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The implementation petition of Mr. Janat Khan 
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The execution Petition of Mr. Janat Khan submitted to-day by Mr. Muhammad 

Imran Khan Advocate is incomplete on the following score which is returned-to 

the counsel for the petitioner for completion and resubmission within 15 days. , •
•tf.

1- Copy of service appeal mentioned in para-1 of the appeal is not attached 

vyith the appeal, be placed on it.
2- Page no. 18 & 19 of the'petition is illegible.
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khawapeshawar.
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Janat Khan
Petitioner

Versus

District Police Officer k Others

Respondents

INDEX
S.No. Description of Document

implementation petition
Annex Pages1

2 affidavit W4 Service Appeal A S=15 Judgement dated 08.05.24 B lO' IT6 Applications To Respondents CI /c -n7 Waqalat nama II

Petitioner

VvDated: 21.10.2024 TfiVough 

Muhammad Imran khan 
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ifpfpp '2-^
/2024

Mr Janat POian Head Constable No 
Shalbandi Tehsil Garga District Bunir. 317 ^/O Zarin Khan R/0 Village

Petitioner

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Swat.
2. Provisional Police Officer,Khyber PakhtunkhwE
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police,Malakand R .Peshawar.

egion.Saidu SharifSwat.

Respondents
I

APPLICATTOIV 
08/05/2024

JUDGMENT OT THE HONBLE COTmT

Prayer;

08/05/2024 OF THIS HON’BLE COURT AVTOTmR R^^^-nv

IRespectfully Sheweth:

The petitioner most humbly submits as uncier:
I

Brief Facts:

1. piat petitioner filed Service Appeal No before the Hon’bl 
Respondents, i e Court, against the

(Copy of Service Appeal is annexure-A)



That after service of notices and after proJcr Arguments 
decided the Appeal, m favourt of petitioner 
respondents

2.
the Honble Court 

on 08.05.2024 and against

(Copy of judgement Is nnnexure-B)

3. That thereafter petitioner time and agaiq contacted the respondents for 
.mpiementation of the Order of the Honble Court, and prSed auested 
cojDies of the Honble Court, to fallow the same, in its True spirit, but they 
delaying the matter on one pretext or the oth ^

(Copy of application is annexurc-C)

c;:" '-"■’I"'»

. t

er.

4.

5. That feeling aggrieved from such relucta 
petitioner filed the instant writ petition on thi

It behavior of respondents, the 
following grounds inter-alia;

Grounds:y

A. That after passing of the said order of this h 
and again approached the respondent and he
said order to the i^pondent, but he on one pretext or the other was lingering 

the afore stated implementation and disposal of the order of the peUfioner 
The respondent was least interested to follow and to obey the oixler of of this 
August Court, hence the Respondent rendered themselves responsible for 
^nishment on account of not obeying the order of this August Court

B. pat the non implementation of the order of'this August Court clearly shows 
the contemptuous attitude and conduct of the respondent. What to say in 
respect of their this mistake and contempt of a judicial forum even the afore 
quoted order of of this august court is intentionally shelved and put in the 
back burner but still the question of implemfentation/disposal of the order of 
the petitioner is not only awaited and f^om his conduct it can easily be 
predicted ^al they even would not bother in future to implement the said 
order of judicial forum, hence they are liable to implement the order in its true

C. That the above noted contemptuous behavior of the respondent 
made mockery of the order of this August Court and on the other side 
increased the agonies and miseries of the petitioner, so in such a situation how 
a contemnor could be spared as on one hand he is not taking care of the 
judicial order and on the other hand he is about to deprive the petitioner from 
the fruits of order of legal competent forum.

D. That in

on bie Court, the petitioner time 
also handed over a copy of the

on

on one side

prevailing circumstances and facts mentioned above the respondent 
did not deserve any leniency, their contemptuous attitude is crystal clear and 
need no inquiiy or recording of evidence and they arc liable for punishment.

