21.06.2022 [Learned counsel for the petitioner present. M1'
Kabirullah Khattak, Addittonal Advocate General for the

respondents present.

Ty Implementation report not submitted. Learned
- Additional Advocate General secks time to contact the

| respondents  for  submission of Implementation  report.
Adjourned. To come up for implementatijon report on

04.08.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

04.08.2022 Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabir Ullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General present.

Implementation report not submitted. Notices be issued

to respondents for submission of implementation report on

+30.09.2022 beftore S.B.

(Farceha Paul)
Member (E)-

<

-
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

Execution Petition No.

190/2022

Date of order
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

2

11.04.2022

16.05.2022

21.06.2022 before S.B

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Zubair submitted
today by Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court X: proper order please.

@mwf

-

This execution petition be put up before to Single Bench at
Peshawar on /6 /3\129 22—

Notices to the appellant and his counsel be also issued for the dat

fixed. /\/@/’?‘-—25’ Le MQ (}}’M:@% 'Z% 7
Yo ///6

. Original file be requisitioned.

%

CHAIRMAN

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for the respondents

present.

Implementatioh report not submitted. Learned AAG
requested for time to submit implementation report.

Granted. To come up for implementatiop-report on

(Mian Muhammmad)
Member(E)
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Muhammad Zubair

Misc Pett: No.ﬁ O /2022

IN

~ S.A.No. 15189/2020

VEersus DPO & Others
I NDEX
S.# 'Description of Documents | Annex 'Page
1. | Memo of Misc Petition 1-2
2. | Copy of Appeal dated 17-11-2020 A 3-6
3. | Copy of Judgment dated 26-01-2022 "B 7-12
~Applicant
Through ¢ :
| Q_A,f/‘tv/f}v\ O

Dated: 11-03-2022

(Saadullah Khan Marwat)

- Advocate
- 21-A Nasir Mension,

Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.
Ph: 0300-5872676
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BEFORE Tl;kg KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Misc Pett: No. /2022
' IN
S.A. No. 15189/2020

Muhammad Zubair S/O Noor Khan,
R/O Serai Naurang, Lakki Marwat,
Constable No. 345, Police Line,

Lakki Marwat . . . |

Ce P R Appellant
VERSUS

1. District Police Officer,

Lakki Marwat.
2. Regional Police Officer,

Bannu Region, Bannu.
3. Provincial Police Officer,

KP, Peshawar . e Respondents

APPLICATION FOR__IMPLEMENTATION OF . THE

JUDGMENT DATED 26-01-2022 OF THE HON’BLE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 17-11-2020, applicant filed ‘Service Appeal béfore this

hon'ble Tribunal for reinstatement in service. (Copy as annex “A")

2. That the said appeal came.-up for hearing on 26-01-2022 and then
the hon'ble Tribunal was pleased to hold that;-

“The instént -appeal as well as the cohnected service
appeals are accepted. The impugned orders are set aside
and the appellants are re-instated into service with all back
benefits”. (Copy as annex “B")
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 That on 05-03-2022, applicant as well as Registrar of the hon'ble

Service Tribunal remitted the judgment to respondents for
compliance but so for no favorable action was taken there and then

and the judgment of the hon’ble Tribunal was put in a waste box.

That the respondents are not complying with the judgment of the

hon’ble Tribunal in letter and spirit and flouts the same with

disregard, so are liable to be proceeded against the Contempt of
Court Law for punishment.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that the judgment
dated 26-01-2022 of the hon'ble Tribunal be complied with hence
forthwith. |

|
OR |
In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for contempt of
~ court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

Applica

VThrough Lﬂ_‘i 3k§w-——~

Saadullah Khan Marwat

/AN T
Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal
. y
Dated: 11-03-2022 Advocates

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Zubair S/O Noor Khan R/O Serai Naurang, Lakki Marwat,

- has earlier been filed by the appellant before this Hon’b!e}Tribunal. :

;2, A/MJ;}« 3&‘»«\;

ADVOCATE
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

0o

/——

Muhammad Zubair $/O Noor Khan,

- 'R/0 Serai Naurang, Lakkl :Marvyat,

EX-Constable No'..345,

Police Station Gambila

- Versus
District Police Officer, .
Lakki Marwat.

