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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 1453/2013
Atifullah Versus Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Secretary, Public Health Engineering Department, Peshawar
etc.
JUDGMENT
29.08.2016 MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI, CHAIRMAN:-

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

Government Pleader for respondents present.

2. Atifullah son of Rahim Khan hereinafter referred to as
the appellant has prelerred the iﬁstant service appeal under
Section 4 ol the Khyber Pakhlﬁnkhwa Scr-vicc Tribunal Act,
1974 against order dated 04.06.2013 whereby he was removed
from service and where-against his departmental appeal dated
24.06.’2013 was not fcspondcd and hence the instant service

appeal on 22.10.2013.

3. Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal are that the
appellant was appointed as Operator-cum-Chowkidar on WSS
Khan Malook Bogaran in BPS-1 vide order dated 08.11.2010. '
'That while serving so he wés proceeded against departmentally
on the allegations of willful absence and- his services ltermin.aled

with immediate effect vide impugned order dated 04.6.2013.

4. Learned counsel for the appeliant has argued that neither

L3 :




any enquiry was conductéd ﬁncier Government Servants (E&D) |
Rules, 2011 nor procedure prescribed for removal from service
was adopted as the appellant was available for duty and was
obstructed by one Khan Malook owner of the 'propérty provided
for the installation of Tube-Well. That, otherwise, publication
was h1ade only in onec newspaper and as such the impugned

order is liable to be set aside.

5. learned Government Pleader has argued that the
appellant  failed to perform duty despite issuance of notice

including show case notice dated 13.05.2013.

6. According to material placed on récord the appellant was
appoiitted  as Tube-well -Operator-cum-Chowkidar  vide
appointment order dated 08.11.2010. There are various
bapplications of the appellant wherein he has informed the SDO
Sub-Division concerned as well as XEN, PHE District Karak,
complaining therein, that Khan Malook alleged owner of the
property provided for installation of Tube-Well is not allowing
him to perform his duty. In such a situation it would not be safe
to infer that the appellant intentionally absented himsell from
performing his duty. Even otherwise requirements of Rule-9 of
the Govermﬁem Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 were not
complied with as the advertisement was made in oneAnewspaper
instead of two and defence of appellant not conMespiﬁ:

availability of the appellant.

7. In the afore-stated circumstances we are constrained to

accept the present.appeal, set aside the impugned order dated




04.6.2013 and. reinstate. ‘the_ appellant in service with thg
d,ircctions to r‘espohdénts to éonducl enquiry in oracr to
ascertain as to whether the appellant intentionally absented
himself [rom dﬁly or obstructed by the said Khan Malook
a]l.eged owner of the pmperty. Appellant be given ‘opportunity
of participation in the enquiry proceedings which shall be
conducted and concluded within a period 6[’ 2 months from the
| date of receipt of this judgment. In case the respondcnts fail to
conduct and conclude the enquiry within the specified period
then it shall be deemed that the appellaﬁt has been reiﬁstated in
‘| service and his period of absence from duty, in .spch
circuﬁétances, shall be treated as leave of the kind due. Partieé
are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record

room.

(Pir Bakhsh Shah)
Member

ANNOUNCED
29.08.2016
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09.05.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Noor Muhammad, SOG"
' TR . P
| ~wvialongwith Mr, ;Usman .Ghani,, Sr,GP for respondent. present.
LR Appellant requested fot -adjourniiient due to General Strike of the
Bar. To come up for arguments.on 29.08.2016..
SO e B e e e Member
T ) j :'-"', ‘ i l:‘, - R b 1,0 , . -~ R
1 - , -.
W !if . '21 1 I ‘ T
N SR
| «es otan s S L !
3 [ ’, 7 »‘. ;:: R
* :1.'4:: ’ .
iy ) \ ' ’




-4
10.10.2014

'Y

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

GP with Muhammad Farooq, SO for the respondents present.

