IN THE NAME OF ALLAH ALMIGHTY, THE MOST
MERCIFUL, MOST BENEFICENT

NEWSLETTER

OCTOBER 2021

HEAD OFFICE
Plot 2, Mezzanine Floor, Khumrial Plaza, I&T Center Street 22, Sector G-8/4, Islamabad. +92 51 2253303-6
BRANCH OFFICE (DHA-II, ISB)
Plot No 16, Second Floor, Sector A, Iqbal Boulevard, DHA, Phase II, Islamabad.
BRANCH OFFICE (PESHAHWAR)
Flat No. 203, 2nd Floor, Creative House, Phase 3 Chowk, Main Jamrud Road, Peshawar. +92 91 5611714
ASSOCIATE OFFICE (KARACHI)
Office No G-15, Mezzanine Floor, Spanish Homes, Main Korangi Road, Phase 1, DHA, Karachi
ASSOCIATE OFFICE (LAHORE)
53 K- 1st Floor, Commercial Area, Sector K Phase 1, DHA, Lahore
Email:
info@khilji.net.pk Web:
www.khilji.net.pk

KHILJI AND CO

Newsletter | October 2021

Chartered Accountants

DISCLAIMER
Khilji & Co (Chartered Accountants) is pleased to present Firm’s Newsletter. The only
purpose of this document is to provide updated information to our clients about recent
circulars/ notifications issued by various authorities during this month and to provide our
clients with information on latest useful decisions of appellate courts. The information
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APPELATE TRIBUNAL INLAND REVENUE, ITA

