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Learned counsel for the appellant present and states that 

security and process fee have not been deposited due to illness 

of appellant and submitted an application for extension of time 

: to deposit the same.

Application is accepted. The appellant is allowed to deposit
i

i security and process fee within seven working days from today.
I

After the requisite deposit notices be issued to the respondents 

for submission of repiy/comment within 10 days in office from 

the date of receipt of notice. In case they fail to submit 

reply/comments within stipulated time from today, they shall 

' have to seek extension of time through written application citing . 

: sufficient reasons, the office shall submit the file with a report of. 

j non-compliance. Case to come up for arguments before the D.B 

on 16.02.2022 at Camp Court Abbottabad.

13.10.2021 '

2A.
Chaffmarr 

Camp Court A/Abad
(Salah-Ud'Din) 

Member (Judicial) 
Camp Court A/Abad 

Nemo for parties.13.06.2022
1. •

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil, learned Assistant 

Advocate General present.

Perusal of record would reveal that appellant was directed 

to deposit security and process fee within 7 working days but till 

today, the same was not deposited and accordingly notitices 

were not issued to respondents. Notice be issued to appellant 

and his counsel to deposit security and process fee within 3 

working days of the receipt of notice. Thereafter, notices be 

issued to respondents for submission of reply/comments for 

. 2 flQll before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

\

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E) 

Camp Court, A/Abad

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, A/Abad
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Nemo for the appellant.

This case belongs tO‘ Abbottabad Region and such case's 

were previously heard at camp court, Abbottabad. ,-May be 

notices issued to appellant/counsel have not been received by 

them, therefore, they are not in attendance. I have gone 

through the memorandum of appeal and documents annexed 

therewith. The appellant through this appeal has challenged 

the order of his removal from service. The departmental appeal 

and revision application are apparently time barred. In view df 

specific ground, the impugned order was not served upon the 

appellant he has no knowledge of the impugned order. Further 

urged that as per dictum of Honourable Superior Court, if 

personal service has notil^bn,|done then no period of limitation 

will lie in preferring the service appeal. Obviously, the question 

of limitation will require determination in view of the said 

ground. Let this appeal is admitted to full hearing, subject to 

all just and legal objections including that of limitation. The 

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 

10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply/comments in office within 10 days 

after receipt of notices, positively. If the written 

reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated time, 

or extension of time is not sought through written application 

with sufficient cause, the office shall submit the file with a 

report of non-compliance. File to come up for arguments on 

13.10.2021 before the D.B, at camp court Abbottabad.

20.08.2021

•!

., f

!

/
/
/

, _T

]

/•:

Chairman .•C

•i

S'

t

’i

V
y



y,
:/•Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Q
72021Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Ejaz resubmitted today by Mr. Sajid 

Iqbal Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

30/06/20211-

REGISTRAR^

This case is entrusted to S. Bench Peshawar. Notices be issued to
2-

the appellant/counsel for preliminary hearing to be put up there on-

!*
■

- •- n
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The appeal of Mr; Muhammad. Ijaz. son of Muhammad Arshad Ex-Constable LHC 1264 

Abbottabad received today i.e. on 24.06.2021 is incomplete.on the following score which is 

returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of Charge sheet & statement of allegations mentioned in the memo of appeal 
(Annexure-B) is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

'(^/Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures' marks.
^ Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

./S.LNo._;,

^ of, J2021Dt.

REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Saiid Iqbal Adv. A.Abad.
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, TiF.trOTiF, THF, SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER
i PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR
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Service Appeal No.

Muhammad I Ejaz son of Muhammad Arshad, Ex-Constable, LHC-1264, 
resident of i Mohallah Seri Sheik-ul-Bandi Jogan, District Abbottabad, 
presently Police Line, Abbottabad.

A

APPELLANT* • • •

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Abbottabad & others.
...RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAI

INDEX

AnnexurePage No^Descriptions,n
Seryice appeal along with affidavit lto81.

