. _-' A - '.1 . R “‘. L LI l} ;_(
i "’.\, f . ’“\"5 i % ‘ ‘
©18.06.2015 - | Agent of counsel for the appellant and Asstt: AG for the-
respondents present. Agent of counsel for the appellant requested
for adjournment as counsel for the appellant was busy before Dar-
Ul-Qaza, Swat. Adjourned to 24.06.2015 for preliminary hearing *
before S.B.
Member
24.06.2015 - Agent of counsel for the appellant and Assistant A.G fo ¥
' respondents present. Counsel for the appellant is stated busy befor'e“.
Darul Qaza. Adjourned to 29.7.2015 for preliminary hearing before S.B.
129.07.2015
for preliminary hearing on 3.9.2015 before S.B.
Chﬁtirman‘
03.08.2015 None present for appellant despite repeafed calls. Even the,

appeal has not been documented within the time specified by the:

ANNOUNCED
03.05.2015
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27.01.2015 : Counsel for the appcllant and Mr! Kabn ullah Khattak' Asst: Ay
! ° l : el
Advocate General for the respondents present1 Copnsel for| the Fn,
appellant TC(.]LI\,SlLd for dd]oulnmcnt Request accepled . lo comc ‘ !
up for preliminary hearing on 18.03.201_:5.{ o . ‘|l -
oo L l| l\ .
| | Mcmbcrv "
| SN N
t I H i :‘l
L g
| I
11{ i | ‘:.
' | ! .|
|
' ; BN
' B w it ».';': 'll v‘-l i “ | l
18.03.2015 None tor the appellant present Asst' P AG 'fl?irf the oo
i o respondents present. Notice to counsel for the appellant be. 1ssu:elcll '
for 20.05.2015 for prellmmary hearing before S.B. l B |
_ ' I,
:l SN l' BT
I l ! ' |Meml§'e‘r' ¢
1 l ]
l oy |
: | |
o
l ll: 5 o
o l: i |
PR
) | A(lr for the
20.05.2015 Agent of counsel for the appellant and Asstt ,
respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant ,1s stated
i 5 for
l busy before Dar-Ul- Qaza, Swat. gAdjourned to l810“6 QOI
' preliminary hearing before S.B. oo ‘;f | o
b‘ ! A‘l\
‘ Member
. ; S
i .:v‘-’u!:"g.‘.:l ;
| : I l}x | I !
| . :
l . [ \ ;I;,‘, .
l " l b ;l'll l :
| - [ N A
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Counsel for the appellant present. Applicatien ‘for .
restoration of appeal ﬁled by the learned counsel for the appellant .

is handed over to the leamed GP, meanwhile pre- adm15510n notlce

- be issued to the learned GP to assist the Tribu_na]. Tn come up. for ‘

arguments on restoration application of appeal on 01 09.2014. .
| o

ber

Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zlaullah GP for'.
the respondents present. Clerk of counsel for the appellant

'requested for adjournment due to General Str1ke of the .Bar.i To

06.11.2014.

" Counsel for the appellant and -Mr.-Kabir_tillah Kattak, Asst: a
AG for the respondents present. Arguments on app'lication: for

restoration of appeé] heard. Application is allowed. The appeél is '

27.01.2015.

: hereby restored "To come up for: prcllmlnary hcarmgl on
i

Menlb’er. :



°.

1 02.01.2014° - Counsel for the appellant present.and submitted an L

application for ;est'oration of appeal. To come up for
arguments on restoration application of appeal on

05.03.2014.

105.03.2014 - Clerk of couﬁsel for the appellant present and requested ‘for_‘

‘ adjoummenf. To come up for argument o application for

restoration of appeal on }4.04.2014.

- 22.04.2014 - No one is present on behalf of thc appellant.’_To come :up _

for arguments on application .for restoration of appeal on

- 16.06.2014.

mber
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BETORE THE ERVICE TRIBUNAL KHABER PUKILTOON Kjﬁwx -
PESHAWAR, * ' T - ‘ ‘

S. Appeal NoF79/ 2012 A -
ﬁd«é:&/ 7&  Versus Govt of K.PK L others. _ ‘
- Application with fiumble request for restoration of the dismissal order in"default dated

| /2013,
Respectfully Submitted.

