HEL w6 °170/22 1
f: 22-11-2022 0120 PM ; ﬁ,’, b . o LT

i
¢
i

e N ,,’,-; e US)AagiF b
| 21_14'4‘)%411)5’ .‘.*A:jé/t'J&ye_wV . 6~ . ' 22-11-202203:00PM ..«/:'/9{:6/!? §
(’_ - - ~ : " ‘ . ) B T O A VU S TR < -—— . - } .‘ .
A é}';(}’;‘)!? 227 e oo Mie ol Pyl dly : , , b
SO -fd ” weLies - . - Wm:&ﬂbi..rpsrl. !2 »
03366956562: 2 ¢/t &£ 3,4(5(222501-6631455-9 - S 1 % ‘
| ,,/ S q.tfw [fdt;(.-’:y)r/u//" 3 ,
: 324
s34 ;
drr'c’u(J)@m ¢ L f o ..f»laww.lﬂbu:’ag.b 4 4‘
] L N . :)JJU}?'NJ)’[JL_/C})CHH/JJ,&’a’(jbjg ; .
. g&rﬁlbugihgéj.;'zé:(fx l i
T S ’ T «:bd'ul« 1
3 §2§744ﬂ /u:’(}/ HC | 4t - a3s /‘._‘.1..‘ oo ‘WalayatKhan y By

(qun{iCquw) , S :
: u.«f O Lty 37501 s ﬂ/d;iy,ubb/nul.,d"(ld/ Sedesa/ 53/UbeJJ:U{puJI)d/ wau L
Lj;l,wdwdw P 4.L}wm e S AT L6566 /uwf)wumjﬂ(f" J .;.r/ ujyjuyul,_,m/ u,u o
e /uu»mZLﬂ(J)d PRl B Ly (2 (1 Sit%s 2816 s ik .f/c’.é(““ J d’uwv o
i a B 2 e KHS S bty T C W AR b R FAGs 2oT by oo ol
'Ldua.lui'a,u(’ l(ub";frf; St /‘U,dl’z:_,,ub K;mwv.»lf IS Ll SHISE. J”r ¥ .j/ Ll
nUL(/»._’],u]...w’J(J (Ff J,le,/K,;/tJ,r; OOV u;'l/uf)ubflltefyuﬂv/(z_/ .f/ts.f oy A
| jLP/JW//L/A/ ._f/ VIM{LJW u;fb'/dﬂu‘p(g/’brw Bdg ._«u'///[.//'{" w/;/btftbfg//
L;w;um.f’ ¥ A St A1 ] umﬂ,m( /;// ladtb/ﬂer._«/r’c:...uhc_t‘{rLl Aty KMC(;L_/!U’ /’7641le )




| S /) r../ ru JJ
I AU oy = 3y % Vs
Subk g TR
251220221930 SHOwbwwd . 2/12  PSHASSANKHEL - Peshawar

Lﬁy/(f"b o . =2y : "
n.‘.;/.‘v;‘/,l_ﬂ"'

| ulou“ uul.)f o’:CUHi-zf lv/ 1S ﬁ'-Z//’d//r B, ulwtfcﬁbr--—f J/",.’!k..!l //w’uu,JJf ,}/ul,fl/fu.‘.’

1 pbA302.324.34, 512(715 11 2022,ur170J,w.Jnf fiq./.&a) ,u: c»wdf Lot A
7725 4906765607 N TITIONTSRT ¢ FCUbJ unw‘(,m,b 24 onuw:rff Chodeht
""JL" "’f)SMGé/L/" .24 J L4 b’djnw(f / 7748()(!.-01&/{ USJ Ig uf-fd/g/d/f/ FCe c7776,..ufu?;"' '

. -Uﬂb‘n,«fu

- M\w’}n(»i "

LIS £1S \»gl({}—
‘BJ’I -0 —o’lg




| .. o : = N P - e '
B it o A &
22-11-202218:00  SHOWGucd 2/ 17  PSHASSANKHEL Peshawar -
- Lﬁ)}/@){;/(ﬁ"b' . . efd