“A”Copy of FIR No. 523_________.
Copy of the statement of allegation 
Copy of order OB No. 44 dated 

28.02.202Q_____________ ~
Attested copies of order of respondent 
NO. 2 dated 07.01.2021 and order dated 
26,'.Q2.2021_________________ _
Copies of department appeal and order
dated 27.05.2021____________________ ^___ __

2,
»B”3.
“C”4. A4^^

“D” & “E”13-!^5.

“F” & “G”6.

>Vakalatnama7.

...APPELLANT
Through

■ /2021Dated:

. (SAJID fQBAL) 
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

f.■' 'r

fr

/2021Service Appeal No.

Muhammad Ejaz. son of Muhammad Arshad, lix-Constable, LHC-1264, 
resident of Mohallah Seri Sheik-ul-Bandi Jogan, District Abbottabad, 
presently Police Line, Abbottabad.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Abbottabad.
2. Regional Police Officer, (RPO), Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. Provincial Police Officer (IGP) Khyber Palchtunkhwa.
4. Secretary to Horae Department, Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

...RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE 4 OF KPK

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, FOR

DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT

IMPUGNED REMOVAL ORDERS FROM SERVICE

DATED 28.02.2020, 07.01.2021 AND 27.05.2021

ISSUED BY RESPONDENTS, WFIEREBY THE

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/ REVISION PETITION

FILED BY THE PRESENT APPELLANT WAS

DISMISSED BEING TIME BARRED, IS ILLEGAL,

UNLAWFUL, WITHOUT LAW AUTHORITY,
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ARBITRARY, PERVERSE AGAINST THE FACTS,

RECORD AND CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CASE

AND OF NO LEGAL EFFECT UPON TFIE RIGHTS

OF THE APPELLANT.

PRAYER; ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT !

SERVICE APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED REMOVAL
!

ORDERS FROM SERVICE DATED 28.02.2020,

07.01.2021 AND 27.05.2021 ISSUED BY i
I;

RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE
!■

I
AND THE APPELLANT MAY GRACIOUSLY BE RE

INSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL BACK

BENEFITS. ANY OTHER RELIEF WHICH THIS

HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL DEEM APPROPRIATE i:

f

MAY ALSO BE GRANTED TO THE APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

Brief facts of the case are as under:- !;

1. That, the appellant was inducted in police

department and after qualifying successful police
I:
£

training he was deployed in police lines

fAbbottabad. k

f

t1
f
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That the appellant has served the department for2.

the period of 13 years from which the appellant

also served as Drill Instructor. The appellant has

served with honesty and dignity for the satisfaction

of his superiors.

That on 07.08.2020 the appellant was charged in3.

concocted and fabricated case FIR No. 523 under

section 9D-CNSA P.S Nawanshehr District

Abbottabad. Copy of FIR is annexed as Annexure

“A”.

fThat the appellant surrendered himself at P.S4.,
i

Nawanshehr he was sent to Judicial Lockup and

thereafter he was released on bail.

That, appellant after his release visited the office5.

of respondent No. 1 for assumption of chai*ge and

he came to Icnow that he has been suspended from

duties and statement of^ allegations was handed

over, to the appellant on 07/05/2019. Copy of the

statement of allegation is annexed as Annexure

“B”.
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That the then SHO Police Station Nawansheher6.

was having personal grudges against the appellant

and due, to the said reason the SHO Police Station

Nawanshehr manipulated and chalked out cases

against the appellant.
!

That during the pendency of above said case, the7.

respondent No. 1 removed the appellant from

service vide order OB No. 44 dated 28.02.2020. It

is worth mentioning here that the said order was

passed in absence of the appellant without giving

him opportunity of personal hearing. Copy of order/

OB No. 44 dated 28.02.2020 is annexed as

Annexure “C”.

8. That feeling aggrieved from the above order, the

appellant moved departmental appeal before

respondent No. 2 which was also met with the

same order on 07.01.2021 vide order dated No.

