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Respectfully Sheweth,
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-1, That the appellant has not approached this Hon'ble Tribunal with clean hands.

2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

3. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the instant
appeal.

4. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant Service
Appeal.

5. That appeal of the appellant is badly time barred.

6. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and the
same is liable to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour of

respondents.

REPLY ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of enlistment in Police Department as Constable pertains to
record.

2. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because every police
officer / official is under obligation to perform his duty regularly and with
devotion because in this department no room lies for lethargy, because his
performance was not satisfactory and he is habitual absentee as previously he
had been awarded two times major punishment of dismissa! from service vide
order book No. 1898 dated 18.08.2017 due to his long absence 01 month and
07 days and order book No. 992 dated 03.05.2019 on account of 74 days
absence. He was reinstated by the appellate authority through order No.
3744/ES dated 11.06.208 & order No. 10852/ES dated 30.08.2019.
Moreover, perusal of service record of the appellant ﬁeveal that due to his
lethargic attitude his entire service record is tainted with bad entries (Copies
previous dismissal, reinstatement order and list of bad entries is
attached as Annexure A & B).

3. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless, because he was supposed
to inform his senior officer about his mother illness, but he failed to do so, nor

he submitted any application for leave and remained absent




2.

from his lawful duty without any leave/permission from the competent

authority. Moreover, the story propounded by the appellant is totally

tailored one.

. Para pertains to personal information of the appellant needs no comments.

. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is baseless, because being a part of

disciplined force the appellant was supposed to submit an application for
medical leave or inform his Senior Officer through his relative about his
illness but he failed to do so and remained absent from duty without any

leave/permission of the competent authority.

. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally against the material

available on record because the appellant while posted at Police Station
Rustam, remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of the
competent authority vide DD No.31 dated 17.05.2022 to till date. On
account of aforementioned allegations, the appellant was issued charge
sheet with statement of allegations vide No. 249/PA dated 18.08.2022 and
enquiry was entrusted to the then SDPO/Katlang, Mardan, which was duly
received by the appellant himself on 27.08.2022 and he duly signed the
photo copy as token of its receipt (Copy of receipt is attached as
annexure -"C"). During the course of enquiry the appellant was
contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry officer but
neither he appeared before the enqguiry officer nor submitted his reply.
However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry
Officer recommended for taking ex-parte action against him. In light of
above, Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 13019-20/PA dated 23.12.2023,
which was duly received by the appellant himself on 24.12.2022 to which
he was bound to submit his reply within the stipulated time {07) days, but
neither he submit his reply to this office, nor assumed duty till date,
clarifying that he is not interested in his service, hence, he was awarded
major punishment of dismissal from service which does commensurate with
the gravity of misconduct of appellant (Copies of Charge Sheet and
enquiry papers, served Final Show Cause Notice and dismissal order
dated 31.01.2023 are attached as annexure-"D, E, F & G").

. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because he was

properly issued Charge Sheet with Statement of Allegations and Final Show
Cause Notice, but neither he did submit his reply nor appeared before the
competent authority and remained kept mum which clearly depicted his

disinterest in the official duties.

. Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal

before the appellate authority, while rest of para is incorrect, because the
appellant was summoned and heard in person in orderly room held on

30.08.2023 by providing full-fledged opportunity of defending himself but
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he bitterly failed to produce any cogent proofs/reasons to justify his

innocence. Hence, his appeal was rejected and filed, being devoid of merit
as well as badly time barred for 04 months and 13 days (Copy of
rejection order is attached as annexure-"H").

9. Incorrect. The appellant preferred departmental appeal 04 months and 13
days later, before the appellate authority, but same was decided as per
merit as discussed on the above fact para No. 08. |

10.Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred Revision Petition. The
revisionary authority decided the revision petition on merit. Therefore, the
same was filed (Copy of order is attached as annexure-"I").

11.That the appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following
grounds amongst the others,

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

1. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because the orders
passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority are legal
and lawful as per facts of the case, hence, liable to be maintained.

2. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless because orders passed
by the competent authority as well as appellate authority are legal as per
law, facts according to norms of natural justice and material available on
record, hence liable to be maintained.

3. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally against the material
available on record because the appelliant while posted at Police Station
Rustam, remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of the
competent authority vide DD No.31 dated 17.05.2022 to till date. On
account of aforementioned allegations, the appellant was issued charge
sheet with statement of allegations vide No. 249/PA dated 18.08.2022 and
enquiry was entrusted to the then SDPO/Katlang, Mardan, which was duly
received by the appellant himself on 27.08.2022 and he duly signed the |
photo copy as token of its receipt. During the course of enquiry the
appeltant was contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry
officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer nor submitted
his reply. However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the
Enquiry Officer recommended for taking ex-parte action against him. In
light of above, Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 13019-20/PA dated
23.12.2023, which was duly received by the appellant himself on
24.12.2022 to which he was bound to submit his reply within the stipulated
time (07) days, but neither he submit his reply to this office, nor assumed
duty till date, clarifying that he is not interested in his service, hence, he
was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service which does

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of appeliant.




It is worth to mention here that the appeflant preferred departmental appeal
before the appellate authority, and he was summoned and heard in person in
orderly room held on 30.08.2023 by providing' full-fledged opportunity of
defending himself but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent proofs/reasons
to justify his innocence. Hence, his appeal was rejected and filed, being devoid
of merit as well as badly time barred for 04 months and 13 days.

. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because the

respondent department have no grudges against the appellant, but the
appellant performance was not satisfactory and -he is habitual absentee as
previously he had been. awarded two times major punishment of dismissal
from service vide order book No. 1898 dated 18.08.2017 due to his long
absence 01 month and 07 days and order book No. 992 dated 03.05.2019 on
account of 74 days absence. He was reinstated by the appellate authority
through order No. 3744/ES dated 11.06.208 & order No. 10852/ES dated
30.08.2019, now again thrice he was dismissed from service on the same

allegations i.e absentee.

. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is baseless, because being a part of

disciplined force the appellant was supposed to submit an application for
medical leave or inform his Senior Officer through his relative about his iliness
but he failed to do so and remained absent from duty without any

leave/permission of the competent authority.

. Incorrect. The appellant was summoned and heard in person by the appellate

authority in orderly room held on 30.08.2023 by providing full-fledged
opportunity of defending himself but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent
proofs/reasons to justify his innocence. Hence, his appea! was rejected and
filed, being devoid of merit as well as badly time barred for 04 months and 13
days. '

7. Para pertains to personal information of the appellant needs no comments.

8. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because every police

officer / official is under obligation to perform his duty regularly and with
devotion because in this department no room lies for lethargy, because his
performance was not satisfactory and he is habitual absentee as previously he
had been awarded two times major punishment of dismissal from service vide
order book No. 1898 dated 18.08.2017 due to his long absence 01 month and
07 days and order book No. 992 dated 03.05.2019 on account of 74 days
absence. He was reinstated by the appellate authority through order No.
3744/ES dated 11.06.208 & order No. 10852/ES dated 30.08.2019 by the.
Moreover, the perusal of service record of the appellant revealed that due to

his lethargic attitude his entire service record is tainted with bad entries.

. Incorrect. As discussed earlier he is habitual absentee due to which he was

two times previously dismissed from service and now again thrice he was
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dismissed from service due to same allegations, hence he is not able to
reinstated into service. '

10. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless because orders p'assed by
the competent authority as well as appeilate authority are legal and as per
law and rules, hence liable to be maintained.

11. The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunal to adduce
additional grounds at the time of arguments.

PRAYER:-

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above
submissions, appeal of the appeillant may very kindly be dismissed being a badly
time-barred and devoid of merits. '

N

District Potice Officer, Mardan. Regional Police Officer, Mardan. . -
(Respondent No. 4) (Respondent No. 3) . K
IR-BABAR)"SP ( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI )"%F  ~

Incumbent

.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.._ﬁ For Inspec or G i '
(Respondent No. 1) ’ Khyber Pa ; ;
(SYED ASHFAQ ANWAR) PSP 2
Incumbent ‘(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)"S"

Incumbent
C —_t”

—
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

1.

PESHAWAR.
In Re.C.M No. /2023
In S.A No. 254572023 |
Ikram Ullah
VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others
Reply to the application for condonation of delay:-

- Respectfully Sheweth,

That the application-filed'by the applicant before this Honorable Tribunal
may kindly be dismissed being a badly time-barred.

Incorrect. Plea taken by the appiiéant is not plausible, because he failed to
collect his order within time and tailored the instant story just to cover the
limitation issue. It is worth to mention here that the appellant preferred
departmental appeal 04 mohths and 13 days later, before the appellate
authority, butlsame was decided as per merit.

Incorrect. Stance taken by the applicant is baseless because he did not
bother to respond to the Charge Sheet with statement of allegations, -.
enquiry proceedlngs as well as Final Show Cause Notice which clearly
depicts him lethargic attitude towards his official duties and stance of his
alleged illness also seems to be a concocted one just to cover the limitation.
issue. | _

Incosrect, plea taken by the abplicant is whimsical/concocted rather fanciful
hencé liable to be set at naught. As the apex court of Pakistan has held

that the question of limitation cannot be considered a technlcailty

simpliciter.as it has got its own significance and would have substantial

bearing on merits of the case. Reliance is placed on the case of ,Muhammad

Islam versus Inspector General of Police, Islamabad and others” (2011
"SCMR 8). In an another judgment it has been held that the law of limitation

must be followed strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid
down in Cﬁaz’rman, District Screening committee,. La.hore_' and an_other V.
Sharif Ahmad Hashmi (PLD 1976 SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v.
Chairman, Screening Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision
No.3364 of 2011 SCMR 367), Yousaf Ali v. Muhammad Aslam Zfa and 2
others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak)_ 104), Punjab Province v. The Fedefatfon of
Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72), Muhammad Swaleh and another v. Messers
United Grain and Fodder Agencies (PLD 1949 PC 45), Hussain Bakhsh an.d
others v. Settlement Commissioner and another (PLD 1969 Lah 1039),
Nawab Syed Raunaq Ali and others v. Chief Settlement commissioner and

-others ( PLD 1973 SC 236 ), Chief Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Raja

Muhammad Fazil Khan and other (PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul




Co Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271 ),Zspector General of Police, Balochistan |
v. Jawad Haider and another (1987 SCMR 1606), WAPDA v. Aurganzeb
(1988 SCMR 1354'), ‘Muhammad Naseemisf'pra V. Secfetary, Government of
Punjab (1989 SCMR 1149), Muhammad Ismail Memon v. Government of
Sindh and another 1981 SCMR 244), Qazi Sardar Bahadar v. Secretary,
Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984 SCMR 177), Smith v. East
Efloe Rural District Council and others (1956 AC 736), Province of East
Pakistan and others v. Muhammad Abdu Miah (PLD 1959 SC (Pak), 276 and
Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others. V. Government of Punjab and others
(1977 PLC (C.5.T) 165) and Fazal E!ahf_ Siddigi v. Pakistan (PLD 1990 SC
692)”. o
5. Stance taken by the applicant is not plausible, his ap;:iIIcation may be filed
being badly time-barred.
6. Incorrect. Para already explained needs no comments.
Keeping in view the above submission, it is humbly prayed that application of
the applicant regarding condonation of delay may very kindly be dismissed please.

- | I \k 3

District Police Officer, Mardan. Regiona! Police Officer, Mardan.
(Respendent No. 4) (Respondent No. 3)

({ ZAHOOR BABAF ( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI )PSP .
Incumbent Incumbent 7
) L
ol / DIG/L€gal, CPO_
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshamar————.  For Inspector Cameral of Police, «
(Respondent No. 1) _ Khyber P unkhwa, Peshawar
(SYED ASHFAQ ANWAR) PSP pondent No. 2)
Incumbent (DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)"°F
Incumbent :
....q-l-?
=
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR. |
Service Appeal No. 2545/2023
Ikram Ullah Ex-Constable No. 2786 District Po!ice.Mard;n_. ............ ....Appellant
VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly
affirm on oath that the contents of the Para-wise 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 Honorable Tribunal. It is further stated on oath
that in this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been placed ex-parte

nor their defense has been struck off.

