1 18.06.2015

24.06.2015

©29.07.2015

03.09.2015

. appellant intends to further document the appeal including the placi

 ANNOUNCED

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Asstt: AG for .thé‘
respondents present. Agcht of counsel for the appellanﬁ requested
fof 4ai'djoumment as counsel for the appellant was buéy before Dar-
Ul-Qaza, Swat Adjourned to 24.06.2015 for preliminary hearing

Wit

before S.B.

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Assistant A.G fe'
respondents present. Counsel for the appellant is stated busy before

Darul Qaza. Adjourned to 29.7.2015 for preliminary hearing before S. B.

Chbr;man

Counsel for the appellant presenf. Learned counsel for the

of judgment of Hon’ble High Court passed in Writ Petition in favour 6f
the appellant. May do so within a fortnight where-after appeal be fixed::‘

for preliminary hearing on 3.9.2015 before S.B.

. Cha%n

None present for appel!ant despite repeated caIIs Even th.
appeal has not been documented within the time speC|f|ed by the '
Court. The Court time is over. The appeal is dismissed for want of

prosecutlon File be consigned to the record.

03.09.2015
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27.01.2015

18.03.2015 |
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20.05.2015
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b
Counsel for the appcllam and Mr. Kabuullah (hatldk /\slst:
'. g !
: Advocate General for the respondents prcsentif Counsel for! the
appellant requested for adjournmentl. Requcsl apccplcd To come
' C lil o
up for preliminary hearing on 18.03. 201,5 1 : :[! R Rl .
|
oo ' ,’: Co I"'l.
B
iy il lg z!'jl
- Ehod
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o '

| |
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None for the appellant present Asst: AG fpfi the
| .
respondents present.  Notice to counsel for the appellant be 1s<ued
for 20.05.2015 for preliminary hearing before S.B." .|
- i Vl\Ti—r—E
, ‘Member ’
'y | :
3 |
| I . ;
| ! I L Illl\' E ll.
t P [
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i

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Asstt AG for the

respondenls present. Learned counsel fﬁ)r the appellant fus,! stafced ;

busy before Dar-Ul-Qaza, Swat. Adjourned to 18 06 20115 lfor:.

l

preliminary hearing before S.B.
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l ' Q 16.06.2014 Counsel for the appellant present. = Application | for .
restoration of appeal filed by the learned counsel for the appellant
- -is handed over to the learned GP, meanwhile pre-admission n(:)tiée

be issued to the learned GP to assist the Tribunal. To come up for

i arguments on restoration application of appeal on 0},09.2014.,

5\ L '_ ‘ 01.09.2(?)14 ('3:1:erk of counsel -for the appe]lént é_nd Mr Ziau]la'h_,'GPl: fbr
| '_ the respondents preseht.‘ Clerk of ‘coun's:él 'fo-r' the_' "appe.i"laint'
requested for adjournmenf due to General 'Strike lof the Baf.; To
g cmﬁe ub for arguments on restoratioﬁ aﬁplicatioh of appéai on
06.11.2014. o
é A ., 06.11.2014 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kébirﬁllah Kattak,Asst ‘
AG for the respondehts present. Arguments on appli;ation; for
i restoration of appeai-heeltrd. Aﬁplication is allowed. '.The‘ap-pe.al is
i ; hereby restored. To come up for p;'eliminary hearingg' on
s 27.01.2015. | |
: . o

Member
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Counsel for the appellant present and submltted an

application for restoration of appeal. To gbme up for |

arguments on restoration application of appeal on

05.03.2014.

. Clerk of counsel for the appellant present and reﬁuested for |
adjournment. To come up for arg'uinént on application for

restoration of appeal on 34.04.2014.

No one is present on behalf of the appe'llant. To come up
for arguments on | application for resfofation of appeal -on

16.06.2014.




BETFORE THE ERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA |~ &= 10, -
PESHAWAR, ‘ : : _ . by S X( » /, J
S. Appeal No.98%/ 2012. : “

/% wm  Versus  Govt of K.P.K L others.

