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B13FORE THE KPIC SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1453/2013

Atifullah Versus Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Secretary, Public Health Engineering Department, Peshawar

etc.
.IUDGMEN4'

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFIEIDI. CHAIRMAN29.08.2016

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

Government Pleader for respondents present.

Atilullah son of Rahim Khan hereinafter referred to as2.

the appellant has preferred the instant service appeal under

Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act,

I 1974 against order dated 04.06.2013 whereby he was removed

froju service and where-against his departmental appeal dated

24.06.2013 was not responded and hence the instant service
V

appeal on 22.10.2013.%
V

V' Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal are that the3.

appellant was appointed as Operator-cum-Chowkidar on WSS

Khan Malook Bogaran in BPS-1 vide order dated 08.11.2010.

'fhal while serving so he was proceeded against departmentally

on the allegations of willful absence and his services terminated

with immediate effect vide impugned order dated 04.6.2013.
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[.earned counsel for the appellant has argued that neither4.I--T
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any enquiry was conducted under Government Servants (E&D)

Rules, 2011 nor procedure prescribed for removal ifom service

was adopted as the appellant was available for duty and was

obstructed by one Khan Malook owner of the property provided

for the installation of Tube-Well. That, otherwise, publication

was made only in one newspaper and as such the impugned

order is liable to be set aside.

Learned Government Pleader has argued5. that the

appellant failed to perform duty despite issuance of notice

including show case notice dated 13.05.2013.

According to material placed on record the appellant was6.

appointed as Tube-well Operator-cum-Chowkidar vide

appointment order dated 08.11.2010. There are various

pplications of the appellant wherein he has informed the SDO

Sub-Division concerned as well as XBN, PHE District Karak,

complaining therein, that Khan Malook alleged owner of the

property provided for installation of Tube-Well is not allowing

him to perform his duty. In such a situation it would not be safe

to infer that the appellant intentionally absented himself from

performing his duty. Even otherwise requirements of Rule-9 of

the Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 were not

complied with as the advertisement was made in one newspaper 

instead of two and defence of appellant not con^ufe^ki^espite 

availability of the appellant.

\
3In the afore-stated circumstances we are constrained to7.

accept the present, appeal, set aside the impugned order dated
r.

1 ^
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04.6.2013 and reinstate, the appellant in service with the

directions to respondents to conduct enquiry in order to

ascertain as to whether the appellant intentionally absented

himself from duty or obstructed by the said Khan Malook

alleged owner of the property. Appellant be given opportunity

of participation in the enquiry proceedings which shall be

conducted and concluded within a period of 2 months from the

date of receipt of this Judgment. In case the respondents fail to

conduct and conclude the enquiry within the specified period

then it shall be deemed that the appellant has been reinstated in

service and his period of absence from duty, in such

circumstances, shall be treated as leave of the kind due. Parties

are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record

room.

C
V(MuhlaiTmtad Azim K 

airman
1

■ e?
(Pir F3akhsh Shah) 

Member

ANNOUNCED
29.08.2016



ir #.'1 mAppellant in person and Mr. Noor Muhammad, SOG
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^'I'ia'longwith Mr, . Usman vGhani,. Sr,GP for respondent.'present.

09.05.2016
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' “Appellant requested foV;^^ due to General Strike of the
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Bar. To come up for arguments on 29,.08.2016.. ' i
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Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP with Muhammad Farooq, SO for the respondents present. 

Due to incomplete Bench, case is adjourned to 04.3.2015 for

10.10.2014
4

arguments.
H
% nV
fi MEMBERI

:rii ijrici h;r, Muhammad JanClerk lO cca.-';: -im 10.10.20:14 ' >
VI

GP Apfieilaht in' person arid Mr. Muhamrii&'Janj''’”^'^'‘'' 

‘GP’ frir; tfre^respondents present. Counsel forrihe appellant iS'^ ' ^" ■

not available. To come up.for arguments on 8.07.2015.

4.3.2015

;;

c?jV-^
M^E

ER _• h^ MEMBERI

I ian.

