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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL . PESHAWAR .

/2022Civil REVIEW PETITION NO,

(INSTITUTED ON DATED, 6/7/2020)IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.6358/2020 
DESPOSED OFF VIDE ORDER DATED.07/10/2022.

MUKARAM KHAN S/0 SHAIR ZADA R/O VILLAGE MALAKPUR DISTT; BUNER/PST GOVT;
"PETITIONER"PRIMARY SCHOOL KWARSAR DISTRICT BUNER.

VERSUS

1. Distt; Education Officer E & S Male District Buner.
2. Director E & S Education Department K.P Province Peshawar.
3. Secretary E & S Education Deptt; K.P Province Peshawar.
4. Zahoor Ahmad S/0 Mohammad Rehman PST GPS Malakpur Distt; Buner.
5. Muhammad Zohaib S/0 Samiullah GPS Najir Dara Distt; Buner.
6. Fazal Mabood S/0 Mian Said Jehan GPS Mora Distt; Buner.

"RESPONDENTS"

REVIEW PETITION FOR RESTORATION OF THE AFOREMENTIONED SERVICE APPEAL 
NO.6358/2020; ONTHE TITLE " Mukaram Khan VS DEO Male Buner and others " AND TO 

DISPOSE OFF, THE SAME ON, MERIT, WHICH DUE TO OVERSIGHT, VVAS WITHDRAWN WITH 
PERMISSION OF THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL, TO FILE AFRESH, BEFORE A COMPETANT 

FORUM, VIDE AFFEX ORDER DATED 07/10/2022 .

Respectfully Sheweth;

FACTS

1. That the above mentioned service appeal No.6358/2020, of the petitioner was 
pending before this Honourable Tribunal, which was lastly argued on dated 

07/07/2022, before this Honourable Tribunal. copy of the appeal and reply with 
rejoinder and order sheet all are annexed as "A".

2. That while on dated 07/10/2022, expectedly that the order has to be announced, 
after clearance of a single point, as whether, as per assertion of the respondent No.l 
in his reply that the station, GPS KWAR SAR was the l'* choice of the appellant. 
Production of NTS form of the appellant as evidence was asked from the respondent 
No.l. Which exactly was produced before the Honourable Bench of this Honourable



Tribunal by respondent IMo.l, on the date fixed for ie 07/10/2022, for the purpose of 
evidence and if the appellant had not mentioned GPS Kursar as choice the appeal 
would be allowed. Copy annexed as "B".

B. That as a n.a«er of fact as this Hon; Tribunal had satisfied regarding the jurisdiction of 
th for the appeal, vide statutory provision of the KP appointment of Doctors, 
and teachers etc Act 2011, during preliminary and final/ full arguments even on 
7/7/022 and the case was fixed producing of copy NTS form of the appellant/pet; but 
when the Hon; Bench, again raised the question of lack of Jurisdiction, without any 

preparation, for more unexpected arguments, even, on the point of Jurisdiction, 
when asked the counsel of the petitioner/appellant, to be made, in a confusing and ^ 

misconceiving manner, on oversight bases, the application concerned was then filed 

, for withdrawal of appeal, purely on BONA FIDE intention, JUST in hurry because it 

was Friday , not to waste the precious time of this Hon; Tribunal. though next date for 
arguments was already requested to be giyen. Copy of the affix order dated 
07/10/2022 of this Hon; Tribunes annexed as "C".

Lecturers

4. That as a matter of fact as the appellant was an Adhoc Employee and fails in the 
category of Ciyil Servants, hence unavoidably the Petitioner, having no alternative 
adequate remedy except to file the instant Review on the following grounds amongst
other inter alia, for restoring/reopening of the previous service appeal.

GROUNDS
a. That the Service Appeal NO.6358/2020, on the title "Mukaram Khan Vs DEO male 

Bunerand others" of the petitioner was pending before adjudication in the Hon; 
Tribunal on dated 07/10/2022 and this Hon; Tribunal was competent and have

Jurisdiction fully for disposal of the same on merit.
b. That the order dt,7/10/022, of this H; Tribunal is per in curium coram non Judice,

hence not tenable in the eye of law.
c. That it is the cardinal principle of law that the Judges shall wear all the laws of the 

land in the sleeves of their rob.
d. As per S. 10 of KP appointment ,Dep;,Posting & transfer of Teachers, lecturers & 

Doctors Regulatory Act 2011, this worthy tribunal has got solely Jurisdiction to

entertain such appeals under the said Act.