1. That the above titled service appeal NO 3 / was fixed before your fionor Sfor
A /) /72013, o 7/’ ‘
2.That on the same date counsel for the appellant was busy Eafom the '
“Peshawar High Court Darul Qaza Mingora Bench i writ petitions NO.
2141/M/2012 titled Israr Sher Bahader VS Habaib Rasool and others <l -
CR.NO Khaista VS Almad [gbaland otherss, Amin Ullah &I Darvish VS
Govt of KK, < Others other casc . ‘

3That as abready the appellant before Lhis seriously ill < fiad Informed the
. counsel that fic unable to attend the court due to fiis illness (operation was made.
* ' Therefore the appellant was not present on the same date. ’ o

4.That not appearing of the counsel of the appellant before-this Jlonorable
Court was not intentionally but due to the above mentioned reason.

5. Dhat no notice been served over the appellant or connsel of appellant froni court .
side. ’ - _ ‘ :

6. That. the ag,;pc[[aut valuable rights are iuz-uofueqf with this case. -
7. That appellant got. the iigfm‘m;ﬁtion (f cﬁ.s‘m:issa[ on 1.1.2014.
= 8.9Tat case need. a,’t'.stzlms-aﬁo-vwr --mcrif: that 1s-the basic requircnient of.[a.-r.u..
.‘)..T/?a'l, o(:ﬁcr.s‘- arguments will be at the time of ﬁcrnﬁng tfm application. -
It is there for fumbly prayed that on acceptance of this application this FHonorable

court may Rindly restore the service appeal mentioned above and decide on merit.
N Appellant '

Through _‘

L. Nawab J
) ; High Couy
Certificate: .
Certificate that all the contents of the above mentioned g
correct. Lo the best of my nowledge.,
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON/!
PESHAWAR. '

S ADbczINO ol2013. /?///(/( L( /7/0 3 /7//'3
“***««-*%-wwﬁ/ﬁ

1. Sahib -u-Taj °ET G\/IS Attelsh Kotki Shangla District Shangla.

o (Appellant)
VERSUS
1.Govt of K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.
‘Q.Dii‘ecior (e & se) Peshawar .
3:District Education Officer District Shangla.
4.District .Co- Ordination Officer Shangla.
: (Respondents)

Appeal U/S 4 of the service tribunal Act of 1974 aguinst the
order dated 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appell(mf was
le/ecfe(i by the DEO(E& SE) Shangla.

Pl ayer in appeal _
On acceptarnce of this appeal the order (lated
15. 1 2013 passed by responrdent No.3 , whereby the appeal” of
appellizi has been rejected fiors, may kindly be set-aside and
direct ile respondents to aliow the senior ity ; of period from
20.5.2004 to 24.2.2006 as well as all back benefits including

"m/(n res of appellant may kindly be awarded to appellant
Ll 0_7 becaitse tl:e (zppelltmt was kept out iile egally from the service.

//z//f |
)7 }’\evpeu}‘zzliy :izewez‘h:

F i VR '
& N

-

I. That the appellant was appointed as vET teacher in the
g feclucation dcpartmcy{ ?qd during the service the appellant and others -
n./ h., ’--—-\ \2 . .

Ty
4 fxiﬂ,j’, - : 5T




-

Ww/m 3?7 L
/M’L @&;{waéf/ IR

Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Called for may S

02.12.2013
. times but no one is present for the appel_lant. The appéal is,
therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to 1-he
record. L é & ’
¢ ANNOUNCED ¢ WM W
Q2.12.2013. L

Date ot prage... -

Mo ccag YLD s L 2@ /




BETORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUA(HTOO'

21

PESHAWAR. _ X
AP Y e e 2L —_
.\',.-\jlﬂw.:i NO, ol 2013, /)/# ‘ l( (//(.) ” //// "g

- Sahib -u-Tuy PET G\/IS Atteish Kotki Shangla District Shanala“"

(Appellant)
VERSUS

LGovi of K.P.K through sceretary (E & SE) Peshawar,
2.Bircctor (¢ & se) Peshawar .

ation Oﬂ'cm District Shangla.

3.District [2d

' s . -~ R et S
4.Distriet Co- Ordination Ofticer Shangla.
) (Respondents)

Appeal /S 4 of the service tribunal Act of 1274 wguainst the
oirder dated 135.01.2013 W, "ﬂ"el)" th ¢ ppﬂal Ftlie appetiant was
rejected Gy die DEQ(E&L SE) Shang :
Frayer i appeal,

On acceptance of this appeal the order dated
150201 ;!, assed by respordent No.3 | whereby the uppeal of
appeilant fras been iejected from | mic y kindly be set-uside and
direes .:’,c respoidentis (o aliow i seniority r)f'pc"i(;(/ Sroi
2052004 10 24, 2.2006 as well as olf Back ben eefits inciuding

g w/n";.'. of apnellant Hitp n'[ii{f/if' he awarded to appeilunt
heciise ilie appellant was Fopt ous ilegelly fromi the service.