Regional Police Officer,

“Bannu Region Bannu.

iled tn-day

\g_, 2 AN /REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT WAS FILED
Registrar

2}

. Provincial Police Officer, |

KP, Pes'haw_ar .

------------

5.4 No 1515 2020

o K")"mrf p

e L Appellant '

.ot

"'Nkhw.
ety luvu[

r°“‘“d~ZZL/ 2020

Neor .“‘

.......Respondents

N

D<= >C—D< >Cl>< SO L =DM

APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974

" AGAINST OB NO 678, DATED 27- 10 2020 OF R.

NO 01 VVHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED,_.

FROM SERVICE OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 3953/EC

DATED

12 11-2020 OF R.NO.

02 WHEREBY

FOR NO LEGA LEGAL REASON

RegpecthIlv Sheweth;

S RaC= >¢'(>< >C¢3< >¢Z>< >

. lThat appellant was apponnted as Constable in the year 2015 and
- was promoted to the pest of Head Cowetable in the year 2017

. _That on 26 09-2020, appellant along Wlth police party was on gusht
“and was statloned for general checking at the spot,. Irrlgatlon Canal
Gambila when in the meanwhlle a person namely Ayub Khan S/0

Raees Khan came on the spot havung in hand green shoper was .



&
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signated for checking but ran away and t_her‘e.aft_e.r, he waé searched
and recovgred three thousand gram chars from ‘his possession and
as a consequence, FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 Police Station
Gambila u/s 9(D)CNSA was registered. (Copy as annex “A")

3. That on 27-09-2020, a'cCu_sed was interrogated by the Inquiry

Officer Muhammad Shah Khan by confessing the recovery of the
contraband items. (Copy as annex "B")

the vehicle and Constable Aii Muhammad recorded statements
before DSP Azmat Khan. The former two officials did not mention
the recovery of 120 kg of chars but to the extent of three thousand
gram while later, Constable Ali Muhammad No. 674 méntibned the
same as 120 kg chars and recovery of Rs. 16,00,000/- from
accused, Ayub Khan. '

Here i‘tv would btz not out ofvpjace to mention that |none of them
were present on the spot during recovery of the contraband items

from the accugsed but at the same time, they were in Police L‘me

Lakki Marwat. (Copy as annex "C)

That on 06-10-2020, SHO Kaleem Ullah Khan who was transferred
to Police Station, Gambilz after the recaovery of the said contraband
items lodge subsequent FIR No. 180 dated 06-10-20, u/s

'118/119/164/2_00/20‘1/202 and 409 PPC in Police Station, Gambila

- stating therein that it has come to the ‘kn‘owledge through informer

‘that 120 kg chars was recavered from a truck on the spot by the

alleged appellant instead of 3000 gms and Rs. 16, 00,000/-." (Copy
as annex "D

. That in pursuance of the subsequent FIR dated 06-10-2020,

appellant was served with Charge Sheet and Statement of
Allegations on 06-10-2020 on'the same day that on 26-09-2020 at
02:00 AM on the information cf Constable Ali Mohammad along

with others seized Herno Truck No. 1229 and recovered 120 kg

chars from the same none mentioning of recovery of amount of Rs.

16, 00,000/~ which was replied and denied the allegations in toto.
(Copy as annex “E" & "F") |



That on 10-10-2020, accused Ayub Khan recorded statement
wherein recovery of the seized items was mentioned as 3000 gm

chars and nothing else. (Copy as annex "G")

That as appellant was made accused in the sub-sequent FIR, so he -
applied for bail be-fore the court of law in FIR No. 180 dat'éd,OG—lO—
2020 u/s 118, |119 164, 200, 201 202 -and: 409 PPC which was

: allowed vide order dated 10-10- 2020 (Copy as annex H”)

. That enguiry report was submitted to the authority by DSP Azmat

Bangesh for onward action wherein one Ali Muhammad constable

. No. 674 was shown as eye witness(s) of,'the_'scene_/ spot but as

10.