(INTERIM) NO. 212/PB/2021
The above petition was filed against the order rejecting the
request of the taxpayer for further extension in stay
already allowed by the CIR- Appeals for a period of 60
days. The petition involved whether CIR-Appeals is
empowered to grant extension in stay already granted by
him u/s 128 of the Ordinance, for a period of 60 days.
Following are the brief facts of the case.
The assessing officer passed the order dated 31.12.2020
u/s 161/205 of the ordinance against the appellant taxpayer
creating a tax demand of Rs.259, 461,310. Aggrieved with
the said order the taxpayer filed an appeal before the
Commissioner Appeal (RTO) Peshawar, which is said to
be still pending. Before the appeal was decided, the
assessing officer issued a recovery notice to the taxpayer
requiring to pay the demanded tax. The taxpayer filed an
application to the Commissioner appeal requesting a stay
in the recovery order, which was allowed to the taxpayer
u/s 128(1A) for a period of 60 days, however, the stay
granted was expired while appeal was still pending. The
taxpayer again requested Commissioner appeal to grant
further extension in the stay order, which was rejected via
order dated 11.10.2021, by stating that the Commissioner
is not empowered to extend the stay beyond the period of
60 days.
The appellant filed an appeal before ATIR against the
order rejecting the extension in a stay. The authorized
representative (AR) of the appellant raised the point that if
the extension is not granted and subsequently the appeal is
decided, it would cause avoidable inconvenience to the
taxpayer. AR explained that section 128 (1A) (1AA)
clearly provided that the taxpayer should be entitled to get
a stay till the appeal is undisposed of. Further, before the
insertion of sub-section (1A)(1AA), the Supreme Court of
Pakistan in the case between Additional Collector-II
Sales Tax Lahore vs Abdullah Sugar Mills Ltd held that
it is an immutable principle of law that where the court is
competent to allow final relief, it has also got jurisdiction
to allow interim relief. If extension in stay is not granted
before the appeal is decided, and recovery is made from
the taxpayer, the very purpose of appeal will be frustrated.
On the other hand, the DR submitted that in the absence of
any specific provision conferring power to grant stay after
expiry of 60 days upon the first appellant authority (CIR-
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Appeals), such power cannot be extended. He further
submitted that the Parliament did not want to confer any
such power upon the first appellant authority and therefore
despite the judgment of Supreme Court of Pakistan in the
case of Additional Collector-II Sales Tax Lahore, Vs M/s
Abdullah Sugar Mills Ltd, no such inherent power can be
inferred from the provisions of the Ordinance available
with the first appellate authority. He further submitted that
the CIR-Appeal may decide the pending appeal of the
taxpayer in accordance with the law, however, as far as the
stay extension application is considered the matter stands
decided at the hands of the departmental authorities and
the said order is valid and cannot be interfered with the
present case.
The learned tribunal while dilating upon the arguments put
forth by parties, held that from plain reading of sub section
(1A) and (1AA) of Section 128 of the Ordinance, it
obviously appears that the time specified for the validity
of an order passed in relation to the say of recovery of the
tax is a directory in nature. It would give rise to an
anomaly of the provision is interpreted in a manner that on
the one hand the learned CIR(A) has been empowered to
grant the stay after forming am opinion to the effect that
the recovery shall cause hardship and on the other hand for
the legislature to have intended that the taxpayer is
exposed to the rigours of the hardship merely because the
appeal was nor decided within a specified period and that
too without any fault on part of the appellant.
The Tribunal further stated that it has been consistently
held by the august Supreme Court that the determination,
whether a provision is mandatory or directory, largely
depends upon the @intention and language in which the
provision is couched”. It is however, settled law that
“where the consequence of failure to comply with the
provision is not mentioned the provision is a directory and
where the consequence is expressly mentioned the
provision in mandatory”.
In judgment, Tribunal provided references of the
judgments of different cases heard in different High
Courts concluding if the appeal is not decided within the
said period the stay would continue till the disposal of the
appeal unless expressly recalled by the learned CIRAppeals. The Tribunal recommended FBR to issue a
circular to all the appellate authorities directing them to
dispose of stay applications in accordance with the binding
judgments of the higher courts, and so long as the stay
application is not disposed of the assessing officer must be
reluctant in initiating the recovery process.
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A notice followed by subsequent reminders were issued to
the taxpayer u/s Section 161(3) of the Income Tax
Ordinance, which empowers commissioner to make such
enquiries as he deems necessary, and recover the same
amount of tax from a person who fails to collect or deduct
tax or has collected or deducted tax but subsequently fails
to pay it to the Commissioner.
The Commissioner demanded for the documentary
evidence of certain transactions & details of payments
through first notice dated January 07, 2021 & subsequent
reminders later on for the tax year 2014.
In response to notices, a petition was lodged by the
petitioner with the request that the said notices be declared
illegal as these were issued without any lawful authority
as the petitioner in terms of section 174(3) of the
Ordinance is not required to maintain any accounts or
documents beyond six years after the end of tax year
unless there are pending proceedings before the authority
or court. The petitioner did responded & provided data &
explanation in the form of excel sheet to the department.
The Respondent pursued their request for documentary
evidence by terming the objections raised by the petitioner
as unconvincing and irrelevant as they argued that
although, the provision of section 174(3) of the Ordinance
limits period to maintain the record for the purpose of
assessment or any other proceedings but do not prevent
initiation of proceedings u/s 161 to investigate incidence
of recovery of tax by placing reliance on 2016 PTD 2074
& D.G. khan cement co. ltd Through CFO & others vs
FBR through chairman & five others.
The Court discussed that the above matter was considered
by the Hon’ble Sindh high court in 2013 PTD 1659 where
in it has held that the central issue is that of limitation &
can arise in three ways:
A) Is there any imposed stated time bar by statue?
b) Can a time be deduced from interpretations of the
relevant clauses?
c) Has the action been taken beyond a reasonable time?
The Court concluded that although, there can be no period
of limitation for action & in terms of section and the
Commissioner is not barred from taking action under 161
