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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No iror2023
Mst. Irum Shahzadi Appellant

VERSUS
The Inspector General of Police (IGP) Khybcr 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar etc....Respondents

appeal

INDEX
HiPcscription of docuiii^ritsTTf^k^

Memo of Appeal

A I'lklavii “ "

Application fbr condonation of delay. 
Correct address of parties, 
copy of service Card 

copies of certificates.

'Aiinexure
1-7

p
S

3.
9-12

4.
1.3

3. A 14
6. B 15-18

7. Copy of impugned order ^ted 

17.05.202] and letter No. 
dated 23.02.2021.

Copies of Oepartmental 
dated 13.01.2022 

order dated. 28.03.2022.
Copy of 

15.05.2023.
Wa]<alt Nama

C 19-20
20-21

8. appeal DS: i: 21-22
and rejeetion

9. the impugned order I' 2.3

10
24 «

Dated 07.09.2023

(Appellant)
Through:-

WAQAR AHMED KHAl^ JEHANGRI, 
Advocate High/court y/ J

i-/

IFTIKHAR AHMEB^'^ 

ADVOCATE DISTRICT COURT



--it-
1

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No of 2023

Mst, Irum Shah/iadi, Ex- FC No. 

Police District Mansehra.
10, District

Appellant

VERSUS

I) The, Inspector General of Police (IGP) 

Khyber Paktunkhwa Peshawar.

2) The, Regional Poliee Officer, 

Region, Abbottabad.
Hazara

3) The, District Police Officer, Mansehra.

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

APPEAL UNDER SECTION. 4 OF KPK

SERVICE TRIBUNAL- ACT. 1974

AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDERS NO

89 DATED 17.05.2027, PASSED BY

RESPONDENTS WHEREBY MA.TOR i.
PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM

service of APPET.T.AivrT .ON THE
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GROUND OF ALLEGED UNSPECIFIED

ABSENCE FROM DUTY WAS IMPOSED

AND UPHELD.

PRAYERr-

On acceptance of the instant service

appeal, the impugned orders bearing No 

89 dated 17.05.2021, passed by
respondent No. 03 and impugned order 

bearing No. 7041 dated 28.03.2022 

passed by l:respondent No. 02 and
impugned order No. 1258-63/23 dated 

15.05.2023 may kindly be 

declaring them illegal, void and against
set-a.side

Lhe law on the subjeet and appellant be 

re-instated into service with all back
benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That, appellant was appointed in a 

preseribed 

authority against 

constable.

1.

manner by competent 

post of leadyk-

(copy of service Card 

annexed as annexure “A”).

That, during service appellant perform 

duty regularly with 

performance; during the tenure nf hcr

2.

her best
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service she performancereceive

certificates.

(copies of certificates annexed 

as annexure “B”).

That, all of a sudden, respondent No 

03 without citing any 

intimation straightaway, with a single 

stroke of pen imposed Major penalty of 

removal from service- upon appellant 

w.c.f. 20.02.2021 on the ground of 

alleged unspecified absence from duty, 

vide impugned order .No. 89 dated 

17.05.2021 on the alleged disciplinaiw 

action vide letter No. 20-21 dated 

23.02.2021.

3.

reason and

(copy of impugned order 
dated 17.05.2021 and letter 
No. 20-21 dated 23.02.2021 
is annexed as Annexure
“C”).

That, appellant filed a Departmental 

appeal on dated 13.01.2022

4.

W'ith'

respondent No 02, which was rejected 

vide order No. 7042 dated
28.03.2022.

(Copies of Departmental 
appeal dated 13.01.2022 
and rejection order dated. 
28.03.2022 are annexed as 
Annexure 
respectively).

“Da&E”

5. That, being aggrieved from both the 

orders appellant also filed 

petition before the respondent No. 01

/
a. revision



4

which was also rejected vide impugned 

order No. 1258-63/23 dated 

15.05.2023.

