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08.02.2021 Petitioner present through counsel. Mr. Kabiruilah 

Khattak learned Addl. AG for respondents present.

At the very outset, it was brought in to the knowledge of 

Tribunal that petitioner has been reinstated in view of the 

order of this Tribunal, he, therefore, requested for filing of 

the instant execution petition. To this effect, statement of 

Zia-Ur-Rehman Tajik Advocate, learned counsel for 

petitioner was recorded and his signature was obtained 

thereon.

As the petitioner has been reinstated conditionally, 

therefore, the proceedings stand adjourned sine-die till the 

decision by the Apex Court.
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Statement of Zia ur Rehman Tajik Advocate, counsel for petitioner, on oath:

Stated that the petitioner is satisfied from the said order of 
reinstatement as per the order of this Hon'ble Tribunal, they are 

reinstated conditionally. Therefore, the instant proceedings may be 

adjourned sine die. V
Zia ur RehmanTajid Advocate

R.O&A.C

Dated: 08.02.2021
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’p-FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

122/2020Execution Petition N

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

24.08.2020 The Execution Petition submitted by Mr. Zahid Alam through 

Mr. Zia Ur Rahman Tajik Advocate may be entered in the relevant Register 

and put up to the Court for proper order please.

1

REGISTRAR ^
2- This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench

on

ghairmSm

18.09.2020 Counsel for the petitioner.
Notices be issued to the respondents for submission 

of implementation report on 03.11.2020 before S.B.

■Chairran



Nemo for petitioner. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional 

Advocate General and Mr.. Muhammad Arif Wazir, A.D 

(Litigation), are present. >

Implementation report on behalf of respondents not 

submitted. Representative of the department requests for time. 

File to come up for implementation report on 24.12.2020 before 

S.B.

03.11.2020

(Muhammad Ja.mal Khan) 
Member (Judicial)

Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Noor Zaman 

Khattak, District Attorney alongwith Muhammad Arif 

Khan Wazir, AD for the respondents present.

Representative of: respondents states that a CPLA 

has been moved before the Apex Court against the 

order under execution. An application for its early 

fixation has also been submitted, however, no date of 

hearing is fixed in CPLA as yet.

The respondents are required to implement the 

judgment at the earliest and submit a report to that 

effect on next date of hearing in case the judgment 

under execution has not been suspended or set aside 

by the Apex Court till then.

Adjourned to 08.02.2021 before S.B.

24.12.2020

Chairman
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BEFORE THE HDN'BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

In Re: Execution Petition ND. /202Q
In S.A No.llD5/2DI9 decided on 22.DB.2D2

Zahid Alam Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex ^ages

Application 1-3
2. ]opiES of Service appeal and Judgment/Drder 

dated 22.DB.2D20
"A" G "A/I" 4-14

3. ]opy of the arrival report "B" 15
4. WakalatNama IB

Applicant
through

Zia Ur Rahman Tajik
IB, LLM, Sharia Law, 
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.



V
BEFORE THE HDN^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

pi PESHAWAR;

In Rb: Execution Petition ND,
In S.A Nd.1ID5/2DI9 decided on 22.DEI.2DZ

/2D2D

Zahid Alam s/o Muhammad Alam 

r/o Khawari District Mansehra.
Tribv^

Appellant

Versus

. jovernmentof KhyberPakhtunkhwa 

through Secretary Transport and Mass Transit Department, 
]ivil Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Director Transport and Mass Transit Department, 
jenevolent Fund Building,
^eshawar Cantt.

3. Secretary,
Regional Transport Authority, 

^^^Division,

Respondents.

