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PESHAWAR

Serv1ce Appeal No% / 2023
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
| | ' PESHAWAR. |

.. Service Appeal NOZZ /2023

-~

Muhammad' Nawaz, ‘Exj.Constable “No. = 508, District -

o

HANGU. oo eieeeeeee e e aeeeenees s rieveeeeneen..(Appellant)
- VERSUS |
1. Regional Police Officér,KQhatReg’ioh, Kohat.

2. District Police Officer (DPO), Hangu..... i, (Resp-o'x_idents)

’.4>

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER .

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. )

ACT 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

" ORDER DATED 03/10/2023 WHEREBY

DEPARTMENTAL _APPEAL ~ OF THE

' APPELLANT AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

ORDER (IMPUGNED HEREIN} DATED

-03/07/2023 WAS DISMISSED.

»

Prayer in appeal:

On .acceptance of thé ihs_tant Service ~Appedl,
) boih the impugned orders may very" graciously be set
" aside and thé appellant may kindly be reinstated on:

the: post with al back benefits.
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Respectfully 'Sheweth:'

1. That the’ appellant‘ after his appoinfment as -

" Constable was serving in. the departmen:c under the
kind command of the respondents with full zeal and
de\‘/otion, ‘-When all of sudden departmental

| proceedi.ngs were initia‘eed against h-im.~

-

2. That all those proceedings were not in- the in the

knowledge of the appellant and he came. to know
when f1na1 show cause notlce was received by him.
(Copy of ﬁnal show cause not1ce is attached as

‘annexure “A”).

‘3. That the fmal show cause notice was answered well

Wi,thin time vv1th_ reasonable grounds but

unfortunately those were neither considered "nor

{)?@‘itzﬁ@ii B (Copy of 'reply, is attached as annexure . .

‘GB”) .

4. That pnor of the fmal show cause not1ce chalge

| sheet/ d1SC1p11nary act1on were 1ssued to the

appellant but those were ne1ther served upon him




- nor were received by hirh bt_lt after comihgl to know
abo:Jt those ‘he sucoeed in getting its A.co‘py‘ that tool.
‘was. rephed properly (Copie'a of charge éheet'
/ d1sc1p11nary action . and reply are attached as
annexure “C”).

’fhat the appellant .wae awarded hiajor penalty of
dismissal from ‘service vide otder having No. _3'38‘8-.
91/ EC dated Hangu, the 03 /07/2023'. ‘(Copy of the
order dated 03/07/ 2023 is attached as 'annex-u/re'

“D”}‘

That being aggrleved of the Same the appellant
: subnntted departmental appeal on 07 / 07/2023
' before respondent No. A (Copy of departmental '

appeal is attached as annexure “E?). . o

’t‘hat respondent No. 1 vide 1mpugned order hav1hg
:No IOSO/EC dated Kohat the 03/10/2023 reJected '
~ the same unlawfully, 1llega11y and- w1thout gomg to;
the memt of the case. (Copy of the 1mpugned order

' dated 03/ 10 / 2023 is attached a's annexure “F”).




8. That being ‘highly aggrievé'd of the same the
-~ appellant prefers the instaht;ser{rice appeal inter- =

~ alia, on the followihg amongst others:

" GROUNDS:

A. - That very ‘harsh penalty of dismissal frém-service

|.

has been awarded to the appellant for the offences

‘never committed by him, the appellant.being "a

young person and according to Rule L (a) of the

Police Rules 1975 dismissal from ser\'fiée does

dié‘sc'lualify' for future employment.

B. That the allegation of pressurizing the SHO of the |

i «

concerned police station is quitefbaseless and does o

not attract to the prudérit mind how’ a police .
cohstable of ordinary rank can interfere and
pressurize the police officer of high rank i.e. SHO

ete.

-

C. Théf another al‘lgga.tion/ , c?harge : ;egarding_
involve'ment of the ap'peilarit in cufse l;usine‘és of |
narcotics is alsQ- ba;c;;eles’s he .1_'1ev-er in\\i'(‘)__lved in sucgh '
like 'ac'tivities and it was éo then there e;(ists specific
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laws governing that subject matter the appellant

was to be tried und_er' those laws but not evernl a

- single case has been reported against him.,

.-

That similarly allegat1on/ Charge I isT also

s

baseless the appellant never 1nvolved in such like

act1vates as mentloned in the 1mpugned orders

-

- passed by respondents No. 1 and 2.