LoThat ihe appellant was appoinied as VET teacher in the
ad

\ch wnion depar mwu .,qcl \]Lu ing the service the appellant and others

\




S T T TS ans A

S o
) ~ 02.12.2013

_ times but no one is present I'm' the :sppcilunl.

5’/” o//p\fd gggﬁamg
///”” /3‘/«/(//( B il 2 “_/lk/‘ R

Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Calicd for mdy .

i

The ;lmi'ca{l is

therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File bc conslgmd to the

record: | R 5/6/
ﬂ//mﬁzd/

ANNOUNCED

02.12.2013. i 3
R
’ 1

¥

R

e S

i

(

e
]

i

LA IS

e e e e

erpmagm e e

PRSP S S



\~

EFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER I’U\UTOO&
PI SH \W AR.

: 5’('4* iy < PG )
SAppeat MO 02013, /)/) // - // /—(>

Sahib-u-Taj PET GMS Atteish Kotki Shangla District Shanf’

=20 3

o (AppcHant)
VERSUS
I.Goviof K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.
2.Dector (¢ & se) Peshawar .
3.Disuict Education Officer District Shang]a.
4.District Co- Ordination Officer Shangla.
(Respondents)

Appeal U/S 4 of the service tribunal Actof 1974 aguinst the
order dited 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appellent was . -2
rejected by thie DEXNES 8E) Shangla. : s

Fi'(.(vcr in appcn!
On acceptance of this appesl the order dated
1312013 pussed by respondent No.3 , whereby the appea! m
appeflant lies been IC[{,’C ted frozi, may kindly be set-uside aid
direct iie res jmndc 1is 1o wliow the seniority , of period from
20.5.2004 1o 24.2. 2006 s well as alf hack benefits including
Trrsalarics of apnellunt iy kid v be awarded to appeilant
ey Decaie tiv appellant way .f:'c[n.‘ vt itlegally fron: the service.

e shewedd:

That the sppeliant was appointed  as vET ieacher in the
L_giw. tion depar e .‘qd \11.1 g the service the appellant and others

T




W rtomeined,

02.12.2013

’!/W'EMM? </>,:;w/2

fVer - @@%{ 7 &(,,,V'-///m/%

Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Cal}cd fof {ﬁa'y - L

{imes but no one is present fm the ﬁppclhnl The- 1ppcal 19,_ o

therefore, dismissed in defaull in limine. File be consigned to the

/72//7/%?4/ |

ANNOUNCED

02.12.2013.
' 1

.1

et
TARITEILETT

ol

G T AT A e e

Cmi g
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02.12.2013.

For i

Neither the appéllant fior his counsel present. Called for may "
times but no one is present for the appellant. The appeal is,

_ therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to the

record.

ANNOUNCED
02.12.2013.

Member

5
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*h‘é - 22.05.2013 " No one is present fo.r the appelant. In
r B Apursuance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tibunals (Amendment Ordinance, 2013)  (Khyber -

Pakhtnkhwa Order |l of 2013); the case is adjourned .

s

on note Reader for proceeding as before on 16.7.2013

DA 16.07.2013 No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Notices. he
issued to the appellant/counsel for the appellant for preliminary’

hearing on 02.10.2013.

B 0&.1@.3.013 Counsel for the appellant present and_ requested for

“adjournment. To come up for preliminary hearing g 02.1 2.2013. '




5.4.2013

ARy S . -
Counsel for the appellant present and requesied 101

adjournment. Case adjourned to 22.5.2013 for preliminary

‘hearing on the point of maintainability of appéal as to

whether the impugned order dated 15.1.2013 is original or

appellate order.

‘ N Member.
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" . Form-A - -~ S
- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
T ‘Court of ‘ ’ - . 5
tase-No. 399'/2.(_]'13
-‘,':/'S.No. [ jDate of order- Oraer or Otl"l&i" proceedings With si‘g'nat'urre of judge -orMagistréte- ‘
Procleedings . C : o :
1 2 3
1 e 14/02/2._013 : o The app’e_él of Mr.Sahib-u-Taj resubmitted today.by Mr. |
o ,t C : L.Nawab Ali Noof Adv’oé:ate may bé entered in the Insti't'utio'n_- A

Register and -put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary

hearing.