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 7(Z)(b) OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT, 1374 FDR/DN BEHALF OF APPLICANT FDR 

EXECUTION OF JUDGMENT/DRDER DATED 22.DB.2D2D PASSED IN 

SERVICE APPEAL ND.IID5/2DI3 BY THIS HDN'BLE TRIBUNAL 

WHEREBY THE RESPONDENTS ARE DIRECTED TO RE-INSTATE THE 

APPLICANfS SERVICES WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:



r/
I. That the applicant was removed from service by the respondents vide order 

dated 23.D4.2DI9 which order was assailed by the applicant in Service Appea 

No.llD5/2DI3, Furthermore, the said removal order was set aside by this 

Hon'ble Tribunal vide its Judgment/Drder dated 22.DG.2D2D. (Copies o 

Service appeal and Judgment/Drder dated 22.DG.2D2D are enclosed as 

annexure"A"and"A/r)

2. That subsequently the applicant submitted his arrival report to the 

respondents but to his dismay the respondents neither re-instated the 

applicant nor accepted his arrival report what to say of extending all back 

]enefits to applicant by the respondents. (Copy of the arrival report is 

enclosed as annexure "B")

Now feeling aggrieved of the respondents' discriminate, illegal, unlawfu
treatment and willful/deliberate defiance of the Judgment/Drder datec 

22.DG.2D2D of this on'ble Tribunal the applicants approaches this Hon'ble 

Tribunal for his re-instatement in service with all back benefits in execution o
the Judgment/Drder dated 22.DG.2D2D passed by this Hon'ble Tribunal inter- 
alia amongst other:

GROUNDS:

A. That the respondents are bound to implement and execute the Judment/Drder 
dated 22.DG.2D2D of this Hon'ble Tribunal.

]. That non execution of the aforesaid Judgment/Drder is not only illegal, incorrect, 
irrational but have committed the respondents to gross willful disobedience of the 

Judgment of this Hon'ble Tribunal also.

]. That the respondents are bound by law to re-instate the applicant with all back 

lenefits.

D. That the respondents are also under an obligation as per Article 4 and 5 of the 

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 to execute and implement 
Judgment/Drder dated 22.DG.2D2D of this Hon'ble Tribunal. In addition to, non 

execution of the Judgment by the respondents and not treating the applicant in 

accordance with law is not supported by any provision of law and amounts to 

gross defiance of the Judgment of this Hon'ble Tribunal also.



That any other ground may kindly be adduced with the prior permission of this 

Hon'ble Tribunal at,the time of arguments.

m ■

•if

t is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of instant Application the 

Judgment/Drder dated 22.DG.2Q2D may kindly be implemented in letter and spirit anc 

respondents may kindly be directed to re-instate the applicant with all back benefits.

Applicant
through

Zia-Ur-Rehman Tajik
-LB, LLM, Sharia Law, 
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

AFFIDAVIT

, Zahid Alam s/o Muhammad Alam r/o Khawarai District Mansehra, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying Application are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from - 
this Hon'bleTribuna.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
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Zahid Alam S/o Muhammad Alam 
R/o Khawari District Mansehra icA-

Appellant

Versus

1) Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Transport & 
Mass Transit Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

Director Transport & Mass Transit Department, Benevolent 
Fund Building Peshawar Cantt.

Secretary Regional Transport Authority, Abbottabad Hazara 
Division

2)
•I

i 3)•9

ii
i
i

Respondents

■Apu

Appeal u/s 4 of the KP Service

Tribunal Act, 1974 against the 

termination order of removal from 

service dated 29.04.2019 and 

appellate order dated 01.08.2019 

departmental appeal, 

wherein departmental appeal has

be declared as 

illegal, againstthe law and facts.

-c)5 'I’.yFiAcclt

k4.0%is.'..i Zi-k\ r

'"9'

TESTED
2 ^ 

•r ’.7 -'‘Xribi’.naU 
Peshawar

--r
-fi ServicewIP

impugned . termination - order of

datedfrom serviceremovaj^■!

29.04.2019 and appellate order
{>0

wO

/



If-
*2.

