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f> BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2023

Raj Wali, Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Laima S/0 Imdad Khan R/0 

Qanday Sadozai, Hazar Khuwani

{Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Government of Eiiyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Senior Meniber Board 

of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar,

3. Commissioner, Peshawar DivisionDivision, Peshawar

4. Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar.

5. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar

6. Assistant Commissioner (AC) Hassan Khel Peshawar. 
Peshawar

Dristrict

(Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
ACT 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 21/06/2023 . Bv
RESPONDENT No,4, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED AND.
IMPUGNED APPELLATE ORDER. BY RESPONDENT N0.3._______
02/09/2023 COMMUNICATED ON 16/10/2023, WHEREBY THE
^PARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED BY
THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY IN CLASSICALLY CURSORY AND
WHIMSICAL MANNER-

DATED

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Patwari on 28-12-2012 

and since then he was performing to the best of his abilities. 
During the entire period he remained as Halqa Patwari , no



complaint what so ever has ever been received to any office 
against him.

2. That on 17/05/2023, the Assistant Commissioner, Peshawar 
City, allegedly upon receipt of different pubhc complaints, 
visited the Office of the Appellant, regarding inspection of 

official record. On the basis of some anomaly found in the office 

of the Petitioner, he formulates as many as 12 allegations 

against the petitioner and forwarded the same to the 

Additional Deputy Commissioner/ Respondent NO.5 for 
initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the Appellant. 
(Copy of the Inspection ^port is annexj^d as Annexure “ A”)

the
Commissioner/Respondent NO.05 issued a show cause notice to 

the Appellant and the same was rightly replied but despite that 

inquiry Officer has shown absent the appellant from the 

departmental proceedings. In the inquiry report, the inquiry 

officer charged the appellant and suggested imposition of major 

penalty under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (E & D) Rules, 2011. 
the above said recommendation the worth DC imposed a major 

penalty of removal from service vide impugned order dated 

21/06/2023 / along with fact finding inquiry report to the 

Appellant. (Copy of the show cause is annexed as Annexure “

3. That 15.06,2023 Addl: Deputyon

on

B”)

4. That on 21/06/2023, the Appellant was dismissed from service, 
on the basis of so called fact finding inquiry /probe, and without 

holding a full-fledged inquiry, as required under the Law, by 

Respondent No.4, upon anonymous Complaint (Copy of the 
impugned dismissal order is Aimexure “C”).

5. That feeling aggrieved from impugned Dismissal Order from 

Service, the appellant preferred departmental appeal 

20.07.2023 but the same was rejected by the Respondent No. 3 
without any cogent . reason, however, the 

communicated to the Appellant^ on' 13/10/2023.Hence this 
Appeal inter alias on 

Departmental Appeal 
Rejection Order “E”).

on

same was

the following grounds. (Copies of 

are as Annexure “D” and Appeal

Grounds'

A. That both the impugned orders are illegal without jurisdiction 

and based on malafide intentions that has caused stigma on the 
professional career of the Appellant.



r :

>s. That the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan gives the 
right of fair trial. In the instant case the right to have fair Trial 
has been badly violated by the Respondents, hence, both the 
impugned orders can not be sustained in the eyes of law.

C. That Major penalty cannot be awarded in the absence of 

Formal Inquiry. In the instant case upon the Fact Finding so 

called inquiry/probe by the Respondents, the impugned orders 

have been passed which is not tenable in the eyes of Law.

That both the impugned Orders are passed in haste and in 

arbitrary manner, hence liable to be struck down forthwith.
D.

E. That in the instant manner even the fact finding so caUed 

inquiry has been conducted against the law and rules.

F. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance law and 
rules on the subject.

G. That the appellant ha^ been discriminated, hence not been 

dealt in accordance with law and Constitution.

H. That impugned orders are against the gist of Article 10-A 

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

1. That no complaints whatsoever have been shown/shared/ 

confronted with the appellant in the entire due course of so 
called inquiry.

That in view of the statement given’by Appellant, it was pivotal 

under the law that his statement should have been examined 

by dispensing with the inquiry the inquiry officer/respondents 

has violated the fundamental right of the Appellant, hence at 
this ground alone, both the impugned orders are liable to be set- 
aside.

J.

