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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SEREVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR, CAMP AT

Service Appeal No. 320/2023

' Khyber rakthtukhwa
MUhammad saeethan Service ¥ vibunal

Versus Diary No. / 2 :73:77
1GP KPK& Others onea D3 L2271

M AP I ITTE Y OF
RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:-
E I T i

1. Incorrect. The appeliant has a valid cause of action and locus standi to
file the Instant service appeal against the impugned order No.5858-
61/CTD dated 07/10/2022.

2. Incorrect. The appeal is maintainable in the present form.

.3, Incorrect. All the necessarieé parties has been arrayed in the panel of
respondents.

4. Incorrect. The doctrine of estoppel is not abplicable In the instant
service appeal.
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5. Incorrect. The appeal is well within time.

6. Incorrect. Appellant has not concealed any facts from this Honorable
Tribunal and has come to the court with clean hands for the redressal
of his genuine grievance under the law and the Tribunal has very much
ample power to entertain such like service appeals.

1) Incorrect. The appellant is law abiding citizen. The appellant has
approximately 16 years unblemished service. The appellant has not
violated any SOPs. The appellant has been made scape goat. The
inquiry officer has not conducted the inquiry proceedings according to
the demanding circumstances. The appellant has not admitted any of
allegations in his statement. Para 1 of the reply is not correct.

2) Incorrect and misconceived. The respondents has been failed to
incorporate the real facts. The allegations levelec against the appellant
were not correct and were not proved.
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Incorrect. Not admitted. The appellant has not any
contact with an individual namely, Majid Baloch. The
appellant has not disclosed his identity and nature of
work before anybody else. The alleged WhatsApp
screenshots annexed with the reply are not related with
the present appellant. On dated 23/07/2022, while during
routine work, appellant’s cell phone was taken Into
possession by DSP Cantt; while the documents annexed
with the reply are revealing that the memo of cellphone
was not prepared and neither any memo is annexed with
the reply. The cellphone of the appellant Is still In not safe
custody. Moreover, cell number 0333-6716323 is not
related with the appeliant.

Para No. 2 of the reply Is Incorrect. The official namely
Khuram Shehzadposted at CFU staff in the office of RPO
DIKhan and was superior/ senior to the appellant. The
appellant, being lower staff, has not persuaded his high
ups for provision of any CDRs. Moreover, the said official
being blue eyed of the respondents has been reinstated
into service vide office order No. 2330/ES dated
31/03/2023. Copy of the office order is annexed as

AT -1
.

Incorrect. Not admitted. The appellant has not illegally
fetched CDRs of varlous numbers and has not sent to any
individual. Further, the screenshots annexed with the
reply are not reflecting any connectivity of the appeliant
with an individual namely Majid Baloch. Moreover, the
alleged screenshots are not from the cellphone of the
appellant rather may have been taken from any other
device or may be self-created.

Incorrect. Not admitted. The appellant has not bribed any
official of CFUs staff. The screenshots annexed with the
reply are self-created and has been prepared to trap the
appellant. The appellant is a poor person and has no
nexus with various alleged transactions.

Incorrect. Not admitted. Neither iota of evidence is
available to connect the relation of the present appeliant
with the said Majid Baloch from Haiderabad. The
appellant has not used any illegal sims, the number of
which has not been shown. Further as mentioned above
that respondents has in possession of the private/
personal cellphone of the appellant without adopting any
legal formality. The respondents have violated the
fundamental rights of privacy of the appellant.

Incorrect. Not admitted. The appellant has not received
any huge amount of cash for illegally providing data(CDR)
to unauthorized person. The alleged annexed screenshots
are not genuine and are false and bogus just to trap the
appeliant. The appellant is a poor person and is being
made scape goat for the fault of the others (if any).
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VII. Incorrect. Not admitted. The appellant has not violated
any law and the rules. The annexed alleged documents
are not reflecting the misuse of social media by the
appeliant.