, ^

e. That the application for withdrawal of the Service Appeal of the
petitioners/appellant, concerned, was filed on pure Bona fide intention. Just not to

. V



^ waste the precious time more of this Hon; Tribunal and was in hurry, not on any 
mala fide intention.

f. That though the instant Civil Review petition under Section 114 CPC is competent, 
however, if this Hon; Tribunal found not to be proper then the same may 
graciously be converted the same as application under section 12(2) CPC or deal 
UNDER S. 151 CPC, for the purpose and the order dated 07/10/2022, of this Hon; 
Tribunal, being based on err and misconception on point of jurisdiction, hence 
may be withdrawn or set aside , while allowing the petition of the petitioner.

g. That the application of the petitioner /appellant, dated 07/10/2022, where up on 
the affix order of this Hon; Tribunal 07/10/2022, under the instant civil Review 
Petition, is based, was of no legal weight and devoid of law, hence was liable to 
rejection.

h. That the petition is competent and the administration of justice demands 
withdrawal or setting aside of the order dated 07/10/2022, being based on the 
application of the petitioner /appellant, filed on oversight and bona fide.

i. That further grounds supporting this petition will be advanced at the time of 
arguments with due permission of this Honourable Tribunal.

Therefore it is most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this Civil 
review Petition, the application dated, 07/10/2022, may be rejected and the order dated 
07/10/2022, of this Hon; Tribunal, may be withdrawn or set aside or modified up to the 
rejecting of the application dated 07/10/2022 of the appellant, for the administration of 
justice and restore the Service Appeal No.6358/2020, of the petitioner/appellant in a status 
before dismissal. Further relief to which the petitioner is otherwise entitle under the law may 
also be graciously be granted to the petitioner though not specifically prayed for.

PETITONER

Through Counsel

► khan

\ Adv High Court 
Cell=03439049185

Office; at Distt; Courts Daggar Buner.

Dated, 22/10/2022.
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BteRE THE KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL . PESHAWAR .

/2022

(INSTITUTED ON DATED. 6/7/2020)

Civil REVIEW PETITION NO

IN SERVICE APPEAL Nb.6358/2020 

DESPQSED OFF VIDE ORDER DATED.07/10/2022.

VERSUS D.E.O. E & S Male District Buner & others.MUKARAM KHAN

REVIEW PETITION

AFFIDAVIT
I, Mukaram Khan S/0 Shair Zada /Petitioner do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 
that the entire contents Of this petition are true and correct and the nothing has been 

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal. it is further declare and affirm athat no such like or 
in other mode any application or petition etc has earlier been field before any forum or court 
except this petition being filling now before this Honourable Tribunal.

(MB
PETITONER/DEPONENT

iftt'khsf /iKhar.i



BteRE THE KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL , PESHAWAR .

/2022Civil REVIEW PETITION NO

IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.6358/2020 
DESPOSEb OFF VIDE ORDER DAtED.07/10/2022.

(INSTITUTED ON DATED. 6/7/2020)

MUKARAM KHAN VERSUS D.E.O. E & S Male District Buner & others.

REVIEW PETITION

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

1, MUKARAM KHAN S/0 SHAIR ZADA R/0 VILLAGE MALAKPUR DISTT; BUNER/PST GOVT; 
PRIMARY SCHOOL KWARSAR DISTRICT BUNER. "PETITIONER"

1. Distt; Education Officer E & S Male District Buner.
2. Director E & S Education Department K.P Province Peshawar.
3. Secretary E & S Education Deptt; K.P Province Peshawar.
4. Zahoor Ahmad S/0 Mohammad Rehman PST GPS Malakpur Distt; Buner.
5. Muhammad Zohaib S/0 Samiullah GPS Najir Dara Distt; Buner.
6. Fazal Mabood S/O Mian Said Jehan GPS Mora Distt; Buner.

