Lo 04"'()0{2022 | o P Petiﬁbner -alohgwith his counsel  present. Mr.
- Kabirullah Khattgik,- Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Fazle Subhan, H.C

:- for respondents présent.

2. Reiaresentativie. -of the respondents submitted order
bearing endorsement No. 5277-85/EC dated 05.07.2022,
w‘l{ereby' in compliance with the judgment of the Tribunal dated
18.01.2022, the petitioner has been reinstated in service
condjtio.nal!y-'aﬁd‘ _provisioniclily, subject to the outcome of tﬁe
CPLA. Learned counsel for the p‘e"tit'io'ner apprehends that the
order reinstatiﬁg the petition'er has not been given specific effect
as regards the dates. It is in this respect observed that the order
is passed in compliance withy'the judgment, therefore, whatever
Q_ww‘;‘sﬂhe terms-,of judgfnent those would b_c- éohs-i_dered to be the
- part of this order. The instant execution .pe‘titi'onf is disposed off

in the above terms. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar- and “given

under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 04" d&y of. . .

October, 2022. o ,
(Redim Arshad Khan)

- Chairman




11 08 2022 E Nemo for petltloner : &

'.’!\/I_r. K?bi!‘ Uliah‘ Khattek, Additional Advocate General
alongwith ‘/'\;tt'a‘U_r:Renmen,- I:nspector Legal for respondents
preseit. o

'Representahtive of the respondent department
submitted office order No. 5277-85/EC dated
05.07.2022 which is placed on file through which the
petitioner is remstated m ser\nce subject to the outcome
CPLA. As nobody s present on behalf of petitioner.

‘Therefore notlces be lssued to petitioner and his

counsel for further proceedmgs on 31.08. 2022 before

S.B.
- _ (F—"éreeha Paul)
Member (E)
31.08.2022 Learned counsel for the petitioner present Mr. As:f Masood Ali

Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr Fazle Subhan H C for the

respondents present.

: Respo'n'ae‘nt department, produced a copy of office orderv‘b_earingf

“ No. 527=?I—85/EC dated 05.07.2022 whereby the pe‘tition-é"ri. has been
reinstated in service conditionally/provisionally subject to the outcome of
CPLA by the august Supreme ¢ourt of Pakistan. Copy of the séme is
placed on file as well as provided to learned counsel for the petitioner.
Learned counsel for the petitic:iner requested for adjournment on the
ground that he will submit objection(s) on the office order submitted by
the respondents on the next date. Adjourned. To e up for

~ objection(s)/further proceedings on 04.10.2022 before §

(Mian Muhammad)
Memb“er (E)




' ORDER

In compliance of judgment dated 18.01.2022 -of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunial Peshawar passed in Service Appeal No.
15574/2020 and il the light of directions dated '13.06.2022 passed in
Execution Petition No. 14772022 in dbove Servicé Appeal;, Ex-FC Rahat Ali
is hereby reinstated in service conditionally and provisionally subject to the
outcome of CPLA.
o

OB No_ £

Dited 7 F 2022, .
MUHAMMAD SHOAIE KHAN (PSP)
: District P’_ol‘iCe Officer,
Swabi -

No. 521 -~ 85“_/’ EC, dated Swabi the O3> /9 ?’ /2022
‘ Coypy of above is forwarded for information to the:

In;slr)ecl,c.)i" General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar w/r to his
office Memo: No. 3060/ Legal, dated 29.06.2022; please: | '
2. Regional Police Officer, Maidaii. ‘

3. Registrdr;, Khy;bcr Pakhtunkhwa, Services Tribunal, Péshawar.

4 l'f)"i.strict Account Officer, Swabi.

5. DBP/HQrs, Swabi:

6. Inspector Legal Swabi.

7. Pay Officer.

8. Establishment Clerk.

9. C;ifficial concerned.
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: 13;“’ June, 2022 'Petitioner‘in person present. Mr Kabiruallh Khattak,

5% July, 2022

- Addlr AG. alongwith Mr. Fazal Subhan, H.C for

~ respondents present.