IT IS, THEREFORE, MOST RESPECTFULLY PRAYED THAT STRICT 
DIRECTION BE GIVEN TO THE RESPONDENTS TO COMPLY THE 
ORDER DATED: 08/05/2024 OF THIS HON’BLE COURT. ANY OTHER
REMEDY WHICH THIS HON’BLE COURT MY DEEMS FIT ALSO 
AWARDED. BE

I
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Petitioner

Dated: 21.10.2024
Through 

■ Muhammad Zia Ullah
&

i Muhammad Imran Khan 
Advocates High Court, 
Peshawar.

e

: 1

CERTIFICATE:

It is
mn HK HO such likc petition ismoved by the petitioner before this Hon’ble Court. ^
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BEFORE THE CHATRMAXt
TRIBUNAL KHYBF.R PUKHTOON 

KHAWA PESHA WA R ~~

*%

SERVICE
I
9

f

I Imj) App /2024I

• Ja’nat Khan ' ?
A

Petitioner

Versus!
i

District Police Officer & Dthersi

4

Respondentst

) X

AFFIDAVIT
« &

■ i-,
.1, mT Janat Khan Head Constable, hto 317'S/G Zarin ^an R/d 

Village Shalb^di Tehsii Garga District‘Bunir, do hereby solerhnly affirm 
and.:declafe that the contents of the Petition are true and correct to the best of 

. knowledge and.belief and nothing has.been concealed from this Hoh’ble'
■ ; '

DEPOI^NT

NIC 15101-1196630-3
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• •

I 'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
I
♦

t Service Appeal No. /2018.
I

r* ♦ Janat Khan (Head Constable No.317)
R/0 Village Shalbandi Tehsil Gagra District Bunir

VERSUS

I
\

Appellant

1. District Police Officer, Swat.
2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

I
t

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakahd Re^on, Saidu 

Sharif Swat !
Respondents

f

S
APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER 

PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT* 

1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE
I

ORDER No.53 OB DATEDrOl.04.1997.

4
t
J

1 1

PRAYER IN APPEAL;t

( On acceptance of this appeal the impugned Order dated:01.04.1997

i dismissal from service of the appellant may kindly bfe set aside and the
I I

same may kindly be converted in to retirement on completion of age of

superannuation and further the appellant may kindly be awarded
with all back benefits of service including pension and gratuity etc.

r

•i

I

Respectfully Sheweth:(

1That initially the appellant as constable joined the

respondent/department in the year 1976 and as such 

performed his duties with'z(Jal and fmally promoted to the 

rank of head constable.

1.

\

1

1 r

That latter on in the yen 1995 ’ an. ►FIR No.628

dated: 17.08.1995 U/s 409/120-B PPC/5(2) P.C Act .1947
t

was lodged against appellant and others.(Copies of 

relevant record of the FIR is annexure-A)

2.4

1
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3. That thereafter without waiting for trial 

final decision
proceedings and

in Anti-Corruption court, in the above
mention case FJR a so-called inquiry was conducted by the 

Respondents and the basis of findings of the one-sidedon

inquiry report the appellant was awarded major penalty i-e 

dismissal from service vide impugned office order 

impugned office ' orderdated:01.04.997.(Copy of 

dated:01.04.1997 are annexure-B)
» 1

4. That as the trail proceeding were m progress so the
petitioner waited for its ultimate conclusion but latter on
trial of the case was adjourned sin die and the appellant 

was discharged from the case because during trial the 

prosecution had failed to prod uce their witnesses.

5. That thereafter the appellant waited for the ultimate, fate of 

the trial but till date no progress has been made in‘ trial 

proceedings nor the appeilar t punishment was converted 

in to his reUrement as the appeUant touched the

I

age of
• f

superannuation for retirement during the trail period.

6. That hopelessly later against the orderon
dated:01.04.1997, the appeUant filed departmental appeal 

and as such the same was,not decided within statutory 

period..(Copy of Departmental appeal is- -annexure-D)'

That being aggrieved from the impugned orders, tlie appeUant 

approached this Hon'ble Tribunal on the following grounds 

amongst other inter alia:

i

I

GROUNDS:
A. That the impugned office orders i-e dismissal from service 

of the appeUant is against facts, law and procedure, hence, 
untenable being unjust and unfair.



A
B. That the appellant

and rules, thus acted in violation of the relevant'laws laid 

down for the

wa:s not treated in accordance with law

purpose.

c: That the whole departmental 

appellant was based 

mtention a harsh and illegal penalty 

appellant.

proceedings against the
1

on personal ill well and with ill

was imposed on the
* i

D. That no 

afforded to the
opportunity in shap ^ of personal hearing

: appellant during enquiry proceedings, and

evidence was recorded in 

ch clearly showing the ill

was

as such the statement and
absence of the appellant wh. 
intention of the appellant.