«¥r.,

dated 01.08.2019 may psea* 

SGt^aside and the appellant 

please be reinstated 

service with all back benefits.

be
■■ ■

may 

m to the
w--- t

■i-

i- •

]
■V;-'

RESPECTFULL Y SHEWETH- ■ '

i*

Appellant humbly submits as under: •L'M

1) That the appellant being eligible and highly
qualified applied for the post of Assistant (BPS-14) 

and after fulfilling all the cordial

\m.

n;i

formalities i.e.
Test and Interview was appointed as Assistant 

appointment
P(BPS-14)

04.05.2012. It 

Assistant's post was later

vide order dated
may be mentioned here that the 

on upgraded to BPS-16. 4:
^'1(Copies of educational documents,

order dated 04.05.2012, medical CertificatT 

Arrival report are Annex "A")

appointment 

, and
•• f'4. Mm

r

2) That the appellant is a permanent Civil Servant as 

the department is keeping/ maintaining 

seniority list of the appellant and
the

his other
colleagues. (Copies of seniority lists and of pay roll 
are Annex "B")

's\

3) That in the year 2014, the respondent department 

issued charge sheet not only to the appellant, but 

other seven colleagues, wherein the allegations 

were that he was appointed by the department 

illegally and without fulfilling
criteria. (Copy of charge sheet dated 09.05.2014 

is Annex "C")

the appointment

attested

Se/vicc TnbmiaL
reitiHwaif ^

m
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That the appellant duly replied to the above 

mentioned charge sheet dated 09.05.2014 vide 

reply dated 19.05.2014, which is hereby annexed 

as Annex "D".

4)
•t

ki f.•i.M.
ii B'--

■4 ■'

I

5) That the department vide order dated 09.05.2014 

appointed one Mr. Sami Ullah Section Officer 

(Dev) Transport & Mass Transit Department, Govt, 
of KPK as Inquiry Officer. (Copy of office order 

dated 09.05.2014 is Annex "E")

That the appellant and others participated in the 

Inquiry proceedings and later on he alongwith 

other colleagues were informed by respondents 

verbally that the allegations against them 

dropped and the case was filed.

It may be mentioned here that time and again the 

appellant requested the respondents to provide 

him the copies of proceedings conducted against 

him in 2014, but till date the respondents 

turning deaf ear to the requests of appellant.

That the respondents conducted inquiry against 
the appellant again in 2018, the report of which is 

Annexed herewith as Annex "F".

' ■ ^

ii
■'i*mr*

p
>h:

". f
6)

-I.

were

V

are

y

7)

8) That the respondents started disciplinary 

proceedings by issuing charge sheet 
statement of allegations to the appellant vide 

letter dated 21.01.2019, which was duly replied 

by the appellant. (Copy of charge sheet and 

statement of allegations alongwith reply are Annex 

"G")

and

' -I-

'♦ *
9) That the respondents vide letter dated 22.01.2019 

inquiry penal to conduct an inquiry
• C-T■.-s.
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..•SiS.m about the allegations. 
22.01.2019 is Annex "H")

(Copy of letter dated
'mU

fll'

10) That the appellant appeared before the Inquiry 
Committee and thus after the i
the report was submitted

inquiry proceedings 

wherein, imposition of
major penalty was recommended, 

report is Annex "I")
(Copy of inquiry

. atNg'

11) That astonishingly the appellant 
with show cause notice dated
same allegation, which were leveled against him in 

the year 2014, but this time only to 4 

(Copy of letter and show
13.03.2019 are Annex "J")

12) That the appellant submitted

cause notice dated 13.03.2019. (Copy of the reply 

to the show cause notice is Annex "K")

was again served 

13.03.2019 on the
^2

t':'

persons, 
cause notice dated

reply to the show 3

13) That vide impugned office order dated
29.04.2019

the competent authority imposed major penalty 

removal from service on the appellant illegally and 

without lawful authority. (Copy of impugned 

order dated 29.04.2019 is Annex "

of

office
L")

14) That the appellant prefer
against the above mentioned i 
order of removed from 

dismissed vide order dated

departmental appeal 
impugned office 

service, which 

01.08.2019. (Copy of 

epartmental appeal alongwith its dismissal order 

dated 01.08.2019 are Annex "M")

was

15) That the appellant I 

termination order of 

dismissal of departmental 
this appeal for the 

grounds:-

is aggrieved of the impugned
removal from service and

appeal and thus prefer 

following amongst other

attested

mNEB.
Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar
a
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GROUNDS:r

That the appellanta.F;- was duly appointed by 

process and 

IS against the

respondents department after due
thus the impugned dismissal order i 
law and facts.