"RESPONDENTS"

PETITONER

Through Counsel
KHAN

' Adv High Court 
Cell=03439049185

Office ; at Distt; Courts Dagger Buner.
Dated, 22/10/2022.
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:: \t^0rect approach of the Talaiban, Terrorist and Rebellious^ while salary for 

liadays already withheld/deducted from the appellant^by not drawing the 

~ imay also be directed to drawt^and pay to the appellant for the relevant 
' . With further relief to which the appdiant is otherwise entitle^though

same 

period
not specifically prayed for in this appeal.

FACTS

1 That the appellant was wrangly and against the merit, by discrimination,
posted in GPS Kursar, by the officialWith highest scores of 112.98/was 

respondent No.l and similarly^ the private respondent No.4, who having
low score of 102.07, was also wrongly and against the said merit, placed 

and posted by the official respondent No.l with un due favour, in GPS 

MalakpLfre and similarly the respondents No.5 & 6, having got scores, 
97.79 and 97.74 respectively, were also posted according to their own 

choices. However it was assured orally by the respondent No.l, 
concerned that with the reawakening or any clue of reinitiating of any 

activity by the Rebellious and terrorists in the specified area, surrounding 

the kur sar, the appellant will be transferred and replaced against the
post in GPS Malakpure, so filled up, with undue induction of the private 

respondentNo.4^by un due favour, against the merit, by the respondent 
No.l concerned, copy of the appointment/merit order is annexed as A

for ready reference and perusal.

2. That with this assurance, the appellant started his duty with great zeal 
and keen interest in GPS Kur sar but when during the month of September 

2019. the Rebellious/terrorist and Taliban restarted their activities in tfie 

nrf.n roncemed- the apoellant then for the reason that after murder and 

kidnaoDina of his brothers and cousin during past, in previous round of 
terrorism in ^009. KEEPING IN VIEW THE EXPECTED ALLARMING THREAT

TO HIS LIFE TOO, has approached the official respondent No.l, time and
or any

area.
again, both orally and in written for transfer to GPS Malakpure 

other safe station from the GPS Kur sar, falls in the heart of the 

where the shelters of those rebellious and terrorists situate. While being 

relevant and very closed to the matter, the worthy Deputy Commissioner 

Buner and also DPO Buner, being aware of the matter and its record very 

well had approached to verify the murder and kidnapping cases 

concerned, copies all of the news papers cuttings, attested copy of FIR 

and relevant correspondenC^between the appellant and the respondent 
No.l and the deputy commissioner Buner and DPO Buner are annexed for

"B".ready reference and perusal as annexure

. !
's I



=55====.
demanded by the appellant may be made e^hicb on
and ill well and by undue favour of the private respondents NoAto
hy discrimination not only dishonored and ignored wrongly but by 

punishing the appellant by deducting 116 days salary of the appel ant 
without any notice or any show cause notice which also payable to the

same Order impugned dated 14/3/020, got un

X:

appellant, Copy of the 
officially, on 02/04/020, is also annexed as "C'\

That the appellant after noticing privately on dated 02/04/020, got

(VI hence the appellant having no alternative adequate remedy excep 

to file the instant service appeal on the following grounds among other

inter alia.

un
4.

G ROUNDS . , j. u
That the appellant was deserving and entitle under the law to e

to the merit assigned to the appellanta.
posted initially strictly according to t
fe 112 98 while all the private respondents No A to 6 were oil very low 

in merit from the appellant. Who by discriminating hod posted by 

due favour in their home stations on their own choices while wrongly
on mala fide intention and III well he was posted in GPSKursor which

is falling in the hilly area of the Bllam being the area of Taliban where 

the appellant was under life threat seriously any time.

un

b That according to the oral assurance and promise, the official
respondent even Na.l was baund also to transfer the appellant to GPS 

Molakpur or at least on any post of the private respondents keeping in 

view his high merit and beside life threat in that area and station.

