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REFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE IRIIUJNAL KUYBER PAKH l UNKHWA^
PESHAWAR.

Anneal No. 1711/2023

(Appellant)INiaz Ali Khan

VERSUS

(Respondents)Addl. IGP etc.
PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEH ALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 & 2

Respectfully Sheweth

The respondents respectfully submit as under: -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1. That the Appellant has got no cause of action.
2. That the Appeal is not maintainable under the law.
3. That the Appeal is barred by law & limitation.
4. That the Appellant has not been discriminated in any way.
5. That the Appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.
6. That the Appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.
7. That the Appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file the instant Appeal.
8. That therAppellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

BRIEF FACTS:

1. Pertain to record.
2. Correct to the extent, that the appellant was deployed as IHC/MHC in PS Kakki Bannu, but 

rest of para is incorrect. On papers/record FC Ihsan Ullah No.53 was appointed as cook 
constable but in real, a Tabedaar uncle was hired on Rs.8000/ salary per month b)^ FC Ihsan 
Ullah for performing duty as cook of the concern Police Station.(show cause notice is annexed)

3. Pertain to record.
4. Incorrect, his reply to the show cause was found un-satisfactory. Muharrar is a responsible 

officer of a Police Station. It is the duty of Muharrar to issue duty roaster in concei'ned l^olice^_ 
station.

5. Incorrect, when the charges leveled against the appellant were proved, thus the order of 
reversion from the Rank of IHC to LHC was issued.( Revertion order is annexed)

6. Correct to the extent, that the appellant stibmitted a departmental Appeal before W/RPO 
Bannu but it was rejected being devoid of merit.

7. Pertain to record.

GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect, the impugned order of reversion into Lower Rank was i.ssued according to 
law, rules and policy and cannot be set aside.

B. Incorrect, both the impugned orders are sustainable in the eye of law.
C. Pertain to record.
D. Incorrect, proper and departmental enquiry was conducted in which all the charges 

leveled against the appellant were proved. Nothing has 'been done tinfair to the 
appellant. He was treated in accordance with law, rules and Pol icy.( Dt-pfrimenini I'lKiiiiry is
aiiiicxcd)

E. Incorrect, all process of law has been followed and no discrimination has been 
committed by the respondents.

F. Incorrect, no violation of Article 10 (A) has been committed, E\'ery step taken against 
the appellant was according to law, rules and policy.

s 'V
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G. Incorrect, departmental enquiry was conducted in which all the charges against the 

appellant were proved. Moreover, the appellant was heard in person during hearing 
appellant failed to advance any plausible in rebuttal of the charges. (Department 
enquiry is annexed)

H. IncoiTect, in charge of the police station was unaware of the instant matter and it is 
the responsibility of Muharrar to bring such matter in the notice of his high-ups.

I. The Respondent Department may kindly be allowed to raise additional Grounds
at the time of arguments.

PRAYER;

In view of the above Para wise comments, it is most humbly prayed that the 
Petition of the Petitioner may kindly be dismissed with cost.

AWACHAN) 
Regional Police lofficer 
Bannu Region, Bannu 
(Respondent No.2)

(AWAL KHAN) PSP 
Addl. IGP of Police HQrs, 
KP Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.l)

L.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Anneal No. 1711/2023

(Appellant)Niaz Ali Khan

(Respondents)VERSUS
Addl. IGP etc.

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Muhammad Farooq Khan DSP Legal Bannu, is hereby authorized to appear 

before Honorable Tribunal on behalf of the undersigned in the above cited Appeal.

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the present

Appeal.

) PSP
Regional Police c/fficer 
Bannu Region, Bannu < 
(Respondent No.2)

a:('

Icu^
(AWAL KHAN) PSP 
Addl. IGP of Police HQrs, 
KP Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.l)
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BEFORE TFIE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBENAE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 1711/2023

(Appellant)Niaz Ali Khan

VERSUS

(Respondents)Addl. IGP etc.

AFFIDAVIT.

I MR. Muhammad Farooq Khan DSP Legal Bannu, representative for

Respondent Nos.1 to 2 , do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of 

the accompanying comments submitted by us are true and correct to the best of our 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Honorable 

Tribunal. i/i
TW-P

/c^ .

