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07/06/20231- The appeal of Mr. Rashid Ahmad prcscnLcd loday 
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE CHAIRMAN SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR

CM No. /2023
IN

S. A. No. /2023

Rashid Ahmad DPO & Others. versus

APPLICATION FOR HEARING OF THE SUBJECT APPEAL AT THE
PRINCIPAL SEAT:

Respectfully Sheweth.

1. That subject appeal is pending disposal before this hon'ble Tribunal and 

no date of hearing is yet fixed for hearing.

2. That the subject matter pertains to retrospective effect and other 

similar numerous appeals are also pending for hearing at Principal seat.

3. That in order to avoid complication and difference of opinion, the 

subject appeal pertaining to Swat jurisdiction is also to be heard at 
principal seat.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that the application be 

accepted as prayed for.

Appellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 
Advocate

Dated. 07-06-2023
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRITBUNAL PESHAWAR. ;

>
S.A No. /2023

Rashid Ahmad S/0 Sher Zada, 

■ R/0 Kukari Swat. ' 

Ex-Constable No. 2304,,

Police Line Swat . . ... . .

i,
1

I
I

i

/•. . Appellant .

1

Versus!
r

, i
!• 1. .District Police Officer, 

■ Swat.I

1

i.
Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand at Saidu .

2.

;;• .
;

Sharif Swat.

I 3. Provincial Police Officer, 

KP, Peshawar .......

5

RespondentsA

!

APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974

AGAINST ORDER DATED 31-03-2023 OF R. NO.

fli—WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED
FROM SERVICE FROM 

REINSTATEMENT

(
1

I

THE DATE OF
AND APPELLATE ORnFR 

DATED 16-05-2023 OF R. NO. 02 WHEREBY
DEPARTMENTAj. APPEAL WAS REJECTED FOR 

NO LEGAL REASON:

•( •

t
}

Respectfully ShGwprh;

., That history of the case has be!en fully narrated in the judgment 

dated 24-01-2022 and is not needed to repeat the 

annex "A")

■j, 2. „ That in the concluding para it was held by the hon^ble Tribunal that 

the instant appeal is partially accepted, the'' major', penalty of 

dismissal from sOrvice was converted into minor penalty-'of stoppage

I '

1.

sarn'e. (Copy .as

;•
;

I

,:
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of increments for two years. The intervening period \yas treated as
leave, without pay. Respondents wele however at libeiiy to conduct*

dencivo enquiry as per the mandate of 'law, if they so desire.« -

That in pursuance of the said order of the hon'ble tribunal,
■ enquiry was conducted however, ,on 17-01-2023, appellant 

served straight away with Final Show Cause Notice on the charges 

mentioned therein. (Copy as annex "B") ' ,,

v

1

t

v
•; 3. no

was.

i
1

I(
1.

' That the said Notice was replied and denied the allegations., (Copy 

as annex "C")

•r 4, .
■1

1
I

i

• 5. That on 31-03-2023, major penalty of dismissal from- service from' 
the date of reinstatement was imposed on appellant byR. No. 01. 
(Copy as annex "'D")

r

1
tI

That thereafter appellant submitted representation before. R.'No; 02 

which was rejected on *16-05-2023 by him. (Copy as' annex "E" &

•i 6.

J

"F")
■; :

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:^ '■

GROUNDS!
:

1. That absence as in the days, of militancy and was not deliberate but 

■ was due to the law and order situation and threats from, terrorists who 

were ruling the Swat region. ;

; 2. That similarly placed employees who were dismissed during mjlitancy

period were reinstated by, the department itself as well by the hon'ble
Service Tribunal. So appellant has also a right of reinstatement into his 

service. ■ i ■ ,

:

!
!

-I

!•

I

5",
3. That hon'ble Service Tribunal converted the .'major punishment' of 

dismissal from ser'^ice into minor punishment b.ut no heed .was paid 

V towards this aspect of the matter. ' ■ ' j

4.. That code! formalities were not fulfilled while dismissing, the appellant 

from , service and eyen; no Charge Sheet and Statement-of .Allegation ' 

vyas-served upon the appellant beforje conduct of the denovp enquiry.

;
•;
I

;
;■

!■

;
1

e
,)•

1
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3.
j

j.

That it was admitted by .the Inquiry Officer, the due to militancy 

Malakand Division, normal situation was not prevailing so the absence 

was not willful.

