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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHEA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.j3^_/2022

IN

SERVICE APPEAL No.1509/2018

Applicant/Petitioners.Israr Zuman

Versus
The Inspector General,
Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhvm ajiciothers............. ...........Respondents.
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tBEFOTiF, THE KHYBER l> A l< II TV! IN K H E A SERVICE TRIBUNAL, I'ESIIAWAR
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\ uated,

AppHcant/Petitioners.

/2022Execution Petition No:
IN

SERVICE APPEAL No.Ls09/2018
X

Israr Ziiman S/o Khan Zaman, 
Rx-Warder. District Jail Lakki, 
District Lakki Marwat.............

Versus

1. 'Fhe Inspector General. Prison. Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhvva.

2. The Superintendent. Circle H.Qs. Prison. Haripur.

3. The Superintendent. Sub-Jaik Dassu Kohistan. District Kohistan.

4. The Superintendent, Circle Head Quarter, Prison. Bannu.

5. The Superintendent, District Jail Lakki,
District i.akki Marwat.......................... Respondents.

APPLICATION FOR EXECUTION OF THE ORDER OF THIS 

HOUNRABLE TRIBUNAL DATED 03-12-2021 PASSED IN 

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1509/2018.

Respectti,i 11 y Sheweth.

ITicts giving rise to the present petition are as under:-

1. That the applicant filed the above titled service appeal before this IloiTblc 

Tribunal which was partially accepted by this Honble Iribunal 

Order/Judgment dated 03-12-2021.
Copy ofOrder/Judgment dated 03-12-2021 is attached as Annexure-A.

2. That this Hoirblc Tribunal was pleased to partially allow the service 

appeal in following words;

“06. In view' of the foregoing discussion, the 

instant appeal is partially accepted. The 

appellant is re-instated into service with 

direction to respondents to conduct de- 

novo inquiry in accordance with law by 

affording appropriate opporttinity of 

defense. Needless to mention that the

vide

^ .
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issue of back benefits would be 

conditional with the outcome of de-novo 

proceedings. Parties are left to bear their 

own costs. File be consigned to record 

room.”

3, That after obtaining the attested copy of the order, applicant approached 

the respondents and requested to act upon the directions of this HoiTble 

Tribunal but respondents not only failed to comply with the same but the) 

ridiculed the order.

4. That the acts and actions of the respondents squarely fall within the ambit 

of the Contempt of the Court and as such they are liable to be proceeded 

for the Contempt and for the punishment under the law.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this application, 

this Hon’ble Tribunal may graciously be pleased to direct the re.spondenls 

to implement the .ludgment of this Moirble Tribunal dated 03-12-2021 in 

its true spirit and submit the compliance report before the this Hon’ble 

Tribunal forthwith.

Applicant *

Asliraf A!i Kliattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Through

&

ghal
Advocate, Peshawar

/I •
*■ ■
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FJEl^ORE THE KHYBER PA KH TUN KITE A SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2022Execution Petition No.

IN

SERVICE APPEAL No. 1509/2018

Applicant/Petitioners.Israr Zuman,

Versus
The Inspector General,
Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

1, Israr Zaman S/o Khan Zaman Ex-Warder District Jail, Lakky 

Marwat, do hereby solemnly affairms on Oath that the contents 

of this application are true and correct to the best ot my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the 

notice of this Hon,ble Tribunal.

T
DEPONENT )

attested

Oath*r ★
Commissioner)

Q

f-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKEIWA SERVICE TRIBUNALv¥

Service Appeal No. /2018
»>»Ar.v IMo. / ’~^. S

Israr Zuman S/o Khan Zunian, 
Ex-Warder District Jail Lakki, 
District Lakki Marwat...........

Duied

Appellant

Versus

1. The Inspector General Prison, Govt, of Khyber Paklitunkhwa.

2. The Superintendent, Circle H. Qs, Prison, Haripur.

3. The Superintendent, Sub-Jail Dassu Kohistan, District 
Kohistan.

4. The Superintendent Circle Head Quarter Prison, Bannu.

5. The Superintendent District Jail Lakki, District Lakki 
Marwat Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT. 1974 READ

, WITH RULE 19 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

^ ■ GOVERNMENT

' DISCIPLINE) RULES. 2011 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
SERVANTS (EFFICIENCY AND

FINAL REJECTION ORDER NO. EstbAVard/Order/

29039 DATED 04-10-2018 COMMUNICATED ON 20-M- 

^-%Sday2018 BY ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT DISTRICT 

’I JAIL LAKKI NAMELY RAIZ KHAN AT HIS OFFICE

APPELLANT:
MADE/ISSUED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAT. OF

ON THE REQUEST OF THE

THE APPELLANT FILED AGAINST THE ORIGIN AT

IMPUGNED ORDER N0.1464 DATED 19-07-2018 OF
RESPONDENT'N0.2.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAK^TiiMimWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

■■OH

Service Appeal Mo. 1509/2018

14.12.2018
03.12.2021

Date of Institution ... 