.

That prior to the 'instant" one the appellant was,
d1srn1ssed flom serv1oe on the bas1s of mere false

and baseless allega‘uons and this Hon’ble Serv1ce

Tnbunal was pleased in remstatlng him with all -

<

back benefrts Ill wﬂl of the respondents is ev1dent
from the order sheets of the Hon’ble Service
Tribunal of -the implement.ation '“-p.etition of the

ap/pellaht.

That in the. instant case nothing is available on

record nor anythmg proved in the so-call 1nqu1ry

~ Wthh could connect the appellant Wlth the charges :

. . S

leveled -'against him.




G. -

H.

That any 1nqu1ry was not conducted in 1mpart1al L

- manner. ne1ther any evidence was produced nor the

appellant was glven a- chance to cross- _examine the

w1tnesses Furthermore the appellant has been'

condemned unheard in . V1olat10n of the bas1c,

-

| principle. of natural justice.

That the 1mpugned orders do not fulfill the

pr erequisite of speakmg orders wherem the grounds '

taken by the appellant in h1s_ defence have never

_been discussed. "

o

» . —

That the appell‘ant hails from a very poor family and- t

‘the service is the only source of earning livelihood

for himself and his entire family.

That any other ground can.also, be taken with -
permission of. this Hon’ble Tribunal during the

~arguments.

It is,v' therefore, hurnhly prayed ‘that” on -
~acceptance of the instant Service Appeal, both the

impugned order's.may;'very_-' graciously be set aside

- e e
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and the'appellaﬂ; may kindly be reinstated on ‘the
" post with al back benefits. -
B Any. other relief as deemed. appropriate in
circumstances of the case, not specifically asked for,

o niay'_’ also be granted to the appellant.

Appellant -

Through o
Dated: 25/10/2023 _ ~Muhammad Saeed Khattak
_ Advocate High Court,
" Peshawar.
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b © OFFICE OF THE |
ny DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, (:3
A HANGU '

— Bl D23.n23NTS Eay 925020043 ’,\nQJ‘,
Ntt__m__«'i“( s datedd Haopeu the 1: j:g'* Juls
IN W CAUSE NOTICE :
! L if _Bahader, (B District_ Police Offiger, Hangu

cotpetent authority, under the e 3 yhoor eLbiaeely e dder .
ended 2014 is hereby serve ) g3, Constuble Mubhammad Nawaz No.o 508
while posted at Police Station Thfl as it -
b Thirt consequent upon the"gompletion o finjuins coniins i e
the inquiry officer, in which }'6@3\1 aiven slb st ot T
you failed to submit any reasofable 1o-praise B dedi it et

recommended you for awarding a:Bajor prinisfuent vVide D ot fodii
No. 831/SDPO, duted 9.05.2023. % \

ii. From going, through the findlng®
officer, the material on record and of
defense before the inguiry officer.

d 1oeranne ielabiegs ol fipe o

- rd,;.«n;g;mﬂ,ua ;.i!l.n'i] by oo

I am satisfied that you have ¢o
- spevified in section 3 of the said ordingg

1 - As reported by the DSPO Ti@
25.02.2023 P.& Thall, accused e
Kahn r/o Domail District Banau
Muhammad r/o Qaxzi Pump,
with pistols by the local police o
113, dated 25.02.2023 u/s
_ meanwhile/during investigation W
e Nawaz No. 508 while posted at P.8
preasurized the SHO P.53 con
investigating the aforcmentioned
Consequently, the SHO PS Thall has 4
above named accused in FIR. _‘
ii.  Your association with criminals is re >
started a curse business of narcotics
in scrvice. :
ui. You being s member of disciplinglh force nao soion
indiscfp!incd. mapnaer, disinterest, neglgencs Tand asronn
gross misconduct on your part, which gimnot be toiviated

vide DD Nu.o 140 duted
pkeoin Ullal. s/fo Nhab Wals
Bd Nour Muhammad sfo Sher
@y were arrested duly armed
#8 Thull in case vide FIR No.
_‘" PRC; 12AA I the
’ Canstubly  Mubhzuinanad
hall huve anterfored and
d dfor om0t chatgosg,
ccused in the cuave

grcc_d and charyged the

ol

d begauie Lwa fieta
}'Ouf Te I laleltive Lot

X

%, As a result thereof, b a5 competent authes E b
impase upon you major penalty provided under the Rules jd.

