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08.09.2022. Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Mu._hammad Riaz Khan

1,

oy

K

Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Saleem Javed,

Litigation Officer for the respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of resbondents not submitted.

Representative of the respondents requested for time to submit

repiy/comments. Last opportunity is extended subject. to cost of Rs.
2000/-. Adjourned. To come up for reply/comments on 0.2022 before

' SB at Camp Court Swat.

(Mia-n Muhammad)
Member (E)
Camp.Court Swat

06.10.2022 Appellant present through counsel.

"~ Riaz Khan Paindakhel, learned Assistant Advocate

General present. Nemo for respondents.

Despite the fact that last obportuhity Was extended
subject to payment of cost of Rs.2000/-, neither cost was
deposited nor written reply was submitted, therefore, all the
respondents afe\placed ex-parte. To come up for arguments on

- 06.12.2022 before D.B at Camp Court, Swat.

| | : SCANNED T(Rozina Rehman)
’ : - KPST Member (J)
| Peshawar “Camp Court Swat .
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¥ 109.06.2022 Appellant in person present. M. Kabirullah -Khattak,

Additional Advocate General for ’t'lie'-‘f'es'pondents present.

Written reply/(,omments on behalf of leSpondents not

submltted Learned AAG requested for time to submit written

reply/comments. Granted: To come up for reply/comments on

07.07.2022 before S.B

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)
Camp Court Swat

07.07.2022 Counsel for the appeliant. Mr. Noor Zaman, District
Attorney for respondents present. ‘

Written  reply/comments not submitted.  Learned
~ District  Attorney -requested for time to file written
reply/comments. Request accepted by way of Ia‘Sf chance. To
| come up for written reply/commenfs on 04.08.2022 before S.B
at Camp Court, Swat. | |

L )

{Fareeha Paul)

. Member (E)
ho g - om P 76 Sppmomrain , Camp Court, Swat
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' Service Appeal No. 7353/2021 I £

| &
07.04.2022 Nemo for the appellant.-. ’
' | Previous date was changed on 'Reader Note,

i

therefore, notices for prosecution of the 'a‘p‘peal be issued to
the appellant as well as his counsel through registered post
and to come up for further proceedings on 06.06.2022

before the S.B at Camp Court Swat. .

=

(Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (J)

Camp Court Swat

06.06.2022 ‘None for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, |

Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

~ On the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, District
Bar Association is observing strike today, ‘therefore, learned
counsel for the appellant did not appear before the court.
Adjourned. To come up for written reply/comments on
09.06.2022 before the D.B at camp court Swat |
| bt

¥

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)
. ‘ , Camp Court Swat




05.01.2022 Mr. Ifdad-Ullah, Advocate, for the ‘appellant .preégﬁt.
Preliminary arguments heard. |

Points raised need consideration, -therefore, thé‘ appeal in
hand is admitted to regular hearing subjeét to all  legal

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit security and

[0CeSS Fe® process fee within 10 days, where-after - notices be issued to the
vy/‘-"""” espondents for subm|55|on of written reply/comments on
o

- 10.02.2022 before the S.B at Camp Court Swat.

.-f-_\('o |
/
SELPE (Salah-Ud-Din)
~ Member (J)
Camp Court Swat
10.02.2022 Tour is hereby canceled .Therefore, the case is adjourned -

.- t007.04.2022 for the same as before at Camp 'Court Swat.

Reader




Form- A ‘ g,j

FORM OF ORDER SHEET "
Court of | '
~ Case No.- : 7 3‘?% /2021

Date of order

-h

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings - '
1 2 3 o e
1 30/08/2021 The appeal of Mr. Wazir presented today by Mr. Imdadullah
, Advocate may be entered .in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for proper order please. \
REGISTRAR v
2. This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar. Notices bg issued to
the appellant/counsel for preliminary hearing to be put upz’: there on-
22)16jY i
CHAI
22.10.2021 Appellant in person present.

Appellant requests for adjournment on the ground that his
counsel is not available. Adj'ourned. To come up-for “preliminary
aring before the S.B on 17.12.2021.

(D

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E)




s BEFORE KHYBER PKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBU

. CHECK LIST

NAL, PESHAWAR

l'

S.# . | Contents e _ ] Yes | No
1. | This appeal has been presented by:  Wazfy _ '
) Whether Counsel / Appellant / Respondent / Deponent have signed the /

) requisite documents? . o o
3. | Whether Appeal is within time? . . _ v’
4. - | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? v
S. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed ig correct? YT
6. Whether affidavit is appended? . - - 1V
7. Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner? | v/
8. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? -1y
9 Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the v©

3 subject, furnished? s B
10. | Whether annexures are legible? v
11 Whether annexiires are attested? Vv’
12. _ | Whether copies of anrexures are readable/clear? v’
13. _| Whether copy of appeal is delivered to' A.G/D.A.G? : ) ;
M Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and /

| signed by petitioxier/appellant/respondents? ' .

13. Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? 1 Vv L
16. | Whether appeal contains cuttings/overwriting? v
17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? | v

18, | Whether case relate to this Court? , v©
19. - | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? | v
20. . | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? | Vv
21. _ | Whether addresses of parties given are complete? v _ [

22. | Whether index filed? v
23. | Whether index is correct? v
24. - | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? on
' - Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974
25. | Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent
. o respondents? on e ' .
2%, Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? on
27 Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite
L |party? on '

It is certified that formalities/documentation as fequired in the above table have been fulfilled.

Name:

. Signature:

Dated:

lvrdal Uilah

Y -

30/0%8 ] 502

o




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

. , PESHAWAR SCANNED
, KPST
Peshawar,

Wazir S/o Muhammad Rahim Ex-Ward Orderly THQ Hospital, Samarbagh, Dir '

e 7353

VERSUS

Service Appenl No. of 2021

*..Appellant

The Director General Health Services Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar and Another.

...Respondents

2 Affidavit . . 6
3 Adéresses of the parties - 7
4 Copy of the Order dated 14-12-2012 A Q
5. Copy of the FIR B 7
6. Copy of the Jail Warrant C /0
7. 1 Copyof the Judgment dated 29-06-2021 D N d ?
8 Copy of the Order dated 10-07-2019 E Fo
9 Copy of the Departmental Appeal/Afpplicution F 3/
10. Copy of the Order dated 16-08-2021 G 2.2
11. Vakalat Nama " 33
‘Appellant Through
f mdad Ullah
Advocate Swat

Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk,
Mingora Swat, Cell 0333 929 7746




'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Wazir S/o Muhammad Rahim Ex-Ward Orderly THQ -

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2021

Hospital, Samarbagh; Dir Lower.

