BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBU PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 389/2016

Date of Institution ...  07.04.2016

‘Date of Decision ... 31.01.‘2019'

Rasheed Gul (No. 3052) S/O Zlarat Gul R/O ‘Mainko Baba Gadgar Tehsil

and District Mardan. . | ) . (Appellant) -

" VERSUS
Dist.riot Police Officer, Mardan and two otheré; o (Responoeilts)
Bresent | | |

MR. JAMAL AF RIDI o

Advocate. ' ... . For appellant
MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ PAINDAKHEL o |
~ Asstt. Advocate General ... Forrespondents.
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, I :(,HAIRMAN
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH, o e MEMBFR(L)
JUDGMENT

HAMID F AROOQ DURRANI CHAIFLNIAN - .

Vll. '[“he appollant is aggrieved"of 'or‘délr_s;; ~'dated 07.0.i.2013»‘passec.l. by
» respondent No 1 and dated 14. 02 2014 paosed by respondent No 2,
respec,tlvely Through the former the appell wnt was: dlsmlbsed from serwce
while vide latter.hls departmental appelal.wglsjl*e:;octcd.v As per the cont.ents
of ‘memorandund of appeal tho éppéllant subtni}{od'ar.neréy/review petition

also which remained un-responded, hence the appeal in har.d.

BT




.

2. We have heard learned counsel for the app'ellant an¢ learned DDA on

behalf of the respondents.

It was mainly contended on behalf of the appellant that during the
period of absence from -duty the appellant had fallen ill and remained under
treatment but tile said fact was not taken' into con:ideration by the
respondents while passing the impugned orders. It was: also argued that
through the impugned order dated 07.01.2013 thé'appeliant was awarded
two penalties i.e. dismissal from service as w_ell és counting the period of
his absence as without pay. In his view, the order was liable for setting

aside on this score alone.

On the other hand, learned DDA contended that the impugned order
of dismissal was passed on 07.01.2013, while the departmental appeal was

preferred on 21.01.2014, which was with delay of about one year. In

addition to it, service appeal in hand was preferred on 07.04.2016 although

the departmental appeal of appellant was decided on 14.2.2014. In view of

the said dates the appeal in hand was badly barred by time.-

3. The perusal of record clearly suggests ilﬁm the stance of appellant, in

terms of absence due to illness, was introduced for the first time through the . .

grounds of instant appeal. Contrary to that, depammental_‘ appeal submitted
by the appellant on 21.01.2014, reflected the grouncs of absencd as

unavoidable circumstances and severe threats fo the life of appellant. It was

X

further noted therein that there was no member in the house of appellant

v e
S 3




who could have timely informed the superior officers for grant of leave.
Similaﬂy, in the grounds of mercy/review petition, yet another stance was.
adopted by the appellant in term that he was poor and had a large family to

feed with no significant source of income.

4, It is also gatherable from the contents of impugned order dated
07.01;l2013 that the argument of learned counsel for the apbellant, -regarding
imposition of double punishment, did not have any forée as the absence
period of appeliz;nt was not counted as leave v;fithout pay. Pertinently, the
d-ocumen_ts-submitted by the respondents alongwith their yeply to the appeal
reveal that, in past, the appellant was twice warned cu account of his

absence and was awarded extra drill for absence on at least two occasions.

5. For what has been discussed above and in view of delay in
submission of instant appeal we have no option but to dismiss the same.

.Ofder accordingly. Parties are left to bear their resp’e@ti?\/e costs. File be

g@xg (HAMID FAR\O Q DURRANI)

CHA’RMAN

consigned to the record room.

(HUSSAIN SHAH) .
" MEMBER(E)

ANNOUNCED L
31.01.2019 :
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© | Date of order/
S.No. | proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
and that of parties where necessary.

1 2

3

31.1.2019

Present.

Mr. Ajmal Khan, Advocate .. For 3 ppellant

Mr. Muhammad Riaz Painda Khel,Asstt.AG..  For respondents
with Attaur Rahman, Inspector (Legal)

Vide our detailed judgment of today, the appeal in hand is

| dismissed. Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

|

ember

ANNOUNCED
31.1.2019




24.10.2018 - Due to retirement of - Hon’ble Chairma’n, ‘;he

o~ . : . Tribunal is incompléte.‘Therefore, the case is adjourned.

To come up for the sarme on 11.12.2018.

/

11.12.2018 Appellant in person and Addl. AG alongwith Attaur,

Rahman, S.I (Legal) for the respondents present. Learned
counsel for the appellant is not in attendance. The Worthy
Chairman is also on leave, therefore, case is adjourned to

31.01.2019 for arguments before the D.B.

jiember



0 31.05.2018

Learned counsel for the appellant present; Mr.

Kabir - Ullah Khattak, learned Additional Advocate
- General fo'r‘th‘e respondents present. Learned counsel

for the appellant seeks time to: deposit security-and

process fee. Three days granted to deposit security and
process thereafter notices be issued to the respondents -
for written reply/comments To come -up for wrltten‘

reply/comments on 10 07. 2018 before S*B**

\
mber

Ry

10.07.2018 . Neither .appe cllant nor his counsel prescnt, Mr. Usman

30082018

~ Ghani, Sr; GP for the ICbp()l’ld(.nlb present. Written reply - not -

~ submitted on behalf of official] lOSpOlldC]ﬂS chucstcd for

adjournment.  Granted.  To come up for wrlttcn rcply and

(,r;eu rman -

comments on 30.08.2018 before S.B.