Learned AAG submits that he has telephonically
informed the respondents but it is noted with serious that
Head Constable put appearance with no order of
implementation, therefore, respondents are directed to
submit proper implementation report on the next déte,
failing which further coercive measures under Section-51

- of the CPC would be taken against them. To come up for
<
'(Kalim Arshad Khan)

- Chairman
£8 3oy ‘3._ (.1( AN

. Jimplementation report on 05.07.2022 before S.B

Learned counsel for the petitioner present None for the

respondents present. S
’ .\!: 1

’%Mr. Adeel Butt, Addl: AG on beha]f of thé‘ resjaetl__de'nts

put appearance in early hours of the court and assured that he

- would submit compliance report in the matter in some moments

_but later on neither compliance Was'hsubmitted nor he put

appearance. Therefore, salaries ‘of the- ]udgment debtors
attached. The Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is
dirécted to attach the salaries of the respondents.not fo release

the ggxngdgjli,;i‘uﬂher order by this Tribunal. Show cause notice

be also issued to the respondents as to why they should»n»ot be

proceeded under the Contempt of Court Ordinance-2003.

Last chance is given to the respondents to implement the

judgment and submit compliance report on 06.09.2022 before

S.B. A | U\
J

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
- Chairman ..
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. Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ' ‘
Execution Petition No.__ : 14772022
S.No. | Date.of-order 6rder or other prdceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 15.03.2022 The execution p_etition of Mr. Rahat Ali'submitted today by Mr.
Taimur Ali Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant register and
put up to the Court for proper order please
REGISTRAR
7. This execution petition be put up before to Single Bench at

g
Lot d
v i[>

28.04.2022

imp
13.

Peshawar on m/OLI/ZOQ«L' . Original file be requisite.

Notices to the appellant and his counsel be also issued for the date

fixed.

Counsel for the petitioner present. CHAIRMAN

Fresh notices be issued to the respondents for submission
lementation report. To come up for implementation report ¢
D6.2022 before S.B.

(FAREEHA PAUT)
:Mefmiber (E)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
: PESHAWAR,

Execution Petition No, ”’FIL /2022
In Service Appeal No.| 557;/2020

Rahat Ali, Ex-Police Constable No.573 S/O Amir Sher R/O Village Naragi,
Tehsil Razzarh, District Swabi.

PETITIONER

VERSUS

4. Provincial Police Officer (PPO), Khyber Pakhtunvkhwa, | Central
Police Office (CPO), Peshawar. |

%. Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region Mardan.

3. District Police Officer (DPO), Swabi.

" RESPONDENTS

...................

- EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE

RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE
JUDGMENT DATED 18.01.2022 OF THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND
SPIRIT. -

.................

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

I. That the petitioner has filed service appeal No.1557$/2020 in the
Honourable Tribunal against the order dated 22.10.2019, whereby the
appoiﬁtment order dated 09.04.2014 of the petitioner was withdrawn
and against the order dated 04.02.2020, whereby the departmental

- appeal of the petitioner has been rejected. :

2. The said appeal was heard by this Honourable Service Tribunal on
18.01.2022. The Honourable Service Tribunal accepted the appeal, set
aside the impugned order dated 22:10.2019 and 04.02.2020 and
reinstated the petitioner into service with all back benefits. (Copy of
judgment dated 18.01.2022 is attached as Annexure-A)



3. That the Honourable Tribunal in it Judgment dated 18.01.2022 -
reinstated the petitioner, but after the lapse of about two months the
petitioner was not reinstated by the respondents by implementing the
Judgment dated 18.01.2022 of this Honourable Tribunal.