11

stated earlier, he was not present on the spot but was at the same
time in Police Line, Lakki Marwat. (Copy as annex ")

That on 27-10-2020, appellant was dismissed from serviee'by R.

No. 01 on the aivlleg'atfions mentioned therein. (Copy as annex "3

That_ -on 10—11,—2020\,' appellant vsubmitted comp‘rehens‘iv'e

- departmental appeal before R. No. 02 for reinStatemeht in service

which was filed / rejected by him on 12-11-2020. (Copies as annex
K& L) '

~ Hence this appeal, Inter Alia, on the following grounds;

GROUNDS . | |

. That on 26-09-2020, in the FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 there

was mentloned of other Police Ofﬁcnals regarding recovery of the’

selzed items but none deposed agamst the contents of the FIR.
[ .

That even accused Ayub Khan S/0O Raees Khan in his statements
and applications submitted before the court for release on bail
never stated that the contraband items was 120 kg a.nd supported
the cdntents of the FtR No. 171 dated 26- 09-2020.

. That in the subsequent FIR name of Ghulam Qadlr No. 193 IHC _

Constable Scleed Khan No: 987 FC, Constab\e Safi Ullah No. 19
Constable Habib-ur-Reham No. 7850 and Constable Zubair Kh%n

~ No. 345 who were shown present on the spot but they never



L[]

contradicted contents of FIR No. 171 dated 26-09-2020 and even in

the statements before the Inquiry Offlcer too.

.. That Inquiry Officer namely Azmat Ullah Bangesh DSP never
conducted enguiry into the matter as per ‘the mandate of law.

Neither any statement of any concerned was recorded in presence

of the appellant nor he was afforded opportunity of Cross
examunatlon what to speak of self defense

. That the Inqmry Ofﬁcer relred upon the statement of PASI Shakir

Ullah, Driver Constable Nadlr Khan and Constable Al Muhammad -

No. 674, yet statement of the former two officials goes in-favor of

appellant except the later but he was not present on the spot nor

.- he was mentioned anywhere in the case.

That though appellant was dismissed from service but he was never
served with Final Show Cause Notice or provided opportunity of self

defense, being mandatory, so the impugned orders have no legal
value in the eyes of law. . . |

| That in the FIR NO. 180 dated 06-10-2020, trial is.yet to be

'completed and the respondents were legally' bound to have wait for

its conclusion.

That both the impugned orders are not per the mandate of law but
are baBed on malafide.

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

- the appeal, orders dated 27-10-2020 and 12- 11-2020 of the

respondents be set asiae and appellant be reinstated in service
W|th all consequential benefits.

Appe

B a

Miss Rubina Naz

"'hrough

. Dated: 16-11-2020 - Advocate



/éEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S | ~Service Appeal No. 15189/2020
Date of Institution .. 17.11.20_20

Date of Decision 2“6.01.2022

' '.-'Muhammad Zubair S/o Noor Khan R/o Serai Naurag, Lakkl ManNat EX Con_ ble =
No. 345, Police Station Gamblla. - SRR !

(Appcllant)
District Police Officer, Lakki Marwat and other's.

(Respondentsj -

Arbab Saiful Kamal, T T
" Advocate ~ For Appellant -

Kabirullah Khattak; - | o
" Additional Advocate General For respondents
- . | :
- AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN.

| \D S e CHAIRMAN
- ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

| MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

- - o - 2 4 O o e S 0 o e

JQDGMENT

ATIO UR REHMAN WAZIR MEMBERLE_) This -judgment - shall

dlspose of the instant servnce appeal as well as the followmg connected service

appeals as common questlon of law and facts are lnvolved tnereln

1

1 Ser\/lce Appeal No. 15188/2020 titled Muhammad Saeed Khan
2. Serwce Appeal No 15190/2020 tltled Saﬂullan
|

3. Service Appeal No 15191/2020 titled Gnulam Qadlr . .

. ' ' ’ ‘ ” | ‘ l ".V .(:In:l\\‘n;.
02. Bnef facts of the case are that the appellant was. initially appounted as