[ S PRP e 3te (11 O
Due to mcompiete Bench case is adjourned to 04.3.2015 for
arguments
MEMBER
10182044 Clark o coiey b o the ',:.~',{_.::>:~§§1:s'z". ang Bir Muhammad Jan,
4.3.2015 ” Appellant in person and Mr " NMuliamiad® Tan P resent
‘GP forf the;»rCSpon_dents present. Counsel for-'the-app'ell'ant‘- fgihit o
not.available. To come up. for arguments on 8.07.2015.
. MEMBER | ER .
EOUE RN :;‘: L re1 , s rnd lan
08.07.2015 ¢ +.cr .2 ;ﬁ;QQunsel for. the appellant and Mr. Muhammad'Jan, ‘GP for
;;_»:,:V:;,.,respo_nde_nts; p.,resent; Learned counsel for the appellant requested for
adjournment. To come up for arguments on 2/- O/-f /&
s, Member . . - . Member, .
01.01.2016 Clerk to. counsel for the appellant and ASSlStant AG for
' B respondents present Arguments could not be heard due to
_ _ mcomplete Bench To come up for arguments on 9.5. 2016 before D.B.
VAN
Member
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3.3.2014

Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP present.
Fresh notlces be issued to the respondents To come up for pritten
reply on 26.3.2014. : . o

MEMB

*
\
\

| 2632014 Counsel for the appellant and AAG with Azizur .-
' Rahman,, SDO for. the respondents present and reply filed.. A

Copy.handed over. to_counsei for the -appella . To come up's

- for rejoinder on 12.5.2015.

12.5.2014. | Counsel for the appéllant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

GP with Muhammad Farooq, Assistant Social Organizer for

’ the respondents present ‘Rejoinder received. Copy handed

_ over to the learned GP. To come up for arguments on
©12.6:2014

12.6.2014 Junior to counsel for ttre appellant and Mr. Muhammad

Jan, GP with Muhammad Farooq, A351stant Social Orgamzer for

the respondents present Counsel for the appellant nee

come up for arguments on 10.10.2014.

MEM ' ' - MEMBER
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET. S i

Court of . .
Case No. 145372013 i
SNo. |- Dé_t{()f order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
|~ ‘Proceedings B
1 | t';{ 2 3 e
1 " 29/10/2013 The appeal of Mr. Atifullah resubmitted today by Mr.
o ' M. Qasim Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution
register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary
hearing.
\MU‘,
o REGISTRAR
o 7
2 /:'» // ’a O, f, This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary

lr:earing to be put up there on ”Z 7 — /& ““.‘;2.0/ .

-

R

%

RIS AT LN




A
: N :T';he'a'ppéé!r of Mr. Atifullah Operator Cum Valve Man WSS Laghari Bogaran Khan Malook
Korochia received today i.e. on 22.10.2013 is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1= Law under which appeal is filed is not mentioned.

L2,

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

MTr. M.Qg\'si'mzéan Khattak Adv. Karak.
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[N THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR

L.

.
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~ Service Appeal No. Z,[Z(i 3 /2013

Atifullah. . . . ... ... .. o . Appellant
Versus
Province of K.P.K & others. . . . .......... Respondents
I NDEX

S.# Description of Documents Annex | Page
1. | Memo of Appeal 1-7
2. | Affidavit 8

- 3. | Addresses of the Parties 9
4. | Copy of appointment order “AT |10
5. | Copy of application dated 17;—10-2011 “B” 11
6. | Copy of application dated 15-4-2-2013 cro| 12
7. | Copy of application dated 18-4-2013 D" | 13
8. | Copy of termination order “E” 14
9. | Copy of departmental appeél/registry “p “G” | 15-19

receipt .
10. | Wakalatnama 20
) q‘v‘ < 2 I‘ﬁ' >
Appellant
Through
‘ M.QASIM KHAN KH
Dated: Advocate, Takht-e-Nasrati,

Karak




IN THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /433 /2013

Atifullah Operator-cum-valve-Man son of Rahim Khan,
WSS Laghari Bogaran Khan Malook Koroona,

Laghar Banda Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati,
District Karak..... . .. ........... e e . Appellant
Versus

1. Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
Public Health Engineering department, K.P.K,

Peshawar.