210000 TS50 E o S Gele e (Pl Ase e ¥ 2 Sk s WS AT L
e KAAL T o e Sy 248 F SIF T T2 ACS £ 1030036660268 2T
g f OB M e P ISP 1940, 4 ASTU s LN o A e 0
UM g puns e S P B LS e S S St 03009015063 2 flr Bt
Jk//(wui {d )’ /-();/ gf. Vel JL»P; S St u}d»}»lb‘(fgf’ b,.a_nfu}.,:b%f A'SI)l];lﬁa}b'aszjlfng }IJ:'?L .
(B UWIE 14000 S Kot SIS S o ik e EE S ot S i e
el IS s LS S e G Ay i il 3] A E T3
' JJ,u'u@/i,;Jngjﬂanc,u}:’ .‘e'u':,;ug,;.éfé_..i JASE RN rED% )g;u" Ay 22 al P
Nl 11,4:"; .,z’l.;u" 7 J A (J' & JIE l,/l’L?;)li"(U} !/7@)51.&2..3 (Jf' FT UWVUGJ:LJ:@(&J%!E”J j):i(jl}ug_’--
SEzr P8P A b bt o T AST/ 944642 LA 211 LIS Ny S r -
- 6/ ;J)stla j 94 E:.é:u) L/r J/’EJ; ubl,,ad.'g 7)” T4 ;.’ Jg}l&ézbﬁ»&jb /:."’ ;UG&IK»J juubu’ (. .
Pt et st/ ot S i L/ é”u‘e;ﬁ;ﬁ’,;cfk& OILY 1 igtnFe S BT S P roae
' (}L".,(Tu)bgufgc—d)’d/;l?/f q__d)@(}ff ﬁrngﬁ (w(#tu’ii:ﬂutﬁu? S 2 LUBS S ot
o 4% PPC 302.324.34¢.222.11.2022,5 15 110w 4 st s L K FTOR S b s ot e Sa i
Ut LY Ses pUN AT St ST e 2GS quujf“:ﬁ&ufji’!@b?'bcaﬂb(l?q.gg}f?/@»gf -

(pove

Y . Py
- H
i oaY
\% / &
> "( emn (,\:‘)
el
-, ?*‘ Ve
L

.S




Tre
L5
s
-
ter
[
5

Ll
'b!cg
S

F " -‘(“\ﬁ{:
. , i
RN s ANg

TR ¢ s

- 10l P e SFR I p e S A S S 5 Lhotpide 3

. _...'_,. foooe

-

R
e
v

S
_,‘]‘,LL/"’?//;,"‘J_,J{/;'J’ ) !

;:T;».@/l?:

1 Gt

23 12-202222445 ;, SHOWb rd

iofx LR . . : . . [ R,
g N . 1 { ,
o R : . : i Yo o 3
S - oo RN e V2 P )
- T K AU A
i . R ‘ " . &J{J‘ l_"."'
' ‘ - ) : .

2 b et i Al S i\ IS e BB i /@,én,,f;$302.324.34.512,’;:22.1 12972
Wb B LIAALG P Js ot ASISs £ 20MP e T S s S Lt yg S Eaagsii o

S S mL S 2L P S  ory ;;f,f;t;ﬂjguaﬁ&jﬁj?t;;/*ig;}u&/u)%ﬁfg Vig

& PG Behss L SFZ I tih i LIRS e S Rl e TS E R L 30

»
Tt ¥law ¥ 0

sy e

412098 AOSG b B U3 L A I, 152 Y2802 Szt 2 496, 0
. " . ’ ) - . ' i . -

! of 2 -
’ ; ‘-d/f Y4 /f::ﬁ[,,w AL
- - : ——— - - —-:- —— - . - . .
i .
i SR
i
S .
£ o
.'{? t E
: L
i
1

2/13° PSHAS{ANKHEL,  Pesh sar




e i e gmande

—

[ e s s

1 A il 5 m\;\\\%mmmﬂ\,\mﬂm\w ﬁm M\o 24 aay, \\‘._.“
1< , , 5 . S
; \\ > \VV \\\\\\.\\\\«\4\ .s\\\ :\3 mu{.\\ i b.\ &\a \\\\.\ \Z\m\‘\t \V \n\\w.\\_\

[T ST

o s

€S

O

Peeingto?

', \c\ N.J \\\ ~\\ ...\. .\f., Q u\ . w K )
..\vn.\\s.\(. \\ F e “t \V.ﬂ \,\&\\. .w .\\ ‘2 B M’N\\ ..\..\\(V,w..\\m..\w\wl w\\N.u

Nl e 237 Hvt.
A

/
4 .