5:

!-
I

;
;

6. That retrpspective effect-was given to the impcigned order which is 

■ against law and justice.
>•

1

V

It is, therefore, most^ humbly prayed that on acceptance of appeal, 
order dated 31-03-2023, and 16-05-2023 of the respondents be set 
aside and appellant be reinstated in service with ai! consequential 
benefits, with such other relief as may. be deerhed proper and Just in 

circumstances of the case.

. i.
1

I
I

i
i.

•1
. j

1,;•

r
t

Appellant,
(

■ ThroughI

Vi

•fSaadullah Khan' Marwat
*.

i w
Arbab Saiful' Kama!;:

•• N-
■jd

■ Advocatesl. '
I.

Dated 07-0S-2023. t.
r

> :
:

A F F I D A V I T
: .

I, Rashid Ahmad S/Q.Sher Zada, R/0 Kukari $wat. Ex-CGnstable 

No.2304, Police Line Swat (Appeilant), do, hereby solemnly affiriri' 
and declare that contents of Service Appeal are true and correct 
to the best of rny knowledge and belief.

1

!,!
■

@L>sWe^

. ■ DEPONENT ' .r
i

I;
C E RTI F I C A T E:■i-

I *;

As per-instructions of rny client, no such like ServicJe Appeal has 

earlier been filed by the appellant before this Hon^ble Tribunal,.
I

;■

. ADVO'CATE ■
I

;
1

e
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.1

Service’Appeal'No. 498/2018 ■■■1 •

!•..
1 *,

kt...s:' Iv!'i , •
■ ■■ ^ '■'H. Date of Institution ... ' i0:04.2018

Date of Decision .... 24.01;2022

n1;

V

■'r

V ■ :.::nhid Ahmad. S/o Shei'.Zada, R/o .Village Kokarai, Svjat, Ex-Constable Mo 
“li^tnct Police Swat.

1 1B34,;1
.. (Appellant)..I

I

■. VERSUS .

Police Officer, Swat and other.';.- • . (Respondents),..).
t

■i' >'
i

■■'rbah Saiful Kamal:
t f

.. .• For Appellant
f.i

I'-iasood Ali Shah,
Depi.Iw District Attorney ■, i

\ For respondents

t .

TARKEGSa '
^^^n.qA3k-RBmm WAzm

■;

chairman
MEMBER (EXECUflVEV9 fa

*.

i S, '
: >'\ i•.

. MIO-UR-RlEHSViAN WAZIR MEMBER ' This - single judgment 

oh.al! dispose of the instant service appeafas well as the cpnnected'Service,Appeal 

bearing Mo. 571/2Q1.8 titled "Aamir .Shah Versus Dikrict Police Officer, K.ohat and 

two others", as common questipn of law and facts are .involved tiierein!.

j-

i

•V

;
i.

02. Bi'ief facts of the case are-that the appellant while'serving as constable,in 

. police 'depaitmenty, was proceeded against on the' charges of abse.hce and'was 

oitirnateiv dismissed from service vide'order dated 21-D2-2009. Feeling aggrieved, ' 

the appellant filed'departmental appeal dated 20-03-2009, which 'was mot , 

responded. Subsequeni: appeal.Was submitted to respondent N6'2’, which ms 

; i-ejected vide order dated iZ-0.3-2018,'hence the-instant .service eppeal with.
attested

'i

r*'

.!
j

.5•;
i

• t-, .
. 'h

■ V

r'

r,.jjnmul 
F€iiUii%vur

• 1 .

. ■
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.1.'.- A ' prayers.hhat the impugned orders, dated. 21-02-2009 and 12-03.201B. may be.set 

'!■ .. . ■ aside and the,appellant may be. re-instated In service witH'all back'benefits: '

• 03:
I

I.

Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that, the appellant 

disnVissed from seivice on the charges of absence but absence'of-the i-appellant 

was not willful but was .due to compelljng reason'of: terror srh;. that a large

■ number of police personnel had deserted their jobs due tp threats of Taliban,-'who
* , , * * • ‘ . 

again re-instated in service vi.de orders dated 30-11-2010; 15-03-2017 and

■ og-OB-2017, but case of'the appellant was not considered positively; that this' 

A .:■■ ■ ''■'*^'-''■'2' -numerous cases has already granted relief to the similarly .placed

employees and, the appellant ,Is, also requesting for the same treatm'eht .under the

■ principle of consistency; that absence of the appellant was not willful, vyhich does
. . ' ■ ■ ■ L ■ . '

not constitute gross misconduct and the penalty so awarded is harsh, which' does 

not commensurate with .gravity of the guilt; thaf.the 'impugned order, was issued 

with retrospective effect, which Is void ab initio;'that.no codal'formalities were 

hiihlled and the appellant has not been.treated 1n. accordance'Witti’,law,' hfence his

rights se^yrecTunder'the Constitution has badly been violated. '

„■ '1. was-

i
• 'V

I

i

were
I

•/
..'t

1
I

!

