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2 31

The appeal of Mr. Kashif Hussain resubmitted today by Mr. Rashid 

Rauf Swati Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Bench

. Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel

02/09/20221-

at Peshawar on

for the date fixed.

By the order of Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Kashif Hussain Ex-Constable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police received 
today i.e. on 01.09.2022 is incomplete on the following score which .is returned to the counsel 
for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
3- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
4- Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

. may also be submitted with the appeal.

2S0V ys.T,No.

ot 72022Dt.

REGISTRAR ' 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Rashid Rauf Swati Adv. Pesh.
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^FORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUIMKHWA SERVirF TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Kashif Hussain Vs The Inspector General Police & Other
'

»

1 n 0*E K

STNWHOe'scription of Documents Annexure Pages
1. Memo of Appeal /rI D2 Copy of Appointment Order A

£
3 Copy of FIR No 53 of 2020 of PS Umer Zai B

4 Copy of Dismissal Order Dated 16/10/2020 C

5 . Copies of Departmental Appeal and Order 
Dated 26/07/2021

Copy of Appeal and Order Dated 03/05/2021

D&E
5 - U

6
F&G

I 1 1 (
7 Copy of Order Dated 16/07/2022 passed by

learned ADSJCharsada -^1.0 .
8 Copy of Appeal Dated 22/07/2022 I >-r10 Wakalatnama •

1
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♦ l^shif Hussain(Appellant) 

Throuah 

^'^shid Rauf Swati 

Zele Huma Advocate Nigh Court Peshawar

. )
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before the KHYBER PAKHTKMKHWA SERVirF TRIP! IMA,

PESHAWAR
I'M- ,, ■■

i- ■

(1 w .1 , j

Kashif Hussain Son of Zahid Hussain Said Afzai, Ex Constable 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police, Resident of Sheikh Abad Raiar
Utmanzai Tehsil g( District Charsado, \

(Appellant)

Versus

I,-- The Inspector General Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Additional Inspector General of 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2
Police HQrs: Khyber

- s
Additional Inspector General Police Establishment Khyber

j Pakhtunkhwd Peshawar

' Capital City Police Officer Peshawar 

^S.^enior Superintendent of Police Peshawar

3, •

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, 
AGAINST THE ORDER, BEARING ENDORSEMENT NO 2344-51 DATED■i

-y

16/10/2020, PASSED BY respondent NO 5, WHEREBY APPELLANT 

WAS dismissed from service, ORDER BEARING ENDORSEMENT 

NO 1407-12 DATED 20/11/2020, OF RESPONDENT NO 4 WHEREBY 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL FILED

0 I F
t 1

BY THE APPELLANT WAS 

NO 1891/2021 DATED
03/05/2021 OF RESPONDENT NO 3, WHEREBY REVISION PETITION 

^ FILED BY THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED AND THE ACT OF 

^ respondent NO 4 WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

THE APPELLANT, DATED 22/07/2022 14//15 NOT ENTERTAINED

P.^ll^SED, AS WELL AGAINST THE ORDER

FILED BY
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PRAYER

ACCEPTANCE OF THE APPEAL THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 
16/10/2020 MASSED BY RESPONDENT NO 5 

20/12/2020 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO
AND ORDER DATED

, 4, AND ORDER DATED
03/05/2021 PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT NO 3 MAY GRACIOUSLY 

- ■ BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT, MAY BE REINSTATED TO SERVICE 

WITH ALL LEGALLY DUE BENEFITS

ANY OTHER RELIEF, WHICH THIS HONORABLE 

DEEM FIT, MAY ALSO BE GRANTED
TRIBUNAL MAY

, 1^

Respectfully Submitted

1. That after fulfillment of ''equisite criteria, appellant was 
appointed as constable in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Force
on 03/16/2009. Copy of Appointment Order is Annexure 

"A".

':'that appellant performed his 

dedication l!o the entire satisfaction 

* , bosses.

2 duty with: full devotion and 

of the immediate

. 3 :'^#i*itThat appellant was involved in false case vide FIR No 53 
dated 25/01/2020 of Police Station Umef Zai Charsada, 
disciplinary proceedings were initiated against the appellant 
by the respondent No 5. No charge sheet 
allegations were provided to the appellant.
Notice was issued to appellant. Copy of FIR Is Annexure "B"

and

or statement of 
No Show Cause

4. That appellant was dismissed from
service by the 

respondent No 5 vide order dated 16/10/2020. Copy of the 

Order is Annexure'"C".