■■K:ZOr\l.:! 1, ;•V

5 . Counsel for. the appellant and Mr. Muhammad'dan, 'GP for 

- respondents-present; Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment. To come up for arguments on £>!- C>f-

08.07.2015 -V. rv^X.

1

Vi
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Member

h

i.

Clerk to counsel for'the appellant and Assistant AG for 

respondents present. Arguments could not be heard due to

incomplete Bench. To come up for arguments on 9.5.2016 before D.B.
•- .l-u'av - ... • •• ■-
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Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP present. 
Fresh notices be issued to the respondents. To come up for written 

reply on 26.3.2014.
:•
I \

MEMB
* \ \

; •
Counsel for the appellant and AAG with Azizur 

Rahman,, SPO for The, .respondents present and reply filed., 

Copy,.handed oyer .to, counsel for the appellarrf. To come up * 

for rejoinder on 12.5.2015.

26.3.2014

Y
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP with Muhammad Farooq, Assistant Social Organizer for 

the respondents present. Rejoinder received. Copy handed 

over to the learned GP. To come up for arguments on 

12.6;2014.

12.5.2014.•5

■ 'Tl

!

I*•

r

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Jan, GP with Muhammad Farooq, Assistant Social Organizer for 

the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant nee^ time. To 

come up for arguments on 10.10.2014. /

12.6.2014
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Court of

1453/2013Case No,. I

DMeof order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateS.No.

■ ^ 2 31

'V'
The appeal of Mr. Atifullah resubmitted today by Mr. 

M. Qasim Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing.

29/10/201.3
1

\

REGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on

2

J

chair:
S.;

t

/
i

/
/
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the appeal of Mr. Atifullah Operator Cum Valve Man WSS Laghari Bogaran Khan Malook 

Korooha received today i.e. on 22.10.2013 is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission wichin 15 days.
1

f.

1-. Law underwhich appeal is filed is not mentioned.

•> •;
ys.t,No.

t
Ofy [ [7 /2013.Dt.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. M.Qasim Kiian Khattak Adv. Karak.

7
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IN THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR

' *'>.
*

*
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Service Appeal No. /^(S3 /2013' i*' .'f

Atifullah Appellant

Versus

Province of K.P.K & others Respondents

I N D E X

! s.# Description of Documents Annex Page
1. Memo of Appeal 1-7

2. Affidavit 8

3. Addresses of the Parties 9

4. Copy of appointment order "A" 10

Copy of application dated 17rl0-20115. "B" 11

6. Copy of application dated 15-4-2-2013 "C" 12

7. Copy of application dated 18-4-2013 "D" 13

8. Copy of termination order 14

9. Copy of departmental appeal/registry 
receipt

15-19

10. Wakalatnama 20

• {O'
Appellant

Through
I

M.QASIM KHAN KHAttAK
Advocate, Takht-e-Nasrati, 

Karak
Dated:

•f.

V
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IN THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K. PESHAWAR

-j
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/2013Service Appeal No.

Atifullah Operator-cum-valve-Man son of Rahim Khan, 

WSS Laghari Bogaran Khan Malook Koroona,

Laghar Banda Tehsil Takht-e-Nasratl,

AppellantDistrict Karak

Versus

Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 

Public Health Engineering department, K.P.K, 

Peshawar.

1.

Chief Engineer, Public Health Engineering K.P.K, 

Peshawar.

2.

Superintendent Engineer, Public Health Engineering 

Circle, Kohat.
3.

X.E.N Public Health Engineering Division,4.

RespondentsKarak
< = ><^ < = ><^ < = ><=>< = ><::^>

APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
5 NO. 03/SE/PHE/6 DATED 04.6.2013;

WHEREBY THE RESPONDENT N0.3

TERMINATED/REMOVED THE SERVICES OF

APPELLANT.

^ i'f I



• 5 2

* *

•vi'

<^< = >o< = ><J=>< = ><^< = >^
Respectfully Shewethi

as bellow:-The appellant most humbly submits

1. That the appellant was appointed as Operator cum

Khan Malook Bogaran TehsilChowkidar on WSS 

Takht-e-Nasrti by SE public Health Engineering circie 

Kohat vide ietter No. 35/SE/PHE/6 dated 08-11-2010

permanent basis BPS-l(2970-90-5670) per month

admissible under the rule
on

plus usual allowances as 

from time to time, (copy of appointment order is

enciosed as annexure "A")

appeiiant submitted arrival report on 

10.11.2010 (F.N) in the office of Executive Engineer

which date the appointment of the 

other employees was

That the2.

