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APPELLANTUmar Khitab
VERSUS

RESPONDENTSGovt. of K.P.K and others
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7

Vakalatnama8 ^Li

Dated; /o /10/2023 Humble Appellant

Muhammad Mohsin AM
Advocate Supreme Court 
District Bar, D.I.Khan.
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APPELLANTUmar Khitab
VERSUS

RESPONDENTSGovt, of K.P.K and others
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Humble AppellantDated; /o /10/2023

Muhammad Mohsin All
Advocate Supreme Court 
District Bar, D.I.Khan.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.■ Y

PESHAWAR.

/2023Appeal No.

Umar Khitab (Ex-Sub Inspector) son of Umar Hayat resident of Korai, 

presently Basti Ustrana Janoobi, District Dera Ismail Khan. ^
APPELLANT

VERSUS

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home 

Department, Govt, of K.P.K, Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Additional Inspector General of Police, C.T.D. HQs Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Superintendent of Police, C.T.D, Dera Ismail Khan Region, Dera 

Ismail Khan.

1.

2.

3.

4.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

ORDER DATED 12.06.2023 ISSUED BY RESPONDENT NO. 4

VIDE WHICH HE AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT TO

APPELLANT AND DISMISSED HIM FROM SERVICE.

PRAYER; On acceptance of instant appeal this Honourable 

Tribunal may be pleased to declare the impugned order dated 

12.06.2023 issued by respondent No. 4 as illegal, without



lawful authority, without jurisdiction, void ab initio and 

ineffective upon the rights of the appellant and is liable to be 

set aside and to reinstate the appellant to the post of Sub 

Inspector alongwith all back benefits on the grounds 

appearing hereinafter;
OR

GRANT any other relief considered just and appropriate under 

the given circumstances of the case.

Respectfully sheweth;

1. That the brief facts of the case are that the appellant was performing 

his duties as Sub-Inspector in CTD, D.I.Khan Region.

2. That the appellant was wrongly charged in case FIR No. 272 dated 

17.04.2023 U/S 365-A-386-387-148-149 PPG Police Station Gantt. 

District D.I.Khan. Thereafter, the appellant was suspended from

service, and departmental enquiry was initiated.

3. That the statement of allegations and charge sheet were issued to 

appellant and in defense, the appellant submitted his detail reply. 

After completion of enquiry, the respondent No. 4 issued the 

impugned order dated 12.06.2023 and awarded the major 

punishment of dismissal from service to appellant. Gopies of 

statement of allegations, charge sheet, reply and Impugned order 

dated 12.06.2023 are enclosed as Mark-A to D respectively.

4. That, being aggrieved against the impugned order dated
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12.06.2023, the present appellant filled the departmental appeal on 

04.07.2023 to Respondent No. 3 through post office, but till date the 

appeal of the appellant has not been decided. Copy of grounds of 

appeal alongwith postal receipt is enclosed as Wlark-E respectively.

Being aggrieved against the impugned order, the 

appellant is filling the instant appeal, inter alia, on the following 

grounds;

GROUNDS:

A. That during the entire service the appellant performed his 

duty with full of his professional skills and hard-work.

B. That the impugned enquiry was not conducted in

accordance with law and facts, and the whole proceeding

regarding alleged enquiry against the appellant was based

on malafide, and no proper opportunity of hearing was

given to him. Moreover the finding with regard to the 

allegations leveled against the appellant are totally

incorrect and no convincing evidence available against the

appellant, but the inquiry officer wrongly and erroneously

considered the same. Thus the impugned findings are not

based on proper appreciation of record; hence the same is

liable to be set aside.



r

1
i'-

^’41

!
C. That the alleged allegations against the appellant in case;

FIR No. 272 are totally incorrect, as the appellant was
1

wrongly charged in the said FIR and there was no evidence
i!■;

was collected against the appellant during investigation of
1!ii

the case, hence the Prosecution submitted an application
r
i;

u/s 4-C(ll) of KP Prosecution Act. 2005 and the Honourable

Judge Anti-Terrorism Court, D.I.Khan vide order dated

18.07.2023 discharged the appellant alongwith co-accused

from the case FIR No. 272. Hence, on this score alone the

dismissal order was liable to be set aside but the

respondent No. 3 did not consider the same. Copy of

judgment dated 18.07.2023 is enclosed as Mark-F.

