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Implementation Petition No._629/2023 .

" Date of order

proceedings

)

12.05.2023

, Order or olher proceedings with signature of judge

The implementation petition of Mr. Zia Uliah

Khan submitted today by Mr. Zartaj Anwar Khan

Advocate. it is fixed for implementation, report before

Single Bench at Peshawar on Y-o0 ?— 202-3 '-ifif:if_:{ina?
file be requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date.

By the order of Chairman
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR .

Zy ectt? Petrtise VO -b29/202>
In the matter of

Appeal No.1526/2022 .
Order dated 18.04.2023

(&
Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad Babu
Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar. ‘ '
' (Applicant)
VERSUS

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary C1v1l

Secretarlat Peshawar & Others.
(Respondents)

INDEX |
A T R A IR R
Descrlptwn of doc uments R V) ; Y
NOL s L H’M \"q.w. e
1 Apphcatlon + Afﬁdavn

2 |Copy of the appeal and A
judgment dated 18.04.2023 [( ~ ’

3 | Copy of the application B
o [ ¥
&
7 i*g; el i
“s°" |Vakalatnama N

. Appellant

A /é\“

Through

ZARTAJ ANWAR
Advocate Supreme
" Court of Pakistan
- Office FR , 3 Forth
Floor Bilour Plaza
Peshawar Cantt.
Cell: 0331-9399185
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Erocution fobitiee wo 627 ) S miamine
In the matter Of ’ :{)inr;,r No._ﬂg}'
Appeal No.1526/2022 . | 9 2z
Order dated 18.04.2023 DadeJ\M—

Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad Babu
Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar. ‘

(Applicant)
VERSUS

1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil
Secretariat Peshawar. | |

2. Secretary Establishmeht, Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil
Secretariat Peshawar.

3. Secretary / Social Welfare, Special Education & Women
Empowerment Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
: " (Respondents)

Application for the implementation of the
Judgment and order dated 18.04.2023 in the

* above noted service appeal of this Honourable
Tribunal.

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the has filed his service appeal before this Honourable Tribunal
which was decided on 18.04.2023.(Copy of the appeal and
judgment is attached as annexure A).

2. That the applicant/appellant approached to the competent authority
and submitted through proper channel application for
implementation of the judgment dated 18.04.2023 vide Diary No
3350 dated 31.08.2023, but the respondents turn deaf ear.

3. That the respondents are legally bound to implement/obey the
judgment of this honourable Tribunal in its true letter and spirit but

the respondents are willfully not obeying the order this honourable
tribunal.
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- letter and spirit.

It is,' therefore, humbly prayed that on
acceptance of this application the order 18.04.2023
of this honorable tribunal be implemented in its true.

’__’/_l'
Applicant / Appellant

_ Throug%\@/é’\

ZARTAJ ANWAR
Advocate Peshawar

Advocate Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In the matter of
Appeal No.1526/2022
Order dated 18.04.2023

Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad Babu
Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar. | |

' (Applicant)
VERSUS o

4. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil

Secretariat Peshawar & Others.
(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad
Babu Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar, do hereby solemnly ‘
affirm and declare on oath thgt the contents of the above noted
application are true and correctNo the best of my knowledge and
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b KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAY,
, PESHAWAR.
) . .
BEFORE:  KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN \&
“SALAH UD DIN .. «-MEMBER (Judici¥

Service Appeal | No.1526/2022

Date of presentatlon of appea! e 24.10.2022
Dates of Hearing............cc..oocooovuiiiii 18.04.2023
Date of Decision......................... e 18.04.2023

Mr., Zaa Ullah Khan S/O Hidayat Ullah Khan R/O Jamshee:i Abad
Babu Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar.

e ee et ere ettt ereasierresasotestanetteanrenssentscsannnnes (Appellant)
Versus

1. (}ow :rnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thxough Chief Secretaxy Civil
- Secretariat Peshawar.

- Secretary Establishment, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. Secretary Social Welfare, Special Education & Women Empowel ment
Ucp'u‘tment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

................ (Resp(mdent)

I

J

Present:
Mr. Zarta] Anwar, Advocate.............ooon. .. For appellant.

Mr. Fazal Shah Mohman, :
Additional Advocate General............. «v.r v For respondents.

