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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

Case Title: . ;

___________ CONTENTS
1 This Appeal has been presented by: ■ ■ .
2 Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Depbnent have signed 

the requisite documents?
3 Whether appeal is within time? ___
^ Whether the enactment under which

mentioned?

YES NO

the appeal is filed

Whether the enactment under which the appEMl is filed is
Whether affidavit is appended?___________ “
Whether affidavit is duly attested bv competent Oath 
Commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly pagecT 
Whether certificate regarding filing any e^ier appeal on the 
subject, furnished?' '
Whether annexures are legible? ~ ' : ...

. Whether annexures are attested?' ' ' “ 7“
copies of annexures_are_readabiG7cre77'~~ ^

-Wheth^copy^f^^^is^^^
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested 

.7fljjjS£gj_.h^etitjo^ner/appellant/respondentT 
Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? "
Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?
V^ether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?
Whether case relate to this court?
Whether requisite number ofIpaje copies attach^?

. Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate'file covTr^ 
Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
Whether index filed? ’ ~

5 correct?
6

7

8 u
9 U'

10
]l
12
13

14

15
16
17
18
19
20
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22
23 Whether index is correct?

Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? Ori
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 
1974 Rule 11. notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has 
been sent to respondents? On_______________ ,
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder siTbmittedFOn

u
24

25

26

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to 
opposite party? On '' . -

27

it 15 certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been 
fulfilled.
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Dated:. ^
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR /

rrp •
In the matter of 

Appeal No.442/2022 

Decided on 13.06.2023

Dr. Rahim Ullah S/0 Abdul Azim R/0 Village Kerothangy 

P.O Shamshi Khan Timergra District Lower Dir
....(Appellant)

VERSUS
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar & Others.

(Respondents)
INDEX

!;> ■

1-Memo of Appeal along with1 5
affidavit

Copy of the appeal and order 

and judgment dated 13.06.2023
A&B2

k-}%
CCopy of the application3

13
4

Vakalatnama5

Appellant
Through

'ZARTA J ANWAR 

Advocate Supreme 

Court of Pakistan 

Office FR , 3 Forth 

Floor Bilour Plaza 

Peshawar Cantt.
Cell: 0331-9399185



. 1

.L^

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

tyh'-

-- --

In the matter of 

Appeal No.442/2022 

Decided on 13.06.2023 -‘-u

Dr. Rahim Ullah S/0 Abdul Azim R/0 Village Kerothangy 

P.O Shamshi Khan Timergra District Lower Dir
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary, Agriculture, 
Livestock and Cooperative Department Peshawar.

3. Director General,(Extension) Livestock & Dairy Development 
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

(Respondents)

Application for the implementation of the order 

and Judgment dated 13,06.2023 in the above 

noted service appeal of this Honourable 

Tribunal,

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the above service appeal was pending before this honourable 

Tribunal which was decided vide order and judgment dated 

13.06.2023. I

2. That vide order and judgment dated 13.06.2023of this honourable 

Tribunal allowed the appeal on the following terms:
In view of the forgoing, the appeal in hand is allowed and 

the respondents are directed to promote te appellant from the date 

when his other colleagues was promoted based on the 

recommendation ofPSB meeting dated 13.06.2020, in which name of 

the appellant was included as Sr No 2 of the panel of officers for
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consideration and allow him all the pensionery benefits under the 

law
(Copy of the appeal and order and judgment dated 13.06.2023 is 

attached as annexure A &

3. That the judgment and order of this honourable tribunal was duly 

communicated to the respondent by the applicant by submitting the 

application for implementation of the judgment but they are reluctant 
to implement the same.(Co/7j of the application is attached as 

annexure C)

4. That the respondents are legally bound to implement the order and 

judgment dated 13.06.2023 of this honourable Tribunal in its true 

letter and spirit without any further delay.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this application the order and 

judgment dated 13.06.2023 of this honorable 

tribunal be implemented in its true lette »jrit.

