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‘%errntendentpf Pollce, Frontler RESERVE

,“Commandant FRP/KP Agreed and Suggesteﬁd conduct proceed accordlngly,

:v.'accordance wrth |aw, you Semor Scale’ Stenographer Fawad Khan (PA to Deputy-

- Commandant FRP/KP) hereby charge asfol|ows-' e PP '; o

S RRE Constables Amrr \)I\laseem,, No 6090/6019 and Rehmat
Zameer No 5138 have managed therr transfer/Postmg orders under the

‘fake srgnature of AIG Establrshment CPO Peshawar rln thrs regard

prehmrnary enqurry was-.~ con?ucted through Inqurry Comm tee

' compressrng by DSP/FRP/HQrs and Rl/FRP/PR wherem you were oun(

gurlty and lnvolved |n submrssron of the same orders. in the offrceof ofhc-
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Supermtendent FRP/KP
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) AII thlS speaks hlghly adverse on your~ part warrantlng ster-
g .
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dlsc1phnary actr_on you . ..;;5;-3,5 A e kS

4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt Servants Effrcrency and Drscrphne Rules 2011 and ha'

. : ( -
30 ;. You are,. therefore, requrred to: submrt your wntten defense wrthrn sev

1

days of the’ recetpt—of thrs charge sheet to the mqurry commrttee/mqurry offrcer as t

caseimaybe: i 1o el L ,;;; ; g : ; S
a; 1 . iYour: wntten defense |f any should reach the mqurry offrcer/mql

commlttee wrthln the specrfred penod falhngfwhrch it shall be: presumed that you h
‘nod defense to put in and in that case exx parte§actlon shall follow agamst you

3 k4
B Intrmatefwhether you desrre to be heard in person

s :,;,.'..... -

6. A statement of allegatrons is enclosed
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L FIT22022 ditled TV Mevrez Kiheo: Vs lispreor General of Police. Kiyber Pakhtunidosa,
“decided on 08.03.2029 by Division Bench comprisi iy, Kalim Avshad Khais.
Vi, Mabwovmad Akbur Khan, Member Executive, Khyber Fukhnikivva Sarvice Tribuial,
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE' -TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

-BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN
MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN ... MEMBER (Executive)

Service Appeal No.1192/2022

Date of presentation of Appeal.............. 29.07.2022
Date of Hearing................oocoo 08.05.2024
Date of Decision.........c.covvviiiiin .o 08.05.2024

Mr. Mamrez Khan, Head Constable No.769, Police Station
SNGPL, Karak....coceveiiiiiiviiniiiniininininen, (Appellant)

[. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Kohat. '
3. District Police Officer, Karak.....cccceevurcerersccrnscrniennae (Respondents)

Present:
Dr. Fawad Ullah, Advocate ..............c.ooeiviin . For the appellant
Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney....For respondents

LR I R R R N R R R N R N S I R S-S T SRS Ui i e

“APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 20.092021
OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KARAK
(RESPONDENT NO.3) WHEREBY PENALTY OF

) REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED ON THE
® APPELLANT AND THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
16.11.2021 PASSED BY THE REGIONAL POLICE
OFFICER (RESPONDENT NO.2) VIDE WHICH
%, DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS

™\  REJECTED - AND IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

A g 11.04.2022 OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

(RESPONDENT NO.1) VIDE WHICH THE REVISION
~PETITION OF APPELLANT FILED UNDER POLICE

RULE 11-A OF POLICE RULES 1975 WAS PARTIALLY

ACCEPTED AND PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM

SERVICE WAS CONVERTED INTO MAJOR PENALTY

OF COMPULSORY RETIREMENT FROM SERVICE. B
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o, Kbyder Pakhimiineg,
e, Kading Avshad Kban,
sinkinee Service Tribund,

~ JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: Brief facts of the case

are that appellant was serving as Head Constable in the Police
Department; that on the bﬁsis of cmﬁplaiht, he we;s proce;aded agéinst
departmentally and charge sheet/sta_:tem'en—tiof allegations were issued
followed by inquiry; that resultantly, he was dismissed from service;
that‘feeiing aégrieved, ﬁe ﬁ.led departmental appeal to the RPO Kohat
but the same was dismissed; that ther‘eafter, he filed Revision Petition
ﬁndgr the Khybér Pakl.mfunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 to the Inspector
General of Police K_hybef Pakhtgnkhwa and the IGP converted the
penalty of dismissal iﬁto compulsory retirement from service.
Therefore, he filed tﬁe instant service appeal for reinstatement into
service with back bene-ﬁts.

2. bn receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing, the
respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and
contested the appeal by filing written reply raiéing therein numerous

legal and factual objections. The defense setup was a total denial of

the clléim of the appellant.

4. . We have heard Jearned counsel for the appellant and learned

Deputy District Attorney for respondents.

5. The learned counsel for the éppellant reiterated the facts and

- . ‘I v
grounds detailed in the memo and grounds. of the appeal while the V
learned Deputy Distiict Attorney controverted the same by

supporting the impughed oider(s).
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0. The alleg_ati._(:)ns-e.,, against 't_he»:capp‘lellant was his alleged

involvement in an illegal extra dei)artme-r:]tal- ‘activit,ies as well as

ﬁgisus.e olf official powers. The appellant was proceededAagainst

departmentally on '2_1‘ complaint of one Bas:,hir Ahmad Advocate in

respect of “some land pro-perty' and during the entire inqﬁiry

proceedings there was nothing fm_md. to be siaid a misconduct so as to

justif-y the proceeding against the 'appellaﬁt depantineritéﬂy. There

might be some private land dispute, but be(;"'ause of that disp{lté, we -
are .unable to hold that the appellant could be‘held liable fof

miéconduct or at least misusing his official pbsition.

7. Keeping in view the situation, instant _ service appeal is

accepted. The impugnéd orders are set asiéde and the appellant is

reinstated into service with- all back beneﬁté. Costs shall follow the
event. Consign.

8. . Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 8" ;giay of May, 2024.

+

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman

({1

MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN

Member (Executive) ‘ ~
*Murazem Shalr* ' SCANNEW
r@o . KT B
& T eshawag




‘lZ”':Jﬁah.'202‘4 1. Appellant in person present. Mr. Asad Ali Khan,: Assnstam

Advocate General for the respondents present.

s:""t~: 3
L %

2. Former made a request for adjournment as his counsél was not

- available today. Adjourned. To cbfne up for arguments oh, 08052024 '

QQ - before D.B.P.P given to the parties.
K aln, ~ |
&°a ,f’ SNQO %
‘ *y ~ (Rashida Bano) (Kalim Arshad Khan)
*Mutazem Shah * Member (J ) : S . Chairman o

S.A #.1192/2022
ORDER - | . T
8" May. 2024 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif:

Masood Ali -Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the responcié'ﬁts
‘present.

2. Vide our consolidated judgment of today placed on"‘ﬁle
instant service appeal is acce]:;ted. The impugned orders aré" set
aside and the appellant is reinstated into service with all BEVl‘Ck:
benefits. Cc;sté shall fbllow the event: C_onsign.‘

" 3.- Pronozméed in open Court at _Peshav{/ar and given'ui;%léf

our hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 8" day of May,

B %/{(
. <
(Muham {{ar han (Kalim Arshad Khan)

*Mutazem Shah* Mefnber (E) Chail‘man

O
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z}é.s@
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05.09.2023 | Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Waqar Ahmad,

| ASI alongwith Mr. Asad Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General’
for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant sought some time for
preparati(ﬂ)n of arguments. Adjourned. To come up for
arguments on 27.11.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to

\5\ the parties. | | ‘ IR
8 °$ o ‘
A ‘2;& ‘ . ;d .
: o -ud-Din
) )\6\ i : ' (S?\I/?:mier (IJ)
QA ° Member (E)

*Naeem Amin*

0 27.11.2023 1.

*KaleemUllah®

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan

learned District Attorney for the respondents present.

2. Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment on

‘the ground that he has not prepared the brief. To come up for

arguments on 12.01,2024 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) (Rashi&&no)
Member (E) Member (J)




S.A No. 1192/2022

'

03" "May, 2023 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asad Ali

Khan, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents
present.
2. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment on the

ground that he has not made preparation’ for arguments.

S¢ Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 10.07.2023 before
&, 5"1"'“1@ - | o
~®gy, QQT“ o the D.B. Parcha Peshi is given to the parties. ,

ey ‘ ; ,
(Salah-ud-Din) v (Kalim Arshad Khan)
. Member (J) Chairman

*Naecem Amin* )

10.07.2023 Appellaﬁt alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Sher Andaz,

ASI alongwith Mr. Asad’ Ali Khan, Assistant Advocate General

for the respondents present. 5
Learned counsel for thé appellant sought adjournmerit on

) ’(zt‘: - ~ 3::‘
the ground that he has not made preparation for arguments.

