Date of

Sr. Order or,other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
No | order/ ’ ‘
-proceeding
. ols <
1 2 3

03.12.2019

BEFORE THE YBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAIL
At Camp Court, Swat,
Service. Appeal No. 19/2019

Date of Institution oo 07.01.2019
Date of Decision ... . 03.12.2019.

Raees Khan Inspector \To 1 ‘9/1\/1 ploscmly posted as Inspcctm

Legal, Dlsu Lc,t Sh'\n‘"“" ;

Appéllént
Versus

1. (Jovcmmc,nt of Khybu Pdkhlunkhwa through Provincial
Police Officer/1GP, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer/DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif, bwat

3. District Pohcc O‘ilcel Shangla.

4. District Police Officer, Dir Upper. o
Respondents

Mr. Muharemad Hamid Mughal Member(J)

Mr. Ahmad Hassan--- S— Member(E),

¢
[

JUIJ(JM] Nl
MUIIAMM/\D IiAMlD MU()IJAL, MEMBER: Appclldnt

with counsel present. Mr. Riaz Pamdakhell learned Assistant |-

Advocate General alongwith Zewar Khan SI (Legal) present.
2. Ihc Appc:ilmt (Imnuton) has hlcd the ploscm SCl\/l(,C

appeal agamct the adverse remarks m his ACR for the period w.e.f

28.01. 2014 10 31 2 20¥4 Ihe dppcllanl has a,lso made 1mpuancd

gs



Y3

the =~ order " dated 14122018 whereby  his  departmental
1'ep1'eseﬁtati011 égainst the advérse remarks in his AC_R, was filed.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that to ﬁle utter
sﬁrpriSe of the appellant, adverse remarks in the 'ACR of the
appellant for the year 2014, were communicated to him after a
period of four, years vide office letter dated 15.11.2018; that the
advﬂerse remarks in the ACR of the ép’pél:lant io-. the; cffcctthdt .{h\is
performance remained unsatisfactory and he does not take interest
in his official duty, was the outcome of personal -grudge-of ﬂ'lc
reﬁorting officer; that no counseling was issued to the app'e-llént by
the reporting officer during the relevant period; that the adverse
remarks in the ACR were communicated to the. ap'peil(ant' at a
belated stage without any valid reason; that as.per law, any order
of disposition adverse to an individual cannot be made without any
prior notice to the concerned individual. Further. argued-that this
Tribunal has already accepted similar nature service appeals due to
non-issuance ‘of prior counseling.

4. On the other hand learned AAG argued that ilt- is the
prerogative of the reporting officer to judge the peffonna:icc_-: of his
suberg{iﬂates and record proper. r(a;mal.flgs,. in. - their ;_..ACR“'S
accordingly; that all the actions : havq ‘been .made by the
respondents in official c-a,paci.ty while examining the performance
of the appellant and there is no personal grudge or malafide on the |
part of respendents; thai all the process has been done in fair apd

N

justly manner.




5. Arguments heard. File perused.

6. Needless to mention th_at before 1‘eéordihg adverse remarks
in the ACR/PER, reporting officers shall ensure ‘that proper
counseling/advice has alrea.dy been given to the concerned
officers/officials reported upoﬁ. v

7, This Tribunal h_a-s. accepted nﬁmerous service appeals for
expunction of adverse entries recorded in the ACR/PER simply for
thc reason that adverse remarlfs were rego;‘ded wi_th’out. prior
counseling/z}civice. Consequéntlyjhe presc—;rﬁ scwme app'(’*}fvclluis a]so
accepted and the unpug,ncd advcrsc 1em:;;uks:rccorded in Lhc
A(,R/PLR pertaining to thc ycar 2014, of 1110 dppvllcmt are

e_:gpunged, Partics are left to bear their own costs. Tile be

Ahmad Hassan) (Muhammdd Hamid MuOhal)
Member . h o Member
' o : Ca_mp Court, Swat.

consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
03.12.2019




/

09.10.2019

103.12.2019

- Appellant in person and Mr. Zewar Khan, S.I (Legal) for
the respondents present. Representative of respondents submitted
para-wise comments on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 4 Which is
placed on record. Case to come up for rejoinder and arguments on - .n
03.12.2019 before D.B at Camp Court Swat.
ol
(Muhamma in Khan Kundi)
: - Member '
RRITE R - Camp Court Swat

Appellant with eouﬁse[ present. Mr. Riaz I’aiiﬁ.gizzlﬁlleili_»
learned Assi‘sta‘nt Ad‘vocaté Generél alongwith Zewar Khan SI
(Legal) present. Vide our separate judgment of today of this
Tribunal placed on file, the préscnt service éppeal is also aceepted
and the impugned adverse remarks recorded in the ACR/PER;-
pertaining to the year 2014, of the appellant, arc e;xp’unge_d_.'l?é;ﬁtigs are

left to be

ar their own costs. File be consigned to the reeord room.

Ahmad Hassan) (Muhammad Hamid Mu ghdl)

Member Membu o
Camp Court, Swat

: /\T\FNOUN”LD .
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| 01.07'.2019 Appellant in person p‘¥esént. - Akhtar Said Inspector
representative of respondent department present. Appellant
submitted application for adjoﬁrnment. Adjourn. To cbme up for
preliminary hearing on 04.09:2019 before S.B at Camp Court
Swat. |

a‘d
Member |
Camp Court, Swat.

04.09.2019 - Learned counsel ” for the appellant present. Preliminary

arguments heard.

The appellant (Inspector) has ﬁied the present service
appeal being aggrieved agﬁinst the adverse remarks in his ACR
for the period from 28.01.2914 to 31.12.2014 communicated vide
letter No.714/AS dated 15.11.2018. The appellant has also
assailed the order daté<'1:1 14.12.2018 through which his

departmental appeal/representation -for expunction of adverse

remarks in his ACR, was filed/rejected.