App'

Through

ZARTAJ ANWAR
Advocate Supreme Court 

OfsPakistan

&

IMRAN KHAN
1

Advocate High Court 
Peshawar



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In the matter of 

Appeal No.442/2022 

Decided on. 13.06.2023

Dr. Rahim Ullah S/0 Abdul Azim R/0 Village Kerothangy 

P.O Shamshi Khan Timergra District Lower Dir
(Appellant)

VERSUS
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar & Others.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Dr. Rahim Ullah S/0 Abdul Azim R/0 Village Kerothangy 

P.O Shamshi Khan Timergra District Lower Dir, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the 

above noted application are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been kept back or 

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

1
Deponent

- t- ^
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVIPF
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022

Dr. Rahim Ullah S/0 Abdul Azim R/0 Village Kerothangy P.O 

Shamshi Khan Timergra District Lower Dir.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretaty Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
*1

2. Govt of Khyber Palchtunldiwa - through Secretaiy,
Livestock and Cooperative Department Peshawar.

3. Director General,(Extension) Livestock & Daily Development
Department Khyber Palditunkhwa Pesh

Agriculture,

■

awar.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber ‘ 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, against 

the acts and omission of the respondents by 

allowing Proforma promotion to the appellant, 
against which the appellant filed his departmental 
appeal on 22.11.2021 which is not yet responded 

after the laps of statutory period of 90 days.

not

even

Prayer in Writ Petitin^-

On acceptance of this. appeal the appellant 
kindly be considered for pro-forma
BPS-20, the appellant may also be

may 
promotion to

awarded all the 
arrears and back benefits as from dated when his
colleague was promoted i.e. 08.07.2020, the inaction 

of the respondents by not allowing Pro-forma 

romotion to the appellant to the post of BPS-20 is 
Illegal, unlawful and without lawful authority or 

any other remedy which this Hon;able Tribunal 
deem proper may also be allowed.

\'

STED

y_ EX liVE;6Ch< , (ukhwai
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Resyectfullv Submitted:

1. That the appellant was performing his duties on the post of 

Executive District Director BPS-19 in the respondents 
department. ' ./

2. That the appellant performed his duty with great zeal and 

devotion without any complaint whatsoever regarding his 

performance.

3. That while serving in the said capacity, 2 post became vacant, 1 
post of BPS-20 was vacated due to the retirement of Dr- Sher 

Muhammad Ex-Director General (Ext) L&DD Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on 02.11.2019 and other post became 

vacant due to the sudden death of Dr. Syed Jehangir Shah. Ex 
Principal AHITI, Khyber Pakh'tunlchwa Peshawar.

4. That the working paper of the 2 senior most officer BPS-19 was 

sent for their promotion to BPS-20 to the Provincial Selection 

Board, one Dr Malik Ayaz Wazir who .was stood 1^‘ in the 

seniority list and the other one was the appellant.^Co/)^ of the 

working papers is attached as annexure A).

5. . That upon which one namely Dr Malik Ayaz Wazir 

promoted to BPS-20, vide office order dated 08.07.2020, but 
the present appellant was malafidely deprived from his due 

right of promotion to BPS-20 despite of the availability of 

^os\.(Copy of the order dated 08.07.2020 is attached as 

annexure B).

was

6. That being aggrieved from the -acts and omission of the 

respondents by not promoting the petitioner to BPS-20 
submitted several application but in vain and the appellant was 

retired in BPS-19 vide notification dated 28.07.2020 w.e.f 

\l.01202Q.(Copy of the notification dated 28.07.2020 is 

attached as annexure C).

7. That that the appellant submitted his departmental 
appeal/representation to the respondents department for his 

Pro-forma promotion to BPS-20 on 22.11.2021, which not yet 
responded even after the laps of statutory period of 90 

days.fCo/y; of the departmental appeal is attached as 

annexure D).
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8. 'That being aggrieved from the acts .and omission of the 

respondents by not allowing the Pro-forma promotion to the 

appellant is illegal, unlawful and violative upon the rights of the 

appellant, the appellant filed this, service appeal on the 

following grounds: - .