3 You. are, thercfore, l’;:Quirl‘!d 1 show cause § win ot
should not be imposed upen you also intimate whether _\\, . ir :

Y if no reply to this notice i» received within d
pormal eourse of circumstances. it shall be presumed tlut 3
and it thal cass 85 ex-parte action shall be taken gpuinst yu
5 The copy of the finding of ingainy ufficer is encle

A

$ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
HANGU
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© - 'V\"‘Sf@
' o OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

HANGU ,
Tel No. 0825-623878 & Fax No. 0925-620135

Email: dpohangu8@gail.coin d

CHARGE SHEET
I, MR. ASIF BAHADER, PSP, DISTRICT POLICE GFF"&C‘ iR,

BEMEY. as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules

(amcndments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you Constsble Muharamad

Hawaz No. 508 while posted at Police Statlon Thall rendered yourself llablc

to be proceeded against, as you have omitted the followmfr act/omissions

A wmnn the meamncr of Rule 3 ¢f the Police Rules 1975:-

i..  As reported by the DSFO Thall v1de DD Wo. 14, dated
£5.02.2023 P.8 Thall, accused Hakecza Ullah .,/o oy ah

' ' Wzli ¥gha r/c Domail District Beran and Hoor
Fiuhammad s/o Saer Mukammad r/o Gazi Pump, Hangn
were arrested duly armed /ith pistols by the iscal police
of P3 Thall in case vide ;';R-No. 113, dated 25.0 .....023
u/s 400-461 PPC/ 15A4A. In the meanwkhile/during
investigation you, Constable Muhammad Nawaz No. 508
while posted at P.S Thall have interfered and pressurized
the SHO P.S concerned for not chargmg/mvestlga.tmg
the aforcmentxorwd acc;.s,ed in the case. Consequently,
the S¥OD PS Thall has usag:ecd and chargpd the above
named tcr.uaed in T*‘IR :

ii. Your asgociation with criminals is reported because you
kave siated 2 curse busmeas of niarcctics since your re-
instatement in service. :

iii. You being a meﬁbu of discqnmed forcs hiad acicd in
inaisciplined ‘manner, disiaterest, 1':«::&1 gunce aaed
amount to gross misconduct,on your part, which cannot
be tolerated. - '

2! . By reasons of the ‘above, you appear to ‘be guilty of
misconduct under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to
all or any o the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of thc Rules ibid. |
M You - are, therefore, required to submit your written -
statement within 07days of tiie receipt of this Charge Sheet to the cnquiry

officer.

-

Your written defense if any should reach tl ¢ Enguiry Officer
within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no

defense to.put in and ex-parte action shall be taken agginst you.

4. A A statement of allegation is enclosed.\

~Se - : . DISTRICT PGLICE OFFICER,
o\ : o HARNGU - ‘

%5/ : - | ' : ‘ ..
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OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

HANGU , -
Tel No. 0925-623878 & Fax No. 0925-620135
Emait: dpohanguS@gmaiI.com

DISCIPLINARY ACTION
I, MR. ASIF BAHADER, PSP, DISTRICT POLICE

OFFICER, HANGU, as competent authority, am .of the opinion that you,.

Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded

~ against departmentally under 'K.hybcr Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1975

(Ameéndment 2014) as you have committed the following acts/omissions.

i. As reported by the DSPO Thall vide DD No. 14, dated 25.62.2023 P.5
' Thall, accused Hakeem Ullah s/o Shah Wali Kahn r/o Domail
District Bannu znd Noocr Muhammad s/o Sher Muhammad rfo Qaz
Pump, Hangu were arrested duly armed with pistols by the local
police of PS Thall in case vide FIR No: 113, dated 25.02.2023 u/s
‘400-401 PPC/ 15AA. In the meanwhile/during investigation you,
Constable Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 while posted at P.S Thall have
. interfered and pressurized the SHO P.S concerned for wuot
- charging/investigating the aforementioned accused in the case.
Consequently, the SHO PS Thall has disagreed and charged thae
above named accused in FIR.
ii. © Your assocmtmn with criminals is reported becausce ¥y ‘ou Lave staicd
‘a curse business of narcotics since your re-instatenicut I senvice:
1ii. You being a member of dlscmhned force had acted in indisciplined
marnner, disinterest, neghgence and amount to gross miscenduct on '
your part, which vannot be tolerated. '

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said

accused with reference to the above allegatlons h & /D Oi'h” " s

- appoirited as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer s]ﬂall in accprdance with

provision of the Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to
the accused official, record his findings and make within twenty five days of the
receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate

action against the accused official.

The accused official shall join tt

proceeding on the
date, time and: place fixed by the enquiry officer. :

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

_ | HANGU

No._ O/ /EC, dated__ /b |. 25 _/2023.
Copy of above to:- '

e :- The Enquiry Officer for initiating
proceedings against the accused under the-provisions of Pollce

Rule-1975 to fix the responsibility of the delinquent oificer.
The Accused official:- with the directions to appear bLelore

Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place ﬁxed by him, -01 .
purpose of °nqu1ry plorecdings
- HRFTEENN ‘

o]
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L edont
"This order 15 passed on t |
l lice Station Thall under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

. i : . Po:
Mushamned Nawaz No. 508,while posted ot

Amcndntcnt 2014}

Bricf fucts of the vase
. s the DSPO Thall vide DD 25.02.2(
i A:c:l:l::)irlég!i);;l'{nlnlt s/o Shah Wali Kahn r/o Domail District B;:xlnn;‘arx.(‘l!
'Iifonr Muhammad s/o Sher Mnhamnluul lr/o Q;m?:oP;l’;ul;]. }i‘aulg;x} ‘::cll‘“l"‘rl‘;:sx‘:o .

H 1 ) 3 & » t‘ c R

-med with pistols by the local pulice of PS Thall in € ‘ . No
t‘i:};y :;.qutlcd 25.02.12023 u/s 400-401 PPC/ 15AA. In the rr}canwh:lg/dunng
in‘v’csligalionz Constable Muhammad Nawaz No. 508 \yhl]e pos:ie fat P.t

That has interfered and pressurized the SHO.P.S councerned for 1‘110
charging/investigating the aforementioned accused in the case. Consequent’y,
and charged the above named accused in

S & OFFICE OF THE
. ;é} DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

G » HANGU N §

Tel: 0925-623878 Fux 0925-620135 %

- J y E

&

: Q

(e departmental enquiry inftisted against Constable 2

e

=

=

[

Q

72|

Palive Rudes 1975 ( .
, ave as under:-

No. 14, dated 25.02.2023 P.S Thall,

N

the SHO PS Thall has disagreed

- FIR L
i 1lis association with criminals is reported Dbecaiise he Lias st:u'tred. a curse

business of narcotics since his re-instatement inscivice. .
He being a member of disciplined force had acted in mdlsc:p!med manner,
disinlerest, negligence and amount {o gross misconduct oa his part, which
einiot be tolerated.

