. Court of _

FORM OF ORDER SUEET -~ @ e o

2281/2023 . . ‘

ApbealNo.

Date of order

proceedings

01/11/2023

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

w

i

'rhc‘appca](ﬂfhﬂr.!xharlJHah.rcsubnﬁtuxitaday
b)/Ahﬁr.-hALH1an1n1acr Adeel Bult Advocate. 1t is fixed for
prclih‘linary hearing before Single Bench al Peshawar on
- ’archa:Pcshaiés givcnvto the counsel for the

appellant.
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dte appeal ol Mrizihar Uliah Ex-Pasway Lacan peronied .
Lo A0 2028 b incomipicte oo the following score which i reterned toothe oounsel oo thn
an pafiant for rompietion and résubmission withm 15 4a v‘. ‘ )
g = . .
!} S O‘ Chaek list 1 not attacked with the appeal.
2 indexeof ihe appeal is incomplore.
B paat has not been f ayf-’e.('i/ mariod W SMETKY
e Nle'wc,- ancum of appeal is unsipnos

. Arnexures of the ant
6- Nddress of appellant is incompiete.

@ Copies of charge sheet, statemaent
‘ vone ’
thereto are not attached with the a;

.

1S, ‘; oy cause antice and FI0Hes

(‘ (;fvgf O Five more oo mt" ’w! 5 <‘f U*i‘ arueal with an ’
Al }
de( TAY 515 { anpéeal,
s

Muhammad Adeel Buit Adv. -
High Court Peshawar.
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« BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR ‘

A C 92221 19093
wases JE10 )3
Izhar Ullah ,Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Lalma S/O -

------ (Appellant)
VERSUS -

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief’Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar at Civil Secretariat
' Peshawar. ' _

2. Deputy Commissioner; District Peshawar.

3. Commissioner, Peshawar Division.

P — (Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST, THE IMPUGNED -
ORDER DATED 21/06/2023 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT
WAS REMOVED AND , IMPUGNED APPEATE ORDER
DATED  02/09/2023 COMMUNICATED ON__ 16/10/2023

- WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED BY THE APPELLATE
AUTHORITY IN CLASSICALLY CURSORY AND WHIMSICAL
MANNER '

_ R-espectfully‘ Sheweth: _
L
1. That the appellanf is law-abiding citizen of Pakistan
whereas - served as Patwari in Revenue Estate
Department Government of Khyber._ Pakhtunkhwa.
And had also serx}ed ét Patwari Halga Regi La‘lma -in
" Past. . |
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SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

¥ BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -

Advocates, High Court

Peshawar.

A 1281 12023
Izhar VS Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others
INDEX
S# | Description of Documents Annex  |Pages
1. | Grounds of Appeal 1Y
2. | Affidavit &
3. | Addresses of Parties o
4. | Copy of the umpugned dismissal order is - “A” (g?
Annexure as “A” .
5. | Copies of departmental Appeal are| “B” & “C” @:-"-10
‘ Annexed as Annexure “B” and Rejection ' | /
Order “C” '
6. | Copies of Court Record is Annexed as “D” & 'g)
- | Annexure “D” - '
17. | Other Documents
8. | Wakalatnama S 2
Appellant )
Through /Q: B
\ C\hrk\llhammad Adeel Butt
‘ &
Humera Gul Shinw
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(BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
A'W /2023

Izhar Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Lalma S/O Israr Khan R/O Katla
Khel Suleman, Badha Bir Peshawar.

< e f----(Appellaut)

VERSUS
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Senior Memb-er
Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtupkhwa‘l,: Civil Secretariat
Peshawar. . B S

3. Commissioner, Peshawar Division, Peshawar
4. Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar.
5. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar

6. Assistant Commissioner (AC) Hassan Khel PeshawarPeshawa

e (Respondents)

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

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the appellant is-law-abiding citjien of Pakistan
 whereas served as Patwari in Revenue Estate

Department Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
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-

- Grounds:

&

And had also served at Patwari Halqa Regi Lalma in
Past.