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 05.09.2023 before the

Y

. D.B. Parcha Peshi givén to the parties.
o
ol .
& A |
RIS Y
" "'J ’ : : , .
Ty @ (Rashida Bano) (Salah-ud-Din)
P | Member (J) . Member (J)

*Naeem Amin®




el
"' 13" March, 2023 . Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Faiéﬂ-'
Shah Mohmand, Additional AdVdCate General alongw_ifh-er.
Zafran-ud-Din, PSI for the respondents present. ..
Learned ~counsel for the "applellant 'relquesfed‘: for
'adjournmlent on the ground that he has not made }‘Jreparéti:'dn' for -
arguinents. Adjourned: To come up for arguments on
: < % 22.03.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to ihe‘partie'é._ )
6 “ ‘ .
@gﬁ?ﬁ‘ : . - ( \
5 95 | v , I A T
%A% . . . S
3 ‘% | (Salah-ud-Din) | ~ (Kalim Arshad Khan)
% A Member (J) . _ -+ Chairman '
22.03;2-023-. Junior to counsel for appellant ~pfesent. .
Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmaﬁd, Additional Advocate General for
@c ANNED) respondents present.
, KestT , ,
- 'pgsh‘awé?vi Learned Member Judicial (Mrs. Rozina Rehman) is on leave,

7

therefore, case is adjourned to 03.05.2023 for arguments before

D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.,

~ (Muhammad Akbar Khan)
Member (E)

vy



_ 14"‘ Dec. 2022 Due to strike of the Bar and Mrs. Rozina Rehman,
learned Member (J) being on leave, this matté_r is adjourned

to 06.03.2023 before the D.B. Office is directed to' notify

ANNED.

, haway the next date on the notice board as well as the website of
Pes ‘ .

(Far@e\lﬁb Paul) :

Member(E)

the Tribunal.

6" Mar, 2023 . Learned counsel for appellant present. Mr. Naséer Ud |

Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General alongwith Iftikhar Igbal

PSI for the respondents present.

Arguments heard. During the course of arguments, we

found that the action against the appellant was initiated on the

basis of an inquiry-alleged to have been conducted by“Zahir
Shah SP Iﬁvestigation. Neither the inquiry report nior the
proc-’eedings are placed on file, therefore, the ‘entire ijnquiry
- proceedings are directed to be placed on file with'in';i we%ek. To
come up for record/arguments on 13.03.20235before D.B. PP

? . ‘
! A ‘ given to the parties.

co :
¢ ’ ‘
l' : ‘
' »

(Salah Ud Din) (Kalim Arshéd khan)
Member (J) Chairman |

e




11.10.2022 Junior to counsel for the appellant. Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocaté -General for respondents

present. o ‘ {

Written reply on behalf of respondents not submitted.
Learned Additional AG seeks time to contact the respondents
- for submission of written reply. Adjourned. To come up for

written reply/comments 01’i 16.11 2022 before S.B.

~* (Fareeha Paul)
Member (E)

16.11.2022 Learned counsel for the appe‘lllant present. Mr. Kabirullah
- Khattak, Additional Advocate General 'alongwith Mr. Waqar Ahmed,
ASI for the respondents present and submitted reply/c;ommehts which

are placed on file. Copy of the same haqded over to learned counsel for

geiﬂ o the appellant. To come up for rejoinder, if any, arguments on
At Ne SN -, s
s 2T . AR
Stan, 14.12.2022 before D.B. A
r

(Mian.NMuham mad) .
Member'(E)”

3T ‘S‘\\ 6\_‘1 .

aat

N
i

o
Wit
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‘:\ | Form- A
(4 ‘
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
" Court of
Case No. ' 1192/2022
VS_,I\-Jo.:_ Date ‘of~ order | Order or other perceed-ings wit‘h signature of judge I )
proceedings ‘ ' T
i [ T 3
i 29/01/2022 The appeai of Mr. Mamrez Khan presented today by Dr. Fawad Jan
] Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar
@mggﬁ on . Notices be issued to appe!lant and his counsel for the date
fixed. /G L -
y) -&-22- | .
By the order-of Chairman |
" REGISTRAR
i
!
i . _
19.08.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Préliminary
arguments heard. ‘
_ Points raised need consideration. The appeal N i “
(-/ o0 admitted to regular hearing, subject to all just and Iega¥ o
Appeli4nt Deposifed” :
Security & PrecessFss » | objections. The appellant is directed to deposit securlty Snd -
- / / process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to -~
T /- the respondents for submission of written reply/comments.
' ERV/ /A ' ' - |
/ ome up for reply/comments befpre the S.B on.
11.10.2022. .
. *
'SCANNED :
- KPST (Mian Muhammad)
Pgsi,hawa?’ Member (E)
; i R
!
| BB
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

. CHECK LIST i : :
. . . _ A
- Maws Z. Yo Yersus Ligud &é KPK
SR TTOTroo Appellant e ~.Respondents -
S N CONTENTS . o ' YES | NO
-N‘—O : PR ool 2 PR,
1. _| This pefition has been presented by: fy. ks SRAdvocate JH 7AW Court v T
2. | Whether Couns‘eI/Appeilant/RespondenUDeponent have signed the requisite documents? vV
3. | Whether appeal is within time? - K vy
4. | Whether the er:actment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? N
5. | Whether the er-actment under which the appeal is filed is correct? v
6. | Whether affidavit is appended? N
7. _| Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? . v
8. | Whether appesl/annexures are properly paged? ' S N
9. | Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject; furnished? v
10. | Whether annexures are legible? . - i ‘ R
i1. | Whether annexures are attested? _ _ ‘ ‘
|12, | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? N
13. ] Whether copy cf appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? - . v
14, [ Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by
petitioner/appeliantrespondents? o - . :
15. | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? . VoI
16, | Whether appea! contains cuttingloverwriting? _ *
17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? oA
18. | Whether case relate to this court? . e A
119. | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? _ N
20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in séparate file cover? W
21. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete? .
22. | Whether index fled? v
23. | Whether index is correct? ~ v
1.24. | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On ___ o '
25. | Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along | v
___i with copy of appzal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On :
26. | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On_. o
27. Whet_he.r copies ot comments/reply/rejoinder  provided to opposite  party? On.
Itis certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above lable h been fulfilled.
~ Name:- dwed Jah, \ o~
. Signature:- \_ af‘@)
R Dated-__ 34 f3/22 -~
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE
KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
: | H ) | SCANNED;'
- Appeal No. 5/ /2022 ‘  KPST _
B . Peshawar
: Mamrez Khan oooooo;oooooolovo‘o.ouoiooo. oooooooooooooooooooo Appellant )
Versus
Govt of KPK & Others.....cccccceeiiiinicienianns Respondents
INDEX
v S.NO. PARTICULARS ' ANNEXURES | "PAGES
| NO.
11 Memo of Appeal . . ' . 1-6
2 | Copy of Order dated 29.09.2021 A7
-3 Copy of Order dated 16.11.2021 _ A-1 . . '8
4 Copy of Order dated 11.04.2022 A-2 .9
4 Copy of Charge sheet ' B | 10
5 Copy of statement of allegation B-1 11
5 Copy of reply : C ‘3\_ ) S :
6 Copy of application ' D&D-1 ,A' ’1‘
7 Copy of departmental appeal - E |§’_2 '3' B
8 Review Petition F - QF_ :22
9 Copy of the order for amendment ' o o .
in appeal No. 310/2022 . G | 33-11,, -
10 Wakalathnama C- ~ N
Appellant
Through
. Dr. Fawad Jan
Dated: 27.07.2022 . : Advocate, Pesh War '




. BEFORE THE HONOURABLE : '
KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR _ o
Khyber I'ahhtukhwa S
. - SelnT\ ice 'lﬂb‘..nall~ : |
‘ | - - . uaryNo._%.ﬂ—;
" Appeal No. ﬁ )5}), /2022 , o )/57 /07 /)0)/L

Mr. Mamrez Khan, Head Constable No.769, Police Station . =
SNGPL, Kal’ak *4%4¢¢sc00sr0 e *ssessvesanne ooooooo‘ooooo‘ooooooooo-oAppella‘.nt

VERSUS

1 Inspector General of Police, KPK Peshawar. _ |
2. Regional Police Officer, Kohat |
3. District Police Officer, Ka‘rak.

Ly R R Y Y Y T _000.0000QnoooooooooooooooouoooRespon_dentsA

APPEAL  U/S4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTOONKHWA TRIBUNAL ACT 1974
AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED:

© 29.09.2021 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE
OFFICER KARAK (RESPONDENTS NO.3),

 WHEREBY PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM =
SERVICE WAS IMPOSED ON APPELLANT AND =
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED: 16.11.2021
PASSED BY THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
(RESPONDENT NO.2) VIDE WHICH THE _
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT WAS
REJECTED AND IMPUGNED ORDER DATED - -
11.04.2022 OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF
POLICE KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA -
(RESPONDENT NO. 1), VIDE WHICH THE
REVISION PETITION OF APPELLANT FILED -
UNDER POLICE RULE 11-A OF POLICE RULES

1975 WAS PARTIALLY ACCEPTED AND
PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WAS




CONVERTED Il\'ITO' MAJOR PENALTY OF.
COMPULSORY RETIREMENT FROM SERVICE.