1. The Director General Health Services Government

-..Appellant

VERSUS

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The District Health Officer, Dir Lower.

.--Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE
ORDER NO. 3906 DATED 10-07-2019
WHEREBY THE SERVICE OF THE
APPELLANT = WAS  TERMINATED
AGAINST THE LAW, RULES AND
FACTS AND IS LIABLE TO BE SET
ASIDE, FEELING AGGRIEVED OF THE
SAME THE APPELLANT PREFERRED A
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL, BUT THE
SAME WAS ALSO DISMISSED IN A~

- VERY SUMMARY MANNER IN UTTER

NEGATION OF THE LAW AND RULES
ON THE SUBJECT VIDE ORDER NO.
5288/W.0 DATED 16-08-2021, WHICH IS
ALSO LIABLE TO BE SET ASIDE,

3




Prayer:

That on acceptance of this service appeal both the

orders impugned may very kindly be set aside being

against the law, rules and facts and reinstate the

appellant back into service with all back / consequential

benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts:

i

1.

111,

0.

That the ’appelzant was appointed as Ward
Orderly vide order No. 5534 dated 14-12-2012
and since then petformed his duties without any
complaints of any sort either by the authorities
or the public. Copy of the order dated 14-12-2012

is enclosed as Annexure “A”.

That in the year the appellant was falsely
inducted in criminal case FIR No. 494 dated08§-
08-2014 under sections 302, 324, 148, 149,
337D, 337F(iii). Copy of the FIR is enclosed as

Annexure “B”,

That the appellant was on bail, but was again

remanded to judicial lock up upon cancellation
of bail on 16-05-2016 and since then was in
judicial lockup till his acquittal. Copy of the jail

warrant is enclosed as Annexure “C”,

That the learned Session Judge convicted the

appellant along with other accused vide
judgment dated 22-05-2019,




vi.

VL.

viil,

ix.

- That feeling aggrieved of the same the appellant

along with others filed a criminal appeal before

the August Peshawar High Court, Mingora

Bench, Dar-ul-Qaza swat bearing No. Cr.A No.
245-M of 2019.

That the said criminal appeal was allowed and

the appellant was acquitted of the charges vide

judgment dated 29-06-2021. Copy of the

Judgment dated 29-06-2021 is enclosed as

Annexure “D”.

That after his release from judicial lockup the
appellant when reported for duty so to his

astonishment he was infgrmed that his service

- has been terminated vide order No. 3906 dated

10-07-2019. Copy of the order dated 10-07-201 4

is enclosed as Annexure “E”.

That order was passed in utter violation of the

law and rules on the subject, thus feeling

‘aggrieved of the same the appellant preferred a
departmental appeal through proper channel,

Copy of the appeal is enclosed as Annexure “F”,

That straﬁge enoughﬂ the respondent No, 2
instead of forwarding the appeal to the nest
authority decided the same-himself vide No.
5288/W.0O dated 16-08-2021 in utter negation
ofu the law and rules. Copy of the order dated

16-08-2021 is enclosed as Annexure “G”.

o)




x'

That still feeling aggrieved and having no other
option this Honourable Tribunal is approached
Jor the redressal of the grievances on the

following grounds.

Grounds:

a.

That befqre imposing the major penalty of dismissal

" all the codal Jormalities are mandatorily to be

adopted under the law and rules in due course, but
in the case of the appellant the same has not been
done to the utter detrinient of the appellant and thus

has not been treated in accordance with the law.

That appellant has been condemned as unheard.
Neither has any inquiry ever been conducted nor

any chance of self defence been afforded to the
appellant,

That the order of termination is being under the law
that is repealed ages ago, which makes the order

impugned void ab initio.

That the departmental appeal of the appellant is
decided by the same authority who made the order

zmpugned which also makes the order void and

liable to set aside.

That this is a classic case of its kind wherein the
colourful, fanciful, arbitrary and parochial use of

authority is exercised even not vested, which act is

time and again depreciated by the Apex Supreme




Court of Pakistan in plethora of judgment, rather is

- by now a settled principal of law.

. That the absence of the appellant was never willful

rather was due to circumstances beyond the control

of the appellant.

It is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that

on .acceptance of this appeal both the orders

 impugned may very set aside being against the law

and rules on one hand and void ab initio on the
other, and reinstated the appellant back into service

with all back / consequential benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate‘in the

 circumstances and not specifically prayed for may

also very kindly be granted.

Appellant
25
Wazir
Through Counsels,

==
%hman

f Trdad Ullah

Advocates Swat




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. _ of 2021 A
Wazir S/o Muhammad Rahim Ex-Ward Orderly THO
Hospital, Samarbagh, Dir Lower.

" ...Appellant
VERSUS

The Director General Health Sérvices Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Another.

...Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

Itis solemnly stated on Oath that all the contents of

this service appeal are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and’ nothing has either been

misstated or kept concealed before this Honourable

Tribunal.
Deponent -
/f/) :
‘ Wazir
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.

of 2021

Wazir S/o Muhammad Rahim Ex-Ward Orderly THQ
Hospital, Samarbagh, Dir Lower.

< Appellant
VERSUS

The Director General Health Services Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Another.

...Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

Wazir Sfo Muhammad Rahim Ex-Ward Orderly THQ
Hospital, Samarbagh, Dir Lower,

Respondents:

1. The Director General Health Services Government
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The District Health Ofﬁcer, Dir Lower,

Appellant

Through Counsel,
/”4%? Ulan

Advo_cate Swat




~

0._SS3R ’j /Dated __[_(-LI _L_z_l2012 /4
~

Phone No. 0945-9250098.
A

ot

wnexures=->=

Mr. Wazir S/O Mohammad Rahim Khan @
Village Kambat P.O & Tehsil Samarbagh
Dir Lower,

Subject: WPP.INTN‘TE’N"T’? k
Memo:-

Reference your application for the post of Ward Orderly.

You are hereby offered a post of Ward Orderly BPS-02 (Rs. 4900-
170-10000) plus usual allowances as admissible under the rules on regular
contract basis. against the vacant post of Ward Orderly at THQ' Hospital - ‘
Samarbagh Dir Lower on the followmg terms & conditions.
TERMS & CONDITIONS.

1. Your appointment will be on regular contract basis.

2. You will not be entitled for pension and gratuity benefits.

3. You will not contribute to GP Fund.

4. You will avail the benefit of Contributory Provident Fund. (CPF)
through 10% contribution of minimum of her pay and 10%.
contribution to be made by the Government.

