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M, Yas:

e oxecution petition m aopeal no. 1886/2022 received today i.e. on

is returned to the counsel for the petitioner with the following remarks.

Copy of applicaticn moved by the petitioner to competent adthority for
the implementation of judgment is not attached with the petition. if the: .
application has aiready been preferred and reasonablep‘erlod of 30 days
has been axpired be placed on file. If not, the same prac-e-.és be
completed and then after approach to this t"Tribu‘naE, for the
implementation of ludgment. o : L

Affidavit is not attested by the Oath Commfssioner i

Address of the pctmfm is incomplete be complﬂttd according 10 the

rile-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service T ribunal rules '1974

Two more copies/sets of the petition along with annexures i.e. complete

in ol respect be suomitted with the pettticn.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

,«-/3 gz‘é&ﬂﬁﬂh fotrtron Mo //‘%‘4/ 2‘)2“5

Service Appeal No &', /202;

I

U‘o‘o{v |d.| L,‘sk’n&
Hafiz Muhammad Haroon, District Public  Prosecutor Z (BPS-
19)... Appellant

Vs . '

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat PAesh‘awar & others................ Respondents
INDEX
S.No Description ‘ Annexures Page No,
1 Memo of execution petition.
-3
12 Ad-Interim reilef Application L‘
13 Copy of Judgment dated 26-09-2023 A
| <\
Q|- :f“"f; D [
5 Wakalatnama
3
. Applicant/Petitioner
Dated: 2. Il. 2° 2’3 %;”
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA Service Tribunag
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR Diary ng ' Ko
Fccertion fotrtion w9820 o
HELLLIT® ' Dacea? 1~ 11-Jog)3
Hafiz Muhammad Haroon, District Public Prosecutor (BPS-19)UVva =
Kohiston

............ Applicant/Petitioner

Vs

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary ;Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar. o

2. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Home & Tribal
Affairs Department, Civil Secretariat, PeshaWar.

3. Director General Prosecution, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.:

........Respondents

APPLICATION __FOR __ IMPLEMENTATION __ OF
JUDGMENT DATED 26-09-2023 PASSED BY THIS
HONORABLE TRIBUNAL IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.
1886/2022 TITLED HAFIZ MUHAMMAD HAROON VS
GOVT. OF KPK & OTHERS VIDE WHICH THIS
HONORABLE TRIBUNAL HAD DIRECTED THE
RESPONDENTS TO ENSURE THE POSTING OF PROPER
PERSON IN GRADE-20 AGAINST THE POST OF
REGIONAL DIRECTOR PROSECUTION.

~ Respectfully submitted:

1. That service appeél No. 1886/2022 was preferred in this Honorable Tribunal
which was decided on 26-09-2023. Copy of Judgment dated 26-09-2023 is

annexed as “Annexure A”.

2. That vide Judgment under reference this Honorable Tribunal had directed the
respondents to ensure posting of proper person in BPS-20 against the post of

Regional Director Prosecution. The operative para is reproduced below:-

“In view of the Posting/Transfer Policy clause xiii, the concerned
authorities shall ensure the posting of proper person in Grade-20

against the post of Regional Director”.



. That the petitioner approached the respondents seéking implementation of the
order dated 26-09-2023 passed by this Honorable Tribunal and also moved an
application to respondent No. 03 but in vein, as such there cannot be any
reasonable justification for it except the executive chauvinism, hence, repel-

able being condemnable. Copy of application is annexed as “Annexure B”

. That the respondents are reluctant to implement the Judgn%ent of this
" Honorable Tribunal and trying to eliminate the valuable rights of thel proper
persons who are eligible to be promoted to the post of Regional Directll)r BPS-
20.

. That the delaying tactics of respondents are effecting the valuable rights of
the appellant and other senior most Prosecution officers in BPS-19 who are

otherwise eligible for Promotion to BPS-20 as Regional Director Prosecution.