' R(I“GT? 1{/\?7

hearing to be pu; up there‘on ‘ S — 4 "’2 0]3 \

Th|s case is entrusted to Primary Bench for prellmmary o




" The appeat of -Mr.Sahibul l'a; PET - recesvod today i.e. on 01/02/201% is mcomplete on the -
followmg scores which-is returned to Lhe (ounsel for the appellant for completlon and resubmzsmon

within 15 days:-

@ Copy of termination order mentioned in para-1 of the memo of appeal is not attached wuth
the appeal which may be placed on it. :

27 Copy of Judgment of Hon'ble High Court mentloned in para-3 of the memo of appeal is not
attached with the appeal which may be placed onit. :

Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Cominissioner.

Title.of the Index is shown as Peshawar High Court instead of Servnce Tribunal.

R SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBLER PAKHTUNKHWA
. PESHAWAR. -

L.NWAB ALI NOOR ADV. PESH.




'(’T:z-*;i&"?a"""’ Z '*;74;@@

A%

e A
'5/¢M/# i3 /WZ QVL[//)@ 3 7?/7/‘9/3

1.8akibul Taj PET GMS Atteish Kotki Shangla District Shangla .

(Appellant).
Versus
1. Govt of K. ®.K Through Secrétary (E & SE) Peshawar others..
\ (Respondents)
INDEX
S.No.| Description of Documents | ﬂnné)(ure Pages
1. | Appeal - 1-3
2 | Affidavit 4
3 | Copy of the reinstatement order A 5
4. | Copy of the appeal B 6
5 | Copies of the rejection order C 7
8 | Waklat Nama ‘ 8
gm
: Appellant
Through :

03469026945
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA
PESHAWAR. KW Pasvags,

Y, G - Bevioe WielR
ﬁ//ﬁ&&pﬂ/ﬁ 3 [?//‘3 Ry gg%
| | | o meedOls ~20/3
1. Sahib -u-Taj PET GMS Atteish Kotki” Shangla District Shangla. :

S.Appeal NO.  of 2013,

(Appellanty
VERSUS

1.det of K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.
2 Director (e & se) Peshawar .
; | 3 District Education Officer District Shangla.

4 District Co- Ordination Officer Shangla.
' , : " (Respondents)

Appeal U/S 4 of the service tribunal Act of 1974 against the
order dated 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appellant was
rejected by the DEO(E& SE) Shangla. E

Prayer in appeal.

' On acceptance of this appeal the order dated
15.1.2013 passed by respondent No.3 , whereby the appeal of
appellant has been rejected froz , may kindly be set-aside and
direct the respondents to allow the seniority , of period from
20.5.2004 to 24.2.2006 as well as all back benefits including

sexwsalaries of appellant may kindly be awarded to appellant
_ because the appellant was kept out illegally from the service.

/¥
/ /) Respectfully sheweth:

1. That the appellant was appointed as PET teacher in the

Ko-submitiod education department and during the service the appellant and others |

wad filed,

S



Ay

3

were terminated on 24.7.2004 from the service on the ground that they
are qualified of the diploma of S.D.P.E in place of J.D.P.E. |

2.That the appellant along with others coileagues challenge the impugned
termination before the Peshawar High Court through W.P which was
allowed on 24.2.2006 in favor of the appellant and others.

3.That appellant and their colleagues were reinstated back to their services
and the impugned order dated 24.7.2004 was set aside through the
judgment of the Peshawar High Court. .

4.That over the judgment dated 24.2.2006 the respondents issued order
dated 13.4.2006 was re- instated/adjusted back to his own post of PET
in their respective schools however no order regarding back benefits or

arrears was passed for appellant and the continuation of service of the

appellant made question mark. (54/7 A Ommecvre 4 7)

- 5.That it was like day clear that the order of the Peshawar High Court was

regarding the re- instatement of the appellant not fresh appointment and
through the judgment the appellant the same termination order was set’
aside. | ,
6. That right from the re-instatement the appellant request fthrough proper
channel and continuously requesting for the arrears and all back
benefits of the period w.e.f 20.4.2004 to 24.2.2006,but till date the
appellant case kept held and finally it was rejected on 15.1.2013.
(EA 3 Aol 5 KTt prtfe e aporawnr g ac eipeireg)
7. That appellant having no other remedy except to knock the door of this
Honorable tribunal on the following amongst others.