"Counsel " for the appellant and ‘Mr. Kabirullah

Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman,
- SI (legal) for the respondents present.. for the respolnd.ents
present. Written reply submitted. To come up for rejoinder

and arguments on 24.10;2b18 before. DB

(Ahmad Ha‘ssan) A
' ‘Member



20.02.;018

M

Learned counsel for the appellant “present. Preliminary

" .argumenis heaid and case ﬁle perused..

lcamcd .counsel for the appellant. algucd that the appellant

e 1o Dk

was appomtcd n Pohcc Force at Mardan in the: year 2009 lllathr1sc

situation in the family because of mtcrnal famlly differences, the

appcllam became a serious psycho case and L?dwscd by medical advice Agmaied

for complclc bcd rest for- many: days, as mentioned in the medical
.pI‘CSCI'_l.'pUOIl_ and documents. That- during this period; the appellant
intiméﬂed,his collcagues to inform his superior. "l‘hal in the meanwhile
the appellant was dismis{ed from service vide impugned office ordcr
“ddlcd 07.01. 2013 and his absence pcrlod of 69 days was counted as
wnhmupay That the no proper inquiry . was conducled in the matter,
nor any statement of mdependent witness was recorded. That the
appellant preferred departmental appeal on 31.01,2014 which was
rejcct:cd. That the impugned order is not only illegal, but also against

norms ol justice and thercfore may be set aside.

Points raised need consideration. Admitted for regular heéring
subject to all legal objections including limitation. The appellant is also
directed 1o deposit security and process fee within (10) days, -whercafter

notice be issued to the respondents department f01 written reply/comments

(Gul ﬁ%

Member

A on 09. 04 2018 before S.B.

09.04.2018 None present on behalf of appellant. Mr. Kabir Ullah

Khattak, Addl: AG for the respondents pi‘CSCHL Security  and

process fec not deposited. Appellant is dirceted to deposit security .

- and process fec within scven(7) days, thereaflter notices be issued to

the respondents for written reply/comments on 31.05.2018 before

S.B.

’

A

‘Member




02.01.2018 Appclldm in person prcscm and 5001\5 adjoummcnt
‘ due to non availablhly of hlS counscl Adjourncd To come.

up 01 plchmmauy hcarmg on 24 01.2018 before S.B.

T I (Gu‘lﬂ%

S _ , Membér- (L)
24.01.2018 . Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak, -
learned Additicnal Advucate General for the respondents present. 2

‘Learned counsel for the appellant seel\s ad;ournment Adjourned. To
come,up for- prellmlnary hearing on 20.02.2018 before S. B

/

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
MEMBER



Counéél for the appellant and Mr.

Muhammad Jan, Deputy District Attorney for the
v ~*~"respondentswsresent Counsel for appellant not
E deposited cost of Rs. 2000/- according to order
sheet dated 25/9/2017 and requested for further
stitne: Adjou?ﬁséd To come ‘up for preliminary

~ * hearing on 8/11/2017before SB.
% , cemens | L/é@
: -  (GUL ZEB KHAN)
 MEMBER

19/10/2017

R

Appggffént in person present and Mr. Usman Ghani, Distirct

108.11.2017
' Attomey fn’f" reépeﬁ‘dents present. Appellant seeks adjournment as

hlS coun/fl is not in attendance. Ad]oumed To come up for

prehmmary hearmg on 07.12.2017 before S.B.

“ (AHMAD HASSAN)
R e R MEMBER
P ”

R

-

y

R

Junior counsel for the appellant present and
for

, |'
07.12.2017 !
' ' L req: sestad for deoumment Ad ourned. Te come up

il & Prehmmarv tie armg on 02.01.2018 before S.B.

(//
///
(Gl Zeb'Khar)
Member (E)




23/8/2017

25.09.2017

Counsel for the applicant present. Notices be”

. issued to AAG for submission of reply on 25/9/2017 -

before SB.

(GUL ZEB KHAN)
" MEMIBER -

N
v

\

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel

Butt, Additional AG for the respondents also present.

~ Arguments on application for restoration of appeal heard.

% - -
Learned counsel foxthe appellant contended that the absence

of the appellant was tigt deliberated. It was [urther con_lénded

R :
that as per judgment ofithe superior court the appeal is to be
decided on merit and nd{ on technicalities. It was further .
contended that the applicaton for restoration of appeal may
{

‘\\

On the other hand leamccl lidditioﬁal AG Mr. Muhammad

be accepted.

Adecl Butt expressed no objection for restoration of appeal.

Keeping in view the above facts the application for

' : . : ko e
restoration of appeal is accepted sibject to deposit of cost of

2000/-. The appcal 1s restored. 'l"o\“c;ome up for preliminary

'.,\! )
pri--

(Muhamngad ‘Amin Khan Kundi)
) ‘Member

hearing on 19.10.2017 before S.13.




'

- 03.05.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant présent and requested for
x  adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for preliminary L
hearing on 30.05.2017 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan)
Member

1130.05.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present and requested for
. adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for preliminary

hearing on 18.07.2017 before S.B.

~ Registrar CEn

7.2017 | ' : Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr.. Muhammad Adeel
| _Butt, Additional AG for the respondent present. Original record may

‘also be requisitioned. To come up for further proceeding on

23.08.2017 before S.B.

o v
b : M )
P | (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
' Member

N v P A



Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Courtof .

Appeal’;_Res_th'ati'on Application No. 3‘1‘/2017

5.No.