D. That it is a settled principle of law that mere involvement in

a criminal case. Is no ground to award major penalty. More 

particularly, when there Is no sufficient material available

on record which connect the appellant with the commission 

of offence and the learned trial court also discharged the 

appellant from the case FIR No. 272. Hence, on this score

alone the dismissal order is liable to be set aside.

E. That the entire inquiry proceeding was not completed in 

accordance with law and no final show cause notice 

issued to appellant prior to the issuance of impugned order 

dated 12.06.2023. Thus, the impugned order is untenable 

in the eyes of law.

was

r
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F. That the respondent No. 4 not properly appreciated the 

material available on record and facts and erroneously 

awarded the major punishment to appellant and dismissed 

him from service. Moreover, the respondent No. 3 failed to 

decide the appeal of the appellant within statutory period, 

hence the appellant is filling the instant appeal. The 

impugned order of respondent No. 4 is based on malafide, 

arbitrary, against the canon of justice, equity and fair play. 

Thus the same is liable to be set aside.

G. That the grounds of departmental appeal may kindly be 

considered as integral part of the instant appeal and the 

counsel for the appellant may kindly be allowed to argue 

the additional grounds at the time of arguments.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this appeal 

this Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to pass orders as 

prayed for in the heading of this appeal.

Dated: /10/2023 Humble Appellant

Counsel

Muhammad Mohsin All
Advocate Supreme Court, 
District Bar, D.I.Khan.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
P PESHAWAR.

/2023Appeal No.

APPELLANTUmar Khitab
VERSUS

RESPONDENTSGovt, of K.P.K and others

AFFIDAVIT

I, the appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath 

that all the para-wise contents of this appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief; and that nothing has been 

deliberately concealed or kept secret from this Honourable 

Tribunal.

Identified by Counsel

\



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

/2023Appeal No.

appellant
Umar Khitab

VERSUS

RESPONDENTSGovt, of K.P.K and others

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Umar Khitab (Ex-Sub Inspector) son of Umar Hayat resident of Korai, 

presently Basti Ustrana Janoobi, District Dera Ismail Khan.
APPELLANT

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home 

Department, Govt, of K.P.K, Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Additional Inspector General of Police, C.T.D. HQs Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Superintendent of Police, C.T.D, Dera Ismail Khan Region, Dera 

Ismail Khan.

Govt.1.

2.

3.

4.

RESPONDENTS

Humble AppellantDated: /O /10/2023

Muhammad Mohsin All
Advocate Supreme Court 
District Bar, D.I.Khan.
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OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF.POLICE '
Counter Terrorism Department, Dera Ismail Khan Reg: on-l 

Phone: (0966) 9280538, Fax: (0966) 9280540 ■
Email: spclddik@gmail.com

Dated DIKhan the : 18/04/2023 

DISCIPLIi'JARY ACTION

FAZAL WAHID, SUPERINTENDENT OF POLIC, CTD 

DIKHAN REGION-1 as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 

1975 {Amendment 2014) am of the opinion that you Sub Inspector Umar Khitab No.D/89 

rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against departmentally as you have committed 

the following acts/omissions.

No:^120/EC CTD DIk R-1

I,

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

You while posted as MSI CTD DIkhan Region-1 found involved in FIR No.272 

dated 17.04.2023 U/S 365A-386-37-148-149 PPC of PS Cantt DlKhan. Being a part of 

disciplines force, this act on your part amounts to gross misconduct and punishable under 

the purview of Khbyper Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 amended-2014.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused the reference to 

the above allegation Perves Husslan Shah, Inspector is appointed enquiry officer. The 

enquiry officer shall in accordance with provision! of the Police Rulerl975, provide 

reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record his findings and make, 

within twenty five days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or 

other appropriable action against the accused official.

