24" Juné, 2022 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr.

17.08.2022

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents

present.

Learned Addl: AG seeks time to contact the
respohdents for . submission of proper implementation
report; Respondents are directed to submit proper
implementation report on the next date positively. To

come up for implementation report on 17.08.2022 before

q

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

S.B at Peshawar.

Learned - counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah -

Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Implemeﬁtation report not submitted. Learned Additional
Advocate General seeks time to contact the respondents for
submission of implementation report on the next date. The request
is acceded to but as a last chance and final/conclusive
implementation report be ensured to be submitted on the next date
positively, failing which coercive measures shall be initiated against
the respondents. Adjourned. To come up for imp
on 15.09.2022 before S.B.

ntation report

A

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

o



30.03.2022

18.05.2022

Petitioner in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl:
AG for respondents present.

On previous date the case was adjourned on the strength of
Reader note, therefore, notices be issued to the respondents for
submission of implementation report. Adjourned. To come up for
implementation report on 18.05.2022 before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER(E)

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Mr. Waseem Ullah,
Assistant for the respondents present.

In pursuance of the judgement of Service Tribunal
dated 17.01.2020, the department has issued proforma
promotion of the petitioner from the post of Assistant
Engineer/SDO (BS-17) to the post of Executive Engineer (BS-
18) w.e.f 06.09.2010, vide notification dated 05.08.2021. A
written reply has also been submitted in the instant execution
petition which is placed on file and a copy of thereof is

provided to the learned counsel for the petitioner. To come up

7
7

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E)



01.11.2021 - - Petitioner alongwith counsel and Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl. AG for fhe, respondents present.
~In view "oi;' the . particular observations in the
j,udgr‘nen‘t‘ ’under executi'Qn_,.'_; let tbe respondents come up
with their version as to mode and manner of execution of
the judgmerit which is not acceptable to the petitioner.
The respondenté are directed to file their objections, if
any, on next date. Case to come up on 16.12.2021
before S.B.

R

Ch
16.12.2021 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabirullah

Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Learned AAG requeste.d for a adjournment to submit
implementation report on the next date positively. Adjourned. To
come up for further proceedings on 09.02.2021 be .

/\

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E)

10.02.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

30.03.2022 for the same as before.

€

Reader
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“ - FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Y - ' -
Court of _ _— _ .
Execution Petition No.j:\' : I - f2021
R A ‘
S.No. | Date of order Order or othér proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 25.08.2021 The execution petition of Mr. Nazir Ahmad submitted today
by Mr. Noor Mohammad Khattak Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court for proper ord\er please.
/
REGISTRAR
7. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at
Peshawar on 244 ’Dﬁlzl
C
24.09.2021 Counsel for the petitioner present.

Notices be issued to the respondents. To come up
for implementation report on 01.11.2021 before S.B.

ChajrMma

I/
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'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Implementation Petition No. /2021
In '
Appeal No.43/2018

Nazir Ahmad Khan, Deputy Director (Retired),
C&W Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ’

............................................................. PETITIONER
VERSUS o
1-  The Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7-  The Secretary Establishment Department, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3- The Secretary C&W Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

4- The Secretary Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

......................................................... RESPONDENTS
IMPLEMENTATION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO OBEY THE JUDGMENT DATED
17-1-2020 IN LETTER AND SPIRIT

R/SHEWETH:
1-

That the petitioner filed service appeal bearing No.
43/2018 before this august Service Tribunal for his pro-
forma promotion to the next higher grade of BPS-18 and

BPS-19 with ancillary relief therein as well as with all back
benefits. ‘

That the appeal of the petitioner was heard and the
appeal of the appellant was partially accept vide
judgment dated 17-01-2020 and the operative part of the
judgment is as under.” This Tribunal partially accept
the instant service appeal with the direction to
respondent No.6 (Secretary C & W) to take up the
case with respondent No.1 (Chief Secretary) for

appointment of a scrutiny committee at the level N

of respondent No.2 (Additional Chief Secretary)
with comprising of Secretary law, Secretary
Finance and Secretary Establishment as
respondent No.4 to consider the case of appellant

for the purpose of pro-forma promotion in the light -
of the judgment of various judicial directions and
in humanitarian grounds for making the

Al
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recommendation to the PSB”. Copy of the judgment
dated 17-01-2020 is attached as annNeXUre wuusssssenss A.