:•
..1

t

-1

■f

, i
■-

■ .

f

■ Ji-
',v

,r-, ■■ ll.—
■ d o' . 04. ■■ Learned-Deputy District Attorney for the respondents has contended that 

I - the appellant was proceeded against on the charges of 'willful absence "from duty,

, therefore proper departmental proceedings were initiated against Him-,' which 

culminated into his, removal from sen/ice under RSO- 20bO; that the appellant file 

■ ' '.-.Ip.paitmental appeal with-a considerable delay, 'which vi/as rejected being barred 

oy time; .'that numerous other officials were re-instated into service but every 

has its own merits, whereas .the appellant was'awarded pun'lshm'e.nt for his own 

conduct; that final show, cause notice was also served ‘at his home address,, but

C the appellant did not turn up, hence he was proceeded'in absentia...

,T-

>

‘:

:
5

case

•t'.

I*

We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have .perused the05i1

' f. ' ■ record, . . i ’

I
1

i.

!
r
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p

v-
-i • • .06; . Placed before us Is casb of a,police constable, 'who alongwith.manY other' 

police personnel had deserted their jobs in'the-wake, of insurgency, Police 

department had constituted, a^committee for

>-•(■ w
. ■ 'T: '

I
i;

t '

cases of desertion' and ..keeping in 

. view humahitarian aspect, re-instated such personnel into service, in 'large'.
:

>

i
number. Placed on record is a notification dated-SO-ll-ZOlO,. where 253 sirriilarly 

placed employees had been re-instated ori the recommendation of the.Committee-'

■ constituted for ,the purpose. Vide another'order; dated''07-C)2-2D'12,' batch of 

another 12 employees had been're-instated in service.'Yet another order dated 

15.-03-2017 would show that similarly placed employee'had been re-instated upon 

his -revision petition-on the ground of length of bis service and cause of terrorism. 

Other.cases .of similar nature are available on record,.'vyhich Woyld .suggest that 

the provincial government had taken a lenient view ke'eping in,view the.peculiar 

ircLimstances' in the 'area at that particular time. Even.'thls tribunal has already 

granted relief in similar nature, cases under the principle of consistency.. Appeliant 

is also one. among those, who had deserted'his job d'Ue to threats from terrorists. 

■Situation at'-that particular time'was so perturb, as how to proceed such large 

; p.,.- i'lumber of cases’of desertion,'for which publications'were made in-newspapers, '

i'lence the proceedings so conducted in such-ilke cases were'hot.in accordance 

with law. In the instant case ho regular inquiry'was-conducted,'mor any'charge 

sheet/statement of allegation was served upon the appellanlf, and the' appellant 

was condemned ■ unheard and which shows that the'-appeliant was surnimarily 

' proceeded without-adhering to th'e.method prescribed i'n law

i.
'. ,1

\

i
I ■

;
•t

•!
ts

•!

4'

i' •

:

I,

i

: .

We are also mindful of the question of limltatio'np-but since'.the impugned 

order was passed without proper legal process-and' when-an adverse order is 

passed without fulfilling the legal formalities, such order is void, and no limitation

07.

'.I

f.-

..
i

.. runs against void order. Stil another reason exists for condonation 'of-delay that 

the impugned order was issued 'With retrospective effect being void ab initio.

1

ATTESTEI:■I'
[

■ f

St3rvici*T.}hc.
■ ■ .t- tl4l!'

. < . ■
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r • • 'OB. •. In view of the situation mentioned above and keeping in view the principle 

‘01- consistency, we are inclined to partially accept the instant,appeal'as well as the ■ 

rx)nnected service appeal by .converting the' major, penalty of dismissal from 

.- ..seivice into miinor penaltyv of. stoppage'.of-incrernents for- two ■years.- The 

. intervening period is treated as leave Without pay.- Respondents, however are at 

liberty to conduct de-novo inquiry as per mandate of law,, if they so,desire. Parties ■ 

.■ .at'eJeftto bear their own-costs.-File be conjsigned-to.’record roon.-- ■ , ^ ■

I1
I

y;. ,•

j

AMMOUNCED
24.01:2022;r

t-

.