44/PA dated 07.01.2021. The appellant was unable

to appear before respondent No. 2 as the SPIO of

Police Station Nawanshehr having ill will and

personal grudges against the appellant booked him

in another case vide FIR No. 523 of Police Station

Nawanshehr and the date which was fixed for

personal hearing of the appellant before the



5L.

respondent No. 2 he was behind the bai's in District

Jail, Abbottabad, and the appellant was released

vide order dated 26.02.2021 by the competent

court of law. Attested copies of order of

respondent NO. 2 dated 07.01.2021 and order

dated 26.02.2021 is annexed as Annexure “D” &

“E”.

9. That feeling aggrieved by the order of respondent

No. 2 the appellant submitted departmental appeal/

revision to respondent No. 3 which was also

dismissed vide'order dated 27.05.2021. Copies of

department appeal and order dated 27.05.2021 are

annexed as Annexure “F” & “G”.

That feeling aggrieved by this harsh and arbitrary10.

decision of respondent No. 2 & 3, the appellant

preferred the instant service appeal, inter-alia on

the following grounds;-

GROUNDS:-

That orders of removal from service of thea.
I

appellant dated 28.02.2020, 07.01.2021 and

27.05.2021 are without considering the

record and reply of the appellant and

t

L
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without giving opportunity of personal

hearing is against the law, void-ab-initio and

are liable to be set aside.

That the inquiry was not conducted as perb.

prescribed procedure and the impugned

removal . from service orders dated

28.02.2020, 07.01,2021 and 27.05.2021 are

liable to be set aside. As per law, the record

produced by the appellant has not been

perused and no evidence has been recorded

by the inquiry officer.

That the impugned order dated 07.01.2021c.

and 27.05.2021 of respondents No. 2 and 3

were not served to the appellant and he was

having no knowledge of these orders.

That as per the dictums of Honourabled.

Superior Courts if personal service has not

been done then nor period of limitation will 

lie in preferring the service appeal.

That service appeal is witliin time and the
■ i ■

appellant seeks his reinstatement of service

e.

from this Honourable Tribunal.

r
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f. That no other efficacious, speedy and

adequate remedy is available to the appellant

except the service appeal before this

' Honourable Tribunal.

That the other points shall be urged at theg-

time of arguments. !

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance

of the instant service appeal removal orders from service

dated 28.02.2020, 07.01.2021 and 27.05.2021 may

graciously be set aside and respondents may graciously

be directed to restore/ reinstate the appellant with all

service back benefits in the service of Police Department

Kliyber Palchtunkhwa.

c
...APPELLANT

Tlirough
Dated: J OC /2021

(SAJID IQBAL) 
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad

VERIFICATION^

Verified on oath that the contents of foregoing appeal are true and correct to

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been con^^led thyein 

from this Honourable Court. f

...APPELLANT
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2021

I
Muhammad Ejaz son of Muhammad Arshad, pix-Constable, LHC-1264, 
resident of Mohallah Seri Sheik-ul-Bandi Jogan, District Abbottabad, 
presently Police Line, Abbottabad.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Abbottabad & others.
'...RESPONDENTS t

5SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Ejaz son of Muhammad Arshad, Ex^Constable, LHC-1264,
i

resident of Mohallah Seri Sheik-ul-Bandi Jogan, District Abbottabad,

presently Police Line, Abbottabad, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare

that the contents of foregoing appeal are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed therein from this

Honourable Court.

DEPONENT

7-'

}
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION. 4 I

i

Jamil Akhtar Atltil; Superintendent o| Police 

AbbottabacI as'’G6mixetent Authority of the opinion that you LHC Aiaz No. 1264/LHCof 

Police Line AbbOTfalVack rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against as you 

committed the. following act/omission within the meaning of Police Disciplinary Rules

i

- 1975. ,
!

statRivient of the allegations
€?

to D.n No. 20 dated 17-11-2019, 0D No. 34' dated--— . 13

l7-n-2()I9, no No. in dated 11-12-2019, Dl) No. 8 dated 01-01-2020, DO No. 33 dated 

■ 04-01-2020 iiiid Ul> No. 32 dated 29-01-2020, he has ah.shitecl himscll' without siitncient 

cause ol leave / pcniiissi(»n at various time continuously i.e. 4 hours, lO.Iiours, one day, Nv^o 

days, three days and 14 hours and 2 days (total absentee period is 05 days and 14 hours), 

which is shown his lack of interest in ortieial duty.