PHE Karak on

appellant with so many

malafidely which order was challenged bycancelled

the appellant & others in

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar allowed the same

with connected Write Petition No.4078 of 2010 on 02-

W.P No 4134 of 2010 and

the

set aside.and cancellation order was 

(Attested copy of the decision of Peshawar High Court 

will be produced if required)

03-2011

resumed the duty on tube well 

District Karak in

3. That the appellant

Tehsil Takht-e-NasrtiBogaran

2IL
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consequence of judgment dated 02-03-2011 of the

Peshawar High Court as ordered by Executive

Engineer Pubiic Heaith Division Karak but one Mr.

Khan Maiook in whose property the tube weii was

instailed, restrained the appeiiant from discharging

duty and did not aiiow the appeiiant to run the tube

well and perform the duty which was reported to the

XEN PHE Karak orally directed the appeiiant to go to

the tube well but the above mentioned person Khan

Maiook continuously restrained the appeiiant from

running the tube vrell.

That ultimately the appeiiant reported the illegal acts4.

of the Khan Maiook to EXN PHE Karak through written

application dated 17-10-2011 to which the XEN PHE

did not pay any attention but orally directed the

appellant to stay in his office and stopped the monthly

salary of the appellant. (Copy of application Is

attached as anne> ure "B".

That the XEN PHE Karak again sent the appellant to5.

tube well in the year 2013 but theabove mentioned

appellant found the same ill treatment of the above

Maiook who did not allow thementioned Khan

appellant to run the tube well which matter was again

and again reporbid through written application dated



4

15-04-2013 to the XEN PHE Karak and 18-04-2013 to

SDO PHE Karak(copies of the application are attached

as annexure "C" & "D" respectively).

6. That the XEN PHE Karak has not paid any salary to the 

appellant till 04-06-2013 on which date services of the 

appellant were ternninated by superintendent Engineer 

Public Health Engineering Circle Kohat. (copy of 

termination order is annexure "E")

7. That cadre of the appellant was changed/operatore- 

cum-Valve Man and the appellant had requested in 

the above mentioned application to the XEN PHE 

Karak and SDO PHE Karak to transfer the duty of the

appellant to any other tube well but suddenly the 

appellant received termination order No. 03/SE/ 

PHE/6 dated 04-06-2013 from Superintendent 

Engineer PHE Circle Kohat whereby services of the 

appellant were terminated malafidely and without 

giving any chance of hearing to the appellant.

That the above Impugned termination order was8.

based on recommendation of Executive Engineer PHE

Division Karak who was in knowledge of the

compulsion of the appellant had already submitted the 

illegal acts of the owner of the property where the
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►'

tube well was installed but Superintendent Engineer

PHE Circle Kohat was kept in dark malafidely by the

XEN PHE Karak.

That the appellant was not negligent in performing his9.

duties but has performed the duties continuously

without absence.

10. That on receipt of termination order from respondent

No.3, the appellant filed a departmental appeal before

the respondent No.l through registered AD, which

was kept in cold storage, (copy of the appeal is

enclosed as annexure "F" and postal registry receipt is

annexure "G")

11. That feeling aggrieved, now the appellant approaches

this Honourable Tribunal, on the following grounds.

inter alia;

GROUNDS:

That the impugned order of termination/removal areA.

against law and facts.

That the impugned termination order passed byB.

respondent No.03 and omission on the part of

respondent No.2 for not disposing of the departmental

appeal of the appellant are failure on their part to



6
,-r

exercise jurisdiction vested on them by law and the

impugned discourses of both the authorities are

without lawful authority and based on malafide.

That the impugned termination order dated 04.6.2013C.

has been passed without giving opportunity of hearing

to the appellant; therefore, the same is against the

principles of natural justice.