Appfication with fiumble request for restoration of the dismissal order in default dated
2//#/2013. |

Réspectfully Submitted.

1. That the above titled service appeal NO foo Biuas fixed 6efo‘1’e your fionor _for

a;/ /- /2013, _

2. dfat on the saié date counsel for the appellant was busy before the

Peshawar High Court Darul Qaza Mingora Bench in writ petitions NO. -
2141/M/2012 titled Israr Sher Bahade: VS Habaib Rasool and others &
C.R - NO Khaista VS Afmad Igbal and otherss, Amin Ullah Darvish VS
Govt of KK & Others other case . ) : :

3.That as already the appellant before this seriousty ill o had T nformed the
counsel that fie unable to attend the court due to his illness ((operation was made.
Therefore the appellant was not present on the same date. ‘

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

© 5. That no notice been served over the appellant or counsel of appellant from court
side. ‘ :
 6..That the appellant valuable rights are involved with this case.

7. That appellant got the information of dismissal on 1. 1.2014,

8 That case need disposal over merit that is the basic requi%ement of law.

9. That otfiers arguments will be at the time of herring this application.

It is-there for humbly prayed that on acceptance of this upplication this Honorable
court may kindly restore the service appeal mentioned above and decide on merit.

Through

Certificate:
. Certificate that all the contents of the aboyt me {104
correct to the best of my Rnowledge.. ‘
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e are qualified of the diploma of S.DPE in place of JI.D.P.E.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TKRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON '-KH}{VAQ
' PESHAWAR. '_ BV L v,
limp - ' Miktes "%’:ﬁ?ﬁ‘
S Appeal NO.( £2013. : . Sy a,féz‘p _
o . . i ts»::;
|.Muhammhd Aleem PET GHS Fefa Puran  Shangla District 'Shangia. t_"‘”%/“zi%-/;? .
| (Appellant)
VERSUS_
1.Govt of K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshaw-ar;
2.Director (e & se) Peshawar |
3.District Education Officer District Shangla.
4.District Co- Oxv'din‘ation 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.
Prayer in appeal, ‘ S
On acceptance of this appeal the order dated

3.1.2013 passed by respoadent No.3 whercby the appeal of
cppellant has been refected from , may kindly be set-aside and
direct the respondents to allow the seniority , of period Jrom
20.5.2004 10 24.2.2006 as wel] as all back benefits i;zclm[iizg
salaries of appellant may kindly be awarded o appellant

~ Decause the appellant was kept our itlegaliy from the service,

Respectfully  shiewetls :

5

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

- education department and dusing the serviee the appellant and others

were terminated on 24.7.2004 from the service on the ground that they

>

-
%
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02.12.2013 Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Called fo\r'-'ﬁzna)' i
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 W

02.12.2013.

Numoer of =30

Date of Proze-- 7 “’\12-:::&#-9/ 7 " / -

Copyiar Teo ’ é —my,

Ut ‘ —

Da:: ;f-".:'.'.;".-.’ : _ w ~/ 2 i_%
Datc ¢i el 00 Af__cgcy,ﬂ__/}.—a%@
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL Kivig PUKHTOONIEHWA %

PESHAVWAR.
e
S.Appeal NOLS £2013.

EMuahammid Aleem PET GIS et Puran &

VERSUS

i,

! o
hangla District Shangla™

(Appellant)

LGovioF K. P.K through secretary (B & SE) Peshawar

2.Dirceior (¢ & se) Peshaway .

3.Districr Education Officer District Shangla. .

LDistrict Co- Ordination Officer Shangla.