2.

The accused official shall join the proceeding on the date, time and place

fixed by the enquiry officer.

(FAZAL WAHID)
Superintendent of Police, 

Counter Terrorism Department 
Dera Isniail Khan Region-I

18/04/2023N0.121-2VEC CTD

Copy of above to:-

7. The Enquiry Officer for iiiifiatiii^ proceedings against the accuse under the 
provision of Police Rule-ig75.
The Accused officer, toith the directions to appear before the Enquiry Officer on 
the date, tune and place fiwd by hini, for the purpose of enquiry proceedings .

Dated

-T

mailto:spclddik@gmail.com
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OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
Counter Terrorism Department, Dera Ismail Khan Reg; on-l

Phone: (0966) 9280538, Fax: (0966) 9280540 
Email: spctddik@gmail,com

Dated DIKhan the : 18/04/2023 

CHARGE SHEET

FAZAL WAHID, SUPERINTENDENT OF POLIC, CTD 

DIKHAN REGION-1 as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 

197S (Amendment 20.14) am of the opinion that you Sub Inspector Umar Khitab No.D/89 

rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against departmentally as you have committed

No;_ J 19/EC CTD DIk R-1

I

the following acts/omissions.-

You while posted as MSI CTD Dlkhan Region-! found involved in FIR No.272 

dated 17.04.2023 U/S 365A-386-37-148-149 PPC of PS Cantt DIKhan. Being a part of 

disciplines force, this act on your part amounts to gross misconduct and punishable under 

the purview of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 amended-2014,

By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Rule.3 

of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to or any of the penalties specified in 

the Rule,4 of the Rules ibid.

2,

Your are, therefore, required to submit your written statement within 07 

days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within the 

specified period failing which it shall be presumed that you haye no.defense to put in and 

ex parte action shall be taken against you,

A statement of allegations is enclosed.

3.

4.

(FAZAL WAHID)
Superintendent of Police, 

Counter Terrorism Department 
Dera Ismail Khan Region-I
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BE ITER COPY
OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDEN r OF POLICE

Counter Terrorism Department Dera Ismail.Klmn Region,d 
Phone- i'nQ66'l 9280538. Fax: (Q966)-928.Qm

F.mflil: snctdtUk@LMnaiLcQm
Dated D.I.Khan the: 12-06-2023N0.315/ES CTD

ORDER

This order is aimed to dispose-off the depailmenlal proceedings conducted against Sub Inspector 
Umar Khilab D/89 of CTD DIKhan Region I, under the IChybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules. 1975 
(amendment 2014) vide this office: C/S No. 119/EC CTD dated: 18-04-2023 on the followuig allegations.

He while posted as MSI PS CTD DllClian Rcgion-I, found involved in FIR No. 272 dated. 
17/04/2023 u/s 365-A. 386,387,148,149 PPC of PS Cantl DllCJian. Being part of disciplined force, this act 

his part amounts to gross misconduct and punishable under the preview of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police
Rules 1975 amendment 2014. ^ -u-^

He was placed under suspension and issued charge sheet on the allegation ibid, bnquiiy
proceedings were entrusted to Mr. Perveez Hussain Shah, Inspector C'l D DllChan under Police Rules-1975 
amended ^014 'I'he Enquiry Officer submitted his findings report in which he stated that the defaultei MSI 
is found guilty of the charges leveled against him in the FIR staled above and recommended to award him

^ yhe defaulter Sub Inspector was called in before the undersigned to offer anything else his self
defense, but he could not advance any cogent reason.

Keeping in view of the findings report of the Enquiry Oflice and conduct of the defaultei Sub 
Inspector the undersigned came to the conclusion that the charges leveled against him have been proved
beyond the shadow of doubt. ^ .. r. • j r

Therefore in exercise of powers vested upon undersigned, I, hazal Wahid, Superintendent oi 
CTD DIKhan Region-I hereby award him major punishment of “Dismissal from service with

on

Police, 
immediate effect”.

OB No. 30/
Dated: 12/06/2023.