/'l

EPONENT
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Before the khvber Pakhtunkhwa SE^Vicn TribunaJ:^

Peshawar

i
.-I
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Scn/ice Appeal No. j. tlL I202Z

AppellantNia^ Ali Khan . *

Versus

RespondentsAdditional IGP & others ‘
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I y Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar

I

ii /2023Service Appeal No.r
): i

Nia2 All Khan S/o Khan Wali Khan
LHC/2013 Police Station Dadi Wala Unit Investigation 
District Lakki Marwat.
R/o Mohalla Sari Khel, Sarai Naurang,
District Lakki Marwat.

!

i
1Appellant5

i

Versus3

I. Additional Inspector General of Police, 
Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesha\var.

Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bann‘.i.

. . . .Respondents

o

J

. ■ Ty Js
I APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT.

i

1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
21,07,2023, OF RESPONDENT NO.l IN BACKING

I OF THE EARLIER DEPARTMENTAL ORDER
DATED: 27.03.2023 PASSED BY RESPONDENT
N0.2, Th|E APPELLANT WAS AWARDED
PUNISHMENT OF REVERTED TO A LOWER RANK
WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT, HENCE BOTH THE i

ABOVE IMPUGNED ORDERS OF RESPONDENT

N0.1 & 2 RESPECTIVELY. ARE ILLEGAL IN

NATURE. UNLAWFUL. AGAINST THE FACTS AND
CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CASE OF APPELLANT.

;
THEREFORE LIABLE TO BE SET AT NAUGHT.

i

ii
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f-
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Respectfully Sheweth: I

t

That appellant joined the respondents' Department 

as a Constable on 10.07.2002, performing his duties 

with zeal 8b zest, with utmost satisfaction of his 

'' ' superior authorities throughout comprising of the 

over 6g above 21 years.

Ii 1,{■!

t
1
‘I

r
I-

tF
f

ilI That on 05.10.2022, appellant was deplo^/ed at 

police station Kaki as IHC/MHC, whereby just to 

avoid any unpleasant situation, due to the reasons 

of refreshment and food of the official of police 

station, the arrangement of the cook, is acquired by 

the SHO concern, and Mr. Ihsanullah FC 

appointed by the office of Bannu cs Cog1<

Constable.

2. I

li
51
C

b
i.
liI
f:r

■

i bo.t
f.

I:
I

The alleged allegation surprisingly firstly reveal to
/

the appellant vide sensed Show Cause Notice dated; 

12.01.2023, according to which, allegation leveled 

against the appellant in the alleged manner, about 

specif3dng the hand on glove with the above 

appointed Cook Constable, as the said Coo]< le.f't his 

duty without intimation to his superior officers by 

replacing his substitute named “Tabid ar" Private 

Person, the alternate Cook, so in this very strange 

contention, appellant was proceeded accordingly 

rather departmentally. (Copy of the Show Cause Notice

ISANTIEXED)

!

‘

r iI

!

;f
1

I

i

I 1

1

1 That on 19.01.2023, In reply of the inilialK served 

Show Cause Notice, appellant categoricalh denied 

the contention raised in the Show Cause Notice.

4.
li :
r, ;t

!
§ t

i .
t

[.
i

i
;
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r
wnth the special stance that since appellant is a 

constable rank police official, having nothing to do 

with the working priorities of any such rank official, 
as it is the progrative priority of the incharge 

police station, and in this respect it is believed in 

factual as well as in legal form that the sendees of 

the appellant cannot be held liable for the same. 
(Copy of the reply op Show Cause Notice is anhexedJ

5. That the thereafter taken depaitmentally, under the 

flow of departmental proceedings against the 

appellant, and consequently the respondent No.2 

vide his impugned order dated: 

punished to the appellant for reverted to a Lo'A'er 

Rank. (Copy of the initially . passed impugned order of

RESPONDENT NO.2 IS ANNEXED HEI^V/ITH)

!! iIH
t:I
\

i

ir

i

I

!

; 27.23.2023f.
!■

I
I

f.