The respondent has not acted in accordance with the law.
The appellant, in October 2014 was transferred CTD

DIKhan. The appellant halls from the district police under
the domaln of District Police Officer. The appellant was
not charge sheeted by the competent authority as
Respected Mr. Iftikhar ‘Al Shah was serving as DSP
investigation CTD DIKhan region and vide order No. 433-
37/F.C/CTD dated\ Peshawar 16/05/2022 was assigned/
posted as SP CTD DIKhan region to look after the said
post. Copy of the order No. 433-37 is annexed as
Annexure “G’, Pertinent to mention here that Govt: of
KPK establishment Department vide letter No.
SO(policy)E & AD/1-1/2012/AP dated 07/12/2022 with
the subject “CLERIFICATION REGARDING ASSIGNING
LOOK AFTER CHARGE” was Issued and the same letter
was further circulated vide letter No. E & A (HD) 1-
12/2022 dated 12/12/2022 to all the concerned
departments and similarly the said instructions were also
communicated to all departments/ offices of CTD vide
letter dated 27/12/2022. Copies of the said three letters
are annexed as Annexure “H”, © " and “J7,
respectively.Thus the acting SP CTD was not competent
to issue charge sheet or even to award major punishment
of Dismissal from Service." The inquiry officer has not
followed the required procedure. All the documents
annexed are merely screenshots taken from any unknown
device and are not reflecting any connectivity of the
appellant with the commission of offence.

Para No. 3 of the reply Is incorrect while para No. 3 of the appeal is
correct. Appellant was not provided any copy of inquiry report as
stated by the respondents in the instant para. Detailed reply in
para No. 2 may kindly be reiterated.

The respondents have failed to controvert the instant para.

Para No. 5 is incorrect. Allegations were not proved against the
appellant. The impugned order was not issued by the competent
authority.

The respondents have failed to controvert para No. 6 of the appeal.
Rest of the para No. 6 of the reply is incorrect.

Incorrect as drafted. The appellant was not communicated any
order of the appellate authority. The appellant received the copy of
the order of the appellate authority on 06/02/2023.

Incorrect as drafted. The service appeal is based on merits.
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OBJECTION ON GROUNDS:

Incorrect and misconceived. The impugned removal order dated
7/10/2022 and decision of appellant’s departmental appeal
dated 04.11.2022 is illegal, against services laws and rules,
without jurisdiction, in violation of the presidents of apex courts
of the country and Is not justifiable for any reasonwhatsoever.
The alleged co-accused namely Khurram Shahzad was re-
ihstated into service by the appellate authority. Hence,
discrimination was metted out with the appellant. Moreover, the
order dated 07/10/2023 was issued by the authority who was
not competent to issue said order.

Incorrect and misconceived. While para No.2 of the grounds is
correct. Nothing was proved against the appellant. The
respondents has been failed to specifically controvert the stance
taken by the appellant about official/ co-accused namely
Khuram Shehzad. The fact shows nepotism and discrimination.

Incorrect and misconceived, The appellant has never ever
admitted In any of his statement that he has any connection
with HC Khuram Shehzad for illegal distribution/ business of
CDR. Khuram Shehzad was posted as Incharge CFU In the office
of RPO DIKhan and was a head constable while the appellant
was a constable. The appellant followed the instructions of head
constable being senior in post and has relation with the said
official only to the extent of routine work. However, the said
official was also charge shected on the same allegations but he
has been reinstated into service by the respondents. Appellant
has not received/ obtained any payment via easypalsa account.
Moreover, in the absence of heavy copy of the inquiry report the
issuance of final show cause notice Is not according to law and
justice. The impugned order was not issued by the competent
authority.

Incorrect and misconceived. The respondents have failed to
specifically deny the averments of para No. 4 of the grounds of
the appeal. The respondents are not willing to incorporate any
fact or to give any statement in respect of HC Khuram Shehzad.

Incorrect and misconceived. Para No. 5 is according to the law.
The then SP CTD DIKhan was holding the office as a stop gap
arrangement to look after the matters of petty nature and was
not competent to issue charge sheet or issued impugned order
of dismissal from service. Further para No. 2 (reply on facts)
above may kindly be repatriated.

Incorrect and misconceived. As already explained in the
preceding paras. However, appeliant was so pressurized for the
wrong (if any) of others that his cellphone was taken into
custody and still is in the possession of the respondents without
preparing any memo.

Incorrect and- misconceived. The para is self-contradictory with
the record annexed by the respondentsthemselves. The alleged
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annexure “D” not reflecting any nexus or connectivity of the
appellant with any unknown third person namely Majid Baloch.

