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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. Oﬂ/2023

Khuvhop P"ukhtukhwa
& nzc :nouna.l

| ity ol 293
- Naeem Badshah, > 2133,

Ex-FC Constable No.790, \ Dutca 23=0.5 oAl
‘Police Force Kohat...................... hirereesreseeesesianiessarenresrnnses Appellant.
Versus
The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others......................... Res pondents.

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPEILLANT IN RESPONSE

TO THE PARAWISE REPLY SUBMITTED BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth,

' REJOINDER TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

That the preliminary objections raised by the answering respondents are
erroneous in nature and spirits rather self-created and flimsy. The answering
respondents have failed to give legal and factual support to their Contentioné
submitted in the shape of preliminary _6bjecti0ns. No legal feasons have been
submitted by the answering res’poﬁdents as to why thé appellant has no cause
of action and locus standi? Why the ap}:)ellant is estopped by his own conduct?
Which necessary party have left and not arrayed as party? Why the appeal is
bad in law? How the appellant has not approached this Hon’ble Tribunal with
clean hands? In absence of legal support; proper rejoindér could not be filed
and submitted therefore, preliminary objections raised by the answering

respondents are liable to be struck down..

REJOINDER TO FACTS:-

1. That reply to para No.1 of the appeal is-incorrect, hence denied. The alleged
criminal FIR attached by the answering }esﬁondents was not part and parcel of
the charge sheet and statement of allegations. Appellant has never been

confronted with such copies of FIR and not orally. The attachment of these




FIRs showé that the answeriﬂg respondents have attached the same with
malfide attention in order to save his own skin from the inefficient and
irresponsible conduct applied by them | during the course of inquiry
proceedings as no evidence has been collected by the prosecutioﬂ during the
cc;urse of inquiry proc.eedings which may supp.ort the prosecution stance. In
case FIR No.309, where appellant has already been discharged u/s 494 Cr.PC
and whereas FIR No.558 dated 30-12-201-_3 u/s 411, 420, 468, 471 PPC PS:
Karak has been concerned, there is no evidence at all which may link the
appellant with the alleged offence. The name of the appellant is only available
in case diary. The name of the appellant has neither arrayed on the panel of

accused in the said FIR nor was he tried in the said criminal proceedings.. -

That reply to para No.2 of the appeal by the answering respondents is
incorrect, hence denied. Appellant has almost 24 yeai's’ service at his credit

- and has never been penalized except the impugned one.

That reply to para No.3 of the appeal by the answering respondents s
incorrect, hence denied. Appellant has undergone. surgery of his left eye and is
still feels pain in his Orbital Mass. This Hon'ble Tribunal may also judge

condition of his its left eye. Copy of documents is attached as Annex/Rj-1.

That no reply has been submitted by the answering respondents in response to

para No.4 therefore, the same has considered as admitted.

- That reply to para No.5 of the appeal by the answering respoﬁdents is -
incorrect, hence denied. The entire departmental proceedings have been
conducted in the absence and at the back of appellant which is evident from
the statement recorded by the inquiry officer. Appellant has ‘never been
provided opportunity to scrutinize the statement of alleged witnesses under the
scrutiny of cfoss examination. In case, the opportunity of cross examination
was provided to the appellant particularly against HC. Aman Ullah, the whole
truth would be on surface. The rivality in ulterior moti?e of HC Aman Ullah -
in his attitude towards the appellant, right from the initial stage that occurred
within the premises of the Court of Learned ADJ, Takht E Nasrati where
appellant was perfbrming his dﬁties at the fnain gate of the Court premises.

where appellant restrained HC' Aman Ullah from proceeding to the Court of
Voo ' |

~




Learned Addl. Session Judge, Takht E Nastrati while having pistol / arms in
his possession. This made HC Aman Ullah annoyed and then he proceeded
against the appellant on many other occasions which could casily establish the

target objection of HC Aman Ullah '

| _ : :
6. That reply to para No.6 of the appeal by the answering respondents is
incorrect, hence denied. The detailed reply has already been submitted in the

preceding para.