Date of order
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

24.02.2017

27.2. %9

>

08.03.2017

11,04,2017

The application for,'restoration of appeal No. 389/2016 |
submitted by Mr. Rasheed Gul through Muhammad Jamal Afridi» ’

Advocate may be entered in the relevant register and put up to

the Court for proper order plgase,

)
REGISTRAR

This restoration application is entrusted to S. Bench to |

be put up there on VCQc.?H’“’}"” Zo( 7,

CHARRMAN =~

None present on behalf of the appellant. Noticé Abe issued

to appellant and his counsel for pfdseguiién' for 1 i'f()'4.20'17 be-fi_),r.,e‘

(ASHFAQUE TAJ)
- “MEMBER

Counsel for the appellant has sent an application for
adjournment due to his engagement in’ Peshawar High

Court Bar Election. Adjourned for preliminary hearing to

03.05.2017 before S.B. ! .
Ch man y

L




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
Rbg{ava(/ﬁw &MZLCWLL/&M M- 3//20/77
. A » Misc Application 2017
- . . Khyber ¥ "i(ilt“‘:.‘;“wa
In'Re: , ' Service Triby 6
Service Appeal No.389/2016 piary N"'J.ﬁ"‘ 207
. Datcd_zg—izfdl
‘Rasheed Gul.................iveueennn, _..........'..__...Apphcant/ Appellant

N ' VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan |
2. Senior Superintendent of Police Mardan.
. 3. Deputy Inspector General Of Police Mardan, Region-I

Mé}rdan.................‘....,..‘ ................ [LRIITTITI, Respondents

" APPLICATION FOR _RESTORATION OF
APPEAL NO 389/2016 TITLED ABOVE
WHICH ~WAS _DISMISSED FOR _NON-
PROSECUTION ON 30.08.2016

.
PN

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
The applicanf/Appellant humbly submits as under:-

1 That the above tilted appeal was fixed on 30. 08 2016 in- this
Honou;able Court, Whlch was d1sm1ssed for non-

prosecution. (Copy of Order dated 30.08.2016 is attached).

. That as there was summer vacation in judiciary, therefore,

the Counsel for _Appliéant/ Appellant was not available in
Peshﬁw’af, while the appéilant himéelf was physically not
able to attend the court due to illnesé, which resulted the

dismissal of above case for non-prosecution.




3. That the absence of Applicant/ Appellant was not Wlllful and
1ntent1onal but due the reason mentioned above.
4. That be31des the petitioner/ appellant his uncle too met with

&paralys1s disease (CVA) who later on succumbed to death

. and the petitioner/ appellaht has to look after him (Copy of -

death certificate is Annexed).

8. That valuable right of Applicant/ Appellant is involved in
~ present case, if the case is not restore, the apphcant/

Appellant would suffer 1rreparable loss. -

6. That the instant application is within time.

" ‘PRAYER:-

~ It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of

th1s Appllcauon the main appeal of Apphcant/ Appellant may .

kmdly be restored.

Appellant/ Applicant
‘Through:

Muhammad Iamal Afridi)
Advocate,

. Sup eme Court of Pakistan

- Dated:
AFFIDAVIT -

It is, solemnly afﬁrm and declare on Oath that the contents
of this application are true and correct to the best of my

-knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed OR wzth :

R held from th1s Hon’ble Court.
N ‘, i . TR, ’

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

~ Misc Application___ 2017
- InRe:
- Service Appeal No.389/2016 '

Rasheed-G_ul ...... TP e teerrerreeeeiaeraneaas ..Applicant/ Ai)pellant

D.P.O Mardan etc..........uuueeee. e —————— Respondents

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF -
" DELAY _IN FILING RESTORATION
. APPLICATION. .

Respectfully Sheweth:

- 1. That the. instant application is filed a[ongwith instant

application for condonation of delay‘ in which no date of

hear'inglis yet fixed.

2. That grounds mentioned in the restoration application and

- appeal may kindly be read as part of the instant application.

3. That there is a very legal and serious question involved in
- the in Appeal, as such its disposal on its merits is very

- necessary.

4. ~ «That valuable rights of the petitioners are attached ‘to the

instant application, if the instant’petitiori is not accepted,
petitioner will suffer irréparable loss and his career will be

badly damaged.

8.. . That order appeai against is highly arbitrary and illégal, as

such its dispoéal on merits is in the interest of justice.



- It is, therefore, most hurhbly prayed that on

acceptance of instant application, order as prayed for may kindly

U

passed in the larger interest of Justice.

Petitione_r

Through

breme Court 'of. Pakistén




Identified by:

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

‘Misc Application. ' 2017
InRe:

Serv1ce Appeal No. 389/20 16

. Rasheed Gul..........cccccocuennnn. v ........ Applicant/ Appellant

_ D.P.O Mardan etc............... e, Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Rasheed Gul S/o Ziarat Gul, R/o Mainko Baba Gadgar:

" Tehsil and Dlstnct Mardan, (Petitioner), do hereby solemnly

' afflrm and declare on oath that the contents of instant apphcatmn

. are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Court. @ é '
. : U

' Deponent

oNICH Yo]- QYo ifn I- 3
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| PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No qu _1201b

Rasheed Gul (No 3052) $/0 Ziarat Gul R/O Mainko Baba Gadgar

Tehsil and District Mardan

(Appellant)
v ' Q.W
N | VERSUS | aem;mm
o . : ’ : - i gi # ’u"
1. District Police Officer, Mardan o —}% 'Lit’? N

2. Semor Supermtendent of Pollce (Operatlon) Mar#an
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police Mardan Reglon-l Mar'gan

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of Service Act against the \
order OB No 68 dated 07" January, 2013 and
" thereafter against the final order dated 14"

February, 2014 whereby the Respondent No 2
" dismissed the department appeal of the Appellant

30.08.2016 None present on behalf of the appellant despite
repeated calls. The Court time is about to over. Dismissed
for want of proseeution. File be consigned to the record

room.

o ANNOUNCED
8y 30.08. 2015

" Date of Presentation of Aprijcation— D’; -2 "'/2 :
Number of Words — Q[)”O :

‘r—""-&

 Copying Fec

' Urgent
To lai

Name Gu aw

Date of Comp.zatizs 20T M il /79—)

\ Dateof Dettvery - o e b2/ D —+/‘
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14.07.2016 .-

Agent to counsel for the appellant present. Submitted

E -ép}ilication for adjournment. Application accepted. To come up- for

15.08.2016

30.08.2016

. preliminary hearing on 15.8.2016 before S.B.

Member

Counsel for the appellant present. Counsel for the api)ellant
requested for adjournment. Request accepted. To cothe up for

preliminary hearing on 30.08.2016 before S.B.