_ Tie was served with Charge. Sheet and statements of allegations under the

Kliyher Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Amendment 2014) vide this office No. 51/EC, dated
10.03.202g, to which he filed to submit his réply o the DSP, City flnngu, who was ‘z'\ppointed as
Enguiry Officer to conduet dcpnrtmeynlai enquiry against him. ARer completion of enqiiiry, the |
Enquiry Officer submittedl his findings vide No. 831_/SDPO, dated 09.05.2023. I due course of
suquiry it was found that this act of lhe defauiter Costable Muhammad Nawaz No: 508 comes
gross misconduct thus, held him guilty for the charges leveled agairist him. . .

wader the ambit of
but he did not appear before the

Consequently, he was ¢alled in orderly room on 08.06.2023,
a Final Show Cause Notice was issued to him this office vide No.

undursigned. Subsequently, :
103/ 1C, dated 17.05.2022 to which he presented liis reply on 22.05.2023, which was found -
pnsatisfactory.” .
Keeping in view of the above and having gone through available record, the
undersigned has ardived at the conclusion that defalier Muhammad Nuwaz No. 508 has conunitted P,
eruss iniscanduct, which indicates that he is not more intevested to scr‘vc the Pelice Department. f
i

Muoreover, in such cig'c'\mismnces, his retention in Polive Department is'bnr(l;en on public exchequer,
therelore, 1, Asif Bahader, (PSP), District Police Officer, Hanga in cxercisefaf the powers conferred
upon we vader the Rules ibid, dispense with general proceedings aid avryded him a major

inmishient of Dismissal from Service with immediate eftect.

Onber Aomanced,

olive, _DFR |

tuwd Q2 fagsruns DISTRICT PORICE OFFICER,

o , : HANGU ’

Hu. BZ 75 - i( /EC, duted Haugy, the 03 16 L fanun \ |
!
{

R Copy of above is submitivd lo the Repional Pdjice Officer, Kol reri
Kol fur favour of information, please. . £ ice Officer, Kohat Region,
2. Pay Officer, EC, Reader & OHC for necessary et

'

DISTRECT PONCE OFFICER,




.To,

-

‘The Deputy Inspector General of POllCC
: Kohat Region.

.DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF

THE POLICE RULES, 1975 (WITH AMEN])MENT ,

| 2014) AGAINST THE IMPUGNED _ORDER
HAVING NO 3388-91[EC DATED HANGU, THE
03/07/2023.

f

e

‘Respectfully Sheweth:

The appellant subrnits as under: o ¢

That the aﬁpellant was serving under your kind

command 1n the department and performed his -

duty with full zeal and devotion. When all of sudden

departmental proceedings were initiated -against '

-

him.

That those proceedings were not in ‘the knowgele of .

the appellant and he came to know when final Show

Cause Notice was received: by him and that final

;o

Show Cause Notice issued to . the = appellant -

answered . well within tlme but unfm tunately theA

reply of the appella.nt was not considered.




.~ That the first allegation mentioned in the impugned -

order is baseless and does mnot attract to ‘the
prudent mind. How a police constable of .o‘rdinary'
‘rank can interfere and pressurize the police officer

' of high rariks i.e. SHO etc.

:

That the second allegation/ charge regarding his

».

involvement in curse business of narcotics is also

‘baseless. He never involved in,suéh like activities. If

it was so, than there exists specific laws governing
to the subject matter, the appellaﬁt was to be tried

’

under the laws. -
.

That as stated:in Para (S) No. 4 and 5, the

allegations/ Chér_ge-III is also baseless. | ’_I‘he. ‘

appellant never involved in such like activities as

mentioned in the impugned order.

That prior to this the ‘appfellan,t was dismissed from
- : ) é' . . -
the service on the basis of mere false and baseless

Rl .

allegations and the Hon'ble KPK Service Tribunal

was pleased in reinstatihg him with all bhack.

benefits.
That in the instant case nothing is available on

record nor anything pfbyed in the so-called inquiry

/(,‘
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That the appellant hails from a i:voor family and his

: \mthdrawn and t eh qppellant be reinstated on the

‘ post with all back benefits.

which could connect the appellant with the charges -

leveled against him.

That part1a1 inquiry has been conducted agmnst the .

: appellant ‘neither ev1dence was produce nor the -
) appellant was® allowed to cross examine - the

 witnesses furthermore the appellant has been

- - ) — . -I I3 -
condemned unheard in violation of the basic

4 priﬁciple of natural ju.sticg.v

this séxvice is' the only source of earning livelihood

~

for himself and his entire family.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on

. acceptance of the instant Departmeﬁtal A}ﬁ_peal, the

-impugned * order having No. 3388-91/EC dated

Hanvu 1lhe 0’3/07/9093 mayv very gramoubly be .