7. That reply to para No.7 of the appeal by the answering respondents is also

impugned charge sheet of the instant disciplinary action. The charges leveled
against the appellant in the criminal proceedings as well as under the
disciplinary proceedings are the same. Where departmental pr_oceedings were
iitiated only on the basis of criminal charge which was not subsequently
proved in the conipetent Court of law and resulted in acquittal. Th_e_pe'nal_
order could not be sustained. Wisdom ma‘y be derived from the Judgment
reported as 1998 SCMR 1993. The alleged fake currency notes has not been
recovered from the pei‘sonal possession of the accused appellant which fact is
_évident' from the Judgment of the criminal Court in the instant case. Copy. of

Judgment of the Hon'ble Criminal Court is hereby attached as Annex/Rj-2.

8. That replies to paras No.8 to 14 of the appeal by the 'answéring .respondents
" are incorrect, hence denied. So far the previous departmental proéeeding on
the instant appellant is concerned, the same'has been filed by the answering

respondents By itself and exonerated the appellant from the alleged‘cha_rges.

REJOINDER TO GROUNDS:- o

| incorrect, hence denied. Appellant has already been acquitted from the
That reply to Grounds A to O by the answering respondents are incorrect
and mere repetition of the facts therefore no need of further elucidation.

Appellant relies on the grounds -already been incorporated in the main

service appeal.




n
. Prayer:
It is, therefore,l most humbly prayed that the reply -o.f - answering
respondents may kindly be rejected and the appeal of the appellant may

graciously be accepted as prayed for, with all back benefits.

Appellant

Through Ast—Tw
Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,
- Supreme Court of Pakistan

&
-Ali Bakht Mughal
Advocate, '

High Court, Péshawar

Dated: 105/2024
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR .
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- Service Appeal No., 688/2023

~ Naeem Badshah,

Ex-FC Constable No.790,
Police Force Kohat........ s e SO Appellant.
Versus
The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others................... ......Respondents.
AFFIDAVIT

I, Naecem Badshah, Ex-FC Constable No0.790, Police Force ﬂKoh'at, do hereby
‘solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this rej oinder are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed

DEPONENT

from the notice of this Hon’ble Tribunal.

CNIC: 14203-3921476-5
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* PESHAWAR ol s
' ' Date: / /|~ e
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Lady Reading Hospital. MTI Peshawar Phone: 091-9211430, Fax: —
Email: info@Irh.edu.pk, Website: www.Irh.edu.pk

, : Lady Reading Hospital, MTI Peshawar @

S _ Department of Radlology

VIEW: 02-Jan-2023 14:35:03~_ . &

Scan Report T L T

MRNO  :K02-00004746810 . R Order By :Nisar Ahmad

DeptRef# : 22.0378519 ; ' o ' Referring Physician
Name :Naeem 8adshah i C . In-house Cunsultant .
Age/Sex  :34 Year(s)/Male I_-. . . . Destination(s) of Report : . - St
Phane : 92 091 60000000 ;  RemestOae  aNovanz2 passir pM
Address: kpk S . | PerformDate . :28-Nov-2022 05:40:28 PM,
, PESHAWAR - PAKISTAN . !

T3 1 14203-2921476-5

CPT: CTBRAIN'

Report Date | 129-Nov-2022 09:32:20 AM

REPORT : Cerebral parenchyma: [Normal. |
Ventricular system: {Normal for age] :
Midline shift: [None. ] .
Cerebellum: [Normal. }
Brainstem [Normal ]
. Paranasal sinuses and mastoid air cells: [Clear. ] - . :
Skull base: [Normal.] - . : -

CONCLUSION : Soft tissue density preseptal lesion {22mm) most I|ke|y formceal mass !
Rest of the orbit appears unremarkabfe

DR NADEEM ULLAH
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'Lady Readmg HOSpltdl MTI Peshawar .

X Lady Reading Hospital, MTI Peshawar Phone: 091-9211430, Fax: — ) /5
' EmalL info@irh.edu.pk, Websila: o lrh.edu.pk. : @ .