2. Chief Engineer, Public Health Engineering K.P.K,

Peshawar.

3. Superintendent Engineer, Public Health Engineering
Circle, Kohat. |

4. X.E.N Public Health Engineering Division,

-~ Karak. ........ ............ Respondents

e | <:>;<_£><:>é=>c:><=><:><=>@
@ APPE!\L AGAINST THE IMAPUG}NED'O’RDER

mm:z/ﬂ NO-; 03/SE/PHE/6 .DATED 04.6.2013
c-au H - , ‘ R |

,\

wd {iled- WHEREBY THE -RESPONDENT  NO.3
RN TERMINATED/REMOVED THE SERVICES OF
»q | 10|13 o | - |

APPELLANT.




- SL=>EL=>OL=>R=>®
- Respectfully Sheweth:

‘The appellant most humbly submits as bellow:-

That the appellant was appointed as Operator cum
- Chowkidar on WSS Khan Malook Bogaran Tehsil
Takht-e-Nasfti by SE public Health Engineering circle

Kohat vide letter No. 35/SE/PHE/6 dated 08-11-2010

on permanent basis BPS-1(2970-90-5670) per month
plus usual allowances as admissible under the rule
from time to time. (copy of apbointment order is

enclosed as annexure “A”)

That the appellant submitted arrival report on

10.11.2010 (F.N) in the office of Executive Engineer

!

PHE Karak on which date the appointment of the
appellant with so many other employees was
cancelled malafidely which order was challenged by
the appellant & others in W.P No 4134 of 2010 and
the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar allowed the same
with connected W»rite Pefition No.4078 of 2010 on 02-

03-2011 and cancellation order was set aside.

(Attested copy of the decision of Peshawar High Court

will be prodUced if required)

That the appellant resumed the duty on tube well

Bogaran Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrti District Karak in
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well and perform

consequence of judgment dated 02-03-2011 of the -

Peshawar High

Court as ordered by Executive

Engineer Public Health Division Karak but one Mr.

Khan Malook in whose property the tube well was

installed, restrained the'appellant from discharging

duty and did not

allow the appellant to run the tube

the duty which was reported to the

XEN PHE Karak orally directed the appellant to go to

the tube well but

Malook continuou

the above mentioned person Khan

sly restrained the appellant from

running the tube well.

That ultimately th
of the Khan Maloog
application détéd
did not pay any
appellant to stay i
salary -of the 4

attached as annex

e appellant reported ’the illegal acts
k to EXN PHE Karak through written
17-10-2011 to which the XEN PHE
attention but orally directed the
n his office and ‘stopped the monthly
ppellant. (Copy of application is

ure “B”,

That the XEN PHE Karak again sent the appellant to

above mentioned

tube well in the year 2013 but the

appellant found the same ill treatment of the above

mentioned Khan

Malook who did not allow the

appellant to run the tube well which matter was again

and again reported through written application dated




&

15-04-2013 to the XEN PHE Karak and 18-04-2013 to
SDO PHE Karak(copies of the application are attached

as annexure “C” & "D” respectively).

That the XEN PHE Karak has not paid any salary to the
appellant till 04-06-2013 on which date services of the
appellant were terminated by superintendent Engineer
Public Health Engineering Circle Kohat. (copy of

termination order is annexure “E")

tv
That cadre of the appellant was change‘dLoperatore—

cum-Valve Man and the appellant had requested in
the aboveAmentioned applicétion'to fhe XEN PHE
Karak and SDO PHE Karak to transfer the duty of the
appellant to any other tube well but suddenly the
appellant received termination order No. 03/SE/
PHE/6 dated 04-06-2013 from Superintendent
Engineer PHE Circle Kohat whereby services of the
appellaknt were terminated malafidely and without

giving any chance of hearing to the appellant.

That the above impugned termination order was .
based on recommendation of Exécutive'Eng’ineer PHE
Division Karak who was in knowledge of the
compulsion of the appellant had already submitted the

illegal acts of the owner of the property where the




10.