“It is, important to mention that no impugned orders 

would have been issued if the Inquiry Officer had bothered to 

have looked in to the Court record as said by the Appellant in 

the due course of so called inquiry” . (Copy of Court Record is 

Annexed as Annexure “FO

K. That as per dictum of superior Courts, all the orders made with 

reasons, the instant Appeal departmental Appeal has been 

rejected without any cogent reasons, such orders are not 

sustainable in the eyes of law, hence the Removal order of the



Respondents is unwarranted, against the fact and law on the 
subject and is not sustainable at all.

0-

L. That any opportunity of personal hearing was not given to the 
appellant to defend and clear his position, and without any
fault the appellant was removed from service. Therefore, the 

impugned removal orders are not only one sided and illegal, 
unlawful, void abunitio but is also against the law as well as 
against the natural justice.

M. That the impugned dismissal order is unlawful, illegal and 

liable to be set'aside because the Respondents utterly violated 
the service law, rules, regulations and policy of the Government 

for Civil servants while passing the impugned removal order.

That the impugned dismissal order is the violation of the 
fundamental rights of the appellant, which is guaranteed and 

protected by the constitutional of Islamic Repubhc of Pakistan 
1973.

N.

0, That any other ground not raised here may graciously be 
allowed to raises at the time of arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the 
acceptance of instant appeal both the impugned orders may 

please be set-aside and the Appellant may please be 
reinstated in to service with all back and consequential 

benefits. Any other remedy deems fit may also please be 
granted under the circumstances.

Appellant

Through

Humera Gul Shinwlffi^ 

Advocates, High Court 

Peshawar.
Dated-

NOTE: •

No such hke appeal for the same appellant, upon the same subject 

matter has earher been filed by me, prior to the instant one, 
before this Hon'ble Tribunal, -y'

Advocate.
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J>-- BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2023

Eaj Wali

VS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Raj Wali, Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Laima S/0 Imdad Khan R/0 

Qanday Sadozai , Hazar Khuwani Peshawar, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that all the contents of the 

accompanied appeal are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or 

withheld from this Hon’ble Tribunal. '

i Ip
DEPONENT

•k

17301-7811701-1
0315-9838208
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBRR. PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICES TRIBUNAT. PFRTTAWAP

__________ I202Z

Raj Wall, Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Laima S/0 Imdad Khan R/0 

Qanday Sadozai, Hazar Khuwani

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

I

addresses of parties

APPELLANT

Raj Wall, Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Laima S/0 Imdad Khan R/0 

Qanday Sadozai, Hazar Khuwani

RESPONUENTS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through 

Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through 

Senior Member Board of . Revenue, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

3. Commissioner,
Peshawar

4. Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar.

5. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar

1

Peshawar DivisionDivision,

6. Assistant Commissioner (AC) Hassan 
Peshawar. Dristrict Peshawar /

el

Appellant/

Through /
V.Muha: Adeel Butt

Hum^ra Gul Shinwaii
Advocates, High Court 
Peshawar.Dated-
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DEPUTY COMMISSIONElli PESUAWA
: 091-9212303, noCPoihawarTHE

t

Tel: 091-9212301-02, Fax

Doted:
NO- j;y/OC(P)/DK

To
Mr. Raj Wall,
Patwart (under suspension),
(the then Palwarl Halqa Regi Laltnal, Peshawar

<;hqw cause noticeSubject:

Memo:
"SHOW CAUSE NOTICE** alongwith

pther copy be
Enclosed please find herewith 2 copies of 

copy of Enquiry Report with the direction that one copy may be retained and th

signed as a token of receipt and returned to this office for recor^

End5:(As above}

ISSIONER (G)' additional DEPU

PESHAWAR

ndstr No. and Date Even:

Copy to the PS to Deputy Commissioner/Peshwar.

ADDITIONAUDmrrfCOM le^ERlG)
PES AR

t

t

* s
^5 ■ '

-5 ■ ■

5

, it ■.« •» ( ;S„ • ii

I
1... u.

• ? 'V : V■j.i
I >

j

;
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t . ' it>
^ . L. *i \. w..... 'f* .-1 1 r>l /m .