. Yoﬁr appointment will take place subject to provision of Health &
age certificate from the Medical Superintendent DHQ Hospital
Timergara.

. If you accepts offer for abpoi_ntment as Ward Orderly with the above

ive District Officer,
(Health) Dir Lower
/
Copy forwarded to:-
1. The District Accounts Officer Dir Lower. m ﬁ
2. The Incharge THQ Hospital Samgrbagh Dir Lowe
3. The Accounts Clerk of this office
For information and necessary action please. A AdVCcat’ _

cutive District Officer,
ll-ln-:lfln\ Dirl Amvrar
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ATTESTED

Peshawar Hﬂigh Court Bench
Mingora Dar-ui-Qaza Swat.
Sub- Kt,g,tstn' Dn (B.)

- by ","n

R B
[P
Al

Cm e ereamin v e

Saby AI(/‘ 0o: HOM'BLE MR !USTIQ (SHTIAQ 1BRAHIM

P
G

»
-1 . ./4mwxwﬂe-" pondered

JUDGMENT SHEET
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT,
MINGORA BENCH (DAR-UL- -QAZA), SWAT
(Judicial Deparlmem)

Cr.A No.245-M/2019

N(z veed Khan and 08 others.

(Appellams)‘
Versus
The State and another
: (Respondents)
Present: . - Mr. Sher Muhammad Khan, Advocate for the

Appeliants.

Mr. Razauddin Khan, A.A.G for the State,

Mr. tkranmuliah Khan, Advocatc for Respondent
No.2: .

Date of hearing:  29.06.2021

JUDGMENT

ISHTIAQ IBRA HIM, J.- Through this criminal apbea],

the appellants have challenged judgmleljt 22.05.2019
rendered by the lé‘amed Sessions Judge)M.C.T.C, Dir
Lower, in ‘case FLR No.494 - dated 08. 058'2014
registered under sections 302/324/148/149/337D/337_

F(iii) P.P.C at Police Station Samarbagh, District Dir

7

Lower, whereby they were convicted & sentenced u/s;

1. 302 (b) PPn, to life imprisonment each, with

dircctions  to  pay compensation of
- Rs.200,000/~  (rupees (wo  hundred
thousand) each 1o the legal heirs of. the

deceased, within the mcaning of. section A tes
544-A Cr P.C, or in default each 4
appellant/convict shall under g0 six months - —

S.I: and Advocate

2. 324 PPC to two (02) years R.I each with
directions {0 pay Rs.50,000/- each as
- compensation 1o the injured/victims.

s et Vo w6

- o —

HON'BLE MR, IVSTICE WIQAR AMAD

-
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3
L_/

@ L The benefit of section 382-B Cr.P.C was
‘ ; given to the appellants

The complainant-party has also filed

connected Cr.R No.61-M/2019 ‘Shakoor Khan etc Vs

. Muhammad Nasib Khan ete’ for enhancement of the
above sentence awarded to appe]lants/convicts. They

} have also filed connected Cr.A_ No.310-M/2019

Sha/coor Khan and 14 others Vs. Muhammad Naszb'

Khan_and 10 Others’ against acquittal of co- accuscd’
Muhammad Nasnb Khan in the case as well as agamst

acquittal of the present appellants of the charges under

. sections 337-D/337-F (m) PPC. .

Since, all three matters being the outcome
of one and the sanie impugned judgment of the learned
trial Court, therefore, same are decided together through

this singlejudgmcnt.

2 On0808.20i4 at 18:30 hours, complainant
Barullah Khan reported the matter !;efcre the police to

TEL the effect that on the eventfu] day, his grandson namely

- Tariq who was coming.to Kambat Bazar, reaching near -

T -3NER

‘Pe\hawarh;qh{?]ur' Bench the house of Abdur Rashid, accused Imran and
N]mqur'r D w0277 Swar. ' . . :

S s } o . s i 3 ]
Sub-fiegisuy du Zamullah after catchmg hold of him has beaten .him.

The complamant alongwnh PWs Kxfayatullah Abdul

Shakoor and Shaﬁullah whllmg going behind the

accused party to complain them about said act of the

i :
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accused, when reached the spot i.e. thoroughfare in

- front of house of Igbal, there accused namely (1) Abdur

Rasheed (2) Muhammad Rashid (3) Muhammad'Naeem

Khan (4) Zainullah Khan (5) Ali Umar (6) Imran (7)

- Ibrahim (8) Saeed Said (9) Tariq Shah (10) Naveed (1

Muhammad Nasib Khan (12) Ismail and (13)
Asmatullah, who were already waiting duly armed,
started indiscriminate firing at them, as a result of

which, Khurshidullah, Majeedullah, Abdul Qadar,

Iqbal Farmanullah, Tarlq and Shahidullah suetamed

injuries, out of whom Khurshldullah died on the spot
Majeedullah succumbed to his injuries on the way to
hospital. The injured persons and their companions

namely Kifayatullah, Abdu] Shakoor and Shafiullah

were cited as eyewitnesses to the occurrence. Besides

the al]ege;j quarrel, disi)ute over, landed property
.bctWeen the| parties was also disclosed as a"motive
behind the occurrence. Report of the complainax;t was
reduced in shape of murasila Ex.PW7/1, the contents

whereof were subsequently incorporated into F.L.R

Ex.PA.

3. ; Injury sheets of the deceased and injured

hom §

persons were prepared. Inquest reports of the deceased
were also prepared. Thereafter, autopsy on the dead

bodies of the deceased Khurshid Ullah and

|
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@ . ' Majeedullah were conducted in the hospital. The injured |
| : bersoné were also -medically exémiried by the doctors in
the hospital. On the following day i.e. 09.08.2014,
injured Shahidullah succumbed to his injuries at K.TH,
Peshawar, His inquest repbrt was prepared anathis post-
mortem was also conducted vide feport Ex PW24/1.
Site plan Ex.PW23/4 was draw.n on pointation of the
eyewitnesses. During spot inspection, blood through
cotton was picked up from places of deceased and

injured persons through recovery 'n1emo Ex.PWI1/1. Six

empties of 7.62 bore and a.n> empty of 30 bore were

recovered from the spot vid'e' recovery memo Ex.PW1/2. -
Blood stained garments of the deceased and injured

persons were also taken into possession. Statements of

the PWs were also recorded. On different dates, the.

appeliants and acquitted co-accused Muhammad Nasib
Khan were arrested. Remaining three accused 'namely'

Abdur Rashid, Imran and Tariq Shah were absconding

i and accordingly the Investigating Officer applied for
EXANWINER

il h
eshawar High Court Benc
Pi‘ﬂinqara Dar-ul-Gaza Swat.
Sub-Reyistry Bir (b

issuance of proclamation and warrants against them.

