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" FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Execution Petition No. 427/2022

Order or other procee'd}ng-s 'Wifﬁ‘:‘s-ignature ofjudéé

The execution petition of Muhammad Arif submitted today by
Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant register and put
up to the Court for proper order please. This execution petition be put up
before Single Bench at Peshawar on _' _S’;—_f’— 22 . Original file be

requisitioned. Notices to the parties be also issued for the date fixed.
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3 BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
Y PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. (/127 /2022
In Service Appeal No.4053/2020

Muhammad Arif VIS . Education Department
‘ INDEX |

S. No. | Documents Annexure P. No.

01 Memo of Execution Petition | —emmeee 01-03

02 | Copies of order dated 26.01.2009 and A&B 04-09
memo of service appeal

03 | Copy of judgment dated 14.09.2021 . C 10-15
04 | Copy of order 18.10.2021 D 16
10 | VakalatNama | e 17
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- THROUGH:

. (TAIMNR'ALI KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
PESHAWAR
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/ﬁ? BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

Khyber Palihtukhwa
‘ Serviee Tribunal

Diary o SUY

Execution Petition No. l/l >/7 /2022 Dated )gz 0 :71)022‘ .
In Service Appeal No0.4053/2020

Muhammad Arif, PST,

GPS, Sikandar Janubi No.1 Paroa, District D.I.Khan.

PETITIONER

VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary
and Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Director Elementary and Secondary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Education Officer, (Male) Dera Ismail Khan.

The Deputy District Officer (Male) Elementary and Secondary
Education, Dera Ismail Khan.
RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE
JUDGMENT DATED 14.09.2021 OF THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND
SPIRIT. '

.................

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

l.

That the petitioner has filed service appeal No.4053/2020 in the
Honorable Tribunal against the impugned suspension order dated
26.01.2009 passed by respondent No.3, whereby the petitioner was
suspended with effect from 30.07.2007 and against the in action vide
which the respondents are not acting in accordance with law for
entertaining the appeal/representation of the appellant vide dated
16.05.2019 for reinstatement of the appellant in the department with



all back benefits. (Copies of order dated 26.01.2009 and memo of
service appeal are attached as Annexure-A&B)

The said appeal was heard by this Honourable Service Tribunal on
14.09.2021. The Honorable Service Tribunal allowed the appeal by
setting aside the impugned order and the petitioner was reinstated in
service with all back benefits. (Copy of judgment dated 14.09.2021
is attached as Annexure-C)

That in the compliance of judgment dated 14.09.2021, the petitioner
was reinstated into service vide order dated 18.10.2021, but with
immediate effect and without back benefits, which means that the
Judgment dated 14.09.2021 of this Honorable was not implemented in
true letter and spirit as the Honorable Service Tribunal set aside the
impugned suspension order dated 26.01.2009 of the petitioner and
reinstated him into service with all back benefits by the accepting the
appeal of the petitioner on 14.09.2021. (Copy of order dated
18.10.2021 1s attached as Annexure-D)

That as the Honorable Service Tribunal set aside the impugned
suspension order dated 26.01.2009 of the petitioner and reinstated him
in service with all back benefits in its judgment dated 14.09.2021,
therefore the petitioner is entitle to be reinstated with effect from
30.07.2007 i.e the date on which the petitioner was suspended and
also entitle for back benefits.

That not implementing the judgment dated 14.09.2021 in its true letter
and spirit of this Honorable Service Tribunal by the respondents by
reinstating the petitiohef in service from the date of suspension i.e
30.07.2007 with all back benefits is totally illegal amount to
disobedience and Contempt of Court.

That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended or
set aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the department
is legally bound to implement the judgment dated 14.09.2021 of this
Honorable Service Tribunal in its letter and spirit.

That the petitioner has having no other remedy except to file this
execution petition for fully implementation of judgment dated
11.01.2022 of this Honorable Tribunal.