4. That the petitioner also filed -application to respondentNo.3 for
implementation of Judgment dated 18.01.2022, but despite that the
petitioner has been reinstated by the respondents. (Copy of
application is attached as Annexure-B)

5. That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by the
respondents after passing the Judgment of this Honourable Service
Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt of
Court. ' 1

6. That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended or
set aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the department
is legally bound to obey the judgment dated 18.01.2022 of this
Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit.

7. That the petitioner has having no ofher remedy except to file this
execution petition for implementation of Judgment dated 18.01.2022
of this Honourable Tribunal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may
kindly be directed to implement the judgment dated 18.01 2022 of this
Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit. Any other remedy,
which this august Service Tribunal deems fit and appropriate that,
may also be awarded in favour of petitioner.

M

PETITION
Jehan Ali

THROUGH:

(TAIMURALI KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

AFFIDAVIT
It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the execution petjti e true
- and correct tQ gl est of my knowledge and beljef. ’

I
L
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¢ . BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR.

gé/}’l’/(ﬂ/ ﬁff%fﬂ/& (5'571(/267/9/
S5

‘In Ref: to AWP No. -P/2020. 1
+ In
WP No. 1864—P/2020.

Rahat Ali, Ex- Poiiee Constable, ‘No. 573 and S/O Amir Sher R/O Village
Naragi, Tehsil Razzarh District Swabi...................... PETITIONER.

VERSUS

1) Provmmal Police Officer (PPO), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Central Pohce
Office (CPO), Peshawar.

2) Reglonal Police Officer, Mardan Range Mardan. :

3) District Police Officer (DPO) Swabi.............. e RESPONDENTS

- Amended Writ Petition under Article 199 of the ConStitufion of
the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 as amended up-to date.

PRAYERS IN WRIT PETITION:

: A On acceptance of this amended petition, the final
1mpugned order dated 04-02-2020 passed by the respondent No. 2 may be set-aside
whereby departmental representation of the petitioner was rejected/filed and the =
first impugned order dated 22-10-2019 passed by the respondent No. 3 was upheld
whereby the enlistment order as Constable dated 09-04-2014 in respect of the
petitioner was w1thdrawn and in consequence thereof, the petitioner may very
graciously be reinstated on his parent post with all consequentlal back benefits and
all allied allowances.

- Respectfully Sheweth:

1).  Thathe petitioner is bonafide citizen of the Islamic Republic of
Pakistan, Domiciled in the Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and

TYE ,-,-.(.ﬂ

FILEDA DAY re31dent of village Narangi, Tehsil Razzarh, District Swabi and law

f L,,. - ab1d1ng person havmg to enjoy every legal and ConStltUtmna]’l'rESTED

3 rights duly protected by the command of the Constitution.

AT INE R

prvice Tribunnd
Peshawar

awkhrguabe duve ;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

" | I |
g Service Appeéal No. 15574/2020
Date of Institution ...~ 03.12.2020
Date of Decision ...  18.01.2022
Rahat AI| Ex-Police Constable, No. 573 and S/O Amir Sher R/O-Village Naragr ]
Tehsil Razzarh, District Swabi. o | (Appe!lant) "
| VERSUS | |
( Provincial Police Off" cer (PPO), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Offrce (CPO),
' Peshawar and two others ' (Respondents)
Usman Khan Turlandi,
Advocate . s ... . For Appellant
Muhammad Adeel Butt, 4
Additional Advocate General ~ Lo For respondents
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN N CHAIRMAN
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
. , . /.// ""'"""'""“"""f """ m——————
" \l( /,r"' ’ .
A JUDGMENT ~
ATIQ-UR REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E) - Brief facts of the

case are that the appellant was appo;nted as Constable vide order dated 09-04-

2014. His. appointment order however was withdrawn vide order dated 22-10-

2019. Feelmg aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal, WhICh was
rejected vide order dated 04-02-2020, thereafter, the appellant filed Writ Petition
No. 1864-P/2020, whioh ‘was converted into service appeal vide judgment dated
- 26-11-2020 and was referred to-this Tri.bunal‘with prayers of the appellant that
the impogned ord.er‘s dated 22-10-2019 and 04-02-2026 may be set aside .and_ the

appellant may be re-instated in service with all back benefits.