R | _ ; Department of Radiology - - -
VIEW: 02-Jan-2023 14:35,03 .. - L Scan Report TR

MRNO - :KD2-00004746810 © ¢ T e Order By © :Nisar Ahmad

" DeptRef# 22-0378519

Name :Naeem Badshah . ;

Referring waslc!an _

;- o " In-house Consultant -

AgefSex 134 Year(s)/Male ) _
Phone : 92 G31 00000000 ' : . ' -

Address: kpk

Destination(s) of Report

Request Date *28-Nov-2022 04:55:17 PM
Perform Date 128-Nov-2022 05:40:28 PM

, PESHAWAR - PAKISTAN '

CNIC? @ 1420320214755

Report Date T 129-Nov-2022 09:32:20 AM

CPT:

CTBRAIN: -

REPCORT :

CONCLUSION

Cerebral parenchyma: [Normal, | :

Ventricular sysiem: [Normal forage] )
Midline shift: [Nope. 1%
Cerebellum; [Normal
Brainstem [Normal g
Paranasal sinuses and mastmd air celis: [Clear. } :
Skull base [Normal]

Soft tissue densnty presepta] lesion (22mm) most |1ke|y fornrceal mass
Rest of the orbn appears unremarkable ) &

DR NADEEM ULLAH
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IN THE C ()URI OF R()/INA RFHMAN
SE %910N‘§ JUDGE, KARAK

“Sessions Case No. 36/7 £2021.

‘The State.. . Vs....Naeeni Badshah..

ERY

M '!"'a_]'_ Muharsmad DpPP for 'thé S_ta-t"e and

aceused ["acin.g trial'lNag‘_cllﬁ Bafdsh.a.‘h 'Or-l-.géi] presml
Arguments h.a'\f i 1'1"0(—1(1;\;* hc’cnli._'eﬂrltl'i_ahdlgoﬁe-i Ihlow;h :
“the Q’»’ilclerlce or l‘ecor_cl. _

Vide -l'n_v.sé'parlatze i u'_d'gm'enf of ‘mc__i_ay, conmatmg “
.-Llp();'l eight (08) pages, plduadon i i‘e, agc_usedNae?lﬁt-
Ba;dsgl.ﬂah s:;'o.--]-laz'_o.c:n“ -Sl";-a'h l/obalkl La-Waghar", T_eh’sil Tl
']'7;«:1l(_ln-c_-N:_m'al.i ) Dis.tridr': KﬂmI\ is ﬂé:.(l]._uit'fed“ OF fhe
cllm'rg,e'fof"['fent::e. He i's- on bd]lhlqball bolrlld-_s stmd
‘c;:mce“ed and Iﬂs.".".s-tn'cl_:i.els alc éa.bsqlvéd of thiir
tiabilities towards: bail -'Ij0nl_d'S;-_.f.r.'I_‘he case property ,.b'é: :
th:.'sn‘o'ynl:d_ but after lhucxpny : ij'."- plcfr{i_od“u‘ of
a;'Jpcta_]/rc.visi'(ml.

- - File be consigned fo Rt—:cm*d.x'()(‘g,

Anpounced, b C

(39.5,2024

---h‘"':'.h'.'_"ﬁ.f' "’u«’"""i-, AT
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IN THE, COURT OF ROZINA REHMAN,
| i SESSIONS JUDGE, KARAK
(R : o Sessions Case No.36/7.0f2021.
" ] Date of Institution...17.07.2021."
Date of Decision....09.05.2024. .
| The State.
4 T
2 ‘ VERSUS . S .
wE S T ‘Naeem_Badshah ‘son  of 'I.-Iﬁ’znor
_ Shah |”o Sarki’ | a\mghal Tehsll
Takht-e \](lSIclU Dl%lllct Kamk |
‘ (A ccmea’ facmg n mf )
TUDGMENT e
(09.5.2024 . _ s e T
: ' ' . The aceused . Nacem Badshah faced -trial for . -
: having recovered five: packets: containing .a total of '
' Rs.5,28,5007-  counterfeit - currency  from =~ his
' . possession in the instant case. '
) e 2. "i'h’c-,prosecm_i(m'. cuse is"'ﬁ_hat--/\Sifls}'la_r.i_f SHO
.S Karak"alongwith other poli'c'é”nafri was pres:é'r_'i.‘i__'t‘{fl - |
.’ _ the barricade E|U'L"VI at Toll' Plaza situated at "Iﬁai-in
it - : : t R L Coe T .
; ‘highway when® at. 13:50 h(')'ltil‘l-‘s one flying “Coach
: coming [rom Kohat side was St.bppé"d for the purpo‘.f,
' of checking where ﬂ'c)m':.1’.p‘c'tjson-.seratec_l in the 2™ seat B
P o was -found- suspiCiIOL.l's whor was holding one bl
plasiic envalope in'his lap, was deboarded and the
plastic: bag - was taken “into ‘possession Whi(:_h_-,_'o'n Lt
, ¢hecking . led to  the vrécové'r__y of five p;é.hcke_t._s
L Fozing Rehman . e ey T
VT Sestiors budn, Karak containing 1000/] Q()O curiency. notes per packet while-
one packet of Rs.500/- of Ichun'terféit purrenc“}:f:not'é;sj.n
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Q.
;
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¥
3

Caccordingly  arrested  And” the above-mentioned

DR

I he pGISOH dmc]oqud hm nﬂmc to be Nagetn Badbhah i

§ .