It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may
kindly be directed to implement the judgment dated 14.09.2021 of this
Honorable Service Tribunal in its true letter and spirit by reinstating
the petitioner into his service with effect from 30.07.2007 with all
back benefits. Any other remedy, which this august Service Tribunal
deems fit and appropriate that, may also be awarded in favour of
petitioner.

044

PETITIONER
Muhammad Arif
THROUGH:
(TAI LI KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
PESHAWAR
AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the execution petition are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

M ‘ .

DEPONENT
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— OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE DISTRIC'I‘ OFFICER E/S EDUCATION DIKHAN

ﬂeUSP,ENSION CoT D S --#.}

‘ Mr Muhammad Anf etc GPS Jhok mahey Tehsxl Pa.rova is hereby suspended w.e.f .
30/07 /2007 in police case wide FIR NO.117/07 dated 30/07/2007 as intimated by
Dy District-Officer(M) Parova vide his number 45 dated 20 / 05/2008 and No.152 dated

{i 29/09/2008.

' "S'd/.—

Exeeutive Disfxicﬁ officer’
" Ele/Secondary Edu; Dikhan. .

©

Endst No.910-12 dated DIKhan 26/01/2009

Copytothe, _' , _— | : ' ; ‘ . '7 \
1. The Deputy D1stnct Ofﬁcer (M) Parova w/ rto h1s no.194 dated 07 / 11 / 2008
‘2. The District Account Officer, DIKhan. : ‘

3. The District Coordination Officer, DIKhan.

- Sd/-
_ Executlve District ofﬁcer
'Ele/Secondary Edu; D1khan

]




- 3.

" Service Appeal No.__.___ /2020 o

Muhammad Arnf Ex PTC Government anary School,
Jhok Mahey, Tehsil Paraova Dlstrlct Dera Ismali Khan

- - (A 1} n

- VERSUS -

Government Of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary

| | elemehtary/ . secondary e_duca.tié‘n,‘ Khyber FakhtunkhWa
-Peshawar. - o B o
Director elementary/ secondary réd‘ucation, : f. Khybér

* Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. | - o -

Executive District Ofﬁcer(M), e‘lenf:éntar’y/. secondary -
.educatlon Dera Ismail Khan. a |

" The Deputy District Officer(M), elementary/ secondary

educatlon Parova, Dera Ismail Khan. |
(RESPONDENTS)

' SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE
_TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
' SUSPENSION ORDER  NO. E‘nds’t' N0.910-12,
‘DIKhan DATED 26/01/2009 'PASSED BY .THE

-RESPONDENT _NO. 3 AND AGAINST THE IN A\CTION

- VIDE WHICH THE RESPONDENTS ARE NOT ACTING IN

EACCORDANCE WITH LAW FOR ENTERTAINING THE___"V_
APPEAL/REPRESENTATION OF THE APPELLANT VIDE
'DAIRY NO.5531 DATED 16/05/2019 FOR THE RE

INSTATEMENT OF THE APPELLANT IN THE

DEPARTMENT WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.




"‘_ 1.

5.

"asule suspens:on order no Endst.
| lehan dated 26/01/2009 passed by the respondent |

."On acceptance of the unstant appeal and by settlng_" "

'N0.910-12,

no. 3 wnth the dlrectlons to the respondents to

' -,,.relnstate the appellant mto h:s servnces w:th all back

L beneflts
) Respectfully Sheweth
That the petltloner was appomted as PTC teacher m the
respondents department xn ‘the year 1986 L
| 2 That du_ring'.the .services,;the p_et_ntl_oner did - not leave any
stones unturhed towards his.high ups. |
That unfortunately in the year 2007 the petlttoner was

- B
.,..-u._...-- e

A and 395- PPC m pollce statlon, Wahwa Dlstr:ct Dera Ghaz:

'Kﬁa-r’f‘f

. That the ‘appellant was sent to jail and in this respect ‘the

respondent no.3 issued the lmpugned suspensuon order
- No.910- 12 dated 26/01/2009 of the appellant and resultantly

- the appellant ,wassuspended - Copy - of the !mpugned .,

suspension order along 'with—‘ its better copy is annexed:-.as_

Ang exure-A.

