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FORM OF ORDFR SHEET
Court of

32/2023Case No,-

S.No. Dale of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Umar Farooq Khan received today 

by post through Mr. Mamayun Khan Advocate. It is fixed for 

preliminary hearing before touring Single Bench at A,Abac!

^ Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel

1- 4/1/2023

on

for the date fixed.

By thdorder of Chairman

RliiOK’i'RAirH?
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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
■PESHAWAR CAMP AT ABBOTTABAD

Sei-vice Appeal No. 32-^ /20^

Umai- Farooq son of Abdus Salam, (Ex-Constable No. 4848/FRP Hazara. 
Region Abbottabad), resident of Changi Bandi Tehsil & District Haripui'. •

...APPELLANT

VERSUS
■.;

Government of Khyber Pal<lrtunkhwa through Secretary Homeland tribal 
Affairs Peshawar & others. i

....RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX

S.# Description Page No. Annexure
1. Memo of Appeal 1 to 7
2. Copy of FIR “A”8
3. Copy of statement & order /g> ~ /]•
4. Copy .of charge sheet and statement of 

allegation
“C”12.- 13

5. Copy of reply }i\ - n “D”
6. Copy of impugned order -“E”
7. Copy of departmental appeal 

Wakalatnaina
/9 •>>

8.

...APPELLANT
Through

Dated: /2022 •

(FAZLULLAH KHAN))
&

(HAMAYUN KHAN)
' ■ . .Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR CAMP AT ABBOTTABAD

3^Service Appeal No.. /20^

Umar Fai'ooq son of Abdus Salam, (Ex-Constable No. 4848/F^ Hazara 
Region Abbottabad), resident of Changi Bandi Tehsil & District Haripur.

t.! I

...APPELLANT

• VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa tlnough Secretary Home and 
Tribal Affairs Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Commandant Frontier Reseiwe Police, Peshawai',

. Regional Police Officer/ DIG Hazara Region at Abbottabad. 
Superintendant of Police Frontier Reserve Police Flazara Region, 
Abbottabad

2.
3.
4.
5.

RESPONDENTS• • ■

APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE 212 .OF THE

CONSTITUTION OF , ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF

PAKISTAN 1973 READ WITH SECTION 04 OF . .

KITYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

ACT, 1974. AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 1 ORDER

DATED 16/09/2022 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.

05 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS. DISMISSED-

FROM SERVICE WITH EFFECT FROM'03/07/2022

WHICH IS-ILLEGAL, AGAINST THE LAW, FACTS

AND LIABLE TO BE SET-ASIDE.
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! PRAYER:- ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT

SERVICE APPEAL, IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

16/09/2022 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 5 MAY .

KINDLY BE DECLARED NULL AND VOID,

AGAINST THE LAW AND NATURAL JUSTICE AND •

APPELLANT BE RE-INSTATED IN SERVICE WITH

ALL BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth;-

Appellant beg to solicit through this appeal on the

following factual and legal grounds;- .

That on 12/10/2010 appellant was appointed as Constable1.

bearing No., 4848 in Frontier Reserve Police Hazai-a.

That after appointment appellant was sent to Police2.

Training School on completion of ftaining .appellant was

posted at different station.

That since 2010 appellant performed his duty with full3.

devotion and liabilities and there had no complaint

against appellant.

That on 03/07/2022 some opponents of the appellant of4.

his native Village Changi Bandi, Haripur lodged one of

the so-called FiP.Mo; 292 under sections-386, 1-70, 337-
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( AI, 506,, 34 PPC Police Station Sara-e-Salah District

Haripur against the appellant for personal grudges and ’

enmity. Copy of FIR is attached as Annexure “A”.

5. That thereafter, appellant surrender himself before the

local police for the purpose of obeying law.

6. That thereafter, elders of the local community conducted 

domestic Jirga, whereby after satisfaction of the

complainant appellant was declared innocent because at

the time of occurrence appellant was not present at the

spot nor he has any contact with the complainant as well 

as other accused and after satisfaction of complainant, 

complainant appeared before the court of leaimed 

Judicial Magistrate-I,' Haripur whereby he recorded the 

statement and thereafter appellant was acquitted from
I

charges leveled against him. Copies of statement and 

order are annexed as Annexure “B”.