That no codal formalities nor any enquiry has beenD.

conducted by the concerned officers against the

appellant for passing the impugned termination order.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this

appeal, the impugned order dated 04.06.2013 of

respondent No.3 with regard to termination of

appellant which is illegal, without lawful authority.

malafide, abuse of power, self-contradictory, void-ab-

initio, ineffective upon the rights of the appellant may

please be set aside and the appellant be reinstated

against the post of Tube well Operator-cum-Valve Man 

with salary at the rate of (2970-90-5670) per month

plus usual allowances and other fringe benefits from

10-11-2010 to-date.



7

Any other relief which deems appropriate under

the circumstances of the case and not asked

specifically may also be granted.

Appellant
Through

M.QASIM KHA
Advocate, Takht-e-Nasrati, 

Karak.
Dated:

5

1

f



8
-S

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K. PESHAWAR

/2013Service Appeal No.

Atifullah Appellant

Versus

Province of K.P.K & others. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Atifullah, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath

that the contents of the accompanying Service Appeal are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

that nothing has been kept concealed from this Honourable

Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR

72013Service Appeal No.

Atifullah Appellant

Versus

Province of K.P.K & others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

A P P E L L A N T:

Atifullah Operator-cum-valve-Man son of Rahim Khan, 

WSS Laghari Bogaran Khan Malook Koroona,

Laghar Banda Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati,

District Karak.
RESPONDENTS:

Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 

Public Health Engineering department, K.P.K, 

Peshawar.

Chief Engineer, Public Health Engineering K.P.K, 

Peshawar.

Superintendent Engineer, Public Health Engineering 

Circle, Kohat.

X.E.N Public Health Engineering Division,

Karak. _

1.

2.
■!

r
3.

4.

Appella
Through

M.QASIM KHAN 1<VYAVTT/\K
Advocate, Takht-e-Nasrati,

Karak

'i

Dated:
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01 KICK 01 l lIK SUKKRIN I’KNDING KNGINKER 
IMillLlC UKAl/m KNCnNKKRlNG CIRCLE KOIIAT.¥‘r

/■

OI;l:ia:,yKI)l:l<

As iccoinniendcd by liic Dcpailinciital Selection Gomniitlee Mr.Atit Ullah s/o 

Kahccni r/o Laghari Banda is licrcby appointed as Opcrator-cum-Cliowkidar on Water 

Supply Sclicnic Kliai. Malook Bogarai, in BPS-1 (2970-90-5670) @ 2970/-l'.M per monlli plus usual 

lulniissihic uiulcr the rules IVom time to time with the following terms and condilions:-

Muhainmad

allov'iaiiees as

<3

All the terms and <-.('ndii i<'ns of pian'ineial G<wt. Services rules/policies in vogtie will be 
a[>plieablc.

Mis services will bc-lransrerable in the jurisdiction of this ofricc.

lie \yill have to produce valid 
from the Medical Superintendent of District Headquarter Hospital Karak.

He shall f.ir all mieiils and purposes, be civil seivaiil except l.tr purpose of.peiisi.ni or 
gralLiily. In lieu of pension and gratuity he shall be entitled to receive such amount 
contributed by. him towards Contributory provident Kimds(C.P.K) along with the 
contribution made by the Government to his aeeounl in the said find in the prescribed 
manners.

The offer of appointment is valid for(15) fifteen days from the date ofissuance. _

a

eei'liliealeputeri/ed NIC ami health and agecom.5.

t.

5

If the offer of appointment is acceptable to the applicant, be si all report arrival lor 

(Inly to the oITtee oi‘ l^xeeutivc fiigineer, P! If. Division Karak with in (iiftccn) I 5 days.

IT
ErtttincSuperio . / -

Ihiblkn luigg!: Circle • 
Kohal

/ /l/2()10./si:/piii7^ dated Kohal theNo.

Copy to the:

1. i:.\eeulivc Engineer, PHE, Division Karak.
2. The District Accounts On'iecr. Karak.
3. fhe applicant.