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST
THE OFFICE ORDER DATED 27.05.2022, '"VHEREBY THE
APPELANT  HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED FROM PLANING
OFFICER, DIRECTORATE OF SOCIAL WELFARE SPECIAL

- EDUCATION & WOMEN EMPOWERMENT  KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, TO SOCIAL “WELFZRE OFFICER
PESHAWAR, IS HIGHLY ILLEGAL, M. LAFIDE, UNLAWFUL
-WITHOUT LAWFUL AUTHCRITY, AGAINST “HE RULES AND
POLICY, AGAINST WHICH DEPARTMEMNTA ., APPEAL WAS
FILED ON. DEPARTMENTAL APPELL wm, .Fv ED ON
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Seevice Appeal No. 132602022 titled “Zia Gliah Khuntzys-Cioversunent-of Khiyher Pakitunkivig through Chief

Seeretary Covil Secretarian Peshawar and others™ decided o 18014 2023 hy Division Bench comprising Kalim
Avstiad Khan. ¢ letivnn, end Saloh Ud Din, Meaher, Jadiciad, Klpher Pukhtunkhwy Service Tribunal. Peshiawar.

30.062022, WHICH IS STILL NOT RESPONDED AFTER

ELAPSE OF STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS.

JUDGMENT -

'
-

KALIM ARSH.A.D KHAN QH’AIRMAN: Brief facts as narrated in the
memo and grounds of appeal are that the ap_pe}l_ant wé‘s serving in the (Social
Welfare) 'Departmeﬁt as Planning Officer (éf’s—. ll'7); that the post of Planning
Officer was created for the purpose .to plan on evide‘n‘ce based facts, oversee

the implementation of project and indicate bottlenecks in implementation

process; that the government of Khyber Pakhtﬁnkhwa published vidé

notification dated 22.02.2018 the service rules of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
provincial planning service Rules, 2018 in which under Section-9 repeal

serving: (1) on coming into force of these rules, .the service rules of the

~concerned ‘line departiment shall stand repealed to the extent of the posts as

given in schedule-1; that post of the appellant clear reflects in the schedule-1
and according to the rule-3 of the rules, which clearljg: says in constitution of

the service, service shall consist of the posts as specified in schedule-I and

“such other posts as may be added it from time to time; that the petitioner has

all the requisite eiigii)ility criteria qualiﬁcation,. ekpgrti‘e.nce in accordance with
new pi‘QVinpiéi' planning cell rules 2018, fuftlze’rrﬁdre,“ he is quite at par with
officers of ?&_&5’d_epartment as well as pianning cell of line department, who
are administered under the provincial planaing ate_.'l"l;;-that the respondent
department vide notification dated'22.0272018 pl'qfhlxlgated the provincial

planning cell whereas all the employees of the Provincial governemtn who

ai DOT on the sirength of the planning and Development department wel]
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s””“. Appead No 152672 ’0 22 m!ed Zig Ullah Khau-vs-Gavernment of Xh\'bu Pakhunkhwa through Chief

= Seercteny Civil Secretarion Peshawar and others™ deceded on 18.04.2023 by Division Bench comprising Kalim
- deshud Khan, Chairient, and Salah Ud Dm Mc nther. Jutheal, }skybw Pakhnunkivwva Service Tribusad, Peshowar.

melg,ed into one deparunent/group will be known as PS group and f01 such
punpose PPS service rules were fxa.m‘ed whd can run the affairs of the fPS
ar oups that the appellant is se:vmg in scale of BPS 17, wheleas under the
lnules and postmg transfet policy the competent authm nty for the punpose of
pos-ting and transfer of officials of BPS—17 and ab_o‘ve was the Chief 'Secretar'y
of the px‘ovince is the competent authority to issue such Orders or with the
appr oval of Chief Secretal y but the same oftice/authorlty was superseded by
“the office of respondent No.3; thatA the respondent department issued
nnpugned transfer order dated 27.06.2022 agamst whach the appellant filed |

departmental appeal on’ 30 06. 2022 wh:ch was: not responded within the

statutory period of ninety days, kence, the instant service appeal. ~

2. On receipt of the appeal and admission to full hearing, the respondents
were summoned, who, on putting appearance, contested the appeal by filing

written reply raising therein. numerous legal and factual objections. The

defence setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellant. -

\.
3. We have heard learned counse! for the eppellant and learned Additional
Advocate General for the resporidents.
4. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant has not been

treated in accordance with law and rules. That the notification of posting and .'
transfer is illegally issued by the incompetent authority in the matter.and also

the appellant appointed *through Public Service Commission particularly
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Service Nppeal No.1526/2022 tited “Zw Ullah Khau-vs-Goverment of Khyber Pakhtunkinva th;‘o:;gh Chief

Sceretary Civit Sevretoria Peshawar wnd others™ decided ou 18.04.2023 by Division Beach coniprising Kalim
Arstiad Khan. Chaivman. il Setols Ud Din. Meiiher, udivial, Kiyber Pakhtunkve Service Tribunad, Peshawar.