That after obtaining copy of the judgment dated: 17-01-
2020 the petitioner submitted the judgment mention
above for its implantation to the Department concerned
but the respondent Department are not willing to obey
the judgment dated 17-01-2020 in letter and spirit. That
the respondents on their own whims and wishes issued

the Notification dated 05-08-2021 whereby the petitioner L

has been granted pro-forma promotion from BPS-17 to
BPS-18 w.e.f. 9.6.2010 instead of w-e-f 08-02-2003 and
further promotion to BPS-19 has been denied to the
petitioner without any reason and clear justification. Copy .

of the Notification is attached as annexure ' . Bao

That the petitioner has no any other remedy but to file
this implementation petition.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the
respondents may be directed to implement the order

~ dated 17.01.2020 in letter and spirit. Any other remedy -

which this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be
awarded in favor of the petitioner. .

PETITIONER

NAZIR AHMAD KHAN

- THROUGH:

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE
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: 'EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE: TRIBUNALV;;_-.;»-;N-_;-.-.,
PESHAWAR

NAZIR AHMAD VS ~ C&W DEPTT: .

AFFIDAVIT

Stated on oath that the contents of the accompanying service:
appeal are correct to best of my knowledge and belief and:nothing-.
has been concealed from this Honorable Service Tribunal.

DEPONENT

CERTIFICATE: | =
Certify that no earlier service appeal has been filed

by the appellant in the mstant matter before this Honorable Service .
Tribunal.

CERTIFICATION

-
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BEFORE TI-IE: KHYBER PAKHTUN'KHWA S! _VICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR N
......... , |z ‘} réww _z:«: ‘mau-;va_
S.ANO._; -~ L(j B g /2018. ) ‘ \\" ‘ .‘A // Diar3 Jin. g/ 8

Nazir A.h:nad Khan Deputy Dlrector (Reured)
C & W Department Dlstnct Ch.uIal

‘Versus

Chiet Secretary Govemment of Khyber Pakhttmkhwa |
) ‘_"Peshawar | '

i :IAddmonal Chief Secrntary Govt of Khyber

:'Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
- Secretary S&GAD Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
‘Peshawar

'Semor Member Board of Revenue Govt of mxyber
o ;Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

"Secreta.ry (C&W) Gavt: of Khyber Pakhmnkhwa o

.L.-'.u.._.'.',‘._ ......... s Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTU'NKHWA SERVICE TR!]BUNAL
. .ACT 191l'4 (AMENDED 2013) FOR. .-
PROFORMA PROMOTION OF * - THE
;APlelfvaTHENmmGHER |
GRADE CDF BPS-18 AND - BPS-IQWITH S
-ALLBACKBENEFHS Ty &&3

. -:Sec:retary Estabhshment Govt of Khyber Pakhmnkhwa _‘.‘
: 'Peshawar o
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, respondents were dtrected to. conhdered the name of the appellant n PSB |

'\-.
;w

;Lnthea

ptomotton whrch w

r been leoallv

\ o
3r. |.Daveof
.| No i order/ L
.| proceedings |
1] 2 ‘
. ' '\_.,‘_
BEFORE THE KHYBER PA}CHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
' Deal No 43/2018 .
Date of Instttutton 10.01,2018
Date ,of Dects;on 17.01.2020
B Nazir Ahrned Kban Deputy Duector (Retired) C&W Department - .
 District Chitral. *_--'--'--«-_---A'ppellan.t ol
- : Versus |
"'Chief Secretary Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and '
s five, (05) others . 1—-‘,'—--------Respondeuts
Muhammad Amin Khan Kundl ......... t...;,.;.....‘....Mentber(J) -
Mr. Hussam Shah ..o.loiee L......,.;;.;....Member (€.
17.01.2020 | JUDGMENT

I\/fr HUSSAIN SHAH:

-Learned counsel for the appellant a.nd Mr

. .Usman Gham leamed Drstrxct Attorney for the respondents present

2 o It as the thll‘d round of ht]oauon as the case came up betore thlS‘ '

that. appeal by this Tnbunal n its order dated 19.01 2017 wherem the .

