o BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR

RM{'M‘O"‘ m&c_wfvﬂu No- 45| %ﬁ

g7
- In Re: Service Appeal No ;Qé of 2015
‘ Fazli Mabood............... | R A - Appellant -
' VERSUS ‘

District Food Controller, Charsadda & others........ Respondents

- INDEX A
‘S.No. - Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Application for Restoration of Service 1-2

Appeal alongmth afﬁdawt

2. | Copy of Order dated18.02.2019 A | 3- lf
_ Apphcant/Appellant
Through

2 -
Mian Muhibullah Kakakhel
Senior Advocate
Supreme Court of Pakistan

B | " Saifullah Muhib Kakakhel
Dated: %/03/2019 Advocate High Court
| Cell: 0334-4440744
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In Re: Semce Appeal No. 798/ of 2015

~ Fazli Mabood......... ettt Appellant.

VERSUS
District Food Controller, Charsadda & others........ Respondents

Application for Restoration: of the

Service Ani)eal dismissed in default on

18.02.2019

~ 1. That the above mentioned case was fixed. for i8.02.2019
' but the 'counsel for petitioner/ applicant could not
appear due to the reason that he was in Islamabad was
suffering from severe flu and fever in which it was not
possible for him to travel and appear before this:
Hon’ble Court.

2.  That the clerk of the counsel Mr. Syed Mohsin Ali
appeared and informed the Reader of the Court but the
case got dismissed wi'thdut considering the request of

authorized agent.

3. That the law favour decisions on merit and Apex Courts
have laid down the principle that technicalities shall not

be avoided as valuable rights of litigants is violated.

4.  That there was no ill-will involved in non appearance of

the applicant and his counsel.

5.  That the application is well within time. .




It is, therefore, reépectfully prayed that on acceptance

of this application, the relief as prayed for in the heading of
the application may kindly granted to the application, in the

best interest of justice.

Any other order deemed appropriate in the
circumstances may also be passed. The Applicant may be
allowed to put forward 'a-ny other arguments / documents at

the time of hearing of the case.

Applicant/Appellant

Thrqu gh ! (}

Mian Muhibullah Kakakhel
Senior Advocate
Supreme Court of Pakistan

) W’
Saifullah Muhib Kakakhel

Dated: 04/03/2019 - A_ Advocate High Court
Cell # 0334-4440744

AFFIDAVIT |
I, Fazli Mabood (appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and

declare on oath that contents of Application are true and correct

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
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BEFORE,_T11E KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

“Service Appeal No. B 1015 ﬁ,:c: provi
o | Diary Mo.. % |
. . ' ; Matad .
Fazli Mabood §/o Gut Rehman, e /5-

- R/o Street No.6, Alghan Colony, Peshawar. ..o ppeilant
" VERSUS

1o District ood Controller, Charsadda-

- 2. Direetor Food, KPK, Peshawar - ‘
: Ncar General Bus Stand, Govt Godown, G Road, P

' Scuumv 1, xL‘lblishmcnt

LI

Govt ol KPI, Civil Scerctariat, l)LShd\le
4. Sccreiury I:'ood,U()\/L()'FKPK,

- Benevolent Fund Building. Peshawar......... _..Respondents™

/\i_).;)czil wuder Section 4 of Khyher
Pakbianklwa Service 'Zl‘r.iflﬂunu.l Acy, 1974
,‘ltfnimt the order of réi‘ircmcnt of the
'd])p("!dlli dated 18.03.2015, whu'(.hy the |
appellant has’ ‘been mtucd in l’xp“a 4
{froma the office ~of District  Food
- (_‘,{antf‘(;ilér, Charsadda instead of BPS-17,
"i:hus the appcll:«mt suffered u loss of

tenetl: of service and finane ally!

‘Esa—-—z,‘.?

Rcspccltull\ ‘shuwclh

Sl llmL 1he appcllant was dpp()llltLd as Jumm (luk in thc

<e-submitiod "‘W Jood e pu{mcnl on 06.07.1973, wals pmumtu as Scnl()l
- nd filed: R _
Clevk in 1980, was posted as Assistant/ Accountant BPS-11,

: %%a{{ - which is a tlead Clerk Postin the District.
RUEAD |




.24 1,4 24 Eh’ o - Junior to counsel. for the appellant and Mr. ‘Kabirulah ° - é

'I\}mual\ learned Addmonal Advocale General  for ~the
~ respondents  present. Junior to counsel for the appellant
~_requested for adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant is

not in attendance. Adyourned ‘To come [or arguments on

2 S 02.2019 bef01c D B.

-

Member -

| 1.8.0‘2:2019 Nemo for ‘the appellant. Learned Deputy District
o Attorney for the respondents present.
It is already 4:00 PM and the case has been called more

than once. Despite, no one is In attendance on behalf of

- appellant. DlSl‘nlSSCd for want of prosecution. Flle be

consigned to the record room.

A

Member
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