(Fazal Wahid) 
Superintendent Of Police, 

Counter Terrorism Department, 
Dera Ismail Khan, Region-I.

No. 316-19/ES.
Copy of above submitted to:

1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Paklitunkhwa Peshawar.
2. The Additional Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. The Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region.
4. All concerned.

(Fazal Wahid) 
Superintendent Of Police, 

Counter Terrorism Department, 
Dera Ismail Khan, Region-l.

•:



f rf/l
-------------j

Page 1 of 4

The Worthy Addl. Inspector General of Police, 
C.T.D. HQs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

To:

TTWnRP RULE 11 OF THE K.P,_TOL1^ 

1975, Aimwa WITH OTHER ENAj^UNG
Subject: APPEM^

RULES.
PROVISIONS OF LAW, AGAINST THE DISMtjSSM;

SERVICE order bearing no.315/EC _CT^ 

1^ 06.2023. ISSUED BY ._THE
COLjNTER

FROM
iPB_JNo^Pl_DM;]^

POLICESUPERINTENDENT____ OF
TF.PffORISM DEPARTMENT, P.LKHAIL

Yours Excellency,

The appellant has 

submissions for your good-self kind considerations:

That the appellant had been serving as SubTn_^iectprird^ in 

the Police Station CTD, D.I.Khan R-l, and was charge sheeted 

vide letter No. 119/EC CTD DIK R-1 dated 18.04.2023 

on the following allegations:

the honour to submit the following few

1.

You while posted as MSI CTD D.lKhan Region J 

found irU’olved. in FIR No.2/2, dated. 17.04.202io 

under Section 356-A, 388. 387, 148, 149 PPC oj PS 

Canti. D.lKhan. Being a part of disciplines force, this

act on our part amounts to gross misconduct and

the purview of Khybiprpunishable x.inder 

Pakhtunkhiua Police Rules, 1975 amended-2014..

That the appellant was also issued statement of allegations vide 

letter No. 120/EC CTD DIK R-1 dated 18.04.2023 IFlagL-J^l.

That appellant submitted his,defence to the Charge Sheet and 

Statement of allegations (Flag-C).

2.

3.

rC 9
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That instead of proceeding ahead with the Inquiry Proceeiiings 

for the proof of Charge Sheet.and Statement of Anegatiom; 

authority (S.P. CTD D.l.Khan). without issuing any show-cause
affording appellant the opportunity of 

dismissed the appellant from service

4.
, the

V-

notice and , without 

audience, straight away 

with immediate
No.30) dated 12.06.2023 IFlagrD), which is liable to be cancelled'

the following

effect vide order bearing No.315/EC CTD (OB

entitled to be reinstated onand appellant, is 

reasons amongst others;

Because the case registered vide FIR No.272/:2023, 

the'basis whereof, the appellant has been Lakeii 

to task, appears to be a baseless case that’s why the 

Hon’ble Judge Anti-Terrorism Court D.,l.Khan, while 

discussing the merits of case, admitted the appellant 

bail vide order dated 09.05.2023.

i.

on

to

the aforementioned caSiC PIR 

be conducted and the
Because the trial in 

No.272/2023 is yet to 

dismissal of appellant without the proof of guilt i

it

1T‘1

the abovesaid FIR, is highly unjust

involvement of appellant in a falseBecause, mere
vide FIR No.272, which is in-fact based on

at

case
professional jealousy, is no ground to award major

particularly whenpenalty, to the appellant 
there is .sufficient material availably oh file which

more.f

proves innocence of appellant.

Because there is no iota of evidence whic.ti may

with the commission ofconnect the appellant 
offence and in t.liis regard the bail order dated

09.05.2023 is worlVi perusal.

i

!

■
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impartial Inquh-y through an incjuiry 

officer was a legal and constitutional right o| the 

appellant.

Because, no fair chance of defence has been affC|rded 

to the appellant.

Because, the “Fair TriaF is the constitutional right 

of every person, held accused of certain charges.; but 

in this case a fair trial has not been conducted. 