5. That on 22/10/2020, appellant filed departmental appeal 
agamst the order dated 16/10/2020 passed by respondent 
No 5, to the respondent No 4, on sound and plausible 

on 26/07/2021 and r
conveyed to appellant. (Copy of Departmental Appeal and
Order is Annexure "D" & "E").

reasons which was dismissed
never

*. A*

r -
‘i- .
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6. That appellant filed another appeal to the
respondent No 3 

against the orders of the respondents Mo 4 and 5 however; 
d,t*was also dismissed on 03/05/2021. Application and Order 

- is Annexure "F" and vQ

^ That the appellant faced trial in the criminal case and 

acquitted from the charges by the learned
was

.■ Additional
Sessions Judge/sc Charsada vide order dated 16/07/2022.
Attested copy of the Order is Annexure 'H "

8. That appellant after acquittal from the charges filed 

appeal to respondent No 4 on 22/07/2022 which
another 

was kept
pending and on 16/08/2022 appellant was verbally informed 

that the respondent will not entertained the appeal dated 

22/07/2022 as his earlier appeal has been dismissed, Copv 

of Appeal dated 22/07/2022 is Annexure" Jf

9. That being aggrieved and dissatisfied of 

passed by the Respondents, appellant 

Tribunal inter alia on the following grounds^

the impugned orders 

is before this Hon'ble

GROUNDS ■ '

A. That the so-called disciplinary proceedings 

settled law
are in violation of 

the subject as such the impugned 

.^orier/notification of dismissal of appellant from 

. the respondent No 5 is liable to be set-aside.

on

service by

B, ^ That impugned order passed by the respondents
No 5 is

^he law facts and service record of appellant and not
' ^^enable.

C, That appellant throughout his career performed hiS duties 
properly and with full dedication to entire satisfaction of his 

immediate bosses and left no room for any complaint.

D. That impugned order is, arbitrary and based 

besides, discriminatory and as such, is not maintainable.
on malafide

i
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U
E- That legal requirements and^ codal formalities required for 

imposition of major penalty were not fulfilled, while passing
the impugned order/notification as such impugned
notification is not tenable.

, F. That appellant has been punished prematurely as the
disciplinary proceedings were initiated against the appellant
because of registration of crime registered vide FIR No 53 

dated 25/01/2022 Under Section, (C) CNSA. Appellant has ,
categorically denied his involvement in said crime. More so

. . the appellant has been acquitted from the charges FIR No 53 

I .tiated 25/01/202001of- po-lice station Rajar 

no justification of disciplinary proceedings
against the appellant and to impose.penalty.

Mardan .
Therefore, there is

appellant has been 

fundamental rights
condemned unheard and as such 

of appellant guaranteed by the

of Pakistan have been 
infringed beside the violation of principles of natural justice.
Constitution of Islamic Republic

H. That penalty imposed is harsh and disproportionate ^ and 

against the settled principles therefore is not tenable. •

I. That major penalty was imposed on Appellant without 

fulfillment of codai formalities which is again violation of

Trail guaranteed by thefundamental rights of Fair 

Constitution. i ■

'.T'h’Jt ho charge sheet and
statement of allegations

was not served 

nor any opportunity of Personal 
.^^^ciring was provided to the appellant during 

disciplinary proceedings and 

unheard.

were
provided to bppellant. Similarly appellant 

, with showcase notice

so called 

appellant was condemned '

K. That proper procedure was not adopted by the respondents 

while passing the impugned orders and as such damaged the 

career of appellant without any justification.
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appellant was treated in accordance''wtTrlaw and as

5uch. impugned penalty is not sustainable.

That any other ground will be agitated during arguments 

with the permission of the Court/Tribunal.

M.

IT IS, THEREFORE HUMBLY PRAYED THATv ON ACCEPTANCE 

OF THIS APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED ORDERS MAY BE SET-
aside AND APPELLANT MAY BE INSTATED TO SERVICE WITH 

ALL BACK BENEFITS.

-ANY OTHER RELIEF WHICH THIS HON’BLE TRIBUNAL DEEM 

FIT, MAY ALSO BE GRANTED. \I- •
o-1 OI

Kashif Hussain (Appellant)

^ through 

Rashid Rauf Swat! & Zele Huma Advocates

♦
\\

/

ii

AFFIDAVIT

Stated on oath that the contents of the appeal are true and 

nothing has been concealed or misstated. correct.

• '/s

‘ (Deponent)j
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OFFICF. OF THE
' R SUFF.RmTENDEiNTOF POLICK. 