W1tl1m three (03) months That order was challenged by the respondents

ugust Supreme Coun of Palttstan vide C. P No 170/2012 whxch -

was dismissed on 17.0] 201.) Subsequently the name of the appellant‘f ‘

was ‘put before the PSB but the appellant was not iound suxtable tor .

, the second round of lmganon the appeal No.". 1608/2013 was preferred, ,
whrch was decided on 19:10. 2016 wherem 1t was observed by the
Tnbunal that the decxsxon of the P‘%B n its unpuzned meetlng held on

07 08. 2013 appears not to beJusnf) and the case of the apoellant had not’

o

and rneanmcrfully consrdered as requxred With the above !

' abserv auon the service Trrbunal 5! thc. same ;udgment rem.tted aoam

Trtbuna] n appeal No 1738/2009 \Vhlch was dlsposed of by acceptmo‘ -

as cornmumcated to the appellant on 11.09. 2013 In B
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f 10 be plac’ed Gefore the PSB and the |

appeal to ‘the respondent departmen

. decxslon ol the PSB dated 07 08:2013 was set asrde Resultantly the PSB'

i

ugh. considered the case of promouon of 'the appellant b

tho ut did not '

tound elwrble for pro- form'\ promotion. Belnc aggrieved aoam; the

"appellant preferred departmental appeal o 02112017 whlch was'

're\ected v1de lettél dated 24 11 7017 but the rejectron order was not. o

commumcated to the appellant To pursue the outcome of lns appeal the:

appellant got the copy of the rejection order dated 24 ll 2017 as- alleged
in Para 6 of the appeal during his visit to the office of reSpondent No.G on |. |

ll): 10. 2018 The appellant preferred the mstant service appeal on

1 10.01 2018 with .the prayer that according to the (.leCISlOl'lS ot the service

' lubun'\l datecl l9 01.2012 &. 19.10:2016 the appellant may be allowed S

pro-torma promotion from 3PS-17 to 18with; effect from 08 02'.20'03 ancl '

promotion for BPS-18 to 19 with effect from 31.12. 2008 with all bacl\.

benefits.

l‘ 1 3. The leamed counsel for the appellantlargued-that the'appellant 5
l L was appointed on. the recommendation of Pul)lrc Servxce Comnussxon as - .‘
l l { SDO 1n BPS-17 in tle year 1978. The. appellant was aqsrgned the cltarce
1 : l of Executive Engineer on 11.10. 1999 acamst the vacant poSt and he : }‘?
' ‘\ | worl\ tlll 25 03. 7000 as Design Engmeerlm Malal{and D1V1510n On l
- l\ 25. 03 2000 he was. posted as XFN n lm own pay and. scale in Drstrret." '|‘
' : l\ \ Chmal \vherern he pertormed his dut\es as XEN il 03 02 2002 He was - .':
L , ,.
QT E*’"‘ e retamed at that status tlll June 2010 at mtervals He further argued that as.
a result of drscxplmary proceedmos mmor penalty was imposed and due t
AN l""lER : to the minor penalties his ervwlnle 1umors were plomoted on regular
@iryber Pd‘chlmakhw& b ‘ _
Sa‘fvr;zzl?a@?;%‘lr k i | basis © the hl‘-’llel post Bemcr aconeved he prelened two ( 02) seerce

appeals in the service Tnbun’al. Out of these two (02) one was agamst '

the minor penalties and another was againstthe promotion of his Jumors.-.‘ :

—




Bgher Paichtunkhwa
irasice Tribupal,

Durmg the pendency ot service appeals of the appellant was offrctally

mforrned vide letter No. SOE-IW&S/l 6/78 dated 05. o: 2005 that his .