That the incompetent authority has awarded the penalty to

to the appellant

E.

tlie appellant so the punishment awarded 

is illegal.

F. That as now main grievance of the appellant is regarding 

his after retirement benefits i-e pension etc which is a kind 

of financial matter and being continues cause, of action 

legaUy there is no limitation run against tiie appeUant in 

such like situation.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this appeal the impugned Order dated:01.04.1997 dismissal from
service of the appellant may kindly be set aside and the same may

age of
superannuation and further the appellant-may kindly be awarded 

with aU back benefits of service includinglpension and gratuity

i kindly be converted in to retirement on completion of

etc.

Appellant,
{J

JanakKhan^fn/C ) 
Through ;

Shams urHadi
Advocate, Peshawar.Dated; 25/05/2018
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%i’-' Kli-VBER PAKHTUKKIIWA SF.RVJCE TRIBUNAT. CAMP COIIWT AT SWAT .
«

i Svi \ ice A|)j>cal No.y36/2yi8
I- ■ iJbl'-ORJ*; MRS. kASIiiOA b.ANO 

MISS. rARbbllA PAUL
MEMBER (J) 
MEMBER (M)fr

Mr. Janat Khan (Head Consiable No, 317) R/0 Village Shalbandi Tchsil Gacra 
District Buiiir.

t I u

I (AppcHaiif) f i.y

VFi"-;us

X'V,
2. Provincial Police Ofllccr, Rhyber Pakluunkhwa. Peshawar. > *

Dc|3uty Inspector General of Police, Malakaiid Regi )ii, Saidii Sharif Swat., '

{Kespondunis}

I

I. District Police Ollioer S\\ ui.
I- y

3.

i

Mr. Shamsiil l ladi 
Advocate I'or apjjellant

i'

•,r

Mr. Muhammad Jan 
District Attorney I

For rcs^joiHlenis
I
t

Dale t»f Institution 
Date of Hearing... 
Date of Decision..

.2y.to.20l8
08.05.2024
.08.05.2024

(
JUDGMENT

i

Rashida BANO, member t.l): Tlie instant service appeal has bcefj iiisiiiuicd
(

- under section 4 of the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.Service Tribunal, Act 1974 with the 

prayer copied as below:
>

■‘lliat on acceptance of this appeal, the iirip igned order dated

(11.04.1997 dismissal from service of (he appellant may kindly be 
. • i

set aside and the same may kindly be converted in to retirement

on completion of age ofsupcrannuatioii .and further the appellant

may kindly be awarded with all back benefits of service including
i)eiision and gratuity.'

i

\
(
I

f

h .
f

t
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4./**

•4-

2. Brief facts of the case, as given in ihe memorandum of aj)pcal, are lhai

• iipj>ellant was appi iniecf as Constable in Police Deparimeni in tlic year 1976 and 

was later on pronu-icd to t)u* rank of Head Constable. In the year 1995 a case l-IR
• ' f

No.628 dated I7.()S.1995 U/S 409/120-6 PPC/5(2) P.C Act 1947Was lodged,and 

on- the basis of wliich disciplinary proceedings were initialed against him which 

resulted into major punishment of dismissal liom service vide order dated 

01.04.1997. Appellant lilcd de[)ai'iiiicntal appeal which was not respoiided, lienee 

the instant service appeal.

Respondents were pul on notice, who submit ed written rcplies/comnients^on
t .

ilie appeal. We have heard the learned .coun.sel I'or the appellant a.s wcl as the 

learned District Altorncy and perused the case file with connected docuincius i::

• detail.'