- ..wn. ;\ﬁu:p.nc_bn\: Lt:r,‘: L\\lc.w\_V\\\\\.\\~ :\L (s , : P.._‘c..
Ve = uC\; _K.N. .n.\., ...\“‘\. /Lct\:ﬁn,.«\~ e \L\ \/C\I , CI\_\_ 5o \;

. .. e - - e b»d X .. ' \ -
.\\V p * .\l...n.\. wh\\d -~ ‘ .\-n\... f.. .
\.4. ﬂ.@\...m. .,f.;v,-.ux.,; - -t o ) t.. ,...\N ow 53 Qh\:.\\\k\? \_C :\.\.\,..u "n.\\\.r x\,\..,-um\...,.a ¢ b\f ._.\.
) o e 1 P ..:.... e ...\ .1?..

o \\u\m_..C..\ b,u\ (f= it IR i \L v oA LT R
N e
/G w : - I

\\.\\‘\\ ,\.\\\u Q\\b\u K.\ \.b..t\.\.\.\{\\h\\.\.\\h z%\\\v\wm\.\\\c‘\ \ \.\S\.«\\. .\<V

:-%@L il

e

4

-

J -
'L.\Yu

\
‘\\
. ..
-

L ‘.-.
e of

(Jis

2Ll \Q\\ ? \ ¢1c ;e - \: -

C Ry C,.,_....\.... o

3y (¢ 24 \\\ & &\\ —" Lo &
\\ \..LK.\ \\t\. P \\\ \T\m \t 121 x ; Z\\x .\.\ L
A P LD \ \h\a\.\ .(:\\? T/ A
L w Rz Q«\\‘ \\ v s (-

“

e,

\ *
Nf\..\\

\

L

.- \.vf

L -,
e bl Wr.rlfxi..vu?.v £ L

T A by e ‘i!i

: FP B T
../.lr.z..i...?.l R A s N .....h .k ..cnu{..(»

, S
5
-

-

vﬂ.

e : 7 \\/ .rM L :.ud \[Uo.\\ va\.,\: g ‘\\, \“ \.\ﬁl\ {N‘ .\
\ ..\c?n\u\,Tb ) . “ .

-Q - :
o PPN
T

N .
[
[

~

...\ Q.lhuvl

..




.o v B2 A e
i o .. ’ ' . [ Do ...vﬂ*.... Fads i iaaid i i . . - . ' T ; . :
. ., mfwz.. T . . . S’ /fl\ - .V. ﬁ.\\ T -
N ..u . .v 1 * _/ o . ./.v "
it Vo eeed Fle ey . -

b ]
.
. .
. .. . . . . .
. . . - .
. . - P - . . . :
: v e eyl S RN W IR R . . . . : : St . .
. \ ’ i - *
. N . , . .
. . X - "

hal
-
ril
P
.
s
-
e
-’
7
74
-

Nt
e Y [

I TER IR WP NP PR WP RPN " v : . |
" ‘m —ay n‘.. - -l,l -y - B e N R - . B D e e T L PSR A /c wree et foreme o . - o emee - AP s L e e s mems e

v . ~t . ] . —
. . / . . St / ,t ,‘/I- . \IA.A\_

.
1
*
!
.
1
’
-
-~
13
-
'

l( z — .
-
Y
] L)
A
» -t . \ O— i . '
»
-
(_-
)
A
-
-
- 7
2k
Lo

vt

’ T ™ \
) Y N A N K
. §ooaY N Ny ﬂ =
YA SN SO 3 B U S U S U A ST R o . L : : '

-

COSANES aer,

¥
M L . - -
d ferroBE S .. ' H
. . _
e .
1 . »
M + e
. LIRS
: »SRAERAER
Lo . o . R
ot . e oo .
i Ok : Ik 7 1 s
CNEEAE 5
'

U WS Rt ot .

. . R Crm . T4
L S aesE AR s

SN v G4
N AR



TR
Yo

gy
2 A T A
ORIy .
s

5

E

B A

STA'TEMENT ( AELEEE’MIONS'

I . . Malik Hablb QP Sadday CTP Pesha ar, as competent authority, am of the opmlon the
"SI Nasceb I(han‘SHO PS Hasan Khel has -:ndered. himself liable to- be proceeded agains :

_ departmentally as he has committed the follo ing acts/omzssnon within the meaning of sectio -
+ . . x~
o 03 of the I\hybu Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1 ° ’s. - B .
5 , “On 2211, 2022, 08 Police person: f of I'S Hasan Khel and Tehs:ldm Has‘an Khel

were pr esent at Pastawani in conne iion wzth demarcanon of land of Sazd Banra’er‘
5 v’ Ghafnor K/'an wha nad appro zhed Revenue autho: ities for resolunor of his

' - & /(,»,z’cmd dIS/T'llL’ with S'adr Roseen Kaan and Ajmal. He under the law & ru!es was.