None present on behalf‘bf the appellant- despite
‘repeated calls. The Court time is about to over. Dismissed
- for want of proseeution. File be consigned to ‘the record

~ room.

ANNOUNCED
30.08.2016
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‘Form- A _ L
. N . v, :§
- 'FORM.OF ORDER SHEET - - "=
_Court of. : P
: . | B
.Case No. 389/2016 - © '
i o - :
| S.No. | Date of order Orcier or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
' Proceedings ~ - - .
1 2 3
1 12.04.2016 o
The “appeal ‘of Mr. Rasheed Gul resubmitted today by
Mr. Altaf Hussain Advocate may be entered in the Institution
Register an'd put u'p to the Worthy Chairman fon_' proper order |
please. - '
EGISTRAR &—
2 .
\Lx-te/é This casé is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary
hearing to be put up thereon & 4 - /6
‘ v
CHA N
26.4.2016 . Junjor to counsel for the appellant present. Seek
' adjournment. Adjourned for piciiminary . hearing
03.05.2016 before S.B.




R == L :, P : : :
oo . . . s - -

A '(')3}05-.2'01_6" B None for the appellant present. Notices be issued to- the ! ,;:{"
L .éppcllant/counsel for thc'appellant. To come up for preliminary R

i hearing on 01.06.2016

01.06.2016 - Counsel ~ for the appellant  present.  Seeks
/adjoummgnt.. A'd_jburned for preliminary hearing to
:‘)‘h

27.06.2016 before S.B.

4

e TN

C ey

S

- ¥ a;:
RN - - o i}J
: . Chgdman

27.6.2016 . . Agent of counsel for the apﬁi:ailant present. Counsel
| . for the appellant has sent _appIicéﬁSn for adjournment.

Adjourned for preliminary hearing to 14.07.2016 before S.B.

Chairman

, K
.
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&

The appeal of Mr. Rasheed Gul son Ziarat Gul Mainko Baba Gadgar Tehsil and Distt.Mardan
received to-day i.e. on 07.04.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel

for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

~1- Appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
2- Annexure-B of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
3- One copy/set of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may also be
submitted with the appeal.

REGISTRAR *
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

Vir. litaf Hussain Adv. Pesh.

. .Cew:\QQ‘l.'«:cj o> q’\\\v\z \cee __b. ~2 L mlornd $

(lr-’é.

- “!‘
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. BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,
' PESHAWAR

#tbeecl o 33/1/%75

Rasheed Gul
VERSUS

District Police Officer, Mardan etc

NDEX
S NO | DESCRIPTION ' | ANNEX | PAGE
1. | Grounds of Appeal with Affidavit - 01-04
2. | Application for condonation with Affidavit - 05
3. | Addresses of the parties - 06 - 08
4. | Copy of the first order dated 7-1-2013 ‘A’ 09
5. | Copy of the representation dated 21-1-14 ‘B’ 10
6. | Copies of the last order dated 14-2-14 ‘) 11
7. | Copies of the medical prescription ‘ ‘D 12 - 16
8. | Copy of the application/mercy petition ‘t’ 17 - 18
9. | Wakalat Nama (In original) - 19
Appellant
Through:

-
MUHAMMAD JAMAL AFRIDI)

(ALTAF HUSS
Advocates,

High Court Peshawar
Cell # 0300-5834477

N)

Dated: -11-04-2016

R



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 3% q / 201(9?

Rasheed Gul (No 3052) S/0 Ziarat Gul R/0 Mainko Baba Gadgar

* Tehsil and District Mardan

(Appellant)
'—‘—‘VERSU.S ﬁervrwl;r‘%m
' ' B
1. District Police Officer, Mardan fary No.d

®ased 7L 2olh
2. Senior Superintendent of Police (Operation) Mardan
o 3. Deputy Inspector General of Police Mardan Region-| Mardan

\

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of »Service Act against the
order OB No 68 dated 07" January, 2013 and
thereafter against the final order ‘dated 14%
- February, 2014 whereby the Respondent No 2

“ . - dlsmlssed tne department appeal of the Appellant
T PRAYER IN APPEALST /7 — 4%—_ e A e e e ] e o

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order for .

?@@W dismissal of Appellant may ‘kindl_y be set aside and the

order for reinstatement of Appellant may kindly be passed.

7/‘//( - | S
Respectfully Sheweth:- - : z Hfah®

Brief facts given rise to the instant appeal are as under:-
!V 1) ~ That the Appellant was appointed in police force in the

so-sammutied 10-880 : ‘ _ |
m;%. d: year 2009 and since 05 years his performance of his duty to

&eai ’Nﬁ//é

\F:... e I T




2)

. 3)

5)

. .

7)

| the vest of his efforts and render his service with devotion

severe pain in brain, therefore, the Appellant visited the

“That as the Appellant was on complete bed rest asd

. That because of not attendihg the department, the

Appellant was dismissed from service on 07-01-2013.
Region-I and maintained the dismissed order. (Copies of the ¢
3,‘

was directed to file mercy petition before Inspector

“General of Police KPK on 27-05-2014, but till-date no order _

and spirit.
That the Appellant was posted} in police | line, Mardan.
During these days there was a tense situation in the family
because of‘i"nternal family differences, which created sever

family rift, which effected the Appellant physiological

physician for medical checkup.

That after medical examination it was found that the
Appellant is a.serious patient of retrattion. The medical
consultant advice for complete bed rest for many days, as
mentioned in medical prescription and documents. (Copies

of th'e medical prescriptions are attached herewith).

~ : 0b
therefore he could not perform his duty, rather he bas

intimated his colleagues to inform his superior.