-,02. | Learned counsel for the appellant .has contended that appellant was real

brother of Shaheed Constable Nawaz Ali, but the appellant was not appointed



~against Shaheed brother quota, which Iis evident from the appointment order
/' ' “dated 09-04-2014; that as per pohcy notification dated 18-05- 2007 issued by the
- respondents, another brother of the appeilant namely Jehan AI| was recruited as
PASI against 5% quota reserved for son/brothers of police Shuhada vide order
dated 02-02-2016; that his appointment order was also withdrawn vide order

- dated 22-10-2019, which is contrary to law, rule and norms of natural justice, as
one brother was martyred in line of duty, another was discharged and the

| appe||ant was also discharged due to the reason that he is not entitled for the
benefit of Shaheed package knowing the fact that the appellant was never.
appointed against Shaheed quota but was erroneously linked up with the case;
that the fact remains that the appellant -neither applied- for Shaheed' quota nor
was selected against jt'hat quota, rather he was selected on merit, hence
v'vithd‘rawai 'of his appointment order is iIIega.I and without Iavvful authority and
against the norrns of natural jtistice; that'the action and inaction of the

e .
respondenrg shows malafide, which is contrary to Article-4, 25 and 27 of the

-\./’3 '\'\h'co’ristitution; that the appellant hasnot been treated in accordance with law, as
| appointment order of the appellant was vvithdrawn without serving any notice or
atfording opportunity of defense to the appellant, hence substantive as well as
procedural law has vehemently been violated; that doctrine of Iocus poenitentiae
vic;orously refrains frorn any adverse action lon part of the respondents, once an

act even illegal has taken its field cannot be taken back, which principle on the

touchstone of instant case is applicable.

!

03. Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has co'ntended
that the appellant was enlisted as Constable in Police Department against
‘Shuhada quota as per prevailing policy at the time; ‘that after submission of
revised succession certificate by widow of Shaheed Navvaz Ali, minor child of
\
\ : Shaheed Nawaz Ali was declared as heir to the Shaheed, hence appointrn‘ent

order of the appeliant was wrthdrawn being illegal; that at the time of issuance of
ATTESTED

P a e e an ou wh



succession certiﬁcate; the-fact of a child in the wombr of wido-w of Shaﬁeed Nawaz
Ali was concealed fro'm the court as well.as from the department for a fong time
~and when the relationship of widow of Shaheed with her in-laws become strained,
'she came to know. about.the legal rights of her minor daughter and applied for
revised succession cerfiﬁcate, which was accepted vide order dated 30-07-2019;
that in presence of minor child of the :Shaheed, ‘broth.ers and sisters are not -
entitled for the relief as per standing order dated 02-02-'2017; 'that the
respendents treated the appellant :in accordance with law and no 'd‘iscrimiﬁation

has been done with the appellant.

04. We.have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

, record// | b
/\y \‘/05 | Record reveals that brother of the appellant namely; Nawaz Al being_
employee in tIde Pdlice- Department met martyrdom during performance of duties

on 12-01-2014. For the eurpose of ‘compensation to the legal /h'eirs of the
Shaheed; a succession certificate was issued by the competent court of law on
02-04-2014, where -widow father and mother of Shaheed Nawaz Ali were
declared as Iegal heirs of the Shaheed constable and Shaheed package (cash
ompensatlon) was distributed amongst them accordingly. In- addition, as per
notification dated 17-10- 2003 as amended on 16-05- 2007 5% quota was also
reserved for Shuhada sons and in absence of son; the real brothers were ent;tled

to be appointed as PASI in place of Shaheed. Since Mr. ‘Nawaz Ali being newly .
‘-we‘dded had no offspring at that'partieular time, hence with no objection of his