«

4,
4
I

3.

in -

\ .
\

Learned counsel.for appellant argued that ihj: impugned order is againsi-Uie 

•. - law, facts, norms of justice, hence liable to be set as
fr.f '
treated,, in-‘accordance with law and rules; that

■ ■ .4.-

.1-. •
i.tic; that appellant has not been

; j .no i haiice ol‘ personal hearing was 

• aftorded tojiim as statement and evidence was recorded in absence of the appellant

i.

which’shows the ill will of the respondents; that the penalty awarded! to the 

app'eilaiil by an incompeicni aulhoriiy which is also i gainst the rulcs/law. j

Conversely, learned District Attorney contoiKlcd that appellaiu ,li;fs been
« »

treated in accordance with law and^rules; that bcsiiDs departmental action,*an FIR
t •

Mo. 628 dated 17.08.1995 U/S 409/120-B PPC/5(2) Prevention of Corruption Act,'

1947, was al.so registered against him On the basis of involvement in corruption case 
\ *

and, misappropriation of gtivcrninem-propcriy. He contended that during inquiry all 

the charges leveled against him were established for vhieh no leniency was justified 

s and the punishment ol'dismissal from .service w-as aw'arded to him by the competent 

authority after fulfillment of all codal formalities,

5.

1

t

•'Ivr*.1
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Perusal of record reveals that appellaiil joined rcspbndenl dcparlmeni as
»

consiable in ihe year 1976 and was promoicd as Meiid Constable. J-Je was nominated

ill a criminal case bearing FIR No.628 registered u ider section 409/120B PPC 5P
• • , ’

^ PC Act, 1947 al Piilice Station Mingorti on the basis of which respondents vide 

■order bearing No.53 dated (Jl.U l.iyy? dismissed him from service from dai t.f his 

absence from duly due (o his involvemenl in criminul case.

• 6.

.m
r'5.

i

•r
1

7. ■ .Although in the ofllce order bearing OB No.53 dated 0l.04'.1997 it i.s 

mentioned that '\iJUr perusal i-f iiiijuiiy Jile, jlndiiig of the inquiry ujjicer anil 

other couuecfed record” but re.spundent had nut 

any cliarge' sheet, sialcmeiu of allegation, show ca

>.

tvtr
1

?, • iimibxed with their reply/coinments
■f ■

jse notice or even the jnquiry 

report from which it can be ascertained tliat in fact, my inquiry as is alleged by the ,'

i

■‘j

I
respondent had already been conducted and proper 

had been foliowccl/adopied. When dcpaiimcnial 

produce the inquiry record/file, he showed his imibi 

ground of being an old case.

In our liuinblo vicu'. lliis excuse ofold case is not acceptable as criminal case 

against the appellant upon report of the dcparlmeni iisclf was pending adjudication
I ' »

. • ’ . • I *
in the court of competent jurisdiction and respondents were well aware,of its'

i / I
pendency being complainam, then in such a siluaiioi they were duty bound to keep 

record in safe cusioily till coniplctiou of criminal trial a.s llicy arc also in knowledge 

that under the rules and as per direction of sitpreme iloiirt, before acquittal approach
' ’ . I J '

10 service tribunal for redressal of grievance of civil sen'am w'ho is involved in a 

criminal case is a futile cxcrci.se. Non availahilii) of inquiry file and record is 

suggcsiivc/indicaiive of llie fact that in fact no inqiii 'y in accordance with rule was 
cnnclucted by Ihe respondents and appellant was deprived from due processjof Ia\v 

and is discriminated by the respondciil upon allegation of involvemenl of criminal 

charges from which later oti he was acquitted by the competent court of law,

jroccdure provided in the rules
J
ft
t

reprcseniiiiivc was asked to
4

iiy to produce the same-on die

\\

l

K-
t 1

>' 8.
e

>1

t

I

r
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Lcfially spciikiiig respoiuicii(.s were rcLiuircd tu sbspciul lh«2 appcllaiU aticr hib 

iiivolvciiicJiii in llie ci'iiniual c.i>c ood wait lor Imal decision'Ol llic coinpcient cuiiri 

nl'luw bill they withoui adniiiioL; ^ucti-piocedurc as provided in the police rules 16. 

decided in hapliazuid jiiannci die Tate of duparimeutijt proceeding vide impugned 

order which is un-jusi.cc and against die ruic.s. PoliJe iiiles 1934 16(3) provided

9.:

1 :

V!

I

dial:

r •'10.3. Adion f-.lh»'iiii’ «' inilicial aajiiiffdl.