.COPIES OF ALL THE THREE ORDERS ARE
ENCLOSED AS ANNEXURE A, A-1 AND A-2

RESPECTIVELY.

Prayer in Appeal:

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED: 16.11.2021 OF
THE RESPONDENTS NO.2,  AND . THE
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED: 29.09.2021 OF
THE RESPONDENT NO.3 AND IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED: 11.04.2022 MAY PLEASE BE
SET-ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT POSITION
MAY KINDLY BE RESTORED WITH ALL BACK
'BENEFITS. ‘ | |

Respectfully Sheweth..

Appellant very humbly submits the service appeal based
on the followmg facts and grounds

| 'Facts:_-

1. That the appellant is bona-fide resident of village.
‘ Gardi Banda, Tehsil Takhte Nasrati District
Karrak. The appellant joined police as a constable
and was promoted to the rank of head constable. .
The appellant had put in.long and unblemishéd =~ . .
service of 37 years in police. In the year 2021 *~ "
appellant while posted in Police Station Sui -
Northern Gas Pipe line (SNGPL) Karak was
rendered to disciplinary action by respondent NO,
3 on the basis of business departmental charges:
2. That un-officially partitioned landed property
L situated adjacent of the house of appellant was -
purchased by one Bashir Advocate. Appellant - -
being a co-sharer in the property and neighbor
was having superior right of pre-emption,
therefore, appellant without loss of a moment-
initiated pre-emption proceedings by - serving
notice on vender followed by lodging pre-emption’
, suit before competent court. :
3. That the quick and lawful action of appellant =
annoyed the vendee and vendor and both started




. . \“ﬁr

harassing the appellant one way or the other so -
as to force and pressure, the appellant for
withdrawal of the suit but appellant -did not .
succeed to their nefarious designs. '

That the vendee and. vendor lodged Jomt
complaint’ against appellant before respondent
NO. 3, the immediate superior officer of appellant.
The complamt was based on false, fabricated and
concocted allegations of criminal intimidation
and misuse of officiated status. :

That through the matter was purely private event
and was not rendered to official duty or
commission of misconduct yet respondent No. 3
rendered appellant to disciplinary action, charge
sheet and statement of allegations based on false

contents of complaint of vendee and vendor was
issued to appellant. Copies of the charge sheet

and statement of allegation annexed as

annexure as B and B-1
That the appellant subm1tted detalled and -

plausible reply in response to the charge sheet . :

but the defense of the appellant was not"

considered. In same vein appellant when noticed
the biased attitude of the enquiry officer, the

appellant submitted two applications for transfer -
of the enquiry to another -officer.  Copies of the.
reply and applications are attached as
annexure -C, D-1 and D-2. o

That though appellant’ expressed written no

confidence on the enquiry officer yet the same - |

enquiry officer submitted fact fmdmgs based on -
no evidence that the charge is proper and
respondent NO. 3 without issuing final show _
cause notice, provision of the copy of the fact

findings and chance to personal hearing issued =

removed from service order of the appellant Copy
of the order is already enclosed as annexure
A,

That appellant filed departmental appeal before
the respondent No. 2 against the order of
respondent No. 3 but the departmental appeal
was rejected. Copy of the departmental appeal

- and rejection order is enclosed as annexure E .-

and rejection order already enclosed as
annexure A-1. =~ -
That the appellant filed ‘revision petition under -
rule 11 -A of the Police Rules 1975 before the -
respondent No. 1 against the orders of the
respondent No. 2 and 3. Trhe review petition was
not respondent therefore the appellant submitted
service appeal No. 310/2022 before this
honorable service tribunal. Copy of the revision
petition is enclosed as annexure F.




10.

11.

12.

GROUNDS

A.

@

That respondent No. 1 partiallyj"accepted the *

revision petition vide order dated 11/04/2022: S

whereby the penalty of removal from service was
converted into compulsory retirement from -
service. Copy of the order is already enclosed :
as annexure - A-2. :

That in the view of the above changed scenario
appellant placed request for amended of the

service appeal and also prayed for the grant of

permission of filing afresh appeal for challenging

inter alia the major penalty of compulsory -

retirement from service.

That this honorable tribunal was pleased to allow
the above request of appellant vide order dated
copy of the order is considered as annexure -
G. Therefore, the appellant submits fresh appeal

“on the following grounds

That the enquiry proceedings were conducted' B
in flagrant violation of law and rules

governing disciplinary actions. No one was

examined as a witness in support of the -

charges leveled against appellant. No chance
of cross examination of the witnesses was
provided to appellant. Appellant expressed
written no confidence on enquiry officer: but
the enquiry. officer and respondent No. -3
ignore the written objection of appellant.
Enquiry having not conducted in accordance
with law, the entire subsequent action based
on the enquiry findings have no legal sanctity. -
That under the law and rules, enquiry officer -
will be confined to the allegations stated in
the charge sheet. Enquiry officer will. not
travel beyond the ambit of such allegations.
The enquiry officer of appellant case was

biased and he submitted findings based- on

his personal observations and grievances.

The enquiry officer submitted findings in
violation of settled principle of law that “Ne
one shall be a judge of his own cause.”

That superior courts have held in numerous
reported judgements that final show cause
notice along with enquiry findings shall be
supplied to accused officer. No final .show

cause notice was issued to appellant. -

Findings of enquiry officer were not supplied
despite submission of an application before
the respondent No. 3.



®

That the respondents have passed the order o
without properly evaluating the facts and
evidence on record. Therefore, the orders are

against law, facts and materials- on record B

hence liable to be set aside. ,

That the impugned orders were outcomie of
private event between appellant and. his -
opponents of - the pre- emptlon suit.-
Respondent No. 3 and the enquiry officer
under the 1nﬂuence of the opponents of
appellant, initiated departmental proceedings

against appellant despite the fact it was no R

case of commission of mis conduct.
That appellant was not associated . in - the‘

enquiry ' proceedings. No opportunity of =

personal hearing = was provided. The
impugned orders were passed in slipshod -
manner without applying prudent mind for -

ascertaining the truth or otherwise of the

charge, award of penalty. to police officer on
the base of civil dispute of police officer with
his opponerits, adversely affect the moral of
the police establishment. .
That the whole departmental file has been :
prepared in violation of law and - rules.

Appellant was serving police as lower - -

subordinate therefore question of criminally
intimidating an advocate and co-villagers

does not arise. Again, a lower subordinate is -~

not in position to misuse his authority.
Therefore, there is no truth in the charge and
the same is baseless and the opponent of -
appellant fabricated the charge with sole aim
of harassing the appellant for W1thdrawal of
pre-emption suit.

That the impugned orders suffer from legal '
and factual infirmities and mis- appl1cat1on of

law in  violation of settle principles of =

evaluation of facts and ev1dence by the -
superior courts. :

That the Appellant per policy of civil _'se.rvant
should be given an opportunity of hearing and

the same has not been done, which seems to - .

be injustice with Appellant

That the appellant belongs to very poor famﬂy .
and according to civil servant laws and
impugned orders without fulfilling the legal




o

o ppellapt
Through: :
: Dr. Fawad J
Dated: 27.07.2022 L . Advocate, Peshaw

'Note

requirements is nulhty in the eye of law and
. : also against all norms of natural Justlce
K. That appellant seeks permlsswn of ‘the -
honorable tribunal for rising other grounds at :
the time of hearing of the case.

IT IS, THEREFORE, GRACIOUSLY PRAYED
“THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE' |
IMPUGNED ORDERS OF THE RESPONDENTS
MAY PLEASE BE SET-ASIDE AND THE
 APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE REINSTATED

WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

—Aan2
A t

VERIFICATION:

It is verified that (as per informatiori given me by"my client) all ~
the contents of the instant appeal are true .and correct and

nothing has been concealed intentionally from this Hon’
Trlbunal

That no such like petition / Appeal on thlS subJect matter has
earlier been filed before this Hon’ble Tribunal. :
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. My this Order will Jispose off the departmenial enquiry against HC Mumraiz
Khan No. 789 {(suspended) of this district Police.