widow and in accordaﬁce with the policy, brother of the appellant na‘mely Jehan

Al was appointed as PASI vide order dated 02-02-2016. Widow of Shaheed

b Nawaz Ali has given birth to a baby on 05-08-2014, who was named as Aneesa

Begum. Widow of the Shaheed Nawaz Ali, came to khow at a later sta.ge, that



competent court of l’aw, for-r-evocation/ amendments in the succession certlflcate,
which was accepted and ptevious succession certit‘ cate 'issued on 02-04-2014
(before blrth of Aneesa begum) was cancelled and revised succession certificate
was issued on 30-07: 2019 thereby including the minor Aneesa begum in legal
heirs of Shaheed Nawaz Ali. Accordingly, Shaheed package was re-collected from
the legal helrs 'and was distributed afresh with due shate to .th'e minor, but
simultaneously appointment order of Mr. Jehan Ali PASI was also withdrawn vide

order dated 22-10-2019 under:the plea that in presence of minor child of the

Shah‘eed,.his brother cannot be recruited.

~.06. On the other hand, the present appellant, who is also real broth'er of

Shaheed Nawaz Ali, but who was appointed as ‘constable on 09—04-2014, but his -

\\N\_,appomtment order nowhere mentions that the appellant was appointed as .

constable against Shaheed quota, but unfortunately he was also linked up with

“the case after submission of revised succession certificate dated 30-07-2019 by

widow of the deceased Nawaz Ali and appointment order of the appellant was '

. also withdrawn vide order dated 22-10-2019

- 07. The issue surfaced when the respondents issued a notification dated 02-

TESTED

02-2017 that brother/sister of the ‘Shaheed. shall not be considered for
appomtment as ASI where minor ch;ld of the Shaheed is available, even if the
W|dow has given consent in this behalf because she is not entftled to forego right
of the mlnor Coupled with it was submission of reVlsed succession certlﬁcate by
wndow of Shaheed Nawaz Ali, which made the appellant as well as h|s brother

Jehan Ali liable for the action so taken by the respondents. Since the appellant

was appointed as constable on 09-04-2014 and his appointment:order does not

' mention that the appellant was appointed under Shaheed package,' but since he

was brother of Shaheed Nawaz Ali, hence he was dragged under the policy dated

: knﬁf};;,l 02-02-2017, which too was retrospectlvely applied on appellant and the appellant
RS

was removed from service under the plea that he was not entitled for such rellef
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in presgnce~of minﬁr of the de'ceased. Availablé record would suggest that cash
compensation to legal heirs as weli és’ recruitment of Shaheed son/real brother
were two parts of ‘s'uc.h compensation, whiéh were sinﬁultangogsly allowed as per
policy. The cash compensation was proportionately'distriﬂufed amongst father.
mother widow and\ minor (Aneesa Begum), whereas his feal ‘broth'e'r (Jehan Ali)
was appointe\d as PASI as per law and rule with no irregularity committed to this
effect, but not only Jehan Ali was discharged from service but the appellant was
also discharged, Which however was not warranted as he was not recruited

against Shaheed quoté. The issue erupted when widow-of the deceased applied

. for revised succession certificate to make sure claim of her minor in cash
‘ compensation, which was done accordingly, but the respondents retrospectively

applied the policy dated 02-02-2017 on both brothers with the stance that the

appellafit had concealed the minor (Aneesa Begum) for a Ionge_f time, facts'

-

howéver -are otherwise. The appe!lanf neither concealed any fact nor committed

any irregularity, rather he was appointed on merit and not under Shaheed quota.

~ The baby was born after seven months of death of Nawaz Ali and after -

submission of the first succeésion certiﬂéate 28-03-2014, who could only be made

entitled for the cash compensation-and the revised succession certificate was

" never intended for dislodging the appellant or his brother, but in the meanwhile

new policy came into field and the "respondents misinterpreted the revised
succeséion certificate in light ofé policy dated 02-02-2017, which was formulated
much after his appointment. It s well settled legal proposition that

policy/ndtiﬁcation can be applied prospectively and not retrospectively.