Date of Decision ...

S/o Khan Zaman Ex-Warder District Jail Lakki, District Lakki Marwat.
' ... (Appellant)

Israr Zaman

VEF;SUS

The Inspector General Prisons Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and four others.
(Respondents)

Ashraf Ali Khattak, 
Advocate For Appellant

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For Respondents

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

ROZINA REHMAN 
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

• 11

■ % •

) V- ..^''lUDGMENI
\

Brief facts of theatto-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):-

case are that the appellant was initially appointed as Warder on 26-01-2015 in 

Prison Department. During the course of his service, tne appellant was proceeded 

against on the charges of misconduct and was ultimately removed from service vide

C'l-der dated 19-07-2018. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal

hence the instant service appeal withdated Od-10-2018 which was dismissc

that the impugned orders dated 19-07-2018 and 04-10-X.018 may be set 

aside and viie appeiiant may be. re-instated in service with all back benefits.

'

prayers

/

Learned counsel for the appel'arit has contended that the respondents 

have not treated the appeiiant in accordarice with law and have acted in violation of

02.
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of the Constitution; that Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant 

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 provides for a prescribed mechanism for 

proceeding against a civil servant, but such procedure has not been adopted by the 

respondents , therefore the order of removal from service is nullity in the eye of law

Article-4

and liable to be set aside; that malafide of the respondents is evident from the fact

not communicated to thethat the impugned order of removal f!;om service 

appellant and he has acquired the same through his personal efforts; that no 

inquiry was conducted nor any opportunity was afforded to the appellant to defend 

thus the appellant was condernned unheard; that departmental appeal of 

the appellant was rejected without any cogent reason.

was

his cause.

Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended 

lant was removed from service based on an inquiry conducted against 

h^the appellant in a brawl with his co-warder on the issue of late coming to 

snatched his rifle and had attempted to kill his co-warder in presence of 

whojiowever. was, rescued J?.v. othejLofficials present .on the spot; that 

nquiry committee found him a habitual deserter and a problematic official and

was recommended for major punishment; that charge sheet/statement of
1

allegations was served upon the appellant, but he did not respond; that a proper 

show cause notice was also served upon the appellant and the appellant was
4

afforded ample opportuniW of defense, but the appellant failed to prove his 

innocence; that the appellant has been treated in accordance with law and all the 

codal formalities as required under the law have been fulfilled.

03.

that the appi

him;
\ duty,V/

witnesses.

the i

VVe liave heard learned courisel for the parties and have perused the04.

record.

Record reveals that the appellant was appointed as vmder on 26-01- 

ij'During the course of his service, the appellant was proceeded against on the 

charges of misconduct and was removed from service, who however was re­

instated in service and was deputed to serve on main gate of the jail. The appellant

05.

Pfcshaw ar
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supposed to replace his co-warder at 3.00pm sharp, but he turned up with 

delay of 32 minutes, which resulted into a scuffle between them and the appellant 

snatched rifle of his co-warder and loaded it and tried to open fire on him, but 

other officials present on the spot snatched rifle from the appellant and reported 

the issue to the high ups. Placed on record is charge sheet/statement of 

allegations, as well as show cause notice, but record is silent as to whether the 

served upon the appellant,or not. Placed on record is also an inquiry 

report, which shows that the appellant was called for personal hearing but he did 

not turn up, hence ex-parte action was recommended against him. We have 

observed that the incident took place in Sub-Jail Dasso, thereafter the appellant 

transferred to Lakki Jail and it is not clear as to whether the appellant was 

associated with the proceedings or ex-parte action was concluded against the 

appellant. We are of the opinion that the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with law and was not afforded appropriate opportunity to defend his

was

same were

was

cause.