For the purpose of scrutinizing yoii'r conduct with reference to the: 

above allegations. Inspector Sniiad PAL Office is appointed as Enquiry Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall in accordance with the provision of this 

ordinance, provide reasonablt opportunity of hearing to the accused, record finding and 

make within 25 days o!' the reccipl of this order, recommendation as to punishment or the

!
i

2). j

3).

appropriate action,the accused.

The accused a well conversant representative of departmental shall 

in the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Oificer.

A):

;

l. -

\
I

i

Adtll: S\iperintcii4leiit ofj^olice

I/PA, Dated Abboltabad the /^2^2Q2i).No:
CC: .

I ■’Delinuiient ofneial, with Ihe direction to submit his defense within 07 clays o.f!. L \ y
ihc icccipl of liiis sintemeur o^l'allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry

OrnccM ^br Hic date, tin-.e r.nd plaoc fixed'ior-the-purpose of deparimenraL^^ / 

proceedings.
, Enquiry oi’ficer to complete cleparimemal enquiry within shpulated period.

***!»4!*>l=***'***#**’»»*******‘** '

•V ’

; . / ,1 / .

2.t */
A’.. / Jr;( . \/ I
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//
CHARGE SHEET-

/ ■ V.

I Muhammad Jamil Akhlar Addl: Superintendent of Police
I

Abbottabad as compefent authority lYereby charge you LHC Aiaz No. 1264/LH of 

Police Line Abbottabad as explained in the attached statement of allegations.

.1).
/

i.:' '
You appear to be guilty o[' misconduct under Police Disciplinary Rules

i

! 075, and hayc rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the said 

Police Disciplinary Rules. .

2).

You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within seven 

days on the receipt of this Charge Sheet in the EnqLiii7 Officer.
Your written defense, if any shall reach the Enquiry Officer with in the 

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

in that case ex-parte action shall follow against you.
Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

.A statement of allegations is enclosed, f

3).

4).

. 5).

6).

0

Aclcll: S^perintqAidehtof Police
^^botja

Wl
/ h ■ "

J t>

\

<)
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'ANHEXUR^^ ■
V/

• ._\./ ,/// r ORDER• f>•>
C/

A, This office order will disjjose of llie dcparlinental 
LUC Ejaz No. 126-^ Rolicc Lines AbboUabacI. R has been reported with graze concern 

liiiil lie is habihial drug (Heroin) addict and also involved in selling of drug. Test 

purchase of heroin has also made from him on 27-11-2019 which ha.s proved

.1 ciajuiry ugamsly

1
j

I
v.--' ,-'0/•

that he is
involved in this criminal practice. Being member of disciplined force, his this criminal

/

• i

aci: earned bad name for police department in the eyes of general public and also 

causing Iwid affect on other officials, wliich is tantaipbunt to gross misconduct.

He was issued Show Cause Notice. In response to Show Cause Notice, 
beTailed to submit reply of Show Cause Notice. He .summoned time and again to 

in Orderly Room but lie willfully lulled to appear in Orderly Room.

. He is not only serious drug addict but also involved in drug-pcddling. He 
vzas counseled for a number of limes by the undersigned and e^'en made an effort to 

send liiin to rehabilitation but all to no avail. Therefore, in exercise of the powers vested 

in the undersigned Police Disciplinary dLiles-1975 (Amended 2014), 1, Javed Iqbal, 

I SI, Disti.ict Police Officei', Abbottabad as a competent authority, am constrained to 

award him the punishment of Dismissal from service witli immediate effect.

appear

ff Order announced.
Olt No. ■ .

Dated ->1-----\

).X) IsiMet-PulTCc-OfR^r 
Abbottabiul^.X

CC.

1. - Pay Officer DPO Off ce Abbottabad.

Eslablisliment Cleric, DPO Office Abbottabad.

OHC DPO Office Abbottabad alongwiili Enquiry containing 

for completion of record.