; A-
■ ■4-'T"'

(A H M ATOUEtTA EN)
CHAIRMAiM •

(ATiQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) ' 
MEMBER (E)'.'♦ *■

t
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Q£1-TCK of TJ-IE PISTRIC']- POLICE OFFTnr.r? a.!;\
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTTrK' 

.Whereas You Ex Constable Rasliirt Ahmad w
I

1
while posted to PTC Himgu, Inivc 

absented yourself from duty w.e‘r29-l()-2008 till date rvithout prior permi^ipd or ledve vide 

i.P.M, No. 4S288-43fl5/GC dated 27-11-2003 of PxC’Ha

;(
1

'I
ngu. Ypp were proceeded-hgainst

: and subsequently dismissed fj om service vide this ofnee QB No: 28, dated 
21-02-2(1115. You have preferred an appeal before the Service Tribunal which set'aside the 

puuislimcnt and ordered a
I

> denove deparimeotal enquiry, fn compliance oi’ihe judgment 
dated 24-01-2022 of Service Tribunal in .Service ■ Appeal -No. .498/2018.yon have been 

reinstated into service vide this office OB No.l24 dated .09-09-2022 for the nl 
denove'departmental enquiry’, as

,j

purpose of
per direction of CPO Peshawni ' Memo • No. 1578-^ 

dated 17-11-2022 and worthy Regional Police Officer letter ^0.1.2216-17/^0 

dated 31-10-2022. The following Officei-s were nominated to conduct

:
5 ; Sl/CPO^,-I'

proper departmental
enquhy against you.

I

■ Mr. Raheem Hussain, SP/Hqrs: Trafnc, Peshawar.\
.1
V

. 2. Mr. KamaIHussain,t>SP/Legal,CCP, Peshawar. . 
The Enquiry ofTicers conducted}

proper departmental inquiry against you'. 
The Enquiry officers recommehded that your absence was deliberate; howeven’Tt,

■ was caused due to militancy in the core area of Malakand'division, ffhe Enqui.y 

.Officers'further stated that you were untrained and had ju.st within bvmonths of ' 

initial sen-ice faced with life rjsk tlircac.s.

1

I

1

■;

i

The undersignbd. is not agretd with the 
recommendation of Enquiry officers anti thus i.ssuc-d tliis .final show'cuu.se notice to

»

•i

f
. ] 1.you.i-

tlierefore, served svith this Finkl Show Cause Notice to show . 

in wnlmo witlun seven (07) days of Ihe'receipt rif tliismolice as .to. why .major.

----- m Rulc-4 .of Police .Disciplinary Rnles-1975 should nol be
imposed on you. You .should also state in tvriting as to whether .you v/i'slf to be Ireai-d in ' ’

person by me competent authority, your failure in this respect will be deemed that 

■ .have no

You are,!
t'

cause;
pLinislunent as mentioned i•I

I>
1 you ■ •A

defense to offer and ex-parte.action wiU be talceaagaiust you.f^
; Ix-Constable Rashid Ahmnd ' ' \

JIS Police Line Kabal :• . •
. K

> :
t

/v Swat j \No. ' O^f 

!")aicd'

./PA,
. -. ;\\ ■

1

!■

t
i-* * * t-♦ t,t * * « <t !tt * :K * * ,{5!

\

I

1 s’

\ •
1 I

!
!•
’t •
I

\ '
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"■ i iMS \ V . „ ^i'r 'ix:.s'j\ji{. irtiL
3 ^. .^JS.ITCCT POLICE OFiriCER, SWAT- 

.. . Pli; (HM6-‘)240393 & FaxMo. 0946-9240402, 
, Riniiii: cliio.swat@gniailconi , ' '

;S
!