Appeal U/S 4 of ihe service tribunal A
vider dated 15,67 2013 Wheieby the app
rejected by the DE O(E& SE) Shangla,

Srayerin appeyl,

F5 L2073 prssed by respondent Ne.3 ,

(Responden {s)

clof 1974 against the
cal of the appellant yway

Oit acceptance of this appedt the order duteg.

wherehy e appeal o/
.\ 5 '/

vispcilane has been rejected from: Ty Kindly be seiqside and

-

direed
O D00 s 2t 3 ap o
LS. 2004 for 247 20006 ¢y 1y

LTa4

‘erespondents e alfon e SCREIOFLY | of period Jronz

IT pein 4277 7 O Frprs oL de * 5 U L
iay @i back Derefis eClidig

412
A d
Selarios of wppelliunt o, P Rindly be aiwarded 1 uppeliont

kepiont iflegally fron: the service,

tcacher in the

the appellant ang others

ace of 1D PE

r
~em e DG NG e tpneliani wwas
Wi, L
CBRespecally shewerts

[ ' - T
PN
;! )
P2 hat the appellant was appomnted  ag PET

cdueniion deparimen and during the service

Wareterminaied on 24.7.2004 from the service op the ground that they
e e e qundified of the diploma of S.D.PE inpi
N Ry : - S
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Neither the uppclhnt nor his counsel present. Called lm ma\f L

02.12.2013

times but no onec is present for the appellant. The appeal is,

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

record. .
% —

Date \,J
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BEFORE THE bLPV’CE TRIBUNIL 1
PESIFAVWAR,

il 2
SoAppent Nt W03, 7 234-\-)\.,“ {!Lﬁg 70
1

PR e St

. .
I.MuhammAd Aleem PET GHS Fefa Puran Shangla letuct Shannh [7/'"“*"7/—/9

(Appellant)
YERSUS
LGovtolf K. P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.
2 Director (e & se) Peshawar .
,3-Diswrict Education Officer District Shangla. .
4.District Co- Oadmauon Officer Shangla.
' (Rcspon(’r‘nts)

Appeal U/S 4 of the serviee "‘mmrm’ Actof 1974 against the
order dated 15.07.2 2013 Wier ehy the appeal of the apyellant was
rejected by ¢he DEGEL SE) Shangla,

Prayer i ¢ el S
it aceeptunce 0, this r:pp il e order dated
(502013 passed by respondens No.3 , wherep by tee appeql of
eppellant as peen rejected fron nay findf y be sei-aside and
diraet if; ‘e respondenis (o aliow the s eriority » Of period from
20.3.2004 10 24,72 GO6 5 1well as gl back be erefirs incly wlisis

sulerics of appellent i ‘Hp Kindly be awardpd 1y appellant
T ol Becense e appeilans was kept gur ilegally from the seivice.
! N
,'-l-‘ - ,(’;" 7 - .
T .-w_\:‘.L:_k_, o s .
FRespectiilly shewert -
",/b)f ‘5

I

SO That e m.)ei,dnt was ap; o'rtm. ‘s,j,l‘ teacher in the
aducation d epritment and during the sepy ice the appellang aind others
f\'\

Waere terminated on 247 L2004 from thc service on the ground thag they
e quadified of the diplomuy of S D.PEinplace or 7. DPE.

,U.,
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Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Called forimay +

times but no one is present for the appellant. The appeal is

Rel

therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned (o the

;7(}/' |
. ,\YN(’)l‘Jﬂ]\_{(‘_I' ipl %W//M/

record.
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+-02.12.2013

fotrrntnes
’ Nelther the appellant nor hls counsel present Called for may .

times - but no one is present “for the appellant. The appeal 1s,
therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to'the

record.

ANNOUNCED '
02.12.2013. - . - Member




22.05.2013 . No one is preéeni for the appelén't. In :
pursuance - of the Khyber PakhtunkhWa Ser-vice_l R |
Tibunals (Ar{mendment Ordinance, 2013) (khybér
Pakhtnkhwa Order |l of 2013), the case is adjou’rned '

on note Reader for proceeding as before on 16.7.2013
der.
16.07.2013 No one is present on behalf of the appe'llant., No_tic'es be

issued to the appellant/counsel for the appellant for pfel‘irriina'ry o

hearing on 02.10.2013.