District Police Officer, Mardan. -
(Respondent No. 4)

(ZAHOOR BABAR)"°?
Incumbent’

10 unun A
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OFFICE OF THE . ;
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
' MARDAN
_ © 0 Tek 0937-9230109
Ey o ) Fax: 0937-92301 11
i o ’ Email: dpo_mardan@yahge.com
‘ Facebook: District Police Mardan
‘*”’%? Twiiter: @dppmz?__r‘d:a# :
i —
_? co {,';- ~ ,"I‘-' ) m{ :
T No v Dated a7 /AT 12017

‘Thls mder will d1spose off a departmental enquiry under Police Rules 1975.
4 initiated against the subject Police- Ofﬁc;al under the allegations that while pﬂsted at Police
Station City. (Now P Saro Shah), faced departmentally through Inspector Ikhtiraz Khan, Acting
- DSP/HQrs: Mardan vide this office Disciplinary Action No. 1283-84/PA dated 03.02.2017 on
~account of One Month & Scven days absence’s perlod wnt‘nout any’ leavefperrmssmn of the
.;L,ompetent authouty vide DD report No, 1 dated 22, 12 2016 1o DD- -ﬂpnrt ”ﬂ 52 dared
19.01 2017, who after fuffllll.l-ﬂ."é n;;essary progess, submitted lis finding report to, this office,
vide his office letier No. 481/HQre dated 20).06. 201 7. nommg responsible’ the éuégéa Constabic

jw for gross misconduct & recommended for major punishment.

IFinal Order

. S o 21 .
$ N A

- - ElGonstable Tkramullah' was called twice for O.R held on 19.07.2017 & 16.08.2017.

but ke did not bother to comply with, meaning that he has nothing to offer m hls defense, so

awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service with 1mmed1ate effcct with counting
his absence's period as {eave without pay, in exercise of the power vested in me under Police

Rules 1975,

Dated /) g,_’ 2017, { Pl
R SR : smcfPoflce&Ofﬁcer,
e " Mardan.
o "Capv ferwarded-for information & n/action to:-

" 1. The %P Operations Mardan.
o 2. The SDPO Takht-Bhai & PSP/HQrs Malddn
R Sy Pay Officer & Estty Zlerk (Police Office) Mardan.
4. The OSI (Police Office) Mardan with (: ) Sheets. .

. BSP Legal
‘@@ardan
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ORDER. _ B

This order wiil dispose-off the appeal pr eferred by Ex-Constable Tkr amullah
No. 2783 of Mardan District Police against fhe order of District Police Ofﬁcel Mardan. w hmeh\ he
wis awarded Major Punishment of dismissal from service vide OB: No. 1998 dated 18.08.2017.

Brief facts of the of the case are that he while posted at Police Station City.
(Now PS Saro Shah), had absented himself for‘One month & Seven-Days without any leave/ 'Jumw:mn
of the competent authority and réported vide DD No. 11 dated 22.12.2016 to DD No. 32 dated
19.01.2017. In this connection, the appellant: was charge sheeted vide District Police Offcer, Mardan
office No. 1283-84/PA, dated 03.02. 2017 and also proceeded agamst depat’cmentallv through Tkhtiraz
Khan ]}%‘[’;’IIQH Mardan, who after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his findings to the

District Pollce Ofﬁcel Mardn vide his office letter No. 481/HQ15 dated 20 06.2017, The allegations

""""'f"'hév'e'-b'een"est’abhshed against him'and 1ecommended for major pums{hment; Keeping in view the facts

coflected during inquify, the’ appeliant was.called upon in the orderly room but he could not defend
J b
plausibly his fault and was awarded major penalty of dismissal from ser\aﬁcé vide this office OB No.

1598 dated 18.08.2017. A

~ He was called in orderl'y room held in this office on 0_8.06.2{]18 and heard him n

nerson. The ‘Benalty of dismissal from ser\nce is too harsh and as well as poor family circumstances.

therefore, he is re- mstated n service an" maior oumshment of dismissal from service is converted into
Mmor Pumshment of Censure . However, the intervening period mcluc%mg absence period shall be
counted towards service but not on duty. He wﬂl not be entitled for anv kind of financial bene fiis

including monthly salary for the sa1d- period. ;

. I:ij H
(Muh‘t‘m n !ad Ala nwari)PS?
chlon Police Otficer.
E e o ardan
~ No ;.’ (-?L,' JES, Datcd ‘\f[arclan the // /0 C ;’2{]{8

Copy to Dlstrlct Police Officer, \/Iardan for information and nccessm\ action wir 1o his

office Memo: No. 408/LB dated 30.06. 2018: The. Service Roll is 1etum§::dq_l%1§rew1t} .

(*iﬂ-i**) . e E

&3 /é— < 0(7/45/1,
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ORI‘ER

This nrder will dispose-off the a2pneal preferred by Ex-Constable
Ikram Ullah No. 2786 of Mardan District Police against the'ordc:; of District
Police Officer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded Major punlshmént of Dismissal
from service vide OB No. 992 dated 03 05.2019.

Bricf facts of the case are that, the éppellant while posted at Police
Station Saddar, Proceeded dgamst depar‘tmentally through ASP Zaaullah SOPO
Takht-Bhai, on account of (74) days absence’s period from duty w:thout any
leave/approval of the. competent authority vide daily diary Ne.12 dated 15-10-
2018 to daily diary ‘No.14 dated 31-12-2018. The Enquiry Ofﬂcer after fulfilling
necessary process, submitted his Fmdmgs holding respons:ble the allaﬁged official
of gross misconduct. Worth mentioning here that he again absented himself from
duty without any leave/approval of the competent authority vide daily diary Mo.
07 cated 31.12,2018 till~date of dismissal. (total absentee 06 months &I 18 days.