!■

I
1.;

1
• f,

6, Aggrieved with the above initial order of respondent 

No.2, appellant preferred an appeal dated:

11.0^.2023 before the respondent No.l, which was 

also with the same result vide impugned order 

dated: 21.07.2023. (Copy of the impugned order of

RESPONDENT NO.I IS ALSO ANNEXED HEREWITH)

V.
t
?!

H

i;

11
11

‘i

That dissatisfied with both the impugned ^'Tders of 

respondent No,l & 2 respectively, appellant is 

invoking appellate jurisdiction of this learned fora 

within the meaning of section 4 of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1975 inter alia 

on the following grounds;.

;i
!■

r-
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G R O U N PS:•y;fi •.
i! A. That the Impugned order of Reverted into Lower 

RaniC' passed by both the respondents No.l 8r, 2 

respectively is not in accordance with law, rules and 

the principles of natural justice, hence it is liable to 

be set aside.

(>
1:!

‘!!

!

ii

That both the impugned orders of respondent No.l 

& 2 are unspeaking, therefore unwarranted,

unsustainable in the eye of the law, due to the 

reasons that the specification of the period of Revert 

to the Lower Rank of the appellant, is not unveiled, 
hence on this score alone the impugned orders has 

no foundation, as per dictum set by superior courts 

of Pakistan inn such like cases.

B.
■

rt
f

!
(

*5

i
■i
il No doubt, appellant remained PTC instrucler from 

2007 to 2009 and law instructor from 2015 201”
bv extending his extra ordinaiw sendees to the 

department in the special circumstances, asked to 

advance by the department, which comprehensively 

been advanced and even thereafter too, by retaining 

the IHC rank, appellant never go against the 

procedural vsuperiorily of any nature in anv mean 

whatsoever, therefore, the allegations leveled again.s! 

the appellant are nothings but cat' gorical 

discrimination.

C.if

L

t

I ;

!•

I
lif

f

It is a simple case of discriminatively treatment to 

the appellarjt by respondent No.l & 2 

personal hearing or proper course of investigation/^^f^^ 

through appointed officer concern or committee

D.it:

whei-ebv no I
I

!I

li
1

I:i
}• i ;

! i

I



o

i whatsoever, is conducted, therefore, in this special 

case all of the basic‘ingredients of inquiry- is not 

complied with by the respondent and with the 

stroke of pronouncement, the above impugned order 

has been passed in coercive manner.

-V

fj

I

'V

[3

' H.J ' "That due process of law has not been followed which 

is mandator}-' in the eyes of law.
]■

U F. That the order is also in violation of Article lO-A of 

the constitution, the said provision has envisaged, 
Hence the fundamental right of the appellant was 

violated which alone has made the enquiry and the 

impugned order legally questionable and of no legal 

consequences upon the rights of the appellan'.

!•
hi

fir

n
4

That the appellant has completely innocent me! he 

didn’t commit any excessive, beyond his mandate 

act to hand on glove to any other of such rarky. and 

it even cannot be 

accordingly.

G.
\
!

[i

t
SO required to be 'reated

H. That total liability as well aS'responsibility' was the 

incharge of the police station and not of the 

appellant, so in this respect it is unfortunarr' i 
■'that !to departmental proceedings in anv m- 

taken against incharge police station, but 

the appellant solely, so this.act of tlie respondent 

department i’s sheer violation of equal treatment.

i

i

s;!\’i
I

;ms IS

•; I cl gain si

frI
1

I. 1That any otlier ground v/ith the permission of this 

Hon'ble Tribunal, will be raised 

arguments.

I i
I

at the time of!

I

i'

i
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KhyIber Pakhtunkhwa Service TribunalBefore the
Peshawar I

Ii

I/2023Ser\dce Appeal No. ‘
!
i

AppellantNiaz All Khan

Versus

RespondentsAdditional IGP & others ■i
3
1,
i:

<
AFFIDAVITI I

!
•fI

I, Nia2 All Khan S/o, IChan Wall Khan LHC/2013 Police 

imtioh Dadl Wftla Unit Investigation District ■Laklu 

Manvai, R/o Mohalla San Khel, Sarai Naurang, Distner 

Lakki ivlarwat, do hereby solemnly affirm and. declare on 

oEah that the contents of the accompanying Service 

Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge

1 : jI'

■i

'3

i It
.i
•1

and belief and nothing li{p.s been concealed from this 

Horhbl!; Tribunal.