That later the appellant was acqu1tted from the charges :
Ieveled aga:nst him by the August Supreme Court of Pakistan..
Copy of the Judgment of August Supreme Court of Paklstan |
dated 06/03/2019 is annexed as Anne\'ure-B

That due to the break of- central Jail DIKhan, the accused was
also . booked in the FIR NO. 742, ~dated 10/10/2013 u/s
1224/225-B, PPC and the accused . was ‘also acquitted in the
said case on 15/04/2019. Copy of the order of acqwttal dated“ |
15/04/2019 .m MM__ -



\

. ,'7;‘.;.';}':,That after release from the ]all on 02/05/2019 the appellant L
b o :SmelttEd the departmental representatlon/appeal to the hlgh' -
o Fups. vrde appl:catrdn dated 16/05/2019 Copy of apphcatlon of'h |

- dated 16/05/2019 is annexed as Annexure-o S

g 8. That' in‘f correspondence and consequences upon the__ :
. .departrnental representatlon/appeal of the appellant the S
- respondent no.3 sent letter. no. 60/DEO(M) dated 01/01/2020 4
| “to the respondent no.2 for obtalnmg the legal oplmon aIOng.
_ wnth the check llst and the said letter along with the check list |
" was forwarded to respondent ne.1 by the respondent no. 2
f'-vrde letter no .1947 dated- 20/02/2020 and the respondent %V
| 'no 1 further forwarded the letter to the. lltlgat:on section é e
i legal oplmon vnde letter no.87 dated 06/03/2020 and up- till
‘now. no further progress have been made out by the
SR 2 "respondents for. the reinstatement of thn appellant Copy of“
I" e letter no.60 dated 06/01/2020 along with'its better copy of -
| ' S ’-and check llst is annexed as Annexure-E

3 I -, 9. That feelmg aggneved with the.. lmpugned orders dated
| 26/01/2009 passed by respondent no.3 and in actlon by
| 'respondents by not remstat:ng the services of the appellant.

%}3\‘9(’ - with back benefits ‘'upon the appeal/representatlon of the
appellant the appellant is having no other remedy except to

" knock at the.doors of this honorable forum on the follownng'

grounds

-~ a. That the lmpugned oche order No 910 12 dated
- 26/01/2009 passed by respondent ne.3 is rllegal against .
- the . natural justice, - ulterior motlves, ~based on

'i'dlscrimmatlon and mefl’ectwe upon the rlgnts of the

Appellant



B T d
b, 'That the lmpugned transfer order is ba‘sed 'o'n'
“dlscrlmmatlon as the lmpugned order of the Appellant is .
totally based on mala fi de, arbltrary, agalnst the cannon of

"'Justlce, equuty and farr-play Thus the |mpugned transfer

. order is llable to be cancelled

B That it |s an mterestmg factor that the appellant was once"
| suspended vide |mpugned letter n0.910-12 dated |
©26/01/2009 and - later no further. extension for the

. suspensnon of the appellant was lssued which ‘is a clear
lllegallty duly committed by the respondents in the case of

) .'appellant

- d 3 That now it is settled law that once the suspensnon letter
| is lssued then the same is explred after 90 days and’ the
respondents did not: issue the further suspens:on letters of
- the appellant Wthh is. an rllegaltty on the part of.

o resp_ondents. Copy of Service' Book of the appellant is -

annexed as Annexure-F. '

e | 'That it is also very lnteresting that after the :mpugned
: Ietter dated 26/01/200 the respondents did. not issue the
%3@‘)" o - _further suspension letters as well as even ho termmatlon .
| | | letter of appellant was ever issued by the respondents and
th|s aspect was also mentioned by respondent no. 3 in the .