<o I-[nzn'or Shah. r/o Se‘.l'rk_i --'].;awg_ghar who was

&

* counlerfeit currency noles were taken into possession
Uirough recovery memo.. To “this effect murasila””

(7x.PA/T) was dmf’fed and Wa's'sent' (o pol'i'ce.s;alicir’i

through ¢ umldbiu \/Iuhmnmad Ilyab No. 3080 ot

o

rcgistration of case ahd preserﬁ--case vidé FIR No. -,

186 dated 045 2021 was registeréd under séction

489 C P P.C at P. ‘\ K'n'lk

3 T_he_-,c.omplcie chﬂllah,= after usual investigation,

was submiitted against accused -who “was . delivered
coples in‘compliance with provisions of section 265 -
Cr,P.C; was formally ¢harged for the offence under *

section 489-C P.P.C bui hé P]é._aded not gt'li]t_}”'.t.'o the :

charge and wanted.to be tried. =

4. "The prosecution, 10 prove its case against the

“accused facing .Lri.;_'llu pi-od'uc_é'.'cii%._ following eight (OR)

witnesses. The gist -of prosceution -evidence is as

.-

Sunder:- _ T PR ST

a. * PW-1 is the 'ﬁ;t'a'tement of Nasir IqBE&I

MOhdIIH who mcmporated the contenls i

o oof lﬂlll‘!ﬁi“.l|“]' mto-:F [. R Ex PA He: also

- sent parcel of mstant oase to expet‘t Of," .'

: btdte Banla of Paklstan for. report VIde .

I_IOlIl(. Lomfiwlc Fx PW 1/]

-
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cosies g

Ere
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t?/gzgf

F vsiia Rehman

Sesslons Judge, Karah

g

a_;xama-
gmr% "Karak

- —

b, . PW 2 9 the statement of l&a9h1[u1—'=~

Rehman No, 54’) who has talcen the parcel .

of the m%tanl La% to Fxpel't State Bank
of I’alu%tan
‘. PW-3 s, lh{, %ldLLanl of ASlf bhdnl'
DQP who 15 the complamant of mstant‘ |
case and IeIICIath the story as narrated-- B
in the muumld Teport Ex.P A/l -.
d. " PW-4 is lhc st’itemcnt of: /\man Ulldh'

HC who is lhc malgmal w1tness to the

1ecovely nu.mo Ex. PC S

c I‘W IS thc ﬁtdlcmcn{ of Falman Ullah
S1 who has suhm]ttcd complct(, chdllan
aggcnnsl lhb awuscd Faun,g, “trial in thu

Iﬂ‘%lﬁl][ Cd‘s(,

f PW-6. 15 Lhe qtatément'of Umalr Afzal L

Ahmsl'ml Cuuuncy Ofﬂcer QIate Bank of-

Paklsmn (F Ls}mwax) Who has submltted."‘

report. E PW G/1: g .. 

T

It

Muhamnmd II\-fis .NO.SOSU Who to'ok the
murasila to P.S forregistration of FIR -
h. PW-8. is the slatement of Rflsheed' Ull.a"h"_.'
ST ]O who m\ esuLated the 1nstant casc

S The pmsuulion lhuudﬁcr chIdrcd lls ewdcnce'

as _closed and ,smlemcnt of ’Iccused wa% reco‘rdé__d-' _
mdm section 342 Cl P ml hc piofessed mnoccnce
and x,-lmnu,d d]b(. nnphmtmn

0. \/h Taj Muhﬂmmdd D P P FOI the state ar guﬂ‘d .