c That there was life threat to the appellant while performing his duty in
the El lam Area wereGPS Kursal because the Taliban and Rebellious in

unknown enema of the family of the appellant and during the 

^.cuinnc: rnund nf 7009 Taliban s activities,bemuse two brothers and

who so far not recovered either dead or living.

tTESTZD"

kllNER 
•.lUhlnKlMVif

c ■ I i I*««< > *
Kii> |>f:

d. That the appellant has been dual punished by forfeiture or say
in addition todeduction or withholding of salary for 116 days while
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0^
that the appellant has also been discarded by discontinuing his service 

time vide the order impugned End; No.803-8 dated, 14/3/2020, 

wrongly without any blunder or fault of the appellant and without any 

notice or providing any opportunity of personally hearing or serving 

with any show cause notice on the appellant which is not tenable

under any law.

That the punishment awarded both are the harsh and are not 
according to any law of justice or any law basing too mala fide and ill 

well hence liable to be set aside.

■ 'r-

at a

e.

f That the problem of the appellant was genuine and also was beyond 

the approach of the appellant. ,

g. That before awarding the dual punishment being harsh and un 

warranted, illegal and without any blunder or fault of the appellant 
vide order impugned was not reasonable or rational but was an order

this score was also non maintainable orof a dictator one hence on 

sustainable under the law.

h. That the order impugned was not bgsed or one, having been passed 

after conduction of any enquiry or other investigations required under
under the law, but was In hurry to avoid honouring the genuine

demand of the appellant, so is not maintainable.

i. That earlier recommendations of the enquiry committee was also 

wrongly ignored which prove the stance of the appellant to be legal 
and genuine while the respondents even No.l has proceeded totally in 

disregard of the law and rules and policies exists.

j. That the appellant has also been condemned un heard while no proper
endorsement or delivery ofthe order impugned in any shape so far 

even was made to the appellant.

k. That further supporting arguments on the appeal of the appellant will 
be made with due permission of this Hon;able Tribunal at the time of

arguments.
VITTKSTKi::

h (H k i« vv;K lu ll
I'l ilMll>l>’

Therefore it is most humbiy prayed that on acceptance of this service 

appeai the order impugned End; No.803-8 dated, 14/3/2020, may be



set aside from the date of its issue and the service of the appellant may 

be reinstated with all back benefits and also the pay so withheld for 

116 days vide the said order impugned be directed the respondent 
No.l to draw and pay to the appellant with further relief to which the 

appellant is Otherwise entitle under the law though not specifically 

prayed for the instant appeal may also granted in favour of the 

oppe/Zont.

•S' •

•iBi
■4.

APJ LANT
Through counset

IAN
\Adv High Court

Office; at Distt; courts Ddggar Buner, 
Cell= 05459049185 

Dated, 24/06/2020.

Certificate

It is to certify that the entire contents of this aoDeal are tru and
correct.

APPELLANT

_ _l____________ I—rr.-v0f prc'.s(.■« h)t in!M!f, \ n! 
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• ‘ Brli'AcF THE KHVBFRt/kHTTWKHWA SERVirF TBTBtINAl, PESHAWAfc

'■ ^ ^ Appeal No. 6358/2020
Mukafci Khan S/0 Sher Zada R/0 Village Malak Pur PST GPS Kwar Sar, District Bnner.

(APPELANT)

Versus

Stary Elementary & Secondary Edncation Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
1
0 .
3

(RESPONDENTS)

Reply/Para wise Comments for & on behalf of Respondents No 

Respectfully Sheweth!
Preiiminarv Obiections^ .1. The Appellant has no cause of actionyiocus standi to fi^e

The instant appeal is badly time barred.
Appellant has concealed the material facts from this honorable Tribunal

Written

instant appeal.

■ ’2, , hence
: 3. The

liable to be dismissed.
The Appellant has not come to this honorable Tribunal with clean hands. 

Appellant has filed the instant appeal just to pressurize the respondents.
4
5. The
6. The appellant has filed the instant appeal on mala fide motives^ 

The instant appeal is against the prevailing law and rules 

The appellant has been estopped by his conduct to file the appeal.