- check llst

| f.' " That the reSpondents landed mto the ﬂeld of errors |
’becau e it was mandatory for the respondents to assue
' _the new suspensxon Ietter after 90 days falllng Wthh _.
after the 90 days, the suspenslon period - become-
- autornatically' in operative and't'he respondents‘"did not
bother to care ‘this and thus - commltted lllegahty and\
' resultantly the lmpugned order is agamst the law. '

‘g. That it is pertment to mentlon here the respondents did -
not care about the dictums already laid down in the.



) ” - . judgments citations, ;‘2013 SCMR 752, PLC 2019, CS
S ; ,. .2:}55’.,’ wherein it»is”catégoriCall’y mentioned that'if.any .
' eﬁiployee is reinState'd in services, he will be reinstate | b
wath all back benefits, further all in cases of acquittal '
the department is Iega!ly bound to relnstate the

services of the emplOyee

B That the Appellant is the vnctlm of unlawful and illegal
" Act of the Respondents and such a mala fide act on the

~ part of Respondents is against the law and -rules,
| "w:thout JUI‘ISdICthI’] and iawful authority, against the"
natural justice’ misuse of official powers and is the.

- outcome of victimization known' by the respondents and
it has caused an immense mental torture and agony to

the appe!lant
i That any further grounds if will be needed will be
o agltated durlng the course of arguments ' .
It is therefore, On acceptance of the mstant' '
appea! and by setting aside s_uspensnon order no. .
'Endst. No.910-12, Dikhan dated 26/01/2009
passed by the respondent no. 3 with the

dlrectlons to the respondents to reinstate the -
appellant into h!S servnces with all back beneflts. )

' Dated: /__ /2020 | | -
‘ . : . ~Your Humble Appellant

/%4;4

Muhammad Arif
Through Counsel

Burh tif Khaisori’

Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan .
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Muhammad Arif Ex PTC Government Prlmary School
Jhok Mahey, Tehsrl Paraova Distrlct Dera Ismall Khan

(AmuuaJa
VERSUS

- __Government of . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary

'elementary/ secondary educatlon, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa :

Peshawar

- Director elementary/ secondary: educétion‘, Khyber
_Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar N R | /;
" Executive District ~ Off cer(M), elementary/ s"e_condary
"‘educatlon, Dera Isma|I Khan.. ‘ o

The Deputy District - Ocher(M), elementary/ secondary"

education, Parova, Dera Ismall Khan :

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE‘ |
TRIBUNAL ACT,. 1974, ~AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

SUSPENSION ORDER NO. Endst  No. 910 12,"7'

DIKhan DATED 26/01/2009 PASSED BY ' THE

RESPONDENT NO 3. AND AGAINST THE 1IN ACTION

VIDE WHICH THE RESPONDENTS ARE NOT ACTING IN -
ACCORDANCE WITH LAW FOR ENTERTAINING THE . _

APPEAL/REPRESENTATION OF "THE APPELLANT VIDE
DAIRY NO.5531 DATED 16/05/2019 FOR THE RE

. INSTATEMENT OF THE APPELLANT  IN THE
DEPARTMENT WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS S

| (RESPDNDENTS)

29y



Service Appeal NoO. 4053/2020

Date of Instltutlon N 05 .05. 2020
Date of Dec15|on o j14l09.‘2021.

Muhar’nrnad Arlf Ex-PTC, Government Prlrnary_ S‘cho'ol,‘ Jhol{ Mahey,. "1 S '

© Tohsil Paraova District Dera Ismall Khan.
| . (Appellant) -
VERSUS -

Government‘ of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through " gecretary
Elementary. g Secondary Educatlon Khyber akhtunkhwa,’

(Respondents)
e TAIMUR ALLKHAN, o
Advocate , T For appellant.
© MR. RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEL, o
Assistant Advocate General -~ .z FoOr respondents.
_MR. SALAH-UD-DIN L. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. AT1Q-UR-REHMAN WAZIR 7T 'MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) -