11.

tube well was installed but Superintendent Engineer

PHE Circle Kohat was kept in dark malafidely by the

'XEN PHE Karak.

That the appellant was not negligent in performing his
duties but has performed the duties continuously

without absence.

That on receipt of termination order from respondent
No.3, the appellant filed a departmental appeal before
the respondent No.l1 through registered AD, which
was kept in cold storage. (copy of the appeal is
er;closed as annexure “F” and postal registry receipt is

annexure “G”)

That feeling aggrieved, now the appellant approaches
this Honourable Tribunal, on the following grounds,

inter alia;

GROUNDS:

A.

That the impugned order of termination/removal are"

against law and facts.

That the impugned termination order passedf'b'y
respondent No.03 and omission on the part of

respondent No.2 for not disposing of the departmental

appeal of the appellant are failure on their part to




exercise jurisdiction vested on them by law and the

impugned discourses of both the authorities are

without lawful authority and based on malafide.

That the impugned termination order datéd 04.6.2013
has been passed without giving opportunity of hearing
to the appellant; therefore, the same is against the

principles of natural justice.

That no codal formalities nor any enquiry has been:
conducted by the concerned officers against the

appellant for passing the impugned termination order.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal, the impugned order dated 04.06.2013 of
respondent No.3 with regard to termination of
appéllant which is illegal, without lawful authority,
malafide, abuse of power, self-contradictory, void-ab-
initio, ineffective upon the rights of the appellant may
please be set aside and the appellant be reinstated
against the post of Tube well Operator-cum-Valve Man
with salary at the rate of ‘(2970-90-5670) per month

plus usual allowances and other fringe benefits from

10-11-2010 to-date.




Any other relief which deems appropriate under
the circumstances of the case and not asked
specifically may also be granted.

Appellant
Through

/

M.QASIM KHA TTAW
Dated: Advocate, Takht-e-Nasrati,
Karak. :




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRM@NAI_. K.P.K, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /20i3
Atifullah. . ... Appellant
Versfus

Province of K.P.K & others. ... . ......... Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Atifullah, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath-
that the contents of the accompanying Servicle Appeal are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and
that nothing has been kept concealed from this Honourable

Tribunal.




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2013

Atifullah. . . .. ... ... . . o Appellant

Province of K.P.K & others. .. ......... Respondents
ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Atifullah Operator-cum-valve-Man son of Rahim Khan,

WSS Laghari Bogaran Khan Malook Koroona,
Laghar Banda Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati,

District Karak.
RESPONDENTS:

~1.  Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
Public Health Engineering department, K.P.K, ﬁ‘
Peshawar. |
2. Chief Engineer, Public Health Engineering K.P.K,
Peshawar, '
3. Superintendent Engineer, Public Health Engineering
Circle, Kohat.
- 4.  X.E.N Public Health Engineering Division,
| Karak. |

Appella

| Through /

M.QASIM KHAN ‘kuATTAK
Dated: Advocate, Takht-e-Nasrati,
Karak
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PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING CIRCLE KOIAT.

QEFICE ORDER

As recommended by the Departmental Selection Commitiee Mr.Atif Ullah - sfo
Muhammad Raheem /o Laghari Banda is hereby appointed as Operator-cum-Chowkidar on Water
Supply Scheme Khan Malook Bogaran in BPS-1 (2970-90-5670) @ 2970/-P.M per month plus usual

Allowianees as admissible ander the rules from time to time with the following terms and conditions:-

. . rel

I AN the terms and conditions of provincial Govt. Services rules/policies in vogue will be
applicable. ’

2. His services will be-transferable in the jurisdiction of this office.

3. He will have to produce valid computerized NIC and health and age certificate
from the Medical Superintendent of District Headquarter Hospital Karak.