:
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4

.1
.•1

. SDEPONENT I. It•
J

• . 1 t;

1

tc// ^ ;
V
f;

H

// A' -
'r

..t '
1

u- ■ %

!
;

;•
il')

1

;

\
/

■ ;



1 ' L

s

Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, I;
Peshawar i

I

/2023Service Appeal No.
F;i
fi'

AppellantNiaz Ali I^han -j

•1Versus .•
§1

RespondentsAdditional IGP & others r!:S

1 ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIEg 0!
fl

A PPELLANT: - h;
t

I!
Niaz Ali IGian S/o Ivtian Wall IChaii 
LHC/2013 Police Station Dadi Wala Unit Investigation 
District Lakki Marwat.
R/o Mohalla Sari Khel, Sarai Naurang,
District Lakki Marwat.

i ;
I

V!

II^■1

I

I!
RESPONDENTS:

r-%

1 !of Police,GeneralAdditional
Headquarters, IGiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Inspector1. Ii

I;
it

Regional Police Officer, Bannu R^i Bannu.9
i

Apperiant^ ••I

Through
e
j!Arshad Ali Nowsherwi

Advocate Supreme Coun 
of Pakistan

■2i>
i.':

3

&
i

Amjad Navi/az 
Advocate, Peshawar. A.:-

m
/Ii;|
199:

■ •• T
. .■•9.
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n gltiixv CAIISK Ncnirt-;

IMC NIm All Ntai.V^nS ^vhlfc p.Htcii M!!c !*S Kail. DUlrict lUrtnit have rrr.dcrH 
yo,.t«dr liahle t« pmemt^ «m1er nile 5(^) of *hc Khjhcr PaMittmlhwn. I'ntiK Ru!c^ 
tntncndctl In 2014) fortontmlliinp the rnllcmini! mlfcondiKt:-

I

• Th.H as

Vnti.

ii n75I?'

'v;
•i

per rclinhte wuree yot. ^vhlle ptwieJ m Ml 1C KaU were Imnil anj Rluve with 
rxMA OwtaWe Ilfcimtllnh nho hiki WreU n prfvittc pefttm fnr pcrfnrmlre hii 

» In hi< pirce while he hlmsrtf was nmntdg a privnie hiislttcsv.
>iHJ (Ik! not hrinp the mniiirr In the mrtice oryonr srtilont and rrpoTledty migh! h/ivc 

reremrd Die ■wme to
enn^Jnht,.,

nilrs nm ofthe nintter. the undersized M compcicnt authority under the mid

4
U dtUleillin
I

ywff sifccersor fw estcm!in(» tm^Jnc fnvouf to ilte %akl cryvk

isI
thcrukri.

073 fnmcnifcd in 2014),

Vo>. should r-ulmdi ivply U) (his showcase rolieu Ui'thm sc«n (07)dnys of «k r«;cir' nDhi, 
rottci.. fiuhnp which an cx parte nclion sluilf he tnkori agiiinst you. j

>00 (irc ftiillier dlreclcd lo inromi the iimlenigneit that n-t to whcilicr you wish lo K- Ivc-Jt/ in 
pcftwn or not.

f
i

upoti r>oe of 
under Khyhcr Pnkhlunkhwa, Pcitkc RulesI
/

'i

if
I

'•i.

i
/

J * '

!
Ilcgtonal I'oltcc orTiccr, 

nnnnti Region 
. Uannu

! / t
•"'J J '

rfrC-NIazA»No.2!3/905 
T]io(hcnMnCnSKnki,Dnnnu 
Nowut PS Lnkki.
No. Q if (I’A. t)a(cd:/Ji/ni/2023.

i! • >
1

i;

1

CC:
DPO Uikki for Inrttrtttrillon. picaso.;