;
onmui;

t •

i his order wiil dispose of the depaitmenta! enquiry conclueteLl ' 
^V-onsiubie Fasliid Aiimad Nq.2304. wiiile posted to PTC HaPgiL was absented hiniseli'

I t!u!y w.e.f 29-10-200S tdl date without prior permissioa or leave vide i.i^M 
; 1305/OC dated 27-11-2008 of PTC Hangu. He was. proceeded against departmentally. and 

, i subseULierdiy ciismissed from service vidb this office OB No. 28, dated 21-02-'2a09'. I-Ie ha:; '
I preferred an appeal before (he Service Tribunal which'set .aside the punishment and ordered, a 
cenove depaVtnVemai enquir>'.' In compliance of the jud'gment date'd 24-01-2'022 of Service 

,.1 rilxmal-m Service Appeal No. 498/2018 he ha.s been reinstated into sendee vide Ihis offrcc OR 
• 0., ■: c.'^iL-c' 09-09-^:0.12 tor tlje puipose of denove deDiu'tnicntal enquirv, as per’direction tT 

'jCPO Peshawar, Memo No. 1578-8l/CPO/I/VB; dated 17-11-2022 and wonhyRecion'al 'Poliu- 
|Ottlcer ieUerNo.l22]6-17/WPC dated 3‘l-l0-2022. The following Officers were nominated In' 

proper departmental enquiry against him.
. :vlr. Raheera Hussain, SP/PIqrs: Traffic, Peshawar. ; „

■ 2. Mr. Kama! Hussain, DSP/Legal, COP, Peshawar.. '
■|1 i's Hnquiry officers conducted proper departinental iijquiry against him, Thb- .Er

. .i:.'nc:idea mat hi;', ab.sence was deliberate; however, it wa.s caused due fn 'm’ih't.nnrv' in p-r 
oi ivtalal-rand division. The Enquiiy Officers frirther stated, that he was untrained and 

;i:ad just within 03 months of initial service faced v/itli life risk threats. The u'ndbrsioned is'noi 
t,-ip;rc.cd with iheTecommendation of Enquiry officers.
^ -He was issued Final show cause Notice No.04/PA dated 17/01-/2023;
Jrepned vvas receiv-ed, but found un.'^atisfiintory. . ’ ;

Foregoing in view, tlic undersigned is of considered opinion' that there art
yi- V,--'tnee.^' har . -Constable Rtishid Aiimad No.2304 will become ah elT:cient‘Pqiicc ORichib '■ ’

i:Mr.h.::;roa:uuo;-! in sen.dce is bound to affect the disciplme of ihe.entirc Ibrce'. Vhcrcairc in ' . ' 
. jc-*-.rcise of the-pewers ves^d in the undersigned under Rules 2 (iii) of Police Disciplinaiw Ruics- 

I. KHAN. GANBAPHR. District Police Offiqefr Swat as q cbnipeienl '
'■.^-.0 .-ivir.ie.;! hiir. major pujiisliment of Dismissal’from sendee fromf^lli^.d'aie- of

Order announced.

I

VC!'.iir.fr T-.;-: C

ivu. -tO-.1u-

■;

\
I

..'i

:U‘ ■h.lCi

1r

j-

officer!
• -i.

cere uiea

.<•
.1 hi.-.

’.•r.N.nSunr^r'cni.
•I

f
■ fi

D i .s tri c tl O f j 11‘c ;■
'Swat', '*^A71

I

'O.R. No.
tvd 3! ! ^.'2{}25.

\n .* ,

\ 'A. ■•i
i

* * * ★ -k i: •> -it-i- * * * ,v •

OFFICE OF Tlhil DISTRrCT POLICE OFFICER SWA’T. •

No., /pa, dated Smdu Shajif tlie.’ 'S S’
^Copy for infoi-mation to the; ■'

1Regioiial Police Gjfricer Malal'iaiid Regiou vide his oiTiue-rnemo Nu-.4u-55--. fr.- ■ 
■ 56/VvTC dated 21-03-2922. '

■ 2. D.S? Headcpiuiters Lower Sw.it. '
. .V O'-jrccossaiw notion to tho;

!>
!

/2b2-3’: ' .
■I

■ :• •;

> :

BC.* O.
V '

4. Pay Officer, S.wat.
*. 5. O.ASI. Sv/ai, ' ■

• ;
:

i
:
f.-

.
1

•t

J.