'“I

3. pages

+ H: >1: + :|: + + +' :!= + *
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ANNEXURG
OFFICE OF HIE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAI) 
^ 0992-9310021-22 

g 0992-9310023 
r.rpoha/Hra^ginaii.cuiii 

© 0345-9560697 
DATED g>7 / / /202i

•1
NO: /PA

ORDER
f

This order will dispose off departmeiltal appeal under Rule II-A of Kliyber 

Pakhtunkiivva Police Rules, 1975 submiUed by Ex. Conslable Muluininiad Ejaz No.1264 DLslrict 

Abbottabad against Ihe punishment order i.e. DiMuissalfrom Service awarded by DPO Abbotlalxid 

vide OB No.44 dated 28.02,2020.

Brief facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant white posted at 

Police Lines, Abbottabad, it was reported that the he is habitual drug (Heroin) addict and also 

involved in drug peddling. Test purchase of heroin was made on 27.11.2019 which proved that he i.s 

involved in this criminal practice.

The appellant was issued Show Cause Notice, however he failed to 

advance any cogent reason in his defence. Me was called in OR but he failed to appear before the 

competent authority. DPO Abbottabad counseled the appellant number of limes and even made an 

effort to send him to a rehabilitation centre but in vain. Consequently, he was awarded jnajor 

punishment of dismissal from service. Hence, the appellant submitted this present appeal.

After reeeiving his appeal, comments of DPO Abbottabad were soughl and 

examined/perused. The undersigned called the ofllcial in OR and heard liim in person. However, he 

failed to appear before the undersigned as he is presently confinc<l in district Jail due to his 

involvement in case FIR No. 523 dated 07-08-2020 u/s 9D CNSA PS Nawan'sher. The miscunclucL 

on the part of the appellant is unacceptable in a disciplined force and appeal being mei illess is liable 

to be dismissed. Therefore, in exercise of (he powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 

11-4 (a) of Khyber Pakhtiinkhvva Police Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby ///er/.with 

immediate effect.

Qijzi Jami! ur Rdiman (PSP) 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA liEGlON, ABBOTTAnAD

/PA, dated Abbottabad the ^ ^ " J ■:No. . /202f
CC.

1. The District Police Officer, Abbottabad for information and necessary action vvilh reference 
to his office Memo No.2810/Legal dated 27-07-2020. Service Roll and Fuji Missal 
containing enquiry file of the appellant is relumed hei ewith lor record

\
• \

K.
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f 'ANNEXURE’Jl ..r-
■ 'X,X' "t mA,-' >u t

OTT SYED MEDASSIR SHAH TERMIZI; 
rUSTRlCY ^ SESSIONS JUDGE/,lUDGE 

A/irrr/.lSC. ABBOTTABAP,
Stale.. .Vs.. .Muhammad Ejaz ^

158/ni-Sof20L9.

IN THE COURT
additional

12Or
in custody26.02.2021 trial namely Muhammad rxjaz being

COVID 19 pandemic and only his jail 

, learned counsel for the accused present.

Accused facing

produced from jail due 

warrant received, however

tonot

. Remaining PWs not 

application u/s

, Asim Mehmood Sr. PP for die state present

■ned counsel for the accused submitted

!Mi
an 1present. Lear

265-K Cr. P.C for acoiuittal of accused which is placed
ifile andon

\n\
is given to prosecution for arguments today.

application u/s 265
notice of the same is

Through this order 1 intend to dispose of

accused facing trial for his acquittal. Arguments

anbn. 2.
■ A

KCr. P.C filed by the

heard and record perused.7

fir No. 523 dated

of PS Nawanshehr Abbottabad,

of charas

the contents of caseAccording to 

07.08.2020 u/s 9 (d) ot KP CNSA

3.J

xL . found in possession

slabs and heroin weighing 

white colour

the accused lacing trial

consisting of ,four

wasallegedly

weighing 4190 grams 

iOOO grams

shopping bag) which the accused

accused feeing trial was charged for the commission of offence under

•1

........

rvrapped in a plastic envelop, (from a

was carrying in his hand. Hence, the

section 9 (d) CNSA.