JUDGMENT: |

SALAH UD DIN, MEMBER -

Brlef facts of the instant appeal are that the appellant |
a whlle servmg as pTC Teacher was charged m case FIR No. 111
dated 30. 07 2007 under sections 365- A/39 pPC reglstered in
police Station wahwa District ‘Ghazi Khan, who was arrested
and sent to jail. vide 1 the lmpugned suspenSlon order. No. 910-
12 dated 26.01.2009, the appellant 'was suspended from’
serwce with effect ¢from 30.07. 2007 on the ground of his

lnvolvement in the crrmlnal case. The appellant was ultlrrately”



bt I

‘acqwtted by the august Supreme Court of Paki'stan -Ayide |
' Judgment dated 06.06: 2019 While 1n custody in the -above |
—:mentloned crlmlnal case, the appellant was also charged in

another crrmmal case FIR No 742/2013 under sections -

224/225 -B PPC reglstered at Pollce Statlon Cantt D I. Khan and - |

_was acqurtted in the said crlmlnal casé vide’ “order dated
15.04. 2019 Upon release of the appellant from the Jall on
- 02.05. 2019 he submitted departmental .appeal on

16.05.2019, however the same was not responded, therefore,

the appellant flled the mstant servu:e appeal. .

2. Notices were lssued to the respondents who contested‘

the” appeal by way of - submlttmg comments, - refutmg the

co_ntentnons of the appellant

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that. '

after charging of the appellant in the crlmmal case, he was

| _suspended by the department with effect from the date of his |
—-———% | charging in the criminal case and thereafter no further order,.
> o has been made by the respondents; that after his acqurttal in
the cnmlnal case, the: appellant approached the respondents :
. by. way. ‘of filing departmental appeal/representatron on |
16.05. 2019 for his remstatement in ser\nce however the same

remained pending < and ultimately vide letter dated 01.01.2020, - .

the same. was forwarded to- the Director Elementary and

Secondary Educatlon Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PeshaWar however

no- response was recelved by the appellant that as the appeal
was sent to the appellate Authorlty vide letter dated‘

01.01. 2020 therefore, the llmltatlon for ﬁ_nng of servlce,_

'appeal shall be counted from the sald date and. the appeal in

hand is, therefore, within time; that there are qumerous’

-rulings of worthy Supreme Court of Paklstan wherem it has .

been held that decision of cases be made on merlts by
avoiding techmcal knockout. mcludlng the ground of limitation;
that after suspensmn of the appellant by "the competent

uthorlty no further order has - been made. by the'
respondents therefore the appwllant is still under suspensron .

and after his acqurttal in the crlmlnal case, he is entltled toall




back beneflts 1n vnew of Artlcle 194 of (,SR as well as. :

and 54- A that the |mpugned suspensmn order is llable to be .

-~
J

.set- asude and the appellant |s entltled to be remstated in’

serwce wnth all back bene’nts

4. On the other hand Iearned Assnstant Advocate General

for the respondents has contended that the appellant was

- reqwred to have filed departmental appeal before the Director

Elementary and Secondary Educatlon, however the appellant

ﬂled departmental appeal before the District Educatlon Officer

| ,(Male) Dlstnct D.I. Khan," who was not the Authonty competent‘, _4
to decnde the appeal of. the appellant that:the appellant had

filed departmental appeal on 16 05. 2019 whnle the -instant

serwce appeal has been. filed on 05.05. 2020 therefore the :

appeal in. hand is badly. tlme barred and is Ilable to be

dlsmlssed on th|s score alone

»5. “We have heard the arguments of Iearned counsel for the

parties and perused the record

6, A perusal of the record would show that the ap_pellant'

while servmg as PTC Teacher was charged in case FIR No: 111

,dated 30. 07. 2007 ‘under sectlons 365-A/395 PPC reglstered in.