(copy of the impugned 
order 15.05.2023 
annexed “F”).

is

6. That, felling aggrieved from the 

impugned orders the appellant having, 

no other remedy files the present 

service appeal before this Honourable 

Tribunal for interference inter alia, on 

the following amongst other grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A) That appellant absent is not 

intcstinally, she informed her superiors

they orally informed him that her leave 

granted, due to this she went to abroad 

in emergency because her mother in 

law serious injured in incident Bahrccn 

and no one is present In abroad to take 

care of injured due to this , appellant 

went in abroad in emergency ' and 

believe that his leave granted. But the 

superiors offieials not grant hci' leave 

due to malafide intention.

B) That, before imposing the impugned ; 

penalty, no publication as required
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under rule 9 of E&D, Rules, 2011,

was ever made in the leadine 

newspapers, eommonly available in the 

Distriet of the appellant. Hence, the 

impugned order is wholly, illegal, 

unlawful, without lawful authority and 

of having no legal effect.

C) That, no show cause notice was ever 

issued and the entire proceedings were 

fictitiously conducted by respondent 

No 0v3 at the back of the appellant.

D) That, no inquiry into the alleged 

allegations was ever conducted and the 

impugned penalty was imposed 

without having the allegations proved.

Tliat, appellant was never confronted 

with the alleged allegations at any 

point of time, condemning her 

unheard.

F) That, before passing the impugned 

order, appellant was not put on notice 

to present his view point/explanation 

under the Doctrine of AUDI AULTERM 

PARTEM, hence, the impugned order is 

not sustainable and maintainable 

under the law on this very sole ground.

G) That, appellant had a long un­

blemished service record at her credit 

and she has been removed from service 

with a single stroke of pen without
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observing due process of law and 

having the allegations proved.

H) That, no complaint was ever filed bv 

.any one against the appellant for her 

being absent from duty as alleged on 

any working day with any authority.

I) That, the impugned order on its very 

face value, is illegal, unlawful, without 

lawful authority, without jurisdiction 

and of having nodegal effect.

PRAYER:-

On acceptance of the instant service
appeal, the impugned orders bearing No 

89 dated 17.05.2021, passed

respondent No. 03 and impugned ordcr 

bearing No. 7041 

passed by respondent No. 02

bv

dated 28.03.2022

and
impugned order No. 1258-63/23 dated

15.05.2023 may kindly be set-aside 

declaring them illegal, void and against
the law on the subject and appellant be 

I'c-in stated into service *with all back.
benefits.

Dated 07.09.2023
9\

Mst,lTum Shah/adi 
jAppellant)

Through:-

WAQAR AHMED KUAN JEHANGRI, 
Advocate ^igh Cou^

'

.4.

IFTIKHAR AH 
ADVOCATE DISTRICT COURT

D
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VERIFICATION :
J, Mst, Irum Shahzadi, Ex- FC No.

, District Police District Klansehra, do hcrcb\- 

solemnly affirm and declare that the

.10

contents of

foix-going Appeal are true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has.

been concealed or suppressed form this

Honorable Tribunal.

Mst, Irum Shahzadi
(DEPONENT)

■i

!

9

ft

i
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No of 2023

Mst. Tran-i Shahzadi Appellant

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police (IGP) Khybcr 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar etc....Respondents

APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

Mst, Irum Shahzadi, Ex- FC No. 10, 

District Police District Mansehra, do herby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the no 

such subject matter appeal has ever been filed 

before this honorable court nor pending 

decided. That the contents of fore-going affidavit 

arc true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been eonccaled 

suppressed from this Honourable tribunal.

h

nor

o r

Dated: 07<09.2^3

Irum Shahzadi
(DEPONENT)

a
73
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before the service tribunal
K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No of 2023

M,st. Irum Shahzadi Appellant

The Inspector General of Police {IGP) Khybc 
Pa]<hl:unkhvva. Peshawar etc....Respondents