that accusad mcmg-trml vas apprehended by tht_‘,"’ld(:::éil:l

police being in “possession “of  huge quantity of

I [} 3 |

wang . . - el N ‘. I. ) I..r

PW-7 is the st*ttememt of constaLle G s




&
Bl

S:r. .S. 7 -~ - 4*.
3 - - P T
S hb |
i:,; - 4 ) t e : . ! ‘:-, . : . - . I
o K’ cotinterfei currency notes which have been verified to™7
8 he forged through report of Expert, State Bank of
' Pakisian: that the police officials have no ill will to -
i charge the. - accused in- the.” present case; . that
prosceution  praved its - ¢ase against -the accused
! besond reasonable doubts.
ri " . . C - " . :
| 7. Mr. Akhtar Nawaz Khan ‘Advocate for accused
facing trial on the other hand. argued that accused
_1‘ac.in'g'h"ia]‘ was involved in:the case falsely; thiat
‘Present. case was, re'gist.crcd against accused facing .

‘riat just o show ¢fficiency o the high-ups of police; -

“that there was no ind.cpende-nl"'wi,tnes"s of the rc;:-t)verf-)f;"

that all wilnesses produced against accused facing *

trial were inlerested in {he. prosecution at the instance

of the recovery officer; "that' there’ was Ho. pabt

conviction of accused facing trial in such like cases;
that prosecution- miseribly  failed” to bring: home 3

charge " against the -accused . facing " trial. beyond:

reasonable doubts: . e R
8. I have heard the.u_l-gumerjts of léarned DPP fpr

" the. State, learned.deferice counsel and gone through .
the evidence.on record. "

9, Perusal of record “revéals that accused” facing .

trial has Beén booked in the-instant case for having

recovered from his possession a, huge number of
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driverscleaner and passengers. =

couiterfeil cuifrency- notes. at”.the time¢ when th

coming - from’ K_-o"hal' side. ‘which was: stopped at

barricide erected at "I‘oll‘l-..',.,P'la'Zfé situated ‘a'\é"maiﬁi

- highway  District  Karak -: but‘,. no  private

person/passenger/driver/cleaner was associated | with

“actused ‘facing trial. was ‘travelling in flying coach

recovery proceeding. What 10 say of non-association

of any "private person with the técovery. proceédings,

. the seizing officer (PW-3).in his cross éxaminatiof

nuamber of the flying coach nor has he recorded the

names of the driveriof the flying coach..This fact of

non=association of private person with ihe-recsvery

even stated that he has not mentioned the registration - - -,

oroceedings  has  further _been .. affirmed - by«

i n-vesﬁ gétid;‘.l offi Clc—_:'_i*'_ ( PWS) who st__ai:e_ci'

exaniination that he has not-tecorded the statement of

o e

“y

in :his “cross

10 ‘The most ciucial p(}jnt'in"'tl'ﬁe. instant Case--ié.th-é-:;t"' .

it has been registered on the repdrt of, Asif Sharif SHO

e

~(PV/-3) who is the seizing.officer, disclosing in his

“examination-in-chief - that "he - has " drafted™ murasila

registration” of  F.LR "thm,L_lg}j "Mui]':a_mlﬁéd.--;Ilyas_

No.5080, The .said I'"II__W-I-.lI'_giSiI‘E_I '.qj,épaolrt_ ()[_"_'_::'pw,_—;v"_ Asif-

B PA/L on 'th_e‘ 'spot 'w'hic.]'}. _ waq “Sent to PSfor L

Sharif SHO was transiﬁiti@f‘t_('}'_"':_l'_'(/loharrii‘ Nasir.‘l.qbajll_,

1




..[').- -

fo)

. i © (PW-1) stating in his examination-in-chiéf that he: hag®
_ correctly incorporated the contents of fiiurasila into
: r L '. ) ! . ‘ . I o ';._‘_\.
‘ vj FLR(Ex.PAY. however, this witness (PW-1) in the
footnotes -of his cross® examination lucidly held it
“correct that the - murasila: report is not “in."the
. handwriting .of SHO. Turthermore, the seizing ofticer
' (PW-3) in his cross examination-has-admitted that-his

; : - daily- diaries in respect of. his departure and arrival. "

from and to the P.S are not available on judicial filé,
therefore, together with 1hfc.de}3_‘ésiti011 of PW-1 that
“the murasila is not in the.handwriting of SHO .i.e
PW-3 coupled with: the "f"z_lct__"th_ht daily diariés in
4'? * - ° . . - . . -.-_-.