. That presently 06 posts of Regional Director Prosecution (BPS-26) are lying
vacant in the department which have been filled in by cherry picking junior

most officers in BPS-19 on acting charge basis.
'
. That the respondents are deliberately avoiding to promote/transfer proper

persons in BPS-20 as Regional Director and are reluctant to implement the
Judgmént of this Honorable Tribunal dated 26-09-2023, just to eliminate the
appellant alongwith his other senior most colleagues to get the right of
senjority/promotion from BPS-19 to BPS-20 by different modes, as the
appellant and his other 05 senior most colleagues fulfill the requisite
* conditions, faid-dgwn for promotion from BPS-19 to BPS-20 including the

length of ﬁréscribe service according to the Promotion Policy 2010.

. That the delaying tactics of the respbndents would put the applicant and his
senior colleagues lengthy service into stake as the. applicantAan‘.d his other
senior colleague are at the verge of retirement & are also in promotion ione
to BPS-20, but despite this fact just to humiliate and frustrate the applicant
and his other senior colleagues, they are being relegated and side-lined for

reasons ‘best known to them.




9. That it may also be mentioned here that the respondents have not filed appeal
- !
before the Apex Court till now.

10.That this Honorable Tribunal has ample powers to implement its order dated
26-09-2023.

It is therefore, requested that the respondents may kindly be directed
to implement the order dated 26-09-2023 in its true letter & spririt. Any other

relief which this Honorable tribunal deems appropriate Iso be
granted. , % ‘\r\_/

o/
- Applicant/Petitioner
\ _

' 'H\M
Dated: 2? J/ 15 y “gk /A%\ %A{QEM
A F;’A@im«ﬁ?’% hl.ww__Ccu‘," S
— %o?r_“ ()%‘*‘-—"‘4 %’\’/

AFFIDAVIT:

It is solemnly affirmed and declaredlp‘? oath that the contents of the petition
are true and correct to the bf my knoxWedge and belief and that nothing has been

suppressed or concealed fromN\(is Honou{able Tribunal.

Deponent




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 12022

Hafiz Muhammad Haroon, Regional Director Prosecution, Hazara Division

Abbottabad (BPS-20) as Senior Public Prosecutor (BPS-19). KoWistaw U pf<™

............ Appellant
Vs

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

...... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR REST%INING THE RESPONDENTS FROM
TRANSFERRING/POSTING JUNIOR OFFICERS IN BPS-19 TO THE
POST OF REGIONAL DIRECTOR PROSECUTION BPS-20 ON
ACTING CHARGE BASIS TILL THE IMPLEMENTATION OF

JUDGMENT OF THIS HONORABLE COURT DATED 26-09-2023
* AND PROMOTION OF PROPER PERSONS IN BPS-20.

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the above titled appeal has been filed by the applicant in this
Honorable Tribunal, the contents whereof may kindly be read as an
integral part of instant application.

2. That the applicant has a good prima-facie case and hopes to succeed in it.

3. That a bare perusal of the instant matter also illustrates that the balance of
convenience also lies in the favor of the applicant.

4. That the applicant would also suffer irreparable damage if the Hon’ble
Tribunal does not grant interim relief to him.

It is therefore prayed that on acceptance of instant application the
respondents may graciously be restrained from posting/transferring
junior officers in BPS-19 to the post of Regional Director Prosecution BPS-
20 on acting charge basis and appointment of proper persons in BPS-20

till the final determination of the forgoing application. \k_,/

Applicant/Petitioner

Dated; 27,11, 2.3 //

Q’A"al :Z %f\ LCYL
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Service Appeal No 188612022 titled *'Hafiz Muhammad Haroon versus Governnens of Kiyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary Khiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarial Peshawar and others”, decided on 26.09.2023by Div mon/ ‘
Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Mr. Salah UJ Din, Member Judicial. Khyber W 0\ Y i \

f/ \?\

Pakhiunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR, AT CAMP COURT, ABBOTTABAD

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN
SALAH-UD-DIN ... MEMBER (Judicial)