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after the stipulated time , however a point in time must be
reached such that if action is to be taken thereafter, this
must be properly justified by the Commissioner.
The decision held by the court in 2016 PTD 2074 was also
considered where the tax payer was relieved of his
obligation to maintain record beyond a period of five years
and to produce it upon notice to do so.
As per the aforementioned judgments, it has been held that
the respondent can continue with their proceedings u/s 161
of the Ordinance and will have to justify the late action
taken and determine the liability on the basis of provided
information but tax payer cannot be compelled to produce
documents which the statue does not require them to
maintain beyond six years in terms of section 174(3).
The impugned notices of repeated demands for production
of documents issued by the respondent were set aside as
these are without any legal basis and against the mandate
of law.
SINDH HIGH COURT, SALES TAX CASE
BRIEF FACTS:
The tax payer a public limited company engaged in
different business and having proper Sales Tax
Registration Number, who filed their sale tax return
electronically. The petitioners were liable to withholding
sale tax on services at the applicable rates in respect of the
value of taxable service provided to them. It is the claim
of the petitioner that if the said services were provided to
them by unregistered persons, input tax of such sale was
not allowed to the petitioners while e-filing the sales tax
returns and therefore since their sales tax liability has
increased due to the non-allowability of input tax in
respect of the taxable service provided to them by those
unregistered persons.
SUBMISSION OF THE PETITIONER:
The learned council of the petitioners stated that as per the
Sindh Sales Tax Services Act, 2011 the process of input
tax adjustment has been defined under Section 15 of the
said Act Sindh Sales Tax Services Act, 2011 and
procedure for the said input adjustment has been provided
under Sales Tax Services Rules, 2011. As per the learned
counsel registered person is allowed to claim adjustment
of the input tax in respect of the services received by the
said person, which it claims in its monthly sales tax return.
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However, a person claiming input tax in respect of the
services received by it from unregistered person is not
allowed such facility with the result that the petitioners
cannot claim the said input tax in their monthly tax return
and the same is causing heavy financial burden to the
petitioners, as in the case of registered persons full amount
of input tax adjustment is being claimed and allowed to
them but so far as input tax claim of unregistered persons
is concerned the same is not allowed for no fault of the
petitioners and the same, according to them, is a
discriminatory treatment with them.
SUBMISSION OF THE RESPONDENT:
The learned council of the respondent stated that the law
framers have put a bar upon the unregistered persons that
no benefit could be given in respect of the taxable services
obtained from those unregistered persons with the main
objective to get those unregistered persons registered in
the sale tax department and to document the economy to
discourage the policy of obtaining taxable services from
those unregistered persons with a view to boost encourage.
That the petitioners are enrolled with Sindh Revenue
Board (SRB) as a withholding ‘agent and not as a service
provider and if they want to claim any input tax
adjustment, they should approach the sales tax department
rather than SRB.
ORDER:
After study the relevant laws and related provisions
Sections 2(52), 2(63), 15, 15A, 15A2, 15A3 of the Sindh
Sales Tax on Services Act, 2011. Rules 22, 22A and 28 of
the Sindh Sales Tax on Services Rules, 2011 and Rules
2(8), 3(3) of the Sindh Sales Tax Special Procedure
(Withholding) Rules, 2011.
It is hereby stated that the law does not bar obtaining of
the taxable services from an unregistered persons,
however the only impediment which finds place in the law
is with regard to the person who otherwise is liable to be
registered but not registered would be considered as an
unregistered person and a penalty has been provided under
Section 43 of the Act, 2011 for the act of non-registration.
in the instant matter, it may be noted that the learned
counsel appearing for the respondents have not pointed out
even a single provision of law whereby it has been
provided that no input tax adjustment would be available
on the taxable services obtained by a withholding agent or
a registered person from an unregistered person though it
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has been pleaded by the learned counsel for the petitioners
that e-return does not accept the same but from the law
explained before us by the learned counsel for the
respondents it may be noted that no provision of law is
cited through which input adjustment could be denied to a
withholding agent obtaining taxable services from an
unregistered person; rather the proviso to Section 3(4) of
the Sindh Sales Tax Special Procedure (Withholding)
Rules, 2014, mentioned above, clearly stipulates that
withholding agent, who receives taxable services from an
unregistered person, is responsible to obtain and keep in
record a copy of the CNIC of the unregistered service
provider, if he is an individual and a copy of the NTN
certificate of the said unregistered person if he is an AOP
or a company.
The reading of the above provision clearly indicates that
taxable services could be obtained from an unregistered
person and the withholding agent is only required to obtain
a copy of CNIC of the said unregistered person, if he is an
individual but if it is a company or NTN holder, a copy of
the NTN certificate, meaning thereby there is no
restriction for obtaining taxable services from an
unregistered person and the only responsibility assigned to
a person obtaining taxable services from an unregistered
person is with regard to obtaining CNIC (in the case of an
individual) and NTN certificate (in the case of a
company). Thus, when the law does not put a bar upon
receiving taxable services from an unregistered person,
there cannot be any bar on claiming input adjustment in
respect of the taxable services obtained from the
unregistered person also.
The Court decided the case in following words:
Quote
“The upshot of the discussion made above being that, in
our view, the petitioners are entitled to claim input
adjustment in respect of the taxable services provided to
them by unregistered persons. SRB, therefore, is directed
to make necessary amendment /provision in the e- return
to enable the persons filing their returns via e-filing to
claim the input tax adjustment from unregistered persons
also and till such time the petitioners may be allowed to
file their returns manually in order to avoid any confusion
created in this behalf. All the petitions, therefore, stand
allowed along with the listed applications. Let a copy of
the judgment be forwarded to the Chairman, SRB, for
information and compliance” Unquote
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ISLAMABAD HIGH COURT, INCOME TAX
REFERENCE NO. 376 OF 2010