That the Appellant preferred departmental appeal on 31%

January, 2014; which was dismissed by the D.I.G Mardan \
' G

3!
veX) -
L

orders dated 07-01-2013 and 14-02-104 respectively. Qf‘

That thereafter the order of D.I.G Mardan, the Appellant




8)

=

‘has been passed on mercy petition. (Copy of

Application is attached herewith).
That the Appellant has no other remedy, but to approaches

this Honourable Tribunal inter-alia on the following

grounds:-

GROUNDS: -

A)

B)

That the order of Respondents is illegal against the
relevant provisions of law being whimsical, hence liable to

be set aside.

. That the no proper inquiry has been conducted in the
~ matter, no statement of independent witness was

- recorded; which support the contention of department that

th_e Appellént is intentional and willful absenting himself.
That where in reply to the charge sheet, the Appellant
agigated his contention regarding family problem, the
Inquiry Officer should have to inquire in matter to make a
positive effort to sort out, the real fact tHat whether in
fact there was such problem to fhe Appellant in family,

which obstruct the Appellant from discharge his duty.

Appellant provided his medical certificate and -medical

_examination document but the Respondents did not

considered the same and totally discarded, ignore while

contrary passed the impugned orders of dismissal.

>

That even to the Inquiry Officer and high offici’al, the -




.

E) That the Appellant have-ser\’/ed the department for 05
years but earlier in his service tenure, he has néver
r_emained absent except the present obstructing, which
indicate that the stance of the Appellant régarding family
problem and physical dis-a'bility are based on cogent reason.

F)  That the dismissal order dated 07-01-2013 of the Appéllant
is liable to be set aside.

G) That the other grounds not here specifically may also
graciously be allowed to be raised at the time of
‘arguments.

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed
i that on acceptance of this. Appeal, the impugned order for
| dismissal of Appellant may kindly be set aside and the order for

reinstatement of Appellant may kindly be pass

Appella
Through'

Dated: -07-04-2016
NOTE:-
No such appeal for the same—’Appellant has earlier been

filed by me before this Honourable Tribunal prior to instant




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,

- PESHAWAR

Rasheed Gul
VERSUS

District Police Officer Mardan eté

AFFIDAVIT |
|, Rasheed Gul (No 3052) S/O Ziarat Gul R/O Mainko Baba
Gadgar Tehsil and District Mardan, do hereby solemnly affirm and
declare on Oath that accompanying appeal are true ahd correct
to be best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

concealed or withheld from this Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONENT
Identified by:- : AP
| | OV el
(ALTAI-'/I—I,USSAi-N%N
Advoeate, )

High Court Peshawar




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUN{KAHWA. '

PESHAWAR

Rasheed Gul
VERSUS

District Police Officer, Mardan etc

Application for condonation of delay

Respectfully Sheweth: -

1) 

3)

4)

That the Appellant is filing the accompanying appeal, the

contents of which may kindly be read as integral part and
parcel of the instant petitioﬁ.

That as in‘ the grounds of appeal, it is specifically
mentioned thét because of the disease of appellant, he
wa;s constrained to file the instant appeal within tirﬁe.

That delay in filing the -accompanying petition was not

- deliberate, but due to the-reasons for beyond control of

the Petitioners.
That if the instant petition is not allowed, the Petitioners
shall suffer irreparable loss.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that delay

if any, in filing the accompanying petition may be condoned.
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BEFOREk THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR —

7

Rasheed Gul
VERSUS
District Police Officer Mardan etc

| AFFIDAVIT
B |, Rasheed Gul (No 3052) S/0O Ziarat Gul R/O Mainko Baba
Gadgar Tehsil and District Mardan, do hereby solemnly affirm and
declare on Oath that accompanying apptication are true and

correct to be best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has

been concealed or withheld from this Honourable Tribunal.

@aﬁ

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

C

Rasheed Gul
VERSUS
District Police Officer, Mardan etc

MEMO OF ADDRESSES

APPELLANT
Rasheed Gul (No 3052) S/0 Ziarat Gul R/0 Mainko Baba Gadgar
Tehsﬂ and District Mardan

’RESPONDENTS

1. District Police Offfcer, Mardan
2. Senior Superintendent ofAPolice (Operation) Mardan
‘3. Deputy Inspector General of Police Mardan Region-l Mardan
Appellant
- Through:
(ALTAF HUSSAIN)

_ : Advocate,
Dated: 18-0§-2014 High Court Peshawar

"'\n‘j
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. - It has been reported that you Consl lt,nlbll«. Rsnsl}nwul Gul No 3052, thle

postea at Police Lines committed the following act/acts, wlnch s are gross nnsconduct on his
|

‘ p’ut as defined.in Rules 02 (iii) of Police Rules 1975. i | -

| .7 .. That you Constable R%hcedl Gul No 3052, while posted at Police Lines

“w

“has dchbeiately absented yomsclf from the lawlul duty wi Lhout prior perimission or icaves v1dc
DD No 11 dfltcd 04.09. 2013 to DD No. 09 dated 12.11. 701.; (Toml 69 days). His pcmuous
W 3

S gt
.1b%ncc was 84 days, brining into eficct Rule 16.9 of Pohcc Rules.

In this connection, Constable Rasho: ‘dl Gl No 3052, was charge shected

L

vide this office No. 225/R, date LLE2.2015 and also pu)cccdpd him against dcpcuimenially
through Mian Na°ccb Jan DSP/IIQ;S Mardan, who after J”ulh]hn Y necessary process, submitted

lumhudmgs to the undersigned vide his o[[nu, endorsement No 6206/HQrs, dated 30.12.2013, the

allegation established against him. - i

- e e e

. L The undessigned agreed with the findings of enquiry officer and the.

eulcged Constable Rasheed Gul Ne 3052, Is Jismissed from service and”his absence period of

69 days counted as without pay, in exergise of the power vasted in me under the above quoted '

rules. o

‘\‘. o lt'.} . : .