Constable in Pollce Department in the year 201 3 and was promoted to the post of

Head Constable in tne year 2017, Durlng the course of hls seerce, an FIR U/Ss

. f118/119/164/200/201/202/490 PPC Dated 06- 10 2020 was. reglstered agalnst the
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I S appellant by the' respondents, but the appellant was' granted bail by the

v-competent court of law vude Judgment dated 10 10 2020. Slmultaneously, the
appellant was proceeded agalnst departmentally and was ultlmately dlsmlSSE‘d
from service vide order dated 27-10-2020. Feellng.aggneved, the appellant filed
~departmental appeal dated'lO-ll-ZOZIO', wh}lcvh_-was'_‘re_jected \/lde order._da,ted ‘12-1
.."11-2020 hence tne’inetantuser‘\;lce appe'al with prayere that the i.mvpugned orders
dated 27-10-2020 and 12- 11 2020 may be set aside and the appellant may be re-

mstated in service with all back beneﬂts

03. . Learned counsel for the appellant has con:tended, that 'the appellant'has'
not been treated in accordance with law, hence his rights secured under‘the
_Constitution has badly _been violated: that the appellant was 'charged in FIR and
as per law, the respondent:S<Vl/ere requl‘red' to _wal_t for declslo_n‘ of th'e.court,but_
the re_spondents hastily proceeded the appellan.t and.dismissed 'h.i‘m-' from service

unlawfully

ich.is against law and rule; t’hat tne:appellantwas nominated in'the

R subsequently, which shows malafide on part ol‘ the" respondent‘s; that no
regula'r inquiry was conducted, nor statement of witnesses were tecorded in
presence of the appellant, thus deprived the appellant of the opportunity to cross-
“examine such witnesses: that the appellant was’ condemned unheard and no
opportunity ot personal hearing was afforded to the appellant; that no showcause
notice was served upon the-appellant andthe‘ap’pellant was dis’mls"sed. in a
whlmsical and mechanical way, hence the i:'npugnedorder llwave no legal value in

' 'the eye of law that the mqunry of'ﬂcer relled upon statement of those who were

not present on the place of occurrence that both the impugned orders are not as
_p,er mandate of law and. are based onmalaﬂde; that_the appellant was acquntted

of the criminal charges vide judgment dated 21.12.2021, hence there remains no

ground to maintain the penalty,

04, Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended
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. oA PPC Dated 06-10-2020 was registered agalnst the appellant as well as his other

- colleagues by the respondents that on the same charges, the appellant was'

‘ _ 'proceeded agalnst departmentally and proper charge sheet/statement of
- allegation was served upon the appellant; that rnqulry ofﬁcer was appornted, who

o conducted proper inquiry and. the appellant was assoclated with proceedlngs Ff
lthe inquiry; that upon recommendatlon of the lnqulry officer, the appellant was
lvdlsmlssed from service vrde order dated 27- 10 2020 that departmental appeal of

the appellant was consr_dered and_the appellant was afforded opportunity of

defense, but the appellant failed to prove his innocence.

'--.;._VOS. - We have heard learned.counsel for the partles 'and. havye ‘perused fthe
‘record.
06. Record reveals that the appellant alongwrth other pollce party selzed 3
kilpgram Charas from one Mr. Ayub Khan and an FIR U/S 3-D CNSA was

registered against the accused Ayub Khan Interrogatlon report dated 27 09- 2020.
n respect of arcused Ayub Khan would show that 3 krlograrn Charas were'

recovered from him. ,Thro,ugh a-source report the respondents found that

actually, the quantity of Charas so recovered were 120 KG and Rs. 1600000/ were
" taken as’ bribe by the pollce party and the truck was allowed rllegally towards an
unknown destlnatlon upon’ whlch an FIR was lodged agalnst the appellant as well

as . hrs other colleagues. The crlmlnal case was decrded in thelr favour on

_-21 12,2021 but the appellaht as well as his other colleagues were proceeded

|
| departmentally and within 15 days, they were dlsmlssed from servrce w1thout

regular inquiry. and with affordlng opportunlty to the appellant to prove his

innocence.