In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is partially 

accepted. The appellant is re-instated into service with direction to respondents to 

conduct de-novo inquiry in accordance with law by affording appropriate 

opportunity of defense. Needless to mention that the issue of back benefits would 

be conditional with the outcome of de-novo proceedings. Parties are left to bear 

their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

06.

ANNOUNCED
03.12.2021

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
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WAKALATNAMA
(\

^ex\]\ce \'t\V-.uv^(3.>yIN THE COURT OF ^

I.U
CLawov vA Appellant (s)/Petitioner(s)

AVERSUS

\We g(f trfe ■
Respondent (s)

- ________________ do hereby appoint
Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak, Advocate Suprenre Court of Pakistan, Mr. AH 
Bakht Mughal, Advocate & Sadia Umar Advocate Peshawar in the 
above mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and 

things.

I/We

To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned 
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 

other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

case m1.

any

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, 
appeals,’affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any othei 
documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for 
the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may 
be or become due and payable to us during the couise of 
proceedings.

AND hereby agree:-

That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part 
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama 
hereunder, the contents of which have been read/explained to 
me/us and fully understood by me/us this______________ _____

a.

1
Attested & Accepted by

Signature of Executants

----- r-tnO

Ashraf AH Khattak,
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

ughal
Advocate, Peshawar

&

Sadia Umar Advocate

T
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BI^WORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHEA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

. 533 /2022Execution Petition No
IN

SERVICE APPEAL No.t509/2018

Israr Zuman S/o Khan Zaman. 
Ex-Warder. District Jail Lakki, 
District Lakki Marwat............. Applicant/Petitioners.

Versus

1. The Inspector General. Prison, Govt. ol' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

2. The Superintendent. Circle H.Qs, Prison. Maripur.

3. The Superintendent. Sub-Jail, Dassu Kohistan. District Kohistan

4. The Superintendent. Circle Head Quarter. Prison. Bannu.

5. The Superintendent, District Jail Lakki.
District Lakki Marwat.......................... Respondents.

FOR EXECUTION OF THE ORDER OF THISAPPLICATION
HOUNRABLE TRIBUNAL DATED 0.Vi2-2021 PASSED IN

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1509/2018.

Respectfu 11 y Sheweth.

Facts giving rise to the present petition cire as under:-

1. That the applicant filed the above titled service appeal before this l ion blc

partially accepted by this Moirble Tribunal videTribunal which was 

Order/Judgment dated 03-12-2021.
Copy of Order/Judgment dated 03-12-2021 is attached as Annexure-A.

That this HoiTble Tribunal was pleased to partially allov\’ the service 

appeal in following words;
2.

In view' of the foregoing discussion, the 

instant appeal is partially accepted. The 

appellant is re-instated into service w'ilh 

direction to respondents to conduct de- 

novo inquiry in accordance with law' by 

affording appropriate o|)porttinitY of 

defense. Needless to mention that the

“06.
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« % issue of buck benefits vvoulcl be 

conditional with the outcome of de-novo 

proceedings. Parties are left to bear their 

own costs. File be consigned to record 

room.”

That after obtaining the attested eop)' of the order, applicant approached 

the respondents and requested to act upon the directions of this l ion'ble 

Tribunal but respondents not only failed to comply with the same but the> 

ridiculed the order.

j.

4. That the acts and actions of the respondents squarely fall wiihin the ambil 

ol the Contempt ol the Court and as such they are liable to be proceeded 

for the Contempt and for the punishment under the law.

It is therefore, humbl}- prayed that on acceptance of this application, 

this Hon'ble Tribunal may graciously be pleased to direct the respondents 

to implement the .ludgment of this IToiTble Tribunal dated 03-12-2021 in 

its true spirit and submit the compliance report before the this Hon'ble 

Tribunal forthwith.