Service Appeal No.1886/2022

Date of presentation of Appeal.............. 21.10.2022
Date of Hearing...........ooovvniiiiiiannnn 25.09.2023
Date of Decision..........oooeciiiiininann 26.09.2023

Hafiz Muhammad Haroon, Regional Director Prosecution, Hazara
Division Abbottabad (BPS-20) as Senior Public Prosecutor (BPS-19)
ceetersctnsansterersreasratcasersarssens Appellant

Versus

. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Home & Tribal
Affairs Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

. Director General Prosecution, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

. Saqib Sultan Jadoon, Senior Public Prosecutor (BPS-19),
Directorate of Prosecution, Home & Tribal Affairs Department, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, PeShawar.....eiveeeeienirerearerenceneen (Respondents)

Present:

Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli, Advocate................... For the appellant

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney..For official respondents
Mr. Arshad Khan Tanoli, Advocate..................... For private respondent No.4

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST
THE NOTIFICATION NO.SO(PROS)/HD/1-2/POST& TRANS/2022
DATED 15.09.2022, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
TRANSFERRED FROM THE POST OF REGIONAL DIRECTOR
PROSECUTION, HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTABAD (BPS-20) TO
KOHISTAN UPPER AS DISTRICT PUBLIC PROSECUTOR (BPS-
19) AND RESPONDENT NO.4 HAS BEEN POSTED VICE THE
APPELLANT AGAINST WHICH HIS DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL/REVIEW DATED 19.09.2022 HAS BEEN REJECTED BY
RELIEVING THE APPELLANT VIDE ORDER DATED 27.09.2022.
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. Service Appeal No. 1886/2022 titied “Hafiz klhammad Haroon versus Government of Khvber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chigf Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkinva, Cisil Secretariat Peshawar and others”. decided on' 26.09.2023by Division
Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Avshad Khan, Chairman, and Mr. Solah Ud Din, Member Judicial, Khyber
Pakhtunklivg Service Tribunal. Peshawar ai Camp Court, Abbottabad,

B JUDGMENT |
KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Relevant facts of the case ‘in

brief as narrated in the memo and grounds of appeal are that the appellant

was initially appointed as Additional Public Prosecution (BPS-17) through

' Kh);ber Pakhtﬁnkbwa Public Service Commission; that he was posted as

Regional Director (a post in BPS-20) vide Notification dated 24.11.2020 n

his own pay scale. That he took charge of the post on 07.12.2020 and after
serving for one and half year, he was transferred and posted as Distric?

Public Prosecutor, Upper Kohistan vide impugned Notification dated

'i5.09.2022. Feeling aggrieved of the said notification, he filed departmental

appeal/review petition on 19.09.2022, which was rejected, hence, the instant

service appeal.

02.  On receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing, the
1‘éspondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and contested the
appeal by filing written reply raising therein numerous legal and factual

objections. The defense setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellant.

03.  We have heard leamed counsel for the appellant, learned Deputy

District Attorney for the official respondents. and learned counsel for private

respondent No.4.

04.  The learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the fécts and grounds

‘detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal while the learned Depluty

=
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Service Appeat No, 1886/2022 titled “Hafiz: Muhammad Hareon versus Government of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa m‘rqt{gh
Cluef Sccretary Khyber Pakhtunkinca, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others ", decided on 26. 09.2023{:)' D:)«‘:szon
Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Mr. Satah Ud Din. Member Judicial, Khyber
Pakhtuakinea Service Tribunal, Peshawar at Camp Court, Abbontabad,

FCH
{.‘.'f

District Attorney assisted by the learned counsel for private respondent

No.4, controverted the same by supporting the impugned order(s).