Constable Tkram Ullah was cafled in Orderly Room-on 12-03-2019,

~02-04-2019,09-04-2019 & 30-04-2019 to appear hefore the D|str|ct Police Officer,

Mardan in Orderly Room but he failed to comply with, meanlng that he ha
nothing to offer in his defense, besides not-interesting in Police Serv:co ﬂhcrcrorc-

“awarded  im niajor pumshment of dlSFﬂISSa] from Police Force chh'effect from 15-

10-2018.

He was,'.g:alied in orderly room held in this office on
27.08.2019 and hleai'i:l him ln person. Taking a [ement wcw, the
punishmeny of dismissal from ser\.rlce is converted |nto ForfPrture of two
_.(02) years approved service and he is re-instated in service. The period

he remamed out of sc.nnce is treated as leave without pay.

ORINH ANNQUNCED,

- (MUHAMMAD ALI'KHAN)PSP
Regional Police. C}fflcer,
Mardan

N:'Eii { "0{ i SL-ES i Dated Mardan the '30 / @ fQ- WL 72019,

Copy to  District Polu:e Officer, Mardan for infor-uat;iOn and

. N I:
necessary action w/r to his office Memo: No. 335/LB dated 0%,

Service Record is returned herewith.,

(****t)

Dtstrict Pohre Ofoor
Mardan




OFFICE OF THE! | ,
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

na
<
‘MARDAN =
Yel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
email: dpo _mardan@yahoo.com
‘ T
Aé 47 /PA 4 Dated_Z1{ 12019

ORDIER ON ENQUIRY OF CONSTABLE IKRAM ULLAH NO.2786 PS SADDAR

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules
1975, intated aﬂambt the -subject official, under the allcgations Lha'}'j while posted al Palice
-I-:SLJLIOH Satldai Ptocc,c,c fed abamst departmentally through ASP /nu]lah SPPO Takht-Bh vide
this olilce.-Stalemcm of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.9610-11/PA dated 24- 12-2018. on
account of (74) days absence’s period- from dﬁty without any:lgave/dpproval of the compelent
~fgiithorityévide DD No.12 dated 15-10-2018 to DD No.14 dated:31-12-2018, who (£2.0} aller
fulﬁlling 1lece:-,sa1y p:occss submitted his Fmdmgs to this Ofﬁci f\nde his Office letter
No. IO9IST dated 7-01-2019, holding responsible the alleged ofﬁcml of gross misconduct,

Worth mentioning ,here'that he again éi:.):_séinj[ed._:lfjj_mself from duty without

.any. lea\ef@{,gppyoﬁal of the compctcnt authority vide DD No. 07 dated 31 ;12.2013 till-date.

Final Order "' ' '|
Constable lkram Ullah was called for 12-03-2019. 02-04-2019.

09-04-2019 & 30-04-2019 to appéar before the undersigned in OR, but:he failed 10 comply wiil.
- meaning mdl ie has noth mt*lo offer in"his defense, besidcsrkﬁgif-'iﬁiéiicstﬁiin Police Sefvice.
" “therefore, awa1d him ‘I]‘I"IJOI’ pumshmcnt of dismissal from Police Force with effect from

i 15-10-2018 with immediate efiect in exercise of the power vested in m{: ander P.R 1975.

OB No._ 7 G2~

_ Dated 3 / ; / 2019. o o Fios R W’ﬂ
R wif | : (Sajjad Khai) PSP

Dlstnct Police Officer

S ﬁ é’l/“\f['lrd‘m
Copy fo1warded for information & nfactlon to:-
| 1) The SDPO/City Mardan
2) The DSPH-Ile Marda.
%3} The P.O & E.C (Police Office) Mardan.
4) {he 0S1 (Pollcc Offise}-Mardan with ( ) Sheuls |

] i H
{:; .
sl

| PSP Legal
\Mardaﬁ



mailto:dPQ_mardan@vahoo.eom

Serial No. I
H
i

BSF Leg
\Maﬁ'ﬂaﬁ |

(CodARALTER

.
e R



!
LFN
-
:
o ¢]
%
;e
s
._”—...!:‘; .

{Conti

./ CHARACTER ROLL OF cpr T w S
. S o -—--~-",—“':":" . .

o N B ’ L’ o 14-»—COMT\'IE\!‘D AT owl LRlE‘a-—-coaclc i ﬁ
& Jve y" . :‘;1' .
. :
HeE a‘, &a/,/(_, (5N Lt’,“l @f‘v;n!' 2T
o Ny e.‘?’f - -7 * o { ) .
B - ’\,'.AA ‘;\f\ “Pe’{ \:; ,:1\.---4"} . J\{T\ l‘-‘]' lqﬂll(:i ) ".;‘5 " ;.._’. ';T_!
Y f 8t ) i . . ’

W6 _

(22,
U e
_ ii/ng Qmeyj' (;\,?é. A M'Y)’HSI(J /F/mfw

B A' 1‘!/\_

o | e /{ |
}‘!Qa . C)O’V\V(’- ;feﬁf ffl']?ﬂ Fﬂl’{fp;—_jhw@ (}b J’?J’H,f :

i
/ ‘\fW@Ve _ I T
. . 6;[7 L/\S G?q/-t/'/(t & g% C-( v“[zl,{l (s ?]‘er,_).“g'i‘}:-\,_h::;,‘i\,

I ¢ , "

. o "
Sl T .‘.-.”'\e Fc " f { _ 4
- . ) B PR .
l. “ TN s S ¢t e YeEmaame ok o

; TN e f - T .
ld.{/‘ 72

. 5;
Ca !}:_{{ Aac “ﬁe i
P

WE mmm“f f ﬂf'[(_f'/.{.