. That the Appellant was dlsmlssed from service
" Wlthout conductmg formal inquiry, as required
under the E & D Rules 2011, on 21/06/2023 by
Respondent Na.04 upoh:,anon,meUS Complaint_
(Copy of the impugned dismissal order is Annexure
as “A”). R |

. That feeling aggrieved‘ from impugned_ order of
Removal from’ Ser';fice, the appellant preferred -
‘departmental appeal on 20.07.2023‘ but the- same
was rejected, by the Respondent No. 3 without any

. cogent . reason, however, the same was

communicated " to ‘the " undersigned on

113/10/2023.Hence this Appeal inter alias on the
following grounds. (Coples of departmental Appeal
are Annexed as Annexure “B” and Re]ectlon Order
' «C”)

A, That both the 1mpugned orders are 111ega1 W1thout |
jurisdiction and based on malaflde 1ntent10ns that
has caused stigma on the professmnal career of the

| App_ellant. ‘

- B. That as per dictum of the Sup'erior'Courts Major

penalty cannot be awarded in thp absence of Formal :

Inqulry




\.

C.That the appeﬂant has been discriminated, hence

not been dealt in accordance- with law and

‘Constitution.

D. That impugned orders are agaihét the gist of Article

10-A Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

1

E. That without recording the reasons for‘dispe_nsihg

with the formal enquiry, both the impugned orders
have no legal sanctity in the eyes of Law., |

F. That in view of the statement gilven by Appellant, it -

- - was pivotal under the law that his statement should

' havé been examined by dispensing with the inquiry
the induixjy officer/respondents has violated thé
fundamental i‘ight of the -Appe]lant, hence at' this -
grdund alone, both the impugned orders are liable to
be set-aside. ) . ’ | | | |

“It'is, irhpoftant to mention that no in-lpiugned :
orders Would have béen issuéd 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 “D”) o

G.That as per dictum of auperior Cq‘urt_s,' all the orders -
| made with reasons,* in the i'nstanti Appeal, .

| deparffnental Appeal has been rejeéted Withc)ut any
cogent reasons, such orders are not sustamable 1n‘.
the eyes of law, hence the d1sm1ssa1 order of the
Respondents is unwarranted agamst the fact and

law on the subject and is not sustainable at all.




@

- H.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

removal order is not only one sided and illegal,

unlawful, void ab- initio but is also against the law

as well as against the natural justice.

That the impugned removal order is unlawful,

illegal and liable to be canceled because the

Respondents utterly violated the service law, rules,

regulations and policy of the Government for Civil

servants while oassing the impugned remoifa'l order. .

That the impugned removal order is the violation of

~ the fulndamen-tal rights of the appellant which is

guaranteed and protected by the constitutional of

Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

K. That from every angle the impugned removal order

‘removed from - service. Therefore the impugned -

is null and void and not sustainable in the eye of law

“and is liable to be set aside.

L.That any other ground notl:'raised heré may

- acceptance of appe'el' both the impugned orders maj"

- please be set aside and the Appellant may please be

graciously be allowed to raises at the time of

arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the;

reinstated in - to service w1th all back and -

consequentlal beneﬁts Any other remedy deems ﬁt"

i

‘may also please be granted under the cu'cumstances.




Through - \

' Humera Gul Shmwan
- Advocates; High Court

Peshawar.
‘ Dated /tf /2023

NOTE: - |
" No such like appeal for fhé same appelllan't. upbn the same
‘ subJect matter has earlier been filed by me, prlor to the instant
one, before this Hon’ble Trlbunal ) B W S A

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

; /2023

. Izhar Ullah ,Ex. _PatWari Halqa Regi Lalma
- VERSUS
‘Governn-len‘t of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others °
AFFIDAVIT
1, IzHa'r Ullah S/O Israr Khan 'RJO Katla Khel
Suleman , Badha Bir 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.

. P
- ~ DEPONENT
ST, 17301-8310856-1
© 0300-3162031
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‘ BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

-

/2023 _

Izhar VS Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
others '

\ .

 ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
~APPELLANT.' T

Izhar, Ex: Patwari Halqa Reg1 Lahna S/0 Israr Khan R/O
Katla Khel Suleman Badha Bir Peshawar.