-Points urged need consideration. The appeal is admitted for
regular hearing subject to all just legal objections. The appellant is |
directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days.
Thereafter notices be issued to the respondents  for
reply/comments. Té come up for written reply/comments on

~09.10.2019 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

Camp Court, Swat




08.03.2019 - Counse‘l‘:for the appellant present.

Issue pre-admission notice to respondents for
production of record pertaining to ACR of appellant
for the period from 28.01.2014 to 31.12.2014 and other

rele\}_ant documents on O3.Q4.2019 before S.B at camp

. court, Swat.
) _
Chairma
Camp court, Swat
03.04.2019 | Appellant in person present and seeks adjournment as his

counsel is not in attendance. Adjourn. To come up for pr_eliniinafy

hearing on 10.06.2019 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

- M mber |
Camp Court, Swat -

| 10.06.2019 Appellant with Counsel present. Zewar Khan SI | legal -
| rep‘reséhtative of the respondent depai'tment present and submitted.
reply. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks a‘deurﬁiﬁent.' 'é‘djourn‘. to
“come up for preliminary arguments on 03.07.2019 before SB at Camp .- -
¢ Court, Swat. | | ‘ ' , N

[

Member
* Camp Court, Swat.



Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of .
Case No, 19/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 07/1/2019 " ~ The appeal of Mr. I'«Eaees Khan presen;ed today by Dr. Adnan
Khan Advocate, may be ente:red in the Institution Register and put up to
) the Worthy Chairman for proper order pfease.\
e 3 REGISTRARY \n\ 1q
/é ,/ ,-]7 This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary

hearlng to be put up there on 09 L3 /9

CHAIRMAN

e iy - man ey m ——— -
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| "'j o BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK
o _ PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No._i_a_, of 2019
‘Raees Khan Inspector e e Appellant
VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others
e Respondents
INDEX
5. No. Description ' - Annexure | Pages No.
1. | Memo of Service Appeal with Certificate | /- Z/
2. | Affidavit S
3. | Addresses of parties A
4 Copy of letter dated 15-11 7018 with ACR proforma A 7_
5. | Copy of Departmental Appeal o B )
6. | Copy of letter dated 14-12-2018 C G-10
7. |wakalathama : 1/

Appellantthough Counsel %

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan.
Office: Adnan Law Associates,

Opp. Grassy ground Mingora, Swat.

Cell: 0346-9415233 '
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Y BEFORE THE HON; BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SUBORDINATE JUDICIARY/SERVICE TRIBUNAE%EV' _—
_ ~ PESHAWAR Serviee Triponar
P 5\
Service Appeal No. 1f l of 2019 S No"“&*"
o
. : Datpd‘wog?
Raees Khan Inspector No0.119/M presently posted as |
Inspector Legal, District Shangla. ’
e, Appellant
- VERSUS
1) Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Officer/IGP, Peshawar.
2) Regional Police Officer/DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat. )
3) District Police Officer, Shangla.
4) District Police Officer, Dir@ffjf
ORISR Respondents
APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
.~ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA  SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974.
PRAYER:
On acceptance ' of this Appeal, the impugned
remarks/entries may be expunged with any other relief
}F\Eedﬂ:p—ﬁﬁy as may be deemed just.
Registrat: ) |
51 r' g Respectfully Sheweth:

1. “'That the appellant was appointed as PASI in Police
Départrnent Khyber Pakhtunkhwé in 2006 after qualifying - -

the PSC examination.

2. That since his appointment as above, the appellant has

rendered his services at different districts of the Province.



That throughout his career, the appellant has guarded his
reputation as a Police Officer. No complaint 6f professional
or other misconduct whatsoever has either been submitted
against the appellant in his entire service. This is manifest of
the fact that the appellant has constantly been awarded
good ACRs till 2014.

That the appellant in utter surprise and despair, recently
received letter No. 714/AS dated 15—11-2018 whereby
adverse remarks in his ACR for the period from 28-01-2014
to 31-12-2014 .were communicated to him. Per proforma

enclosed with the letter, it was held as under:

“Remarks of the Reporting Officer: His performance
remained unsatisfactory. He does not take interest in his
official duty.

Remarks of the Countersigning Officer: Convey as

reported”.

(Copy of letter dated 15-11-2018 with ACR proforma is attached

-as Annexure “A”).

That against the above mentioned adverse entry in the ACR
of 2014, the appellant filed Departmental Appeal before the
respondent No.1 (Copy of Departmental Appeal is attached

as Annexure “B”).

That the Departmental Appeal was dismissed vide letter
No. §/4906-10/18 dated 14-12-2018 communicated to the
appellant on 8-12-2018 (Copy of letter dated 14-12-2018 is

 attached as Annexure “C.

That feeling aggrieved as above, the appellant files. this

appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:



- GROUNDS: e

A)

C)l

E)

F)

That the impugned remarks in the confidential report of the
appellant are discriminatory, unilateral and voilative of due

* process. Hence, the same are liable to be quashed.

B) That the impugned remarks in ACR for the above

mentioned period was the outcome of personal grudges of
the then reporting officer/DPO Dir ¢PFe7s with the
appellant. Being so, the impugned remarks as based on

malafide are liable to be expunged.

That the impugned remarks have been made without any
notice or intimation to the appellant. As per law of the land,

any order or disposition adverse to an individual cannot be

- made without any prior notice to the concerned individual.

In the present case no prior notice or intimation whatsoever

was issued to the appellant prior to the impugned entry.

That no grounds, reasons or evidence of any' nature
whatsoever have been given for the impugned entry.
Hence, not only a cardinal rule of law but principles of

natural justice have also been violated in the present case.

That the impugned ACR has been com_mﬁnicated to the
appellant at a belated stage without any cogent reasons.
‘Through the impugned ACR, the appellant has been
penalized and when it come to penalties, delay is crucial. As
per the settled | principles of penal law, any delay in
proceedings is regarded as abuse of process, which ought to

" be quashed by the judicial forums. |

That needless to say that the appellant has always guarded

" his reputation-in his throughout received Class-A ACRs.



The impugned entry being extremely offensive and

. shocking to the appellant ought to be quashed.