' f.
f - -v-;- “■ '

b. That since the appointment the appellant was
receiving his salaries for more than six years and 

permanent employees valuablebeing
rights 

order isaccrued to him and thus the dismissal 
against the natural justice.

That the superior Courts also held time afTd again 

that once an employee has been 

due process he cannot be
rather actions must be initiated against the 

appointing authority and thus on this principle too 

the appellant is entitled to be reinstated 

service with all back benefits.

c.

appointed after 

removed from service

into

d. That the respondents in 2014 already conducted 

inquiry on the same allegations and the appellant 
was cleared from all the charges, but now again 

they conducted inquiry on the same allegations, 
which is against the law and thus the appellant
deserve to be reinstated into service.

That the appeliante. was never associated or given
chance to properly participated 

^TTES T£©pceed i ng s in the inquiry 

and thus he has been condemned 

/^unheard, which needs to be declared 

by this Hon'ble Tribunal.
against the

iva

That in 2014 the 

against eight persons, which culminated into filing
respondents conducted inquiry

-



the inquiry, but now the respondents singled 

four persons including the appellant and removed 

them from service,, which shows the malafide of 

respondents to condemned the appellant for 

fault on his part and thus ail the
including inquiry process needs to be declared null 
and void.

out

no
proceedings

That the malafide of the respondents can be seen 

from the fact that in 2014 inquiry was initiated 

against eight persons, but the recent proceedings 

were initiated against four persons and thre rest of 

four persons were_.given promotion being blue
eyed persons of r&ponderits. (Copy of promotion 

orders are Annex "A/") '■ ' ' ■ • U

It is, therefore, prayed by accepting the 

instant appeal, the impugned termination order of 

removal from service,datecl-29.04.2019 and the 

appellate order dated 01.08.2019 may please be 

set-aside and the appellant may please be ' 
reinstated in to service with ail back benefits.

Dated:;?/-

Appellant
Through

Barrister Kamran Qaisar^^" 
Advocate High Court,

VERIFICATION

It is verified that 
correct to th^ 

material has

e contents of the appeal are true and 

my knowledge and belief and nothing 
bohcealed from this hon’ble Tribunal. .J

\ Ceriifi^ io b:-ti'.re^py Deponent
\/i .k .

.Knr;' .bwa
Peshawar

i •
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1105/2019

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 
and that of parties where necessary.

Date of 
order/
proceedings

S.No.

V'
321

V ■■‘S.11
v>.

Present.
Mr. Zia-ur-Rehman Tajik, 
Adv(ycate ' ' For appellant22.06.2020

Mr. Riaz Paindakhel, 
Assistant Advocate General, ... For respondents

Vide our detailed/ common judgment of today, in Service

Appeal No. 1102/2019, we allow this appeal as prayed for.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be
4 -

consigned to the record room.

(Hamid Farooq Durrani) 
Chairman t

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

ANNOUNCED^ate ^ -3a.
22.06.2020 ;r.;c

llr-put
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fitdettrcry ;Vf

A

SfVlil^fe
---- u.

i-r»"

•rt:



• f
H-

'\
\

i
1 ?

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFR VTCF TRIB AL

Service appeal No. 1102/2019

\Date of institution ... :23.08.2019 
Date of decision .... 22.06.2020

Hayat Wali Shah S/O Sher Wali Shah, R/O Shah Bronze Owir, Tehsil Mastuj, 
District Chitral. (Appellant)

Versus

Government of Khyber Pal<htunkhwa through Secretary Transport & 
Mass Transit Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and Two (02) 
others. '

(Respondents)

Present

Mr. Zia-iir -Rehman Tajik, 
Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Riaz Paindakhel, 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents.