GROUNDS OF APPEAL:

A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law. 
The respondents have not followed the Law and Rules 

governing promotion, thus the secured and guaranteed rights of 

the appellant have been violated. \-

B. That the appellant has performed his duty with great zeal and 

devotion and to the entire satisfaction of his superiors without 
any complaint whatsoever regarding his performance.

C. That the despite of availability of 2 posts, one namely Dr. Malik 

Ayaz Wazir was promoted to BPS-20 but the appellant was not 
considered for promotion to BPS-20, which is illegal, unlawful, 
without lawful authority.

D. That it was also held in the PSB meeting held on 12.06.2020, 
that two posts in BPS-20 are laying vacant due to the death and 

conditional retirement on 13.02.2019 but however the Board 

considered promotion against one .post. (Copy of the PSB . 
meeting held on 12,06,2020 is attached as annexure E),

E. That despite of the availability of post the appellant was not
promoted to BPS-20 which is illegal unlawful and against the 

law and the appellant has retired from his service on 10.07.2020 
vide notification dated 28.07.2020. — .

F. That the. appellant after his retirement submitted his 

departmental, appeal for Pro-forma Promotion to the post of 

BPS-20 but the same is not yet responded by the respondents.

G. That the appellant also submitted application under the RTI Act 
to the department for providing the seniority hst ^d working 

papers of the appellant but the respondents turn deaf ear' till 
d^lQfCopy of the application is attached as annexure F),

•r

ATT^ED
&
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H. That the appellant has a spotless service career of 60 years and 

denying his due right of promotion to. the appellant is illegal, 
unlawful and without lawful authority.

I. That the appellant is superannuate on 10.07.2020 but still 
deprived of his promotion on account of the inaction of the 

. respondents;
-“'i

J. That the appellant seeks the permission of this Honorable 

Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the hearing of this 
appeal.

:■

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

. Appeal the Pro-forma promotion may kindly be allowed to the 
appellant with all consequential benefits.. »

AppellantT
I

Through

ZARTAJ ANWAR 

Advocate Peshawar
I

& .

EMRANKHAN 
Advocate Peshawar

AFFIDAYIT

I, Dr. Rahim Ullah S/0 Abdul Azim.R/0 Village .Kerothangy P.O 
Shamshi Khan Timergra. District Lower Dir, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare that the contents of the above service Appeal are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and-belief and that
nothing has been kept back or concealed from this Honorable 

- Tribunal. .

'♦ '

Deponent /

V

\
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liHKORl': i'-i 11-: KJ !YBI{RPAK11'rUNKi IWA SERVlCli TOJBUNM.
H'SWAW^jSK h-/->5^ a:'

'A
r.
oService Appeal No. 442/2022

■ :ri
4n'

BI-l-ORl'; MR. KAl'JM AKSNAi:> KilAN ... 
MISS I'ARl'l-llA PAli!.

Dr. Rahim IJllah S/0 Abdul Azim R/O Village Kcrotliangy P.O Shamshi
{Appellant)Khan 'I’inicrgara, District i.owcr IDir

Versus

1. Government oT Khyber Pakhlunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Cjovcrnmcnt of Khyber i^akhtunk.hwa through Secretary, Agriculture, 
Livestock and Cooperative IDcpartmcni; Peshawar.

3. li)ircctor General (1'.xtension) Livestock & Dairy Development
(Reapondenls)Dcpartmcnl, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar

Mr. /artaj A war, 
Advocate For appellant

I'or respondentsMr. ka/.al Shah Mohmand, 
Additional Advocate General

Dale of' Institution 
Dale of'! Icaring... 
Date of Decision..

,21.03.2022 
.13.06.2023 

13.06.2023

JUDGEMENT

FAREUHA PAUL, MEMBEK (E); The service appeal in hand has

been instituted under Scciion 4 olThc Khyber Pakhlxtnkhwa Service 'I'ribunal

Act, 1974 against the acts and omissions of the respondents by not allowing

proforma promotion to the appcliani, against which he filed a departmental

appeal on 22.11,2021 which was not responded even after the lapse of 

siatuitxy period of ninety days. It has been prayed that on acceptance of the

appeal, the appellant might be considoj-ed Tor proforma promotion to BPS-

eS/

Wee- »>V»
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20. with arrears and back bcncllis, from the date when his colleague was

promoted i.c. 08.07.2020.