G) That further grounds with leave of this Hon'ble Tribunal

will be raised at the time olf oral submissions.

Therefore, it isA humbly prayed that on L
acceptance of this app'eal, the adverse remarks
pertaining to ACR of 2014 and communicated
to- the appellant vide letter No. S/4906-10/18
dated 14-12-2018 be ordered to be expunged.
Any other remedy deemed fit in the interests of

justice may also be greﬁted.
Appellant |

Raees Khan

Through Counsel

'Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law

Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan.

CERTIFICATE:

- Certified that no such hke appeal has earlier been filed before this

Hon'ble Tribunal on the subject matter.

Appellant
Raees Khan
Through Counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan.
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK
PESHAWAR
ServiceAppeal No. . of 2019
- Raees Khan Inspector Appellant
VERSUS -

" Government bf Khyber Pakhtunkhwé and othersk

B N Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Raees Khan (Appellvaiht),vdo heréby solemnly affirm
and -declare that the cohtents of the above titled Appeal
are true and correct to-the best of my knowledge and
belief. _ Furthérmore, no such liké appea,lr has earlier been
filed before this Hon’able Tribunal or elsewhere on this

subject matter - - . . -
' DEPONENT

i

Raees Khan



BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. ’ of 2019
Raees Khan INSpector .......ooovvvriemessss +evernenne Appellant
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

............................ Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Raees Khan Inspector No.119/M presently posted as DSP
Legal, District Shangla. Mob: s 034294492730 |

RESPONDENTS: -~ | \

1)

: )
3)

Govemmen;c of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Ofﬁcer/iGP, Peshawar.

Regional Police Officer/DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
District Police Officer, Shangla.

District Police Officer, Dir (#2287

Appellant

x

Raees Khan

Through Counsel

i

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister—in—Law-
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan

A ‘
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#2231 P.001

Ne

OFFICE OF THE | : -
R, MALAKAND

ATSAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

To:

Subject:

Memo’randum.;

Raeas Khan
District) for

Remarks of

Remarks
Officer:-

shouid be
communicat

please be o
and sent to

The District Police fficer,

Ph; 0946+92403871- 3 & No. 46-924039
Emaijl: digmala hoo.c
_/AS, dated SaidL Sharif the /S_I 2 /3013‘ .

Shangla.

No. M/119of Dir Upper Dis
the period mentioned below:

1. From 28/01/2

the reporting Officer:

of the Countefsigni ng-

on.

/AS,

Pakhtunkhwa,. ,.Péshaw.ar' ‘With véference

2814/18, dated 11/07/2018 and No. $/3622-72/18, dated 05/09/3018please.

/3

D po

/ Copy for information

=,

The acknowledgment |

In the Annual Condentlal Report on the working of Inspectoy

trict f(Now performing his duty in Shangla
|
!

D14 t}'o 31/12/2014

His performance remained
unsatusfactory He 'does not take
interest m his official duty

Convey as reported.

_ The above adverse remarks may_please be conveyed to the
officer concérned in Order that he may r
"ent not later than one month from the date of .receipt  of thig

medy the effects. Representation if made

[0 the Inspectér General of Police, Khyber
to CPO, Peshawar memo: No. $/2762-

Regiohal Police Offu:er,
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif swat

in token of the receipt of memo: may’
tained from him on the attached duplicate copy of this commumcatlon
hss office for record on hls CR dossier.

Aun A

ANhIUAL CONFIDENTIAL REPORT COMMUNICATION O
AQ‘&&S}REMARK )- T ( " F_
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Central Police Office, Peshawar

 Na. S/ﬁjc’é” /O /18, Dated Peshawar the L%/ _szow

<

, DE Sl T -
: , T'hxs order pertains to the vepresentation preferred by Inspector Raees Khan No
M/119 of Malakand Region for the expunction of Adverse Remarks contained in his ACR for thr.
_eriod flom 28.01.2014 to 31.12.2014 recorded by the District Police Officer, Dir towe

Mr. MuhammadJaved) the officer new retired from service. ‘
- From the perusal of the relevant record and materiai on ground \he remagk

vecorde by the then DPO/Dir Lower in the ACR of Inspector Raees Khan No. M/ 19 fov
Th:e peripd from 28.01.2014 to 31, 112014 The: countersngnmg officer has also agreed with

The 'repcrtmg officer. ;
. Kecping view the competent authority examir’xgél‘ the case and found no
ht to expunge the adverse remarks; hence the rcprcscmanén in hand is hereby ﬁled

e
o
PR N

e This issues with thc wpﬁfgﬁn&af the competent authonty

//
(SADIQ BALO
AlG/Establishment

For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

ndst: No., e ev
. Copy of abovc is forwardcd for mf‘ormnnon and necessary action, to the'

1. &chonal Police Officer, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif, Swat w/r 1o his lettc .
Q. (2O/AS, dated J0,141.201 3, WBCESSUTY : ERWy LW this offous thay alsy L

made in his Duphcatc Character Roll (if available),
The Representationists mabf be informed accordxngly.

District Police Officer, Shangla.
Office Supdt: “E" Branch, LPO.

%f%c;S;::t CP Branch Cj_%_l_&éﬁ} D.T- /7 /0'? /20/8

AQ \’-Dw L«S?\U—-u g&
ﬂc\wgptfc%‘i seuh | 5@(‘ / Do
, . mm t K_ o : /F'u‘t: fw M/{m()é?'\

voA W

. ~ ‘:“.igdt
For Regicitet « penae Offi

C T C Malakand. at Saidu snaif Swa¥
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o dvocate Supreme Court of Pakistan '
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ORE THE'KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 19/2019

Kaees Khan Inspector.

serserenien Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police officer, K:.yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Regional Police Officer Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

District Police Officer Shgmgla.
District Police Officer, Dir Upper.