4. . After completion of investigation, chaZ{ans i}
against the appellants land acquitted co-accused - i
ste Muhammad Nasib Khan \lvere'submitted for trial in the
ite S .
R / learned triali Court. After the compliance of the
Advocate '

provision of section 256 (c) Cr.P.C, they were charged

Sab2 Al s:H H'ON'BLE MR, JUSYICC-ISHT (AQ IBRAHIM
© HON'BLEMR,JUSTICE ¥I0AR AtiMAD
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~ sheeted to which they pleaded not guilty and claimed

trial.

S. In order to substantiate its allegations

. against the accused, the prosecution examined as many

as twenty seven (27) witnesses, followed by the
statements of the accused recorded u/s 342 CrP.C,

wherein they claimed innocence, however, they neither

wished to be examined on oath nor desired to produce

evidence in defence.

6. On conclusion of trial, the éppellants were
convicte;i and sentenced in the ‘manner mentioned e;bov;:
while co-accused Muhammad Nasib Khan was
zfcquittéd of the charges by the learned trial Court vide
judgment dated 22.05.2019, hence, this criminal appeal

and the connected matters.

7 . Arguments heard and record of the case
perused.
8. - Case of prosecution against the appellants

is that they alongwith acquitted co-accused Muhammad
Nasib Khan and three a;.bsc'onding co-accused have
committed.murders of Khurshidullah, Majeedullah and
Shaﬁidullah besides causing injuriés to the PWs _through

firing. The eyewitnesses némely Muhammad .Iqba],

Abdul Qadar, Tariq Igbal, K:fayatu]lah Shafiullah and.

Sebrall/* 08 NON BLE MR. JUSTICE ISHTIAQ [BRAHIM
R (5 WIQAR AHMAD
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Inayatullah have been examined by the prosecution

before the learned trial Court as PW-17, PW-18, PW-

19, PW-19A, PW-20 & PW-21, respectively. PW-17,

PW-18 & PW-19 have allegedly sustained firearm

injuries in the incident, Injured PW Férmanullah has not

Ty

been produced by the prosecution while eyewitnesses

Kifayatullah ~ (PW-19A),  Shafiullah  (PW-20) &

- Inayatuilah (PW-21)Ahave not sustained any ilnjury in

the occurrence. According to the prdsecution version,
the comp]aihant-pany has allegedly been fired at by the
accused party  when théy were moving towarcis ;he
accused jfor complaining them qua beating injuredi'.l“-ariq
(PW-19) by the accused Imran and Zainu“ah just prior
to the instant occurrence. As per prosecution’ stam;;e,'all

the deceased, injured persons, unhurt PWs and

complainant were members of the said complaining

group. The site plan Ex.PW23/4 has been prepared on

pointation of the alleged eyewitness namely Inayé’tﬁllah
(PW-21), however, his name does not figures in:the
F .I.R/;ﬁurasz’lavas eyewitness of the' incident, Similérly,
no point of presence has Been assigned to .the'
complainant in the site plén. Injuréd Tariq Igbal (PW-
18) during his cross examination states that: |

S UR e aé Lx.}lu#fa.vé ..}'c.u:/r.‘e.lff
ul/:)dlfé'..LbéJ"‘ufé.ﬁr./rglhu."”c.
-JﬁC})JJ’Uﬂ)lle

t
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While eyewitness Shafiullah (PW-20) states that:

Jl‘fw) el utfu/u,fd;cw:ufu_uf ,

f:’&c_)f/(._a-wwri";é,b’,.w..fhﬁuéw:/

u’fmt Izl u’fi_;f,’:f,turmw;'g.rél '
G o) L

PW-20 admits that he had not disclosed in

-his statement before the police regafding beating of

Tariq by said two persons. He also admits to have not
disclosed the purpose of their présence before the

occurrence,

Injured PW-17 states that the firing would

have hardly continued for one or two minutes whereas

PW-18 negates it by stating that firing have continued

for a minute or 1 % minute. Injured Tarig (PW-18)

confirms that when he sustained injuries, he was fully

conscious. According to prosecution version, deceased

Khurshidullah has died on the spot while deceased
Majeedullah succumbed to the injuries on the way to

Timergara Hospital but even this injured (PW-18) states

that;

. JUUL/lg.uﬂédwﬁobsﬁjlg/?/;iﬁlg
2t Lﬁfvtgﬁklléﬁlﬁlﬁ.é Q(Ll;o//.:l;{n’DHQ
-_U?.i..é_:l_m."—fjJL/u:?b

According to the record, on the next day of

- “the occurrence i.e. 09.8.2014, injured Shahidullah has

succumbed to injuries at K.T.H Peshawar.-Moreso, the

Ssbratys  o8: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHTIAQ IBRAMIM
HONBLE MR, JUSTIS
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Investigating Officer (PW-23) states to have recorded

®
®

statement of eyew1tness namely Inayatu[]ah on

08 08.2014, on the spol but said Inayatullah (PW-21)
himself states that at the time of record;ng hzs statement
by the LO, he was alone in _bhaitak. All the
eyewitnesses (PW-17 to PW-QI) are unanimous that
tﬁey have stated nothing in their police statements
recorded w/s 161 Cr.P.C during “investigation qua
sustaining injuries by injured PW Farmaﬁullah in th_e_

occurrence. In this regard, the 1.0 ‘(?W-23) also

categorically admits that;

3P Mo L St i O L) S ooy
‘aw;;;’ Lyt Gz Sesns™® pdibs f euek
o bornid st s LSl g adis”
wﬁ,:,u‘f,cxédwjnguea‘z?u,,awL'gf&u '
LU ]-U-L(gnu} WSS E 2Ry g iFsie B2y
- “{_JJEJ};GLUI
Though, said Farmanullah has been shown

to have sustained firearm injuries in the incident,

however, such assertion of the prosecution gets no

EXAW | support from the entire evidence. In this respect, neither
peshawar High Court Bench . ' , - ' : A
Mingara Bar-ul-UaraSwat. - said Farmanullah nor. the concerned doctor was :

Subl-Regrsury Dir L)

-examined by the prosecution during trial. Thus, the

al]éged presence of said eyewitness  namely

ke
4
i
i
=
T
I
i
Py
)
g

i

fi

Farmanullah on the spot at the relevant time is doubtful

B Presence of }nayatu Jah, the alleged eyew;tness (PW-21)

p.dV? ‘ has been shown at point No.Il of the site plan

Sob AN 00: HON'8LE MR. JUSTICE ISHTIAQ IBRAHIM
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.A Ex.PW23/4 and according to the 1.0 (PW-23) from said

- point No.11, the accused were not visible to him. For

ready reference, the relevant portion of the statement of

1.O is reproduced here.