Facts are that as per complaint submitted by sons of Gul Daraz and
Bashir Ahmad etc that HC Mamraiz Khan No 769 mduiged in extra and illegal
departmental activities and misuse of his official power. This is quite adverse on his part
and shows his malafide intention and non- professionalism in the discharge of his

official obligations. Such act on his parf is against the service discipline and amounts to

gross misconduct.

He was issued with Charge Sheet and Statement of aliegations. Mr. Zahir Shah,
SP Investigation Wing Karak was appoinied as an Enquiry Officer to conduct proper
departmental enquiry against him and submits his findings within the stipulated time.

The Enquiry Officer reported that HC Mumraiz Khan is involved in lllegal extra
activities being a member of discipline Force lftekhar llah sale 62 Kanal Iand on Bashir
Ahmad Advocate but HC Mumraiz possesseo forcnbly the said land without having legal nghta

. He is found guilty of the charges and he is poison for the Police department.

He was called and heard in person in the Orderiy Room.

- -

Keeping in view of the avallab!c m,ord and facts on file, perusal of enquiry papers
and recommendations of the E.O, he is fo.l ni guilty of the charges, he is involved in extra
departmental activities, his services is no more required, therefore, he is awarded major ,

punishment of removal from service w:th 1mmedsate effect.

Dated 24./< } 12021

IS
Phwind, 1) »
Digtric: Poi¥h; ficor
it :

{harak)
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POLICE DRETT: * KOHAT REGION

¢ ORDER,

' B
w e e K
This order will dispose of a departmeBtal uppeal, moved by

Ex-HC Mamraiz Kpan Mo, 769 of Karak district against the punishment order, passed by ¢

DPO Karak vide OB No. 58, dated 29 092021 whereby he was awarded major punishment
of removal from sékvjee on the aiic.,_gatxons forcibly occup jmg land without gny legitinate
sight @nd his involvement in extra / illegal departmental activities being memoer of a

L | :
disciplined foree. . . "

He oreferred an appeal to the undersigned, upon which comments were

obtained from .DPO.I(.arak and his service record Was perused. The appellant was also cailed
-and heard in Ordesly 'Ii\oom held in this office on 09.11.2021% During heaz'ing,.tlw appeliant
did not produce any plausible explanation in his defense to prove his innvcence and just

advanced lame exwcuses. - .

. I have gone through the available record and came to the conclusion
L]

that the allegations%eveled aggainst the appellant are proved beyond any shadow of doubt and

the same have also bs' established by the E.O in his findings. 'I‘herefm'e,' inexerc:  of the

vowers conferrad upor the unrler.ﬂgued his appeal bemg devoid of is hen.“ﬂ r R,

. -
Order Anpnounced . (/,./f/
09.11.2021 - . LS NN

L . : . (TAHEAYUB) PSP
4 ‘ Region Police Officer,

N e )
U 4 Kohat Region.

-]
No._~37-»7  /EC, dated Kohat the [/6 Lf/?_()?_] *

* . Copy for mk':;rmat;on and necessary action to the District Polu.e
Officer, Karak wir to his office Memo: No. 6578/EE, dated 20.10.2021. His Service &1t/
Fauji Missal is returned herewith.

s /’?i/
(r AH{-S?% ULy PSP

egion Pu.ce Officer,
M Kehat Regton.

.
.
L]
.
.
[ 4
y .
: .
e
»
.
.
L]
*
.
*
L .
. L]
. [ ]
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OFFICE QF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

ORDER

This arder is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule T1-Aof Khyber
f’akiﬁunkhwn Police Rulc-1975 (amended 2014) submitied by Ex-Head Constable Mamraiz Khao No.
769. The petitioner was removed [rom scrvice by District Police Officer, Karak vide OB No. 587, daied .'
29.09.2021 on the allegations that as per complaint preferred by sons of Gul Daraz and Bashir }i.hmad el
thet the above named ex-official indulged in. extra and illegal departmental activities and misuse of his :

' oﬂ‘iunl power. His appeal was rejecied by Regional Palice Officer, Kohat Vidc ordce Endm No 28387/‘5(‘ .

dated- 16.11.2021. ,
Mecling of Appellate Board was held on 29.03.2022 wherein petitioner was heard in ;xérsoﬁ.‘
Petivioner contended that he lodged pre-emplion suit which annoyed Bashir Adyocaie dnd the Bashir
Advocate and his brother make {alse complaint against him to harass him. | '
The pctiliozler has long service of 36 years, 11 months & 14 days at his credit. _
Keeping in view his long service, the Board decided that the punishmemt of removal from

service is hereby converted into compulsory retirement from service.

<<

Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, PSP
Additional Inspector General of Police,
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

No. S‘/ 66/ "é 7 /22, dated Peshawar, the | [ / C“/ 12022,

Copy of the above is forwarded 1o the:

~ 1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat. One Service Roll and one Fauji Missal of {He above

named Ex-HC received vide your office Memo: No. 19701/EC dated 17. 12.2024 m

returned herewith for your office record.

2. District Police Officer, Karak.

3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhitunkhwa, CPQ Peshawar.

4. f\IGchgai, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, -
5. PAto Addl: IGP/HQrs: Kiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, _

6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkh wa, Peshawar. 0
- 7. Office Supdt: E-1V CPO Peshawar, / |

For Inspector General of Police,

i
AIG/Establishment, l
Khyber Pakhtunk hwa, Peshawar, {!

Poutampaniets e s o

wu
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CHARGE SHEET

(suspended) Police Lines Karak as follows:-

“As per - complasnt submrtted by ‘sons of. Gul Daraz and Bashir
Ahmad etc that you HC Mamrarz Khan :No.: ‘769 indulgedsin: extrjaran&,rllegal

departmentat actrvutles and mlsuse of your: offlcral power Thrs is qurte adverse on

.your part and shows your malafnde mtentron and non- professronahsm in the

discharge of your official oblrgatrons Such act on: your part is agalnst the serwce

discipline and amounts to gross m,rsconduct -

1. By the reason of your commrssnonlomrssron constitute miss- conduct ‘

under Pohce drscrplmary Rule-1975 (amendment Notification. No '3859/Legal, .

dated 27.08. 2014) Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Department you have
-rendered your-self liable to aII or any of the penaltles specrfred in. Pollce Rule-

© 1975 ibid.

2: - You are; therefore requrred to submrt yourwntten defense within O?-days
of the recelpt of this cnarge sheet to th e enqurry Officer’

j /) '[’Wﬂ : s hereby appornted for the purpose of

conducting enquiry.

Your written defense if any should reach to the Enqunry Offlcer
wrthln a stipulated perrod falhng whrch shall be presumed that you have no

defense fo put in-and in that case ex-parte actlon shall be taken agarnst you.

3 : Intrmate whether you desrre to be heard in person

A statement of ailegatron is enclosed

. Dated O & 1 OF 12021

l, HAROON RASHID KHAN Dlstrlct Pohce Offrcer Karak as a.
~competent authority, hereby charge you HC Mamralz Khan No 769 . .

Distri¢t Police Officer, Karak




?””‘“81

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

, HAROON RA%HID KHAN Drstrrct Po!rce Oﬁrcer Karak as a
competent authority, is of the’ oplmon HC Mamralz Khan No 769 (suspended)

Police Lines Karak has rendered himself liable to be proceeded agarnst on‘
; committing’ ‘the followrng actlcommrssron thhrn the meanlng of Pohce Drscrplmary '
Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No. 3859/Lega| dated 27. 08 2014) Govt: of
“ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Department ‘

STATEMENT OF AL"LEGATI‘ONS A

- “As per complarnt submrtted by sons of Gul Daraz and Bashir -
Ahmad etc that HC Mamrarz Khan No. 769 mdutged |n extra and 1Ilegal
departmentat activities and misuse’ of hrs offlcral power. This is qurte adverse on o
. his. part and shows hls malafide mtentron and _non-- professronahsm |n the :
dlscharge of hIS official obligations:- ‘Such’ act on his part is agalnst the servrce '

d:scrphne and amounts to gross mlsconduct

t 1. . : The enquiry Otflcers \g[) (’W) : _in

accordance with provrsron of the Por ce Rule- 1975 (amendment ‘Notifi cation No.
- 3859/Legal, dated 27.08. 2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department
may provide reasonab.e oppo tunrty of hearrng to the accused oﬁ’rc:al record hus

finding and make thhrn 10-days of the recerpt of this order recommendatlon as

to punrshment or other approprtate action agamst the accused

2. . The accused official shall join the proceedrng on the date time and

place fixedtby the enquiry officer.