(.
ay A i
o c‘?e{ emc{g‘i‘ n@ o3} slfeg A sl

oGS

Cﬂ“lu&(

.d o[

i C:h“bfﬁgz | o |

Y/ K \ﬁﬂ“
‘ﬁistl ict Police (}fﬁcei’
e

Y Miardan g kR

LEN 3




IR Y,

—r—
t - f'.jff""]‘f.'.(-'- RARTRIRY LI.':A\I!‘ EIR g
n
4 )
fh‘r'f S '/,‘- : ! ' ‘
. ’ - a
. ' Lot % ) ‘
AT f';""®f/ﬁ/c’ ArGEn s b AW T
N i
¢ N ' ‘ \
_ Nr J,.’f Lf s e
) e : RIS P
e } {“\ ’\,(r 71 1
\1 A a.){.) (il '
‘ _u‘-g K V7
. Sup

SRS I ——

L —_ o Pun\shmfk‘ ofF, @g,mu_r C.
'Z:'.* he
e

Aarcdsdd him M
,'mmcd/é ?(é

T oLt

e
NO 2
Qi,r . /f-or—-'lpl.l_

i
.

!

_ORDeR
Al ré{Jd

. Fu Va2l Y7 (Ioun'?‘/;

?M leave of 74 fancdd  ofece .
&R o + (0¥
Dateal + 14 ~al- 2012

R

er.

_/ a4 ;

DS MR

o

Ars /67; dﬂj“ abgence
i

R —

A!m Minq( DUY\g‘&‘\mclgt._QIc_ C?Eﬂs,g“/

3 Fc-(: o p‘

-»-;/“\? /
.3'-?0 / Ma y oo
r

Kt



gye i “"‘""‘*&“ﬁ-—-—u—rf sy g
v’ ,‘."-n! L. . - .

£ (%) S A«
d hfm | mL/ﬁY /oun(\f/ﬂ?tn{ qu A{szm’ o r

o):l.
a/’zﬂ_ é’ﬁ'—‘ec'f f)’amt ST oé‘ 20 A
é/—Fec‘f ,,, gxqwma ef 72— /J\:'w‘e

andlet, /"2‘3’/’.6-‘tcl Ou/e_s--{47$_

{._ d \;

OQDEQ
A waw‘ ¢

ooy

"-,s.'.lw“-w!*-. '. {
- e

J aa’;m.e

.,

a_;-,z;f.' pnm eéf ale

m me

O%EQJ . - I'QA
F:l
Appeal . her z?on ;Z ‘-(‘"’” '& T( f’f‘f_&é‘i ani a[f (lrr& i
e Plevoid oF m“,-( . uJa// a8 dad (" 1Y
j ! ola /(Al]ngpa
K Y v o4 ﬂ’lbn‘ﬂx g andd 3 xf P
r AR s n_ﬁibl&--
-' dov EndsT "’D b0l (fj
v 5"? . “
Mardan o Lo "\xm
TSI - TR0 Tnacdn
- | gl . Auas
' caan — T -
..ﬁ A~ , ' Md N ooy, . (\ &f:‘}‘b,ﬂh\’ ‘\,} ~
f - )
‘ ;'\\f’,‘c i f o ":f,

L agme mm,n‘. - . -

-

- e .

LAY
i e e an
‘ A AR S ol s -

« " . "
o mma




i

S S b
;'\m‘ o ’)1 o o g C (7, /) E(ARA (L] av; 4 FAH - "
: BR ROLL OF : . e ¥ {C’giﬁﬁcﬁ- . e
ot I s — e TR %
) . 'b'm'"‘"i“dm'els’tijﬁ’ng'yisﬁ"50’.\‘-'1’51‘-121'3'34-:5, I ‘?:, | L .{

, :(‘79 (K[)S('*ifc ﬁf/n’ C‘[L}'J o ”;.%" ~}o ;q_.’/"’ jw.o :f

' supdt: of Potice. FRR
: Puskows?

. 2 / i shawar Ronge,




*  CHARACTET ROLL OF ;R T
‘ . ACTTRER MATT T

¢ U . Cee
SURES AND PUNISHMENTS —enntd. * {
- . '
R il ' f
: T R . !
1 ' Lox

Serial Nol

=

(ar 6).‘//2.‘/ 145! (f}(e ﬁ\ﬂjoj N

o o 2-0/’3 C?/thof S
| weare 4 0t P s

f : M /h7?°/?j- 0‘14 C)/mn-;m\

,m, _ym

//LL 264 'B/@-fﬂﬁ{“ff %CH

S (2’4‘?,0/
7%’-‘& pf/fm(/tam{d 'Z( [ﬁ’rm:t

S RV /Q,
R

| (G ;_f Co _ o""\?@ﬁ‘aC{ w]jft !'Vlmm’ lz, mfln
Spaediliiasin .—(,E; 77 ( (e Ye o

", D X ;
. ( 0 EVE’.Y ‘f[zw anjﬂﬁyg Mﬁ 7
- {

¢ J/Je,-,{ e
y )@wod :
:/'/'Cbl_f‘yc,r,ﬂ/( ; ) Z <L\ ALU ’) Q,Cg LL\JK O/\\’; |

o o | \:’W/Ce_ b,L& MEL @ o! J@ fte 4
f/ﬂ < GM\}'\}M % @MJ 'LC-W\Q‘E d"—é 1
J/n &y :

o/ \_
i’ ’667)67@7% Wdt{ff[/ﬁ’ri mpfﬂ\ﬁ/f, ‘1,7
- ,f'/'é /g’[’c' // /wavaéf """ ' i
ot dhitag e, |
P % A ?}éif/éﬁ) 5{7229/ //'-*/ 2@/? . é(
/Dj )f\:__G( k A ]L( 650 fpﬂ ) ) u

c//”"’\/t— 13 "7

BT ﬁf“’é - L -

IR Petrict P"hc‘ { L
9 'ﬂ.&rdﬂﬁ i

¥

4
{
S
~
\

et //),? —j a/
LRt . C ’dc

I VA

ket
5

'‘DSP Legal
‘\Mardan




?’*’ vp z// JQ

__’_,,__)____‘_"'___"_—:_,.

T
e

;4
) 47 Jf ‘W Cx/y Z

f L

S et w? {6

/
",

EUL ENE

\E{%I MY “\x 51unsﬂ’la—~sl

L Wf/f/

157 4 Q’d / ‘?r/p_? sy

W™ 2455123
~ %A ’ % P

§SH

¥
ey

y

5

S
s
zf, .