07, tBelng involved in a criminal case, the respondents were required to

v suspend the appellants from service under section 16:19 of Pollce Rules, 1934,
o which specrﬂcally provides for cases of the nature Provrsrons of Civil Service
e

N | : .
S Regulatlons 1<)4 A also supports the same stance, hence thc respondents were
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/ reo.uired fo wait for the_conclulsion_o’f"the crlminal case, but.the 'respondents
hastilylnltlated dezapartmentai proceedings against the appellants, and dismissed
them from service before concluslon of the criminal case' It is a'settled law that
.,dlsmrssal of civil § servant from service due to pendency of criminal case against

: hlm would be bad unless such official was found gullty by competent court of law.
Contents of FIR would remaln,unsubstantlated allegatlons, and based on #he
same, maximum penalty could .not be imposed_ upon a civil servant. Reliance is
"placeqson PLJ 2015 Tr.C. (Services) 197, PLJ 2015 Tr.C. (Services) 208 and PL)
2015>‘l‘r.C. (Ser\lices) 152.' The alleglatio_ns 50 leveled against the appellants are
mainly based on presumption with no solid 'proof but it was responsibility of the
lnquwy officer to prove the Charges leveled agalnst hlm but the mqurry ofﬂcer did

,Inot bother to conduct a proper mquury as nelther statement of any W|tnesses IS

recorded in presence of the appellant nor the appellant was affordod opportunlty

) to Wnd such wrtnesses In a manner, the appellants were depnved of
\/JM right to cross-examine wltnesSes restiti~g in manlfest injustice Reliance lsl
placed on 2008 SCMR 609. and 2010 SCMR 1554, The authorlzed ofﬂcer farled to
frame the prOper charge and communlcate lt to the appellants anngwnth
vstatement of allegatlons explaining the charge and other relevant cwcumstances
| proposed to be taken into con5|deratlon.l Framlng of . chargev and  its
communicatlon alongwith statement of allegatlons was not merel\/ a formality but
it was a mandatory pre- requnsnte whlch was to be followed. Rellance is placed on
2000 SCMR 1743 Malafide of the respondents is evrdent from the fact that the
whole proceedlngs were completed w1th|n 14 days and the |competent authont\/

| wnlhout 5erv1ng showcause notlce upon the appellant recorded hls order of
- dlsmlssal on the face of mqulry report, whlch was -illegal and unlawful It is a
caldlnal principle of natural justice of unlversal appllcatron that nc one should be

condemned unheard and where there was likelihood of any adverse action

against anyone, the prlnClple of Audi Alteram Partem would requlre to be followed

, ' by providing the person concerned an opportunlt\/ of benng heard.

g
. 4
. ; .
L -
v % .
]
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officer mainly relied on hearsay with no solid evidence against the appellants.

Mere reliance on he_arsay and that too without confronting the appellant with the
same had no legal valie and mere presumption. does not . form basis for -

irnposltion of rnajor penaltv, which is not allowable under the law, Moreover the

l SHO who was also charged in the same FIR was also re- lnstated by the

B respondents

The criminal case was decided vide judgrnent dated 21-12-2021 and Lll

the six accused including the_appellant.were exonerated of the charges, . In a

situation, if a civil servant'is dismissed from service on account of his ln\’/olvement
f

in criminal_ case, then He would have been well wrthln his l‘lght to claim re-

lnstatement in service al‘ter acqunttal from that case. Rellance |s placed on 2017

.. PLC (C9) -1076. In 201-2 Pl._C (CS) 502 it has been held’ that if a person is

.acquitted of charge the presumptlon would be that he was lnnocent ‘Moreover,

| .
acquittal of the appellant in the crlmlnal case, there was_ no matenal

\

S avallable with the authorntles to take actlon and lmpose maJor penalt\/ Rellance is

placed on 2003 SCMR 207 and 2002 SCMR 57, 1993 PLC (CS) 460. It is & well-

_'se_t'tled'legal proposition that criminal and departmental pr:oc_eedlngs"can run side
by ‘side without affecting each other, bu: in the instant case,'.vve are of the
,‘ consldered opinion that the departmental proceedings werelnot co'nducted in
: "accordance, with law. The authority and the l'nquiry officer badly fa‘iled to abide by
'the relevant rules in letter and splrlt The procedure as prescrlbed had not been
: adhered to stnctlv All the formalltles had been completed in a haphazard

rnanner, which depicted somewhat indecent haste. The allegatlon; so‘leveled‘had

4 I _
not been proved. The appellants suffered. for longer for E charge, which is not yet

proved To this effect, the Supreme Court of Paklstan in its Judgment reported as

o -2008 SCMR 1369 has held that 'in case of lmposmg maJor penalty, the pnnCrples.