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(E). -1. A .£21^

■JUDGMENT

Service Tnbimal, 
Peshawar

.MyHeHAMID FAROOQ DURRANI. CHAIRMAU--
r\

Instant judgment is proposed to decide also Service AppeaUNo. 

1103/2019 (Adnan Naz Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar & others), Service appeal No. 1104/2019 (Bilal Vs Government 

of Khyber. Pakhtunldiwa Peshawar & others) and Service appeal No. 

1105/2019 (Zahid Alam Vs Government of IGiyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar & others), as similar proposition is involved in all the appeals. 

Besides, all the appellants are aggrieved of Office Orders issued

29.04.2019 by' Director Transport & Mass transit Department

Peshawar/respondent No.2. The, appellants were proceeded against

fA

on
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purportedly under Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant (Efficiency & 

Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 and were awarded major penalty of removal 

IfoiTi service. The departmental representations/appeals of all the 

appellants were rejected through a single order on 01.08.2019.

9 In order to recapitulate the facts involved in the appeals, it is useful 

to note that the appellants Elayat wali Shah, Adnan Naz & Bilal
■ 4

appointed as Office Assistant (then BS-14) by respondent No. 1

were

on

09.07.2013, 11.11.2013 and 18.07.2013, respectively. The appellant Zahid 

Alam was promoted as such on 04.05.2012. The appellants duly took

charge of their respective positions and started performing duties as 

Assistant for a formidable period when in the year 2019, the respondent 

No.l was pleased to order departmental proceedings against them. Inquiry 

conducted and the recruitment/promotion of the appellants 

regarded as void abinitio. They

was was

were recommended for penalty. On 

13.03.2019, Show Cause Notices were issued to all the appellants which 

duly replied by them. Ultimately, on 29.04.2019 the impugnedwere

orders of removal from service were passed against the appellant.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellants,'learned Asst. AG 

on behalf of the respondents and have also gone through the available 

record.

3.

‘"i
K.:

4. Learned counsel tor the appellants vehemently argued that the

appellants were awarded major penalty and were deprived of the service

lor no tault on their part. He emphatically relied on judgments reported as
.V

1996 SCMR 8413, 2006 SCMR 678, 2004 SCMR 1077, 2009 SCMR 663 

and 2004 SCMR 203 and contended that, if at all, any irregularity was 

mitte'd during the process of appointment/promotion of appellants, it

r-
com
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• 1^ was on the part of respondents. The appellants were duly qualified for the

post at the relevant time and had also under-gone the necessary procedure.

It was also the argument of learned counsel that the appella^its could not

be removed under the principle of locus-poenitentiae after having put in

many years of service. In that regard he relied on 2015 SCMR 1418.

Learned Asst. AG, on the other hand, argued that the5.

appointment/promotion of appellants was void abinitio, therefore, there

accrued no right in their favor to have prayed for their reinstatement in

service. He also referred to the inquiry report dated 20.02.2019 and

contended that all the charges were duly proved against the appellants.

6. Before proceeding further, it is useful to provide here-under the gist

of allegations against the appellants;-

a) As per law (BS-I4) were required to be recruited on 

the recommendation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public 

Service Commission.

Recruitment record/documents i.e. Advertisement, 

short listing procedure, call letters to the candidate for 

interview, interview papers, merit lists, requisition to the 

Public Service Commission and recommendation by the 

PSC are not available in the Department.

Since no prescribed procedure ■ was folloyyed 

therefore, the appointment of appellants was illegal/ 

fake and void-abinitio.

b)

^tested
C'J

service TrAuaai 
- ©sfiawar^^

!J4«9

The allegations, even if proved, would clearly suggest that those pertained

to a period before appointment/ promotion of appellants. Similarly, the

same could not be attributed as misdeed/wrong doing on the part of 

^ appellants for proceedings against them on account of misconduct. 