Drstr'ct/Pollce Offlcer Karak |
< .

No. /7 © - JEnq dated Oé A 0/7 /2021
Copy to:- ~ ' ‘ _ L
1. The enquiry Officers for mrtratmg proceedmg agalnst the accused under .- | 4!
© - the Provision of the Police Disciplinary Rule-1875-(amendment Notification™ = | ;! !
. No. 3859/Legal, dated 27. 08 2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police =~ :
-Department. - "
2.~ -HC Mamralz Khan No 769 (suspended) Pollce Ltnes Karak A
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To: The Regional Police Officer,
' Kohat Region Kohat -
Subject: .. DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL .

With profound regards and great veneration appellant submits

departmental appeal against the order dated 29.09.2021 bearing OB No. 58 7, passed by

- learned District Police Officer, Karak vide which :appellant was removed from service.

FACTS

1:. : ~ That appellant was serving as Head Constable District karak under j;our
kind command and control. Appellant is native of village Alam Sheri,
Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati. Now appellant has shifted his abode to village
Gardi Banda and has constructed-a house oﬁ ancestral property situated at

Gardi Banda.

2. That one Bashir Advocate and his brothers purchased 27-Kanal and 04-
* Marla landed property vide Mutation No. 12295 attested on 18.0% 2021,
situated at Kata No. 1011 Moza Khojaki Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrai:. :

3. ~ That appellant house is situated in the said Kaia No. and is also co-owner
in‘the said Kata. Therefore appellant lodged a Pre-emption Suit against .
Bashir and others before the Court of Civil Judge-1I Takht-e-Nasrati
(Copy of the Suit is-attached).

4. ‘That lodging of the pre-emption suit by appellant annoyed Bashir .
Advocate vender of the landed property and he first offered payment of
certain amount for withdrawing the pre-emption suit but appellant did not

accept the offer. ~ A ) , ;

5. That Bashir Advocate in order to pressurize the appellant for withdrawing i
the pre-emption suit submitted a false and fabricated complaint -against
~ appellant before District Police {ficer, Karak. Appellant was pioceéded

against deparuzentaily on the allegations contained in false and concocted

.

N



__,_._.,_4__...__‘*.<
v v
- R

GROUND

compliant of Bashir Advocate and the departmentél proégedingé»

culminated in passing the impugned order, hence this dépéi'tmental appeal

on the following grounds.

That the impugned order has been passed without taking into account the »
ground realties and facts and evidence on record. The lower authority and
enquiry officer did not consider the plausible and detailed reply of

appellant submitted in response to the charge sheet.

That the enquiry officer conducted ex-parte proceedings. He did not
associate appellént in the enquiry proceedings. He did not examine any
witness including the applicant party in the presence of appellant. No
chance of cross examination was provided to appellant. Therc . sre the

enquiry proceeding are void ab-imitio.

That appellant was the elder of the tarmly and there was none other

| member of the fam1ly for lod;,mg the ple-emptlon suit. Therefore

_ appellant lodged the suit in his name. Lodgmg Civil Suit does not amount

to commission of: mlsconduct No Law and Rules debar a Police officer or
civil servant from knocking at the door of Civil Court for defending his
civil right. Therefore the charge sheet was wrongly been issued to

appellant.

That Bashir Advocate first persuaded the appellant for withdrawal of the .
pre-emption suit by making payment and than resort to pressurize the
appellant for withdrawing the suit by lodging false compiaint against

appellant before Police -.uthority.

That appellant wus proceeded against departmentally on the basis of
commission of no deparﬁnental charge. No allegation of absence from
duty and misuse of official status has been leveled against appellant.

Therefore the impugned order is not sustainable.
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That no final show-caﬁse notice was issued to appellant. The finding of

enquiry officer were not supplied to appellant despite repeated request

were placed before the authority.

_ That the whole departmental tile has been prepared in violation of the Law

and Rules. Appellant may be allowed to other grounds during personai

hearing.

Yours Obe 1ent1y

Mamriz Khan
Ex-HC No. 769
District Karak
Cell: No. 0343-9802069

1 75 [o- LOZ-' 3
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' ‘"Subjeet:‘

RY

: .

The Inspector General of Police,
© Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

‘REVIVE PETITION UNDER RULE 11-A POLICE RULES.Q75'
- (AMENDED 2014 - . .

' -~Reepected sir, -
With great revexence, pe_tltioner very humbly subﬁiite peﬁtibn agaihst .the :

" order'of District Police Officer, Karak dated 29-09-2021, OB No, 587 vide which petitioner -

A _waé dismissed from service and order of Regional Police Ofﬁcef, Kohat Regicn, Kohat

~dated 09-11-2021 issued vide No. 18387 M/ME dated 16- 11-2021 wheu-by the” A

| departmental appeal of petmoner was rejected.

FACTS:-

That pet1t10ne1 was servmg in Dlstuct Karak Police as Head Constable and 37

'years long service ‘was at the credit of petitioner. In July, 2021,p1t1t10ner wasll L

posted in Pohce Stauon SNGPL Karak and was rendered to dlsmphnary action.
That petitioner is native of v1]lage Gardi Banda Tehsil Takhte Nasrati, Karak

One Bashir Advocate purchased a landed property situated adjacent to the house -

' of nPT]TlOI’lel and Det1t10ne1 was _also co- -sharer in the property Therefore

3

petitioner lodged a pre-emptlon suit before the Court of Civil Judge Takhte
Nasrati. o

That lodging of the pre-emption' suit annoyed Bashir "adv_ocai:e. He in order to

_harass the petitioner lodged a false and concocted complaint against petitioner.

‘He leveled allegations of involvement of petitioner in extra departmental

. act1v1t1es and misuse of official authority.

D)

“That charge ‘sheet based on above allegations was 1ssued to petmoner and
‘ petitioner submitted reply in response to charge sheet. An ex-parte inquiry was

conducted into the charges leveled against petitioner through Superintendent of -

3 Pohce Investlgatlon Karak.

: 5)'

6)

That 1 mquny officer without collecting any evidence in support of the charges

submitted ﬁndlng and made recommendatlons, that petitioner- was not fit for

Police service. Eventually District Police Officer Karak passed the impugned

order of dismissal from service of petitioner ,
AThat the departmental appeal of petltloner was also rejected by Regional Police

~ Ofﬁce1 Kohat vide impugned order, hence this petition on the following grounds

GROUNDS -

1) That the lower authority and the appellate aulhonty as well not properly examine

- right of pre-émp.tion- which does -not fall within the ambit of commission of S

the record before passing the impugned order. Petitioner is defending his civil

“misconduct; therefore the impugned orders are void ab-initio. .




. Enclosures impugned orders L ) - Yours 'obegx

2) -That Bashir advocate and his brothers make false complaint against petitioner based
" on charges of 1nvolvement in extra departmental activities and mlsuse of powers

© Petitioner has filed cml suit agamst Bashir and others which does not fall ‘within the - :

| mischief ‘of mvolvement in extra departmental activities. Pe'utxoner being a-lower - S

_subordmate was unable to mxsuse his power ahd authonty _ ‘

3) That no evidence was collected in support of the charges. 'No one was exammed i
the presence of petmoner No chance of cross examination of the witnesses was
pr0v1ded to petluonei Neither Final Show Cause notlced was 1ssued to petitioner nor

' copy of findings of i inquiry were supphed to pet1t1oner : -
4) That the inquiry officer allegedly based his opinion on the sole statements of
| _ complamed makers. He did not take into account the pre empuon suit pendmg bef01e
- the court which was the madin motive behind the complaint. &
_5) That thirty (37) years long service was at the credit of petmoner and impugned
- 'orders were passed without noting the long serv1ce of petmoner The wholev B

departmental file against pet1t10ne1 was prepared in v1olat10n of law and rules

" ©6) 'That belng Police Officer, pe‘ut:oner was competent to knock at the doors of cwll

court for seeking cml remedy. Therefore the charge was not tenable
~7) That Bashlr advocate and his brother have lodged the complamt agamst pet1t10n61
~ with sole aim and objectlve of harassing the petltloner for w1thdraw1ng the pre- -
emption suit. . ' | ' B ,
If is th.e_refofe Arequested that the impugned orders may be set aside

withi grant of back benefits.