7. That on 21/07/2022 competent authority issued charge

sheet alongwith statement of allegation with allegation
I '.A...... , .u A

that you “Spoil the good image of the Police Department

which is against the rules of discipline force”;' Copy'of

charge sheet and statement of allegation is annexed as

Annexure “C”.

I !
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8./ That thereafter on 10/08/2022 appellant submitted his 

reply of the charge sheet and'categorically .'denied all 

kinds of allegations against him. Copy of reply is
I

annexed “D”. • i

9. That 16/09/2022 the competent ' authority 

(Superintendant of FRP)/ Respondent No.' 5 passed 

impugned order whereby imposed major penalty 

dismissal from service. Copy' of impugned order is 

annexed as Amiexure “E”.

on

10. That on 28/09/2022 appellant filed departmental appeal 

against the impugned order dated 16/09/2022 before the 

respondent No. 3 but till date respondent No. 3 not 

passed any order on the said appeal and similarly not 

given any , response to the petitioner. , Copy ' of 

depai-tmental appeal'is annexed as Annexure “F”.

That feeling from aggrieved from the above aforesaid 

situation, appellant seeks indulgence of this Honourable.
I • ; I

Tribunal, inter-alia, on the following amongst many 

other grounds through this appeal.

11.

GROUNPS:-

That, the dismissal from seiwice order dateda.

16/09/2022 is illegal, unlawful, without lawful :
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authority, perverse, and against the constitutional
, -.5'

guaranteed fights of'the appellant hence, untenable
i ■ :, . ' •••' 4 '• S \ <

in the eye of law and his liable to be set-aside.

b. That -y/hen law prescribed something which is to 

be in a paiticular. That must be in that manner and

not otherwise. Hence the competent authority was 

bound to follow the law which is not done in the ..

instant case. Hence impugned order is liable to be

set-aside and appellant be reinstated.

That, neither any show cause was served upon the
I

appellant nor he was associated with any enquiiy
I

hence, the dismissal order is based on political 

influence, therefore liable to be set-aside.

c.

d. That competent authority intentionally not 

delivered the inquiry to the appellant for redressing 

of his grievance which shows the malafide of the

competent autliority.

»I • I
if 4

That, the appellant was condemned unheard and hee.

did not given opportunity for personab hearing to 

bring the real and true facts on the screen.

f That even otheiwise the impugned dismissal order

dated 16/09/2022 is liable to be set-aside on the

1
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i
i grounds that no rights of defence or personal right

, . . ' ' '-,T.

of hearing which was mandatory provision of law
* I

I

given to the appellant before beingiproceeded
j

against him. ;

was

V

That, impugned order was passed against the 

appellant with malafide, against law and natural

g-

justice.

\

h. That the whole disciplinaiy proceedings initiated 

against the appellant have been ' done in ' 

conti-avention to the mles, regulation and law, and -, 

therefore the whole proceedings are liable to be 

set-aside appellant be reinstated to his original 

post.

That ■ competent authority violated the basic 

principle of natural justice and mle and procedure 

prescribed in E&D & Police Rules, lienee 

impugned order is liable to be set-aside.

1.

: •

j. That competent authority issued impugned order 

against the well Idiown principles procedures 

prescribed and guidelines by the superior courts

and authonties time by time for the governments
(

departments but competent authority ignored all
I

these rules and principles.