Throughout the record it could not be brought forth byrthe respondents

u-
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tliat: any of the appellants was ever instrumental in the irregularities as 

detailed in the statement of allegations as well 

charges essentially suggested that the

particularly the respondent No.l was to be dubbed 

ever ironical that 

delinquent officer(s).

From-the record, it also appears that in the year 2014 an inquiry was 

initiated against the appellants on the grounds similar to the 

2018. The claim of appellants is that they were exonerated and the

the other hand the respondents could 

deny the exoneration of Appellants and in the relevant Para of their replies 

provided evasive contents. In the circumstances, the vexii^rof appellants 

twice for the same alleged act could not be ruled

/

as Show Cause Notice. The 

respondents department,

as defaulter. It is how- 

proceedings were ever under taken against the

more

no

1.

inquiry in

jirevioLis inquiry was fded , on not

out.
8. It is evident from the record that each of the appellant had put in 

more than five (05) years of service

appointment/promotion. It is also not denied that 

lacked qualification for disputed

as Assistant (BS-16) after his

any of the appellants

appointment. In the circumstances,
initiation of departmental proceedings against them and passing of order 

ot removal from at such belated stage would not be justifiable. In 

against the appellants it

service

other words, instead of taking action
was more

appropriate to have taken the appointing authorities to task who, prima
facie, committed the act of misconduct.

9. hot what has been discussed above 

impugned orders dated 29.04.2019 

legally sustainable.

we are of the firm view that the 

as well as dated 01.08.2019

atiIsted
are not0

as prayed
for.

l‘''oC'si(j!nikhws
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Parties are left to Hear their own costs. File be consigned to the

I'ccord room.
t

Is'l
(Hamid Farooq Durrani) 

Chairman

m
H=''(

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

of
ANNOUNERn
22.06.2020

^ \>resen
------
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Hic vVonh) Sci^a't*ir\.
I raiispurt A: \J4sv Ir.insit 

<■Kt^^ (il Kh her (*iiM*ii/iiklr i l*c h-lwa!

'UJECT:- ARRIVai REJ*OUr

^r^iltrd Sir V
iN

I'kast’

['-il IdunUuvi i*CNtuuv.

Rc|^(unal Ininsp m 

^ pvjn (nr duty on 13,08.2020 f n

rcUr tSK ludanic^i o) liun’Mc Service 

)r 0u:co J2(;o2>i20,
Iribunnl JChybcr 

encK.Nccli I. Aihid Al.ini. O/ficc 

Authoriiy llazara Division do hereby submit my arrival

Zahid Ahirn 

Office Assistant 
Regional Transpon Authority 

HOiuini DivisionO r
i ’i'l 1 runspon & Mas.-^ fransil Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Peshawar, 

Rc^Hmnl Transport Authoriy fhi^Wa Division. 1
si^SECtinAfi>

HWim Qt* ,.r‘DispATaizn nf-
il. : f ytfp

OJVu /r \ \lk

\

'

r
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WAKAL AT NAMA

Ty] \}iLna^ fesiutwilM-IN THE COURT OF

P\U~v 0 i\J}, (Petitioner) (PlaintifO, (Appellant), (Complainant)o.ryt/\

VERSUS

(Respondent), defendant), (Accused)

Case FIR No / /Dated Police Station

Charge u/s

lAVe,:

The above noted do hereby appoint

and Authorize Zia-ur-Rehman Tajik Advocate, Supreme Court of Pakistan to 

compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our counsel in the above 

noted matter, I/we also authorized the said Counsel to file appeal, revision, review 

application for restoration, compromise, withdraw, refer the matter for arbitration. And 

make any miscellaneous application in the matter or arising out of matter and to withdraw 

and receive in my/our behalf all sums and amount deposited in my/our account in the 

above noted matter.

ACCEPTED LIENT

dsbbOrtis) /Zia-ur-Rehman Tajik
L.L.B, L.L.M, Diploma in Sharia Law 

Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan
Office: 26-A, Nasir Mansion 

2-Railway Road, Peshawar. 

Phone:091-2564272 

Cell: 0300-9357932