05.  The appellant claims that he was not allqwed to;completé his normal
tenure of posting, therefore, his tranéfer was in violation of Posting/Transfer
. Policy of the ProVincial Govemment and also against judgmenf of the
Superior Court reported in PLD 1995 SC 530 and 2013 PLD SC 195. He
further contends that there were no departmental proceedings pending
against him nor the impugned order was passed in any exigency, therefore,
the order was to humiliate and victimize the appellant because the
Directorate of Prosecution was annoyed on inspection of DPP Office, Lo;w:.z:r
Kohistan, who (DPP) was given final show cause notice by the authority due
fo his continuous absence from duty for three years. That the appellant was
senior most officer and was replaced with a junior officer. That the appe]lam
was in the last leg of his service. On the other side, the contentlon of the
ofﬁcml respondents is that the post of Regional Director-Prosecution was a.
BPS-20 post and could only be filled by an officer of BPS- 20 however,
| there was no ofﬁcer of Grade-20 available in the dcpartmcnt therefore, post
of Reglongl Director was filled in by posting of a Grade-19 officer in his
own ’pay & scale. It w.as added that the appellant was posted as Regional

Asmilj)irector. 07.12.2020 and transfer vide order dated 15.09.2022 i.e. almost two

years i.e. after completion of normal tenure of postmg It was also contended
Se v,; :b : 7 , n

"'un that during his postmg as Regional Director, he was charge sheeted for non-

reporting the long absence of the officer under his command. Private
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Service Appeal No. 188612022 titled “Hafiz Muhammad Haroon versus Gavernment of Khyber Pakhtuntiwa through
Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkinea, Civil Secretarial Peshawar and others " decided on 26.09.2023by Division
Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman. and Mr. Salah Ud Din, Member Judicial, Khyber
Pakhtunkiea Service Tribunal, Peshawar at Camp Conrt, Abbotabad.

respondent No.4 contended that the appellant had failed to supervise field

formation and was proceeded under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011,

06. There is no denial of the fact that both the appellant and private

B respondent are officers in Grade-19 while the post of Regional Director,

Directorate of Prosecution Hazara Division is of Grade-20. In disregard of

various pronouncements of superior courts, it appears that the official

-~ respondents have not made any altempt to make promotions from amongst

the officers of BPS-19, so that proper 'person could be posted against proper

post. Resorting to filling the post on own pay & scale (OPS) basis has also

- been deprecated in a number of judgments by the Supreme Court of

Pakistan. It is true that posting of a semior person under a junior colleague

.‘_dis'turbs the discipline of the department but this does not mean that a senior,

just by a number or so in the seniority list of équal grade persons, would.

have a permaﬁent right to remain posted for years on a higher post and thaf;

100, on OPS basis, especially when the written contention of the department

is that the appellant has spent almost two years as Regional Director and
such contention was not rebutted by the appellant, therefore, his ground of

premature transfer can also be safely said to be having no legs to stand upon.

07.  This Tribunal in a recent judgment in Service Appeal No.1061/2023

- tiled “Kashif Vs. Senior Member Board beevenue”,' in a matter of posting

on OPS basis, has held as under: - : '
| | | == AYTEgTy,
ﬁ ‘ _ -



‘% . " Service Appeal No. 188612022 titled "Hafiz Muhummad Haroon versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkirwa Ilz_rtfz{gir
o Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariar Peshawar and others”, decided on 26.09.2023{3 Dc,ws:ou
"Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Mr. Solah Ud Din. Member Judicial, Khyber

Pakhtunkinva Service Tribunal, Peshanvar at Cany Court, Abbotiabad.

“S.  There is no ifs ands or buts about the fact that the
appellant “and private respondent, both are
Kanungos/Girdawars, therefore, none of the two are having
any locus standi to strive for posting in their owﬁ pay and scale,
against a post in a higher grade. Eyen the civil servant, who is
in the relevant grade cannot clqim posting against his choice
post rather it is the domain and prerogative of the departmental
authofities to post a Civil Servant against aﬁy post. Reliance is
pZaced on 2018 SCMRI1411 titled “Khan Muhammad versus
Chief Secretary‘ Government of Balochistar; and others”,
wherein the Supreme Cowrt of | Pakistan  held !hatl “The
impugned notification stipulates that the petitioner and the
respondent No.3 were posted/transferrea’ in their "own pay and
scale”. In the case of Province of Sindh v. Ghulam Fareed
(above) zt was held, that posting/rransferring a civ?'f serv&nt on

his own pay and scale (OPS) is not legally permissible:

“I1. We have inquired from the learned Additional Advocate-.