9''^ 1> f%
SHOW CAUSE MOTITF (

shah FAI-iAb; Deputy Cni^micc.r.ner Peshawar^ as competent authority, under the Khvber
Pakhtunkhwa Govt . Servants Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011, 

Raj Wall Patwari (under suspension) {the the
do hereby Charge’ you,, Mr,

n Pabvari Halqa Regi) as foUov/s:

^ V completion of inquiry conducted
inquiry officer/Assistant Commissioner 
were given opportunity of hearing.

going through the findings and recommendations of the innuirv offirpr the

against you by the 
Hassan Khel Peshavi/ar for which VO LI

(ii) on

.j ■

(d) Inefficient
(e) Guilty of misconduct;
(f) Guilty of corruption,

specified

V
V

2.'
to impose

service under rule 4(b)(iv) of the said ojles.^ ■ om
•3..

if ho reply to this notice is received within 
.of its delivery, it shall be

not.
f

I\
■A.■

I ■ seven days or not more than fifteen days

k, bLc;*:,'"™:' ™ ...............
A copy of findings of the inquiry officer is enclosed.

I-
case an

k: 5.W
•••

If- /

(

)'ryy7'r>T7^A 9 
(SHAH FAHAD)’“ 

DEPUTY COMMISSIOMER 
(Competent Authority)I.

I.

;
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THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONEJlJjHHii'S
'Tct: 091-9212301-02, Pnx: 091-9212303, glocl'csH

r}

X.r:.7
nv/.'ir.

Wo. /DC(P)/DK

ORDER:

. Dated; 21-Jun<!-2023
• t:

WHEREAS, Mr. Rajwali Patwarl Rcgl Laima >vas proceeded under Khybor Pakhlunkhv^a 
Govt. Servant (Effecicncy & OisciplIncO Rules 2011 and was placed under suspension vide order 
No.279/DC(P)/DK dated 17-05-2023 upon the Inspection of Assistant Commissioner CUy 
Peshawar to the Patwar Khana Regl Laima who submitted his report vide No.1217/AC City 
dated 17-05-2023 .pointing out glaring Irregularities,! and Addl. Asslstnat Commssioner 
(University Town) Peshawar was appointed as enquiry officer. i

AND WHEREAS, the AAC(Univerily Town)/enqulfy officer reported in her enquiry report 
vide No.l342/AAC(Town) dated 23-05-2023 that the’accused official was found in irregulaties 
and involved in corruption and corrupt practices, irresponsible and Inefficient and liable to be 
proceeded under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011 and recommended 
dismissal of the accused official.

AND WHEREAS, a detail/formal enquiry was ordered under Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a Govt. 
Servant (E&D) Rules 2011 and Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel was appointed as enquip/ 
officer vide order NO’.318/DC(P)/DK dated 26-05-2023 and proper statement of allegaions and 
charge sheet were served upon the accused official.

AND WHEREAS. AC Hassan Khel/enquiry officerl submitted his enquiruy report vide 
No.647/AC(HK) dated 08-06-2023, wherein it was stated that the accused official was found 
guilty of misappropriating a government property under.his control and also guilty of keeping 
loose mutations pages and other Irregularities and recommended for Imposing major penalty 
under Rule 4(l}(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (ESiD) Rules 2011.

AND WHEREAS, the accused official was served upon a Show Cause Notice vide letter 
No.372/DC(P)/DK dated 15-06-2023, who did not submitted his reply within the stipulated 
period. 1

NOW THEREFORE, keeping In view the findings/recommer|dations of the inquiry officer, 
non-reply of Show Cause Notice, and other circumstances and in exercise of the powers 
conferred under Rule-04(l)(b)(lv) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and 
Discipline) Rules 2011, I, Shah Fahad, Deputy Commissioner Peshawar, as competent 
authority, hereby impose a major penalty of D/sm/ssa//rom sen'/ce upon NJr. Raj Wali Patwari 
v/ith immediate effect. i-'.

/

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
PESHAWAR 
31-P. 0Endst; No, arid Date Even;

- Commissioner Peshawar Division, Peshawar,
(ii) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (G), Peshawar.

■ (ill) Assistant Commissioner City Peshawar.
(iv) Accounts Officer of DC office for necessary action.
(v) Mr. Raj Wall, Ex-Patwarl.

Q

DEPUTE COMMISSIONER 
PESHAWAR

I’.

t-.'
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To
u*

\
1 he Comnii.ssioncry 
PcshaM’ar Division, Peshawar, bhry No:

Siibjccl:- DEi’AfiTMENTAL Appeal under Rule ITofKiiyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Government Servants (Efficiencv and Discipline) Rules 2011 for
SETTING ASIDE THE MAJOR PENALTY IMPOSED UNDER RULE 4(B) OFTHE RULES 
IBID OF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE.