8. Incorrect and misconcelved. The . respondents have not
specifically controverted the ground No. 8 of the appeal. Rather
the respondents failed to disclose the real episode of the story.

9. Incorrect and misconceived. The appellant has not glven any
opportunity of being heard. The alleged annexure “E" are
screenshots taken from any device. The alleged screenshots of
easypaisa reflecting receiving receipts which could only be
obtained from sender’s device but the inquiry report and
documents are silent to explain the said trail. Rest of the para is
also Incorrect. The appellant was a poor innocent constable and
element of undue influence cannot be ruled out In that
eventuality.

10, Incorrect and misconceived.The respondents have failed to deny
the ground in para No. 10 of the appeal. As the appellate
authority without perusing any record, just upheld the impugned
order of SP CTD. The appellate authority has even not took Into
consideration that the authority Issuing the impugned order was
actually not competent authority, under the law to Issue said
order.

11, Need no reply.

In wake of submissions made above, it Is therefore,
humbly requested that written reply' of the respondents
be declared as baseless and appeal of the appellant may
please be éccepted as prayed for. Any other relief deems
appropriate may please be given to the appellant.

Yours Hufnble Appellant
@

Dated: /7 /2//2024
Muham ad Saeed Khan

Ex-constable No. 1180
RN CTD DIKhan,

Muha tYbdullah Baloch
Advocate Supreme Court
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BEFORE THE HONO LE SEREVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR, CAMP AT
D.I.KHAN

Service Appea! No. 320/2023

Muhammad SaeedKhan
Versus

. IGP KPK& Others

AFFIDAVIY

I, Muhammad saeed Khan, the appellant, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare on oath that contents of the Rejoinder
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and. belief and
nothing has been deliberately concealed from this Hon’ble Service

Tribunal.
&Qé@

Dated: #7 /¢//2024
Deponent

12103 ~/259072"?
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REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
DERA 1SMATL KHAN
\ REGION
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No, A350 N
ORDER
Phive ander clispones all depurtnental appead
Shelizsgd N, 689 of District Police 01 K lim apainst e suder ol Majur |

ited by Ex-Congtuble Khneram
nnishment {Dismissal from
o TR.0K.2022, on the

Serviee)-by the DO DY Khan passed vide his olTiee Order No, 2078EC, thile

follow inge allegaions:
Pei ffice DE Rlna, foteched CDR of the
wnrd s shevn thet Ho-
o hin to call for
apprently wiiii
(‘1R

“He while posied as helerge CDR Brasels B
namher U323 51400207 from the cinpeane Juazz Pubistan, | ersvedd of Hie re
pusdice stettion e s othwr wint of e theee districts of DE Kl Region regsk
COR of the ibid namber from this compair bid by prisnsing lis anthori and
alterive motives sent an condil from officiad 1Y of REQ DE Kles o company el regested for
Jor whict I wus ot athorised, henee, remdorcd hivaself table fin steict. copartmental action as

vasiseged i section 4 clatse a & b oof the Police Rides 1975 awiended 20047

DPO DT Rhan served e appellane sitle Showe Cise Natice on the allegations ibid,
Reply 1o the sime was reecived hot T unsatisfactory, ence e was stmtoned and appeared
Before Bim. During eomse of personal bearing, he admitted that e had ferehed the dati ol the Cell
Namber quuted shove al his own to getmonetary benefits through canstables ardrn, '

A Y
The appellant prefvred o Merey petition against ihe imprpned order,

- Perusal of the servive recond of he appetlant & findings of the enquiry officer and in
person appearance before the uedersigned in erderly room held on 31.03.2023,

f
I3
Novertheloss. I Abadut Ghafowe Alvidi , PSP, Regionnd Palice Offieer, Dera ismai

K, in exercise of the possers conlerred apon me oder Rule-1 1L elause-d (h), of Police Rules 1975,
and seetion=3 of e ESTA code (Ustablistinent Code Khyber Pakhmnkhawa), lerehy take o lenient
view and set aside the impugned order of major ponishoent of dismissal from service passed by DPO
D1 Khan vide his office Order No, 2978/6C, dated 18.08.2022, REINSTATED him into service from
the dute of dismissa) and converted it inlo miner punishment of” stappage of 03-Annual Increments
with cumulative eficet, The peried he remiined out of service be treated as feave of Kind due with
i

mimediale elteet,

Order Anpotinced,

b

<)
(ABDUR AROQOR AFRIDDHPSE
Regiomal Police Of1icer
. Dera Bsmadl Khan
Ne. 2587 s, "