Dated: 07/07/2023 Your’s obediently

L MuhammadNawaz - L




RD'-. . ’ A : , \,‘\(\?-f‘__

- This’ ordu mli disposc of the \.ep'trtmema\ appu\ preferred by Ex-Constable ‘ L.
' Muhmmmd Nawaz No. 508 of district Hangu against the order of District Police Officer, Hangu i
whe:eby he -was awarded -major penalty of dismissal ﬁom service vids OB No. 378 dJated ;
2‘/‘.06.2023. ‘As u,pmtod by SDPO Thall Hangu vide DD No. 14, dated 25.02.2023, accused ) ; .
< lakeem UH&h <o Shat Walil Khan t/o Domail district’ Bannu and Noor Muhammad s/o Sher ‘ . ;
Mhhcllﬂn'ﬂd t/o QdL! Pump district H'mgu were arrested by the local Police duly armed wnh pxsrols
) . m'a_l;. ,é:c wdc HR Nq : E13 ciatcd ”S 02. 2023 W 400401 PPC: /»{5 Ads -During the Course of”
i mvcstlgauon the appcl!zmt interfered into the matter and pressurized SHO couccmcd for not
: ‘mvx.st\g'\\mﬂ lhc aforementioned accused, Furthermore, his assaciation with criroinals was also
;) ) reported as he got himsélf nwo\vu.d in business of narcotics since his reinstalement in service. This
B } act of the defauller amounts to bxoas misconduct. Moreover, he was prevxous]y dismissed front -
service vide DPO I Tangu OB No. 261, dated 19.10.2020 for his involvement in a cnmmal vide *IR
Mo, 341, datéd 21.08. ’)020 U/S 302 PPC PS Thall. Afier availing the dcpanmemal appeﬂatc
authoritics, he n,,mom.ned KP Service Tribunal which accepted his appeal. He was reinstated on

28.11.2022 suu}ut to outoome of CPLA

Proper depar tmental enquiry pmcecdmgs were Initiated against him and SDPO City:
* Hang. was nominated as Enguiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer after fulfillment of codal formelities
submitted his findings wherein the appellant was found guilty of the charges leveled against him!

" He was, therefore, rccmv‘mendec'l for pcnalty under the refevant rules.

. . . ]
l . Keeping in view thie 1ecommcndauons of the Enquiry . Officer anc the abuve cited
) c;rcumslancos, the’ defw]tel ‘official was awarded major pumshmcnt of dfsmlssal from service under
the.relevant fules by rhc, District Police Officer, Hangu vide OB No.378 dated 27.06.2043.

. \ . ' I‘Lehm, afy g,neved from the order of District ?o\me OEE\cm Tangy, e ApPeii s
A A Copr eferrcd lhc instant appeal. He was summoned and heard i person n Ordeily Room held in the
L \ - office of the underS\gned on 26.09 2023, Duaring personal \\eatmg \\\e appetiant did net advance awy

plaus:blc e\p]an'ltlon in his defense..

. Foregomg in view, I, Sher Akbar, PSP, S.5t, Regicnsl Poiice Officer, Kohat. -
‘bung the apne]lah. authouty am of the considered opinjon that the c]mges leveled against him '
" have been established beyond auy shadow of doubt. He has rendered hlmcclf unfit for retention in a
h 'discil.nlinc‘cl force. Hence, appeal of Ex-Constable Muhammad N.;wu No. 508 is hereby rejected,

'be.iug‘ without substance.” - . -

Order 4mwunce{l

26992028 ‘ o o R ' ‘ )
::7 . ) 1’“ K ::1- L - 5*; P Péé :::§i£‘ . ’ ’ .
A , Regtonal Police Offfeer,
e ES o 84 )» Kohat Region
v No< DT IEC, Dated Kohatthe /7 /2023

o ——.

: Copy forwarded to District Poliee Ofﬁccr Hangu for information and necessary wir'
© {o hl office Memo: No 4536/LDB, dated 11.09.2023, His Service Recorit is Jctu ned-herewith.

“evermrummm————
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