- INDEX

......... Respondents

S.No:

Description of Documents

Annexure Page

Para-wise Comments

Affidavit

(9%}

- . Authority Letter

! | ~
- r‘l(; / JL‘J(“

T i
'.!"i\ ,l’

Deputy Superintendent of Police
Legal, Dir Upper
Office Ph:0944-880493
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BE FORE TH E KHYBER PA KHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
~ DPESHAWAR,

/‘ Service Appeal No.......A7.. /2019
Races Khan Inspcctor .......... SR Appellant.
VERSUS.

1) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunk.haeva Peshawar.

2) RegionAal'-Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3)  District Police Officér Shang]a ‘

4)-, Dlstrm Police Officer Dir Upper........ooovvoeii s Respondents.

- PARA WISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDEN TS
' Respectfully Sheweth: |

, PRELIMINARYOBJECTIONS.

1) That the present service appeal is not rﬁaintainable in its fefm

2) That the appellant has not come to this August Tribunal with clean hands.
3)  That thé present appeal is badly time barred. . \

4) . That this Honorable SCIVICC Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertam the

present service Appeal.

5) That the appellant has 2ot no _eause of action.

0) That the appellant has suppressed the material facte from this Honorable
Tribunal. |

ON FACTS:

l. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments. .

SO

) Pertains to record, hence needsno comments.

Pertains to record hence needs no comments

.Jef»,

Incorrcc the appellant has been given adverse rernarks in ACR by the
compctcm authority as a lesult of his own conduct and services rendered.
by 1hc appelianl The officer has not communicated the remarks in

personal capacny, rather it ‘was glven in ofﬁcxal capacity, keeping in

- view the conduct of appellant. :

5. Needs no comments.




4
6. Needs no comments.

7. Incmrcct the appellant has got no Junsdlctlon to file the present service
appeal ‘
GROUNDS

~

- (A)  Incorrect, no discrimination has been done in communicating the

remarks, nor any one-sided process has been carried out. All the process
has been done in fair and Justly manner. -
(B) Incorrect, neither malafide exist on the part of respondents, while
. commumcatmo remalks on ACR nor personal grudges. All the actlons
. have been made by ncspondents in official capacity, while exammmg
- the pel formance of appellam in field work. .
(©) | Incorrect, ACRis confidential report, prepared by Reporting officer of
'. the depﬁrtment secretly .aboﬁt 'dverall actions/inactions of subordinates.
This is different from depéﬁniental proceedings and the remarks has
been communicated timely _té the ,.élppellant, but he failed to respond
positively |
(D) Incorrect, remarks n ACR is short lining story and is the jurisdiction of
' competent aﬁfhority to communicate it by exéminin’g the over all
'perfonﬁance of the concerned Ofﬂéer. ‘No violation of the rule of law

and principles of natural justice has been committed.

- (E) . Tncorrect, the adverse remarks in the ACR has been communicated to

the appellant within time, but he remained dormant about the same.‘He
even fai-led'to make representations within time. |

() Incorrect, ACRs are l;eing given on the performance/conduct of officer

annually and these reports are different in nature keeping in view the

‘performance of individuals. The remarks given to the appellant was in

results of hlS own conduct arising from his serwces/characters

‘ (G)  The 1espondents also seek leave of thls honourable service Tribunal to

rely on additional grounds at the time of arguments/hearmg.




PRAYER:

It is therefore humbly prayed that on aécepgance of this para-wise reply ,the appeal may
graciously be dismissed with cost.

Prov'iﬁcial Police Officer, - _
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. - : W

A Pravingial Petice Offivoer,
Khyhetr Cakhitonithws, Pos howi
Ao

Regional Police Officer,
Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.

‘-Di'strictPolig‘.e Officer, - ' . | WM ’
Shangla. . : _ . Dis SHM *

"

District Police Officer, , : w{/?

. , R e
Dir Upper. @ISTR Y o
[ :




+

- BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNAKHWA PESHAWAR

- Service Appeal No. 19/2019

RaeesKhan................cooooiiiiiiii e R (Appellant)
-~ Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

~ 2. Regional Police Officer, Swat at Sadiu Sharif Swat.

‘3. District Police Officer, Dir Upper ......................... (Respondents)

- AFFIDAVIT

- I, Rasheed Khan DSP Legal Dir Upper do hereby solemnly affirm.
and state on oath that the whole contents of this application for suspension of

opération are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing

- has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

DEPONENT..,

DSP/Legal Dir Upper
03473267565



/' BEFORE TH E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW A SERVICE TRIBUNAL
. PESHAWAR.
Serv1ce Appeal No...//. ..... /2017 '
* Mr. Races Khan InSpector.............ccoooeeeeeoooeemeeeereser s Appellant.
VERSUS.

1) . Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar,
2)  Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat. |
3) . DlStI‘lCt Police Officer Dir Upper...................cooi._. Respondents.

POWER OF ATTORNY.

~We the under31gned do hereby appoint and authorlzed DSP Legal Upper Dir to

appear on each and every date in the cited case. He | is also authorized to file para

‘wise reply, application and to submit all relevant documents in the cited appeal.

- Respondent No.1 . 'Provincial Police Officer,

/

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Respéndem No.2 Reg10na1 Police Officer,
s Malakand Region Saidu Sharif Swat.

Respondent No.3 District Police Officer, | “\?7 ’
, Dir Upper.’ e
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lerublun ocucm or noucc
. KHVYQFR PAKHTUNKHWA

: ' . central Pclsu Office, Pashawar \
No 5/ 9705* /O.J18, Dated Pashawar the 2/ __2:7201%

r

PPO m( rasmwm @) ‘hm P/oo1 _
,61/4 ﬂf’ -

: <. ’I‘hxs order pem}m to the upw.sexmuon preferzed by [nspector Races. Khan No
M/119 of Malakand Region for the expunotion of Adverse Remarks contained in his ACR for thc
m 28.01.2014 to 31.12.2014 recorded. by the District Police Ofﬂcer, Dit towe
retired from service. Lo ;

From the perusal of ‘the relevant record and material on ground me remask

Yecord&L by the then DPO/DR‘ Lower in the ACR of Inspector Raees Khan Noa. M/l 19 for

The peripd from 28. ot 2014 0 31.12.2014 The: countcrsagnmg officer has also agreed with

i

enod fy
M.r Mx.ﬂsanm;d.hvcd) the ofﬁcer now

The repqrting ofﬁccr R
‘ Kee.ping v:cw the competent aushority cxamin;d ‘the case and "found no

heeight ;o expungc the advcrse remarks; hencc the rcprcscntanén in hand is hcreby filed.
s 1gsll €S wilh M‘AMf the compctent authority.