After registration of the case 

nplete challan against the accused facing,,trial

and completion of investigation 

submitted. 'I he
4.

was
coi
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(1. !

accused was summoned who produced before the court in custody ?(imI 

formal charge against him was framed on 20.01.202 i to which he

pleaded not guilty and claimed trial. Thereafter, the prosecution was

directed to produce the witnesses in support of its case and so far, the
1

prosecution has produced four witnesses.

5. Perusal of record reveals that accused facing trial was charged

for offence u/s 9 (d) of KP CNSA for possessing 4190 grams charas

and 1000 grams heroin from the possession of accused facing trial. It

is also evident from record that case was registered against the
'

accused facing trial on 07.08.2020 and complete challan against him

was submitted before the court for trial on 07.1 1.2020 and later on the
\ 'V

charge was framed against the accused facing trial on 20.01.2021.

6. Perusal of record reveals that in the instant case no private

witness has been associated with the recovery proceedings and this

. '■■■ fact has been admitted by complainant/PW-4 during his cross
:4T--

examination by stating that there were lot of people present at the spot

at the time of occurrence but he did not engage any person to become

witness of recoveiy memo. Although, there were general complaints

for several days about selling of charas and heroin and alter

apprehension of accused the accused disclosed his name as

Muhammad Ejaz son of Muhammad Arshad but in cross,.examination 

PW-4 admitted it correct that accused was previously known to hint tts 

he was a police servant. Complainant/seizing^officer (PW-4) lliither



V

\
1

3

/

stated in iiis; cross examination that recovered slabs of charas were not 

separately; weighed. • • . .

7. Repord further reveals that although there is extract of register

No. 19 ,buj^the same isjncomplete and it only contains seven columns 

instead of eight. Moreover, the complainant of the case has conducted 

the investigation in violation of section 27 of Police Act 2017. — _

8. in wake of such glaring contradictions/deficiencies in ' 

deposition^f witnesses examined by the prosecution so far, I am of 

the opinion- that there exists no probability of ^e conviction of the 

accused; facing trial even if the prosecution is allowed to promice- 

further;eyidence. Hence, in the given circumstances, to continue with

'the proceedings would amount to wastage of precious time 

hand and.-would be a futile exercise on the other. Hence, tlie coun is 

rather to invoke the provisions of section 2^-K—
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:Cr. PC. Moreover, today the prosecution also submitted an application
I.. •

, from prosecution of the instant case under section 494

Cr. P.C read.with section 5 (b) Prosecution Act, 2005 which is placed

on file ■!

9. Resultantly, by accepting the instant application, the accused 

facing tfi.a^hameiy Muhammad Ejaz son of Muhammad Arshad is

acquitted-ofthe charges leveled against him in the'preldnrcase,He is
y'..' '

in custody;' therefore, he be released forthwith if not required 'to'be • 

detained, in any other case. Case property i'.e. .Cash amount-. of Rs. 

:s970/-, oni US Dollar: CNIC, ATM card ofKhyber bank
and brovVn
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No. N,

APPEAL No of 20

- Apellant/Petitioner

Versus

RESPONDENT(S),
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Notice to App^d<ft^&iti^er.._. / t
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qiiticeTake that your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing, 

replication,^affidavit/counter afi^davit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

........

L
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You may, therefore, appear before the Tribimal on the said date and at the said 
place either personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, failing 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in default..

/>

Re ■ar.
Khyber Pa^ Service Tribunal,

Peshawar.
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KHYBBR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
Judicial complex (old^, khyber road,

PESHAWAR.

No.

......... ............................... ofag/ .APPEAL No

ApeUant/Petitioner

Versus

RESPONDENT(S)

......

....... ............. ........................................................... .......................................... ...................

_S4yL(i< - it/^ l^ct^y\cAi

Notice to Appellant^etHiOlier.

Take notice that your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing, 
replication, affidavit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

.................. ...............................................................

You may, therefore, appear before the Tribunal on the said date and at the said 
place either personally or throi^i an advocate for presentation of your case, failing 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in default.

//

istrar,
wa Service Tribunal,Khyber Pamtu

. PeshWar.