/{_) _;2_)"";2)’/1 .},Z) ’47?-%}'}’ ! :J ‘J/"fr .

«gem eatummte




n

*?, | o S . iy | (} f—{) | _ _
SR . 16 LEAVE, ABSENCE AND BREAKS IN SERVICE 20

R - &)1 periods not counting “‘approved secvi- " to he ontered i rod ik,

; .ot ‘ L | B L ‘ L

.3 E . .‘—'. ) ¢ .
)‘5- bod 1 \| 2 | 3 4
R T R

. l.'.:.“ .Z. 3 g T : DATE EXTENT escription of lewve 1. ¢, privilege, hear
- ot . I b e = t.al, 9ick Jeaye, ox fuglough, or ot abhenee,
E e I \ ‘! ¢ Ne.oiDistrict . or farfgitute of approved servie:
; ] : | Oatley

Albbeatios to be faitiallad, iy Suprrinte: -
1_3 ‘ (rnt of Palice,

§
=

L 5
¥

Days

o -
'
§
v
L3

366~/
'}"’fﬂa‘-& |




—_—-

AR | L
( {’ . l{CQ!.._ .-.‘,MJ_'.';J — .’};'.-:/;-7

| AR
Y o
(C‘ v _ 'R o g« ) ;,r:, . ‘
A LTI .--
- !\ e o - c‘(b :?)‘ _,-‘d-"f;}

)L-* o 4 '2gs v

13 Lo 2"'? 93‘105'( @?)F/Gaac.

20 29 ? 120y
@
‘3 ( 201\ — p*%ma,cﬂ!

>~ - -
rFl







%\ OFFICE OF THE .- .
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
MARDAN

Tel No, 0937~ -9230109 & Fax No. 0937~ 9230111 1
Email: apormdn@gmail.com

‘1 . ’ .
No - ﬁf ' - _Dateql_gﬁ'i / §E 12022

/PA

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

J, IRFAN ULLAH KHAN (PSP), District Poﬁcc Ofﬁcér Margai_n, as compefent

¢ Ikram Ullah No. 786, himself na't’.iili fo be proceeded

anhority am of the opinion tha_t Constabl

as he commitied the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Pohce Rules 1975.

arsnnsk,

STATEMENT OF ALLE’GATIONS

d at Police Station

| ".
Whereas, Cnnstable Ikram Ullah No.786, Whl]e poste
y vide DD

]eavefpermlsswn of the computent #Luthm it

Rustam; remamed absent from duty w1thout any

Nn.31 dated 17-05:2022 till-date.

For the purpose of: scrutlmzmg the condu
Gulshed . Khan SDPO K

reference to the above ailegauons, Mr.

T ,_‘_v

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisioil 0 ;'Poiice Rules 1975,

hrovides reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Police Official, record/submit his f"ndmgc and

make within (30) days of the receipt of this order,,:recommendattons as to p_t;l,llglm}t_:ptﬁl other appropriate

+ . action against the 'a'ccuscd Official,

Constable Ikram'Ul‘llah is directed to appear before

e the § ﬂduy Officer on the

date + time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

%oo 8!""53 37




4) OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFIC
MARDAN

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937~ 9230111
Email: dpomdn@gmail.com

CHARGE SHEET

[, IRFAN ULLAH KHAN (PSPL District Police Off'cer Mardan, as competent

authority, hereby charge Constable Tkram Ullah No.786, while posted-at ‘PQ%ICC Station Rustam, as

per attached Statement of Allegations.

B

By reasons of above, you dppual to be guilty of mlsconduct under Police Rules,

19?5 and have rcndercd yourself hable to all or any of the penalties spec:f’ed in Polzce Rules, 1975.

3.
specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that case,

us-parte action shall follow against you.

S

.- ,;:IS."..j - .

Wi U Raage e 8

You are, therefore reqmi‘ed to submrt your wntten defeﬂse w:thm 07 days of the

clpt of th1s Charge Sheet to the Enqmry Officer, as the case may be.

N .'.‘ oo.

Your written defense, 1f any, should reach the Enquuy Officer within the

mrdow E e

‘

Intimate whether you desired to be heard in per' on. "

it Police Officer
ardan‘

l@ﬂﬁp Legal
\Mardan
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P . l* g V/Q/;_:ozm
OFFICE Or THT - et
DEPUTY SUPLRINTENDENT OF I’OLICE,
Pt - KATLANG |
i _ Phone & Fax No, 0937- 373333.‘ _.
)‘ii""'_':; Email. sdpo.katlang@gmail.cérﬁ' }Q S
To: The Worthy District Police Officer, > 'I 2 '
Mardan. "
Wo. . 359/St L S . Dated 14/10/2022.
" Subject: - DLPARTMENTAL ENOQUIRY AGAINST FC IKRAM ULLAH NO2786,
. Memo: .~ . Kindly rm‘or oy \rour goo.d office Diary No. 249 / PA dated 18/08/2022

_ ~~.. Inpursuance of your ktnd order, the undermgned compieted enquiry in the above subject'
case. it step-wise detail is given below. ~

§

STATEMENTS OF ALLEGATIONS

Whereas, FC Ikram Ullah No. ‘).786 while posted at Pollce station Rustam, remained

absent from duty without any Ieave /- permission of the competeht authonty vide DD No. 31 dated

17.05.2022 till date.

PROCEEDINGS . o qren

The defaulter FC Ikram Ullah Noq’lss was ::wﬂnrOﬂEd and copy of Charge Sheet was

served upon. i E’”T

CONCLUSION; S e

He was. cont’lcted {iine and agam to appear and pr oduce “his SWritten statement and arrival report.