include any expenditure which is incurred in acquiring
land, or which is depreciated or amortized.”

The titled appeal filed, through the aforementioned
income tax reference, by the applicant aggrieved with the
order issued, where claim of pre-commencement business
loss/expenditure has been set aside by the Appellate
Tribunal Inland Revenue, Islamabad.

As per said section any pre-commencement expenditure
shall be amortized on straight line basis at the rate
specified in part-III of the third schedule.

Brief facts of the case are that applicant, being a public
limited company, filed their income tax return, but the
Commissioner Inland Revenue had selected the same for
audit under Section 177 of the Income Tax Ordinance,
2001, regarding which a notice under Section 122(9), was
issued to the applicant requiring to submit certain
documents, which were provided by the applicant.
However, Taxation Officer had disallowed the set off of
pre-commencement business expenses/losses incurred by
the applicant in setting up a power generation plant.
Feeling aggrieved thereof, the applicant filed an appeal
before the Commissioner Inland Revenue (Appeals),
which was decided in favor of the applicant vide their
order. In response, department filed an appeal against the
said order before the Appellate Tribunal of Inland
Revenue, whereby the order of CIR(A) was reversed to the
extent of allowance of adjustment of pre-commencement
business expense/loss against the interest income of the
applicant vide impugned order.
The following questions of law arising out of the
impugned judgment have been proposed for determination
by the Court:
Whether the learned tribunal is correct in law in
disallowing the set off of pre-commencement business
expenses/losses?
Whether the selection of audit under section 177(4) of the
ITO-2001, without providing opportunity for explanation
before selection, is lawful?
It is necessary to understand section 25 of ITO, 2001
which deals with pre-commencement expenditure.
“Pre-Commencement
Expenditure
means
any
expenditure incurred before commencement of business
wholly and exclusively to derive income chargeable to tax,
including cost of feasibility studies, construction of
prototypes, and trial production activities, but shall not
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From bare reading of above referred legal provisions,
which exclude the administrative & management
expenses as claimed by the applicant in tax return, as the
company has not yet commenced its business, whereas
management and administrative expenses have not been
covered under the pre-commencement expenditure.
The court also gone through the section 39 of ITO, 2001,
which deals with the income from other sources which is
chargeable to tax in that year, as such management
expenses are not covered under this section.
The applicant has also raised the plea in terms of Section
56 of the Income Tax Ordinance, 2001 regarding setting
off losses against any head of income. In this case the
applicant company has not yet commenced its business, so
the said company cannot adjust these losses under any
circumstance as the loss must be under the head of income
from business.
The second issue raised by the applicant is that selection
of audit by a commissioner for Power Generation
Company is also violation of settled law as the criteria by
the board has not been observed. The said provision
highlighted in this case was amended through finance
amendment ordinance 2009, whereby the Board may lay
down the criteria for selection of person or classes of
person for audit by the Commissioner.
The honorable Islamabad High Court upholds the order of
the Appellate Tribunal Inland Revenue (ATIR) in the
following words:
“In view of above, we reply the phrased questions in
AFFIRMATIVE as no illegality has been seen in the order
passed by the Appellate Tribunal.”
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SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN, CIVIL
APPEALS NOS. 489, 490 OF 2013 AND 1302 OF 2014