RESPONDENTSi

1. Government of Khvher Pakhtunktiwa, through

.. Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
at CIVll Secretariat Peshawar L

2. Government ‘of Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa, through
Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

3. .‘Co'mmissioner, Peshawar Division, Peshawar

4. Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar.

5. Additional Deputy Commi'ssioner;'Peshawar ,

'6. Assistant Comm1ss1oner (AC) Hassan Khel-

. PeshawarPeshawa
!
Appellant -
| | Through . |
s : - . Muhammad Adeel Butt ,_ |
. & =\

Humera Gul Shmwan\ k‘*\‘
Advocates, ngh Court
Peshawar.
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SIONER,- PESHAWAR
Tel: 091921230167, fa: 091-9212303, FJ0cPeshawar

‘N°-5CIE /o¢(p)/oK S » S :

ORDER: ‘ ' Dated: 21-June-2023

Clp o by WL

-
WHE ¢ - ‘ .
Servant (E&DR);: Sl' 3 _detail/formal enquiry was ordered under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt.
officer vide ord vles 2011 and Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel was sppainted as enquiry
i e order No.318/DC{P)/OK dated 26-05-2023 into the Irregularities found in the Patwiar
Khana Regil Lalma Peshawar, . oo ‘ |

AND WH;REAS, AC Hassan Khelfenqulry officer submitted his enquiruy repart vide
No.647/AC(HK) dated 08-06

_ -2023, wherein it was polnted out that one Mr. Izhar Ullah Patwari
viho vias left on the sald Patwar Khana during the period from 08-08-2022 upto -10-02-2023
was found In 3 number of eregUlarities such as entering a muttion N0.9974 for transferring Tand
from PDA ta private responsdent and found guilty-of Para-2063 of Part-X Chapter-2 & Para~ . -
3014, Chapter-3 of Land Record Maniual. The enqgulry officer recommended for proceeding 3 o

agalnst him under Rule-S{a), Rule-7 followad by Rule-a{b) of Khyber Pakhtunktiwa Govt: Sesvant
" {E&D) Rules 2011. - , -

AND WHEREAS, the éccyscd official was served upon a Show Cause Notice vide letter

' No.'371/DC(P.)‘/OK dated 15-06-2023, by dispensing with the enqulry under Rule-S{a), Rule-7 of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (EED} 2011, but he did not.submit his reply within the
stipulated period, ’ ' ' .

NOW THEREFORE, keeping In view the findings/recomimendations of the inquiry officer,
- non-reply of ‘Show- Cause Notice, and other circumstances.and in exercise of the powers : S
nmeat Servants (Efflclency and <L
: Deput missloner Peshawar, s compétent
authority, hereby.impose a * major penalty -of Dlsmissal Jrom' service'ypon Mr. izhar Ullah,
~ Patwar] with Immediate effect, ) ) AN T

confetred un_dgr'Rpl“e;Oé[l‘)(B){iy)_ g'fukhyhbher‘ Péﬁhtypkh\'?a Gover
Disciptine} Rules 2011, I, Shah Fahad, Deputy Commissia

RS

BEPUTY COMMISSIONER

EndsiNoondDatebven; . _Fetawas
0

(Commissioner Peshawar g[ﬁiglqn,.l’gshawa.r.
() “Add. Deputy Commissioner (G), Peshaviar.
::ﬂ]) - Assistant Commissioner City Peshawvar.,
Yl Accounts Officer of DCoffice for nececes,
necessary action
v} mar, lzharUl_iah,Eleai\'Jarl. . ryaction.