0PFRAT50WS,
PESw A v,/aR

|v. !V;:r^ c'l I

Us\--.;UAia ,ri mS4

0 U II K u-
■;/' : :
,, ,, , Kn.AirHii.s.-ialrt No. 3078 orc t'l’ I'cNhawnr while pusleJ U' Police l.lnes l'cshaw.it vvi.i'*

; Ai,. pt2^fi ynJer susjwisfon timl piocccOetl flgaifwt tlcpiiOinciUally vide Oiin office Kb, 285‘fvPA doled 
yi' ,17.07.2020 t<it uccoum of til.>;Jiivolvv'niciil In ctmiiitul cave vide PIR Ni'. i.l doled 25.01,2020 'iN 1C- 

r -; "iT'NSA-KO i’S Uincr /-ai iJisiilcl ChurNodtl.i. ir. pi.-r infi'nicnirin reeci'.ed fr>'iti SO lii%e..d!’,.'lti>n,
i, , f,Vide .Al'i ldv d-iled ."I'J in

m
.4,1 ,

'.1

1Z. Cliofyc sheet .di*ri|..' \'i|h .suMiiinirj i t .ilKii.'Snini. vi.i'. Is,!;...,' (. liim .yiO Sltl'fi Uiirnl wns 
ny I'litiiiire '’nictf who oner iV'iuhK’Mi),: n ih<iri'(i5>li prahe leti. the aUccnt.inns Mitoritucd hi.v 

''CsO'H','. CO 10,00.2020 Die lie) tevoniinetided th.:ii the cttiniiry iti,i> he Kepi pcctdir!!! till the lloai veri1ii.i 
7'fthe ct’urt.

Si
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18,mOti rccelpl 111'the fiiltlinus. i'iiuil Shmv ('mise Nv'tive v.oe issued U’ the delinquent Officiul whni

stihiniucd his s'.nttcn lepiy. I'tic vine tuts pcitivcd and li'',ini,| ijn-soiisldeii.iry.. lie wns eatied In 0)0. m 
14,!0.2020 and lientiJ in per.suii lie wa.s provided ample uppi.itiuiiit> ui deleml himscH'agiunM ihe 

thaf(ie.v. He Jiovvcvei. tailed lu iidsonee iinj phuisihle e\pl.i!iiiii(iM in rebiitlii) nl the ehatnes. Ollleer 
Invcitipniien'Inch.-ir^ic nf PS L'!nc',Mi iind lnvcMi[i.aiinr> O'Vi.eer nf eatc I-ir4 S'o. .'i3'20Z(> U.'S 9C-CNS \ 
PS I hiH‘i/ >! were til.so heord. Ihcv teported ih.ii the licensed 'ooK adeania^e of prdiee tiiiifonii inul llie 
departmen' i tnl InduJjtcd In llle).’!'! !'>i‘.liie:.,ses ul noretn

r.
I
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Mis aei btouglu bad name to Ihe ctiine puliee 
fpfce. in ine ela'Um.sInnccs. I nm fully convinced dial ihe delinquent .i!ln_iiil has committed a gross 

; 0, .nti-satiidii.j! wirieh i.s proved bewmd tiny [■en.sumihle '.liadi.m urdoubl. lienee, llicrc is no (usiil'icinion in 
; li'T-.-ping ihe {fcpiirtoicnitil enquiry pendlnp

U, s

Iheiefurv. I. Munsoor .Aimiit PSP. SSP UtperillUms) 
t'elrig ct'i-npcieni under the liiw d(> rvi agree with the lindines \V the l-,(> tind hereby awnnK 

'i. ‘nstribii; K.Tshifllusn.'viri N'o, 3077 ofCCP Pcshawijr the maiprjsimishnici 
innieq'inic,cff(;cr.
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who
dispose of (he d 

was awarded the m.;
iavvarvideNo.,2344-5]/PA

r-russ.nii, No.3078 epartraenta] aPPcal preferred by Ex-Co
"^aior punishment of “Dis,niss^,

I dated 16-10-2020.
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from Service”
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by \
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'SA Police Station Unierz

wa.s were that heproceeded 
dated 25-01-2020 u/s
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concluded the 

'•ccovery of charas 950 was
rce his

mg
enquiry office '■ ''ccommcnded that the
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issued him Final Show
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ompetent authority. H replied and
oiq/Or punishment.4-
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"1 person j^ohmit any piaOsib^g iecord along with his

---^^d,yfisP/OpemtionsPc~

appellant failed
explanation 

setting aside the
.■ Pn nishment perused

t

V “"SKSISSS,Ivo.
/PA dated Peshawar the

f SSf™«'lavvar.
'ay officer

concerned.