Mamraz Khan,- EX-HC Ni769
. Dlstnct Karak -
Cell No 0343-9802069

2) - ~'/. )éZ/




* PESHAWAR

YA Appeal-‘No.'-g/ O jooza -

er Mamrez Khan, Head Constable. No. 769 Pohce Statlon

SNGPL, Karak A L
......... Appella.nt

Versus

1. Government of KPK through Secretary Home & Tr1ba1
_ Affairs KPK, Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of._ Police, KPK, Peshawar.
3. Additional Inépector General of Police Investigation, KPK,
. Peshawar. ' '»
4. Regional Police Ofﬁcer,'Kohat.'
5. District' Police'Ofﬁce;; Karak.

e e . ......Respondeénts

APPEAL U/$-4 OF THE KHYBER
. PAKHTOONKHWA TRIBUNAL ACT 1974
. AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED:
F\Excﬁzqs-day . 16.11.2021 OF THE RESPONDENTS NO.4,
' M WHEREBY - THE - APPELLANT'S
Registirar S i
>3] > 2o >\  DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WAS Dlsm;seEp |
. AND THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED:
'/29.09.2021 OF THE RESPONDENT NO.5 WAS
'MAINTAINED WHEREBY THE APPELLANT
AWARDED THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF
REMOVAL FROM SERVICE, WITHOUT ANY
. REASONABLE AND PROBABLE CAUSE, WHICH
IS ILLEGAL, AGAINST LAW AND FACTS AND

Re-sgbnai —dav : : -
oot o fted to ~day LIABLE TO BE REVERSED.

@../tu:

Regist

zlo> 5> e

\ KIS0 &7 o ““‘@
§Qs"- e i"mu@a&
. Peshawas

KbvherPakditulthwWa
L Nervice Tribubal

-




' 26.07.2022

amendment The case is in its initial stage and comments

A have not- been ﬂled by respondents till toda

ply/comments on 11.10. 2022 before S.B.
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(Rozina Rehman)
“Member (J)

E.
K.hYb\.x S i
Service Tribuual,
Paohiawes

~

cmmvany

Muﬂbu (E)

y. Therefore,
appltcatlon is: allowed .Appellant is dlrected to submit

amended. appeal within 20 days. "To come up for
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OVFRCHE OF THE

T INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
o KHYRBER PAXHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR,

,= ORDER

This owdar g hﬁ’if!;"' passed to dispose of Revision 1‘¢3i.i.‘j0n under Rule 11-A of Khyvhor

¢ Pakbumkhwa Police Rule-1575 (2 snended 2014 submitted by Ex-Haad Congtable Mamrain Khan Do

749, The petitioner was removerd from service by District Police ( ;(f cer, Kavak vide OB No. 587, daicd

P 2509, ....04 on the wlicpations that as per mmapiaml preforred by :';(m° of Gul Daraz and Bashic Akmad
that the above named ex-official mdu!pvd in oxtra and illegal cwpmtmmtd activities and misus:e of his

Offlwa} power. iis a%‘}pﬂ:;u was rejecied by Regional Pohw Officer, Kokt vide arder Tnds No 1838 7/BL
dated 16.11.2021.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 29.03.2022 wherein patitioner was heard mperson.
| Petitioner r.;cn‘ltr::ﬂf.}.c':d fhat he lodrod pre-cmption suit which anncyed Bashiv Advocate and the Bashis

Advacate and his brother make false complaint against him {o harass him.

5

i The petitioner has tang service of 36 years, 11 months: &z 14 days st his credit.
; Keeping in view his long service, the Board dccnded that the punilunent ‘of remdval -from.

S heérehy converted into‘complsory retivement from service .‘i

i

E -

z f
: |- /-
i
" i SATIR ARMED, PSP
E Additional Inspector (_unf'ra! of Police,
; HOrs: Y\h\f!*u Pakhiunkbwa, Peshawar.
7. dated Peshawar, (he [ / Z/ {2022
: } :
oy of the above is forwarded to the: ;
; ~ - - . e " oo
: 5. Regjnr,:-al Police Officer, Kohat. One Seivice Rolt and oune Fauji Missat of the 2l hove
[ ' -
! named Fx-HC ro¢eived vide your office Mcnu‘; Mo, 19TOVEC, dated 17.12.20.21 15
b - . ~(rw -I
! returned hergwith for voor offise record, :
| L ‘
i 2. Distriet Police Officer, Karak. 5
i A PSO o WGP/ hyber Pakhivpkbwa, CPO !h:s;hm'va;'.‘
{ !
- 3 _ 4 AIG/Lzgal, Khyber Pakhtunkbwa, Peshawar.
H H
% 5. PA to Addl: IG ’/HC‘M Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, l’cus E
i PR

Z / / f. PA to DIG/AH e }< hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
oWy e e R
/\/// ! 7 /,//s’, 7. Office Supdt: E-1V CPO Peshawar,

o

o 77/)7/“/1 -

S
/ - T 1 )
. /3 s RFAN E/\x REQ) Pasy
dl{/ 07/_/_ AlEatablishment,

sector rencral of Police,

Lo / B PO AT
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‘ L wome 1
mf/)&m,- Ef Ny i

»/z(&,wcf’ L

/\ ” .
'\/‘/ML"ﬁV ;/L(} ¢ ‘ '} .




% KOHAT REGION

ORDI, !l

| . .

i This mdm will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by
} Ex-HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 of Karak district against the punishment order, passed hy
|

DI’O Karak vide OT3 No. 587, dated 29.09.2021 whercby he was awarded major prnishment

of removal from scrvice on the allegations forcibly occupying land without any legitimate

right and his involvement in extra / illegal depdrtmcntal activilies being member of a

disciplined force.

g

ORI

He preforred an appeal to the undersigned, upon which g:.ommc,nts. were
obtained from DPO Karak.and his service record was perused. The appellant was also called
and heard in Orderly Room held in this office on 09.11.2021. During hearing, the appellant
did not produce any plausible explanation in his defense to prove his innocence and just

advanced lame excuses.

f have gome through the available record and came to the conclusion
that the allegations leveled aga,mst the appellant are proved beyond any shadm\) of doubt and
the same have also been established by the E.O in his findings. Therefore, in exeicise of the

powers conferred upon the undersigned, his appeal being devoid of is hereby rcgeclcd.

Order Aonounced . ( -~
09.11.2021

(TATURATYUB) PSP
Region Police QOfficer,
>A~ Kohat Region,

No. fBBET JRC, dated Kohatthe s/ /s, 12021,

Lopv for linfor mation and necessary action to the District Police
Offccr, Karak w/r to his office Memo: No. 6578/EC, dated ?0 IO 2021. His Service Roll /
Fauji Missal is returned herewilh.

(TAHE 7 YUB) pse
cgion Police Officer,
2x Kohat Region.




i

entries and further action, under intimation to this office, please.

B T T R R S I T R R TR TR LIS 5 1L e mroms o o —
: " From: The District Police Officer, Karak. . .
;o - : ' e DIt
. ReZ
To: The District Police Officer, Hangu. _ Y 22 ‘%\
. '.' J "' I "z’]f}’ :’JD Pt }
=0, de zrak the 4o ¢ ' . BNy Syaie]
) w/%(” dated Kerak the & (o — /2021 = bugﬁ /»‘%’0}/)3‘}
; L0 e
- . -~ A\ - hN " N
-Subject:  ENQUIRY PAPERS A N N
: ‘ oo

Memo:

Complete enquiry papers containing twentynine (:;%Q:) pages alongwith
departmental order in respect of Head Constable Mumraiz Khén No. 789 of your district

“presently serving in this district Police on loan basis is enclosed herewith for necessary

PRy

Encl: (30)

LC/(:J”E!/ - /

Gl

| N/ 4) ,' ' "District Police Offlcer\Karak




4

- ORDER

My this Order will dispose «i; thz departmental enquiry against HC Mumraiz
Khan No. 789 (suspended) of this district Police.

Facts are that as-per complaint submitteé by sons of Gul Daraz and
Bashir Ahmad etc that FIC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 :i'ndulged in extra and illegal
departmentai activities and mrsuse of his official power. This is quite adverse on his part
and shows his malaflde/mtentlon and non- professionalism ln the discharge of his

official obligations. Such act on his part is against the service dlsmplme and amounts to

gross misconduct.

He was issucd with Charge Shzet and Statement of allegations. Mr. Zahir Shah,
SP Investigation Wing Karak was appointed as an Enqhiry Officer to conduct proper

_ departmental enquiry against him and-submits his tindings within the stipulated time.

The Enquiry Officer reported that HC Mumraizi,Khan is involved in illegal extra
activities being a member of discipline Force. Iftekhar Ullah sale 62 Kanal land on Bashir
Ahmad Advocate but HC Mumraiz possessed forcibly the said".land without having legal rights.
He is found guilty of the charges and he is poison for the Police department.