original is not available on the departmental record” and
that “it was not filed with the returns”.

The titled appeal was filed by the Commissioner IR
(Legal), RTO, Peshawar and others on the order dated
02.07.2010 passed by the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar
in S.A.Os. Nos. 17 and 18 of 2000 against the judgment of
the ATIR.

The company filed a tax reference in the High Court, the
decision was reversed by means of the impugned
judgment. The department sought leave to appeal, which
was granted vide order dated 15.04.2013.
The following question of law arising out of the impugned
judgment have been proposed for determination by the
High Court:
i) Whether the amendment made to Clause 9 by the
Finance Act, 1996 was declaratory or remedial in nature
and therefore had retrospective effect?

Brief facts of the case are that the respondent company is
one of the largest manufacturers of electric wires and
cables in the country. The company was issued with
notices u/s 66A of Income tax Ordinance, 1979 (which
give powers to Additional Commissioner to revise Deputy
Commissioner’s order) to the assessment years involved,
1994-95 and 1995-96, on the ground that it had never
given the option in writing as required by the first proviso
to Clause 9 of Part IV of Second Schedule to the ordinance
to claim exemption given in said clause. Section 80C
deemed certain payments, as specified therein, as received
by certain classes of persons (also as specified) to be the
income accruing to the latter and taxed them at specified
rates. Clause 9 states that the provisions of section 80C (to
be taxed in Presumptive Tax Regime) in so far as they
relate to payments on account of the supply of goods on
which tax is deductible under subsection (4) of section
50(Deduction of Advance tax at the time of payment for
goods at rate specified in first schedule) shall not apply in
respect of any person, being a manufacturer of such goods,
who opts out of the presumptive tax regime. The assessing
officer give remarks that as the company has not given
Opt out of PTR in writing, hence company was not
entitled to exemptions and be treated as in PTR not in
NTR. By the Finance Act, 1996, an amendment brought
in Clause-9 part IV to the Second Schedule by way of
replacing the phrase “who opts out of” by the phrase
“unless he opts for”.
The company filed appeal before ATIR. The Appellate
Tribunal had decided against the company and state that
the response initially given by the company, as presently
relevant, was that it had never given the option in writing.
However, before the Tribunal the company changed
course and produced a letter dated 29.12.1994 that it had
purportedly written to the concerned tax officer, which
stated that the company was exercising the option as per
the first proviso. This letter was disregarded by the
Tribunal as being an “afterthought” and inconsistent with
the stance earlier taken. It was noted, inter alia, that “the
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The learned High Court concluded that it was not “strictly
remedial in nature” and the amendment in Clause 9 is
simply a change in the mode of assessment, thus
procedural in nature. The procedural law, if altered and
that too for the benefit of the assessee then in such a case,
the amendment would be retrospective and applicable to
cases, and company don’t need to give an Opt out of PTR
in writing for assessment periods to be in NTR, which are
pending before a forum prescribed by law. The learned
High Court answered the question in favor of the
company.
The judgement of learned high court was presented before
Supreme Court of Pakistan through Appeal.
The following question of law arising out of the impugned
judgment have been proposed for determination by the
Supreme Court:
i) Whether the amendment made to Clause 9 in 1996 was
procedural in nature and hence retrospective, as held by
the learned High Court or substantive?
Supreme court of Pakistan has reached the conclusion that
the amendment was substantive provision. For the
payments that were within the ambit of the section 80c, the
gross receipts (i.e., the payments themselves) became
income. Thus, the very thing that was the subject matter of
the Ordinance and sought to be taxed in terms thereof, was
being directly affected and altered. The legal meaning of
“income” was changed. Clearly, this was, and could only
be, a substantive provision. It followed that Clause 9,
which granted an exemption from the operation of this
deeming provision, was itself substantive in nature.
Prior to the amendment in Finance Act, the legal meaning
of income stood altered to the extent of s. 80C unless the
assessee did something. After the amendment, the legal
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meaning of income did not stand altered unless the
assessee did something. The two resultant situations were
starkly different. Each had a substantive effect that was
diametrically opposed to the other. With respect therefore,
the learned High Court erred materially in its answer
to question for determination before it. It ought to have
been answered in favor of the department and against the
respondent. We so held.
The honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan upholds the
order of the Appellate Tribunal Inland Revenue (ATIR) in
the following words:
“The point taken by learned counsel for the respondent,
that the option had been exercised, was, with respect, not
sustainable as it was contrary to the finding of fact given
by the Tribunal. That finding was not disturbed by the
learned High Court. The appeals had therefore to be
allowed, and this was announced at the conclusion of the
hearing.
NOTIFICATIONS & CIRCULARS
FBR Circular