¢

- ) i3 . et W’h
o . bEPUTYIcommissiOnER
PESHAWAR

| A - S

-
=

e
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: 'Thﬂl the apphc'\m is law abldmg citizen of Pak:smn whereas serv

YRty )
r ‘.-»' <
)
. ’ / w -'
T
> .
Tim Comlmssmncr : -
l‘csh'\war Dwmon. Peshawar, ~ ' m;:.:a;“m“m& W"
» S Ofary No: ~~ """ 1 e
Dte, NP7
Subject:- DEp ' ‘
) ’ lél(a):‘;\sarmaNT.\L APPLAL UNDER Ruu’. 170r KivBER PAKHTUNKHWA
con ::m.n‘r SERVANTS (EFFICIENCY AND DISLIPLINE) RuLEs 2011 For
ASIDE THE MAJOR PENALTY ml'ossn UNDER RULE 4(B) OF THE RULES
1BID OF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE, ! '
" Respected Sir - é

ed as Patwari in Revenuc and
Estate Department Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. The Assistant ‘Commissioner (AC)

‘Hassan Khel, Peshawar visited (he office of the appeflant on 17.05.2023 in absence of the
appellant. Such visit of the mentioned AC was not scheduled or authorized by the competent
authority while he was cxercising/abusing his powers on some unknown complaint. Itis
pcrtment to mention hcre that anonymous compla:nt cannot'be entertained in any manner.

That [hc menuoned AC had submitted his report beforc the Dcpvty Commissioner (DC)
Peshawar and in compliance of the report put me under SllSpl‘.I‘lalun and nominated lhe Assistant
Couumssnoner Zainab Nagvi as an Inquiry Officer,

~'On 23.05.2023 the Inquiry Committee issued show cause notice 1o the appellant urd the same
" was rightly replied but despite (hat the inquiry officer has showu absent the appellent from the

departmental proceedings. In the Inquiry Report, charged the appellant formally and suggested in

- possession of Major Penalty under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Efficiercy and Discipline) Rules 2011. -

On the above said recommendation the worthy DC inposed a Major Penalty of Removal from
Service vide impugned order dated 21.06.2023. :

)

The procedure which was followcd during this process was t.:lawful as the appellant bears
spotless career while performing his official duty that even .. while imposing him wider a
Major Penalty not a single complamam been brought againgt 12 appellaat to Held me for any
Ilablllly : . -

Necdless m mention here that at the time of i mspec‘.mn Ahe ap,n., »ant was nol even in his office
but was busy in Peshawar DcveIOpmcnt Authocity (PDA) ofiice regarding his of fizial duty. The
inquiry commiltee ignored this important and crucial aspect of the case and ijpcd 10
conclusions which caused great miscarriage of justice.

.

That nothing has been found in the shape of mutation register in éxtra position, how it can be.
presumed that a fake register be deemed 10 be evade Government taxes but it is just a

. b

_presumptive manner and being'a planted: allcgalwn. ' ' Lo .

That nothing h‘ls been shown as 1o what Lmd of misco. lllCl lm been t.ommlltul o

cSpOllSibill(y has not been fulfilled by the appeltant.

At e ———e

. e s —— - , | g,
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A ‘%-_r'?\% . SHAWAR

ﬁ THE COURT OF
2 DIVISION
NG o commssmu ER PESHAWAR

D o

APPEALNO: /2023

OF {NSTITUTION: 19‘97 2023

DATE
DATE OF DECISION: 02.11.2023 . ' -
e ‘ UTTCUUTTTTICIOPRRPRIDEELE, : (appellant]
izhar Ullah ex-Patwari D;stnc( Peshawar........- JUTTTTTRTR PP RPE

VERSUS e (Respondent) '

Deputy Commissioner Peshawar........ NTPPTPS

ORDER , : |

- | : above
Thns order will dispose off the instant departmcntal appeal filed by the .

puty Commissioner Peshawar order bearirig No. 39 /

pcnalty of dismissal from service
t Servants (Efficiency &

named appeliant against the De
(P)/DK dated 21.06.2023, whereby hc was awarded major

under scction- 4(1][b)(w) of Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Governmen

Discipline] Rules, 20 1.