o appeal before the Chlef thster had been accepted on the cOndttron that o 'v

.. the appellant should withdraw the aforementroned appeal in the servrce “
' Trtbunal The - appellant subrnltted apphcatton accordtncly before the'{
2 bEl’\’lCC Tnbunal on 07. 03 2005 to w1thdraw both hrs appeal Thrs

:, Tnbunal accepted the apphcatton of the appellant v1de order dated 1

31 05. 2003 Furthermore the [minor- penalties. were - W1thdrawn by the' o

h)qher post was not declded. He further-arcued 'recardmc the semon’ty.' ,
posmon of the appellant that accordrno to the semortty llst of Assrstant. -
Encrmeers on 01.06. 2002 the appellant was at" serral No. l He further
| pomted out t_hat ‘vide notlﬁcatxon- No. SOE—I/W&S/4 3/75 datedl'
| 08.02.2003 twenty (’)O) othcers jumors to the appellant were promoted |
' ffom BPS 17 to BPS-18. Srmrlarly vide another notrﬁcatron No SOE-A:
. I/W&S/4 3/2004 dated 23.12.2004, thirty (30) rnore junior ofﬁcers were' :
. promoted frorn BPS 17 to BPS-18 ‘and the appellant rernamed m his | :

1 substannve posmon of Assistant Encvrneer n BPS 17 Further mentroned: 1

| that vide rtottﬁeatton No. SOE-UW&SD/4- 3/70 dated 31.12.2008 his

, emt\vlnle _]Ul‘llOl’ in substantwe vrade to BPS 17 were prornoted /rnoved—. A'
otler from 18 to grade 19. Learned counsel for the appellant further
stated that in March 2006 the. appellant was removed.frorn servrce andv 1
belng aoorleved preferred service appeal before the serv1ce Tnbunal and |
he was reinstated to his post Wrth all back beneftts n Aucrust éOOé
Learned counsel for the appellant further contended that the fact sheets

ot the entire career of the appellant speakrng 10udly that he was

Sllluected 10 consrstent hurmhatron by the respondents and deprte the

y repeated mqumee nothmo substanttally could be prove aoamst hrm and :

S

competent authorxtv but hr“ appeal for consxderatlon the promotton to the g
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- he remained m service till hlS superannuatton desptte the facts that hei '

‘was con51stent kept- deprtved for promotron to the hraher orades and is

4

erstwhtle jumors were reoularly promoted from BPS 17 up 10 BPS 19 :'

Further contended that even despxte the repeated dtrectton of the servtce :

| Tnbunal and the Supreme court the re3pondents had not change thexr"

allecred that I VlOla[lOD of the pnncrpal of _]USUOE and good governance

._ ;-the respandent department treated the appellant,ip- a;wa‘y whi_c_:h sme115‘

personal prejudtce and orudoes He further referred to the pomts dtscqs

.lm the order of thts Trtbun"l dated 19 01 2017 tn the Servxce appeal

No 1738/2009

“On the basis ofjudoments of the - superzor courts the
Lahore Hzah Court held in the Judoment reported as’ 2008 -
PLC (C.S) (Lahore High Court), that promotzon could not . . 3
be withheld on the ground either \imposition of.»mmor'

_penalty or pe'ndencv of* departmental inqain"proceedihes
, aoamst a crvx[ servant. Iromcally on each occaszon the
.appellant was denzed promotzon also on the O'rOuncl that

“his behavior wzth seniors was not deszrable] ” but on Ihe
other hand, the respondent had to admzt that there was
rzothmor adverse against hzm in his PERs and that he has .

a5 always been recommended to the. PSB because hts servzce -

the | appellaht has been vzctzmzze perhaps because of .
) havmg not 'TO ‘coraial’ relations with his seniors. Last but' e
hot the Ieast despite admzttzno the fact in the letter of o
department dated 06. 09 2011 that pendmcr mquzry 1fanv A
stood abated aaaznst a oovernment servant -after hzs o
retzrement- the appellant was not promoted and. he retzred

' from service in the same pay scale in which: he was mducted ‘
into service, even after rendermo servzces for several '
decades and a number of oﬁ‘icers much jumor 16 him were o

promoted. The orounds czted for his? super sesszon/.'