“but in' vain, “which 1eveals that he has no interest in off mal duty Tt’is therefore requested that e may be

reated as: ex—pﬂrte action, 1f agreed. iR

Encl:(11)

Submitted please.

ST N BPTEE

| PP DSP Legal
\Mardan
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_(:T:POLICE OFFICE
MARDAN -

f Tel No h937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937- -9230111
2 .t Email: dpemdn@gmail.com
4 ’\.‘\_.

/55// /W’ IrA nmdﬁi 13104 2022
R
I-3

[T FTE
SR {'OFFICE OF THE
TR

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Constabte Ikram Ullah No 2786, whlle posted at Police Slauon Rustam.
w2

remained absent from duty without any leavcfpenmss:on of the competent a.uthoru}.r vide DD

-

No.31 dated 17-05-2022 till-date.
' : / i

To ascertain facts, a proper departmental enquiry agamt you wis
conducted ihrough Mr. Gulshed Khan, the then SDPO/Katlang vide this ofﬁce Statement of
Disciplina‘r)?'v'A;uonlCharge Sheet No.249/PA dated 18-08-2022, who- {!:"') aflcr‘fulﬁlhncm

neccssary process, submmed his Finding Report' to this office’ vide his office letter No.559/51
for ex-parte

i '*’J"*”‘ dated‘*l 4"10-202-‘2 holding responsible you of gross misconduct & recommended

3 -
3 hY

acuqn ,..‘..........,
Ly J . e R! I
— e NS e fana i - - ma it i

Thercfore, it is proposed to imposc i Major/Minor penalty as cnvisaged Y

under Rules 4 (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

. ‘ $] ~ -

, Hence, I Haroon Rashid Khan (PSP) District Police Officer Mardan. in v oL .
N “

ke d. -"‘!«,;m%:' :SE,‘ ““.
(a) & (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

fr
exercisc of the power vested in me under Rules 5 (3)
w=-~+ 1Police Rulesi 1975:call upon you 1o Show Cause Finally as to why the i}ropos_t#i Epunishment
10 !

should not be awarded 1o you. . X Iy

Your reply shall reach this office within.07 days qf-.f;;_:eiplaqf this Notice.

Jxﬁg,;,:.,:_faj_li'n% which; it '\,}ri_l_i be presumed that you have no explanation to offer.

mt 4\ N re e ot
{ A . . Y .
TS A //) _, ~ " Youare liberty to appear for personal hearing before the unqaermgned

|
R
’1$ 6))/
’&V ———der P |
; (Harbon Rfshid Kh.m} T.STSe

6“ Reeeivea by - <~ 27
- . District Palice Ot'f'ctr, Mardan.
e Dated: 24y 'g.2~.£2022 : N

Copy to.SHO PS Baizai (Anentmn Moharrar) to deliver this notice upojl Constable
' *1kram Ullaﬁ*{OaOb 9345448) Son of Nimat Ullah resident of Jogi Khel Sangaap or any of his
closed family Thember & the receipt thereof shall be returned to this officel within (05} days

positively for onward nccessary acuon

e F A

N s il

.
oo
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ained absent fi 5 t IE e/ne
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‘ failing which; it will be presumed that you haw: no explanation to offer.
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oo o n ¥ >y [
/
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2 ppe £

(Haroon hid Khan) T.ST/PSP

District Police Officer, Mardan.
N

: : P "{ i

4'-___3 A 3 . 3,

Copy to SHO S Baizai (Attention Moharrar) to deliver this notlce upon Constable
Ikram Ullah (0;00 9345448) Son of Nimat Ullah resident of Jogi Khel Sangao or any of his
closed famlly*mcmbcr &"rhe recclpl dhcrcof shall be returned to this office within (05) days
posmvclﬁfor onward ncces}sal'yf‘acnon Toe me o
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(' . OFFICE OF THE" PR
. ISTREC‘E’ mucE OFFICER' .

[y
" MARDAN-" s
. Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 R -
Email: dDomdn@uma[l com . f/
Mo f/ 7, "-’ﬂ /f /PA ¢ T T Dated 30 1] _amr
ORDER ON E\I()UIRY OF CON%TABLE TIKRAM UL AT NEY.3TRG
This order will dlspoqe off a dcpa]tmcnt'\] eh‘qunv under Pohce e
et | G7 f) initiated against Constable Tkranf Ullah No.2786, under the aﬂcuatmm thal while posted ai

atice Station Rustam (Now under tmnsfel to Guard I\f IMC  Hospital), pmuulul ngeai
departmentally through Mr. Gulshed thm the then bL)POfKatlang vide this office Statemeiil «
:)muplmaw Action/Charge bheet No.249/PA dated 18- 0‘3 2022, on account of absence fiom
_mm Mthout any leave/permission of the competent authorlty v1dp . P No.31 dated 17-05-2022
titl-date, who (E.O) after fulfillment neceasary process, submltt‘ed his Finding Report to ihi:
office vide his office ctter No. 559;’% dated 14-10-2022, holdmﬁ responsible the (1lequun
ofticial of gross misconduct on the evel of non-presenting hls 161:1(\! am compliance ol deliver

Lae i Statementiof Aliegdtlonsf‘(,harbe Sheet, nor appearing to him (E nquiry Officer). thereiie,

recommended him for ex-parte action,

Being held responsible of alllegations-bv.}?',1'1q’uir_\_f Officer & to Further

ascertain facts. on 24-12-2022, Constatﬂe Iklam Ullah was served with a Final Show Casi
T O
md#‘r Khyber Pald"n.unkh\,va Pollcc Ruies-1975, issued vide this office No.j3010- 1 [

‘\olm
dated 25-12- 2022, to wh1ch he was requued to submit his 1<,p1y to this office within stipuls

time of (07) days, but neither’ has he’submitted his reply, to qhwﬂnfhca nor assumied  duiy

till-date, clarifying that he is not interested in his service.