' 1 >’7; - PjU'.c Ofjtccr //«.■« hcen tried u

Court he .vhiill not be luiuiilied ilcparinmutully

difj'crciil charf;e btneil ii/ion the eeideiici: cited in the 

cti.Kt!. H’hutlier ac(ua//y ted or not, titi/c.t.s:-

The criminal charge has failed on (edit ica! firotnnh; or 

(b) In {he opinion of {he Court or of the Sincrintentlent of Police the 

prosecution leitnesses have been won over; or

9-
i
i

on the same ciiai/^c or 

criminal

i*
J

ON a

00

t

The court hits held in its judpnienl that an offence iv«a' actually

Police officer concerned;
(c)
connniued and that suspicion rests upon the

i

or
,■

(d) The evidence cited in the criinin il ca.se discloses fads 

unconnected with the charge before flte Court which justify 

departmental proceedings on a different charge; or

(e) Additional evidence admissible under Ride 16.25 (J) in 

departmental proceedings is availahle.

(2) Departmental proceedings admissible under snb-rnle (!) may be 

msiitnted against lower snbnrdinates by the order of the Superintendent
t J

of Police but may be taken against Upper Subordinates only with the

sanction of the Deputy Inspecior-C'eiieral of Police; and a police officer

against whom such action is admissible shall not he deemed to have

been honourably aciiuillcd for the purpose of Rule 7.3 of the Civil

Services Rules (Punjab), Volume 1, Part I.

So, in the inslaiU ta.se the appellant wa.s acquitted from the charges leveled against

him in llie criminal case and main reason to proceed against the appellant was his
I

iin’ulvcmeni in criminal case which is no more in field, licnce respondents Mere 

required to re-instalc the appellant.

I
\

I -r -’ s, I it'V'
fi ^.1

*• »
f I t»

I
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10. . Moreover in ilic im|)ugned order Ihe dismissal Irom service was ordered
f

Irom the dale of liis absence hul no dale of absence is Ineniioned in it. As no charge 

sheet and siateincnt uralkcaiion is provided despite direciion therefore it could noi 

be determined what actually chaiee w<is and if absence was a charge then from

which date. So far as question of limitation is concernbd, in this respect if is held in

PLD 2010 SC 695 cilaiion:

'‘fh) S.4"AiJp':.il-‘-Liiiii/.iii'iii—Civil ^cminl si light rehistuteinciu in

iV.-'.'i-i-, ufiiii -e I'V.-i' ucijuiiicit from iniiriUr a se—Si’rvice 1 .■'.iiinnl 
allowed the appeal fded hy civil servant and reinstated him in 

service—Flea raised by entpivyer/baitk was lha appeal ivrw barred hy 

limituiion— VaUdity—CivU servant was aaiuill id in criminal case on 

22-9-1998 and he filed his deparimenud appeal on 12-10-1998, i.e. 

wilhin three weeks of his acijiiilial in criminal case—It would have 

been a futile attempt on the part of civil seivaid to challenge his 

removal from service before earning acquittal in Ihe relevant 

criminal case—It hym- unjust and oppressive u penalize civil servant 

for not filing his departmental appeal before eirning his acquittal in 

criminal case which had formed the foundaiion for his removal from 

service—Appeal before Service Tribunal was not barred by 

< limitation.

I

I

In our humble view, appeal of the appellant is not barred by limitation as

his (tepaiimenuil appeal on

11.

case was adjourned siiio-die after which he filed 

20.03.2018. when he was discliargcd by the criminal touri of law, his criminal case

wa-s noain started and he was acquitted from the charges leveled against liim vide

same is reproduced as under;judgment dated 02.11.2023, the concluding para of llu

'‘Morcso, the statements of prosecution witiesses are not in line

con radic/ion in the cross 

ich it can be clearly

foiled to prove its case

is no prohabiliiy of 

r.-:

with each other rather there are many 

examination of these witnesses, due to w! 

withheld that the prosecution has miserably, 

heyand any shadow of doubt and there

• /•
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conviciioii of accused, i/ierefore accused Jaiinal Khan S/o Zareen 

Khan and Razi Khan S/o Kuhiin Dud Khan are acquUted from the 

case ill hand, if nut required in any other case. The accused 

bail. They (.nd their sureties are discharged from the liabilities of 

(he bad'bonds.’’

So appellant is acquitted on merit and not on technical grounds.

|{ lias been held by the superior luia that all acquittals arc certainly 

hunorable. 'I'here i:.in be no acquittal which int y be said to be dishonorable,

■ which he ■' '1

•:
1.

■

are on:■

i. ■ :

12.