dejerment are- not sustamable in Iaw as, pomted out above '

tlleoal and unjusuﬁable stance 4ll ‘the end of hlS career He fur’ther‘ |-

: reCord was generally good It therefore appears 16 us that N
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pendency of mquzry or even rmposmon of mmor penaltzes )
: ' were not valid grounds for wzz‘hholalzr1¢7 promotzon ofa civil -

B " servant. The appellant was otherwzse the senior most. an’ A
there was nothing adverse in hzs service record ther efore N
R . - he wds elzazblefor promotion durmcr service, wluch rzaht of ]
o - him would continue even now for benefit in hzs penszon ’a

4. The leamed District Attorney contested the facts, zrounds of the,

' appeal and arguments of the learned counsel for the appellant and argued' '
' that in comphance of the orders ot thrs Tnbunal and Aucust Superme:wv
! CQurt the promotion case were placed before the Provmcral Selectron '

Board for consrderatron but the PSB could not found hlrn surtable for

P . ‘ ‘ recrular pIOInOtIOI] nor for pro—lor*na promotron He turlher arcrued that

accordrno to rule 7. of the . Khyber Pakhtun}\hwa le Servant

(Apporntment, Promotron & Transter) Rules 198’9' th'e 'rconcerned. -

| appomtmg authorny as in the mstant case, the Chref Mlmster s‘hall

ordrnanly appoint on promotron any ofﬁcer on the recornrnendatron of

! the Provincial - Selectron Board. I-le further e)«.plarned that bemg the '

statutory power of the Provmcral Selectron Board to determme the .
: surtabrlrty of an ofllcer ,tor apporntment on promotion an'd made the‘
recommendatron to the appomtrno authority adcordmcly HL further

|

contended that ‘the. PSB -and- eXercrse of stamtory power drd not

recommend the appellant for prornotron on the ground mentloned in, the

. mmutes of the vanous meetmc whenever the' case of promotron was

g placed before 1t for consrderatron hence the 1nstant servrce appeal does -

1 Hot carry any merit nor is not based on any new: iacts are arounds

therefore the same may be dlsrmssed wrth costs
5. ' A.rcruments heard. File perused
6. After the detailed scrutmy of the documents record on ﬁle |

| arguments - and counter arguments or learned counsel for the appellant :

and learned Drstnct Attorney, tlns lrrbunal is of the vrew that deSprte the
. L _
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of carrier. prooressron durlno lns

| the concemed authorities in the’ department coul

17

:=-_]ud1cral scrutmy and- at each. time \vhenever the«

tompetent torum ‘Vh.l_\.h 1

detail Judc,ment of thrs Tribunal dated 19 01. 7012 in serv1ce Appeal No
1758/2009 Wherem this Tribunal e\ph01tly referred to the appellant bemg

fjvrctnmzed (Para 3 ot the Judgment) the appellant could not .get his. na,ht

”='rehrement and suttered heavy hnancxal losses in- tenn ot salary and" '
:pensron deSprte a lono carrier he could not get the chance of promotlon
‘trom the post agarnst whrch he was appornted on the recommendatton of '

- the Pubhc Servrce Comrmssron Thrs recumno and repeated treatrnent of .

mental psychologxcal status of any person as ‘it is a cornmon human
psycholocncal prrncrple We understand the sranrtrcance ot the statutory’ B

eapauty and power df Provincial Selectlon Board to the extent of rnang '

recommendatrons for

servant agaihst

| such powers are e\ercrsed n the hcht of yard stlcl\s/cntenon estabhshed
Khyber Pakhnmkh\va Crvrl Servant (Apporntrnent Promotlon Transfer)

Rul

..Act 1973 as well as in the broader contem of the constrtutxon of Islamrc' |

o Replublic ofPakrstan

h contested and adjudrcated repeatedly throu,h court proceedrngs and .

f:eame betore the court of laws the cases were dec1ded on ment and -

drrectron were rssued 10 the respondent department tor placmcr
|

t

‘| appellant is kept depnved of his ]UdlClOUS service benefts specrfeally the. |

actrve servlce as, well as after post'.