APPEAL

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY IN FILING SERVICE
APPEAL BEFORE THIS HON’BLE
TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. Tliat, this application Ivindl}- be

treated as part and parcel of the%
appeal.

mam

2. That, initially against the appellant 

party order impugned order issued 

17.05.2021 after the knowledge the 

said order appellant field an appeal

which

declined/rejected then appellant filed 

revision petition before the IGf^ which

ex

on

on
13.0 1.2022 W'-as
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was also rejected on 15.05.2023. the 

TOP appeal is consider as departmental 

appeal but after deciding the same the 

appellant kept on visiting the office of

respondent No. 01 time and again for 

obtaining the record of order but in 

Now appellate invain. personally 

receive the unattcslcdsources the

order.

3. Thai, appellant^ has brought a good 

prima , face case and a balance of 

connivance also lies in-a favourof the

appellant. Appellant valuable right of 

reinstatement in a service of the 

appellant as leady constable are
involved.

4. Thai, the delay in filing the company 

appeal is a not deliberate nor was in a

control or reach of the appellant but

communi caic by 

respondent No. 01 and department till 

to date to the appellant.

was due to non

5. That, impugned removal order is a void

has been issued with retrospective 

effect which is void order and 

according to this Honourable tribunal 

larger bench Judgment Titled Rahccm 

ud din Vs IG Police and others Appeal

No. 562/2016 decided on 02.03.2018 

and Shoukat Ali Versus Sl^RT'P 

Malakand Region appeal No. 957/2019
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decided 

Muhammad Saleem
07.12.2017on and

versus Dislrici 

Police Officer Manshera. Appeal No.

265/17 decided on 29.07.2021 etc.

delivered that retrospective order is 

void order and no limitation run
against the void order.

6. That, the Apex court held the various
judgment the cases may be decided 

merit rather than technicalities.
on

IT IS THEREFORE VERY 

PRAYED that
HUMBLY

acceptance of the 

instant application the delay, if

on

any,
caused in filing the instant service appeal 

before tliis Hon’ble tribunal .
graciously be condoned and the case of

the appellant be heard and decided 

merits.
on

Dated 07.09.202.^

Mst, Irimi bliahzadi 
‘ (^pellant)

Through;

WAQAR AHMED K^AN JEHANGRI, 
Advocate High Cour '

IFTIKHAR AHlS 

ADVOCATE DISTRICT COURT

A
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAT. 
K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No of 2023

Mst. Irum Shahzadi Appellant

. The Inspector General of Police (IGP) Khvbcr 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar etc....Respondents

k Mst, Irum Shahzadi, Ex- FC No. 10, District 

solem nivPolice District Mansehra do herby

affirm and declare on oath that the Contents of, 

lore-going application are true and correct to
the best of 

notliing has been concealed
my knowledge and belief and 

or suppressed from
this Hon’blc tribunal.

Dated: 0^ ?22023 A /

Irum Shahzadi 
DEPONENT

I NoJfiry Piip‘ii-'l//i
\ Oste }/.

7^

rv
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Service appeal No .of 2023 ,

Mst. Trum Shahzadi Appellant

The Inspector General of Police (TGP) K.hybcr 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar etc....Respondents

CORRECT ADDRESSES OF THE PARTTRR

APPELLANT:
Mst, Irum Shahzadi, Ex- FC No. 10, District 

Police District Mansehra.

RESPONDENTS:
The, Inspector General of Police (IGP) 

I-Chyber Paktunkhwa Peshawar.

2) The, Regional Police Officer 

Region, Abbottabad.
Hazara

The, District Police Officer, Mansehra
Dated 07,09.2023 _

\

Iru^Shahzadi
/ (Appellant)

Through:
•v

WAQAR AHMED KUAN JEHANGRI 
Advocate High Court

IFTIKHAR AiSEj 
ADVOCATE DISTRICT COURT ■f.
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Shazadi No 10

I!?
3i

/i

I Granted To____
Son of____ _
Police Station__
Bn Recognition of.Jl^ass[st

[!

ance/ cooperation to a lady in her deliyery case. ?;

///OB No__
Dated™..^^: ^

Aj.