Thus, legal sanctity cannot be attached to the order 

in question.

Because, anV.

■ ir
; '• -i’''if

vi.

vii.

Because, the authority on one hand, decided to 

; , proceed with the matter by initiating an inquin^ and' 

for that purpose Charge Sheet and Statement of 

Allegations were issued to appellant. Now the 

authority was required to let the inquiPi^

. completed but it has wrorlgly issued the impugned

order of dismissal from service.

viii.

be

♦

Because, no show cause notice has b^een issupd to 

the appellant prior to the impugned office orde:f.

be.

Because not opportunity of audience has been 

afforded to the appellant prior to issuance of pflice 

order in question.

X.

Because the impugned office order, without the 

decision of trial in case FIR No.272/2023 of P.S. 

Gantt. D.I.Khan is premature.

That the impugned dismissal from service order is 

legally incompetent.

!
' ftvu', .

..
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It is further subrhitted that the subject cited office orde;- has 

been issued in utter disregard of the provisions of K.P. Police 

Rules, 1975; besides, the laid down procedure has totally been 

violated as after carrying out proceedings as provided under 

Rules 5{4) and 6(i), the authority could not revert back to the 

procedure laid down in Rule 5{3). Moreover, provisions of Rule
V

5(3){b) and 5{3)(c) have not been complied with.

5.

V-’

E

In view of the above humble submissions, the appe,llant 

beseeches your kind honour to please cancel/set asidef the 

dismissal from service order and appellant may please be 

reinstated with all back benefits.

Yours most obedient Senrant,

. 0i^...dy.2023Dt

ex-Sub JLat^ector D/8p 
(MSI CTD D.I.Khan R-lf

AFFIDAVIT:

It solemnly affirmed & declared on oath that all the pai'i^-wise 
contents of this appeal are true and correct to the best ^pf my 
knowledge and belief, and nothing has been deliberately concealed.

ncnt
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IN THE COURT OF:
AJMAL KHAN WAZIR

■HincE. anti-terrorism court d.i.kha^^:^-^
/a.' ^

111 of2023.

1. * .

/ \

Criminal Case No.■2

1 •'/.7
1

^y^r/c-
Versus.........Hairtav Ali Khan *The State • •!■■■ \

ORDER
18.07.20;:3

Scjvior PP for the State present and submitted case

file' FIR No.272 dated 17.04.2023 registered U/Ss

365A/386/387/148/149 PPG of P.S. Canti D.I.Khan for the

di.scharge of accused facing trial namely Haidar Ali Khan, 

i.inta. :.Kiiitab:-'Farid Ullah and Zahid IHlah Jan and for

proceeding u/s 512 Cr.P.C against absconding co-accused
o .-j.

■ -i§\ 

(/)

is

• ■ Cvhulam Farid. Be registered.

L'.-anied PP referred his applicatioi! u/s 4-C (11) ofKP

P.'osecuti.on Act. 2005, submilled with the challan and
71 ;va\ed for discharge of accused .facing tnal namely Haida;

.Ali Khan. I'mar Khiiab. Farid IJliah and Zahid Ullali Jan

due to insiifncieiTi evidence.

IPeri'sai of ihe CDRs available cn case file shows that
i

!''i';uciee ■’.'.. /.ainmad Daud was noi prcscrn even in District I

dale of his aiicvco abduction i.c.O.f.Ahai'i

:f j.nfiaviy. ihe pie:ence or coniplniiiani. Khalid1

vAMf' of PF Cnri'. iind acc'ised facinE tria! at• -

;>» lESV*:,
'o'Jp.

' EXAMINOR 
High Court Bench, 

Oera isniail Kiian
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Q)
Haidar Ali Khan etcThe State Versus

the alleged place and time of report and arrest of accused 

facing trial etc have not been supported by CDRs of their

SIM numbers and Madd No. 17 dated 17.04.2023 ol P.S

CTD prima facie also negates the plea of prosecution as

alleged in the FIR.