W-—««.' I

np \;
Rcylorval Palicc OfTtcer, 

Ronmt Region 
Ilnnnu

^
I /

j
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flrifi

c pnnrjji TJilii nnirr w« d}sp«« ofSImw tVfW NnlU ^vcl i.pwi lltC Niitr. Ali 
while a* Ml 1C rS Kakl. Olsitiet nsitmi has rcwicnid htmstif IraMc Id bo procwksl under
n.tc 5(3) of the Khyber PaVhrunVhWn, VoWeti Ri*T«. i975'(«mttitl«t! In 30M) for commininj.; the 

follm-iin!; miOTOtluct conveyed to him vide this olTice No.OS^A dnied 12.0I.2023>

t

%
*5
iiii

per canlihle Informsllon, he tvns hsmi In plnvc wHii Cook consinhle nu;muHnli 
KpJ3 ns the said cook coiwtnldc hod Whs) n pr'tvntc person for pcrformlnii hi’t '’''tics In 

hU place while he himwif wos running privnte hti*rinc!«.
* Tlint inr: Ni'n? All (Ihen MIIC KnVi) did fm1 brine 'be fnnitcr Jn the notice of hi' reniors 

n«d cxtendcsl undue favtiur to the wiid ctwik coostRble. .

a • Thni ni

i^ii

I
I ncply tn the Show CmisC Nntice was received end lie ^s-ns heard In persoM <l^ng 

ordrriy room heltl in RPO OfTIcp Hamm on If. 02.7071. tils pten was not found cnnvmciriR. 
os he, iibove named cook ctmsinWe nml other collcopues Cnteporlcally ndmilted that 
•THMdar Pnclc" hod been pcTfomiine m Ctwlc In P.S Kail, The sntd cwik constvhlc further 
nddex! thni he was sunVrlnR from allergy; therefore i>e hod hinnl tlie above mentioned person. 
MIC Ninz Ali (then MHC KnVI) and the above muned cock constable chen'.ed their superior
onicrrs. lire cook constable was faking full pay (Him the gtivemment nnd hiring a private

1
person for performing diillcs in his place fi'i)orRs:SlKK>/- per month while tficcook ccnstahic 
hitusclf was running a pHvnlc tnisincss. U is no! only apam^t discipline but also ignoble.

4

ii one
!:!■

iS
i^:

i?
it
■.r

ii
I
I:;3 lltcrcfore, I, Syed Asbfrtq AnWflr, PSf^ ftcglonat Police OnTiccr, Bannu Rejp^m 

flannu, Iti exercise of the pO'veri vested In nte under! Ktiybcr rnkhiunkhwn Police Pules, 197^ 
(cfTTcndcxI In 2014) nni constrtdned to tlisagfce wllb Ills pIco. lie is hereby rcvcAcd to n lower 

Hint u ith immediate efTcct.

VJinfifl AKNOy|iCI:f>
OB Mo. ___

i
ii
’i 4.^K. ^>

ti|

Ucgionitt rotltc Orfleerv 
Uannu Rtglcn, 

Unnnu

. V ■ ' ’I ' ■“

ii

/EC. (lult-d Dannu (he T^Jt^nsfiyMn.
Cc:

)- DPOdJjinnu for tnformntlon and ncccsinry. 
> DAO Bannu for Informadon and ncccsk-try. 
V OSfnC BPO Office Ottrtnti. '

!

A' UcpIonnI PoHre 0171 ecr, 
flnnou Bcglnn, 

Banmi
------y

y"
y

y
y--
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?!
fI?

ORDER:I?
This order will dispose of Shov/ Cause Notice served upon IHC '''-'nz All 

No.2t3, while posted as MHC PS Koki, District Bonnu has rendered himself l-ibie to 

proceeded under rule 5(3) of the Khyber Pakhiunkhwc, Police R^les. i975 

emended in 201 4) for coming the following misconduct conveyed to liirrr vide h'- offtce

1.;

be

No.O 5/"PA doted 1 2.01.2023:

• Thof os per credible information, he wos hand in glove with Cook
Ihsanulloh No.53 os the cook constable hod hired a privoie' for
performing his duties In his place while he himself was running private b

* That IHC Niaz Alt (then MHC! Kokl) did not bring the matter in the no-i-- of his 
seniors oncl extended undue favors to the said cook constable.

a

cc''stc!ble

I
.'ness.