Dlstric^^UoU^ (^c 

Manschra

r,jeer

S2^^^SS!SS»

^0 CaniScniincr «

1



Commendaiion Ceniflcaic III 
is awarded to I

1%Jfi
•R
iIIIn recognition of
t

W.
HOB No^

Date. o2 - Z^/y

£

Principal, 
PTS, Mansehra

t K?fe
j'ulKci
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Commendation Cenificate III 
is awarded to

I
i I

I aIn recognition of I
;

A^>r}jru'f4
% w

[l

OB No. 9
Principal, 

PTS, ManschraDate. y^~ fij - Jt-o /* y

WK'a»-8iu^!itt4»i»CTiyj^4i5cs»aijfeife6gcat!iy!^
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Coinmendahon Certificate HI
IS awarded to
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In recognition of

&Qaoi feYfoyynes/ fVi Q

obno.^^3
Date./Q-7-2^/-7

i

Principal, 
PTS, MaiLsel^

CatnScjinnor
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MANSEHRA DISTRICT

ORDER

This office order will dispose off Iho deparfmenfal enquiry proceeding ogoinst lady 
Consloble Irum Shahzodi No. 10 who was' proceeded ogoinsf deportmentoily wilh the allegation 
that while sfie was posted os GO Police Lines Mansehra she absented herself from duty witti 
effect from 20-02-202) to todate without any leave or permission;-

llie Enquiry Officer i.e. AddI: SP Mansehra alter conducting proper deparlmentol enquiry 
has submitted his report stating therein Itiat, he being enquiry officer after confirmotion that 
accused official had gone abroad, he wrote letter to Assistant Diteefor Passport Office 
Mansehra for ciaiification of Passport Nwrnbor and profession mentioned in the last box of It'o 
possport vide letter No. 67/PA dated ) 2-03-2021. Enquiry Officer also mode correspondencic:; v.'iih 
the Director, Federal Investigation Agency (FIA) Immigration Islamabad vide his office letter No. 
72/PA dated 25-03-2021, for the provision of travel history of the accused official. After receiving 
reply from both the offices/agencies enquiry officer found following three misconducl on tlie 
port oi accused Lady Constable Irum Shahzodi No. 10.

1. Accused official deliberately, willfully absented herself from duty.

2. She neither got NOC from tlie department for making of Passport nor mentionied her 
' profession in the last box of the Passport as government servant.

3. Accused official went abroad without prior permission of her senior and without 
getting Ex-Pakistan Leave/NOC for traveling abroad.

After all proceeding enquiry officer summoned the alleged official time and agoin for 
appearance iii connection ol her deporlrnental enquiry, despite soverol summons tlio 
delinquent Lady Constable did nol appear before the enquiry officer for recording lier 
statement. Enquiry officer proved the charges leveled against delinquent Lady Constable and 
recommended her lor taking ex-poity aclion ond major punishment of removal from service”.

A final show cause notice was also issued to the delinquent Lady Constable irum 
Shahzadi No. 10 and sent to Police Lines Mansehra for service upon her. Lines Officer tried to 
conlact the delinquent Lady Constable on her personal cell number 0349-9053367 wliich was 
switched off. From all proceeding it is ciyslal cleor tlKit delinquent Lady Constable is still aLisent 
which shows her ill-will towards performing tier duty.

I, the Districl Police Officer, Mansehra, therefore agreed wilh the recommendation of 
enquiry officer and award major punishment of "Removal from service" to Ihe delinquent Lody 
Constable Irum Shahzadi No. 10 under Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Police, Disciplinary Rules 1975 
[amended in 2014). The total period 02 months and 16 days (76 days) she spent without 
permission and leaves is treated as the period vAlhout duly so it does not attract any salary and 

__other allowances. /

Ordered announced.