Moreover, Muhammad Yousef (complainant) and 

Muhammad Daud (abductee) in the presence of their 

counsels stated at the bar at the bail stage that they did not 

want to prosecute the accused and added that they had got 

no objection on their release on bail/acquittal. The 

prosecution has also requested for'discharge of the accused 

facing trial on the grounds of insutficient evidence. So, in 

view of the above, this Court is agreed witli the prosecution

I

to discharge the accused facing trial.

Though, the prosecution submitted challan tor 

proceedings u/s 512 Cr.P.C against absconding co-accused 

namely Ghulam Farid, but the prusecution could not collect 

any material evidence against liim, so in the circumstances,' 

proceedings u/.s 512 Cr.P.C against the absconding co- 

.accused would be a futile exercise.

For the aforesaid reasons, the accused facing trial
'v . .

namely Haidar Ali Khan, Umar Khirab. Farid Ullah. Zahid 

Ullah .ian as well as rhe absconding co-accus^''l

■A

\
\

-i

c m

%9. O t- c
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\

i

i‘

Farid (in ahsenliaj are discharged. Accu.sed Haidar .Mi

lESV*:.
/

> \

hi^ ^ eXAMINOR
High Court Bunch, 

Oera Ismail Khan
Poge 2 Oi 3

1

I-'
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Haidar Ali Khan etcVersusThe State

Khan, Umar Khitab, Farid Ullab and Zahid Ullah Jan are on

bail, iheir bail bonds stand cancelled and their sureties are

absolved from their liabilities under the bail bonds.

File be cgnsigned to the record room of Honourable 
>

Peshawar High Court, D.l.Khan Bench.

Announced.
jD.l.Khan. »>

i
(Ajmal Khan Wazir)

Judge.
Anti-Terrorism Court. D.I.Kha|i 

-^JUDGE
anti terrorism court 

dikhan (Division)

. ■: aT. V '-- A 

' . ; ■
Ui
O wW '' '/ ■*■' ■

/.
\ •

/

fH*Nnt'y'aMiigr) Court Bench, 
UL?tn lsni.'»ii Khan

Poge 3 Oi 3
4H t •
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VAKALAINAMA

If pl( . V w//'iu^ /■

Plaintiff/Appellant /Petitloner/Complalnant/ Accused
BEFQBEJHECQUELQE

Vs
Defendant/Respondent/ Complainant/ Accused

Mrammad Mohs^ Mvocate Supreme Courtfderein after
the above noted case authorize him.

KNOW ALL to whom 
do hereby appoint I
called the advocate/s) to be my/our Advocate In

—£saii»:S5S:fr
To sign, file, verify and present ' ytions or affidavits or other documents as« rsn;... ~ - =~ “ •"» 

rrr.^rr." »»•»»
To take execution proceedings. .ach and grant receipts thereof and to do all

;;r.S'.“SiS s« »- ~■""
the prosecution of the said case^ practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and
I:thCHeTeb"rrTd'':pl^ thl^A^ocate whenever he may think fit to do so and to sign

. the power of attorney on our behalf. g^d confirm all acts done by the

r«—»i «= -S ”S»r..... -.... w »»»>'“■
and proposes. ^ authorized agent would appear In Court on all
hearlngs'anS wilMnform th® advocate for ^PP|f "’’^"i^thl'aclvocate or his substitute 

10 And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree noi
tt' ^4'’rd,turnrenrco1t\^Lire:eTord“red by tt,e Court shall be of the Advocate which he shall

12 JTnd'^/We" th^"rdlrslgn^rio hereby agree tPat In the eve^ of
agreed by me/us to be paid ‘o the advocate remaming anP/Jf tre^sha^^^ ^
from the piosecutlon of the said ““ ^ntl the aamaJ^^P^ ^^P^ ,, paid, ,/We will not be

ssr./;" i........
have been understood by tr^/us on thlG../ £>....^ V ^

2.

3.
4.

5.
6,

7.

And8.

9.

s.me. ,e presents the contents of which 
...20*1.^

Accepte
s_^

Muhammad Mohsin Ali
Advocate Supreme Court

0^1679^ 9S^S'l