He was called and -heard in perconin the Orderly Room.

Keeping in view of the avaiable 1¢cord and facts on file, perusal of enquiry’papers
and recommendations of the E. O he is found guilty of the charges, he is involved in extra
departmental activities, his serwces is no muie 1equired, therefore he is awarded major

punishment of removal from ser\nce with mwmediate effect

OB No. S S/;Z
. Dated 2§/ 05” 12021

Distrit Police Officer, Karak




It is submitted that HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 (suspended) P/L

Karak has preferred an application requesting therein for transfer of his-enquiry

to another Enquiry Officer due to non-confidence upon the SP Investigation Wing

Karak (E.O of the said enquiry).

Submitted for favour of perusal and further ordear, please.

W/DPO )

g
Uy
DPO offjce Karak.

. Q/\,u:u ”
ol o S |
LoV 9

o noiee Ofices
Pistrict ’C‘;‘:‘;Cc‘ Ot
{Raiek]
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Resgectéd Sir,
Reference attached F/A
it is submitted that findings report of the Enquiry Officer Mr. Zahir

Shah SP, Investigation -Wing Karak on the departmental enquiry agamst HC
Mamraiz Khan No. 769 (suspended) P/L Karak at F/B.

Submitted for perusal and further order, p}eas"é. .
: E{&@ ry Clerk
w/DPO
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No. /Eng
Dated O £ 1 (O 12021

CHARGE SHEET T

‘ I, HAROON RASHID KHAN, District Police Officer, Karak as a
competent, authority, hereby charge you HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769

(suspended) Police Lines Karak as follows -

“As per complaint submitted by 50Nns of. Gul Daraz and Bashir

Ahmad_ etc that .you HC I\/lcimraiz ;KhanzNo.. 769i,|ndulged N extra;andgiliegal

B <Y ihm..t_»._.

POEAEN .~

4 depanrneniai EECELVI}IGS and misuse of your-official power. This is quite adverse on’
your part and shows your malafide intention and non- professionalism in the

discharge of your OfflCl‘a| obligations. Such act on your part is against the service

discipline and émounts‘f to gross misconduct.

1. . By the reason of your commission/omission, i:onstitute miss-conduct

under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Nutification No. 3859/Legal,

dated 27,08.2\014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department, you have

T

rendered your-self liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rule-

1975 ibid.

f -2 You are, therefbre, required to submit your written defense within 07-days
of the Treceipt of this charge sheet to "the enquiry  Officer ' ‘
_V ! {’1 (,u' is hereby appointed for the purpose of .

conductmg enquiry. { - _

3 i

8- SRR

Your written defense if any should ieauh to the Enquiry Officer l

within a stipulated period, failing which shall be presumed that you have no ;
defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you. ‘

|

I Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person ;

A statement of allegation is enclosed i

Distrigt Police Officer, Karak



DISCIPLINARY AGTION

I HARQON RASHID KHAN, District Police Officer, Karak as a

.. competent authority, is of the: opinion HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 (suspended)

f Police Lines Karak __has rendered himself liable ‘to be proceeded against on

. committing the foIIowiﬁg act/commission within the meaning of Police Disciplinary

; Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No. 3859/Legal aated 27.08.2014) Govt: of
o Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

‘As per ?complaint submitted by sons of Gul Daraz and Bashir
Ahmad etc that HC-Mamraiz Khan No. 769 mdulged in extra and illegal
departmental activities and misuse of his official power. This is quite adverse on
his part and shows his malafide intention and non- professionalism in the
discharge of his official obtigations. Such act on his paft is against the service

discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

I B 1 The enquiry Officers $F &“V) in
accordance with provi_eion of the Police Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No.
3859/Legal, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department

may provide reasonabile oppoitunity of hearing to the accused official, record his
finding and make within 10-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as

to puhishment or othef'appropriate action against the accused.

2. The accused official shall join the proceeding on the date, time and-

T

place fixed by the enquiry officer.

\(M L ~U
| B Dlstr'ct;Pohce Officer, Karak
No. /7D Jeng dates & 1 7 ipuan 4
Copy to:-
1. The enquiry Officers for mstuatmg proceeding against the accused under

the Provision of the Police Disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Notification
No. 3859/Legal, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police
Department.

2. = HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 (suspended) Police Lines Karak

i
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"ORDER
Head Constable Mamraiz Khan- No. 769 of this district Police is
hereby placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines Karak due to misuse
of his official power and indulged in extra and illegal departmental activities W|th

immediate effect.
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iImmediate effecj.
"OBNo, 27/

Datedy:” 5 ,/i?-" £ /
K

i

Dis(trig;t Policg, Officer, Ka

1

rak



o

| / ' No. a y /Enq

Dated. O 4 1 (D7~ 12021

CHARGE SHEET

i, HAROON RASHID KHAN, District Police Officer, Karak as a

competent authority, hereby charge you HC Mamraiz Khan- No. 769
(suspended) Police Lines Karak as follows:-

“As per complaint submitted by sons of Gul Daraz and Bashir

Ahmad etc that you HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 indulged in extra and illegal

departmental activities and misuse of your official power. This is quite adverse on

your part and shows ydur malafide intention and non- professionalism in the

--discharge of your official chligations. Such act on your part is against the service

discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

1. By the reason of your commission/omission, constitute miss-conduct
under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No. 3859/Legal,
‘dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P'olice Department, you have
rendered your-self liable to:all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rule-
1975 ibid. “ |

2. You are, therefore. required to submit your writfen defense within 07-days
of the receipt of this charge sheet to ﬁhe enquiry  Officer

j/) '7-1'1;,4/“, _ is hereby appoihted for the purpose of
conducting enquiry. 7 '

Your writter defense if any should reach to the Enquiry Officer
within a stipulated periodg failing which shall be presumed that you have no

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

intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

4. A statementiof allegation is enclosed.

]
. | U\; L4

N Distrigt Police Officer, Karak
i : \J /{

/

1l

!



-
-

[

DISCIPLINARY ACTION e

, HAROON. RASHID KHAN, District Police Offlcer Karak as a
competent authority, is of the opinion HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 (suspended}
Police Lines Karak has rendered himself iiable to be proceeded against on
committing the following acf/é;ommission with{in the meaning of Police Discipl@nary
Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No. 3859/Legal, datéd 27.08.2014) Govt: of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

“As per complaint submitted by sons of Gul Daraz énd Bashir
.. Ahmad etc that HC I\llam_raiz Khan No. 769 indulged in extra and illegal
departmental activities and misuse of his official power. This is quite adverse on
* his part and shows his malafide intention and non- professionalism in the
discharge of his official cbligations. Such act on his part is against the service

discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

e ] ,( .
1. The enquiry Officers A 0 ’”W_‘) in

accordance with provision of the Police Rule-1875 (amendment Notification No.
3869/egal, dated 27.08.;’1})1%-4) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkﬁwa, Police Department
may provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record his
finding and make within 10-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as

to punishment or other aporopriate action against the accused.

2. The accused official shall join the proceeding: on the date, time and

place fixed by the enquiry officer. i
\\(U} A"
Dlstnct Pollce Officer, Karak

No. /7O /Enq, dated é IO po2ts
Copy to:-
1. The enquiry Officers rfo: initiating pro edlng agamst the accused under
the Provision of the Pbllce Disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Notification

No. 3859/Legal, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police
Department.

2. HC Mamraiz Khan No. 769 (suspended) Police Lmes Karak

Lo
- -
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3 - - BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

_ SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1192/2022 | ‘a

Mamrez Khan y D errrreeea Appeliant
HC, (Compu'lsory retired) District Karak
Versus
1
Inspector General of Police, v i
Khyber PakhtunkhWa & others b eemnesd . Respondents
INDEX -
SNO | DESCRIPTION ; ANNEXURE | PAGE
| | NO.
Para wise comments/reply | - 1-3
2. | Copy of compliant g‘ A 4-5

; Respondents
| Through

Representative




e : | ' BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

o ‘ SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Servnce Appeal No. 1192/2022 o o o '
Mamrez Khan | L e Appellant
HC, (Compulsory retired) District Karak |

VERsus

Inspector‘General of Police, -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & o_thers ....... Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY YRESPONDEN'TS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-
Preliminary Objections:-

i That the appellant has got no cause of action tc file the instant appeal.
ii. - The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal. "
iii. That the appellant is estopped to file the mstant appeal for his own act.

iv. That the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable.. _

v. - - That the appeliant has not approached the honcrable Tribunal with clean hands.
vi. That the appeal is barred by law and limitation. '

Facts‘- )

1. Appo:ntment of appellant and his pre-service in Police department, pertains to

- record, irrelevant.and no comments on it. However regarding disciplinary
proceedings initiated / conducted against the appellant by respondent No. 3, it is
stated that some inhabitants of the locality had filed a complamt against the
appellant regardlng misuse of his official powers and involving in illegal / extra -
, departmental actlvmes upon  which charge .sheet anngwﬂh statement of

| allegation was issued / served upon him. Copy of compllant IS annexure A. |
2. The appellant has admitted his illegal activity and misuse of authonty as detailed
~in para No. 1 of the comments. However, if, the appellant had any legal right, he
was at liberty to adopt legal procedure for this remedy, but the appeliant had

threatened the complainants by using his official authorlty / mfluence as detalled '
in annexure A. S , |
3. If, there was any wrong with the appellant, or he was deprlvmg from his legal
rights, the appellant was at liberty to file compllant or application against the
- person(s) from whom he was annoyed, but he did not do it and misused his
: \ authority. A
4 Reply is submltted in Para No. 1, however, as per inquiry conducted the charge
/ allegations leveled against the appellant have been established durlng a
regular inquiry conducted by respondent No. 3. ;

A _ ‘ '




5. Incorrect as replled in the above paras and establlshed during the course of

| inquiry, the appellant being member of a disciplined department had committed
agrave professronal misconduct.