1

V
/ k.' That the competent authority without' any 

oh the part o'f appellant imposed majoripenalty of
I

dismissal from service and no opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant.

reasons

1. That the other points shall be argued at the time of

arguments,'

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 

acceptance of the instant service appeal, impugned order 

dated 16/09/2022 passed/by Respondent No,, 5,may

on

• ^ • r-; i I . , . f

kindly be declared null and void, against the 

natural justice and appellant be re-instated in service with

1 ' 1law ana

) '
< ■

all back benefits. . /

...APPELLANT
Through

Dated: /2022

(FAZLULLAHKHAN)
&

I

(HAMAYUN KHAN) ■ 
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad

VERIFICATION/ AFFTDAVIT:-

Verified on oath that the contents of foi'going appeal are true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been cl>ncealed 
therein from this Honourable Court. ''A

...APPELLANT

f' /

I
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11.10.2022 STA/TEMENT ^lSVED HAHir.. awj t a 
GHU.FRAN_SHAH.. CA.STF. .g^vuTR 

. MSIDENT

SON OF SVF.r>
^ ■ . -AGED ABOUT 25 YF.AES

OF—P^AL COLONY^ iffAPTPTm 
(COM-PLAINNATY ON n a to. AKit-uu---- KTS.

;

Stated that on my report, the present case was registered vide FIR No 

292, .dated'03/07/2022,

Sarai Selah,

under section 386/170/506/337Ai PPG at PS 

Hanpur against accused/ petitioner Umar Faroo 

have patched up the. matter and have forgiven the
q. Now I

accused in the 

compromise is genuine, volunteered and

name
of Allah the Almighty. The 

with sweet will. The compromise is in the best interest of both the

parties and also to keep.harmony and peace between the parties, 

got no objection if accused / petitioner be released 

acquittal during trial in the instant case

I have

on bail as well as his 

at the strength of compromise

• effected between the parties and on this statement. It is most humbly 

prayed that the compromise may kindly be accepted. Compromise deed ■ 

is Ex.PA while copy of my CNIC is Ex.PB.
Original seen and returned.

\
R.O. & A.C. 
12/10/2022 /

Arshad Ali Vl^HMAND 
Judicial Ma pstVate-I,
. ' Haridur ^ '

§S-V.-•Vr' A

Syed Haris Gellani son of Syed Ghufran Shah ' 
Complainant
CNICNo. 13302-632.1414-5

. . i
K

Aufhorii:.»d L't-VSy c.f

H OC72022
■iiV

.y- •■■■■

U'
i..r'i-

'-RX
I N

r ,'^'•1

'.i "t •f /tJ ';S\Identffiecftf#'^-^UF’
Asim son of Mehboob Elahi 
CNIC No. .13302-2312316-9

3
-i a• -.-i,

/ ■A/ /
% j'.'

.r*

A

1 :>A>
Arsh^^'

OHMAN 
Judicial Magistrate-I, 

Haripur ,
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IN THE COURT OF ARSHAD ALl MOHMAND. TUnTCTAT MAGISTRATE-!.
HARIPUR

Umar Faroog vs The State
FIR No: 292 Dated: 03.07.2022 U/S 386^7n/5infi/.1^7Ai ppc PS Sar;.i

Or-------- 04
12.10.2022

i. SPP Ghiihim Muhammad Awan for the state present,
Accused/pehtioner through counsel present. Complainant Syed 
Haris Gellani in person present.

2. Accused / petitioner
A I

cl> Umar Farodq son of Abdul Salami
resident of Cliaiigi Baiidi, Telisil & District Haripiir, presently 
confined m Central Prison Haripur, seeks his post arrest bail, in 
case FIR No, 292, dated 03.07,2022,
386/170/506/337Ai PPC, of Police Station Sarai Selah.'1-faripur, 
Record received.

\ nam

under sections<1

3. Arguments heard and case file perused.
4. Today, complainant of the case namely Syed Haris Gelhini 

recorded his compromise statement in the Court, wherein he stated 
that he has patched up the matter with the accused {Umar Farooq) 
named mentioned in the bail petition. Fie has pardoiied the accused 
in the name of Allah Almighty and further-added that he has got no 
objection on acceptance of bail application of the accused named 
mentioned as well as-on the acquittal of the accused during trail. 
He also exhibited compromise deed as Ex.PA,

5. Although the offences under section 386/170 PPC

1
%

•--Si
A

iN)• IA arc non
compounaable in nature, liowever, it has been held by the superior 
Coiiits in plethora of Judgments that bail can be granted even in 
non compoundable cases in the best interests of the parties, 
therefore keeping in view the dictum laid down by the Superior 
Courts, compromise between the parties is accepted in their best 
interests.