#h et do o n i p e s pete 2 $
' -(.‘_l(] ]/.(Ddlod;’-/:lc‘:.(f(o;f(/l{ﬁv;é

1

Crime empties have alle‘gedly«. been

‘ i

(PW-23) is situated in between points No.lO,fl and

points No.13 to 16. Presence of eyewitnesses has been

shown at points No.10 & 11 while that of the accused |

recovered from point D, which according to the 1.0 '
has been shown at points No.13 to 16. PW-7, the scribe ‘
' ‘ ' |

of murasila also admits that

[T VT ROV NIC NI W RpY LY L)

o/JL»_ﬂu&lyr(tb’jﬂ;zt}"L,l.f,l/l//&J.;‘/f;.uwpg - " ’ '
A -‘aJ&Uﬁu&ﬁft{%‘l@)dlm%;b»(ﬁvr -
PW-2] Inayatullah has been shown at point’
No.11. It may be observed here that escaping thurt

from alleged indiscriminate firing of 13 persons keeping

in mind the places ascribed to them in site plan quite

G ‘--"."1 ¥ ., -
PeshaWwar High Court Bench

Mingara Dar-ul-Oaza Swat.  near to the deceased and injured PWs is not appealable
Sub-Registry Dir (L) e

to a prudent mind. Moreover, there is no justification in
the testimonies of. any of the alleged eyewitnesses,

which could show that accused were visible from the

points where the eyewitnesses were shown present at

the relevant time of the occurrence. Even' the

Sabr Al i HON'BLE MA. JUSTICE 1SHTIAQ IBRAHIM
HON'BLE MB.JUSIICE WIQAR AHMAD




-10 -

. testimohies of the injured eyewitnesses (PW-17 to 19)

are not consistent on the material’ points qua

‘involvement of the present accused in commission of

offence. The quantity of evidence produced by the

* prosecution does not contain the required quality.

| Furthermore, mere sustaining of injuries by said PWS in
the occurrence would also not ipso facto establishes
presence or vic;eu'ious liability of. accused in the
commission of offence unless harmonized; trustworthy
and corroboratory evidence is brought on record, which
is missi‘:ng here. Rgaferénce in _this regard may be ma&e : ._ A

to the judgment of this Court rendered in the case of

‘lgbal Khan and 07 others Vs. Inavatullah Khan.and

another’ (2012 PCr.LJ 1139), wherein it has been

observed that;

“---Injuries of a prosecution witness would
only indicate his presence at the spot and: not
his credxbllxly and truthfulness.”

Neither the complainant nor- the alleged
unhurt eyewitnesses have accompanied the deceased or

injured personis to the hospital. Furthermore, the

vaha'.ruarﬂngh Ceurt Bench statements of the alleged eyewitnesses are full of
Mingara Da:z-ul-0aza Swat. )

ubi-Registry div (L) . , . . .
sub-Riey dishonest improvements, for instance during their cross

\ examination when they were confronted by the: defence
i&,%?@?@ ’ o with  their police statements recorded during

W
' M . investigation, wherein they have not disclosed the time

of occurrence, beating of injured Tariq by the accused

SsbrAl/” DB HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE iSHTIAQ IBRAHIM . o o ;
HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE WI0AR AHMAD : : ; ;
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and reason for quarrel, . disclosure of “injured

o
®.‘
e

Farmanu]lah In the incident and presence of accused on
rooftop étc but in their Court statements they have made
certain dlsclosures that too with contradxctxons
therefo:e alI the subsequent disclosures, in absence of
any reliable justification, would be termed as dishoneei
A imprevexénents for strengthening the prosecution case. It
is a seté]ed law that improvements- oﬁce are found ‘

unjustified, deliberate and dishonest in testimony of a

witness, the same would cast serious doubts upon the

13

veracity -of such witness. In this respect, reliance is

placed oh the case of ‘dkhtar Ali and others Vs. The
State’ (2008 SCMR 6), wherein the apex Court has held

that;

“When a witness improves his version
lo strengthen the prosecution case, his . . . P
improved statement subsequently made ’ . Y
cannot be relied upon as the witness has . oy
improved his statement dishonestly, ' P
therefore, his credibility becomes

doubtful on the well-known principle of .

criminal jurisprudence that

improvements once found deliberate and i
dishonest cast serious doubt on the .
veracity of such witness.”

A

E> Asﬂ&?*f =R
Feshawar High Cogrt Peach
Mingara Dar -m«&aza Swat,
ub-Regisery Day EU

9. " The occurrence has allegedly taken place
on 08.08. 2014 at 15: 30 hours while report has been D
lodged b)"/ the complainant at 18:30 hours. As per

statement. of Nowsherwan Khan (Rtd) Inspector, he

after hearing fire shots and getting information, within | o

30 minutes, attracted to the complainant’s bhaitak.

sabzAly* o8 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ISHTIAQ IBRAHSM
£ WIOAR ARMAD
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‘ where ‘he made report in shape of murasila. No
plausible explanation' has been offered by .the
‘pros‘evcu',tionA for such é delays of abopt 03 hours in
reporting the métter, thus, the unnatural delay caused in ' ‘

reporting the matter is fatal to the prosecution case. In

this regard, reliance is placed on the case of Mst. Asia

Bibi Vs._The Siate’ (PLD 2019 SC 64), wherein the

august Supreme Court of Pakistan has held that: .