x (2N ) i

Qrder announced

A | -7
0.5 No. ;"3 ’ : ' 4 / . i
| 7
' Dated g /. ae /2013 5 Zwﬁ/’@m‘”\
. , L (Gl AfalAgrid)
S L : : ‘ Disgrict Police Ojficer,
N : /,M(.vzr'iam
A =y — A - & K [ °
No., /m/-j*? 2@/ dated Mardan. the £~ /- O ,j_/2013 o o
" ' Copy for information and necessary action to:- .
1 Thc S. P Operations, Mardan. : .
2. The DSP/HQrs Mardan. o ST
¥ The Pay Gficer (DPO) viardan. " ”gli
4. The E.C (DPO) Mardan, A
5. The OAST (DPQ) Mardan with ( 30 ) enclosures. (2




The Regional Polic

O ey i

N ,~(}p1;g:ll/l(a‘1:|".Ls.~;cnl:1li<m agiinst llw Order of District Police Oilicer
Mardin, Oudder No. 67, 22:-28/ D e (L 07/01/20: 4.
/ . -

-,
K

Kespeeted Siv, . ,
1
AWith reference to the above noted order where by Tam awarded 62 Majer

mnmlnmm (Dismissal from Serviee).
Beside the other Bretad and ferad inpects of e matier, impny.l:mf order 1 illepa., void

s andaningt the principles of nataed justice, onee the s is Hable to b setaside on the

fallowing amongst many other wromds:

1) That the allegation Jevelled against me about my remaiinmg abseis W trom my
o7 duty s not deliberme.. Ce

23 That on the dite mentioned D was under severe stress and for the coason 1w
anahle w inform my superior shout my wnavadability for duty,

"

3) Than there wis no miade member in my house wo inforns nysupertor officer for
permission to prant feave.

< b That due o some unavoidable circumstimegs wnd severe threats tomy e as well
aswony By D was anable to perivrm dety and even couldntintc momy duy
olhicer reganding the imatier,

3) That svon alier | lound nmy fite secore L resumed tay on 127012003 which is
evident oo atiendinees sheet.

0) Fhat Ehad served the Police Toree Tor Bve vears and neve o stood _ailty .md cven

-

wider any allegation or misconduct, "

It is prayed that keeping in view the facts, on

.-
=

AIRELL £ T E, et A

=

scervice with bacle service bcm.ﬂm.

.‘__‘
TN AN

R R

e L T A e PN

< . Myu‘ B

i . . .
;1' R . Rashe ' Gui © ¢
X S ‘ : . (Constable "fo, 3032)
N S o Msrict Pob e Mardan,

A4,

o )

R !

| ~Through Proper Channcl. : i e

acceptance of this appeal, settin; a';icie.vthcvl

"impugned order, 1 may kindly be re-nsta ted'inko

. R .
Mardan Region-1, aum./q\

"
H
!
[
H
|
i
i

l):n-:d:. 21012014 Yuour s Obcx..cnfl’\‘ . W?ﬂkc{




BETTER COPY

The Regional Police Officer
Mardan Region-1, Mardan

Th‘rou.gh Proper Channel.

Appeal/ representation aqainst the order of district police officer mardan, order

no. 67, 224-28/ dated 07/01/2014

Respected Sir, .

_ With reference to the above noted order whereby | am awarded the Major

punishment (Dismissal from Service).

Beside the other factual and legal aspects of the matter, impugned order is

illegal, void and against the principles of natural justice. Hence the same is liable

to be set aside on the following amongst many other grounds:

1) That the étlegation leveled against me about my remaining absented from

my duty in not deliberated.

~ 2) That on the date mentioned | was under severe stress and for the reason |

3)

6)

was unable to inform my superior about my unavailability for duty.

That there was no male member in my house te inform my superior officer

for permission to grant leave.

That due to some unavoidable circumstances and severe threats to my life
as well as my family | was unable to perform duty and even couldn’t inform

‘my duty officer regarding the matter.

That soon after | found my life secure / resumed duty on 12/11/2013 which

is evident from attendances sheet.

That | had served the Police force for five years and never stood guilty and
even under any allegation or misconduct.

It is, prayed that keeping in view the facts, on acceptance-of this
appeal, setting aside the impugned order, | may kindly be re-instated into

service with back service benefits.

Dated: 21/01/2014.

Yours Obediently
Rasheed Gul
(Constable No. 3052)
District Police Mardan
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This order will dispose-off the appeal referred by Ex-
Constable Rasheed Gul No 52 of Mardan District Police
against the order passed by District Police Officer (DPO)
Mardan, wherein he was dismissed from service vide order
OB No 68 dated 7-1-013.

Brief facts of the case are that he while posted at
police line Mardan has deliberately absented from the
lawful duty without prior permission or leave vide DD No 11
dated 04-09-2013 to DD No 9 12-11-013 total 69 days. His
previous absence was 84 days. Bring into effect Rule No
16.9 of Police Rule. |

He was .charge sheeted and also proceeded him
against departmental inquiry by Deputy Superintendent of
police Headquarter, Mardan, who after fulfilling the
necessary process submitted his report to District Police
Officer Mardan, the allegation establish against him,

therefore, he dismissed from service.

I have perused the record and heard the applicant in
order room held in this office on 12-02-2013. He failed to
juétify his absence. Period and cannot advance any ground
in his defence, therefore, | Muhammad Saeed Khan

Pinspector General of Policé Mardan Region-l, in exercise of

power conferred upon me the appeal and do not interfere '

in the order passed by competent authority.

Muhammad Saeed Khan
Deputy Inspector General of Police
‘Region-|, Mardan

OB No 1020 14-12-14

BETTER COPY |
ORDER



Subject:

The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

~ Mercy Petition for Re-Instatement in Service

Respected Sirl,

" Mercy. Petition or behalf of petition’er is submitted as under: -

.. That the petitioner was dismissed by DPO Mardan vide OB No. 68 dated 07-;‘.

01 -2014 on the ground of allegation that the petitioner absented hlmself from
duty for 69 days without leave/permission of the competent authority.