• 0
)

6. Apart from above, the accused/petitioner did not confess his 
before the Court despite remaining in police custody. 

'■■■ -Investigation in the
• • t-sK':S5»-t^‘accused/petitioner is

V

1 I !f|. . case is almost completed and the 
more required for ilnther 

■ investigation. Moreover, the co-accused namely Umar Khan 
has also been granted bail by august Peshawar High Court, 
Abbottabad Bench vide order dated 30/09/2022, therefore, as 
per rule of consistency, the present accused/petitioner is also 
entitled for the concession of bail.

7. In view of the above and

no
..

\ ^
: \ more particularly taking into 

consideration the compromise arrived between the parties, instant 
; igaif petition is hereby accepted and accused/petitioner named 

above be released on bail subject to furnishing of bail bonds to the 
tune of Rs. 100,000/- with two local and reliable sureties to the 

'..satisfaction of this Court/jVi.OD. Copy of this order and copy of 
, surety/bail bond be placed on prosecution record, thereafter, same 

■ :^i^e returned to quarter concerned forthwith.
1 court.be consigned to District Record Room after its

Completion and compilalicu.

K' ■■■

•A, A
/.■

I ‘

\
i\I ^ a7-- ".AWW6unceP: 

h ^-■'•:''fM0/2022 \
V.'. i'inwj [ MS.-A

Ar^i'■-"’■Ati.
K'T^ ti'a ujm
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\OFFlCtOFTHE
superii'Jtendent of police, FRP,

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD. 
Office#: 0992-921036 

Fax)/: 0992-921478 
Email; snrriilmzni-afaleniail.cuin

\
if.
A
t
'i

. ^

CHARGE SHEET

I, Zahid-ur-l^;iiinaii, SP, FRP. I-Iazara Region, Abbotinhad, as 
competent authority cliarged you Constable Umer Fiirootj No.4848 of Platoon No.105 PTS, 
Mansellra as follows.

As repoited by District Police Officer, Haripiii- office Memo: 
No.-18521, dated 05-07-2022 and Superintendent of Police, Investigation. Maripiir office 
Endst; Mo.2733-35, dated 06-07-2022. Whereas you Constable Gmcr Farootj No.48-18, 
involve-in case vide FIR No.: 292. dated 03/07/2022, U/S 386-170/337Al-506/j4/PPC, PS 
Sarai Saleh. District Knripur also suspended and closed to FRP, Lines Abboltabaci vide iliis 
office order No.992-95/OASI/FRP, dated 04-07-2022.

I

Your this alliuidc spoils the gootl linage of Police depiiilmcnt, '.vliicli is

f

I

I

against the ruic? of disciplined force.
1

By the reasons of above, you appear to be guilty o-f gross miscondiiov 
under Police Rules 1975, and have rendered your self-liable for awarding niajor/minor
punishment. You are therefore directed to submit.your written defense within seven (07) day:; 
ol the receipt of this Charge .Sheet ic the Enquiry OfFicer/Coinmiltce, as tlie case may be.

Your written defence, if. any should reach, tlie

j
t
1‘ enquii-y

officer/commillee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you 
have no defense to put in and in ihat case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

. A statement of allegation is enclosed.

i
. Superintendent of Ppfic 

•, ./Hazara Region, Abboiiabad.
.1

1 '

t
I

)

t

i

1

t ■

1
i

>
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' OFFICE OF THE1

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, FRP, 
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD.