they can claim exemption from payment of sales tax if
available in the relevant Provincial sales tax law.
Govt of AJK Circular
Azad Jammu and Kashmir Government has extended the
late date of filing of Annual Income Tax Returns for Tax
tax year 2021 in Azad Jammu and Kashmir till October
31, 2021
Please click below to read the complete notification.
https://khilji.net.pk/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/Extension-in-date-for-Filingof-iT-Return-for-TY-2021-upto-31.10.2021-AJKCircular-2.pdf
FBR Important Information
Federal Board of Revenue has issued certain selfexplanatory guidelines regarding litigation to its relevant
officer(s).
Please click on link mentioned below to access and study
the information

Federal Board of Revenue issued Circular 09 of 2021-22.
Through this circular, FBR has extended the deadline for
digital payment by Corporate Sector stipulated in Section
21(1a) of Income Tax Ordinance up to November 30,
2021.
Please click below to read the complete notification.
https://khilji.net.pk/wpcontent/uploads/2021/11/202111118113154621Circula
r9of2022.pdf
Important Advise (Attention all persons engaged in
Export of IT services)
Please note that we have been continuously receiving
queries about registration with Provincial sales tax
authorities if a person is engaged only in export of
services.
We have been in touch with the Provincial authorities
and according to feedback received from the authorities,
it is advisable that persons engaged in export of IT & IT
enabled services may register with their relevant
Provincial sales tax authority and file tax returns though
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https://khilji.net.pk/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/FBR-Information121021.pdf
FBR Important Information (ALERT)
Federal Board of Revenue has issued information
regarding the attachment of bank accounts under Section
140 of Income Tax Ordinance, 2001 and Section 48 of
the Sales Tax Act 1990.
It is an essential information which needs to be well
noted by all tax payers with immediate effect.
Please click on link mentioned below to access and study
the information
https://khilji.net.pk/wpcontent/uploads/2021/10/FBR-Information.pdf
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WORD OF THE MONTH
Patrimonialism | Noun |

visit Ziarat is summer as the weather is pleasant in that
season.

Definition: Form of political organization in which
authority is based primarily on the personal power
exercised by a ruler, either directly or indirectly.