<r
, 7

8
Facts: -

rhc extent that the District Education. Officer Male Buner advertised various
advertisement each

1. Correct to 

posts
candidate would select only five

including the post of Primary School Teachers. As per
“ : (05) schools for final appointment. Hence, the

. appellant along with private respondent applied for advertised posts. Subsequently, 
NTS conducted written test and the result was declared. It is evident &om NTS record

out of 200 while the private respondent
that the appellant had secured 112.98 m^ks

d 102.07 marks out of 200, private respondent No. 5 secured 97.79 marks
. It is hereby

No. 4 secure
out of 200 and private respondent No.6 secured 97.74 marks out of 200

per provided merit list from NTS, tire first priority of theworthy to mention that as 
appellant was GPS Kwar Sar. Therefore, the appellant was appointed by the Competent 

28-02-2019 at GPS Kwar Sar, Buner as per terras and condittons of the ,
ad hoc and school based

Authority on
advertisement which clearly states that the appointments 
and, therefore, the appointees are not transferrable. The .Merit list and appointment

are

vv« order is attached as Annexure “A & B”. ,
' !■'. *^1 * ' 'Uiiimi

" 2. Incorrect and denied, as per report o

Commissioner Buner, vide No.

of District Police Officer Buner, addressed to Deputy

491/PA dated 13-05-2019 stating that, there is nothing 

adverse against the appellant on the record of local Police Station, which is attached as

Aiuiexure “C”.
. Incorrect and denied,. before the major penalty of discontinuing the contract of

performing his duty honestly and regulaily.
3

appellant, the appellant was not



illant has been frequently remained absent from his duty and the
made under the rules;

' >.
Additiondly, the appell 
following list of disciplinary proceedings were

i-

reported the appellant absent from 

• vide his office letter .
(a) On 29-08-2019, the ASDEO (M), Daggar Buner

his duty and sent a teport to the SDEO (M) Daggar, Bane.
for the initiation of necessary. Disciplinary action asNo. 1 dated 3Q‘^08-2019 

attached as Annexure “D”.
sub Divisional Education Officer (Male) Daggar, Buner also 

the'DEO (M); Buner for initiation of disciplinary
(b) Subsequently, the

submitted the mentioned report to
“E”.proceedings against the appellant as attached as Annexure

, District Education Officer Buner, issued absence notice to the
action under Article 9

(c) Respondent No. 01
appellant for resuming of his duty, otherwise, Disciplinary

of the E&D rules 2011 will be taken, as attached as Annexure
(d) Later on. an inquiry was conducted by the DEO (M) Buner, vide his office Memo

No 7421-24 dated05-10-2019.Theinqmrycommitteesubmittedhisreportonl8-

,0-2019 to the DEO(M) Bunet as anached as Annexure “G”, with the following

“F”.

recQinmendations:

zone school in planeThe teacher concerned may please be adjusted m a safe 
area like GPS Beshonai, GPS Dokada, GPS Malakpur, GPS Malang Dara, GPS

Najar Dara etc for his duty relief.

1,

1. The teacher concerned may please be transfer mutually to GPS Morra with 

another teacher Mr. Irfan khan PST GPS Morra, a resident of village Kwar Sar, 
salary of the absent period from 01-08-2019 to 31-10-2019 may please be

deducted.
. . 3 . The salary of the

2. The

concerned may please be release to perform his duty

(e) In the light of the recommendations of inquiry committee and as per Government 
KPK Finance department (Regnlation Wing) Notification No. SO

the subject “Deduction of salary fromof
(FR)/FD/5-14/2014, dated 16/12/2014 on
Government Employees in case of Absenteeism” and decision of Khyber 

Phkhtnnkhwa Service tribnnal Peshawar in the Service appeal No 1689/2010

DEO(M) Buner, being the Competent Authority,
24-11-2019 (116 days), as

“No work, No pay.”, the 

converted the absence period w.e.f 01-08-2019 to
as

attached as Annexure “H”.
(f) Instead of resuming his duty 

absent from his duty w.e 

2020, vide his office 

Annexure “I”.
(g) Due to time and again reports of the ASDEO (M) Daggar and SDEO (M) Daggar 

regarding willful absence of the appellant from his duty, the Competent Authonty 

imposed major penalty, i,e. to discontinue the contract of the appellant Mr.