He ae'eel I

/

I)A

/

V '



f—~
f

•
\. I

r) r-I I'^;r o J”1

i*' . r -A 1

\-.

r'■ ■ V
> ^^ <>1^12 p(} ■ /

>JO ^ I ^^ /. M.
•: (

■r^ \j/

U> .:> L^ ^ ■' ^.

x'

• r>
\

(J U' -i^-■ I I >

■ ^ ^• ♦
I ■

/isiiiSt.v >> ' ) »3o '^J j (\ ; ■
/ - ) (1 JJ V>

't-’^J r^r* 1/'-^JL^t.^J
(

■:.V

^ J . ■ ■

i r*
■ ^ ; i

A----^ r /J■ J
/-J . u> :•
' O 6Jl (^\X3 iiii .r, jpo\

V

cJJ : <7 ■^3^
0^3 I": » '

J
*..

• f
/ ij ■. .i ^/ i .

L^ 3-
VJ

-0 ■ r/' ...^^3
!^ MJ

(

U)'/'
■ i

7
i



A

T
^ ;

¥ ■>I

- I . •

P
13 '■

X
, >

CXlX/
; 7

f X. u cr:' •• -v.

-

1

. I

>,•••

0

"T

r. . (■ X »
/■ »

vj 7

. ■ / r"'
y’

.3- /
/

u<r

I!
I
r ^

\



• -r

^'Kyj^^xxbia-

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR. ^ ^
/21. dated Peshawar the ^y/t^J/202 i.

^ ■

»h :
f No. S/

AORDER

This order is hereby -passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule H-A of Khy 

Pakhtunkliwa Poliee Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC Kashif Hussain No. .1078. i " 

petitioner was dismissed from sendee by Senior Superintendent of Police, Operations. Peshawar .dde on ' 

■No. 2344-5I/PA, dated 16.10.202''' on the allegations thai he while posted'at Police Lines Pe;nawar a 

involved in criminal case vide FIR No. 53. dated 25..01.2020 u/s 9C CNSA Police Station Umerzai dist ' 

; Charsadda. His appeal was rejected by Capital City Police Officer. Peshawar vide order Endst: No. 14 

12/PA. dated 20.11.2020.

I

I

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 13.04:2021 rvherein petitioner was heard r - -
Petitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.

• t

The petitioner was heai’d and all record perused. His case is under trial in the court. '

Board see no ground and reasons for acceptance of his petition, therefore, the Board decided that 

petition is hereby rejected. .

in pers

I.

Sd/-
KASHIF ALAM, PSP 

■ Additional .^mspector General of Police,. 
HQ'rs: Khyberfak/.)turni.hAva, Peshawar.

• ■: ■ -Copy of the aboA/c is forwarded to’the;

. 1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. One Service Roll and 

>' .file of the above named Ex-FC received vide 

30.12.2020 is returned herewith for your office record.

2. Senior Superintendent of Police, Operations, Peshawar. ■

3. PSO to IGP/IGrybcr Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

4. AIG.''LegaI, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, PeshaAvar.

.5. PA to Addl: IGP/J-IQrs: Khyber PakhtunlcliAva, Pesha

6. PA to DIG/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesharvar.

7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

'• No. S/

one Fauji Missal and.one engr,
• .1

your office Memo: No..2.2369/CRC, da: . -

j

V .

war.

!

■ /
(IRF/if\Um,Ap KHAN) P'^P 

AJG/Mtabfelrfnent, ’
For InspcctonGeheral of Police, 

j Khyber l^akhttmkhwa, Pesharvar.

!
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_<'c)!seNo.3'l/20CNSA 
■' VV8,|<^te...Vs....l$.ashif

'fe\ ■

I

>• s."
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It?/ORDER
. 16.07.2022: /;»-.v !•J

Accuscia Hussain on bail present. Sr.P.P for • 

on application u/s 265-K Cr.P.C

>
ifiiv<

.1

\ / .
, ^'■the',stafe;.:pi-esci)t;'■ ^.fgiiiVnts on 

. ^ heiird. and.r^go.hl’^^ru-scd.

1 »•

'I

Allegations against tbe accused facing trial are that 

on .25.01.202020, he was found in pos.session of contraband chars 

weighing 950 grams, thus leading to his arrest and registration of

I

t •
I

IFIR.