(SADIQ BALO

AlG/Establishment .~ .

- For lnspector General of Police, -
- Khyber Pakhmnkhwa, Peshawar

- ndst: No. & eev~—--._

Copy of abOVc is forwardcd for mfo:m:mon and necessary aot;on, to the:-.

1. Regional Police Officer, Mglakand Region, Saidu Sharif, Swa
' ' \4 W/r h‘s !
WO, 720/AY, dared J0,.1 1.2 ﬁzo. Wocessary enwy luw dils aflous ufgy 41.?‘:

rade in his Duplicate Character Roll (if available).
The Representationists  maly be informed acco:dlngly. .
Distriat Police Officer, Shangla.
Office Supdr: “E" Branch, ¢PO.
Office Supdu: CP Branch CPQ.

U.0.p. Fuf Npl\}j_ﬁ_&/ﬂ'f DT; | -13 -.:

An AW N
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For.h egionst PO"

: C TC  Malakandh @ W“““'
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| ATSAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

22231 P. 001
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OFFICE OF THE ..

i
i

1
3

ot 1

¢

officer conce
should be
communicat]

please be of
and sent to {

Nao.

The above fadv‘qrse

sent not later than' one
on. : o

~ The acknow?edgment
tained from him on the atta

/AS,

Copy for Inforrﬁafion

Pakhtunkhwa,. Peshawar ‘with '(eference

2814/18, da

3

D po p S hom

his office for record; on his CR

red 11/07/2018 and No 8/36

7, tf /AS, cl:ated Saiduy Sharif the /\S / ” _29_1_8_
To: The District Police Dfﬁcer, Shangla. :
Subject: AWUAL CONFIDKE TIAL REPORT (COMMUNICATION OF
' AD._EE&_B.EMAR ,
Memorandum: . : OL ?
In the Ann}ual' Confi ntlal Report on the working of Inspectov
Raees Khar{ No. M/1190f Dir@Upper District l(Now performing his duty in Shamgla
- District) for the perlod mentioned below:| ; ;
1. From 28/01/2ﬁ14 to 31/12/2014 - i
Remarks of the reporting Officer: His performance remained
: unsatisfactory. He does not take
interest in his officlal duty, '
Remarks of the Countéfsig’nlng- Convey as reported. :
Officer:- ' o ' iy 1

emarkg .may please he conveyed to the

rned in Order that.ﬁ;he may remedy the effects. Representation if mélde

onth from the date of receipt of this

In token of the receipt of memo: méy
thed duplicate copy of this communication
X dossier, ’ '

o the Insplectr'.vr General of Police, Khyber
to CPQ, Peshawar memo: No. S/2762-
122-72/18, dated 05/09/2018please.

Regiohal Police Officer, ;
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat ;

o7 C

I
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1441 P. 001
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. KHVRFR PAKHTUNKHWA _
central Police Office, Pastiawal \

No 5/ 9‘?"—‘ &~ /0. j18, Dated Pashawar the ﬁj __{7201‘3

-~

!
! 1
i
|

Ttus ordcr pcrta‘ns ‘to the mpmse ntation prcferrcd by Inspector Rm:es Khan No

M/119 of Malakand Rng;on t‘or the expunction of Adverse Remarks containedin his ACR fm' thc
om 28.01,2014 to 31 12, 2014 recorded. by, the District Police Ofﬁccr. Dir Lom .

Mr Muhammnddaved) the ofﬁccr now retired from scrvice.
From the pcrusal of ‘the-relevant record and material on grounu mc requk

by the then DPO/DlI‘ Lower in the ACR of Inspcctor Races Khan No. Mll 19 for
The pcrl d from 28. Dl 2014 to . 12.2014 The: countcrsagnmg ofﬁccr has also agreed with

cnod fi

- 1

Thc rep rting ofﬁcer o ; .
k‘ecpmg view the competent suthority exumingd the

hueight o expungc the a.dversc remarks; hcncc the reprcscnwnén in hand is hcreby ﬁlcd
This sl 8 witl Mﬁﬁ?ﬂ&of the competent authority.

¢ase and 'found no

P,
. (SADIQ BALQCH PS? _
- S AlG/Establishment . .
. - For Inspector General of Police, -

S | ' - Khiyber Fakhtunkhwa, Peshajear . .

. ’ C0py of nbovc is forwarded for mformunon and necessary notxon, to tho

1.. Regional Police Officer, Mglakand Region, Saidu Sharif, Swat w/t fo his lettc
NO. 720/AS, dured J0.1 1.2010, Wscessury: snuy liw dils effous sy alsu L

made In his Duphcatc Cheracter Roll (If svailable). '
The Represantationists  maly be informed accordingly. :
District Police Officer, Shapgla, '
Office Supdy: “E" Branch, ¢PO. : - -
Office Supgt: CP Branch CPQ. , 177- :
'7379-38 A5 VT

u.o - .
P. Fllf NP .

_U\-h}-’ld

.‘:.I\'
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) and sent to

Nq.

/AS, dated Said

#2231 P. 007

OFFICE OF THE - . -
C =

i
i

. F’G 'N .
' S { ATSAIDU SHARIF SWAT. C !
: £h; 09464

ﬁf-ﬂfmﬂwm@' , '

b Sharif the

Subject:

Memorandu

Raees Khan
. District) for

Remarks of

. Piemarks
Officer:-

b

officer conce
should be
communicat

please be of

Sent not Iater tha_n."o;‘\e n

The Distrlct Police

ANNUAL_ CONFIDEL
AQ Ensr REMARKCS),

Dfﬂcer, Shahgla.

mi.