GROUNDS:

a). THAT the rejection order in question is against the law, rules
of service and facts.

b). THAT before passing the order in question the relevant

procedure on the subject, as provided by the law , has not
been followed.

/

¢). THAT no procedure was followed by the respondents before passing
of the rejection order dated 15.1.2013 neither any law relevant to the

B

e



\\y

- a?

service / termination has been followed nor any legal ﬁndlng
regardmg the rejection of appeal been mentioned.

d). THAT the respondents rejection order regarding the appeal is
unlawful , illegal , beyond the jurisdiction and based on malafid.

¢).THAT the order of the Peshawar High Court is clear about the re-
instatement nor about the fresh appointment and thus the appellant been

_reinstated on their own service through set aside the order of termination
dated 24.7.2004.

f). THAT in order never been mentioned that back benefit will not be
awarded to appellant the rejection / not allowing the back benefit is the
sweet will of the respondents by self.

g).THAT quest1on mark before this Honorable court that if the appellant
was re- Instated meaning thereby that service was continue and break is
there then under what law / rules the respondent not awarding the
salaries. Back benefits to appellant

h). THAT the appellant is serving in the department with honestly &
he has unblemished record and performed his duty honestly and to the
best satisfaction of his superior.

i) THAT the appellant treated discriminately because many presidents are
there in the education department in such like cases all back benefits
been awarded by the said department.

It is therefore respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal the impugned rejection order dated 15.1.2013 may be
set-aside and the appellant may kindly be allowed the salaries /
back benefit of the period 20.5.2004 to 20.5.2006 - with all back
 benefits including salaries to appellant. ~ j aJa72jP

Appellant

| Through



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA
PESHAWAR.

S.Appeal NO.  of 2013.

1. Sahib ‘u-Taj PET GMS Atteish Kotki Shangla District Shangla.

(Appellant)

1.Govt of K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar & others.

.(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, L.Nawab Ali Noor Advocate Htgh Court Peshawar as per
instruction of my client solemnly affirm and declare that all the
contents of the accompanying service appeal is true & correct 1o

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothmg has been
concealed from this Horrible court
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Lrvin, b THE Ui*‘TRlC‘E"Fi)UC VON OFH& £ !'tE&SELDI-TRiC'i'SHANGLA.

I

N 94{ 2"‘[57 /DEO (E&SE) S Dated / ’) / 4‘77 /2013

.
— 1) Mr Ghulam Akbar PET,GMS Chagum.
2) Mr:Mohammad Musa PET GMS Nakhtar Hasham l’heland
2t pAr Mohammad Alim PET, GHS Faza
43 Mr Sahibul Taj PET 28 kotkay.
Ui 8PPEALS
Memo; -

Zeference your depurtmental appeals dated 14/12/2012 for the
rant of back benefits (pay & seniority). '

in this regﬂrd you are he reby mformeu that in the light of th
Cou H decnsmn High Court Peshawar you have ddeStF‘d as PETs vide this office No
3258-85 dated 13/04/2006 but in the above decision no order has passad b\/ the

L J\J
said Hanarahle Court regarding b au< benefits..

a the anpeais on the above merntioned ground arc .ejev'tod,

Hen
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA
PESHAWAR. :

S.Appeal N%Q?OQOIB.

1. Sahib -ufTaj PET GMS Atteish Kotki Shangla District Shangla.

‘ ‘(Appellant)
- VERSUS
1.Govt of K.PXK through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.
2 Director (e & se) Peshawar .
3.Distriét Education Officer District Shangla.
4 District Co- Ordination Officer Shangia. ‘
(Respondents)

Appeal U/S 4 of the service tribunal Actof 1974 against the
order dated 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appellant was

rejected by the DEO(E& SE) Shanglu. 3

- Prayer in appeal. ; S

S On acceptance of this appeal the order dated
15.1.2013 passed by respondent No.3 , whereby the appeal of

. appellant has been rejected froin , may kindly be set-aside and
direct the respondents to allow the seniority , of period from
20.5.2004-to 24.2.2006 as well as all back benefits including
salaries of appellant may kindly be awardéd to appellant
because the appellant was kept out illegally from the service.

" Respectfully sheweth:

1. That the appellant was appointed as PET teacher inthe
education department and during the service the appellant and others

/
-



1 s

were terminated on 24.7.2004 from the service on the ground that they
are qualified of the diploma of SD.P.Ein place of JD.P.E.