-y
Applicant *

X\—
Asliraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Th rough

&

ATTB^fewglial
Advocate, Peshawar

Dated; / 08/2022
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l^^FORE THE KHYBER PAKMTUNKHEA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWARa
Execution Petition No. /2022

IN

SERVICE APPEAL No.l509/20I8

Applicaiit/Petitioners.Israr Ziiman

Versus
The Inspector General.
Prison. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

1, Israr Zaman S/o Khan Zaman Ex-Warder District Jail, Lakky 

Marwat, do hereby solemnly affairms on Oath that the contents 

of this application are true and correct to the best ot my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the 

notice of this Hon,ble Tribunal.
j’

DEPONENT )
f.n>Mtedr\ ■

O \
. \

! ir Oalh
■'.•■'im ss^cnerj,,

■irI
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B EFO RE THE KHYBER PAKEITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALOT^ ci /

«»»»r.v Nn. / y,

f. •

Service Appeal No. /2018

Israr Zuman S/o Khan Zuman, 
Ex-Warder District Jail Lakki, 
District Lakki Marwat........... Appellant

Versus

1. The Inspector General Prison, Govt, of Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.

2. The Superintendent, Circle H. Qs, Prison, Haripur.

3. The Superintendent, Sub-Jail Dassu Kohistan, District 
Kohistan.1 Nm

■lim
4. The Superintendent Circle Head Quarter Prison, Bannu.iim
5. The Superintendent District Jail Lakki, District Lakki 

Marwat
i

Respondents

I
m SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBERI

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT. 1974 READC 9
. WITH RULE 19 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

government SERVANTS tEFFICIENCY AND 

DISCIPLINE) RULES. 2011 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

FINAL REJECTION ORDER NO. EstbAVard/Order/

29039 DATED 04-10-2018 COMMUNICATED ON 20-11- 

{ .?^^^-^y2018 BY ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT DISTRICT 

JAIL LAKKI NAMELY RAIZ KHAN AT HIS OFFICE

ON THE REQUEST OF THE APPELLANT:

r\

MADE/ISSUED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF

THE APPELLANT FILED AGAINST THE ORIGINAL 

IMPUGNED ORDER N0.1464 DATED 19-07-2018 OF
RESPONDENT N0.2.

f!
rf4;
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Service Appeal No. 1509/2018 —

14.12.2018
03.12.2021

Date of Institution ... 

Date of Decision ... u; ?i

Israr Zaman S/o Khan Zaman Ex-Warder District Jail Lakki, District Lakki Marwat.
' ' ' ... (Appellant)-.

veksus

Inspector General Prisons Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and four others.
. ... (Respondents)

. The

Ashraf Ali Khattak, . 
Advocate For Appellant

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For Respondents

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

ROZINA REHMAN 
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

■ • I

UDGMENT

Brief facts of the

case -are that the appellant was initially appointed as Warder on 26-01-2015 in 

Prison Department. During the course of his service, the appellant was proceeded 

against on the charges of misconduct and was ultimately removed from service vide 

order dated 19-07-2018. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal 

dated O-^-lO-ZOlS which \n^s dismiGs.ffrJ, hence the instant service appeal with 

prayers that the impugned orders dated 19-07-2018 and 04-10-2018 may be set 

aside and tiie appellant may be re-instated in service with all back benefits.

Learned counsel for the appei'e.nt has contended that the respondents 

have not treated the appellant in accordance withl law and have acted in violation of

ATIQ-UR-RFHMAN WAZIR .MEMBER (E):-

Ivril^S'i'EP
/

- -'T
02.

« ^ .'i r •'

'a
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• A Artjcle-4 of the Constitution; that Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant 

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 provides for a prescribed mechanism for 

proceeding against a civil servant, but such procedure has not been adopted by the 

respondents , therefore the order of removal from service is nullity in the eye of law 

and liable to be set aside; that malafide of the respondents is evident from the fact 

that the impugned order of removal from service was not communicated to the 

appellant and he has acquired the same through his personal efforts; that no 

inquiry was conducted nor any opportunity was afforded to the appellant to defend 

his cause, thus the appellant was condemned unheard; that departmental appeal of 

the appellant was rejected without any cogent reason.

Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended 

nt was removed from 5'ervice based on an inquiry conducted .against

03.

that the app*

^ the appellant in a bravv/l with his co-warder on the issue of late coming to 

duty, snatched his rifle and had attempted to kill his co-warder in presence of 

who however was rescued by other officials present on the spot;- that

him-

'■v /

witnesses,

the inquiry committee found him a habitual deserter and a problematic official and 

was recommended for major punishment; that charge sheet/statement of

allegations was served upon the appellant, but he did not respond; that a proper 

show cause notice was also served upon the appellant and the appellant was 

afforded ample opportunity of defense, but the appellant failed to prove his 

innocence; that the appellant has been treated in accordance with law and all the 

codal formalities as required under the law have been fulfilled.

have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused theWe04.