08. - 'We have also observed that the appellant being a civil servant, was not

supposed to be struck down with a single stroke of pen, rather'he was required to
be -Aafforded ‘appropriate -opportunity of defense, which however was not
warranted. Appointment of the appellant was made by competent authority by

following the prescribed procedure, the appellant having no nexus with the mode
L ' TEB

P"iNEn
T Pakhtukh wa
Pervice Tribupag
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on 02-02-2017.
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of selection prcicess and he could not be blamed or punished for the laxities on

part of the respbhdents. The order éffecting the rights df a person had to be

made in accordance with the principle of natural justice; order taking away the

rights of a person without complying with the principles of natural justice had
been held to be |Ilegal Government was not vested with the authonty to

withdraw or rescmd an order if the same had taken legal effect and created

certain Iegal righi_:s in favor of the appellant. Reliance is place on 2017 PLC (CS)
585. In the instant case, appointment of the appellant was never illegal; rather it -

was made in accordance with law.

09.  We are of the considered opinion that the appellant has not been treated

in accordance with law and was iIIegalIy_ kept away from his lawful duty, as he
was not appointé‘d in the Category of Shaheed package in the first place and

Secbndly he was wrongly attached with the Shaheed p_ackagé. Not only the

_appellant but another brother of the appellant also fell victim to the policy notified

10. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted. The

impugned. orders dated 22-10-2019 and 04-02-2020 are set aside and the -

» appellant is re-instated in service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear

their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
18.01.2022

AN

\ .
: }y\ T T
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) ' _ (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
. CHAIRMAN . MEMBER (E)

&?Pnﬂ"rosmmmh oF AnnBeniten / (% 3 )/L
Numiwi O WoFig w A

(npﬁ,:;g Fopa 31\ — : 1

VUrieini ?//é ] . . N

o -

N IRy A, WM

, N Bibe nf Cn;h T T

l&;m of Complectivg o (”up) /()/ ‘2/7' L -

Bt af Delivery of Copy.___ / VAN
. L

-

AR,




To ‘
Ilonorable District Police Officer, B

District Swabi. ,—//

SUBJECT: APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION = OF
JUDGMENT DATED 18.01.2022 PASSED BY “THE
HONORABLE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL IN SERVICE.
APPEAL N.15574./2020 OF THE APPLICANT.

Respected sir,

I. That the appointment order has withdrawn applicant on 22.10.
2019 and his departmental appcal was rejected on 04.20.2020.

2. That the applicant aggrieved from the said orders filed Serviee
Appeal Nol15574/2020 in the Honorable KP Scrvice fribunal
Peshawar.,

3. That service appeal of the applicant was hcard by the 1lonorable
Service Tribunal on 18.01.2022, which was accepted ard the
applicant was reinstated into his service with all back bunctits.
(Copy of judgment dated 18.01.2022 is attached as Annezure-
A)

It is therefore most humbly requested that applicant may kindls
be reinstated into service with all back benefits as per judgmem
of Honorable KP Service Tribunal.

Applicant
RAHAT ALL




VAKALAT NAMA

NO. - /2022

IN'THECOURTOF K . @er ‘ Zg;Zwu/ @Mx/ |

| | W /% .(Appellant)

(Petitioner) -
(Plaintiff)
VERSUS

: MJ(/ %% g (Respondent)
| / (Defendant)
b Ldet 37

Do hereby appoint and constitute T aimur Ali Khan, Advocate High Court
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for
me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint * any other
Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs. : ’

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our
behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above
noted matter. The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any
stage of the proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

Dated S /2022 - 7%@7

(CLIENT)

~ ACCEP

TAIMUR HAN
Advocate High Court
BC-10-4240
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5
- Cell No. 0333-9390916

OFFICE;

Room # FR-8, 4" Floor,
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar,
Cantt: Peshawar