Respected Sir,

rjiat the applicant is law abiding citizen of Pakistan whereas served as Patwari in Revenue and 
Estate' Department Government of Khyber PakhtunIdiwa.;:The;'Assistant'G6mrhissioner-(AC) 
Hnssan - Khe),^‘PcsHa\\yir:;wjsUpd.rlhe^fficc;;df;the7a'ppehant,dri':;I7.05.2023'ih'Tabsence. of; the 
appellant;. Such^visit>-of^lhe'mentioned- AG Avas !nol-"scheduIed^bi^vaVithbrized?b>Sthe corhpetent 
authority^Avhjlet:he£\v^s^,^exercising/abusing^his|ppjwers:.?onxsome.rimkno.wnlCcoiiipIaint, it is 
pertinent to mention here that anonymous complaint cannot be entertained in any manner.

That the mentioned AC had submitted his report before the Deputy Commissioner (DC) 
Peshawar and in compliance of the report put me under suspension and nominated the Assistant 
Commissioner Zainab Naqvi as an Inquiry OHlcer.

On 23.05.2023 the Inquiry Committee issued show cause notice to the appellant and the same 
was rightly replied but despite that the inquiry officer has shown absent the appellant from the 
departmental proceedings. In the Inquiry Report, charged the appellant formally and suggested in 
possession of Major Penalty under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011. 
On the above said recommendation the worthy DC imposed a Major Penally of Removal from
Service vide impugned order dated 21.06.2023.

>
The procedure which was followed during this process was unlawfiil as the appellant bears 
spotless career while performing his official duty that even now while imposing him under a 
Major Penalty not a single complainant been brought against llic appellant to Held me for any 
liability.

Needless to mention here that at the time of inspection, the appellant was not even in his office 
but was busy in Peshawar Development Authority (PDA) office regarding his official duty. The 
inquiry' committee ignored this important and crucial aspect of the case and jumped to 
conclusions wliich caused great miscarriage of justice.

That nothing has been found in the shape of mutation register in e.\lra position, how it erm be 
presumed that a fake register be deemed to be evade Govemmeni taxes but it is just a 
presumptive manner and being a planted allegation.

That nothing has been shown as to what kind of miscmiduct luis been committed or 
responsibility has not been fulfilled by the appellant.

/i

•i

i’,'

F
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:

Thai ibe appcUnnl is innocent mul has not involvctl in aiiy unluwUil act, corruption ujiU corrupted 
, practices wluilsoevcr. but tlie worthy Inquiry Orncer nuila lulcly held liable mid clmrgc sheeted 
me. • ■ i;

process of inquiry I was condemn unhenrd.

U is ihcrclorc. most humbly pmyed thnl on ucucptaucc 
under Rule 17 of Rhybcc Pkhlunkhwa (Emdency and D,so.pl,ua) Rules ^ 
order No.395/DC(p)/DK. dated 21.06.2023 for Removal from Serviee may kmdiy be 

and the appellant may be restored to his original possc.ssion.

i'

■s

!■

iq ol ico-^'Rajwali - 
Paiwari Halqa 
Regi Laima, PeshaN^/ar. 
CcU/^0315-9838208

,3

J

■:
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IN THE COURT OF

COMMISSIONER PESHAWAR DIVISION 
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO- /2023
pate of INSTITUTION: 19.07.209:^
DATE OF DECISION. 02.11.202.*^

Raj Wall. ex-Patwari District Peshawar,
(Appellant)

iVERSUS
Deputy Commissioner Peshawar.

(Respondent)
ORDER

This order will dispose off the instant 
named .appellant against the Deputy Commissioner 
IP)/DK dated 21.06.2023, whereby he 
under

departmental appeal filed by the above
Peshawar order bearing No. 396/DC

section-41,),b„iv| of Govt: of KhyhrpTkhTurlhwr'
Discipline) Rules, 2011. Government Servants (Efficiency &

Facts of the case are that on 1 7 ono'a’ Commissioner City Peshawar made ’ ®-2023, on various complaints, the. Assistant
irr. . • ^ ^ surprise visit of the Patwar halqa Regi Laima

Girdatr" """
submitted “bTt: Tc'cTr’"
Assistant Commissioner Tow

\

and glaring ^ 
as well as parallel I

report
accordingly suspended. Addl:on the date. The appellant was

n was appointed as Inquiry Officer to 
■nto Uie irregularities pointed out by the Assistant 
Commissioner Hassan 
inquiry' under

conduct preliminary inquiry 
Commissioner City Peshawar. 

iGiel vide order dated 26.05.2023 
the E&D Rules.