Facts of the case are that on 17.03. 2023, the Assistant Commissioner City

found
Peshawar made’ surprisc vmt to Patwar halqa Regi "Lalma and some dlscrepancws were

and the appellant was suspended Assistant Comrmssmner Hassan Khel was appomtcd as
gularities pointed out by the Assistant

lnguiry Officer to conduct inquiry into the irre
1/Inquiry Officer conducted

Commissioner City Peshawar. Assmtant Commissioner Hassan Khe
ort to the Deputy Commissioner. The appenant

detailed inquiry and submxtted enquiry rep
remained posted as the Patwar halga Regi Lalma from 08 09.2022 to 10.02.2023 whose record
for- the said period was checkcd/ inspected wherein a number of 1rrcgulant1cs such as entering
of a mutation no. 9974 for transferring land from PDA to a prwate rcspondent and found guilty
of Para-2-63 of Part X Chapter-2 and Para-3014 chapter-3 of the Land Record Manual. The
appellant was summancd by the Inquiry Officer and his statement was recorded and also cross
examined as per Rule-12(a, B) of Khyber Pakhtunkwha (E&D) Rules-2011, The appellant in his
cross examination beforc the Inquiry Officer has admitted entering of mutation no. 9974,
claimed it to be correct and as per his statemcent he had consulted a counsel in this regard

while in his written statement he has negated entd of mutaitQon no. 9974 and that the said
/ pe 8

‘mutation correctly bears the signaturc of the appelfant who entered the same in different dates

. of September, November and Dccembéf—2022 and kept the same pending till his transfer from

mauza Regi Lalma,in February-2023. The Inquiry Officer thus held the appellant responsible




& ' |
N .
’ \ -Or the' iercgularity nnd found guilty under- Para 2- 63 of fert X Chapter-2 and P‘“’a'som
chapier-3 of the Land Record Manual and rccommcndcd for proceeding against him as per
~ie-5a). Rule-7 foliowed by Rule-4(b) of KP Government Servants, (E&D) Rules-2011. On the
basis °f above, the competent authority awardcd major pcnalty of Rcmoval from Service upon
the appéllant uy/s 4(1)(b)(iv) of the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Scrvants
(Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-2011" :

Aggrieved of thé same, the appellant filed the instant appeal. The appellant in
his appeal has negated the'charges leveled against hxm He has stated that he bears spotless
career. At the time of mspcctmn he was per[ormmg duties in DK office. ’I‘hat the appellant is
innocent and no. corrupt practices have been carrted out. That the allegattons leveled agamst'

kthe appellant are not worth removal from service and that the major penalty awarded to the
appellant is based on miscalculation, mlqperceptlon ‘blased and against the norms of justice

and l’anr play. He prayed for setting aside the impugned order dated 21.06.2023 and re-
instatement in serwcc being innocent, i

Appellant present in person and 'heard. Para-wise comments received [rom the
Deputy Commlsszoncr Peshawar also perused. Perusal of the record & comments reveals that

~the appcllanl is found involved in committing the 1rregulanty as per charges leveled against
hxm Healso did not convincingly replied the allegations during personal hearing.

Keeping in view the above facts, the appeal lr} hand stands rejected and the

impugned order bearing No. 396/DC (P]/DK datcd 21. 06 2023 is upheld. File be constgned to
GRR after necessary compilation. :

ANNOUNCED,
02.09.2023
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\

The appellant also urge that a right of pers

0na|~hearing may also be given as ciu : e W
3 H ! rl he .
process of inquiry I was condemn unheard. - . g ) ng the whole

"It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of instapt depanmcntél appeal and revieu-z

under Rule 17 of Khyber Pkhtunkhwa (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011 the impugned -
ord;r No.39$/DC(p)/DK dated 21.06.2023 for Removal from Service may kindly be set aside
and the appeilant may be restored to his original possession. B

" Thanking you « .

1ziar ULLAun -~
Patwari Halqa“ 2‘5

Regi Lalma, Peshawar) | '
Ceu(Eaca:méleB D)

«

S S———
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Jehandad Khan and others....Vs..... PDA and others

APPLICATION ~UNDER  ORDER-1
RULE-102) CPC_READ  WITH
SECTION 151~ CPC - FOR__THE
DELETION - OF NAME oF

DEFENDANT NO:10 LE. DIRECTOR /@/ o

GENERAL PDA FROM THE PA’\Ht L
OF DEF ITNI) ANTS

Respecetfully Shcwcth: ' : . e

I

1

Lo

A

That the above civil suit is pending in this Honourable .