Copy 1o the DPO DK Ban w/ (o s office Order No. quoled above,

0 . I a/)l{ AFRIDH)PSP
q True copy Regronal Police Officer
(7 of Dera lsnwil Khan




Better Copy

OFFICE OF THE
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
DERA ISMAIL KHAN

REGIOIN
0966-928029! Fax # 9280290
No, 2330/ES Dated D.l.Khan the 31/03/2023

ORDER
This order disposes off departmental appeal filed by Ex-Constable Khurram

shehzad No. 689 of District Police, DIKhan against the order of Major Punishment (Dismissal
from Service) by the DPO DIKhan passed vide his office Order No. 2978/EC, dated 18.08.2022
on the following allegations;

“He while posted as Incharge CDR Branch RPO Office DiKhan, fetched CDR of the
number 0323-5143027 from the company Jazz Pakistan. Perusal of the record has shown that
no police station or any other unit of the three districtsof the DiKhan Region requested him to
call for the CDR of the ibid number from this company but by misusing his authority and
apparently with ulterior motives sent an email from official ID of RPO DiKhan to company and
requested for CODR for which he was not authorised, hence, rendered himself liable for strict
departmental action as envisaged in section 4 clause a & b of the Police Rules 1975 amended
2014”,

DPO DiKhan served appellant with Show Cause Notice on the allegations ibid. Reply to
the same was recelved but found unsatisfactory, hence he was summoned and appeared
before him. During course of personal hearing, he admitted that he had fetched the data of the
Cell Number quoted above at his own to get monetary benefits through constables of CTD.

The appeliant preferred a Mercy petition against the impugned order.

Perusal of the service record of the appellant & findings of the enquiry officer and in
person appearance before the undersigned in orderly room held on 31.03.2023.

Nevertheless, I, Abdul Ghafoor Afridi, PSP, Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, in
exercise of the powers conferred upon me under Rule-li clause-4 (b) of Police Rules 1975, and
section-3 of the ESTA code (Establishment Code Khyber Pakhtunkhwa),hereby take a lenient
view and set aside the impugned order of major punishment of dismissal from service passed
by DPO DIKhan vide his office Order No. 2978/EC, dated 18.08.2022, REINSTATED him into
servicefrom the date of dismissal and converted it into minor punishment of stoppage of 03-
Annual Increments with cumulative effect. The period he remained out of service be treated as
leave of kind due with immediate effect.

Order Announced.
(ABDUL GHAFOOR AFRIDI) PSP
Regional Police Officer
Dera Ismail Khan
No.2331/ES

Copy to the DPO DIKhan w/r to his Office Order No. quoted above,

(ABDUL GHAFOOR AFRIDI) PSP

C{Aﬁe Regional Police Officer

a Triie CoPy Dera Ismail Khan
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EPUTY INSTECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
py . - il VULILE,
COUNTER TERROIISM DEPARTMENT, -
KHYNER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESTIAWAR. |

shaingl each thod The fallowing 1388 of this Unii e heteby tmslerred/posiad i nafed
$gamngl cach their mames with Immediae effoct and el fanfier onlern, :

S.No.|  Nameof Offizers | From Te
L. | Me. 1Nikhar N | DS fuvestigation CT) | Lnok aficr the eficz of ST
...... - Ihikhar All Shah 1 Kl Region _CTD D Klan Hejion
3 | age 13 perid i | ook afler the oilice of 5P Closz o CTD HOn:
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2. | Me. Vool Waldd Khor, | CTD 131 Khan Reglon Peghanear |

ofwir=Thwreetiroemeratar il
I, Khyher Paldilunithoes,
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Capy of above 13 ferwerded for laformalion witd necessary netbon in e

Superimendents of Police, CTD LI Kian Reggion,

Deputy Superintendent of Police, CT1 111G Peshatwar,

Inchargo Database Yeetion, CTO 1 Qs Pedhawar (for vpd

Axcountant CTD HGm: Mexhaviar,

PSO, OAS], SIRC, MHE CTD 1Qrs: Peshavwar. A A o be
rue Copy

gileig of Datobaie).
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GOVT, OF KHYRER PAKHTY NICHWA
ESTABLISIIMENT DEPARTMENT