{
/ 24’7? 4 mppmed o be present on ihe spot Ia mamtam law & order at the p](’Ce of

. {3 ) “:.«/enkarwmm but due co his ue, zaenre, ‘accused Sadtq bla!cmrly lai!ea’ ‘aid _ ' :
%: /’almu'v right in  froat u/ Pcize  personnel wde ca.ve FIR No 170,

&

f‘ - n'ulwi 3? 11 ’077 u’s 3¢00/324 '3 4T ¢« S !luvcm Khel and ’h'd away Ne:rlur the ;
i '

Police pw connel hothered 1o vetalic : on the \/)0! nor vou make e/]orlo {0 w;est the - :

P

Q[,"énder:. h)u/ Gel is /i thly “objec: f'nable and  reniers yf;u !mblp Jor disciplinary

i
e .

proceedings under the Police Rules 1977, g : S . : X
/ .

e
MAUNL SN

LSRN S

rost . N
;\& ' 2, For l'he'pur_pose of scrutinizitg the conc :ct of afore said police ofhcml in thP said cp1sod( - :
c;:"’“ 4 ' . . L . N ! T
’é”‘ wille reference 0 (e ahove alleriions _“é’-"% N il i ls;d p()».."'a & ' i é‘l
Enguiry Officer under Rule $ (4) of Police Rude 1975, . - ; [ f;:,
. . ‘ . P
n . Che hnquu'\' Otficer shall in-daccordanc » with the pfowuon of the'Police, Rules (1975) 1 Q\g
.i‘-, 35 provide reasonablesopportup Hy of 11 caring (o k. accused official and mal\c rec.(.mmmdz:t.uns as % 5
é&g‘. ‘ }

© s punish or other d‘ HoN'to be taken m,umsx Eh-. < cused official.
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,cﬁARGE SHEET

1. Whereas I, Malik Habib Khan, SP Saddar CCP, Peshawar, am satisfied that a formal
~ enquiry as contemp!éted by Police Rules 1975 is nccessary & expedtent in the subJect case
against you SI Naseeb Khan SHO PS Hasan Khel. ' "

2. And whereas. 1 am of the view that the allegations if established would call. for

-

ma_jorlminor penalty, as defined in Rule Jofthe aforesaid Rules.

u_. 3.y Now therefore, as " required by Rule 6 {n (8) & (b) Of the - Said Rules.

! Malik Habib Khan, SP Saddar CCP. Peshawar, hereby charge you under Rule 5 (4) of the
 Police Rules 1975. ‘

“On 22.11. 2022 08 Police personnel of PS Hasan Khel and Tehsildar Hasan Khel
were present at Pasiawani in connection with demarcation of land of Said Bahader
slo Ghafodr Khan who had approached _Re\’eg:ue authorities for resolution of his A
land dispute with Sadiq. Roseen Khan and Ajmal. .Yon under the law & rules were |
supposed to be present on the spol to maintain law & order at the place of
“demarcarmn, tml due fo your neglloeuce, accused Sadcq blalam!y kclled Said
Bohader nghl in front of Police personnel *~ vide case FIR No. 170,
dared-22.11.2022 w/'s 302/32 74/34 PPC, PS Hascm Khel and ﬂed away. Neither the
~ Police personnel bothered to retaliate on the spol, nor you make e_ﬂ'om to arrest the
affender. Your act ix highly ‘abjeclionable and renders you liable for disciplinury

proceedmg.s rmder the Police Rules 1975",

4 1 hcreby dxrect you funher under Rule 6 i (b) of the smd Rules to put forth wmtcn |
defence iwithin 07 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheel to the Enqmry ‘Officer, as to why’

| -:_ oc} not be taken against you and also stating at the same time whether you desire to be
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L B T“EDENTENDENT | g EDO!_ECE
SADDAS DIVISION, CAPITAL ity POL\CE PESHAWAR
g.mail. 2 5dersp760gmml com Phon 091 -9330330 B

: k!

H\RE"ii

g f
| 111ML§.£LOW CAUSENOTICE
‘ L, Supcuntendcm of Police, Sadsar, Ca pital Ciy Police, Peshawar a8 compete
_authority, . urider the provision of Police stmpimary Rules 1978 do hereby serve yol -
g1 Nasech ! Khan, S sHOPS H Ihsan Khel, C- -nital City Pouce,Peshawar as follows. _ '
cted agamst you by;the enqu

of e-nqmry condw
£ hearing.
ommendatxon of
-d pefore the E.O.

ollowing acts/

J\e compleOm

portur’ y O
the mate "=l

L (1) That ;consequem upon
officer for which you were given Op
(i) On going through the Andings ana 1€C
on record and other connect:C papers pre =4 uce
1 am satisfied that yo. have €Ot initted the

said Ordi-ance:

Dxxcmhnary Rules 1975 of thz
"‘0 92.11.20%2, 05’ Police 92 spsonnel of PS
i Pas'i vam in. connection wuh
hed Rever ue