No. M/1190f Dir %Upper Dis
the period mentloned below:

1, Frorfn 28/01/2

the reporting Officer:

of the Countéafsigz:nlng'

The abéve i_a'd'v'qrse

rned in Order thatéhe fhay r

on.

. The acknowledgment
tamed from him on the atta
his office for recordi on his CH

JAS,

Pakhtunkhw.a, Peshawar "with 'reference
2814/18, dated 11/0'7/201.8 and»No. S/_3€

A%

D po

Copy for inform atlon

B N O

. . .
Y : :

- H
v .
. - .

N 1
i

In the Anr{uai‘ Con'f"%

. . !
» X

ential Report on the worklng of Inspecto’r

t:rict i(Now performing his duty in Shalpgla

i
!

D14 to 31/12/2014

t
ot
!
1
!

performance ‘remained
unsatisfactory, He 'does not take
“interest in his ofr‘clal duty, ,

. Convey as reported. - S

emarksg .may please be conveyed to the
medy the effects. Representat!on if made
onth from the date of receipt of thls

IR token of the recelpt of memo..may

,hed duplicate copy of thls communrcat!on :
X dossier.

o tha Insplnectér General of Police, Khyber

to CPQ, Peshawar ‘memo: No. 5/2762-

22- 72/18 dated 05/09/2018please..

-

Regiohal Pollce Officear, .' '
Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat:
|

C

LS, /ggig g

NTIAL REPORT (COMMUNICATION . of

e/
/)M. ,4) ~
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No.dd[3 /ST - Daed _f—1[9 - /2019
To

The Regional Police Officer/DIG,

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 19/2019, MR.RAEES KHAN.,

I am directed to forward herewith a certn“ed copy’ ofJudgement dated
03.12.2019 passed by this Trrbunal on the above subject for stnct compllance

Encl: As above \

REGISTRAR .
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR,
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GS & PO NWEPL1559 F.8 0ap,QF 100
DISTRICT SHANGEA

THE WORKING OF ASSISTANT SUB INSPLECTORS,

“‘“ \w c;mmm INTIAL REPORT ON OR THE PERIOD/YEAR,

5t lN L c TORS AND INSPEC F'ORS F

| 1 S . : From 01.01. 2019 to 30.09. 2019
1 . - e e
‘ - TR NG )
“th s, Proviesind o Range No. lusp: Ruces Khan No. M/119 RPS. 16
e mdGirgdd” - L e o i
|[ ,;ml‘« amg Sabir Khan 556 o
e Jr T ': G From 01. 01.2019 10 30.09.2019 I:C (.omplmnl Cell and i
tf? r;. uod an u.‘mﬁ duucs cmploycd during | Insp; Legal [
b ;*L* pdd S _ |
5 AP ) - _ _————
!.x:,. ! superiie adent of Police™s {n.port A i
t "’ o .B - ";;"~:;~~v~ e e e E Sl _‘ —_————— - -‘
bre: fret? / / ‘
i S .
A N fLom Pl _
oy ' From 01.01.2019 10 30.09.2019 VC Complaint | Cell and
S Insp; Legal / p’)/
{ 9 - N

pidn- 0 fron apel 77
,il,?l.:uintmdem nf Police : /y‘- y M)/’Z el”

' X
LA

} Rt'f.rum;d FDepurv lm.pcc(cr General % cel”
‘ i i‘if’Pul (‘t‘ -
{ |

L (Rasol Shah) PSP

-,
— -

!, « v District Police Officer,
a L Shangla
B 30[ g ; - )
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Dolice No.99 1990: (62)

POLICE DEPARTMENT

e r Ve
e ) |
o ] U

ANNUAL CONFIDENTIAL REPORT ON THE WORKING OF ASSISTANT SUB INSPC

- Name, Pravincial or Range No.

s Rank and Grade

| Iather nuri'.g

; \\ here anu on what duties employed

G «-.\ l"b N P% f':f ' : %’

YUV,
v SUB INSPECTORS AND INSPECTORS FORTHE PERIOD/YEAR, !
' Frosa 25042000 40 20 522918
[nsp: Races Khan No. M/119 'i':li.’gStﬂl 6 |
T o L
3 T conl ‘

during mu period

detAT (1‘”.) ’

Class of Snpumtendcm of Po hcc s chmt

Is he honest?
1

Na _____

i
|
H

I

T

|
Remruks ?\

(H) ‘Superintendem ol Police
[ .

(2) i{ gional Deputy Inspector
( neral of Police.
R
|
i : ‘ 9 ()‘/'
| I S0 1% :
|
{
D
! {
|
f |
: i

From 25.06.2018 10 31. z 2018 I/C'"'(,ul PAL and i

// .

/ ;\W / % /,gymgaz:?’ P Mﬁgf

o o - ,7 }“
(/(/VZ/ //JZ// (SN f}
% -/

k’,ﬂq{i\ /"' - |
(!{m.nn! QI/ h\!)‘* L2

District Police Officer,
‘s!mnula

From 25.04. 2018 to 24.06.2018 [/( C-Cell, 1y Al v Lo

Period less than three months hence no commnents,

V/a ;
"\ﬁﬁa Abdul BaboosalvsP

Tistriet Police Officer,
Shangla

{
a
8. ;
M
",
, / | . 3
A oy N
v v N

2
-
\
1
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F ollu Nu 99 ]09() 62)

D EPFARTMENT

POLI C I

ANNU
SUB INSPECTORS AND INSPE

AL CONFIDENTIAL REPORT ON THE \\"()Ri\!"( OF r\‘abiSl ‘\\i SUB i\'\l £

FORS,
CTORS FOR THE PE Rl()l)/\ i '\;{

G1.01.2017 to 31.12.2017

Name, [Provincial or Range No Insp:

| _Rank and Grade

mwcs Khan No. M/119 BPS 16

Father name : :
tu__,_‘____.-.‘,._ : . L

|
\\/hbfb l_lnd on what dmlu employed during
i the lgulw d

tlbu I\h—m

IFron 11‘1

siadig e

Branch

i Branch

Uu “Superinte: 1dcnt of Police’s Rupmi

Is ‘u, honest?