Office d: 0992-921036 
FaxH: 0992-921478

Email; cpPppha/aratSpniail.mm

DISCIPLINARY ACTION
5

f
el '

. 1, Zahicl-ur-Reliman, SP, .FRP, liazara Region, AbbcittabacI as 

•competent aulhority charged you Constable Uiner Farooq No.4848 for certain omissions 
and commissions as elaborated below wliicli render yourself liable to be proceeded against 

deparlmentally. . ' . i

•j

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONSi'

As repotted by District Police ' Officer, Haripur. office^ Memo; 

No.38521, dated 05-07-2022 and Superintendent of Police, Tnvestigation, Haripur office 
Endst: No.2733-35, dated 06-07-2022. Whereas you Constable Unier Farooq No.41i48, 
involve in case vide FIR No. 292, dated 03/07/2022, U/S 386-170/337AI-506/34/PPC, PS 
Sarai Saleh, District Maripur also suspended and closed to FRP, Lines Abboluibad vide this 

office order Nn.992-95/OASl/FRP. dated 04-07-2022. • . . •

For the purpose to scrutinize the above-facts, MR- AZAM Al.-l 

SHAH. DSP, HOrs. FRP HAZARA is appointed as enquiry officer .who shall in accordance 
with,the provision of Police Rules provided reasonable cpporuinity of hearing to the 
deraulier, record his fndings and make recommendation of the punishment or other 
appropriate action against the defaulter official with in'Seven (07) days from the receipt of 
this order.'

4
1

I

I

' I;
il

Superintendent of police, FRP, 
,yl-lt\2ara Region, AbboUabad.

.1

1'

1

I

No /d62.-6? /EC/FRP, dated Abbottabud the 
. ‘ Cnpv of above is sent to MR. AZAM^ALI SHAH. DSP, HOrs, FILP -

H^^vZARA for information. He is directed to complete the enquiry within 15 days positively.

/2022j

I

!
r

Superintendent of Police, FRP, 
Hazara Region, AbboUabad.

V

n
1

1

[

!

I

!
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'/: iiso '<;.‘ .If 'hi ill paitmi-otiJi ’nquiry ^nitJdCi'd iit'ainsr

; ',hj ■If n.^i-rtctJ 7j OiiJirr ct i*oUcl 0Ha«-r, Harlpur gftlcc Memo 

' .'U2 . nu ‘ IP ..mil :ui lit Ilf Mic.^. InvtjurHnon JJanpur^ o/fiD- endsr

wse vi.i.' / m No 292, 

Iffrrjpur jpi>
|| vidr Ihi- otJltc ordf-r No.‘J‘)2.95/OA51/PRh dinted

»U?.pi iilJf <J .

■f ^ If . 4i-iiiUiti-i .oii-iLihic involve ill

•i^OZ-JaMi-Sub^aVPl’t. I's Sqr.ii Scion, Uisrno*
no .. .1 o> i.-HP UP. ^ Abbouiili.

iH-O^-ZOZZ,

'T <l*'i iilt*,j. Ciimsumi* 
CllliCl

■-rv«J with ChJDje »neet ^no Hutei.i'rtnt of 

but his reply w<is iinsictp'rdctory

‘vai
■I » vin./w , (1,,^

f*o 1062-63/BC dated 21-07-2022, 

^lonductMjjeelnst above p.

’ Vi . tnqolrv OfOr

e»i<ruir>
^RP./HQnv imifd CriiistabI'' thruu-pi All Sh rb. OSP.

9et?i0n. Abbottab-d
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it^e-'niiu-
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■:n«‘ u^-rj ttHli'li ll <1'» -li.ti!'

uini'kist.-r,. (l i„jmj i,„„ I,
»kll jn tllr
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1. j i-jfi " ■<// ’11*;^
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^bgttatpii 
/202Z
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No /EC/MtP dutcd. AblKiciub dthe 
Copy ol 4bov>

V Comm.*nd-int PUP i<hyt»:r Pakritunkiiwa P-shoWiir, please 
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To

1 he Commandant Frontier Reserve Police 
Khyber Pakhtunldiw 
Peshawar

a, .

, Subject; departmental appwat AGAINST THE IMPTIGNEn
ORDER DATED 16/09/2022 PASSED
^^ERINTENDENT of FRONTIER ~
DAZARA REGION AmiOTTABAn. wnr^j^Py ™

POLITY DISMISSAT. FROM SERVTCE WMrrrr

ruREJUS TICE AND LIABLE TO RE SF.T.A^rnr-

BY
POLICE

IS

Respected Sir,

1. That, tlie appenant appointed as Constable bearing No. 

4848 in Frontier Reserve Police tiazara.