3. Phe shall Tor all intents and purposes, be civil servimt exeepl for purpose ol.pension or
gratuity. n licu of pension and gratuity he shall be entitled o receive such amount
contributed by him towards Contributory provident Funds(C.P.F) along with the
contribution made by the Government to his account in the said fund in the prescribed
Manners, :

5 The offer of appointment is valid for (15) fifteen days from the date of issuance.

I the offer of appointment is acceptable to the applicant, he sl all report arrival for

kel

duty to the office of Exeentive Fagineer, PHE Division Karak with in (itfteen) 15 du),/. A

iKohat

No. BJ/ /SI{/I'III{/é , dated Kohai the Q / /'/2(“0.

Copy to the:
1. Exceutive Engineer, PHE, Division Karak.
2. The District Accounts Officer. Karak.
3. The applicant.

Kohat

_':” —~ OFFICE OF T1E SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER

e 2 IR e, e
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S yeéommended by Exeouhve Englneer Public Health Engg; Division

Karak vide his Nb.1-2/E-10 doted 04/06/2013, due to prolong absence and

not ;ﬁerforgniﬁgl duty despne‘, of _repeated noftices and pubiishing

odvert-cemanf mI newspapers, the service of Mr. Afif Ullah S/O Rahim Khon
E

Operotor Cum Volve Man on Wo‘fer Supply’ Scheme Laghari Bogaran thm

Malook Koroono‘us hereby ’rerminoted with immedio;}‘e effect in the im‘erest
. ! |." |

of public and Gdvernment work.

‘ ! Supenntend:ng Engineer
— “Public Health Engg: Circle
: . Kohat.

/
dny
No. DZ /SE/!PHE/6 Dofed Kogot the 7 108/2013.

}
Copy io the - '

The Depuiy1 Commrssnoner Karak for information, please.
2 The Executive Engineer - Public Health Engg: Division Karak w/r to
obove for nl'mformo'non and further negessary action.
3. The Dlstnc'r Accounts Officer, Karak.
4. The ofhaol concerned. N
.
A

|

s

| | YPE '- . ‘\/\Q/;?(LKQ)’O
gICE @%sgﬂﬁw% R ﬁ?@a@» fan 8




Tk Chief Engineer
Public Heath Engineering

- KPK Peshawar.

. Subject DEPARTMENTAL ~APPEAL AGAINST -ORDER~ NO. ™

03/SE/PHE/6 DATED KOHAT THE -04-06-2013' -

OF SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER PUBLIC HEALTH

ENGINEERING. CIRCLE KOHAT . :
! ' PR

Reépected Sir,

The appellant most humbly submits as beTOW‘—

-1, That the appellant was. appointed as’ Operatori

cum Chowkjdar on WSS Khan Malook Bogaran ;
Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati by SE Public Health.
Engineering <Circle. Kohat vide Tetter No. -
35/SE/PHE /6 dated 08-11-2010 on permanent |
basis in BPS-1 (2970-90-5670) per month piué?‘

usual allowances as admissible urider th

.._...-

~rule from time to time.

: PR
3

v 1o 2

...,
——— T

That the appe11ant subm1tted arrival report Oﬂr
‘ .

1
1

Engineer PHE Division Karak on which date tﬁé?l'
appointment of the appellant with so mahyj
others employees was cancelled malafidely
which order was challenged by the appellant &
others in" W. P No. 4134 of 2010 in the
Peshawar High Court Peshawar allowed the
Same with connected writ petition No. 4078 |
oF 2010 on-~ 02~g§;2011 and cance11at1on

' order was set aside. L

[
K

-

3. That the appellant resumed the duty on Tube”
well Bogaran Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati District™ .

10-11-2010 - (F.N)in the office of Execu;1v¢,u-‘ s




Karak in. consequence :
03-2011 of the Peshawar ngh Court as ordered
. by Execut1ve Engineer. Public Health Dwvwswonfiu
Khan :

well

Karak

. property

restreined the appeWTaht‘fron‘dischargwng dut

and d1d not aTWow the appellant to run'ﬁwf

tube well

reported to the EXN PHE Karak oraW?y d1rec

the

bcont1nuou51y but the above mentioned per

Khan

appellant from runhing:theAtube well .