I
.S iht; ’■Conviction-of the appehani in eii.’.Mial 

been dismi.ssed iVoin service and the said groun i had subsequently disappeared

fit and proper person entitled to

-Jli’U

V

through his acquittal, making him rc-cmerge as a. \

continue his service.

. i

It is established from the record that chargees of his involvement in murder■ 1.3.

ultimately culminated in lionorable acquittal pf the appellant by the competent
1

cmiri of Law. In this respect we have sought guidance from 1988 PLC (CS) 179,

ease

2003 SCMR 215 and PLD 2010 Supreme Court, 695.V.- ii

14. It is pertinent to mention here that appellant join the department in the year 

1076 and served the department with unblemished record for about 21 years till his

dismissal from service vide impugned order dated 01.04.1997 by respondent.

Appellant through instant appeal seeks modification in impugned order of penalty 

from dismissal from service to compulsory retirement as appellant during pendency 

of criminal trial against him reached to the age of superannuation in the year 2017. 

This tribunal is vested with powers lu vary and modify order of deparimcniai

authority. It is held in P.L.C 201 i C.S 808 citation^
(

“...-S. 3—Service Tribunals Act (LXX of 1973), S. 5— 

Modifying of order—Comfudsory retirement—Absence from duty— 

Acquittal from criminal charge—Civil .servant removed from service 

the allegation of his wilful absence from duty—Pteu raised by

j.

I

?!•
-1

^ \
V
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I

ffr. A

civil servonr n'tix thut his ahseiiCe from '{hity was. due to 

circumsianccs bcyomt his control us he hat! been involved in murder 

case—Validity—Service-Tribanal while ilealin§ with -appeal, had 

power under S.5.of Service Tribunals Act, 1973, to vary and modify 

order of departmental auihority—Supreme' Court pvhile sittin^Jin 

appeal over judf^ment of Service .Tribunarcotild also exercise such 

power to meet the ends of justice—Civil servattt, who hud lony e 

unblemished service record of about 17 years, and he, by force of 

circumstances (involvement in case in which he was later bn 

acquitted), was prevented from perfonninjf his duty—f'iyii .•ervunf 

was absent from duty entailing some pe talty under taw and his 

removal from service was too harsh penalty fur him—Supreme 

Court converted pefiiitm for leave to ippeat into appeal and 

converted penalty of removal from service into compulsory 

retirement—Appeal was allowed.”

t .»■

V

4

tl.!

'b
^r.
4?
I

5-'.l

S'*

•I“■f:

!

Appcilam by force of circumsiaticc i.e. his invo vcmeiu iii criminal case, ihcU',

deparimeiu iiself prevenCed him from performance of his duties, \viien ite was

U
acquitted from the criminal case. Therefore, in the ci cnm.slanoe, now after atiaiiting•i'

■i

the age of superannuation, llic only relief which could be given to the appeliaiu as

S'
modifying iiis penalty of disnii.ssril from service into compulsory rciiremettl from

4

ti
the date of his aiiiiining the age of superannuation in the year 2017. Costs shall

Ibilow lite event. Consign.
i

It:
Pronounced in camp court at Swat and given under our hands and seal of */i.''
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i •

1“ the Tribunal on this S’''day May. 2024. %t
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HAUIIAMiyiAD ZIAULl^H

Advocate Supreme Court Of Pakistan
Legal Consultant & Practitioner,'

Cell # 0314-9806895

wak^ai:nama
(POWER OF ATTORNEY)

IN THE COURT OF. .9<^chnu,.-,.!•
T

amtift
;

- Jf <

VERSUS
• .t

ilespmc/^'k')

. Ukny) 

the above noted

MUHAMMAD ZIAIJELAH ; ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT,

OF PAKISTAN , to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to 

arbitration for me/us .as my/our counsel in the above noted matter, without any 

liability for their default .and with , the authority fo engage/appoiht any other 

Advocate/Counsel at my/our matter.
Dated:

i'Pei'drmeif ) in
appoint and ■ constitute•t -I' : -mi

■

Client ( )Attested & Accepted.

A
MUHAMMAD ZIAULLAH 

':Eii‘No# 5840
Advocate Supreme Court, of Pakistan. 
Chamber: J: Waqar Ahmad Se^ Block,' 
2''“^ floor, District Courts,- Peshawar.
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