-respect of departure and arfival bf seizing officer arg
also ngt, available on’ file, ‘making the presénce -of
CiL - , complainant/SHO (PW-3) on the spot highly doubtful -
rather it be derived that whole of the proceedings have -~ "
a'legedly been carricd out somewhere élse rather on”
the saot, showing nd nexus of tle accused facing:tridl

with the alleged fecovered counfeifeit notes.
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":_Q L_zi_kep"‘ir?to. conside_rﬁtion mtermq of sééti@ﬂl 489~C
07/_;— A- B PP.C 'E\A?'-hi(_:.h ‘does nd_t S|‘.)(J.:;;i|<"".[‘10.r“;$.1_n offenlcé if a _per-slof'r;
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the. plo%cntmn d]d not pxow the possmsmn of fake

: (,urlpncy note in qLICStl()H by thc accused facmg tna}

knowledge rather the sp__iijil'.(')i_”ihé"\s_rectibn suggest that

essential ingredients for the' prosecution aré to prove_

T

the notes Trom the possession of accused to be- forged,

counterfeited and that accus'.eff.had-‘f‘he.inten(i-dg (o use
ther as genume or thd t he mlght use them as genﬁme. |
. ll.m Fmt, the basic _quc—:sii(m:;ih_; the.l .i;:'léta111t case
,r emerges 11‘121; 'tl'he_re isl-11g_)'.__t{_v_i‘dér__w_'ce_:_'-:o:n C{'JS(:‘.-E‘I;I@ whji_&i:h"

IC()L;IEI have shown lhe.’"infét;lti'on_"ofj:fgt_a 'a.r;(_:u.slelc-ﬂ- facmg
(riiil ‘.r'or . L.ising 'thc clfngLLII\JGLOVLICd ,g\d.unterfeilt .I
Cuwrrency notes as gcmnncno:thc '-pltpécc"U'tio’nv has.

succceded to rove on record that aﬂCcus._e;d 'fa('_:ing trial =

il

was |')1'evi'ously -\c':0|1g1'e¢Led'f-_ 'w:th : sdceh

a(,tw |C§Kbusmcqq of wumm Iul cutrcmv notes, thuc;

mere -’ poqsesslonflecovelv of countel"felt cmrency

noies from the <1(,LLIHC(i Fncmp lnal docs not make 1116

fl(,t:ll‘wd Jmhla o be pmwu(h,d undcuu thc law once Lhc‘:' ;
(mlpo.mn.l ingredient of hls -1|1Lc|11|()11 Lo use the 1‘0-1 gcd'
'lrml S As ¢ elvluuné is I]]]S\il‘lL In IhIS.ILgald rolmncc 1§ -
'plduui 0T 2010 P Cr LJ 198 &. 1988 P(l LT 15‘33
Thucfom Wh]lC the plosecut:on had to p]OVé o
Lrat :l(_LILSed wa |1.1 thc f(nowfedg:e that currency note-" -

was forﬂcd and {ha tit m:ght be uscd as gt.nume hut'_ '

e

Lo bc US(.d as gt,nume The plOSLCUHOll has not been
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trial beyond .reasonablé.d'oii_bﬂ't;l."-
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Announced. -

ucceeded to bear out its ‘case against accused facin

‘ Cor.r.é'eq?.ré,{?:‘_hi ﬁbcus‘e‘d .Naee}?f'-Ba&’Shdﬁ;'
“s/o Hazoor %ar’? o, Scnkr ;(rwag/?ar Tehw/
7"4‘!/()7!-—0-chr.s'r'a.r{ "!'.)f",f.'!;{j.i-"'c.t Karakl ;.'E acquiz‘f’ed Of R

the c/'zcy'ge,/(g[]&e%cf. : ;’"/_gg"_f.'f.s' (J"H bail, /75.5‘_1)’('1?;[ /’J_'onds

' .srcmd canc c//e(f md /m Sur cnea are a/}solwed ()f
Sk

their l-itu‘)_z'/.fu'e.-@".f.'o'WCfr_dLé bail _,'bona’s. Th‘e;‘;_;cas*e

property he dcs:’myedbufaﬁer the expf)y of S

period of appeal/revision.

File be consi gnéd to Record room. .
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