2.That the appellant along with others coileagues challenge the impugned
termination before the Peshawar High Court through W.P which was -
- allowed on 24.2.2006 in favor of the appellant and others. |

3.That appellant and their colleagues were reinstei@d back to their services
and the impugned order dated 24.7.2004 was set aside through the -
Judgment of the Peshawar High Court. S

- 4.That over the judgment dated 24.2.2006 the respondents issued order ‘.
dated 13.4.2006 was re- instated/adjusted back to his own post of PET

in their respective schools however no order regarding back benefits or
- arrears was passed for appellant and the continuation of service of the
- appellant made question mark. ((ep/ A Ommeture A

-

».That it was like day clear that the order of the Peshawar High Court was

regarding the re- instatement of the appellant not fresh appointment and

through the judgment the appellant the same termination order was set’
-aside. -

6. That right from the re-instatement the appellant request through proper
. channel and continuously requesting for the arrears and all back -
“benefits of the period w.e.f 20.4.2004 to 24.2.2006,but till date the
appellant case kept held and finally it was rejected on 15.1.2013, -
XV T A 8 1yt onr st appmracrrr g ac wpeineg).
7. That appellant having no other remedy except to knock the door of this
‘Honorable tribunal on the following amongst others.

GROUNDS:

a). THAT the rejection order in question is against the law, rules
of service and facts. '

b). THAT before passing the order in question the relevant
procedure on the subject , as provided by the law |, has not
been followed. - °

N 5

¢). THAT no procediir_e Wéls followed by the respoﬁdents before passing .

of the rejection order dated 15.1.2013 neither any law relevant to the

L
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service / termination has been followed nor any legal finding
regarding the rejection of appeal been mentioned,

d). THAT the respondents rejection order gegarding the appeal is
unlawful » 1llegal , beyond the Jurisdiction and based on malafid.

¢). THAT the order of the Peshawar High Court is clear about the re-

instatement nor about the fresh appointment and thus the appellant been

reinstated on their own service through set aside the order of termination
dated 24.7.2004. " : "

f). THAT in order never been mentioned that back benefit will not he

awarded to appellant the rejection / not allowing the back benefit is the
sweet will of the respondents by self.

g).THAT.questioh mark before this Honorable ‘court that if the appellant
was re- Inistated meaning thereby that service was continue and break is

there then under what law / rules the respondent not awarding the
salaries. Back benefits to appellant.

h). THAT the appellant is serving in the department with honestly &
he has unblemished record and performed his duty honestly and to the
best satisfaction of his superior. ' :

i).THAT the appellant treated discriminately because. many presidents are
there in the education department in such like cases all back benefits
been awarded by the said department. -

It is therefore respectfully | prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal the impugned rejection order dated 15.1.2013 may be
set-aside and the appellant may kim{ly be allowed the salaries /
back benefit of the period 20.5.2004 1o 20.5.2006 with all back
benefits including salaries to ap ellant. -
/i | g appeliant. Fodul?

Appelldant.

Through
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- BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA
- PESHAWAR. ' o

SApp;zal'\IO of 2013.
1. Sahlb -u- Taj PET GMS Atteish Kotk1 Shangla District Shangla.

(Appellant)
1.Govt of K.P.K through secxetary (E & SE) Peshawar & others |

(ReSpondcnts)

AF FIDA VIT

I, L. Nawab Ali Noor Advocate ngh Court Peshawar as per
instruction of my client solemnly affirm and declare that all the
contents of the accompanying service appeal is ‘true & correct to
the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
concealed from this Horrible court. )
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B e ©.1) Mr Ghulam Akbar PET,GMS Chagurn.
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.2) Mr.Mohammad Musa PET GIMS Nakhtar Hasham l(heland
RN N;(;h"“’ mi sd Alim PET, GUHS Flaza
4} f‘v!r Sahibui Taj PLF 28 kotkay. ‘

_' .‘."}Lie:».'vj'.}f’. ‘ ) A'_APPEALS

Memo;

Rcfcrance your depc.ercmal appeals dated 14/12/2012 for the

- grant of back benafits (pay & semorlt,r)

in ’rhis regard you aro hcreby anformecx that in the Ilgi of ths

Court decmm High Court Peshawar you have adjusted as PETs vnde thls office \Id‘ o

o 225885 dated l%/Oﬂ/ZOOG but in the above decision no orcer has passed by tne

C L snid Maneeahla "")Lutroa"n fing kack sanefits.,

_Hence the appeais'on the above merntioned.ground are rejectad.
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