“In absence of any plausible explanation, thc
Supreme Court had- always considered the
delay -in lodging of FIR to be fatal and it
casted a suspicion on the prosecution story,
extending the benefit of doubt to the accused.
If there was any delay in iodging of FIR and : 4
commencement of investigation, it gave rise to . 5
a doubt, which, could not be extended to
anyone else except to the accused.” '

It is also astonishing to note that as per the
testimonies of injured PWs, they were in full senses and
were taken to the hospital, even then the report haslnot
been lodged by them in the hospital rather. same has
been lodged by the complainant in the l;haitqk. o.f

D complajnant who according to the PW-7, the author of -

bz l'eport/murasila/is not an eyewitness of the occurrence.
EXanrn BN SR | | N
P;ﬁSfiaw,xr High Court Beneh PW-7 states that ' '. | |
fara Dareyl-Baza Swat |
Sub-Registry gir (1)

WP LE Pt 31 o H £ L s 55

. -

Thus, the probabilities of consultation and

Ada

deliberation to falsely charge the accused for the g

4 {
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" HON'BLE MR JUSTICS WIQAR AMMAQ



{2 . = :

‘ _ commission of.offence could not be ruled out,;in the
circumstances.
10. The prosecunon alleges that Just pnor to

the occuuence accused Imt an and Zamullah has beaten
injured Térnq, the grandson of* the comp]amant In,order
to establish this motive, no independent ej/éw}tnes‘s was
producéd by the prosecution and the present PWs:have

failed to establish the same in the'élleged modé and

manner. In this regard, the 1.O (PW-23) states that; -

,fq_dufJ'/'q‘,euyK/;lféu“/tb’;!xl.u'l’-"&JV.g:L(ﬁ L K
’ . ALt A1 ih
- In addition to that the motive of dispute
over landed property has also been alleged by'thé

1

prosecution. In this respect too, the 1.0 states that:
-IL.EUL/::}G}JL;JI(L}L‘?LJ/'l':)féf'l?{.t)/‘jfL-u:

In the circumstances, the alleged motiv'e is

not proved on record and same appears to have been set

EXAWITNE NER up by 1 the prosecition afterthought,

Peshawar High Court Bonch '

Mingara Bar-ul-Qaza Swat. : . : .
Sub-Begistry Bir (L) - 11 Testimonies of the PWs would also make it

crystal clear that the occurrerice has not taken place’in
the alleged mode and manner rather in light of the

above: referred contradictions and improvements in the

prosecution evidence, it appears that real facts have

been suppressed by the prosecutlon and thus the mode

SsbeAli/*  DB: HON'GLE MR. JUSTICE (SHTIAQ IBRAHIM

HOWBLE MR, JUSTICEVADAR AHMAD
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. ' and mamner of the occurrence alleged Aby the N\
prosecution is doubtful, which in our firm view, would
react on genuineness of the entire prosecution version,

presence of the eyewitnesses on the spot at the relevant

time and culpability of the accused. It is pertinent to
highlight here that almost all accused belong to one and
same family besides some are brothers inter-se,

therefore, in such circumstances, the exaggeration on

part of the prosecution for false implication of innocents
persons by throwing a wide net cannot be ruled out. Per
tendency of socidl set up of this Country too, at times,
people do charge innocents person of the family
arﬁongs,t the guilty persons for different reasons. By no
viewpoint, t'he ocular, circumstantial as well as' thé
medicaf evidence would suggest that the crime was
doing of all 13 accused. In this regard, reliance is p[éced .

on the tase of ‘Sokni Vs. Bahaduri etc (PLD 1965 SC

e

111), wherein the august Supreme Court of Pakistan has

A ATVEANER

Peshawar High Court Bench ~

Miogara Qar-id-Qaza Swat.  held that;
Sui-Rugistry Dir (L)

z

“In this case the village where the occurrence
took place was torn by faction and therefore,
false implication of innocent persons cannot
be altogether * ruled out. Furthermore,
according to Doctor Muhammad Yamin Khan
out of the 9 injuries found one Maulo
deceased 2 were contused wounds, 1 incised
wound, 1 was abrasion and the rest were
contusions. Death was due to the shock and
compression of brain caused by blood clots
due to fracture of skull which was caused by
injuries Nos. 1 and 2 that were found on the
" deceased. Most of the remaining injuries were

on the leg of the deceased. In view of the

Saber Al oé: HON'BLE MR, IUSTICE ISHTIAQ IBRAHIM 1
HON'BHE MR ST WIQAR AHMAD %
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number and nature of injuries one may

‘ legitimately ask whether this could possibly
have been the result of assault by 6 accused
persons or that they could have been easily
caused by two or three persons. Viewing all
the circumstances we are satisfied that the
High Court was right in insisting on some
corroboration  of the evidence of the
eye-witnesses connecting the accused with the
crime. As such corroboration was lacking, the
High Court was justified in giving the benefit
of doubt to the accused persons.

Needless to say that because of the
exaggerated number of culprits in the case and e
attributing them same role of indiscriminate firing at

complainant-party, the available prosecution eviderice’

would not be sufficient to identify the guilty persons by
separating the‘ innocents while the prosecution has failed
to discharge its burden of proving the case against all
accused - in the alleged mode and manner. In other
words, finding of truth is impossible in circumstances of
the case ‘and therefore the famous legal maxim relati‘ng
to the cfiminal justiceA would well fit here that ‘it is

better that ten guilty persons be acquitted rather than

one innacent persons be convicted’. Hon'ble Supreme

e

CSHaar ¢ Cs}ir‘r;B ' [ i
e oromp g Vf;gfh Court of Pakistan in the case of ‘Muhammad Zaman Vs.

Suis-Regysery Dir (L) , '
) (/C’tbf Lol The State and another’ (2014 SCMR 749) has acquitted

accused Muhammad Zaman who alongwith 16 persons
were charged for murder of two deceased persons -

besides causing injuries to PWs. Relevant portion of

said judgment reads as follows:

Sabz AllS bB: HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE ISHTIAQ IBRAHIM
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“...The "number of assailants in the
circumstances of the case appears 1o have’
been exaggerated. It seems that most of the
persons including the respondents have beén
charged because of previous enmity. The
tragedy may have been enacted by Mukhtar

~ who has gone into hiding or Munawar who
has been acquitted because the deceased
Shabbir was alléged to have illicit relations
with their sister, but many who have no visible”
nexus with this part of the story have also
been roped in. It is so because it is customary
in this part of the country to throw wide the
net of implication to rope in all those who
could possibly pursue the case or do
something to save the skin of the one who is
innocent or who is actually responsible for the
commission of the ‘crimé. The Court,
therefore, is required to exercise much greater
care and circumspection while appraising
evidence.”