~against the post of Planning Officer could only Be transferred and posted as a

Planning Officer,

5. On the other hand learned Deputy District Attorney controvert the

- contention of learned counsel for the appellant and argued that the appellant

has been treated in accordance with law and rules. He further submitted that
the is an employee of the"' Dirgectoréate of Spc_ial ‘_,Wel.fare and the Khyber
PakhtuAnkh‘wa Provincial Planning Service Rules, 2018 reﬁlates to Planning
Cadre of the Secretariat Level, so the same is not ap’plicable' on the appellant.

He requested that the appeal 'might be dismissed.

6. This Tribunal in appeal No. 16578/2021 titled “Manzoor Ahmad-vs-

Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,and two others” regarding

- the same issue has held as under:-

“9. For any reason but as matter of fact, the posts held by the
appellants as Drug Inspector or Drug Analyst, as the case may
be, were got vacated by transfer of the appellants and filled by
posting of the individuals from the cadre of pharmacists. The
appellants inconsequence of their transfer have been posted
against non-cadre posts. The main defense of the respondents
lies in their reply to para-4 of the memorandum of appeal. It has
been stated vide para-4 of appeal that by the service rules dated
09/04/2006, the cadre of the appellants is completely different
from that of service rule assigned for pharmacists. The reply of
the respondents to said para is copied below: o

“The Service Rules does not carry any kind of

assignment to a cadre but it specifies the method

of recruitment and promotion prospects which is

otherwise protected after the merging of cadre,

Although transfer is not a punishment but to

make such like people punctual, subservient to

the public and to overcome the deficiency of

efficient of hardworking officer to -post right

_person on right place, the ithree cedves. ie.
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}; Service Appeid No132072022 tided “Zia Ulluh Ktunr-vs-Ciovernmens of Khyher Pakhtunldnva through Chief
- Suceetery Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others” decided on 18 114.2023 hy Division Bench comprising Kalim
Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Saluh Ud D Mewber, didicid, Kiyber Paklitunktva Service Tribuned, Peshavar,

O nospital pharmacist, drug inspector and analyst
having same basic qualification as required for
induction through Public Service Commission,
were merged to obviate the stagnancy in the
cadre. By doing so any drug inspector or an
analyst at DTL (who are the cadre of the 04 to 05
persons) can be transferred making them liable
to work in hospital under the close supervision of
hospital administration and vice versa. Those
who are transferred from hospital to work in the
field as drug inspector are tremendously
working, — removing the bottlenecks  and
highlighting a lot of malpractices previously
done by their predecessor who have been sacked
from field duty. In other similar cases, the drug
inspectors who are sacked are under probe at
Provincial Inspection Team and other Jora”.

10.  From the divergent pleadings of parties particularly
discussed herein before, the main question  wanting
determination is, whether vice versa transfer of the holders of
the post of Drug Inspector/Analyst and of. Pharmacist is -
reasonably doable? .
I1. For answer to the formulated -questions, prior
determination of the legal status of the appellants and the
respondents is necessary, as far as their functional duties are
concerned. It is pertinent to observe that the Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa made the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Drug

Rules, 1982 in exercise of powers conferred by Section 44 of

Drug Act, 1976. Rule-2 of ibid rules provides definitions of

different words and phrases. The expression “£.ct” in the said

rules means the Drug Act, 1976. Analyst means an Analyst
appointed by the Government under the Act. inspector means
an Inspector appointed by the Government under the Act,

Board means the Quality Control Board for the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Province set up under Section 11 (of the Act).

