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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Service Appeal No. 340/2024

Muhammad Tariq versus The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar and two others

S. No. of Order Order or other proceedings with signature of Chairman/Member 

(s)/Registrar and that of parties or counsel where necessary& Date of

Proceedings

Present:
Order-08

22”^ October, 

2024

1. Mr Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate on behalf of the appellant present.

2. Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents present.

3. Vide our detailed judgment of today placed on file of service 

appeal No. 2500/2023 titled “Niaz Ali versus The Provincial Police 

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others” we set 

aside the impugned orders and remit the instant service appeal and 

direct the respondents to conduct de-novo inquiry. The said inquiry is 

to be conducted within 60 days of the receipt of judgment, strictly in 

accordance with law/rules. The appellant shall be fully associated 

with the inquiry proceedings by providing him fair opportunity of 

personal hearing and cross examination. The issue of back benefits 

shall be subject to the outcome of de-novo inquiry. Costs shall follow

the event. Consign.

4. Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under 
hand and seal of the Tribunal on 22'^^ day of October, 2024.

our

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chai

/If

lim(Muhammi
Member (E)

*Kamraniilllah*



MEMO OF COSTS
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.340/2024
16.02.2024
22.10.2024
22.10.2024'

Date of Institution 
Date of Hearing... 
Date of Decision..

Abid Idian, Ex-IHC No. 203, Police Lines, Mardan.... {Appellant)
VERSUS

1. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region, Mardan.
2. The District Police Officer, Mardan (Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 
22.11.2023, WHEREBY THE APPELALNT WAS DISMISSED FROM 
THE SERVICE WITH EFFECT FROM 09.03.2022 AND AGAINST 
THE ORDER DATED 29.01.2024, WHEREBY THE 
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS 
REJECTED FRO NO GOOD GROUNDS.

PRESENT

1. Mr. Taiinur AH Khan, Advocate on behalf of the appellant present.
2. Mr. Naseer-Ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General, for respondents 

present.
AinountRespondentAmountAppellants

1. Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal

I, Stamp for memorandum of appeal Rs. NilRs. Nil

Rs. Nil2. Stamp for powerRs. Nil2. Stamp for power

Rs. Nil4. Pieaderfs feeRs. Nil3. Pleader's fee

Rs. Nil4. Security PeeRs. 100/-4. Security IVe

Rs. Nil5. Process l-'eeRs. Nil5. Process Fee
R.s. Nil6. CostsRs. Nil6. Costs

Rs. NilTotalRs. 100/-Total

Note: Counsel Fee is not alloweMs the required certificate has not been furnished.
Given under our hand/^^nd the seal of this Court, this 22 day of Octobei, 
2024.
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(MuhammaS^Aktar lUian) 

Member (E)
(Kalim Arshadlthan) 

Chairman
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