Police Station’ Wahwa Dlstnct Gha2| Khan, who was arrested

" and sent to ]all Vide the impugned suspensnon ‘order No 910-

12 dated 26.01.2009, the appellant was suspended from

service with effect from 30. 07 2007 on the ground of his
mvolvement in the criminal rase The suspenswn order of the

-'appellant is still in fleld and has not been followed by any
subsequent order one way or the other In V|ew of F.R- 53°
" clause - (b), the appellant is entltled to fully amount of his

' salary and all other benefits and facnlltles during: the penod of

his suspensron F.R-53 |s reproduced for ready reference as

below -

“F.R.53 A government servant under
suspension is ent:tled to the followmg o

payments: -

. (a) In the case of 1 [an .emp/oyee of the Armed

Forces] who is liable to revert to Military duty, to




the pay and a/lowances to wh/ch he would have
been entitled -had he been suspended wh/Ie in

- military employment.
(b) 2[(b) = In the-case of a government servant
| " under suspension, -other than that specified in -
clause(a), he shall be entitled to full amount. of :
- his salary and dll -other benefits and facilities
provided to him under the contract. of service,
durmg the penod of. h/s suspens:on ]

7. The lmpugned suspensuon order was passed on the bas:s ooN
~ of involvement of the appellant |n the cr!mlnal case, however

the appellant has now been achItted by the august Supreme
Court of Paklsta_n in the-said case. It is by novv ‘well. settled

th'a't—‘ever'y acquittal is honourable. In view of F.R. 54 clause

(a), the appellant is entitled to receive' full salary for the entire

per'od of his absence from duty

8. The appellant submltted departmental appeal to D|str|ct

'Educatlon Ofﬂcer (Male) D.IL. Khan on 16.05. 2019 who kept
' the same pending and sent |t to the appellate Authorlty e
_Dlrector Elementary & Secondary Educatlon Khyber‘ -
'Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar V|de letter No. 01.01.2020 and copy of '

the. sarne was also sent to the appellant for mformatlon The;

District Educatlon Ofﬂcer (Male) D.I.Khan ‘was not an ‘appellate - -

Authority, therefore in view of rule-6, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

| Civil Servants (Appeal) Rules 1986, he was requlred to have
' wuthheld the appeal of the appellant and he. should have been .

lnformed of the fact and reasons for the C;ame In view of

| second proviso to rule-6-of the /b/d rules |n case an appeal is

so W|thheld the same may be resubmltted W|than 30 days of

the date on WhICh the appellant is -nformed of the vvlthholdlngf.l,
of the appeal and, if resubmitted properly in accordance with
the requirements of the rules ibid, shaII be deemed to be an -

. appeal under rule-3 of the rulea Ibld and shaII be dealt Wlth in
. accordance with the prov'smn ‘of /b/d ‘rules. The pr‘OVISlOI'l of

,rule -6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil- Servants (Appeal) Rules

198b ‘has not been complled Wlth therefore, the appeal is not
hit by Ilrnltatuon Even otherwnse too, in view of peculiar facts

and arcumstances of the case it would be hlghly unJustlflable




to- deny. the r:ghts of the appellant merely on the

,techmcal ground of I|m|tat|on

9. In vsew of the foregomg dlscussron the appeal in hand is
allowed “by-- settlng -aside" the’ lmpugned orders and the
appellant is: reinstated in servnce wnth ‘all back beneflts Partles
. are left to bear their ovyn costs. File be consxgn_ecl to the record»

room.

ANNOUNCED -
- 14.09.2021

M/U "REHMAN WAZIR) -

- MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

" (SALAH-UD- DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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OIFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) DERA ISMAIL KHAN
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MULREAS My abammad Arif $/O Muhammad Alzal residence of Parova, Disurict, D.LKIwn was appointed
. agdinet the post of PTG (rained) in BPS-07 at Govt: Primary Scheol, Miran, Tehsil Paroa, District, DIKhan. Vide
the then NEOMate)DHChan Endst:No: 1678-869 dated 24/09/1986 and taken over charge on 05/10/1986.