Assistant
. appointed to conduct formal

Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khekl/Inquity Officer

Deputy Commissioner. On 

in and charge sheet read 
them for submitting their

conducted detailed i1 inquiry and submitted enquiry report to the 

concerned were called i 
also framed and handed

30.05.2023 the appellant aJongwith other
to them. A questionnaire overwas

were recorded.
As per inquiry' report.

over toand statements reply

statement of the appellant 

Fatwar Khana

register/pages and the

was recorded and he 1.examined. The was crossrecovered record from his
was also shown to him, 

recovery of official
He however,denied recovery of mutation

stamp of NT Tehkal. 

Shah and NT, Naveed Ahmed, 

including mutation

Tahe same was duly testified by the Girdwar, Mukammil .'■‘3

appellant had produced The

no. 9974 (unlawful 

City, who

mutaUons^for attestation 

pda to
mutation transferring land from

an individual) to the Tehsildar
was

K..

' «

I
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1(5;1^ unauthorized to attest mutations of Patwar Halqa Regi Laima, Moreover, the appellant should

• have dismissed the mutation no. 9974 being an illegal entry, but he did not do so and 

ultimately involved in an illegal action and in pursuance of rule-4(d) of KP Government Servant
/

Conduct Rules 1987'* found guilty of misappropriating 

control.. It is crystal clear that a Patwari is the custodian of revenue record of his Patwar halqa

a government property under his

and IS responsible for its safe custody and good condition required under Rule-3.6 of the 

LRM. The appellant v/as found guilty of keeping loose pages of the mutations register which 

have been used for replacing the original mutations in the register. He was also held

responsible for not maintaining /updating the Fard issuance/fee register. As pointed out the 

some of the mutations do not bear signature of the RO which showspert-e-sarkar of

incfficicncj’and negligence the part of the appellant. The Inquiry Officer thus recommendedon

the appellant for proceeding against him under Rule 4(b) of KP Government Servants (E&D) 

RuIes-201 1. On the recommendations of the Inquiry Officer, the competent authority awarded 

major penalty of "removal from service" upon the appellant under Rule-4(1)(B){1V) of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (EficD) Rules-20U.

The appellant in his departmental appeal has flatly denied the allegations 

stated that the visit by the AC City

that anonymous complaints can not be entertained.

and

unauthorized and the complaints were anonymous andwas

. That he was kept unaware of the
clcparlmentaJ proceedings and that the whole procedure was unlatvful. That 

complaint has been made against him. That at the time of inspection, the appellant 

present in Patwar Khana and was on official duty in PDA. That

no a single

was not

no extra mutation register has 
been found and no misconduct has been committed by the appellant. That the appellant is 

innocent and not involved in any unlawful act. corruption or any sort of corrupt practices, 
prayed for setting aside the impugned Order dated 21.06,2023 and re-instatement inThus he

service.

Appellant present in person and heard. Para-\Jisc 

Deputy Commissioner Peshawar also perused. Perusal of the record & comments reveals 

the appellant is found involved in committing glare irregularities

comments received from the
si that

as reported/pointed out by

-f



i;
I

:■ili^the Assistant Commissioner C^ty during his inspection on 17.05.2023 and proved in the 

the Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel. During ‘personal 

court, the arguments advanced by the appellant

■V.

yr' -Inquiry report conducted by

hearing before this appellant 

convincing, '
were not

f

!;Hence keeping in view the above facts, the appeal in h.'md stands dismissed and 

the impugned order bearing No. 396/DC (P)/DK dated 21.06.2023 of the Deputy Com 

- is upheld. File be consigned to GRR after necessary compilation.
missioner
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BEFC]i^ THE COIJR r OF CIVIL JI UGE. PESHAWAR ' . '

Jchandad Khaji mid others....Vs.....PDA and others f

APPLICATION UNDER QRDER-I
RrfLE-lQ(21 CPC l^gAD nviTTI
SECTION .151 CPC FOR THE '
OCLETION - OF .NAME' ' OF.
DEFENDANT NQ.IO I E. DIRECTOR
GENERAL PDA FROM THE PANEL
OFDEFENDANTS

A
• . 1

||.4 i

RespecriuPv Shewcth: 1

1. I'hat the, above civil'suit, is pending i i this Honounible 
Court which i:., llxed for todav ! e. 21/06/2021.

!