! Final Order A

v

The above discussion has claritied that Constable Tkram Litlah s

willing wmker therefore, awarded- liim major punishment: -of _digimissal from service with
effect from 17-05-2022 with immediate effect, in CXL.I‘CISS of i‘he power vested in me undiy

Police Rules-}g?s,

- .,%__ It OR No. ’)/; . o Y A
; o D uc,d _33"; (‘)_Z q023 “

R‘mnd Khan) T.5T/ Py

- Disgri i Police Officer, Mardan,
he
Copy forwarded for information & m’act.ion to:-
1) The DSsP/HQrs & Rural in Mardan. - WEL
Rt B g) < The PO & E O Office) Mardan. :

.s) 111@ In-chary ge Lab (HRMIS) DPO Office Mardan

P Lega!
i@sardaw
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ORDER.

This order will dispose- off the departmenta1 appeal preferred by Ex-
Constable lkram Ullah No. 2786 of Mardan District F‘olrce agatnst the order of the
then District Police Ofﬂcer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded major punishment of
dismissal from service vide OB No.- 243 dated I30,O1.2023‘11‘:Tk§;[—eff‘appe1lant was
proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that he whlle posted at Police
Station Rustam District Mardan absented himself from ‘his lawful duty without any
leave or prior permission of the competent authority vide_,.;dairy diary No. 31 dated
17.05. 2022 till'date of his dismissal from service, ' o

Proper departmental enqu:ry proceedings were initiated agamst him. He
was 1ssued Charge Sheef alongwath Statement of Aliegatlons gnd the then Sub
DiV|S|ona4 Police Officer, (SDF’O) Katlang Mardan was nomlnated as Enquiry Officer.
The Enqurry Officer after fulﬂmng codai-formalities submitted his findings wherein he
reported that the delinquent Officer was contacted time and’ agam. to appear before
—the enquiry--.orﬁcer but he failed and remained absent, which showed that he was no

more interested in Police-Service: ‘kle recommended the dellnqu?nt Officer for ex-
parte action, '

i
The then District Police Officer, Mardan 'perused the findings and by
agreeing with the recommendations of Enquiry Officer |ssued hlm Flna Show Cause
Notlce but the delinquent Offlcer nelther submitted his reply nor assumed his duty,
- therefore he was awarded major punlshment of dismissal from service from the date
of absence by the then’ Dlstrrct Pollce Mardan wde OB: No., 243 Haﬁed 30.01.2023.
Feeling aggrleved from the order of the then District Police Officer,
Mardan, the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in
person in Orderly Room held in this ofﬁce on 30.08.2023. b %:.*;;’ ’
e EEQIN. the,pemsal of the enqurry file and service record of the appellant,
it has been feund that ailegatlons ieveled against the appellant have been proved
beyond any shadow of doubt. As he has bitterly falled to produée elmy cogent reason
to justify his absence because the same clearly depicts his casual and lethargic
aftitude towards his official duties. The very conduct of appeliant iS ‘unbecoming of a
drsmpllned Police Officer. On perusal of prewous service record of the appellant, it
" was roticed that he is habrtual absentee and prior to this, the appellant was also
dismissed from service twice forhi§ disinterest in t'ne off|0|al dpﬂes Hence, order
passed by the competent authority does not warrant any interference. Besides the

\WMardan




above, the appellant approached +this forum at'a belated stage-’by filing the instant

“appeal which is badly time barred for 04 m_onths and 13 days without advancing any
.. cogent reason regarding such delay. - PR

- Keeping in view the above 1, Muhammad Su!eman PSP’ Reg:onal

'-'Pollce Offlcer Mardan, being the appellate authority, fi fnd no substance in the

appeal, therefore, the same is rejected and filed, betng devou:l of mrit as weil as
badly time barred for 04 months and 13 days ‘
' Order Announced )

6‘50 52 /ES, Dated Mardan the Z )
Copy forwarded to Dlstrlct Pollce Cfficer, Mardan for Jm‘or atio g/nd
necessary action w/r to his office Menpo No. 106/LB dated: 14.07: 2023 His éerwce

N Record |s returned hereW|th

(*****)

;//‘7/(’:“? ol T
R

JD/?(

_ - \Mardan




R . .
; . E) —‘ e
_ cf/?/)? | ( ;2’:,,) . OFFICE OF THE ~ '// e
77 TinspECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 2}
Ciin st s . KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA P
NSy _ Cenlral Police Office, Pesbawar.
No. s,f_l_e{lj_,m.dmd Peshawar the 0‘1 ) ] nany
To: " The Regional Police Officer, .h
© \ardan. " Iy
Subject; REVISION PETITION.. i
\Memo: | ‘ -
v has examined and filed thegevision petition submmcd

~ The Competent Authorfty ha
rdan, against the punishment of d:smls.wtg from

2786 of District Ma
bemc: badly ume tarred.

h\ E\ FC Tiram Ullah NG,
243, dated 30. 01 2023,

a\\arded by pProO \Iardan vide OB No.

Scr\'l\.i.
The applicant may please be info

- (AFS-\R JAN)
~ Registrar.
For lnSpeCIQl‘ General of Police.

}\.hx ber _ah‘ltunkh“n. Peshawar.

| \ Mai’dagn N | @ CamScanner
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~ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2545/2023 o . 3 2‘

Ikram Ullah Ex-Constable No. 2786 District Police.M_ardan ................. Appellant

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others
........................ Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta—ur—Rehman Deputy Sa-perintendent of Police Legal
Mardan is hereby authorized to appear before the Hgnorable Service Tribunal,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the above captioned .s.erv'ice appeal 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.

Regional Police! Officer, Mardan.
(Respondent No. 3)

( NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI )PP ¢
Incumbent :

*

—Z. A)
Capital City Police Oficer; DIG/Legdl, CPO—"" ,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar For Inspector General of Police, “.
(Respondent No. 1) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(SYED ASHFAQ ANWAR) PSP (Respondent No. 2) -
Incumbent (DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)"SP
Incumbent
et

p———