AND WHEREAS My Muhdnmmd Aril wias posted £ transterred at GPS, Jhock Mahey , Tchsil i’ aroa. Due fo -
potice cine aecording IR No.OHI 17 dated 30/07/2007 und intimated by the then Dy: DEQ(M)Parova vide

Metia, Food§ o )s0 ,hf O ddated 204032008, 2920912609 and 07/1172008 1e speetively . The aboveé named

it v sugpeided from service with effect from 30/07/2007 by the then Executive District Officer (L]umunun'y‘
hecandaryieducatio, DK Ran under Endst: No: 91012 dain: 1 26/01/2009.

AND WHEREAS /‘Cu)ulln‘ W the judgment of Honorible Supreme Court of Pakistan, 1 case of writ
petitionsappeal iNo, 1661, &167-1, of 2012 by Mr Mubaminad Arif shall be released forthwith and the impugned
Juckiment dated! L312/2018 shall remain intact to the exient of co-accused/co-convict to the said case

i .
NOW _THERBIORE [In the fight of decision issucd by tlonorable Services Tribunal Khyber Palchtunkhiva
Peshiawar Appdal .'\."u.tllin/”f)')ﬂ M Muhammad Arif is hereby e-instated in the services with inuniediate effect,

Al aiao adjustbd againdt the vacant of (PTC) at GPS Sikanda Janubi No. I for further duty.
!

i
L
i 1 ,;\’uc\:--,'..u?'j.-' endry to this effect shonld be mad-: in his service book.
2 !w:»uld benelits depend upon tie ontcome ¢ CPLA.
|

~

o e JI1 Jument o Honorable Service Tribinal is reversed by the August Supreme Cours., then he
Will rc'novc from the service and return a!l benefits to Govt:
Al :;lx:lll!huvc to praduce aftidavit on judiciai s paper that e wilt have relnen ) benelig,
{
Satlariesete, if judgment is reversed by 1l Auat Supreme Court,
. )
E
I s :
: DISTRICT UDUCATICH OFFICER
10 / (M) DERA 1SN AL AN,
) W e iols 7 '
Endlas Mo /”f ol IDEO M) Dated DIKhan The ”l_{lj“/_d,//' VA 20n) :
Lopy to thes- ’ ' ' /

. Monoralle Seevite ‘Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtun Fhwa,'enluivar, ' -
2o District Comptrder of Accounts, DIKhan,

3o Sub: Divisionat Edycation Officer (Male) Paroa, With the directions to.rgick '.,(r:_;judiciul stimp paper befors 7

hadinglover chirge. i J ‘

X L : Y ? -
A0 Liigatide Branch, fLocal Otice. . . -
50 Head Tdacher GPS, Sikandar Janubi, Tehsil, Paroa, Trvict, D4 Khan. /},' 7 A

"6 Offcial boncerndd., AN ///7 (\ ¥
7o Masicr Hile, ' ] e v 3
i . ] g
1 el . 37
! e Tl §
i < y ! -/ ) \A b
! DISTRICT EDUCHAANOrITL LR
. ; (MYDERA ISMAIL KHAN.
I : ;
‘ 2
\v
i




VAKALAT NAMA - A

& NO. /2021
; IN THE COURT OF_ A2 ﬁe/z////’ce/a %MM W"%
M M%/(W’)%Aﬂ/ _ /QZ/ (Appellant)

(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

Z;&C@/ /374 %/L (Respondent)

(Defendant)

W, M%/ AW/M M N

Do hereby appoint and constitute Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate High Court
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for
me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for
his default and with the authorlty to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on
my/our costs

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

Dated /2021
Advocate Hzglz Court
BC-10-4240
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5
Cell No. 0333-9390916
OFFICE:

Room # FR-8, 4™ Floor,
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar,
Cantt: Peshawar