Remarks by:-
(1) Superintendent of Police, -

Ny 1T s |
{2 Regional/Deputy Inspector Genery I
S
of Police. i
I . . .
i i ;
| |
-
i
i
|
i
[
:
i
;
t
L ;
i
H
v
| !
i I
{
| .
I
1
-
H r
F
i
| i i
[ SRR | e e J— _— S
|

5

(RAMAT Ui ane,
l)lstuc Police Officer,
x/ Shangla

R
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Polive No.99 1990~ (62) ' TGS & PDNTVFPLSS9 1.8 S00P.OF 100.

POLICE DEPARTMENT : L ' D!

ANNUAL CONFIDENTIAL REPORT ON THE WORKING OF ASSISTANT SUB INSPECTORS,
SUB INSPECTORS AND INSPECTORS FOR THE PERIOD/YEAR,
01.01.2016 to 01.96.2016

Name, Provivicial or Range No. Ingp: Raees Khan No. 119/M BPS. 16 :
Lank and Grade ' e -
‘athernmame | Sabir Klien S

A . _ | ‘ .
Vhere and wit what dutis eripioyed durirg Fyo[;.’}!(')3_,m;fﬁ?ﬁ(xIgggfgg:l;l-_@bwﬂnjﬁiq [
he périod

'
—— e i 11 b e

~lass of Superintendent of Police's Report ) i
I.e. ‘A’ or ‘B ' /C_ -F! J - ~
s he honest? | _ | N

temarks by:-

(1) Superiniendent of Police, o WIS J 1) e v l/ffg"(w.&"\’ .
| T o
(2) Regicnal/Deputy Inspector General L/ o v
of Pylice. _ T
. P DA i S e o 1 AT e
; - i ' - . ()f/, /ZL ...\'.:E::: ) !
S e

(Israr Uddin )'
District Police Officer,

r??;o_/é‘/dt_/ : . B Dir UpperW |

g
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. Police No.99 1990- (62)

‘*;;f( >POLICE DEPARTMENT
P
g

ANNUAL CONFIDENTIAL REPOR]
SUB INSPECTORS A]

LT

Z8 iy
. ! e al
_GS &PD. NWFP.1559 F.S S00P.OF 100-9-12 Form Nb.13.17
F A S ~
- DISTRICT DIR UPPER

|

l
K3 Il
I ON THE WORKING OF ASSISTANT SUB INSPECTORS

D INSPECTORS FOR THE PERIOD/YEAR,
01.01.2015 to 31.12.2015 ]

Name, Provincial or Range No.

Insp: Races Khan No. 119/M | BPS. 16

Rapk and Grade

Sabir Khan

Father name

Where and on what duties etnployed dur
the period '

ng

From 01.01.2015 to 31.12.2015 Police Line Dir Upper
, |

Class of Superintendent of Police’s Rep(

pr

de ‘A or ‘B’

Is he hqnest?

Remarks by:-
(1) Superintendent of Police,

(2) Regional/Deputy Inspector Ge
of Police.

teral

P P ST p—"

B

District Police Officer,
: [?ir Upper

Fnrrr'-' [q-t- %15’%3!'/41 AL
i

A.qu |

' |

|

\

Q\e
i -~
(AZAD :—(;-:,-f-.".--:;: Tat, PSP

Regional Policg Officer,
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat.

1

|
|
|

L0 d oLl




‘State Of Raj. & Anr vs Mahendra Singh Sodha & Anr on 18 April, 2012

IN'THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT JODHPUR D.B.CIVIL

- SPECIAL APPEAL NO.1973/2011 DATE OF ORDER : 18/4/2012 HON'BLE THE CHIEF

JUSTICE MR.ARUN MISHRA HONBLE MRJUSTICE KAILASH CHANDRA JOSHI
Mr.K.K.Bissa, for the appellants. '

There is delay of 74 days in filing the speciat appeal. 101 the reasons menhoncd in. the application,
delay is condoned.

Heard on the question of admission.

The State has questioned the legality of the judgment passed by the Rajasthan Civil Services
Appellate Tribunal dt.26.3.2010, which has becn affirmed by the Single Bench in the SBCWA

No0.9417/2010 vide order dt.7.7.201 1. The Tribunal has allowed the appeal filed by the employee and
has directed the department to promote him with effect from the date, his juniors were promoted and

to give him all consequential benefits. He was working on the post of LDC. Before the Tribunal, the
prayer was made to quash the adverse remarks communicated to him vide Communieation dt.7.8.91

and order dt.11.6.1992, whereby his representation regarding adverse remarks was rejected. dhhe.
adverse-remarks [or the years 1983- 86-and 1986-87 were.communicated in the vear 1991, after a
delay of four to five years.and his representation-was.rejected ina cryplic manner: “The prayer was
made to_quash_the adverse- remarks, so-communicated belatedly. The Tribunal has allowed the
'lppcal Agonevud theleby the writ Jppllcauon was prelerred by the State. The Single Bench has not
interfered in the order on the ground that there was belatcd communication of the ACRs after four to

five years.

Reliance has been placed on a decision of this court in Richhpal Singh vs. State .of Rajasthan,
1992(2) WLC 669 in which it has been held that delay in communication of adverse remarks after
four years, cannot be said to be justified and the very purpose of communication of adverse unuy is
lost and such entries cannot be acted upon, while considering the case for promotion.

We have heard learned counsd for the appellants. Learned counsel for the appellants was unable to
point out any decision contrary to Richhpal Singh (supra) in which this court has laid down thifitvery,

purpose of the-communieation of adverse entries is 1o improve the performance of work and the
PH

communication of adverse remarks belatedly hasthe effect of frustrating the very purposestor which
the . ACRs are~recorded~in_the .1b“"nw ol proper k\p';n‘mnon ror beluted: communication ol the
adverse entries, the same canmot e aciéd upon by the D.P.C- in the matter wiile considering the case
of promotion of the employee. The State Government was not entitled to act upon the
uncommunicated adverse remarks in the ACRs. of the emplovee and 10 use the same against him.