Nu, SO(PolicyVHE&AD/ 3201 VAR Hules
Dated Peshawar, the December 07, 2022

L T
b — .
> ———

The Add.atwnal Chief Secretary, '&D Department

Xl‘llc Scmpr. Member Board of Revenue. '

/\;I /D\fll!llplslrutive Secretaries to Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Al Hl\'monal Conunissioners in Xhyber Pakhtunkhwa.

l fads ofAttac!leFI Departments in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Deputy Commissioners in Khyber Pakhiunkhwa

Subjeat: : y g
o St CLARIFICATION REGARDING ASSIGNING LOOK AFTER CHARGE,

(=Y I W

Khyber Pakhtu;:j?: digct‘edﬂto refer to the above cited subject and to state th.a! althoug.h in il.u:
sssiening additio m;’: 'WII lc.crvzmt Act, 1973 zfnd rules n?ade thereunder, there IS no provision for.
an O}ﬁcer or lem[ charge/ ook after charge of a post which becomc§ viciunt dlln,: to the transfer of
‘ porarily becomes vacant due (o the officer’s procecding on a visil/leave, however,
in sucl} a situation the official businuss cannot be lefi to suffer, hence, efficer ofl.an equivalent
f;’Tildc IS assigned additional charge of the post which is regulated under Finance Depanment’s
instructions dated 12" August, 1997. As per Finance Department’s instructions such an
avingement is made for a period.which-is not less than one month -and should not exceed three
U'V.‘;'»[ha. Hov.ever, it can be extended for another three months with the approval of next higher
Juthoanty .

2 Moreover, in cerlsin conditions where the duration for which a post is likely o

I\ ~eman '+ shodt, hence. as a practice, in such a situation an officer is temporarily deputed to look
/y{l{ after charge of that post so that routine official business may not suffer. Such an officer is reauired

't L) / wnd expected to run the day w day affairs of that post only and not to take major adminisrative o
B { ~ financial decistons heving far reaching impications. He ran take decisions with rogerd tv dav i

7 diy business of that ot which can be reviewed by (e vompelent wutholily depsititgg ol Ui
* A
- "r‘,’" e ™ 3] -~
e kﬁﬂ ( meiit of the case.
32
.,,// _A.,L‘ . . . ' . "
A 3 However, it has come 10 the notice that in certain cases officers whu have been

P assiged Jook after charge have taken major decisions like recruilments expenditure of huge
\1}»{)\ amount etc. which involve major administrative aud financial implications which is contrary o the
/ ! norms. An officer looking after the charge of a post cannot exercise financial and

EUY /i
Ay
N
(‘«,—,,v‘ir‘/v ! establishec ol 2,
(’w & ( 7 administrative powers as the sane have not been delegated to him by the competent authonity.
A\ ,
\ I am thereforc directed thal the position explained in Para-2&3 above may be

N4
211 concerned for information and compliance.

‘lisserninared 10
s Yours Latthfuliy.

o AT
i /”’/ﬁmblo}\ 14 E .
IR AMIN |
Section' Officer (Policy)

74N / I
¥4 )
| e

!

Endst: No & Date fdven. L ) ) -
Secretary Establishment, Government of Khyber Pakhtunhhs.

Copy is forwarded to SPS (o

o ELEIVCRE B
“ 7/

estgéfobe

a True Copy L

R
() et =t
S Secfiy Officer (Policy)
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No.

BETTER COPY

GOVT. OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT

SO(Policy)/E&AD/1-3/2012/AP! Rules

Dated Peshawar, the December 07,2022

To,

The Additional Chief Secretary, P&D Department.

The Senior Member Board of Revenue.