Pharmacy means a shop, store or place where drugs are

compounded or prepared on prescription. Part-11 of ibid rules

velates to appointment and functions of enforcement staff. Sub

Rule-(1) of Rule-3 in Part-1] of the said Rules orovides that an

Inspector and Analyst shall submit monthly retirns in Form-1

& Form-2 respectively, to the Board and a Cummary on the

overall situation of quality control in the area under their

respective ' jurisdiction and the board shall ‘maintain such
information in a manner as to monitor the auality of all the
drugs sold and to keep watch on the perfnzmance of all
manufacturers. Rule-4 provides qualifirations e'c of Inspector
‘and Analyst. Accordingly, 10 person snall be appointed as
B Inspector unless he possess the degree in “aarmacy from

$Z
vS)/”
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j; . Service Appeal No 1526/2022 titted Zaa tlal Kliem-vs-Geverament of Khyber Fakhtwakhwa through Chief
| Secretory Civil Secrewriar Peshawar and othiors™ decided on 18,04.2023 by Division Bench comprising Kelim
Arshacd Khan, Chairman, asd Nedah Ud Din, Aicmber, Judivial, Khwher Pukltunkinea Service Tribunal, Peshavar,

University or other institutions recognized for this purpose by
the Pharmacy Council of Pakistan and has at least one year
experience in the manufacture, sell, testing or analysis of drugs
or in Drug Control Administration or in hospital or pharmacy..
Sub Rule-(2) of Rule-4 provides the qualification for
appointment as Analyst which is similar to that of the Inspector
except experience which in case of Analyst is 05 years. The
same rules i.e. of 1982 provide for duties of Inspectors and
Analysts. From the given statutory expositions relating to the
position of Drug Inspector and Drug.Analyst, we have no
hesitation to hold that the posts of Drug Inspector/Drug Analyst
are statutory positions with authority of appointment vested in
the: Provincial Government. The Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa vide notification dated 09/04/2006 bearing No.
SOH-111/10-04/05 issued in pursuance to the provisions
contained in sub rule-(2) of Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Civil Servants (Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) Rules,
1989, laid down the method of recruitment, qualification and
other conditions of service applicable to the posts specified in
column-2 of the appendix. The qualification of Inspector in the
appendix is similar to that of qualification provided under Sub-
Rule-(1) of Rule-4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Drug Rule, 1982.
According to method of recruitment prescribed in column-5 of
the appendix, the appointment to the post of Drug Inspector is -
to be made by initial recruitment while to the post of Chief
Drug Inspector and Divisional Drug Inspector by promotion.
The respondents in their reply vide para-4 as reoroduced herein
above have asserted with vehemence that there cadres ie.
Hospita! Pharmacist, Drug Inspector and Drug Analyst having
same qualification for induction through Public Service
Commission, were merged to obviate the stagnancy in the
cadre. By doing so Drug Inspector of Analyst at DTL (who are
the cadre of 04 to 5 persons) be transferred making them liable
to work in hospital under the close supervision of hospital -
administration. Those who are transferred from hospital to work
in the field as Drug Inspector are tremendously working,
removing the bottlenecks and highlighting a lot of discrepancies
done by’ their predecessors who have been sacked from field
duty. = - S -. : S

12. " The reply of the respondents as discussec above revolves -
around the expediency of filling th2 Diug Reg’:iatory posts by
inter se ‘transfer of the holders of the “west. of Drug
Inspecte:/Drug Analyst and of Pharmacists by merger of their
cadre to ensure the discipline and quality of performance
purportecly for the public good. We are not suvosed to doubt
the intentions ot the respondenis for such expeciency but at the
same time, we have to see that such an expediency is in
conformity to the law ari4 rules on tise subject. Article 240 of

M=
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Service dppeal Ne 152602022 titlod ~Zaer Ul Kher-vs-Giovernament of Khyber Pukbtnkhwa through Chief
Seerctury Civil Secectariat Peshawar and others” devided on | X.04.2023 hy Dwvision Benclr conprising Katim
Arshad Kher, Cliaiemain, and Sulah Ud £, Member. Judieal: Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Sorvice Tribimnad, Veshuwar.,