In view of the aforesaid decision of this court, we find that no case for interference is made out.

Resultantly, the intra court appeal, being bereft of any force, stands dismissed, The stay petition is
also dismissed. (KAILASH CHANDRA JOSHI),I. (ARUN MISHRA), CJ RANKAWAT JK, PS

\
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- & BEFORF THE KHYBER PAKHTDI\!\IIWA SFRVIFE TRIBUNAL PhbHAWAR
Serv;cc Appea! No. 19/2019 _ F

& | ~ |
£ ~ Raees Khan Inspector. - *
: . |
........ ... Appellant
VERSUS | i
: : ) ' !
L Provincial Police officer, K:yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar i
2. Regional Pollce Officer Malakand Region at Saidu Sharlf Swat. !
i
- 3. District Police Officer Shangla ;
4. ' Dlstuct Police Officer, Dir Upper.A |J
- .........Respondents

|
- INDEX |

S.No: - Description of Documents Annexure | ' Page
5

1 , - Para-wise Comments - . B
-y |
' , ]

2 © Affidavit . N
’ |

3| ‘ Authority Letter . - 1 5

| ‘
Deputy Superintendent of Police
Legal, l?ir Upper
Office Ph:0944-880493

|
|
I
|

!
!
i
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BEF()RE TH F E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.
E) Service Appeal No........d [7./2019

Races Khan Inspector........ e eeeeeeeesesseessseseseeet e e Appellant
VERSUS. | :

1) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.

2 Region_al‘-Police Ofﬁicer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat. |

3) District Police O‘fﬁcér Shangla. .

* District Police Officer Dir UPPer..e.. o cvewueeepeeeeereenaid Respondents

4)

PARA WISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS. '

Respéctfully Sheweth:

: PRELKMENARY OBJECTIONS.

b
2)
3)

4)

5)
0)

That the present service appeal is not maintainable in its form

That the appellant has not come to this August Tribunal with :clean hands.
~ That the present appeal is badly time barred. ‘. ‘
'I‘ﬁat this Honorable Service Tribunal has no jurisdiction to eréltertain the
present service Appeal. |
That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has suppréssed the material facts from this Honorable

- Tribunal.

ON FACTS:

I\

S~ W

. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments. .

. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Incorrect, the appellant has been given adverse remarks in ACR by the

competent authority as a result of his own conduct and services rendered

by the appellant. The officer has not communicated the 'remarks in
personal capacny, rather it was glven in ofﬁc1a1 capacity, keeplng in

view the conduct of appellant.

. Needs no comments.




@

6. Needs no comments. |
7. Incorrect, the appellant has got no jurisdiction to file the present service
“appeal. ‘ |
GROUNDS

(A)  Incorrect, no discrimination has been doné in communicating the

remarks, nor any one-sided process has been carried out. All the process

has been done in fair and justly manner. -

(B)  Incorrect, neither malafide exist on the part of respondents, while
communicating remarks on ACR, nor ﬁersonal grudges. All the actions
have been made by respond‘ents in official capacity, while examining
the performance of appellant in field work. _

(C)  Incorrect, ACR is confidential report, prepared by Reporting officer of
“the deparﬁnent secretly naboﬁt overall actions/inactions of subordinates.
This is different from depaftmental proceedings and the remarks has
been communicated timely‘ to the appellant, but he failed to respond
positively o |

D) | Incorrect, remarks n ACR is short lining story and is the jurisdiction of

competent authority to communicate it by examining the over all

performance of the concerned officer. No violation of the rule of law

and principles of natural justice has been committed. A

(E)  Incorrect, the adverse remarks in the ACR has been communicated to
the appellant within time, but he remained dormant about the same. He
even failed to make representations within time.

(F)  Incorrect, ACRs are l;eing given on the performance/conduct of officer
annually and these reports are different in nature keeping in view the
pér‘formanée of individuals. The remarks given to the appellant was in
results of his own coqducf arising from his services/characters.

(G) The respondents alsoiseek leave of this honourable service Tribunal to

rely on additional grounds at the time of arguments/hearing.
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'PRAYER:

<j‘

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of this para-wise reply the a’f)peal m'a\}

graciously be dismissed with cost. f
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Provincial Police Officer, , '
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. W .
- Brovincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
Regional Police Officer, “cer,
Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat. axif, Svi
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNAKHWA. PESHAWAR ‘

N |
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Service Appeal No. IQ/ZO 19
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Raeos KRan. ... eeeeeeeieeeeaeinenn e, TR . ..(],Appellant)
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1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PeshaWar.

2. :Reglonal Pohce Officer, Swat at Sadiu Sharlf Swat.

3. Dlstnct Police Officer, Dir Upper s (RpSpondents)

‘ AFFIDAVIT

-~ 1, Rasheed Khan DSP Legal Dir Upper do hereby solemnly affirm

A and state on oath that the whole contents of this apphcat:on for, suspension of

operation are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and behef and nothing

has been concealed from this Honorable Court ‘ - ;

DSP/Légal D}ir Upper ”
03473267565




P BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA SERVICE T]RIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No/? /2017.

Mr. Raees Khan Inspector..........ccooiivvcnnrinict it veveeennes, . Appellant.

VERSLUS.

1) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar
2)  Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
3) District Police Officer Dir Upper....................cne Respondents.

POWER OF ATTORNY.

~ We the undersigned do hereby appoint and authorized DSP Légal Upper Dir to

appear on each and every date in the cited case. He is also authorized to file para
wise reply, application and to submit all relevant documents in the cited appeal.

/

Respondent No, 1 Provincial Police Officer,
' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. ~
o A
Respondent No.2 | Regional Police Officer,

Malakand Region Saidu Sharif Swat.

 Respondent No.3 District Police Officer, y@% :
Dir Upper. . ' ' e oy
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