This Court too through judgment rendered

in the case of ‘Malak Amir Sultan and two others Vs,

The State and another’ (2018 MLD 1635, Peshawar)

has. acquitted three real brothers who were charged for

murder of a single deceased by holdijg that;

“....It reflects that it is the job of one person but
in order to throw the net wide, the number of
accused has been exaggerated as three brothers
and two unknown accused have been
charged.....” '

It is a cardinal principle criminal justice

that the benefit of even a slight doubt is to be extended

. In favour of the accused. In this regard reliance is placed

on the case of ‘Fazal Muh&mmad Vs. Zia ul Hag and

‘another’ [2016 PCr.LJ Note 30 (Peshawar)), wherein

it has been held by this Court that;

“Prosecution was bound to prove its case
beyond any reasonable shadow of doubt; if

Saby Al om: HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE (SHTIAQ IBRAHIM
i S WIQAR AHMAD
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any reasonable doubt would arise in the
prosecution case, benefit of the same must *
be extended to accused, not as a grace or
concession, but as a matter of right. Better
to acquit hundred culprits, than convicting
one innocent soul. Acquitting by error,
would be better than conviction by error.”

12, ~ According to the 1.0, none of the accus;ed
has madé po_in_tation of the épot nor supp[émerhutary
statement of any of the PWs including” complainant
have ‘been recorded during investigation. In this éase,
the circumﬁantial evidence is also \;ery weak,’itherefore,
same -could not be given préference over the odula;
account, which has already been 'disbelieved by us.
Some appellants have been arrested from their hdusé
and some have absconded for a considerable ﬁeriod,
however, it is l;y now settled that mere abséondence is
not sufficient for holding an accused guilty unless the
same is supported by ’the other. trustworth);,
unimpeachable and confidence inspiring evid’én.ce_,

which is missing here in this case. Wisdom in this

'regafd is derived from the case of ‘Rohtas Khan Vs. The

State’ (2010 SCMR 655), wherein the august Supreme

Court.of Pakistan has held that:

“Abscondence of accused, no doubt, is a
relevant fact, but it can be used as a
corroborative piece of evidence, which
cannot be read in isolation but has to be
read alongwith substantive piece of
evidence.” :

Sk Al pe: HON'BLE MR, JUSTICE ISHTIAQ IBRANIM
HONPLE MR, USTICE WIQAR AHMAD
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‘ : 13 - The medical  evidence brought by the

prosecution through doctors (PW 8 & PW- 26) though
establishes unnatural death of the three deceased and -
sustammg firearm injuries by the PWs, however, in
absepce of essential corroboration, the present éccuged
could th be held responsible for comﬁission'of the

offence.

14. In view of the above, we hold that. the

prosecution case is full of suspicions anci doubfs qua
involvement of the accused jn the commission of ‘the
offence, the benefits of whfch are to be _extendled in
favour of the accused. Resultantly, this aj?peal is
allowed, - the impugned judgment dated 22.05.2019
rendered by the learned trial. Court is set aside anld the .
éppellant}s/édn\}icts are acquitted of the charges. They - |

be released forthwith from jail if not required in any

2T E I other casg.

5% A g 15 Almost same role has been attributed to the
i Conry Bench '
i Gazfl Swm appellants and acquitted co-accused Muhammad Na31b
iy L)
Khan. Hei has been acquitted by the learned trial Court

through same evidence and the reasons given in the

impugned judgment are based on correct appreciation of

~evidence. Therefore, the impugned acquittal of the ¢o-

accused Muhammad Nasib warrants no interference of

Sabr Al [+ H RON'BLE MR, JUSTICE ISHTIAQ JBRAHIM
" R, R

W'E T [y D e oae s o




this Court. The saime is therefore upheld and connected

Cr.A No.310-M/2019. being.mefitless,'_is accordingly

dismissed. - o

lQ. | Consequently, connected Cr.R_ No.6)-
M/2019 filed for enhancement of the sentence of the |
appellants has become infructuous and same  is

accordingly dismissed.

17. Above are the reasons of our short orders

of the even date.

Announced
Dt: 29.06.202]
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eshaw tich Court,
Mi'r"lgora!Dar-ui-Qazzga. Swat
Authorised Under Article 87 ot
Qanoon-e-Shahadat Order 1984
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Fax_p _ gggs 9250176 -a o

No._J (e éﬁ_\/Datede}‘/ o ‘2/29 19

l"okhtunkhwo Health Depori’menf.

WHER'EAS, the Undersigneq issued g Show. Cause Notice to YOU vide thjs office
letter No. 3691, dated OI-O7~2019, seeking our-reply within 03 working days for
the willfyy absence from the Go b duties, 18w

remained absent gg usual,

NOW THEREFORE, office of the Undersigneq in exerciseof fh‘e--'p%ver Qs Conferregy
upon, by the Govt: of Khyber Pokhtunkhwo moval from § vices, (Special

Power Ordinonce- 2011, hereby fermingt YOuU from Govt: Service ‘with
immediate effect, )\\&//
%\I-refolfh/Ofﬁcer :
s _ Dir Lower. . AT
No._39ge)-cq / |
Copy to-:.
1. PSto Secrefory fo Govt: of Khyber Pokhfunkhwc Health Deporfmenf

-

.&t}\ricf He-CTﬁE/ofﬁcer
Dir Lower
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% OFFicE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFI&ER

DBir: Lower at Tlmergara

m HODIRLOWER

. ' - L4 @DHODIRLOWI:R
Ph 0945 9?50098 - Vax: 0945-9250176 Email.. dhodlrl@gmau com

 No_ Sag8% -~ /Ww.o Dated:: [ﬁ /-08_/2021.

t
i

Mr. Wazir. $/0 Mohammad Rahim. thm ‘ Ahnexure-Aeleon--
anfoge Kembot PO &.Tehsil Somorbogh Dir Lower '

To,

_ Subject APPLICATION FOR RE- INSTATEMENT
- : 'Memo C

| - With reference to your opplzccmon for re- mstotement on dated 19-
‘:"07 202] it is hereby submmed that: = ' A
IWHER'EAS the: Inchc:rge THQ HospHQI Sc:morbqgh hod reported several .« -
times about you absence from Govt: ‘duties without ony opphcohon/pnorn |
'Opprovoi :
2. WHEREAS, on: 13 Oé ')021 the Incharge THQ Hospital Somorbogh re-
-’rercﬁed that you are obsenf frcm Govt: duties since long.
3 WHE:REAS this: offrce nssaed a Show Couse Notice to you, vide this offrc,e
ietter No. g69l/w O doted 01-07- 2019 menhonrng ‘rhof YOU are absent
~“from Govt: duhe -and you were directed. 1 to Show Cause for your absence
from Gov? du’nes why not to. take strict drscrphnory action against you
» I B .._"ond 1erm|note you in exigency of Power as conferred upon by the Govt; |
N - lof Khyber Dokh?unkhwc Effl(:lency & DlSCIpIIne Rules 2011,
4. WHEREAS, the. some Show Couse Notice Was received in original by your
Lo st degree refchve M. Shafiuliah S/O Muhc:mmod Nosteb Khan on 03-07-
,' 2019 @t T ] 30 AM (Acknowledgemeni of the sc:me Is AMnex-A) »
5}}:"‘5WHEREAS ‘No response has been recelved to fhis offrce from your sude and
~ this offlce lssued You: Termmohon ‘order from Govt: Service under the
‘ .iKhyber Pokhfunkhwo Removcl from Services, (Specid): Tower Or.dmc:nce