Ghafoo - Khan who had approac
i Sadiq, Roseen Khan end A}mal Youu %

sent O the spo
gence,

the enqun'y Oﬁ'tccr,

omissions gpecified P iz

d Tehsildar Hﬁ: 3

Hasan Khel an
gf eni

demarmtwn

pre sat
authoritie:

';Khe | were
StudBU!uu!w 50
s Ium! dis:ute Wi
sed to be pre:
put due 0 your negli
persmmel,

resohmou of it
©k the {aw & pi 18 wue st t.l0 mainiein 1/
order af the > ace of de; (rcation, accase‘d. i1

o | Said Ba:
5 2 WS 3

in front of Police vide cas R

c, PS Hasan K
he spot, B Py

peder right !
02/324/34 PP

platanly ki
fel an ek

. No. 170, it 2200
away. Neiti ¢ the Poli persormcl bothe:ez’ to retaliate on t
he offender. Your act 16 highly objectional 2 sl
1757

ro arres
the Po:"”" Ruies .

ke effort

reriders Yo

liabl fm weiplinary pro¢ eedings | undet
pave tentat wvely decided to 10 “36 U

Police Discipliaary Rules 1975 for absenc
1se 25 1o why the al aforesaid penalty ghe #an
1o be bcard in persoil.

result ther sof, 1, a8 ¢ mipetent amhomy,
punishme: .t under
't show €A
or \’O\l dC \TC

2. ) As A
you the penally of may

2 ther‘,% we, requite -

3, ' YOU By,
meoscd upon You ans & also tntim ! whethe
4. 5 F no reply this notie 15 received within 7 c’i“yQ of-its éeavuy, in Bt orm
cxrcunmauu\ it shzll. be presul- +4 that'you have no defence 1O pu_ in and i the
pargc action be taker bc\mst. you - '
;5. +  The copy of te finding ¢ -he enquiry officer is enclosed. ,
' E] = . ",f""- ; . _:.
i bi i. ; - i
*f an Lk "
v o
"(Mall] Habib Khar
Supcrmtenﬂg} t.of Polict addar,
CP

v P t—mvarthe 2‘ \ L)/ /7022
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
PESHAWAR /C.C. P. .0/ COMPETENT AUTHORITY, PESHAWAR "

- SUBJECT:- -~ DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL /s 11 OF THE POLI_CE-‘RULES 1975 o
| .~ © (AMENDED 2014) AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER VIDE
. ENDORSEMENT NO. 90-E/PA DATED 24.02.2023 PASSED BY.
. SUPERINTENDENT - OF POLICE (S. P) 'SADDAR DIVISION
PESHAWAR. |

Respected Sir,-

~ The appellant respectfully prefer this appeai against the |mpugned.

order vide endorsement No. 90-E/PA dated 24,02. 2023 passed by

Superintendent of Police (S.P) saddar division, Peshawar inter alia on the

- following facts and.grounds amongst others Copy of the of the impugned
e order dated 24 O? 2023 s attached asannex-A

On Facts

- 1. That after the merger of FATA into. the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and .
. absorptuon of the Levis and Khasadar force in'the regular poirce in .
~ the year 2019 vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Khasadar Force Act, 2019
“and regulations: and since then the appellant has been posted as
'S.H.O at P.S Hasan Khel except during pdlice training appellant
was not posted- as SHO and since then:in recognition of his
abilities, efficient work and performance reached to the status as
~ Sub mspector/SHO P.S Hasan Khel and his unblemished service |
‘record. Copy. of the last order of - appel!ant as SHO dated
22.09.2022is : . : | .

. That brief fact of the case is that on 22.11.2022 police personnel
of P.5 Hasankhel and Tehsildar - Hasankhel were present at -
‘ Pastawanr in connection with demarcatron of - the land. of Said
‘Bahadar s/o Ghaffar. Khan who had approached. the .revenue
~ authorities for resolution of his land dlspute with Sadig, Roseen
) khan and Ajmal. And after 15/20 minutes Accused Sadig, Roseen
khan and Ajmal killed Said Bahadar FIR No. 170 dated 22.11.2022
© ufs 302/324/34 ppc P. S Hasankhel was regrstered against Sadiq, .
Roseen Khan and Ajmal Khan and soon after the occurrence the ‘
above accused escaped from the spot. - '

It is important to note lrere the occurrence toa/r p/ace X
. when the police Qersonne/ defuse the situation between
the parties and after elapsed of 1 5/20 minutes the
occurrence took glace of which FIR no. 170 was reglstered |
at Ps PS Hassan Khel; - '
Copy of the FIR no. 1 70 /s annex-c '