4. That
111ega1

Karak by written apprcatnon dated 17-10- 20115 f'.e?“
PHE it“
attention but-erally directed the appe]Want to'w'iliij

A to which

That the

but

‘ appe11ant

Malook

acts of the

Mr.
tube

one

the.

and perform

to  go

Cultimately the appeTiant

LEN

the EXN -

stay 1in his office and stopped the month
salary of the appellant.

is attached.

:oF judgment

. continuously

dated

Malook 1in. “hosefgﬁ»,gx{ =
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_,;6{ That the EXN PHE Karak has not pa1d any satlary
% to the appellant till 04-06-2013 on which date

-fﬁfﬁﬁservwces of the appellant were terminated by_
i Superintendent . Engineer Public = Health

ngngiheering.QircTe.Kohat

‘?That the 1ppe11an1 had requested n the above
ff;mentwoned app]wcat1ons to. the f%@l :PHE Karak .
:mw‘;?and SDO PHE. Karakmgg{transfer the duty of the

. appellant to any/tube well but suddenly the
',J”?ffff‘appeIWant received term1natwon order No.
Voo 03/SE/PHE/6  dated © 04-06-2013 - from
-if Supefintendent Engineer PHE Circje Kohat

. whereby. services of the appellant were

‘1?;?terminated malafidely and without giving any

cﬁance of hearingito the appeW]antﬂ - o E

ake;7ﬁf That the above fmpqgned,termination order was

f@ff: based on recommendation of Executive Engineer

‘a;ﬂf; PHE'DiyisionwKarak'who was in knowledge of the
o compuTsion Aof the a%peTWant yhad ‘a1ready
submitted the iWTegaW acts of the owner of
+. . the property where the tube well was installed
{¢f;§,but Superintendent Eng1neer PHE Circle Kotdt
was kept in dark rna]afwdely by 1ju3 XENm>PHE"

Karak.

- That services of the appellant have been-

R terminated without fulfilling . codal
5_ﬁ‘};. forma11t1es and conductwng induiry by the
:"ﬁdf concerned officers and the appe11ant was not
" in negligence but has performed the duty

continuously without absence. Therefore  the
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' servwcos of the appe11ant with

.~ 24-06-2013

ator cum. Va?ve -Man

RAE WSS Laghari Bogaran
hﬁ$18anda Tehsil
Karak.

;{f J17ah Oper
Q Rahim Khan
van Maloolk Koroona,lad

Lﬁ(ht e- Nasratw District
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

A | Appeal No.1453/2013 - : ' ?

Mr. Atifullah Vs Pro\'/inceofKPK.&Others.

---------------------

APPLICATION FOR FIXING OF AN EARLY DATE OF :
HEARING IN THE ABOVE TITLED APPEAL INSTEAD OF 30.12. 2013.

llllllllllllllllllll
 ———————————————————————

 RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellant has filed the instant appeal against the
- impugned order dated 04.06.2013 whereby the appellant
- was termlnated/removed from service wuthout any cogent'
reasons. .

2. That the next date of heanng is fixed for 30 12 2013 before
o - this Honouable Service Tnbunal '

: 3 " ‘ That the termination order of the appellant has been passed ~
wrthout any legal procedures. - : '

4. That due to un-employment, the financial posmon of the
o appellant is very hard and will not be bearable

5. ', : | That the frnancral crises for the whole famlly of the appellant :
will be increased due to havmg no jOb

6. " That it will be in the interest of. ]ustlce to F X the case at an
‘ ‘ early date.

. It is,. therefore, nﬁdst humbly prayed that on'. acceptance
~ of this application, an early date of hearing may kindly be fixed
- in the above Service Appeal instead of 30.12.2013. Any other




remedy which this august Tribunal: deems fit and. appropnate -
that may aIso be awarded in favour of the appellant,

Appellant

AJ)' V2P
ATIFULLAH

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR. -

THROUGH

AFFIDAVIT

Itis afﬁrmed and declared that the contents of the above Appllcatlon are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and bellef

o

Deponent