District rollce Officer 
Mansehra

I

O'/

j
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\2^ tDISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Asif Bahader (PSP). Dislrict Police Officer Mansehrq, as Competent Authority of 
the opinion that Lady Constable Irum No. 10 fPolice Lines) has rendered himself liable 

to be proceeded against as he coniinitled Ihe following oct/ornissions witttin the 
meaning of Khyper Pakhtunkhawa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 20M).^

Vide DD. No. 23 dated 21-02-2021 of Police Lines Mansehra it has been reported 
that while you were posted as GD Police Lines Mansehra you absented yourself from 

duty with effect from 20-02-2021 todale. You were contacted on your personal Cell 
number which Is going switched off. It shows that you have no interest in the discharge

of your official duty-. It amounis to gross misconduct on your part

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the, sqid accused. Offlcei wilh 
reference to Ihe above allegations AddI: SP MqpsehraJs deputed to ponduct formal 

deparlmental enquiry against Lady Constable Irum No. 10 (Police, Lines)-,

- The inquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provisions of the Khyber 
I'akhlunkhqwa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 20M), provide reasonable

as to

r .

opportunity of hearing the accused, record findings and make recommendations 
punishment or other appropiiate action against the accused:

The accused and a well conversant representative of liie department shall in the 

proceedings on the dole, lime and place fixed by the Enquiry Oltid ■r.

ice Oftibef,District
Mpnsehra

/SRC dated Mansehra the ^ 3, ’
Copy of fhe above is forwarded for favour of information and neceispry def/on fO' -

Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the defaulter officer 
provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhawo Police.Disciplinary .Rules

No

1: The
under the 
1975.

2. indv Constable Irum No. 10 fPolice UnesLwith Ihe direction to submit his 
written statement to the Enquiry Officer within 07 days of the receipt of this 
charge sheet/statement of allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry 
Oflicer pn Ihe dale, time and place fixed for Ihe pi| poses of departipenloi

proceedings.

K •
pisirict Police Officer, 

Mansehra .
1

9

:

■ 1

r..
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAI. FOI.ICF OFFICEK

iiA'/MiA kkgion. AunorrAHAij 
V* t}9‘J2-9JI()[J2i.?2 

U99:-931(K)23 
r.rpoIui/Jini^rt ^iiuil.com 

© 03-l5-y5(infi,S7 
PATKD.^'A/ 3 /2f)22

fc
sf..
Ili8

NO; 7^’ /VA

ORDRKf:,'
■^4

'I Ins urdcr will dispose oirtieparimenUil appeal under Rule 11-A ol'KIiyber PaklUunkInva 

I oliie Rules. l‘)75 submiMeJ hy Lx. I.rC Imni Slializadi Nu.Kl ol'di-striel Mansclira againsl die 

order orpuiiishiiietil i.e, mnovaifrom service awarded by DIR3 Mansclira vide 013 N(..S9 doled 
17,05.2021.

F-

Brief lads icadiny to the punislinicni dial die appcllnni while pu.sfed al Police Lines 
Mansclira abseiiicd herself from duly wiihuui any leave or permission wiili elTcei JVom 

20.02.202! 10 17.05.2021 (total 86 day.s).

are

Tile appellanl was issued charge shed alnngwith summary of allegations and Add!: SP, 

Mansclira wn.s deputed to eonUuel departnienial enquiry. 1 lowever. she failed to join the enquiry 

process as a result c.v-/;i»7c enquiry proceedings were initiated against her and 1:0 held the 
appellanl responsible ofniisconduel on following ground.s;

The appellant deliberately and willfully absented herself from duty.,

2. She went abroad without prior pemiission or ex-Hukistuii I

3, Siie neillicr got NOC from die departrnem for issuance of passport nor mentioned 

profession in her passport.