Superinte ringi
PublicXeahlKuig^ Circle

Kohal
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OFFICE ORDER-.
>/ mended by Executive Engineer Public Health Engg; Division. /\s reeom

^ I

Karak^vide his No.J- .r
2/E-lO dated 04/06/2013, ckje to prolong absence ond 

not perforoiing duty despite., of repeated notices

/.
I

and publishing
advertisement i^ newspapers, the service of Mr. Atif Ullah S/O Rahim Khan 

Operator'Cum Y.alve Man? Water Supply Scheme Laghari Bogaran Khan 

Malook Kdroonaiis hereby terminated with immediate effect

on
I
’L

in the interest;t.

of public'and Government work.

I-

tr
Superintending Engineer 

“Public Health Engg; Circle 

Kohat.
' 4

y
^^/s;e/phe/6No. cvDated Kohat the 706/2013.\

\ j
Copy to the:- I

t
I

1. The Deputy, Commissioner. Karak for information, olease
2. The Execu ive Engineer-Public Health Engg: Division'Karak v-/r

abov^ for information and further n^essary Ltion '
3. The District Accounts Officer, Karak.
4. The official concerned. •
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Chief Engineer 
Public Heath Engineering 
KPK Peshawar.

Subject DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER- NO."' " 

03/SE/PHE/6 DATED KOHAT THE 04-06-2013
OF SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER PUBLIC HEALTH
ENGINEERING. CIRCLE/ KOHAT.

i

i

Respected Sir

The appellant most humbly submits as below:-
I' ! !

1.' That the appellant was. appointed as ‘ Operator j’’ ■' 
cum Chowkidar on WSS Khan Malook Bogaran 

Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati by SE Public Health 

Engi neeri ng Ci rcl e. Kohat vi de 1 etter No.. ^ 
35/SE/PHE /6 dated 08-11-2010 on permanent 
basis-in BPS-1 (2970-90-5670) per month pldsC'.

* . * I

usual allowances as admissible under the?'■ 

rule from time to time.

f

f
' }•

I

'1 ■

I •

i :
r \ •

> 1

t•• 2. That the appellant submitted arrival report ohir 

10-11-2010- CF.N)in the office of' Executi vi'a'.' 
Engineer PHE Division Karak on which date the' 
appointment of the appellant with 

others employees was cancelled
so many; 

malafidely
/ which order was challenged by the appellant & 

others in' W. P No. 4134 of 2010 in the' 
Peshawar High Court Peshawar allowed the 

same with connected writ petition No. 4078 ' -
I

of 2010 on" 02r0;3--2011 and 

order was set aside.

7

1

cancellation
I ■

■3.- That the appellant resumed the duty on Tube 

well Bogaran Tehstl Takht-e-Nasrati District- . •

• 4
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/ 02of judgment datedKarak in consequence 

03-2011 of the Peshawar High Court as orderedy:',^ 

by Executive Engineer. Public Health Divisfon,;-
Khan Mai00k in whbse;: 

well • was

T-
!. ■'

Karak but one Mr.
the tube

; .■

i nstall et . ■ iproperty
restrained the appellant from'diseharging dut^

. };

•
thtirand' did not allow the appellant to

and perform the duty which mydiS:.’ 
the PHE- Karak orally direc.c.bd

run
a ■

tube well 
reported to 

the appellant to go .to

\ ;

the 'tube s

the above menti oned pengpijif
' ' ! 4 i

.1

continuously but
Mai 00k ■ continuously rest rai ned . i-th;b'- 

the tube wel 1 .•
Khan
appellant from running

;

t.

ultimately the appellant reported the
illegal acts 

Karak
-f! to which the 

attention 

stay in his
salary of the appel1 ant. . Copy of applicatnon 

is attached.