In due course, alter completion of investigati 

challan was put in the Court and the formal cJiarge was framed on 

13.07.2020 to which he, however, pleaded not guilty and clahned 

trial. Since then, statements of fonr.PWs have beeti recorded. As 

despite opportunities having been granted, tlie proseculion could

on.

I ■

I

^ not have concluded its evidence, hence, the Court feels
I

constrained to infer that the prosecution doe.s not have tlie
I r stssio/j,,;>

■“ 1///^^'ted standard of evidence so that it could prove the charge
5^ /#1 |jaVOTkt the accused.

^ ’ocninscl for (he accused and Sr.P.P for the state and have benefited

■ *

■ 1 have considered tlje arguments of the learned.

from (he case laws relied upon by the counsel for the

I
I .accused.jietitioiier while the record has carefully scanned as well.

1 .

I A /
i

I

0i'• i::xn‘70‘
,,nr>p'd,-:V 

r'.vjt'io '~i' '
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,,;V Pr;:-'-'"-■>
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According to the judgmenUof superior Courts, in

casejof parcoticfi, prosecijLion has to establish and prove the

following facts; t

1. Alleged recover)'of narcotics:

2. Taking samples from each slabs;

3. Safe custody of narcotics and its safe transmission'-i V
to FSL; ‘ r

4. Neutral and transparent investigation;
• * rI

While taking stock of the available slulT .and; t
■ vv

particularly that of PW-3 Subhan Ullah IChan ASI (complaibant)

and P\V-4 Alain Khan FC N6.32I (marginal witness), a clear cut

redeeming circumstance is forthcoming, in favour of the'
I ■

accuscd/pctitioner.

In -order to prove the case of prosecution,-

complainant of the case namely Subhan Ullah Khan AST appeared

in the witness box tmd recorded his statement as PW-3. In

xamination in chief the complainant of the case deposed that 

apX receiving information that a young boy was busy in selling 

Jk' pdrciDtics, Ihcv came to the spot where they found a young boy 

'-paving a rod shopping bag in bis band which was taken into

(I'IA
■Xv ■

posscs.siOn and upon checking charas were recovered weighing

tlirough digital scale, the same came out 950 gi-ams from wliich

, JO granis were separated for FSL analysis while the remaining. ■ 

.'I

( • •

}

■I

!
1
i i: i •

,'Knr.vlni 1 , 1
■ u'tu

ii'

1
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quantity was sealed ifito parcel No.2 ExP-J. In cross examination

the complainant admitted that the. recovgred' contraband were

: available in a pinlc shopper while he do not know tlie number of

pouches of the contraband available in the said shopper.'
(
i

Similarly, complainant further admitted in clear terms tliat he has

only separated '10 grams from only one pouch. It was also

d disclosed in the cross examination by the complainant of the case
f

that at the time when the 1.0 came to the spot, he was at that time
ii

' ■ ?• •
in police station.

■ s 1.

The important redeeming features of the case, is that 

during the cross examination of the , coihplainanL the leaned 

defense counsel requested to de-seal the parcel of the alleged • .

contraband, wdiich was allowed accordingly and when the

r

1
;

same I-
I

was de-sealed in the open Court in the presence of Sf.P.P for the 

state, it was found that instead of alleged contraband, pieces of

\

' !i-
A

mud came out about which the complainant has been failed to

!-,gWe plausible explanation. I

: !:
As stated above, that numbers of pouches of the/i

i?‘*^/4^ntraband were available in die parcel and the samples !were

collected through collection of one poiich. This was a complete
I

departure of the witness Qom .the case of prosecution and tlus
!;
I1 i
it\

Court obsei-ved it that it cannot be ignored th^t the witness has
. . >■ ■

Joined hands with accused, orrthe-case is false!'one. Complainant

1.

mx\
■.

•1 ■ .

I,

>
I

; *
!

,1

A 1

'1
I'rI

. ,i
! .
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alGmis lhat he had separated in grams from, only one pouch

despite of the fact that nutnbers of pouches of the contraband , '

(

) were available at die time of recovery.