That against the impugned dismissal order dated 07-01-2014 the petitioner
preferred departmental appe‘al before leammed Deputy Inspector General of

. Police Mardan Regional-1 Mardan. The 'petitioner/appellant appeared in

person in orderly room on 12-02-2014, The DIG hearing me and no action has
been taken. M |
That aggrieved from the _impugned order dated 7-01-2014, and DIG order
dated 12-02-2014 the instant merey petition inter alia or the following
greunds:- |
A. That the petitioner is a poor, honest, hard worker, obedient, able end
energetic person and he is supporti'ﬁg- a large family alongwith my old,
weak and sick parent and two un-marned sisters also. |
" B. That now the petitioner is jobless and there is no source of income to
| support my family.
C. That the petitioner will nevet repeat this type or act again and his,
previous absentee was due to domestic affairs.
D. That tlte-petitioner will perform his duty-honestly, de'V%fe'dly, sincerely,
regularly to the best of my ability and will not be committed this kind
of act in future.




\Y

' -» E. That the petition may kindly be entertained on humanitarian ground

and the petitioner may- be re-instated in service.

It is humbly prayed that or acceptance of this Mercy Detiti(:mer. [ niay

kindly be ré-instated as a constable. I will pray for your excellency and

- success and happy life for ever.

Yours 'obediently,

PR |
Kot L
St Rash id Gul (No. 3052)
S/O Ziarat Gul
R/O Mianko Baba Gadar

- S o Tehsil & Distt: Mardan

Dated:/27-05-2014

B*7 38
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Q
Q PEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

& PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 389/2016.
Rasheed GuIN0. 3052.... .. coiiiiii e Appellant,
‘ VERSUS
District Police Officer, Mardan & others................ccouieiesiieiieeiiiei) Respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

That the appellant has not come to this Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has concealed material facts from this Honourable Tribunal.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct, by law to bring the instant appcal.

That the present appeal is bad in its present form hence not maintainable and liable to be
dismissed.

That the appeal is bad due to non-joinder of necessary parties and mis-joinder of
unnecessary parties.

That the appeal is badly time-barred.

REPLY ON FACTS.

o I

Correct to the extent of enlistment in the year 2009, however, his service record speaks
otherwise. The appellant is habitual absentee and found always disinterested in service.
(Copy of bad entries is attached as Annexure-A)

Incorrect. The appellant presented a fake pretext which is not considerable at this belated
stage. He was required to ha have presented his reasons of absence at proper time and
forum and approached for leave but he did not. Hence, deniable.

Incorrect. Non-appearance of appellants before the Inquiry Officers during their
departmental inquiries and production of fake medical prescriptions in the Honourable
Courts/Tribunal as grounds in absence has become an ugly practice and needs to be
discouraged/discontinued. (Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegatmns & Inquiry
are attached as Annexure-B, C & D).

Incorrect and baseless, hence, denied.

Correct, hence, no comments.

Correct, hence, his service appeal is badly time-barred.

Incorrect as his mercy petition was not considerable due to limitation bar.

~ Incorrect. The appellant holds no grounds, legal or moral, to stand here on in this

Honourable Tribunal. Hence, his appeal is worth dismissal even at this form.

REPLY ON GROQUNDS:-

A.

HU 0w

™

The impugned orders are legal and in accordance with rules/law, hence, tenable in the eyes of

Incorrect. Proper inquiry has been conducted and all codal formalities has been fulfilled.
Incorrect and baseless, hence, denied.

Incorrect and baseless, hence, denied.

Incorrect. The appellant service carrier is filled with series of bad entries, hence, not retainable
in Police Force.

Incorrect. The appellant is habitual absentee and always found disinterested in service. He,

therefore, does not deserve to be retained in service any more. d

YTN

v
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. G. The respondents also seek permission to. raise additional grounds, if any, at the time of
¢ arguments. ' ' '

PRAYER:- ‘
_ The instant appeal, being badly time-barred and against the merits, is worth dismissal.

- Deputy Ingpecgor General of Police,
Mardan Region-1, Mar
(Respondent No. 03

~ District ice Officer,
. Matdan
(Responde

V4 - 4

‘ Superintendent of Police
. Operations & HQrs, Mardan -
(Respondent No. 02)

i‘)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA::

PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 389/2016. :
Rasheed GUINO. 3052, ... coiiii it Appellant.
' ‘ VERSUS. .
District Police Officer, Mardan & others..............ccooeevieiiiiiiciniii, Respondents.
COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly affirm on oath that
the contents of the Para-w1se comments in the service appeal cited as subject are true and correct to the

best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

1

" Mardan Regiofi-I, Ma
(Respondent No.

- Superintendeht of Police
Operations & HQrs, Mardan
(Respondent No. 02)
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-

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, MARDAN

No. 220 IRIDAP.R-1975.

pated (7 — 12—~ nn3

-

-

‘ DISCIPLINARY ACTION UNDER NWFP POLICE RULES - 1975

- I, Gul Afzal Khan District Police Officer, Mardan as competent
authority am of the opinion that Constable Rasheed Gul No. 3052 himself liable to be proceeded

against as he committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of section-02 (iii) of
NWFEP Police Rules 1975. '

'STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

That Constable Rashced Gul No. 3052, while posted at Police Lines,
déliberately absented himself from the lawful duty vide D.D No. 11 dated 04.09.2013 to vide

D.D No. 09 dated.] 2.11.2013 without any leave / permission of the competent authority. His pay

was stopped and he is recommended for departmental action by the DSP/HQrs, Mardan vide his
office latter No. 513, dated 18.11.2013. '

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said official with
reference to the above allegations Mian Nasib Jan Khan DSP/HQrs: Mardan is appointed as
Enquiry Officer. ’

’ 3. The enquiry officer shall conduct proceedings in accordance with
provisions of Police Rules 1975 and shall provide reasonable opportunity of defense and hearing
{0 the accused official, record its findings and make within twenty five (25) days of the receipt of
this order, recommendation as to punisinnent or other appropriate action against the accused
officer. .
4. The accused officer shall join the proceedings on the date, time and

. place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

-
»

. (GUL AFZAL. KHAN)
District Police Officer,
- ﬁa}aii Mardan.
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, MARDAN.
No. 2-2- § /R, dated Mardan'the // — /2~ 12013.