2. That after appomtment appellant was sent to Police

Training School 

posted at different station.

completion of training appellanton was

3. That smce 2011 appellant performed his duty with full 

devotion and liabilities and 

against appellant.

there had no complaint

r
4. 1/1That on 03/07/2022 some opponents of the appellant of

his native Village Changi Band! Haripur lodged one of 

the so-called FIR No..292 under

AT, 506, 34 PPC Police Station

d
sections 386, 170, 337-

Sara-e-SaJah District



. !
7

N 5 ^ .
s./ Xo.:

I:*, ii..

Hai-ipur against the appellant for personal grud^ 

enmity. |
es and

5. That thereafter, appellant surrender, himself before

localpoliceforthepiirpose of obeying law. ■

the

6. That on 21/07/2022 competent authority issued charge

sheet alongwith statement of allegation with allegation

that you "Spoil the good image of the Police Department 

which is

.1

against the rules of discipline force”. Copy of 

charge sheet and statement of allegation is annexed.

7. That thereafter on 10/08/2022 appellant submitted his 

reply of the charge sheet and categorically denied all 

lands of allegations against him. Copy of reply is

annexed.

/
8. That 16/09/2022on the competent authority

(Superintendent of FRP) Hazara at Abbottabad imposed
' * ■ ' .

major penalty dismissal from service hence this:appeal 

on the following gi'ounds;-

GROUNDS;-

k

That, the dismissal froma. service order dated 

16/09/2022 IS , illegal, unlawful, without lawful

r



y
I

authority, pei-versc, and against the constitutional
I
I

guaranteed lights of the appellant hence, untenable
. ' ' '
in the eye of law and his liable to be set-aside;

b. That when law prescribed something which is to 

be in a particular. T hat must be in that manner and 

not otherwise, lienee the competent authority 

bound to follow the' law which is not done in the 

instant case. Hence impugned order is liable to be 

set-aside and appellant be reinstated.

was

;

..1.

: That, neither any show cause was served upon tlie 

appellant nor he was associated with

c.
. i

any enquiiy

hence, the dismissal order is based on political 

influence7tlierefore liable to be set-aside.

d. That competent authority intentionally t not
i'

delivered the inquiry to the appellant for redressing
• I

of his grievance which shows the raalafide of tlie 

competent authority.

lhat, tlie appellant was condemned unlieard £id he
I

did not given oppojtunity for personal heaidng to 

bring tlie real and true facts on the

e.

screen.
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f. That even otlierwise the impugned dismissal'order 

dated 16/09/2022 is liable to be set-aside, on the 

grounds that no rights of defence or personal right 

of hearing which was mandatory provision of law

given to the appellant before being proceeded 

against him. !

was

That, impugned order .was passed against theg-

appellant with malafide, against law and natural 

justice.
• t

K. .

h. That the whole disciplinary proceedings initiated 

against tire appellant have been done in 

contravention to the rules, regulation and law and 

therefore the whole proceedings are liable to be 

set-aside appellant be reinstated to his original 

post.

That1. competent authority violated the basic 

principle of natural justice and rule and procedure 

prescribed in E&D & Police Rules,' hence 

impugned order, is liable to be set-aside.

That competent authority issued impugned order 

against the well icnown principles procedures

J-

.A

\ ■
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prescribed and'guidelines by the superior courts 

and authorities time by time for'the goveminents 

.departments but competent authority ignored all 

these rules and principle's.

I .

That the competent authority without any reasons 

on the part of appellant imposed major penalty of 

dismissal from service and no opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant.

k.

• It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance 

of the instant depaitmenlal appeal, impugned order dated

16/09/2022 issued by competent authority (S.P FRP)

Hazai-a at Abbottabad may kindly be.declared null and

void and appellant be reinstated into service alongwith all

back benefits.

Dated: 9>.9 /2022

(UMAR FAROOQ)
S/o Abdus Salam • ‘ 
lUo Changi Bandi . 

Tchsil & District Haripur 
. .Bx-Constable No. 48.48/ FRP. 

Hazara Region at Abbottabad

ji;

i'it
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