Constitution of Pakistan enshrines that - subject to the
Constitution, the appointments and conditions_of service in the
Service of Pakistan ?sha-ll be determined by or under the Act of
Parliament in case of the services of Federation and by or under
the Act of Provincial Assembly in case of services of Province
and posts in connection with affairs of the Province. In
pursuance of this command of Constitution, the Provincial
Service Laws i.e. the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act,
1973 and Rules made there-under are in place in general
besides other Special Service laws for particular posts and
services in connection with affairs of the Province. As already
discussed above, the notification dated 09/04/2006 issued in
pursuance to Sub Rule-(2) of Rule-3 of (APT) Rules, 1989 is
there which laid down the method of recruitment, qualification
and other conditions of service applicable to the posts of Drug
Inspectors of different ranks. - Thus, in presence of a legal
instrument like notification dated 09/04/2006 having statutory
barking, transfer of a‘Drug Inspector to'an ex-cadre post to fill
the resultant vacancy by transfer .of a non-cadre officer is
seemingly not credible. By the impugned order dated
06/10/2020, appellants holding the posts of Drug Inspector and
one among them holding the post of Drug Analyst were
transferred from their respective posts held by them in relevant
cadre and posted as Pharmacist in a wrong cadre. The
notitication dated 06/04/2006 as far as column-5 of its appendix
1s concerned expressly provides for ‘appointment of Drug
Inspector through initial recruitment. With this position as to
method of appointment of Drug Inspector, the post held by him
cannot be filled by transfer or promotion from any other cadre
albeit the person in the alien cadre may possess the qualification
similar to the qualification of Drug Inspector. In holding so, we
derive guidance from the law laid down by august Supreme
Court of Pakistan "in the case of Muhammad Sharif
Tareen...vs... Government of Balochistan {2018 SCMR
34).In the ibid case, it was held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court
that a post which is required by the rules to be filled by Initial
recruitment cannot be filled by promotion, transfer, absorption,
or by any other method which is not provided by the relevant
law and rules. Furthermore, after making reference to the law
laid  down in the «case’ of Ali__ Azhar Khan
Baloch...vs...Province of Sindh (205 SCMR <6}, it was held
as follows: ' - L

8. The quintessence of the parcgraphs

reproduced above is that the appointments made

on deputation, by absorption or by transfer under

the garb of exigencies of service ‘in an

outrageous  disregard . of merit impaired
efficiency and par_glyzed the good governance
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Y Service dppeal Na.1526/2022 tirted “Zia Ulilr Klmn-vs-Gu_\»'emmqm'-aj’ Kiyber Pakhiunkhwa through Chief
,\l_\,- : Seeretary Civil Secretariat Peshavar and Gthers” decided on-18.04.2023 by Division Bench compriving Katim-
« - Arshad Khan, Choirman, and Satah Ud Bin, Member, Judicial. Khybei Pakhtunkinve Service Tribwud, Peshewar.
vl e . . .

* and that pe;'pet'u"a‘_f‘f(;‘h;()f this -'bheifi‘omenon, even
- for a day more would further deteriorate the
state of efficiency and good governance.”

7. Coming to tl'\.is éase, ‘acllimitfedly the appellant was. éppointed as
Planning Oft{cer and his-'grievéxlice is’ tﬁat v‘ide‘ 'impu'gr'led order he was
transferred fr‘om the post of Plar}ning. Ofﬁcef to the post of Social Welfare
Ofﬁqél"’leévixig the post of Pla.n;lingw()fficer Qaéam. Transfer of én éfﬁ'c'étr"'
ﬁ_'om, his own giesignated/particu!ar post/cadre against .which he was
specifically appointed, would not be appropriate ‘nm’r é‘t_:mld be_: said to be any
exigency and as such not sustainable ;espécially when even no exigency was
étated' nor the public interest explainéd. T;herefore, the transfer 'ordelf of the
appellant is not found to ‘be.'in the pub]ic. interest. Thf; instz;mt appeal is
accordinQy allowed and the .impugnved order dated 27.06.2022 is set aside.

Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

8. Pronounced -in open Court at’ Peshawar and given under our

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 18" day of April, 2023.

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
v . Chairman. '
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© To
Sk The Secretary, ‘
T -~ Social Welfare, SE & WE: Department
_ Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

o Peshawar

| Through proper channel

Director,

" Social Welfare, SE & WE
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

: : _SUBECT: HV[PLEMENTATION OF HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICE _ TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR DECISION _ REGARDING
IMPUGNED _ TRANSFER - ORDER _OF _ PLANNING OFFICER,

. DIRECTORATE SOCIAL WELFARE TO SOCIAL WELFARE OFFICER
S, ""—‘—'—'————«-———__._,__—"__-______‘
‘ - DISTRICT OFFICE PESHAWAR

Respected Sir,
The undersigned initiated the case in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tnbunal