of natural justice requwed that a regular inquiry was to be conducted in- the

/. matter,” otherwise civil servant would be condemncd unheard and major penalty



/ |
of dismissal from service: would be imposed upon him without adootnhg the
reqcured mandatory procedure resultmg in mamfest mJustrce Main task of the‘
i mquury officer. was to- prove such allegatlons with solld evidence, but the mqunry
ofﬂcer badly falled to prove such allegatlons The respondents preferred to pumsh
_the apoellant only based on presumpbons facts however had to be proved and
_ v not presumed, partlcularIeror awardmg. major penalty of 'dlsmissal from service.
‘ vReIiahce rs placevd on, 2_0021 P L‘C (CS) 503 and 2008 S C MR 13_6-’9. The appellant
| Was also discr’rminated as one of the accused in FIR Mr‘. Habib ur Rehrhah
constable was re-ihstated In service vide order dated 25-02-2021, but appeal of

the appellant was not cor15|dered Moreover the SHO, who was also charged in

.Lhe same FIR was also re- mstated by the respondehts

09. We are of the con5|dered opmnon that the appellant has not beeh treated

in"accordance wnrh law and now after his acqmtta! from tho criminal case in the
r

same charges, there IS no material available W|th the authorlty to mamtalh such

penalty. In orcumstances, the instant appeal as well as the connected service .

"apoeals are accepted The |mpugned orders are set a5|de and the appellants are

re |hstated into" serv:ce Wlth aII back benefits. Partles are Ieft to bear their own

‘costs. F!Ie be COﬂ‘;lgﬂed to record room.

ANNQAJ_MLED
26.01. 2022

(AHMA LIAN TAR EN) - (ATIQ- UR -REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN | | 'MEMBER (E) '
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GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Forms-22.09.21/PHC Jobs/t arm A& Ser. Tribunail/P?

“«B”
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESIIAWAR,

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,
k PESHAWAR. 549

Respondent No........ ... . 0.0 ...

Notice to: - Df@ Lﬂ/{/@p /Wam/a[

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are
hereby infor e?n hat the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
0] s VAR (¢ aj%’/p ................. at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the -
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copics of written statement .
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the ~
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/ petition will be
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of an y change in your
address. If you fail to furnish such : ddress your address contained in this notice which the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correet address, and further
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purposc of
this appeal/petition.

E. e
Copy of appenl is attached. CWW
Offs. "€ NOtiCe NOu.cueciiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeecsvecs e dated.....ooooeiiiieniiiiii,
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% chistraf,

- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
- 2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspond: nce.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COQVIPLEIX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,
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Appellant/Petitioner

Versus ‘L
£ A ,)4 g
.pf?: l (, . ( ........... ’ L e, ..Respondent
£33
Respondent No........ 5 .cocooiviniiiniini ™
7y 2, I n
Notice to: — I’ o Cop b r.a/ﬁ}‘l 3 oaand

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provisiom of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered Lo issuc. You are
hereby mforgnl?d t?fat the said appeal/petition is fixed for hcaring before the Tribunal

Ls LD . at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petltloner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day Lo which
the case may be postponed cither in person or by authorised representative or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in-
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, Lthe
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purposc of
this appeal/petltloFru.. P v

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy.ofappeal hasalready been sent to-you-vide-Lhis

office Notice NO......uueeaeeecceeinrttrreeneeeeeeeeennens dated.....oounereeniiiiieieeeeeeens
Y /]
Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this........ ‘ 2' ...........
A Ul .o
DAY Of..uuueeaareecccanveeeeeeeeeeeeeerersecnnnecnns ;’ 7/ ...................... 204 4

_ /)ovt Q:
a Registran

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Halidays.
2. Ahays quote Case No. While making any carrespondence.
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