-1,9

. That due to efforts of appellant on. 25 12 2022 ; accused A]mal
Khan and roseen khan were arrested by the appellant Copy of the |
_ daily diary ancl arrest cardsareannex-D | -

. justification. Copy of the statement of allegatlon dated 25.11. 2022
- isannex-E i _ ; 3 :

e AL et i B4 3 s msie

That without any complalnt to the S P saddar lelSlOl‘l S.P sacldar'
division of his own issued the statement of; allegatlon vide letter -
~ - dated 25.11.2022 in which SL:PO saddar was appomted as-inguiry

officer. That too ‘without * any. reasonsl and' grounds and

.rThat inquiry officer ‘without recording the statement of witnesses
(pollce officials and private witnesses) and wuthout fact finding
mqurry and thorouqh investigation held the appellant and found

hlm gu;lty of the alleged - charges. Desput{e thet fact appellant
arranged pollce personnel for the said demarcatlon etc. mfact the

complainant and eye witnass of - the FIR no.170 “recorded.

statement 'in favor of the appellant. Coples of Enquiry -and

. statements Of complalnant ard eyewitness ¢ are annexed F

That appellant was lssued a Pharge sheet and show cause notice -

‘dated 20.12.2022 to which olausible replies were submijtted but

" the stance of the appellant was dtscarded wrthout any cogent
- reasons and grounds followed by dismissal from serwce Copy of =~
- the charge sheet and reply are annex-G and Copy of the show -

cause notice and reply are Ar nex-H. : P
S _
, It is lmportant to note hera that appellant ‘was on routrne
‘ ghasht and also mformed he ¢oncerned pollce ofﬁcer through
" a whatsapp message (03269286877) for arrangmg the
: personnel for security for iemarcation proceed:ngs which .
accordingly were arrangec. Copy of the whatsapa snap lS
annex-I :

R4

-That appellant hlghly aggrwed of the |mpugned order dated

dated 24.02.2023 passed by - superintendent of Pollce (S.P) saddar

division, Peshawar nter allr on the follownng grounds amnngst
'-.others' | | ~ | o |

| éfirounds.?#
1..That mqurry proceednos havr not been conducted in accordance_

. .. ith prevailed rules contain urder rule 6 of Rules;1975 (amended
£ £?014) as. no proper procedure has been followed by ‘the worthy




mqu:ry ofﬁcer nor he- has mnntloned/shown cogent reason and -
grounds to connect the appellant with the alleged charged Moreover
L the opportumty of cross exammatwn was not given’ to the appellant
‘ 1
2. That no fact finding mquury has been conducted by the cornpetent_ o
- authonty | : , ST S ;

. l

s ‘_;.'f«That the appellant has not commltted any offence or crime
o warrantlng major pumchment like dlsmrssal P -

*
3
i

4. That what so ever no complalnt has been Iodged by the complalnt of
FIR nor any other party against the appellant. Hence proceedings

conducted - the inquiry officer are illegal, unlawful and “without

ju?risdiction. - ;

. . rs B
5. That impugned proceedangs and order are: based on suo moto action

whlch has no legal footmg to stand upon. o o

6. That rmpugned proceedmgs and order is agamst the pnncrple of' S
‘natural justice.” S . : :
. }.,‘I'hat the drsmlssal from servrce r)rders are h;ghly excesswe arbltrary .
'_"ancl unjustrﬁed o A . ‘
8. That as per. rule 6 ‘sub. clause &  of the rule 1975 the inquiry officer | .
» has to .submit cogent reasons and grounds to connect the appeliant
with alleged charge but no ground has- so far been brought on
record, therefore the recommendations of the mquwy officer lS mot . -
tenable in the eyes of law. o
- l
9. That it is worth clarlfylng that cﬁpellant was not assooated with the
prellmlnary inquiry and the w/orthy inquiry officer examine not .
examine independent witnesses, therefore the recommendattons for
departmental inquiry was/ls without }unsdlctlon and lawful author:ty

1} fl'nat it may be. submitted here that departmental mqu:ry proceedmgs'
i;sri‘wgere conducted by the worth -SDPO Saddar drvusaon who is not
-competent » : - :

. 'That as per provision contain in police rules 1934 the punishment of
dESlTIlSSBl is to be awarded ver: carefully which is not done in the
instant case.