62 40.2043 Counsel for the appellant present and requested ’fo;r "

adjournment. To come up for preliminary hearing bn 02.12.2013. o |

ember

C,




. ’s 5.4.2013 L Counsel for the appellant present and requested for

adjournment. Case adjourned to 22.5.2013 for preliminary
S L ' hearing on the point of maintainability of appeal as to.

- - . 1 L whether the impugned order dated 15.1.2013 is original or

~ : A, o i . appellate order.
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A}
Form- A
FORM OFORDER SHEET
| Court of ' ]
Case No. 40072013

S.Noj Date of order
: Proceedings

Order or other proceedings

wifh”s—i.—gnature of judge or Magistrate

1 -2

3

r | 1a/02/2013

1 today by Mr. L Nawab Ali Noor Advocat

. 1847?0’? |

The appeal of Mr.Muhammad Aleem resubmitted

e may be entered in the

y Chairman for

Institution Register and put up to0 the Worth

preliminary hearing.

L{Lﬂ_/,' |

REGISTRAR /-

imary Bénch for preliminary

-1
H

This case i entrusted to Pr

s 4—J09/3

hearing to be put up there on




e

~ The appeal of Mr. i\/luhammad /\t(a_m PET rece:vcd today i.e. on ()1/02/2013 |s mcomplete on

the followmg scores. wh|ch is relurncd to tho counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmlss:on o
p within- 15 days _ ‘
1- Copy of termmatlon order mentioned in para- 1 of the memo of appeal is not attached with

aLJeaZw

_.C. ' the appeal which may be placed on it. :
/’Vd?‘ : 12 Copy of Judgment of Hon’ble High Court-mentioned in para-3 of the n memo of appeal is not
Wmargﬂt . attached wnth the appeal which may be placed on it.

3- Afflda\nt may be got attested by the Oath Commlssmner

SERVICE lRlBUNA]
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR, -

L.NWAB ALl NOOR ADV. PESH.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA

PESHAWAR. | B W P
oy Pvrian ¥ i
* S.Appeal NO: DZZfzoly Sy W 27D
1. Muhamméad Aleem PET GHS Fefa Puran Shangla District Sham_‘"‘q =N
| (Appellant) o
VERSUS |

1.Govt 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.

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 from , 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 awarded to appellant

@ because the appellant was kept out illegally from the service.

Respectfully sheweth:
s
/ 71. That the appellant was appointed as PET teacher in the
education department and during the service the appellant and others
were terminated on 24.7.2004 from the service on the ground that they

Ko-gud@ItEed w%quahﬁed of the diploma Qf S.D.P.E‘ll‘l place of J.D.P.E.




2.That the appellant along with others colleagues challenge the impugnéd
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. [@ A Ry Racwe- 4 L

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 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.
(&;771/”«/4 @qw ool gt Orrr7enn B 4 M/‘»“"f)

7. That appellant having no other remedy except to knock the door of this
Honorable tribunal on the followiiig 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 onthe 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
service / termination has been followed nor any legal finding
regarding the rejection of appeal been mentioned. f



e

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

€). THAT the order of the Peshéwar 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 question 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. @

| Appellant
Through A :

L. Nawab Ali Ny
Advocate High Coupy



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA
PESHAWAR.

S.Appeal NO.  of 2013,

1.Muhammad Aleem PET GHS Fefa Puran Shangla District Shaﬁgla. '

(Appellant)

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

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

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

the best of my knowledge and be“uef and nothing has been
concealed from this Horrzble court.
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G GF THE UISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER u—&ml ISTRICT SHANGLA.

N 3/7@*%9050(5_&5&5;4 ~ Dated /ﬁJZﬁ 12013

io.

R 1) Mr Ghulam Akbar PET, GMS Chagurn. - Ay
I 2) Mr.Mohammad Musa PET GMIS Nakhtar Hasham ¥heland
o A :.’r..l\.uha.nm‘zd ‘Alim PET, GHS Fiaza

- _ 4} Mr Sahibul Taj PET 28 kotkay.

