
t06.06.2024 1. Learned counsel for the
appellant present and argued that 

was directed to
vide i"npugned order the appellant

recover Rs. 

which is against the law
125,000/- from the pay of the appellant 

the subjeet bee3nd rules on
neither appellant received theausc

said amount fro.n BISP nor have any knowled
ge ofthesame. He

further argued that
even spouse of the appellant had 

rather BISP team vi
not applied

for JHSP
visit the house of appellant 

impression of her illiterate
and

obtained thumb i
wife. He further

argued that appellant is not bound by the aets of others and 

I'aised needs 

security fee 

notiees be issued to the 

of written reply. Respondents be 

the expenses of which be deposited by

ten days. Adjourned. To

recovery from. his 

consideration. Appellant i 

within

pay is injustice. Points

IS directed to deposited

seven days, thereafter, 

respondents for submission

summoned through TCS 

the appellant within 

written
come up for N

reply/comments on 02.07.2024 before 

Swat. Parcha Peshi given to appellant
S.B at Camp

Court,
’s counsel. N

(Ras Bano) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, Swat
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