All Administrative Secretaries to Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

All Divisional Commissioners in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

All Heads of Attached Departments in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

. All Deputy Commissioners in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Subject:CLARIFICATION REGARDING ASSIGNING LOOK AFTER CHARGE

Dear Sir,

O v rwN e

| am directed to refer to the above cited subject and to state that although in the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 and rules made thereunder, there is no
provision for assigning additional charge/look after charge of a post which becomes vacant
due to the transfer of an officer or temporarily becomes vacant due to the officer’s
proceeding on a visit/leave, however, in such a situation the official business cannot be left
to suffer, hence, officer of an equivalent grade is assigned additional charge of the post
which is regulated under Finance Department’s instructions dated 12™August, 1997. As per
Finance Department’s instructions such an arrangement is made for a period which is not
less than one month and should not exceed three months. However, it can be extended for
another three months with the approval of next higher authority.

2. Moreover, in certain conditions where the duration for which a post is likely to
remain is short, hence as a practice, in such a situation an officer is temporarily deputed to
look after charge of that post so that routine official business may not suffer. Such an officer
is required and expected to run the day to day affairs of that post only and not to take
major administrative and financial decisions having far reaching implications. He can take
decisions with regard to day to day business of that post which can be reviewed by the
competent authority depending upon the merit of the case.

3. However, it has come to the notice that in certain cases officers who have been
assigned look after charge have taken major decisions like recruitments expenditure of
huge amount etc. which involve major administrative and financial implications which is
contrary to the established norms. An officer looking after the charge of a post cannot
exercise financial and administrative powers as the same have not been delegated to him
by the competent authority.

4, | am therefore directed that the position exptained in Para-2&3 above may be
disseminated to all concerned for information and compliance.

y ours faithfully,
y U{,e;auﬂ%gbe Yours faithfully

SABIR AMIN a Tl'ue Copy

Endst: No & Date Even.
Copy Is forwarded to SPS to Secretary Establishment, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Section Officer (Policy)

Section Officer (Policy)




HYc;OVERNMF.NT OF
HOME TRBER PAKHTUNKFHWA
IBAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMEN

POOHOS
No. E & A (HD) 1-12/ 2022

/ Dated Peshawar the 12 December, 2022

E::;;*‘?l’ector General of Police,
2. The le‘ Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
“Kh uspector Genefat of Prisons,
’ yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Director General Prosecution,
Khyber Palhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
4. The Director,

Provinctal Public Safety Commission,

T Khyber Pakhtunlhwa.
o _(:?;, . S. The Director,
‘ i . Reclamation and Probation,
L - ; e 7/) . Khyber Pakhtunichwa, Peshawar.
N et b 3 1 L
. i ™" Subjec: ¢ ICATIO ; ; LO ER CHARGE
B O el } !_./"c.'a’,)c -

Dear Sir,

[ am directed to enclose herewith a copy of letter  No.
SO(Policy)/B&AD/1-3/APT Rules, dated 07/12/2022 received from Governiment of
Khyber Pakhtunikhwa, Establishment Department on the cubject noted above, which

C o is“seif-explanatory for inforination and compliance, piease.

SRR T N 2
R 7 SECTION OFF) (GENERAL)

SFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIGE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
No.CPOIE-1L 2> 49 Dated Peshawar the A December, 2022
Copy of above alongwith its enclosures is forwarded for information and

compliance to the:-

i) The Capital City Police Officer,
Peshawar. :

iy All Regional Police Officers,
in Khyber Pakhlunkhwa.
(AFSAR JAN)

o iii) All Head of Units/Offices,
/'; /u,/[ I l) . in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
| 7 Registrar

: )
v (P,ﬁ . For inspector General of Pclice
ﬁ%{?es{yg/iﬁ e {, - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

shawar
A True GOPY Pes

e




,
1 PDE Y 'W.C ENERAL OF POLICE, crb
@ OFFICE OF DEPUT Y INSPECTOR GEN. .
K KIIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHTAWAR.
‘Stv S’
2,3/ No / 7(5 '5 7F{C'/CT1) | Dated Peshawar the 57///52 /2022.
“ 2> |
o & :
| © - - 3 \/ SEEJ—' = ‘
/. All Regional SsP CTD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, All'SsP CTD HQrs: | ?slmaxvar \“*‘-ﬁ = "
" w/r to CPO, Peshawar office Letter No. 2549/C-1 dated 20-12-2022, for information and ‘Q‘% « x
P comipliance, plcase. |

SSP Admn:
For Deputy Inspector General of Police,
CTD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

N‘.—.ad; Pcshawar
Q 3
& )

;&.Q/ -