12, That flndrng repo"t of the worl" 1y inquiry offacer is self-explanatOry
~ where the other police officials vere’ present wrth the revenue staff




~32 -

who were deputed bv the Assistant Commicsioner sub: division

. Hassan Khel for demarcation af the drsputed rand and later on
orcurrence was took plcce : {

’ ! 1

13. © That replies to the charge shnet and final show cause are self-

~ explanatory and worth of consicieration by thns honorabfe forum are
annexed. -

That the lmpugned order is void ab- m:t!o and lllegal as the same has

. been passed in utter violation of the law as nelther— any inquiry

committee was constituted nor any ‘evidence what to speak of the .

'_Iegaliy admnsswble evidence was collected by the competent authonty
to wanant the impugned order.

;That the impugned order has n- legal footing to 'st'a'nd upon as the
* same has been passed in utter disregard of the rules and regulation.
-on the subjert

[y
KT

s
L
1

16, That the constitutior of Islamic Republic . of Pak;stan 1973
o guarantees equahty and equa' treatment and protecton from

~ exploitation but in this case the appellant has been treated
discriminately by the worthy lnqwry officer and SP in so far as
requ:rement of law is concemed | ‘

" ... . That 1mpugned proceedings and order is against: pnncuple of policy as
enshnned in the constitction of Is Iamlc Repubhc oF Paklstan 1973

: .[ _ ,
_It‘ is therefore prayad that by acceptmg thls appea/ the
‘lmpugned order vide endﬁwsement No. 90- -E/PA dated
24.02, 2023 pas:.,ed byy Super - stendent of Pe!:ce (s. P) saddar
di wusnon, Peshavrar may p/ea 2 be set aside and the appe/!ant
may be reinstaisd wich all bz:k benefits.

B /V_a&eeb Khar; s .NoTaub
i | Ex. SHO P.S\Hassan Khel.
s I Sub Division:
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§UDEDEN’H’ENDIEN]’ or DOH_ICE

SADDAR DIVISION, CAPITAL CITY POLiCE PESHAWAR
E-mail readerspZiidgmail.com I’h(mv 0] 0330330

No._ S10-E/PA, datcd ulo, /2023

. ~%5 7 HY\Y\C?Z\ H.

~ This " is office order - for "disposal of departmental- procccdings against
SI Naseéb Khan SO PS Hasan Khel on the charges that on 22.1 [.2022, 08 Police persohnc!'
of PS lasan Khel and Tehsildar Hasan Khel were present at Pastawani in connccmm with
demarcation of Tand of Said Bahadcr sfo (nimmor Khan who had approached Revenue
authorities for resolution of his land dispuu. with Suilq. Roseen khdn and Ajmal. He under the
Taw & rules were ‘tltpposui to be present on the spot to maintain law & order at the place of
demarcation, but dué to his negligence, accused Sadig blatantly killed Said Bahader nf_ht in
front of Police personnel, vide case !‘IR No. 170. dated:22.11.2022 u/s -a()”'?”d/ 34 PPC.
S Hasan Khel and fled away. Neither the Police pusonncl bmln.r(.d lo retaliate on the spot.
nor you make efforts to arrest the offender.

Departmental proceedings were . initiated against him_ *m&l ?DPO %.uid':r erclc

was appmmed as i,nqmn' Officer, who conducted enguiry and found him puilty.

Upon receipt of the findings, he was issued finat Show Cause \'unc». to which he

submitted reply but {ound unsatisfactory. He was also heard OR. SI \hmu,b Khan only tncd to

“shift responsibitity on his juniors which in fact was his job. He miserably failed 1o pthcz lhe life

of a citizen which was murdered in front of “his police commgmt sent to spot. [.agree with

recommendations of LO and award him magor punishmnient of “Dnsnmml from Service” with

immediate eflect.

(Malik|Habib Khan)
Superintepdent of Police,
Saddar Division CCP, Peshawar

OB No.. S' oA
Dated: __3__’5\0)_\,3315

Copy all'concerned for information & n/a please.




. 23.02.2023 is hereby set aside. He is herchy

" OFFICE OF THE

ORDTR Lo —
) This order will dlsposc of thc dePa-'lmcma! appeal preferred by Ex-SI Nasech
Khan No. 7946, who was awarded the major pydishmen of “Dlsmnscal from service” under
PR-1975 (1mcnded-2014) by SP/Sadd'lr Peshaw Vld\. 0B No 501, datcd 23.02. 2023

2- ) Bncf Lu,ls feading to llu. instant appuﬂ an. lhal the defxu[ter S1 while posted as