;-> That after perusing the plaint^ it reveals tliat no relief 
whatsoever has been sought from defendant No. ] 0.

i
That in vievv of the said facts, the. defehdant No.lO is not' ' *.
now necessary party in the. instant suit

3.

/

4. . ii.ai; this Mon’ble Court Under Oi'il,.-; i Rule r0(2) i'c.aJ with . . 
Section .151 CPC has. got the ample pbwer to delete the 
name of defendant NoilO from array of dbfendaius.

:■

I
I

It Is, therefore, most huinbiy prayed that the name 
of liic defendant No.lO may kindly bd deleted from the ' 
panel of defendants in the captioned civil suit.

Through

Muhammad Furqah V'ousafzai
Daic:21/U6/2021 , Advocate, High Court,

'eshavvar

n' ..f—V
\

-I' Vv^
d \ A ^ DistTicr,AMA(d ,Vxr \dh^

a- \o
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i

BEFORE THE COURT OF MISS KHKULA,
CIVIL JUBGE-XX. PESHAWAR.

;

T a1!

Sun No. 253/1 OF 2021
- Jahan Dad Vs. Azam Khan

1ORDER 
01/11/2022 • \

'■Plaintiff No. 3in person and on behalf of. the rest of 

. the plainliffs as special attorney and defendant No. 2 in^ 

persoji jind on behalf of nai of the' defenda.-ts as special . 

attorney along with counsel present.

Submitted an applica.tion for early hearing- to record- 

. .. joirit statement regarding compromise effected between 

parties to the suit.. Case file requisitioned. Change be

•1!

#

! i

i

!
[ ■

. brought in tlie Court’s diaiy and cause list.

Counsel for plaintiff sated at the bar that plaintiff No. 

i has died, and submitted list of legal heirs of plaintiff 

,.No.l. .Placed, on file. Mpharrir is dii'ecte.d to enter .the 

of legal.heirs of plaintiff No., in the panel, of 

plainliffs with red ink pen. Power.of attorney on behalf of 

plaintiffs-and'another power of attorney on behalf of.

. defendants submitted. Place.d on file. Compromise deed ■ 

. submitted,- the same placed on file. Fuilhermore, a joint 

statement is recorded by Sherbaz S/0 Niyaz Ahmad 

(plaintiff No. 3 himself and attorney for rest of plaintiffs)

• j
1

i
I -.

•
I

;
i

I

i
:

t■ and Zikriya Khan S/0 Bakhtiyar Ahmad Klian (defendant !

i

Ik: I

A . 1

}

■ ■

.(district Oiourt-P^.
•• <

1

. I

t
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Page No. 2I

io .• V
No.: 2 'himself ', anci attorney for rest of the :defendants)-

}• \ i■ wherein they exhibited special power of attorney dn behalf 

of plaimilTs is exhibited, as Ex-,PA, special power .of 

attorney of -artorae-y on beVia.f of defendants as Ex-PB, 

compromise deed as Ex-PC, copy of CNIC .of plaintiff No..

■ 3 (special attorney on, behalf: of rest of the plaintiffs) as

II . :
.!

!
\ :

j

\
I

Ex-PD and..copy of CNIC.of defendant No.2 (special 1

a'aorney on behalf of the rest of the defendants) as Ex-PE. 

They jointly recorded statement mentioning tliat 

. compromise deed has. been .effected between parties to the 

suit, for the re^ons mentioned the’rein and requested for 

the disposal of instant suit accordingly.

Tn die light of the above, since die parties have settled 

the .dispute ..with, each odier in the shape of Ex-PC, 

therefore, the court considers that instant suit needs npt to 

be proceeded further, hence, disposed of as per Ex-PC and 

in the light of joint statement mentioned above.

No order as to costs. •

?

• •
I

i

j

I •
;

1

I !I;
:

:

File be consigned to the record room after its
• . - ' ;• .

cqmpleiioa and compilation.

i} I

:;
i

:
VAnnounced

01/11/2022/.

Kiikula
Civil Judge-XX. 

Peshawar' '
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