Brief facts: of the case, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are that 

the. appellant was performing his duties on the post of lixecutive District 

Oirccior (BfS'!9) m ihc rcspondcni department. While serving in the said 

capacity, two posts of BS- 20 became vacant, one post was vacated due to 

the retirement of Dr. Slier Muhammad, Jix-Dircctor General (It^^tension) 

L&DD, Khyber l^akhtunkhvva, Peshawar t)n 02.11.2019 and the other 

became vacant due to the sudden death of Dr. Syed Jahangir Shah, Ex- 

Principal Ai III Iv Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. A working paper for the

two senior most cJ'llccrs in BPS-19 was sent for their promotion to BPS-20
h .

to be placed before the Provincial Selection Board which included the 

Dr. Majik Aya/ Wa/.ir, who stood at serial no. I in the seniority list, and the 

appellant, who was at serial no. 2. i)r. Malik Aya/. Wa/ir was promoted to

2.

name

BPS-2'0, vide office order dated 08.07.2020, but the appellant was

malafidcly deprived from his due right of promotion to BPS-20 despite the 

availability o! the post, ik'ing aggric\’Ci.k lie submilied several applications 

but in vain, lie stood retired in BPS- 19 on 11.07.2020 vide notification

dated 28.07.2020. The appellant submitted departmental appeal/

representation to the rcspondcni dcpaitmcnl i'or his proforma promotion to

BPS- 20 on 22,11.2021, which was not responded within the statutory period

oi‘ninety days; hence the present appeal,

j

3. ; Respondents were pul on notice who submitted written

rcplies/commcnls on the appeal. We have heard the learned.counsel for the

N

*«i»

1



l!

appellant as well as the jearned Additional Advocate General for the

respondents and perused the ease file with connected documents in detail.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant ailcr presenting the case in detail

argued that, the appellant was not treated in accordance with law. Despite

availability of two posts. Dr. Malik Ayax Wazir was promoted to .BPS-20

but the appellant, was not considered for promotion to BPS-20 which was

illcgai, unlawfu] and without lawful authority. He further argued tliat on

rciiicmcnl from service, the appeliani was entitled for proforma promotion

for which he preferred departmental appeal on 22.11.2021 but the sainc was

not responded within the slaluiory, period of ninety days. He requested that

the appeal iniglit be accepted as prayed for.

Learned Additional Advocate General,.while rebutting the arguments 

ol‘ learned counsel for the appellant, argued that, two posts of BPS-20 were

5. '■

lying vacant in (lie Dii-ccioi-aie General flixlcnsion), livestock & Dairy

Development,. K.hybcr Pakhtunkhwa, one post was vacated due to the

rctiiciiieni of lix-Dircclor General, lOr. Shcr Muhammad (BPS-20) on

02.1 !.20i9, but due to pending issue o[‘60./63 years the retirement was 

notiilcd-conditionaily on ! 8.03.2020 after the issuance of notification dated

16.03.2020 o(* the IChyber Pakhiunkhwa L.stablishrnent Department. Hc

furihcr inl'ornicd ihai the tiil'er po;-;! wa.s ve.ceacd due to the death of Dr. Syed

Jaltangir Shall oji 01.04.2020, I ic. argued that foi- promotion a panel of three

senior most officers, including the appellant at Sr. No. 2, was placed before *

the Provincial Selection IBoard, however, the PSi3 considered promotion

against one post by excluding the other post vacated by Dr. Sher Muhammad

ATTESTEI>

“ osfeawa-ff
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iis he was rclircd Jroin service conditionally subject to the fate of CPLA

was pending before the august 

Supreme'Conn ol Pakistan. The learned AAG contended that Dr. Malik

1 elated to the age of retirement which

t
Aya/. Wa/ir was promoted to HS-20 on the recommendation of PSB, 

rules, against a clear vacancy, while appellant was not considered due to 

non-availability of clear vacancy. He requested that the appeal might be 

dismissed. .