6. The appellant had failed to submitted any plau3|ble explanatlon in his reply to
the Charge sheet. Furthermore, the appellant was associated with the inquiry
proceedrngs The appellant was afforded ample opportunity of defense by the
inquiry officer, as well as by respondent No. 3 in orderly room, but the appellant

~ was not able to produce his defense. |

7. The inquiry ofﬂcer had conducted impartial proceedlngs in accordance with the'-
relevant rules. Further, the respondent No. 3 had fulfilled all codal formalities
and followed the rules. According to Rules 5 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police
Rules-1975 (amended 2014), the respondent No. 3 passed the impugned order
and there is no provision show cause notice in the rules ibid.

8. The departmental appeal of the appellant was processed by respondent No. 2
accordingly. The appellant was called in orderly room held on 09.11.2021 and
the appellant was afforded opportunity of hearing / defense, but he failed.
Therefore, the said appeal was correctly rejected on merit by respondent No. 2.

9. The respondent No. 1, while dlsposmg of the revision petition of the appellant
converted the punishment of removal from service by respondent No. 1, into

_ Compuisory retirement in service in wew of his long servrce Thus the appellant
has been granted relief in his revision petition by Respondent No. 1.

10.  Correct, detailed reply is submitted in para No. 9.

11.  Pertains to record, hence no comments.

12. Pertains to Honorable Tribunal record, hence no comments. '

 CGrounds:- ,
A. Incorrect, the respondent No. 3 initiated a regular i Inquiry against the appeliant

under the rules ibid and all codal formalities are fulfilled by the inquiry officer and

‘competent authority i.e respondent No. 3. |
B. Incorrect, as replied in the above para, the inquiry officer conducted proceedings

under the relevant provision of the rules ibid and he brought on record / his

report/the conduct of the appellant / misconduct. _
C. ' As replied in above paras of the comments, the respondent No. 3 has acted in
accordance with Rule -5 of the Rules ibid, wherein neither issuing of show
~ Cause notice is maintained, nor it is mandatory.
D. Incorrect, the impugned orders are passed after observing all codal formalities in
- accordance with the rules and legal speaking.

E. Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.




\:. Incorrect, as replied in the above paras, tne appellant was associated with

 enquiry proceedings. He was. afforded ample opportunity of defense by the |
- inquiry officer, as well as respondents, but the- appellant failed to advance any

plausible expla‘nation to the charges established against him. -

-G Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras.

H. Incorrect, reply is submitted in the above paras. .
I. . Incorrect, as evident from the impugned orders, the appellant‘Was heard in
~person and afforded defense opportunity, but failed to defend himself.
J. Incorrect, the respondents have got no concern with the 'fa‘mlly' status of the
appellant. However, it stated that the appellant has been compensated / granted
' replred in term of his compulsory retlrement from service by respondent No. 1.
K. 4 The respondents may also be allowed to advance other grounds during the

course of arguments.

Prayer:-

in.view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal contrary to facts, law & rules,

devoid of merits and not maintainable may graciously be dismissed.with costs. - -

Inspector Gene
KhyberPak
Respondgnt No. 1)

Karak
{(Respondent No. 3)



N l’j ’,’,
S

v:fw)(fuﬁ»’( 71/ JETR 5 { i fpo

5 (et S
AT d({)%/(‘/tw//{'/ ,/ (/‘V/

I e 20T yrIOe
OW/L'(/{'?/:I/"ZOICC//M(]/L[ PRt
‘ y

_0 -

Vs
f) #
!
b - U ;
- 70 ‘ * ' s // . ,:';/, /im ,
| ( D.L'({f’ 07 (/;) Vet Cf{’ e
| 5 : L
I Do “ 7, >, LS :
: - (’;.. L‘}/.L/?("/)C (( ,)/}g,_,((,. //,} /“(/:w:) i l
| i
!

/ﬁ/{ “' 77’ ,l'i/

Z S s W,,/
- de/x/‘)//j// T

—

L/ ’/ ,; v

' ‘;,;;7&»*[ Cl)/f /"'// "'rj /}p/ /r('/ u! _; :
/ /j »/" ‘J—'/‘ (,//)

\
- ‘f" 2 J“/j’”n (;7/\// /J (; 27

/ 7 /U(/ (_/ / __f:m ,; A
L. /” / /\“ J” ( , - o
Q 7 / 2 ‘. ,\ K (‘;

- {/)(///9 's»z--w,,,,
//
P

(/’[/2‘3_/-/ l9/ //// () Oé[“"//J(’ [5/)3//) ’.,u” / ' (‘},u{ﬂ, ’g/ 7 A

o) -

! (.}’J ’ ‘—'*‘ P l ‘2/ \,.,,,,_,,. e
>
2

o

4:{(. (v“"ﬂ 2. ‘4:;» — { 7 "‘,"”'w{

/\//"/ = - "

a .
/—’/}/{ /“c(«)f o ' Y

,v-j

-~ e
) (;U/)&»_//f; 7z ///(Jj,,j;fb (W/j/'

Seanned with CamiScanner




ta

; : . .
v ;oo D ) AN
/o . ,J--mtf’ (7/
/o -
7

/ (1> b(// Q- /{) O = - /;? e
Jg;,f.,.,*w‘r ///l-/f )/’(J/)/’ (”/ b///«l(

N :“s

. b
./ / //I /r ‘ P i -"!'

/
{,
/ . Vs }, e P

o 7

. L/L,)Gf//()(j/w/( /cf::z_,@ ,,,,, //,/ ' / 5

/,/ / . ] P ]

/ 7. S ""‘»"). ) /, e
v U""// /J“/ O (__f;;'

Seannud wih CamScinner

|
|
!
-- ( ‘ (( L / / I genr - .
a S Y S s S
- //4«1//(1,“. o ' 2 )
. 7 (_// B 7 / [/y (/ k.(/{“'{) ‘r"‘"") 7 ]—) -‘fw ,‘} B
? ‘6 /7 ﬂ-’:z// ' ,/ /,,- ) Y } |
S Jea ]
/'1/-_'10;:;- e
) S5/
|
|
|

“
e e e - -
|
-




BEFORE THE KYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

 Appeal No: 1192/2022

Mamrez Khan |

Appellant
" Versus
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtnﬁkhwa and others -

..... Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

I, Waqar Ahmad ASI District Karak do hereby afflrm and declare on oath

that the contents of the parawise comments is  true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from thlS

Deponent 7% [2+ |

Hon'ble Serv1ce Trlbunal




VAKALATNAMA
BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K P. K
' PESHAWAR
Appeal. No. /2022
© MAMREZ KHAN - Apphcant -
| VERSUS I
Govt of KPK and others . ST Respondents

- I/We Mr. Mamrez Khan, Head Constable No 769 S
Police Station SNGPL, Karak = . R
" Do hereby appoint and constitute Dr. Fawad Jan
Advocate, Peshawar to appear, plead, act, compromise;
withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any
liability for his default and with the authority to
engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsel on my/our -~
cost. I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit,
withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all sums and
amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the
above noted matter. - -

Dated.v. Q : 3 /0 t /2022

CLIENT

l\/) O /u—b

Dr.ffawad Jan - |
Advocate High Court -
(BC-19-1109)
17101-0278021-9
OFFICE: - R

Flat No.3 -A, Haroon Mension,
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar City.
Mobile No.0314-9828818 |
Email: drfawadjan@gmail.com



mailto:drfawadjan@gmail.com