I
Since, it is a fake c^se planted upon the acclised * , I

I

hai'ing mud in the parcel scaled at the rccoveiy, the sample

I/' whereof is though been reported positive by the FSL but it makes

the whole system objectionable on one hand and makes the

petitioncr/accused entitled to acquittal on the othej-.
I

The given expression, of the said witness .strikes a

death bJo^v lo the prospection case and outrightly suggests that the 

case is not lit for onward adjudication, llic available position of 

the record forthrightly alludes that further adjudication'in die case 

will be nothing shoit of giouping in the dark. The bird eye of the 

record especinijy of the Fi|l arid FSL report further revels that tlie

I

tI ■
i

. V t

occurrence took place on pbl/2Q20 while the samples were sent 

27/01/2020 afte}!,delay of 02 days. However, there i.s

4

'4
I i on the record ivftflLsdcver that with whom the seized

r

// samples were lying ruid whether the .same is in a safe custody till , ’
• " I' ■ ■I''t

it reached-lo jhe FSL. Under Rulc-5'(iii) of the'Control of/
i

Narcotics Substances (Government aiialyst) Rule-2001, all.

samples shall be passed to the analyst on the same day who will

1.^■ then kept the same in' a safe custody and will examined and record
- "i

it weiglit in the te.st memni-andnm. .He will ccinpared the marking

I I

p
!!2 Q .;UL 202?.
i I
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on the test memorandum with the markings of packing envelopes

I

and with ensure the test of the relevant samples and in no case the

■ ♦

!

( analysis of a narcotics dnigs be delayed. The rules incutioned il1
■

' 'hereinabove camiot* be blatantly flouted) and substantial

■ compliance with the rules must be insisted upon so tliat the
:

■ physical evidence in such .like case remained intact Reliance in

I

■ ♦

4

'1
this regard has been placed in the dictum of august Supreme

i
Court 2019 SCMR 60k. Thus, the likelihood of the acquittal of ;

, the accused by the dint of the available repord seems a WTiting an 

■ the wall. The ac-c-used/petitioner is theret^,found entitled to the
9/

I
1-
I .

statutory benefit of Scction7265-K Cr.P.^Pind hence acquitted.
Il't.
I

Accused is on bail. Iiis bail bonds stand cancelled, and sureties

II
discJiargcd. Case propcit}' be dealt wltli in accordance with law

after lapse of period of appeal/revision.

File be consigned to the R( Room after. !•
■ 1.

necessary completion and compilation. 1
; ■

I
! .• V

.Annaunced
{ ■. .16.07.2022 *;

fOR f

ditional ,Session.s .Tudge-I, 
Chafsadda

t
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BEFORE THE COURT OF SESSIONS .roPGE/JU.PGE .SPECIAL COURT, CHARSADDA

..
■ ~.KashifHuss&in , .?l

!(
i i •:

/•i:* J/■•

•k:
i

CHARGE^
;■

■ The State VERSUS ■■h' ¥ .1, Azhar Ah, Sessions Judge/Judge Special Coxirt, Charf^addrij (|o hereby charge you 
accused namely Kashif Hussain S/0 Zahid Hussain aged abfiut 3.1/32 years R/0 Sheikh 
Abad Rajar Tehsil and District Charsaddfi. as under:' ,

That you the accused named above on 25.01.2020 afl'^iSOlhours- in village Khat

■■I;
> ■

ill
h' ■ ■

|!: Koroona near Turangzai Bazar situated -within-the criminal jurisdAtion of P.S, Umarzai 
were found, in possession of charas weighing 950 grams and you pereby commilted an 
offence punishable u/s 9(c) KP CNSA, 2019 and whhi 

And 1,hereby direct that you be tried on

5

I n4tie cognizance of this Court, 
e aforesai)| charge 1^ (his Couit. ■■h'

-
Date: 13.07.2020.

:n' I.h
idns Jwdg^/Ju^e!Sfpecial C^urt,

!;/ • (■'

‘f ' ■

tiiill arsadda. i
Note: 1in.. ^ used/f •'

1
iE I

The charge has been read over and explained to the ac

Have you hc.ard and understood the charge?
Yes.

Do you plead guilty or claim trial?

No. I do not plead guilty and claim trial.

li: Il)i . QIII
III; A
i r-

■ Qill
A1;;

3r I
.tDate: 13.07.2020.ill ■ {•

II — i ■ Certified u/s 364 Cr.P.C. ■A-

i[*T .
lii > I •

Accused-Ksahif Hussain.
I

■I ♦

I/ I.

^c/Judge^pecial Court■ 'Sfssifrn.sClj r 
. Csiai'sadda.

9 . •

■Itii -•itili- t

id ■

. iff '1_ ' i.

}

e :/<?33J=- 2 0 juriO:'-’ I
w. ♦

ir-.r •
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