4. That•
of the Khan Mai 00k ^to EXN ; PHE 

by written application dated 17-10-201T

any

t)• :

t.
EKN ■ PHE did not pay ■

o'j

butcefally directed the appel 1 ant; lip
1,

office and stopped the month4
cr

A.
r-

PHE Karak again sent 

above mentioned tub well in.the
theThat the

appellant to
2013 but, the appellant found the same..Til -year ;

of the above mentioned Khan Malpoky ‘ ^
the': tgibe- i

treatment

did not allow the appellant to 

well which matter was again and again reppiueu

;

run . ^

iv
through written, applications -dated 15 04_ 20,1|3

SDO - pHtthe tXN PHE Karak & 18-04-2013 to i
• to

appl 1 cations :. ';a.reof theKarak-. (Copi es 

attached..
i

;I

1'i

i It': J
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:6;' That the'l^ PHE Karak has not paid any salary 

the appellant till 04-06-2013. on which date 

of the appellant were terminated by
Health

' ,,.N. t

J. to
■i

•: yservi ces'

^Superintendent- ■ Engineer 

Tlif |;Engi heeri ng Ci rcle, Kohat

ii ; i

'i PubTi c;

'■} . j

• ■rt’i.r; That the appellant had requested nnthe above
iPHE Karak .

;
i

■■:v i:K : !■ menti oned applications to. the
: *, ii . I

and SDO PHE Karak'to transfer the duty of the
otKc'T

appellant to any^tube well but suddenly the
termination order No. 

04-06-2013 ■ 'from

.PHE Ci rcle Kohat 

of the appellant were

V■ ' appel1 ant received 

03/SE/PHE/6
Superintendent Engineer

!

dated'r

i

whereby
T^ ;,-terminated malafidely and without giving any 

.1 ; : chance of heard ngJto the appellant. '

servicesJ!
;• . I; i'.

i
i

•i ;.! ;
: h.' •• I

•i •

That the above impagned.-termination order was 

based on- recommendation of Executive Engineer
•r ^7;-.:

PHE.Division Karak who was in knowledge of the
the appellant had already

i •

compulsion of 

submitted the illegal acts of the owner of
the property where the tube well was installed
but Superintendent Engineer PHE Circle KoPfat

dark malafidely' by the XEN.g„o PHEwas kept in 

Karak. .

of the appellant have been ■ 
fulTilling codal 

by the 

not

That services 

terminated 

formalities and conducting .inquiry
without

I

concerned officers and the appel1 ant■ was
but. has performed .the duty

the

i'

in negligence 

continuously v^'ithout absence. Therefore
:

}

i
:;

I ';
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1 aw andr.

order is against■;.

impugned terminationt

•! • :■•

^ jrul es.

the: appeal 

date of 

asi de the 

and re-instate 

ali back benefits.

to' al Tow- 

til 1 the

5requested 

with allowances 

the appellant

therefore 

salaries
•. . If: IS )I

1*;

fay 

termination
and set

to ;
. fmentioned aboveorder

of the appeliant with
termination 

services3

?

I,

yoTed;- 24-06-2013
n't.0; 1- . t' \ '■■■■■ ■' ■ '

; ‘ r. f* • - i ' 'T. : r i'
'O'l'|x’.^pel 1 ant

1

1.

Ullah Bogaran
. Jgs/O Rahim Khan 67^©^ WS , jehsi 1»alooK^Koroo„a^U,^«^Ba„.a

•1 ' •VW. K!
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Appeal No,1453/2013

Province of KPK & Others.V/SMr. Atifullah

APPLICATION FOR FIXING OF AN EARLY DATE OF 

HEARING IN THE ABOVE TITLED APPEAL INSTEAD OF 30.12.2013.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

That the appellant has filed the instant appeal against the 

impugned order dated 04.06.2013 whereby the appellant 
was terminated/removed from service without any cogent 
reasons.

1.

That the next date of hearing is fixed for 30.12.2013 before 

this Honouable Service Tribunal.
2.

That the termination order of the appellant has been passed 

without any legal procedures.
3.

That due to un-employment, the financial position of the 

appellant is very hard and will not be bearable.
4

That the financial crises for the whole family of the appellant 
will be increased due to having no job.

5.

That it will be in the interest of justice to fix the case at an 

early date.
6.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance 

of this application, an early date of hearing may kindly be fixed 

in the above Service Appeal instead of 30.12.2013. Any other



,14

remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit and appropriate 

that may also be awarded in favour of the appellant.

Appellant

ATIFULL7\H

. THROUGH:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT:

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the above Application are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Deponent