;
i

5 I
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Tius oi-dcr will mspose of appeal of Ex.-Constiible Rashid Ahinad No.23()-'l of Swiit Disti-iiT;!.;’- 

; in connection with major piinishm'f.ntawarded by District Police OPHcer, Swatwicie OB TJniTi dated 

• ; . d 1-05-2023 i.c, "Dismissal from'Scrvice”. . . , • . . • ' , - ' '

Brief facts of the case are J;hat Bx-Constabie Rashid Ahmad ■No.BHOdDr.Swal Oi.sirict while 

I posted to .Police Training College, Hangii, had absented himself from lawful'duly 29-10-200:1 iili dam

)

; without prior permission rroni.hi'gli Ups of lejnve vide T.P. Message No.d8.2r>8-4l05/GC.dated B '-M-'-OOO 

j of PTC; Uangii. He was proceeded against department ally and subsequently, di.sniis.'^i. dTroni scrvi(,-e by iIk’. 

j Di.slrici.Police Officej’- Swat viPc'OB NoAt! dated 21-02-2000. He has preferred an cip|>ea! htdoite the
'i . ■ !

Service Tribunal,'whe.'ein his order of dismissal froih SCI aside and ordered for oonductiug 

■; Dc-novo departmental enquiry. In compliance of the judgment'dated 24-01-2022 r^f Service Trdninai in ' 

j Sci-VK.? Appeal No.d98/20IS, the appellant'was re instated into seiwice for the purpose'of Dc-novo 

j dcpartiv.cnta! enquiry by the Di.strict Police Officer/S',vat vice OB No.J'24 dated 09-09-2-:'22.'A.s 

dir-clion of CPO. Pe.shav.'ar .Mcnio No. 157S-S1/GPO/IAB,' dated 17-n'-2022 ru'd ■tlil.w.cirncc letter

service was;
I

per

J- N'.i.124)6-1//WPC dated j !-10-207.2, the follov/ing Officers were'-nominated aS Enquiry. orUccrs to ■

; conduct Denovo depaitmentni ennaii-j' against him.

1. Ml'. Raheem Hussain, SP/Hqrs: T'-affic, Pe'r.navs'ar.
/■■ ...2..-MiClCamalXsdin;DSP/Lega!;CcKPeshawar/,'-',. '■■■/■/■ ' ' .

The Gnquiiy Officers conducted denovo cTcparCmerital euquiiy figr.tnsi ai^Qvi:;- 

name'd-.b:<:-Constable, the Enquiry Officers recommended that his absence'was dcUberalciy', thouoh, ii vv,:-;; 

I caused due 10 militancy in the epre area ofMalakand division. The EnqLiiiy’Ofnccr-; further .stated liuil lie 

.■ 'iVas untrained and just within 03 months of initial seiwice faceii with II fq ri.sU threats; Ho wevar, the iDi.slrica 

■ Police Ufficcr, Swat not agreed with the recommendations.of the Enquiry officers'and'the delinquent 
I Cons'taDle was issued fmai Show Cause Noiice vide'Ho.04/PA dated 1 7-01,-2023, to which he replied hut 

,. '.v:is fOuni.!' uri.sntislEictory. i'orgoing in ■''lew, (he pi.slrict Police Officer, was'of considered opinio,n 'ili.';! ihcre 

.j am no chances (hat Ex-Constable Rashid-Ahmad Nc.2304 will hecome’an'efficienl Poltee Offcia:. his 

furtlic.r retention in seiwice is bound to affect the discipline of th i entire force. ThereforeJhc Disirict Police 

Officer. Swat awarded him major piiiTishmeni ofJ'Dismissal from Serviced from the djtc of rconstalcmer'it 

.' vid'=‘OB No.4d dated 3 1-03-2023. ' . • '

0 .

I
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■ (

He was also called in OrderlyRoom 01110-05-202,3 in the offee of'imcicrsigneilI

-/ ;and heard hinrin 

.TyJmrji.-thgrArcrlils appeal/isTej;^ ‘'/.j
person,,but he cquId.-npNprodyce an)'.cogent reason .to defend the'chargesjevelcdagaiiist5

I

i\v- .‘vo-.'.p-vwf'* .•t-.Io-A-r'-'T. Region Svvni

I;;•
;

.;;
:I y.: No. ■/E.r.^.S

Copy to Inc District Police Ofticcr, iSwai for.informnfion and necc.ss.-irv action V’-dpi 
; reference to' hi.s ofnee Memo; No. 12358/E, dated 28-04-202.3. Service KoN and Fuji' Mi.ssu'l cohtaining 
!• ORQUiiy Ulo of 'dboVC-'illimcd bX'-Confitable, teccived with youv memo.; ■ under I'efcrencc are

—/-
72023.Dated •-1

; iierewirh for record in ,Pbur office.
■ 'Jr i; -b *:!; + >!; * + Hi * ’ y'
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