record.
yrTES^rmy

Record reveals that the appellant was appointed as warder on 26-01- 

20i5. During the course of his service, the appellant was proceeded against on the 

charges of misconduct and was removed from service, who however was re­

instated in sei-vice and was deputed to serve on main gate of the jail. The appellant

05.
• ' ’ T.'

o-
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<y -• -a T• n supposed to replace his co-warder at 3.00pm sharp, but he turned up with 

delay of 32 minutes, which resulted into a scuffle between them and the appellant 

snatched rifle of his co-warder and loaded it and tried to open fire on him, but 

other officials present on the spot snatched rifle from the appellant and reported 

to the high ups. Placed on record is charge sheet/statement of

was

the issue

allegations, as well as show cause notice, but record is silent as to whether the 

served upon the appellant,or not. Placed on record is also an inquiry 

report, which shows that the appellant was called for personal hearing but he did

same were

not turn up,' hence ex-parte action was recommended against him. We have 

observed that the incident took place in Sub-Jail Dasso, thereafter the appellant 

transferred to Lakki Jail and it is not clear as to whether the appellant was 

associated with the proceedings or ex-parte action was concluded against the 

appellant. We are of the opinion that the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with law and was not afforded appropriate opportunity to defend his

was

cause.

)
In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is partially 

accepted. The appellant is re-instated into service with direction to respondents to 

conduct de-novo inquiry in accordance with law by affording appropriate 

opportunity of defense. Needless to meptiOn that the issue of back benefits would 

be conditional with the outcome of de-novo proceedings. Parties are left to bear 

their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

06.

ANNOUNCED
03.12.2021

\ ) 
VVi^ / (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)^HMAN)(ROZIN
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wakaTATNAMA
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IN THE COURT OF ^

jti
. <za'iv'vo^v^ Appellant(s)/retitiomr(s)

0VERSUS
\v\5fefA3X (hcrc\ijL\\v^

Respondent(s)

t/Wp _______________ do hereby appoint
Mr. Ashraf Ali Kliattak, Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan, Mr. AIi 
Bakht Mughal, Advocate & Sadia Umar Advocate Peshawai in the 
above mentioned case, to do all or any of the follov/ing acts, deeds and
things.

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the abo\'e mentioned 
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 
any other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, 
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any other 
documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for 
the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may 
be or become due and payable to us during the course of 
proceedings.

case m

AND hereby agree:-

That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part 
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama 
hereunder, the contents of which have been read/explained to 
me/us afld fully understood by me/us this _____

a.

^.7Attested & Accepted by
Signature of Executants

Ashraf AIi Kliaftak,
Advocate,

. Supreme Court of Pakistan

& -^-AtlrlBaTmT-Miighal 
Advocate, Peshawar

Sadia Umar Advocate

'rrn
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHEA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2021Misc: Application No

IN

SERVICE APPEAL No.1505/2018
Israr Zuman, 
Ex-Warder.., Applicant/Petitioners.

Versus
The Inspector General,
Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others .Respondents.

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING.

,nA
Respectfully Sheweth,

Facts giving rise to the present application are as under:-

That the titled service appeal has been pending before this 

Honorable Court, which has been fixed for 03-12-2021. 

That appellant has been removed from service vide order 

dated 19-07-2018 and till than he is jobless.

That applicant is very poor fellow and is with burden of 03 

minor school going children and wife.

That applicant has been pursuing his remedy before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal since, 2018 and number of times final 

arguments were adjourned.

That applicant cannot afford lengthy adjournments because 

of un-employment.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

For the aforesaid reasons, it is therefore, humbly prayed 

that on acceptance of this application/petition, this Hon’ble 

Tribunal may graciously be pleased to fix the titled service appeal 

at earliest possible date.

Applicant/Petitioner

Ashraf Ali 
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Through

0^2021Dated:
1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHEA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2021Misc: Application No

IN

SERVICE APPEAL No.1505/2018

Israr Zuman, 
Ex-Warder.., Applicant/Petitioners.

s
Versus

The Inspector General,
Prison, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others Respondents.

Affidavit
'i

I, Israr Zaman S/o Khan Zaman Ex-Warder District Jail, Lakky 

Marwat, do hereby solemnly affairms on Oath that the contents of 

this application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been conc^led from the notice of this 

Hon,ble Tribunal.L

DeponentI

ATT\S^t ■y

!

'1

(

1
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