9

I!!!
•1 Reply in Show Cause Notice was received ond he was heard h- cerson

f.’ foundduring orderly room held in RPO Otf-ce Bonnu on ! 6.02.2023. His plea was 

coriiiflcmg, as he, above named cook constable and ether colleagues cotea-ricaHy 

“Tabidar Uncle” had been performing os Cook in P.S Kcki. ’he send

'1.
!I3

admitted that one

cook constable further added that he wos suffering from cilergy; therefore l-e hod
ii. hired the above mentioned person. IHC Niaz Ali (then AAHC Kcki) end tin- obove 

named cook constoble cheated the>r superior officers. The cook constable v.c-i taking 

full oay from the government and hiring c privaie person for performing d';t es. m hrs

iil
il
I

piece @ of Rs.8000/- per month while the cook constable himself v/o. r -n.-.g o 

privote business. It is not only again it discipline but oUo fejff)

R
iS

;!3

Therefore, 1, Syed Ashfaq Anwor, PSP Pegiond Police Office-, Bannw

Region Bannu. in exercise of the powers vested in me under Khyber Pek'-'-nkhwo

Police Rules, 1 975 (amended in 20 I 4) om constrained to disagree with his p'

hereby reverted to a lower rank with immediate effect.

Order onnounced 
Ob No.58 
Dated:27.03.2023
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•d Regional Police Officer
Bc:nnu feg --i.

Bonn-j!3! No.907/EC, dated Bonnu the 27.03.2023i’il
CC:

•A ^ DPO-Bannu for information ond necessary.
DAO Bannu for information and necessary, 

r' OS/EC RPO Office Bonnu.
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GENERAI of POliCEINSPECTOR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHV.m 
PH5HAV/AR
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O^ER

Petition under Rule 

LMC Niaz 

roni< iHC 

diO! t’O

This order is hereby possed in dispose of Revision
,ended 2014) submitted

Pckhlunkhwo Police Rule-1975 (om_

aworded punishment of reversion
n-A o? KKyber 

Ali No.213. The petitioner 

to LHC by RPO Bonnu.vide 

bond in glove with cook

from tiie
was

the ailegotions 

as the soid cool' consioble
OB No.58, dotedi 07.03.2023 on 

constcible Ihson Ulloh No.53 c

his duties in h'S place v/hile lie hiuTseli wo 3was
for performirtg

hod hired as private person 

running privote business. He 

extended undue favor to the so

from the (sic) while the privote person

the notice o! his seniors emd 

guiding full 

••luties c!t His

did nol bring this motter into

id cook constoble. The cook coitstoble

aid 8000/- to perform

was

v/ps p
salary

place.

wHcTcin02.06.2023held onBoard v/as

m. Petition^tfontended that Ho
Meeting of Appellote 

heard in person
is innocent.

waspetitioner

leveled againsteols thot the allegationsrevPerusol of enquiry papers
failed to advance ctfy

during hearing: Petitioner
have been proved granted cncithe petitioner

plausible explonatio
Board sees 

Boord decided thot his petition

no
rebuttal of the charges. The

n in i'i

of his petition; therefore, the
for acceptance 

hereby Rejected.

reasons

Sd/-
Riiwan Manzoor, PSP

General of Police

the21.07:2'023
5/1916-21/23, doted Peshawar

is forwarded to the:

1, Pegiona. ^ove nomed
(Containing Enquiry File), o 3 ,
Memo: N0.1622/FC doted 26.05.202J

No.
Copy of the obove Roll clongwHif FuiOne Service

LHC received vide youf 
irh for yoi/' of i'k'-

returned Here '••7

record.
7 District Police Officer, Bonnu..

6'. PA .0 Registror CPO Peshowor^
7. Office Supdt:E-IVCPO,Peshawor., Sd/-

Rizwon Manzoor, PSP 
Additional Inspector General of Police 
HOrs: Khyber Pckhtunkhwci, Pesnawoi.
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