General to show us any provision of law and or rule under
which a Civil Servant can be appointed on higher grade/post on
OPS basis. He concedes that there is no specific provision in

the law or rule which permits appointment on OPS basis. He,

however, submitted that in exigencies the Government makes

such appointments as a stop gap arrangement. We have

examined the prbvisions of Sindh Civil Servants Act and the

Pages

Rules Sramed thereunder. We do not find any provision which

" -"‘.fv‘.ﬂltu-khw:g
SLrvice Tribunid
Peshawai
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Service Appeal No. 18562022 titled “Hafiz Muhammad Haroon versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkinva through
Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkinvg, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others”, decided on 26, 09.2023by Division

Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan. Chairman, and Mr. Salah Ud Din, Member Judicial, Khyber
Lakktunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshenvar at Camp Court, Ahbottabad,

could authorize the Government or Competent Authority to

appointment [of] any officer on higher grade on "Own Pay And

Scale Basis". Appointment of the nature that, too of a junior
officer causes heart burning of the senior officers &ithz’n the
cadre and or department. This practice of appointMenf on OPS
basis to a higher grade has also always been discouraged by
this Court, as it does not have any sanction of law, besides it
impinges the self .réspect and dignity of the Civil Servants who
are forced to work under their rapidly and unduly appoz'hted
Jellow officers junior to them. Discretion of the nature if
allowed to be vested in the C’ompelent Auihority will offend
valuable rights ofthe meritorious Civil Servants besides blocks
promotions of the deserving officers.” The Supreme Court
Surther held that “18.  Under section 10 of the Act a civil
Servant cannot insist to be posted or transferred to a particular
post but this does not mean that a civil servant can be made to
serve under a subordinate. Moreover, while section 10 does not

prescribe a minimum period durivig which a civil servant must

serve at his post it does not mean that the Government without

assigning any reason can move a civil servant Jrom the place he
‘was posted 10 afier a month or subject the civil servant to
repéated postings in a short period of time because this would
amount to punishing him. Such postings also ddversely affect
‘the public interest and result in the wastage of scarce resources

- and constitute bad governance.”

The last but not the least, the appellant had assumed the charge in

compliance with the impugned transfer order and has spent a couple of

months there, while private respondent has also assumed the charge as

Regional Director.

Kbyvber l’aklitukhwﬁ .
Service Tribunal
?eshawgﬂr
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Service Appeal Na. 188672022 titied “Hafiz Muhammad Haroon versus Government of Khyber Pakhitwnkinva through
Chref Secretary Khyber Pakhumkinva, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others”, decided on 26.09.2023by Division

Bench comprismg of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khen. Chairman, and Mr. Salah Ud Din, Member Judicial, Khyber
Pakhttatkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar at Camp Court, Abbonabad.

09. For the reasons that neither the appellant nor private respondent but in

view of the Posting/Transfer Policy clause xiii, the concerned authorities
shall ensure the posting of proper person in Grade-20 against the post of
Regional Director. The appeal is disposed of in the above terms. Consign.

10.  Pronounced in open Court at Camp Court, Abbottabad and given

under our hands and t}_zé seal of the Tribunal on this 26" day of September,
2023.

e

Ry

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman
Camp Court, Abbottabad

-~

ety

SALAH-UD-DIN
Member (Judicial)
€api; Camp Court, Abbottabad
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Tho Secretary .
Govwt. of Khybar Pakhtunkhwo ' 1
Home & Tribal Atfairs Departmént, Peshawar R | |
Through propor channel , 1. . I i
1‘ { Il.i. L j'
subjoct:  DEPARTMENTAL REPRESE N URSUANCE_TO _IHUGMENT OF
HONORABLE_SERVICE_TRIBUNAL DATE zazw,@ww

MOHAMMAD HAROON VS GOVT OF KPK etc.