as per

6. Arguments and record presented before us transpire that the appellant, 

while serving In the respondent dcparlmeni as lixcculivc Dtstricl Director

(BS-19), became eligible for promotion to BS- 20, and therefore, a working 

paper for consideration of Provincial Selection Board was prepared for its

ineeting which was held on I 2.06.2020. According to the working paper out
\

of total three positions of Director Gcncral/i^rincipai/Director (BS-20), one .

occupied and two posts were vacant. One of the vacancies fell vacant as 

a result ot'dcath oi'onc, Syed Jcliaiigir Shah, and the other po.st was pending 

i'or the decision ol’ the august Supreme Court of Pakistan regarding a CPLA 

against the judgment dated 19.02.2020 passed in Writ Petition No. 5673- 

1V2019 of the Peshawar High Court in a ease of enhancement of retiring age 

of civil servants from 60 to 63 years. Dr. Shcr Muhammad was to retire on 

.02.M.2019 after attaining the age of 60 years but he was conditionally 

' ■ retired from service subject to the tiulciJiue oi the pending Clh.A, which 

means that the'post would have become vacant on that date. Later, the 

retiring age was reversed from 63 to 60 years and the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 

Civil Servants (Amendment)'Act 2021 (Act No. XI ol 2021) was enforced

was

from 3 P'July 2019.
\

t
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■Ir ?I 7. i’rom the above discussion, there is no doubt that the appellant 

Sr. No. 2 oi the penaj o.rofliccrs Jbr consideration of promotion 

and was eligible in ail respects Ibr that promotion but 

want of a clear

was at

to BS^20

was not considered for

vacancy, in tiic light ol' amendment in the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Acl Act No. XI of 202], a clear vacancy 

became available on 02.11.2019. Mad the Provincial Government not 

amended the retirement age to 63 and the case would not have been

subjudicc bclbrc the superior courts, the ,promotion, of the appellant would 

have been considered by the PSll In this entire scenario, it is fell that there

was no fault or shortcoming on the part of the appellant, then why he should

suffer for an action that was taken by someone else and which was later on

tundone, retrospectively?

In view of the foregoing, the appeal in hand is allowed and the8.

respondents arc directed to promote the appellant from the date when his 

other colleague was promoted based on the recommendation ofPSB meeting 

dated 12.06.2020, in which name of the appellant was included at Sr. No. 2 

of the panel of oi'liccrs for coiisidcraiion, and allow him ail the pcnsioncry
i •

benefits under the law. Costs to follow the event. Consign,

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands9.

and seal of the Tribunal this I3lh day of .June, 2023.

(KAl.lM ARSllAD KHAN) 
- Chairman

(P’ARl’lTiyA PAUl.j 
Member (\i)

y-'azal Subhan PS*

ATTESTED

^.1% . slJVIINIEIR 
Kliybiti- PakJjtukhW# 

Service TribunaS 
Peshttwal*-
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Dated: 25''^ July, 2023.

gwo. ■
The Chief Secretary,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Through: Proper Channel.

Subject: APPEAL FOR COMPLIANCE OF THF. JUDGMENT OF KHVRFR
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL APPEAT. N0.442/2n22
OF DK RAHIMULLAH BPS-19 EX-DTSTRICT DIRECTOR
LIVESTOCK DIR LOWER FOR PROMOTION TO BPS-2n

Respected Sir,

■ h is please stated the undersigned joined Livestock & Dairy Development 
Department (Extension), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on May, 1986 as Veterinary Officer 
(Health) BPS-17, promoted to BPS-18 in 2010 . and BPS-19 in 2012 and worked at 
different position in the department

Two posts in BPS-20 were vacant; the Department of Livestock & Dairy 
Department-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa submitted the names of the following BPS-19 Officers 
to the forum for promotion to BPS-20:

1. Dr. MalakAyaz Wazir, BPS-19,
Director, Cattle Breeding & Dairy -Farm, Harichand.

2. Dr. Rahimtillah, BPS-19, '
District Director Livestock, Dir Lower.

The officer at S.No.l in the seniority list was promoted to BPS-20 by the 
PSB in its meeting held on 12.06.2020, while the undersigned, being the senior most in 
-- seniority list of BPS-19 after the promotion of Dr. Malak Ayaz Wazir 

considered . for promotion against' the second BPS-20 
CPLA/Government decision about retirement age 60/63 years.