LAUGH & SHARE
An accountant is having a hard time sleeping and goes to
see his doctor.
“Doctor, I just can’t get to sleep at night,” he says.
“Have you tried counting sheep?” asks the doctor.
“That’s the problem — I make a mistake and then spend
six hours trying to find it.”
TRAVEL GUIDE
Ziarat is a hill station and a district located in the north of
Balochistan. It is a well-known holiday resort of the
province. One of the highest peaks of Khalifat Hills in
Ziarat has an altitude of 11,400 feet. The district has the
highest “human development index” in Balochistan.
The significance of Ziarat can be understood by the fact
that Quaid e Azam Mohammad Ali Jinnah spent his last
days of life in “Ziarat residency”. The wooden structure of
the building was constructed by the colonial British rulers
in 1862. It was originally meant to be a sanatorium but was
converted into the summer residence of the agent of the
Governor General. The residency is one of the most
widely visited national monuments in Pakistan.

Source: www.pakistantoursguide.com

Another important feature of Ziarat is the Juniper forest
which is situated in Zarghoon mountain range with a few
other mountain ranges of Balochistan and it is the second
largest forest in the world, covering an area of about
247,000 acres.

Abdul Sattar Edhi was born in 1928 in a small village in
India. Edhi’s mother became paralyzed and later mentally
ill when Edhi was only 11 years old. Edhi took care of his
mother’s needs but his mother passed away when he was
19. He could not complete high school because of that but
the vision to help the people in need was already
inculcated in him.

The valley is home to endangered flora and fauna. Its trees
are as old as 5000 to 7000 years. The Juniper valley is full
of fruits throughout the year. The apples of this area are
called sweet gold of Pakistan. Ziarat produces best quality
of apples of various varieties which are grown
commercially. Ziarat is also famous for its honey and
cherries. The Juniper valley is home to black bears,
wolves, urials and Sulaiman markhor. The best time to
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PERSONALITY OF THE MONTH:
SATTAR EDHI (The philanthropist)

ABDUL

Edhi and his family migrated to Pakistan in 1947. He
started working as a peddler in Karachi and later became
a commission agent for selling cloth in the wholesale
market in the same city. He left this job after a few years
and with the support of some members of his community,
decided to open a free dispensary. His will to do charity
work made him establish a welfare organization with the
name “Edhi Trust”. The range and scope of Edhi Trust
expanded at a rapid speed with the help of public
donations. With the passage of time, he helped to save the
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lives of at least 50,000 babies and created a fleet of 1,800
ambulances, 28 rescue boats and two airplanes to help in
emergencies. Edhi was married in 1965 to Bilquis, a nurse
who worked at the Edhi dispensary. The couple worked
together for decades for the alleviation of human
sufferings, regardless of faith, race or status. Edhi
involved himself in every activity of his foundation; from
raising funds to bathing corpses. He would drive an
ambulance himself and made rounds of the city on regular
basis to search for people in destitution.
Edhi adhered to a very simple and modest lifestyle. He
lived in a two-room apartment with his family and
generated his income from the government securities that
he had bought many years ago so that he could devote his
time to his missionary work. In an interview to a journalist
in 1991, Edhi said, “I want to request the people not to
invite me to social gatherings and inaugural ceremonies.
This only wastes my time which is wholly devoted to the
well-being of our people.” Edhi left this world on 8 July
2016. He was given a state funeral which was attended by
tens of thousands of people.
Source: https://edhi.org/founder-profile/
SOCIAL MEDIA PRESENCE
We at Khilji & Co, Chartered Accountants are fully aware
of the fact that in this modern day and age connectivity is
the key. Hence, we keep of striving for this through
various social media forums. Please visits our pages and
do provide your valuable comments.
FACEBOOK
https://www.facebook.com/khiljiandco/
LINKEDIN
https://www.linkedin.com/in/khilji-and-co-charteredaccountants-982b73143/
TWITTER:
https://twitter.com/AndKhilji
WHATSAPP:
https://chat.whatsapp.com/BHCSFRh1rfuIBSwtIWJ
WFp
YOUTUBE:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCA4UjhDS_AM
KNOFVu7_Qjyg
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