SHO Police Station Hassan Khel l'csh-xwar was procecded aypaingg deparlmcmdlly on the charge:

that 08 police pusonncl s and Tehsildar [assan thl werc present Pastawani on 22 11.2022 1 i

conncction with demarcation of land of S'ud ]_}nl,«dcr s/o Ghafoor Khan who had npproachcd

revenue authoritics for rcsolutlou of his land dlsp’!lc wrl!t Sadig, Roscen Khan and Ajmal. The

dufaultcr SHO was supposed 10 be present on the spot and maintain law & order at the place off

- demarcation biat he miscrably fhiled to do so, when sadiq blatantly killed Said Bahader _rlgb! in
front of the other police personncl’s' vide case ,FI‘I?. No. 170, dated 22.11.2022 w's 302/324/34 .- _
PPC PS Hasan Khel and ﬂed~awny The defaulter SHO did not-make efforts to arrest the -

offenders nor did .the officials*on the spot responded in time to handle the situation..

profcssnona]ly

3 S He was issued Chargc Sheet” and Summary of Allcganons by SP/Saddar

Peshawar. SDPO Saddar/Peshawar was appointed a’s Enquiry Ofﬁcer to scrutinize the conducl of
the accused official. The Enquzry Officer after conducting departmental enquiry submitted his

. fi ndmgs in which the accussd official was found guilty. The compctent authority in light of the
mdmgs of the Enquiry Officer issued him Final Show Causc Notice. But his reply to the Final =

Show Causc Noucc was found unsausfactory and hence awarded him the major pumshment of

v

dlvmnssal from service.

4. He was heard in person in Orderly Room. During personal hearing the appellant
plcaded that he.had atways performed his duty efficiently. He further stated il)at the incident took
place when the police pers;omw! defusce the situation bc(wécn the p{aies and after lapse of 15/20
mmu!es the incident took place for which FIR No. 170 was, reglstcred at Police Station Hassan
Khel Keepmg in view hxs contention nnd facts of the casslus appeal for 1eufst lement in service
is hereby accepted. The pumshment ordcr ofx{?m.dder Peshawar issued \'lde OBWo. 501 daled

i{lbh’;‘ d in service with :mmedmte

dismissal is converted into a minor punishment of * f“!'fetture of ouc year S/pl .

'Morcovcr, his pcrmd of out of service is treated as leaydhyithout pay. .

- -~
- “Order is announced” ' \;z«_—-- -

CM’!TAL crr\' POLICE OFFICI’R,

S
-~

l‘ESlL\\VAR
(,?& 2& QO /PA dak.d Peshawar the ﬁ&)/ 06/2023 o
Copxcs for information and nccessary action 10 lhc - , : , / 5 22.

Sbl)/Opcmtlons Peshawar.. L o 95 ",_.c,b(j,zg
SsP/Saddar & HQr: Peshawar, . .- N . 00
EC-II, AS, OASL CRC & Po. 4 _
N(Tieind cgpeerned.

N —

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,

/3‘“{ T ”rsf"‘w‘*" va\cl: ’7'/2’
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal /2023

Naseeb Khan............cccoo.... e ceveeaa SSUUOTUURUPT Appellant

-

Provincial police officer and others....’..'......; ............. Respondents

NOTICE
To,

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary,
Provmcral pohce officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2. Capital Police Off” cer Peshawar, Police line Peshawar

3.  Senior Superlntendent of Pollce (operatlon) Pohce line
Peshawar

~

4, . Superintendent of Police Saddar Division CCP Peshawar

Please take notice that I am filing tltled Appeal on behalf of .
petmoners before this Hon ble Court (Copy attached)

s

Sajee Khan Afl‘ldl

Tarlq AfghT/\C { /

Advocates, Peshawar

Through-




WA‘KALA TNAMA

(Power of Attorney

BEFORE THE g("XVIC_C I X\ l’)UV\OQ PESHAWAR

N We, the undersigned the ( _
SCWICC,H o hereby appomt and constltute , Sajeed, '

*'_‘Khan | Afrzdt Tartq _Afghan ‘ &

Khanzatb Ullah Khan Advocates Peshawar to o

in the- above noted

| appear plead, act compromlse vmthdraw or refer to arbltratlon.
for me /us as my/ our Counsel in. the above noted rnatter .
| without any hablhty for their- default and with the authorlty to-
| ‘engage / ‘appoint any other Advocate /. Counsel at my/ our

© . matter! , . -
Sa,e;‘ﬁ;; | = | C)Lao)»”ﬂﬁobwd%’ ‘
- Tarqufgha% & / o (}”AO"}«D/Z(_ Z)Ld J>
s N (J/J)LM(%MWW
‘KhanzaibU'llahKhan_ R /J[/Ju///) .

Advocates Peshawar -
Floor#7, flate#5, tasneem plaza near jans baker

.Peshawar cantt e