An appeal' was submitted to the Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service 
Tribunal, Peshawar for consideration and was accepted (copy of Judgment is enclosed).

It is therefore, humbly requested that as per. judgment of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Services Appeal No. 442/2022, the undersigned 
may kindly be considered for promotion to BPS-20 w.e.f 12.06.2020 and allowing all 
pension benefits in BPS-20, please.

Enel; As above.

the was not 
vacant post due to

/ • •

(DR. RAHIMULLAH)
EX. DISTRICT DIRECTOR LIVESTOCK 

DIRLOWER✓

Trr^‘’r/vy
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. POVVILR OF ATTORNEY
•rLIn tlie Gouil of 'S^--

....:.: .IFor 
IPIaiiUiff 

.^_' jAppcii^nt 
[Petitioner 
] Complainant

i ■ VERSUS 

" I^/C ~ Dcrendiint
Respondent 

' }Accused

j

i)
Appeal/Revision/Suit/Applicati’on/Petition/Case No. ______ _ ■ or_

Fi.xed for
lAV, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint
ZARTAr’'ANWAR & aiARAiV IGIAIV ADvOCA'PES. ‘my true and lawful aUor!}cy..for
me 111 iTiy same and on my behalf to appear at   ^ to appear., plead, act

. and';tns\\cr in the ahnsi,* Court or.any.Court to which the husiness is transferred in Ihb 
.abo\c matter and is agreed 10 sign and file petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, 
exhibits. Compromisesor other, documents-whatsoever, in connection with the said matter 

^or any matter arising there from and also to apply for and receive all docuinents or copies 
of documents, depositions etc, and to apply for and issue.summons anci othej- writs oi' sub- •

. waiTan:.;-,poena and to apply for and get|issued and arrest, aUacfimciit or other executions 
■or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise there out;' cud to ai:iplv for aiv.i 
receive payment of any or all sii!n.‘; or submit for tiic above matter 'lo cirbitration. an*.! to 
employee any other Legal .Lractitionei" authorizirig. him to exercise the power- and 
authorizes hereby confeiTed onithe Advocate wherever jic may tivink lit to do so. anv oilier 

-lawyer may be appointed by my said counsel to conduct the case w'ho shall have ' %same
.powers.

: . AND to all acts legally iv ••.cssary to manage and conduct the said case in ail
respects, whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

and lAve hereby agree to ratify and eontn'm all lawful.acts done on my/our behaif 
under or by virtue ot this povverior ol the usual practice in siich matter;

ERO\aOED always, tltat 1/we undertake at time of calling of the case by the '
Court/my authoiazed agent shall .inform the Advocate and make Irim appear in.Court, if the 

may be dismissed in defaiijg if it be proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be­
held responsible for the same. All c„sts awarded in favour shall be the right of the com'isei 
or his nominee, and if awarded dgainst shall be payab.'e by me/us . N \

• - case

IN WITNESS whereof i/we have hereto signed at 
. day.tothe the year

Executaiit/Executaiits____ .
... Accepted subject to the terms regarding fee

.- !•

IMRAN lOHAN ^ARTA J ANWAR
Advocate High Court. , ■
Mob; 0345-9090648 i '

Advocate fligh Courts
ADVOCATES, CEGAl. A[)\’i.SOI?S. SEliVK. K & L.AliOl'K I.A\V CONSn/l'AM 

P'!N3. Fotirlli rinor. Biloitr Plnv.;:. .-iRld.-ir Rond. Pc.Uurivcir 
Mobile-n.l.'l-OSOOlPo 
.BC-I0-0P5!

■ . CNIC: 17301-1610.15-1-5