Daar Sir;

1 That applicant filed service apprenl hetore e ilosorable Service [1ibunal
impugning therein wansfer Notilication 16-04-3C22 wr the cnvtent of applicant
which Service Appeal was decuded on 26.9.2023, wheten thg Honpr:ﬂb‘.c
Service Tribunal directed the Provincial Govemnneat 19 appoint 4, propet pemon
as Regional Dircctor Prosecution PS-20 in pluce ol present RD Jinzam, who o 3
junior oflicer in BPS-19 officer. Copy ol Judgment dired me-ME‘! bz mnéhd
herewith. | S

",

t.

Thut applicant bemg, Sentof rusecuition Hlieer in BES-19 o0 el as Dol LoD
promotion zone e BIPS-20 widd in this respect the cepuriment fad 1 st Santative
Seniority List, wherein name nf applicant s reflected at serind Nout o the «ad

list.

3 That applicant has attgined S% veers of ape ab 01-04-2023 and as such 1%
exempied  fonn specialized training as notitied vide, Notificanoh bcu‘!‘thé
. . ot N
No.SO( Pnlu:y)ﬁ&z\[).’ldﬁfzm'? dated 21-05-2018 Copy AREACY A ‘Annexdre
B S

L} .
It 1s thercforc humbly requested that in the light of Judgmiens of Hmz?gu;.-h}i;
Service Tribual, applicant being Senior and proper person fin the ‘.;ﬁx{_}if
Regional Director RPS-20, may be transfersed and pusted aa Rewon.t ot

Prosccution Hoziun. being i his lost year of service please

" sy /
r ;7/-"," /7 '

4

v
\.t\"\
Hafiz Muhammbd Hacodn

District Public Prosecutdt
Upper Kohistan '




POWER OF ATTORNEY

In the court of \<0\< Neyvice Tw\guv\a& ’)es\\-\,ww.

:—/«2;f 1\_4\“54‘ wmad Hoo, VErsus  GaX o kfk

''''''''

Petltloner/Plamtxff/Appellant JRRTIITr Respondent/Defendant

KNOW ALL to whom these presents shall come that I the undersxgned appoint:

Mr. YASIR SALEEM, Advocate Supreme Court of Paklsta.n,

* (herein after called the advocate) to be the Advocate for the Petitioner/Plaintiff/ Appellant
. or Respondent/Defendant in the above mentioned case, to do all the following acts, deeds

and things or any of them ,that is to say

1)

To act and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any other Court in
which the same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or rev1ew or

. execution or in any other stage of its progress until its final decision. |

2)

3)
4)

5

To sign, verify and present pleadings, appeals, cross- objections ,petitici)ns for
execution, review , revision, withdrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits
or other documents as shall be deemed necessary or advisable for the proslecution
of said case in all its stages. |

To withdraw or compromise in the said case or submit to arbitration any dlfference
or dispute that shall arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.

To receive money and grant receipts therefore and to do all other acts and things
which may be necessary to be done for the progress and the course of the
prosecution of the said case. '

To engage any other Legal practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and
authorities hereby conferred on the Advocate whenever hg may think fit to do 50.
AND I hereby agree to ratify whatever the Advocate or his substitute shall do in the
promises.

AND 1 hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or its substitute responsible for the
result of the said case and in consequence of his absence from the court when the
said case is called up for hearing

AND I hereby that in the event of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me to
be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid., He shall be entitled to withdraw from
the prosecution of the said case until the same is paid.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I hereunto set my hand to these presents the contents of -

which have been explained to and understood by me, this 24 day of
Noverbey’ 2023, .

Executant/. Executants W\\—//

Accepted subject to the terms regardmg Professzonal Fee

/__:___v___,/‘

YASIR SALEEM

. Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan
Legal Advisor, Services & Labor Law Consultant
FR-4, 4th Floor, Bilour Plaza, Peshawar Saddar.

AAVO o t A é A ,&(\ Qo w.,\'\ " Cell No. 0331-8892589 Email: yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com
QMMM '
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