d deﬁmte]y affect the )

appointment on the basis ot'-pron'i_otion of a c-ivil_. :

a hugher post are otherwrse but we also apprecrate that '

1989 and the provrsron ot the Khyber PakhtunLhwa Crvrl Servant -

. As. mentron earher that all relevant facts/orounds has been'”
request of the appellant =

before the »

the PSB in the 1nstant case but strll the'

| in the relevant promotton polrcy m the context of the provrslon ot the

tmancnal benefits ot promotron and resultant pension atter retrrement-
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‘iequtvalent to the posmon hxgher than hlS substantwe post of A5513tant

Enomeer in BPS 17. - _— |

ThJs Tnbunal parhally accept the . mstant Serv1ce appeal thh

. dlreidtmn fo respondeﬁt No.6 to tahe up the case W1th reSpondent No l for

I

'
1
Nl

o app,omtment of a scrltmny oomtmttee at the level of respondent No 2 wlth 1

: eon[ pnsmo af. Sebrethry law, . Secretary Fmance and Seci-etary:"

Estbbllshment as respondent No 4 to: consxderth ase ot appellant for:}

R)

the purpose of pro-tqrma promotton m ‘the hght of the Judgment ot_ a
| vanous Jud4c1a1 directions and in humamtanan grounds for makmv the'

- lrecommendanon 10 the PSB Pames are left to bear thexr own costs Flle,' ’

be consxgned to the record rooms

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundx) . .(Hussam Shah)
' Merqber ‘ . Member '

":ANNOUNCED
- 17.01.2020-

mweolpp ensation of Apy
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GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the August 05, 2021 .

Notification

- No.SOE/C&WD/13-2/2018:

In light of the court decision dated 17.01.2020

and on the recommendations of.the Provincial Selection Board (PSB), the

Competent Authority is pleased to promote Engr. Nazir Ahmad Ex-Assistant -

Engineer/SDO BS-17 to the post-of Executive Engineer (BS-18) of C&W De_:partment for

proforma promotion w.e.f. 09.06.2010 (one day'before‘of his retirement).

SECRETARY - TO
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Communication & Works Department

Endst of even number and date ' *

Copy is forwarded to the:-

© ® N O oS 0bd -

—
e

11

~ Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar

Account_ant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
" Chief Engineer (North) C&W Swat stationed at Swat
‘Superintending Engineer C&W Circle Dir Lower

Executive Engineer C&W Division Chitral LowerlUpper

District Accounts Officer Chitral

PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

PS to Secretary Establishment Deptt, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

L

PS to Secretary C&W Department Peshawar

Engr. Nazir Ahmad Assistant Engineer (retlred) C&W Department
Office order File/Personal File

WM”)
05-Q 202
(ZAHOOR SHAH)
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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:  VAKALATNAMA

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIEUNAL

!PE:SHAWAR
APPEAL NO | OF 2021
< . | A (APPELLANT)
___IJQJAL__A_KIM" | (PLAINTIFF)

- (PETITIONER)
VERSUS |
)  (RESPONDENT)

~ (DEFENDANT)

P
1

Do hereby apponn nd constitute NOOR MUHAMMAD KHATTAK,

Advocate, HIGH COURT, Peshawar to appear, plead, act, compromise,
withdraw or refer to arbltratlon for me/us as my/our Lounsei//-\dvocate in
the above noted matter, without any liability for his default and with the
authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsel on myjour cost.

- I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and recelve on

my/our behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on' my/our
account in the above noted matter.

Dated. _/ /2021 W

CLIENT

ACCEPTED :
NOOR MUHAJMMAD KHATTAK

KAMRAN KHAN:
SAID KHAN

UMAR FARSET/MO MAN%
& 2An A
HAIDER KAAN
ADVOCATE

OFFICE: |
Flat No.4, 2"° Floor,
Juma khan plaza near

FATA secretariat, warsak road
Peshawar City.

- Mobile N0.0345-9383141 -