"Qom

1t |s osfomshmg that - of?er ‘a span of more than' 02 years, you
---'apphcohon is rece:ved to thrs otﬂce for re- mstotemem .L',

0/ . T |s perﬂnem to mention that fhe post: after becomlng vacant due .

:_?to your termmohon hos also been filed. and at present No vocom pPost of. A
f‘:"Word Orderly is. ovoulobre under the confrol of this office. -
The oforement'oned Is submitted for your kind mformo‘non

@'7\‘?{\ Q O,buf-)f A wam é’/[/?cﬂoyu/\—c W,L\/Q‘cat/\:qzﬁ‘d/) A/\J?R“-f? at
'{;a,wz 3—‘r~'re~qud Azwxo:Q Khai "

]

/Ahﬁ/lcm

o A spi—— - —— e A it o miam:

B R



BE

‘ORE THE KHYBER PA KHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

ID.‘ maller

KNOWN ALL

To be the advocate for the/d 7

and things or

“ Toacly, appear and plead in the above me
the saime may be tried or heard in the first inslance or inappe

orata

withdyawal, compromise or other petition or afficd

necess

* To present pleadings,

% To withdraw or compromise the

PESHAWAR
pf:-

Wdf/w Appellant

VERSUS

. TM pé M WC‘/ Responde
je-F ¢ Ruottsy

nfe,

to whom these priesent shall come that I/we, the undersigned appoint

AZIZ-UR-RAHMAN and. IMDAD ULLAH

Advocates High Court

in the above mentioned case to do all the following acts, deeds
any one of them, that is to say:-

ntioned case in this court or any other Court in which

al or review or revision or execution
1y other stage of its progress until its final decision. ‘ '

appeals, cross objections or petitions for execution review, revision,

avits or other documents as shall be deemed
Ary or advisable for the prosecution of the satd case in all its stages.

said or submilt Lo arbitration any difference or dispute that shall

arise lguching or in any manner relatin g to the said case,

necess
» Toem

case.
And ]

premiges.

And I
the sai
hearin
And 1

be paig

prosec

IN THE WITNESS WHERLOF YWE hereunto set my/our hand

which

* To recgive money and grant rece; pts therefore,

and to do all other acts and things which may be’
a1y Lo be done for the progress and in the course of the prosecution of the s
ploy any other Legal Pr

aid case.
actitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authorities

hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think (it to do so.
* T undepstand that the services of aforesaid lawyer

are hired irrespective of the outcome of the

We hereby agreed to ralify whatever the advocate or his substitute shall to do in the said
We hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or
d case in consequences of his absence from the
2 -

We hereby agree that in the event of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me/us to

[ to the Advocate remaining unpaid, the Advocate shall be entitled to withds
ation of the case until the same is paid. '

his substitute responsible for the result of
Court when the said case is called up for

aw from the

(s) to these present the contents of
have been explained to and understood by me/us, this @ {4 _day of _a& 2024,

”

s

{Signature or thu

. . A '/ // ’ ,
~ /(../: /) 20
Accepted subject to terms regarding fees >4

b impression) (Signature or thumb im pression) (Signature or thumb jm pression)

/ “—j\\
(AZI.Z-UEQK%AHMAN)

Advocate High Court

Office: Khan Plaza,
G.T. Road Mingora,

(IMDAD ULLAH)

Advocate High Courl
Gulshone Chowk Office: Khan Plaza, Guishone Chowk,
District Swat. . ’

G.T. Road, Mingora, District Swat
Cell No, 0300 907 Dﬁ 71 -

Cell No. 0333 929 7746




“ o . o GS&PD.KP- 162114-RST—8 000 Fon'ns 05.07. 17IP4(Z)IFIPHC Joleorm A&B Ser. Tribunal

“ A”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
" JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

. o - | PESHAWAR o |
| No&gg. S ngﬂl%

.o~

APPEAL No........ TR0 gD e enssresssasrensarisssosass of 20
? 7553 Z
43 'y o ... L Apellant/Pgtlt;oner
" Versus )

....... D é; /7{(%(, / ff? (,(,_ s ey(é:.ONDENT(S)

e
Notice to ApneBﬁt/Petltloner R

oy i 5/0/// 1ot
§/,< Wy 07/&(({7 TH& ,%g/»/fzd/
3m%r bﬂ‘i’? Dy Jowes ™ :

. Take .notice that your appeal has been fixed for Preli,fninary’ ,heaiing,- '
:replicatiOn, affidavit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

>

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

You may, théréfbre, appear before the Tribunal on the said date and at the said
place either personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, fallmg
which your appeal shall be hable tobe d1smlssed in default.

T %)J ' ' / / ‘ Reglstrar, R
- T "g}lyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trlbunal
' — S ‘ Peshawar.




GS&PD.KP-1621/4-R5T-6,000 Foms-05.07.17/P4(Z)IFIPHC Jos/Rarm A&B Ser. Tribunal
-~ a

¢ A”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD, '

)@ j . ~ PESHAWAR. - 47f:

Apellant/Petitioner

Versus

L ,
..................................... D é}#/,q////){{yw/‘pgﬁffi-

RESPONDENT(S)

l\fotice to App@%%’/ﬁ?{,/ﬂ%d//ﬂh@dl/ﬂ[/&/'(
g é . {8}(Aﬂﬂ]p/ajﬁqu‘/ngﬂeCAﬁwK ........................

A A /.A[A :
THTVIGEY 5 VR

Take notice that your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing, |

replication, affidavit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

P P é ’5/7’?/ ........ atgrid-#&ﬂ/a/

You may, therefore, appear before the Tribunal 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.

//{ aprf @w% |
g;,uﬂf ) 4 Re(z-,rwm,L

/ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar.