Court which is fixed for today i.e. 21/06/2021.

v

That after perusing the plaint, it reveals that no reliel

whatsoever has been sought from defendant No.10.

~“That in view of the said facts, the defendant No:10 is not

A2

now necessary party in the instant suit.

That this Hon’ble Court Under Order 1 Rule 10(2) read with
Section 151 CPC has got the ample power to deleté the

- name of defendant No. 10 {rom array of defendants.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the name
of the defendant No.10 may kindly be dcmud imm the

panel of dciendwts in the uptmncd civil suit.

Apphcam /DefendantNo. 10/ . wi

Through - \ g‘{ﬁ -

y T8
-y

Muhannnad Furgan Yousafzai

Date: 21/06/2021 - Advm‘m. High Count,

3

BEFORE THE COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE, PESHAWAR



ORDER
01/11/2022

Page No. 1

BEFORE THE COURT-QOF MiSS.KHKU'LA,
CIVIL JUDGE-XX, PESHAWAR.

SuirNo.25¥10F2021
JAHAN DAD VS, AZAMKHAN.

Plaintiff No. 3in persén and on behalf of the rest of

the plaintiffs as special attorney and defendant No. 2 in

- person and on behalf of rest of the defendants as special -

" attorney along with counsel present.!

Sul-almiue-d an application for ‘early hearing to record
Joint statement 1'§ga;diﬁg .c9mlpromise effccted betwgen_ ‘
parties to tﬁe suit. Case file requisitioned. Change be
brouéht in the Court’s diary and caus list

Counsel for p'lainii‘t.'f sated at the bar that plainti'ft’Nd

1 has died and -sﬁbmiued list of 1égal heirs of plaintiff

' No.l. Placed on file. Moharrir is directed 1o enter the

names of legal heirs of plainﬁft’ No. | in the ﬁaﬁei of N
piainiiffs with red ink pen. ,PO'\#er of attorney on behalf of
falaimiffs_ and another power of au(%mey on beha‘ff %)f
defendants submirted. Piaced on file. Ccm'pr-(_)mi.se deed
Sl:lbmitted, ‘thc:: same ‘placc';d on file. F unherrnore, a jbim
statement is recorded B){ Sh?;i‘baz $/0 Niyaz Ahmad

(plaintiff No. 3 himself and attorney for rest of plai‘étift‘s) |
. : ‘ ;

‘and Zikriya Khan $/0 Bakhtiyar Ahmad Khan (defendant

i : P




A e

, . S o Page No. 2

No. 2 himself and atiorney for rest of the defendants).
wherein ‘th,ey exhibited special pow:er otf attorney on behalf
of ptiaimiffs‘is»exhibited as Ex-PA, special ﬁower of
attorney of attorney on beh‘ai_'\f of defendants a§ Ex-PB,
_ cbmp‘rdmisé deed as Ex-PC, cépy of CNIC of plaintiff No.

.

3 (speciél attorney on behaif of rest of the plaintiffs) as

Ex-PD and copy c;t‘ CNIC of defendant No.2 (special
attorney on behalf of the rest of tiie' defendants) as Ex-i’ﬁ.
They jointly recorded statement hlentioning that
compromise deed has been ef_feé:ed between parties té the
suit _fOi‘ the reasons mentioned theréin and requestéd for
the disposal of instant sn.rit accordingly.

In the light of the abévé, since the parties have settled

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

therefore, the court considers that inétant suit\nee.ds n‘ot 10
be proceeded further, hence, disposed of as per Ex-PC and.
in the light of joint statement mentioned above.

No order as to costs. -

AFile be consi gned to the récord, room after its
c'o.m'pl‘etion and compilation. |

' Ahﬁo’unc'ed
01/11/2022

. A o Khkula
s i 0 Civil Judge-XX.
P HoLLL L 477 [ CoTm “‘“‘""”"*'"*] S Peshawar
{ ,_": : . ;
¢
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