Copy of above is forwarded to the:

- I. DSP/HQrs: Mardan for initiating proceedings against the accused
official / Officer namely Constable Rasheed Gul No. 3052 Police
Rules, 1975. _

2. Constable Rasheed Gul No. 3052, with the directions to appear before

. the Enquiry Officer on the date, time and place fixed by the enquiry

- officer for the purpose of enquiry proceedings. .

sekkokok 1) ook skokk
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B

CHARGE SHEET UNDER NWFP POLICE RULES 1975
I, Gul Afzal Khan'District Pplice Officer, Mardan as comﬁetent authorit_y

" hereby charge you Constablc Rashedd Gul No. 3052, as follows.

That you constable, while pbsteéi at Police Lines, deliberately ébseﬁted
yoursell from the lawful duty- vide D.D No. 11 dated 04.09.2013 to vide D.D No. 09 dated
121172013 without any leave / per mission of the compctent authority. Your péy was stopped and

yJou are recommended for departmental action by the DSP/HQrs, Mardan vide-his office latter

No, 513, dated 18.11.2013.

-

This amounts to grave misconduct on you: part, warranting departmgmal
aclion agail-ﬁsl, you, as defined in section - 6 (1) (a) of the NWTP Police Rules 1975.

- L By reason of {he above. you appear to be guilty of misconduct under section — 02 (i11) of
the NWEP Police Rules 1975 and has rendered yourself liable to all or any of the
penalhes as specified in section - 04 (Na &b of the said Rules.

2. " You are therefore, duected to %ubmlt your written defense within seven day_s 6f the ',
" receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer. .

3 Your. written defence 1f any, should reach to the enquiry officer within the specified

petriod, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that

casc, an ex-parie action shail follow against you.

4, Intimate whether you desired to be heard in persons.

) S . {GUL AFZAL KHAN)
| Dis}rict Police Officer,
(%, Mardan.
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ORDER, == = e

.

This order will dxspose off the appeal preferred by Ex-Constable"

Rasheed Gul No. 3052 of Mardan District Police agamst the order passed by Dzstrlct

Police Officer, Mardan wherein he was dismissed from Service vide OB: No. 68 dated

07.01.2013.

Brief facts of the case are that he while posted at Police Lines,

Mardan has dellberately absented from the lawful duty without prior permission or

leaves v1de DD No 11 dated 04.09.2013 to DD No. 09 dated 12.11.2013 for 69 days. His

previous absence was 84 days, brining into effect Rule 16.9 of Police Rules. In this
connection, he was charge sheeted and also proceeded him against departmentally
through Deputy Supe;intenddnt of Police Headquarter, Mardan, who after fulfilling
necessary process, submitted his findings to District Police Officer, Mardan, the
allegation established against him, therefore he was dismissed from service.’

[ have perused the record and also heard the appellant in Orderlv
'Room held in this office on 12.02.2013. He failed to justify his absence period and could

—_—

not advance any ground in his defence. Therefore, | MUHAMMAD SAEED Deputy
[nspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan in exercise of the powers

conferred upon me reject the appeal and do not interfere in the order passed by the

competent authority, thus the appeal is filed.

ORDER ANNQOUNCED.
(MUHAMMAD SAEED)PSP.
‘ Deputy, Inspector General of Police,
e \( Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
No._ /030 /ES, Dated Mardan the_ /4 / 02 ___/2014.

Copy to District Police Officer, Mardan for information and
necessary action w/r to his office Memo: No. 466/LB dated 31.01.2014 He may be
informed accordingly.

His Service Record is returned herewith.

(***’F*%)'~
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. 15. CENSURES AND PUNISHMENTS.
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16. LEAVE, ABSENCE AND BREAKS IN SERVICE, '
All Periods not counting as “approved service” to be entered in red ink.

2. 3 ] 4
Extent
No. Of District Description of leave i.e privilege hospital,
Order , sick leave or of absence,

or forfeiture of approved service.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KIIVBER PAKTUNI WA,

PESHAWAR.
/ " Service Appeal No. 389/2016. '
Rasheed Gul No, 3052....... ... e e e Appellant.
: VERSUS.
: District Police Officer, Mardan & others. ........ BTN civieeneennRespondents.,
AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur-Rahman Sub-Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardin is hereby
authorized o appear before the Honourable Service Tribunat, Khyber Pukhtunkhnw, Peshawar in the
' above captioned service appeal on behalt of the respondents. e is wso authorized o submit ull
required documents and replies etc. as representative of the respondents through the Add!: Advocute
; Genceral/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar,
"t

Deputy Insp,
Mardan 1egion-1, Madan <«

(Respondent N()Z'@)\f—--:—

4

“Mardan -
(Respondgnt™No. 01) :

/4

Superiniendent of Potice
Operations & HQrs, Mardun
(Respondent No. 02)

A i e




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

~ PESHAWAR. :
Service Appeal No. 389/2016. '
Rasheed Gul No. 3052....... ... OTOE TR e Appellant.
: VERSUS.
" District Police Officer, Mardan & others..............ocoveenvieninnenns, SUPT Respondents.

AUTHORITY LETTER.

_ ‘ Mr. Atta-ur-Rahman Sub-Inspector Legal, (Police)' Mardan is hereby
authorized to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the
above captioned service appeai on behalf of the respondents. He is also authorized to submit all

- required documents and replies etc. as representative of the respondents through the Addl: Advocate

General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

Mardan Region-I, Maygdan
(Respondent No: 0 '

Superintendent of Police
Operations & HQrs, Mardan
(Respondent No. 02)