Peshawar vide appeal No: 1526/2022 by dlrectmg to post him. to his actual post of Planning -
- Officer, Directorate of Social Welfare being his cadre Post though court judgment on dated 18- 04-
2023 that “Coming to this case, admittedly the appellant ‘was appointed as Planning Officer and his

"+ . grievance is that vide tmpugned order he was transferred from the post Planmng Officer to the post of

- Social Welfare Officer leaving the post planmng Ofﬁcer vacant. Transfer of an officer from his own
kS des1gned/ particular post/cadre agamst which he was spec1ﬁcally appomted would not be appropnate
. nor could be said to be any ex1gency and as such not sustamable especnaliy when even no exigency was
:5 . stated not the public interest e;plamed Therefore, the transfer order of the appellant is not found to be ‘
. “in the public interest. The instant appeal is daccordingly allowed and the impugned order dated
‘27 06.2022 is set aside” (copy-attached).
Therefore, you are requested to implement the honorable Service Tribunal decision
N and post the undersigned to his actual Post of Planning Officer in Directorate of Social Welfare,

‘consequently, the ‘undersigned will proceed for execution to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
: ‘Tnbunal Peshawar

V Ultah Kh an) /
Social Welfare Officer? 8/)»L3
- - District Social Welfare Office, Peshawar -
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PO'WLR OF AET'&_}RNEY

= e [ﬁ Pl &m@ Toebecrad [ o
JZ/A_ ZL%Z/‘//g (Honr. ST

YPlaing r
- i Appetiant
. ‘ a . . }Petitioner
. . o ; Complainant

 VERSUS. e
0(7/Q/C W/ﬁq/jé(é{/ o - }Dc.l'end:ént |

y Respondent
o ‘ ' ) Accused

: ; - N T - A <
- . o I N . , - J .
Appéal/Revision/Suit/App!icatilon./Petiti0n/Case No. of

F ixed lor

/W, the unc;etsngned do hcxcby nominate and i appoint

- ZARTAJ ANWAR & IARA N KHAN AGVOCATES. my true and Edwl ul aitorae v, for
me in my same and on my- bcha}f to appear at - T - {0 appear: 1)[C’1d act
and .lnwu in the above Coart orany Court Lo which the busingss is Iumx;‘and i the.
above mater and is agreed to sign and Llile petitions. - Au appeal. stalements. accounts.

exhibits. Compxomlsesor other,documents whatsogver. i conneclion with the said matter
or any matter arising there {mm and-also to apply for and receive all docuirients or cnp'cq
of decuments, depositions . ele, and to dpply for and issue summans and other. writs or sub-
poena and to apply for and getiissued and arrest, attachment or other cxecutions. WAy
or order and to conduct any p,occcdmg that may arise there out; end to apply for an:
receive payment of any or al! sums or submit for the above matter w0 ar bitration, and m.
employee any other Legal IJILLC titioner aut]"ou/ma him 1o excrcise the power and

-authorizes hereby conferred onithe Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so. any other
~lawyer may'be appointed by mY said counsel o conduct ihe case who \hail have ihe same

. powers. : '

AND to all acts ]cgally ncccssal) to manage and conduct the said case in all
respects, whethel ‘herein specified or not as may be proper and expedient..

. AND Thwe hereby 1]“]LL‘[0 l.l(l[\ and Lonﬁm all Tawlul acts done on m\/om hehal!
‘unclu or by virtue of this power! or ol the-usual practice in such mathI '

-
PROVIGED aiwavs tiﬂl T’we Lmde:‘['u(c at. time of calling of ihe case h- the

Court/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court. if the
case may be dismissed in defauit, if it be. proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shalt not be
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be the right of the u‘mml »
or his nentinee, and if awaided avamst shall be payable by me/us

CIN WITNESS whelecf I/we have hereio suzncd ﬂt
the - L Hav to_ o theyear
Exceutant/Executants ' '

. Accqjted subject to 1hc terms ngdl du,n fcc

RAN KHAN TERTAT ANWAR

Advocate High Court . - *. . Advocate FHigh Courts
- Mob: 034319090648 ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVISORS, SFRVICT & LABOUR LAY CONSULTANT
’ . ! “R-3. Pourth Floor. Bilour Plaz:. Saddar Read. Peshawar Canit

o Mabile-0331-9309185
H - . - BC-10-9851, .
' : CONIC l‘7v0| Jt;IuIvJ R