Supjer gg_x*ggl_s _
Memo;

Relerence your depdrtmental appea}s dated 14/12/2012 for the
grant of back benefits (pay & seniority).

In th.s regard you arr._m reby mformeo that in the Ilgll.. of the
~ Court decision High Cou rt Peshawar you have adjusted as PETs vide this office No
a7 :"m 85 dated 1%/02‘/2006 butin the 1bo\/e decnslon no orcer has passed by tne '
anid Hanerahle Court regarding back benefits.. '

Hence the appeals on the above mertioned azouno are rejected.




ﬁfr V& f’ma m’m / ////z MM/
f L Wluﬁammad’ Ageem PET GHS - Tefa Puran . Shangla District Shangla.
- (Appellant).
V;rsus
k o 1 gdbt of K. 2K Through Secretary (E < SE) Peshawar o others..
_:,5.,’ 1 - ‘ S o ; .(stpbnd'ents)
P S.No.| Description of Documents S Annexure Pages
¥ 1. | Appeal ‘ . . ‘ B ‘ ’ 13
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' BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA

PESHAWAR.

. S.Appeal NO.  of 2013,

1.Muhammad'Aleem PET GHS Fefa Puran Shangla District Shangla.

- (Appellant)
VERSUS '
1.Govt of K.PK through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.
2.Director. (e & se) Peshawar .
3 District Education Officer District Shangla.
-4.District Co- Ordination Officer Shangla. . .
: .. (Respendents)

Appeal Uss 4 of the service tribunal Act of 1974 agaihst the
order dated 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appellant was
rejected by the DEO(E& SE) Shangla. | :

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 from, 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 awarded to appellant =
because the appellant was kept out illegally from the service.

 Respectfully “sheweth:

|. That the appellant was appoihted as PET teacher in the
education department and during the service the appellant and others
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 colleagues challenge the impugnéd
- 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 colleégues were reinstated back to their services
and the impugned order dated 24.7.2004 was set aside through the
Judgment of the Peshawgr’ 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. (deﬂ A Ry Zexwrts f D

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. ‘ S <
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 ﬁnaliy it was rejected on 15.1.2013.
(587 } Mpev’ 5 Agyeess ootbiots oosrrenen B a'C sasparived).
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

procedlge' on the subject, as provided by the law , has not
been followed. o

¢). THAT no procedure was followed by the resbonc_:ients before passing

- of therejection order dated 15.1.2013 neither any law relevant - to the
service / termination. has been followed .nor any legal finding
regarding 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.

e).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. .

; 4 ,‘

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

v awarded.to appellant the rejection / not allowing the back benefit is the |
£ - sweet will of the respondents by self, |

- ). THAT question mark before this Honorable court that if the appella’nf
- Wwasre- 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 sering in the. department with honestly &
he has unblemished record and performed his duty honestly and to the
best satisfaction of his superior. o '

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

i Ii is therefore respectfully prdyed that on acceptance. of this
S appeal the impugned rejection order dated 15.1.2013 may be
o 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. ~

®

" Appellant

Through

L Nawab Ali Ny, y
f ' o o Advocate High CoupX Peshawhr
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W £ THE LISTRICT EDUCAY 1O OFFICER {E/SE) DISTRICT SHANGLA.

i?i\j\, 9'/73 é/g /DIO E&SE) | Datedv /j’-—/[)7 ,}‘2013

Ce—" 1) Mr Ghulam Akbar PET, GMS (.hg. 3um. .

2} Mr.Mohammad Musa PET GMIS Nakhtar Hasham !’heland
o rhroMohammad S ‘lim PET, GHS Fiaza
4 Mr Sahibul Taj PET 28 kotkay.
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in this regard you are hL reby tnformra thatin the lxght of the -

, (o.u' decision High Court Peshawar you have adjusted as PETs vide this office No
: :.2?’3“‘; 35 dzted 13/ ’)0/2006 butin the above deas,on no orcer has passed by the -

. Hence the a'ppeais on "..he above mr‘rtm’.ed gr ound are 'ejected. e
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