• I

1.

cave.

nic appellanl wa.s issued final .show cause notice howcvci. neidier she subinillcd reply of 
Uic show cause notice i

01*0 Manshera awarded 

Hence, the appellant submitted this present appeal.
After

nor appeared in person before the eompelent authority. Consequently,
liim major punishment of removoj from senice.

Sreceiving her appeal, comments of DPO Mansclira were sought and 

..j person.
c= any plausible jnslillcalion in her delensc. The allegations leveled 

\J- ^ P™™‘1 beyond reasonable duubl. She despite been part and pared of a
disciplinary force deliberately violated the rulcs/proeedures and without pemtission went abroad. 

Such practices are unacceptable in a disciplined foree. In addition to this, the appeal subntitled 

by the appellant is also badly time barred. Thus,
^authority seems suitable and the appeal is liabl

powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule II-J (a) of Kliybcr Fakhtunkhwa Police 
Rules, 1975 file inslanl appeal is hereby/;/eii/reyVc/trf with immediate^

e.varaincd/pcrused. The undersigned called Ihe appellant in OR and heard her in 
However, she failed to advan

[Ue disciplipary action taken by the eqmpctcni 
e to be dismissed, Therefore, in exercise of the

^l.

1*v,
Min’ai^NIaz (PSP)-

regional/olice officer
HAZARA REGION. ABBOTTADAD 

/2022. •, ■

W"
No. /PA, dated Abbotlabad the J(S (
Cc.

I Ciun.Scnnncr
•Ml
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OFriCKOKTIlK
iNsi-Kcrou! ' OK I'OI.ICK 

kiiviiku i'\Knri;,\Kii\VA 
I’K^MIAWAK.

OHi)i:ri

■l^iisf oMer Is hereby passed to dispose of Revision I’eliiion 

Vak uiinkhwa Police
peti iohci
12.05.20:

i
under Uulc II-A of Khyber

iillc-1975 (nmended 20M) submiticd hy Kx-I.iid\ VC hum Shah/jdi N 

dismissed fmin service by Disirici I’olicc Omccr. hinnsehni; vide OH No. V). daicd 

11 on die alfgiiions ofabsence from duly sv.e.f20.02.2021 till dale of dismissal from scrsicc i.c. 
17.( 5.20|l for loitjl [crind of Ol-monlhs. 03-svccks & Ofi^Iays. Her appeal was rcjccicd by l<J>0/Ila/ara.
vidi| Older luidsi: No. 76'11-12/1’A.ilalcd 28.03.2022. !

1

0. 10. j-hc

^ Mcciii^ bf Appcllalc Hoard w-as held on IK.04.2023 wherein pciilioncr was heard i 
Pclilioncr comcndcti ihat she wem abroad to lake carr of her injured niolhcr-in-Iaw.

( m person.

' Perusal of enquiry paper? reveal? that the pclilioncr v.illfully absented herself from
lawful duty and wenPabroad wi'haul getting I-x-Pakislan leave,

her
NOC .rom the department for issuance nf 

sees no ground and reasons forpassport nor mentioned her profession in her passport. ‘Hie Doarl
acceptance ofher pciiiibn; therefore, the Hoard decided that her petition is hereby rejected.

Sd/.
SAHIUAflMKD.PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police. 
lIQrs: Khyber Paklilunkhwa. Peshawar.;

S/ Xg /23. dated Peshawar, the /2023.

Copy of the above is forwarded to the; 
I. Regional Police Ofllccr. Mo/iira. One Service Roll and one I'uji-Missal (Containing enquir\‘ 

file) of the above named Iy(-l.ady PC received vide your nITicc Memo: No. I3I01/I’A 

09.06,2022 is relumed herewith for your olTicc record. »
dated

2. District J^olicc Officer, Mnnsclira.

3. AlO/lxgaJ. Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Pc.shawnr.
; 4, PA to AddI: IGP/JIQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkluv-a, Peshatv i;.

5, PA to Dib/IIQrs: Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.

6. Office .Supdi: H-J V CPC) IVshawar.
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