, the SDEO(M) Daggar again reported the appellant

.f 02-03-2020 to the submission of his report on 06-03-
attached asA', letter No 1600, dated 06-03-2020 which is

. ‘ Afi

K /V|,



Mukaram Khan PST GPS Kwar Sar w.e.f 01-03-2019 and not to extend his contract 
of .(beihg contract NTS Employee) for another one year due to his wilful absence 

from duty, inefficiency and unsatisfactory performance during the contract period 

as per terms and condition at S.No:12 of appointment Notification issued vide this 

office Ensdt. No 1124-32 dated 28-02-2019 as attached as Annexure “J”.

not justified in accordance withIncorrect and denied, the appeal of the appellant

rules and policy, therefore, the Respondent No 

appellant

; was
. 2-did not honour the appeal of the'

4

Grounds

. Incorrect and denied, already explained inparaNo.l and2 of the fact

. Incorrect and denied, already explained in para No.l of the fact.
t and denied, already explamed in para No .2 of the fact.

D. Incorrect end denied, the appellant was reported his hnmediate officer ASDEO/SDEO

the appellant as explained in para No. 3 of the facts.

E Incorrect and denied, the appellant
the wastage of precious tinrp of the students. Hence, the punishment

.'.A
B
,C. Incorrec

not interested m government duty which waswas

resulting in
awarded by the DEG (M) Buner is justifiet}.

. F. Incorrect and denied, the appellant deliberately kept himself absent from duty without

any justifiable reasons and violated the rules time and again.

G. Incorrect and denied, already explained in para No. 3 of the facts.
. 3 of the facts.H. Incorrect and denied, already explamed in para No

I. Incorrect and denied, as already explained in para No. 3 of the facts.
J. Incorrect and denied, the proper order was communicated to the appellant as explamed

in para No. 3 of the facts.
E The Respondent also se'ek the permission of the Honorable court of service tribunal any

advance proof at the time of the arguments.

It is therefore humbly prayed that keeping in view the above said, submission, the

service appeal in hand may very graciously be dismissed.

Director
Elementary &Secondary Education 

Peshawar
Disfrim Ed^ 

Buner

■ .

£2UxA
■O’

,' ii f
Secretary

(feSedondary EducationEl- A/
Lwar.

cyr ■V:
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Rpsi?ectfully ShWeth 

Para wise Eeply to

is hereunder.
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the coihmehts of the respondents
:

'1

i

Preliminary obj’ections fromIv That the entire
S.No.l to S.No. 8 are wropg and weightless as !

the serviee appeal of the appellant is on proper
^ . V . '

■ t

legal base knd foundation and properly is
this honourable Tribunal a^d

1
V
1

■■ . '

; f

maihtaipablo in
appellaht is diserving for. the relief sought.

.1^ ■

r

the

Para wi^e Renlwto th^_c.omments on, Facts
.1

T regarding the claim of the . | 
awarded highest .

I l.'That the stance 

' appellant that he had been 

score ie 11:2.98 than thi private respondents

I ,

, lias been adinH^®^ the official
, but the plea raised by

i

No.4 to!,6
: •

respohdeiits No. 1 to 3
official irlspondents that the appellant was

the I •

GPS Korsar on demand orT
posted and placed
with the consent of the appellant, is totally

n|a baseless and without proof, • because

ihe appellant was/is a resident of the village
MalakWfe aiid no consent or williUgness of the

appellant either'oral.pr^'ritten had obtained
a far ,

in,

V.. f

wrong a

to
I-

effect but wrougly he was posted in
flung statioh GPS Kursae^being harden hilly
this

. 1 '■
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bei.g of • Honce the posting

oi the respondeiit No,4 .at the station of GPS
and agdV’^st the me?:it, but 

due favour, with the 

passed 'by the official
th^ posting ordet and ,

behgVior and orders,
impugned passed by the

•j

Malahpnr was wrong a
u nbased purely bn 

■'was'
\was

, r^gppndent’N0i4

r esp ondeni NO. 1

■ft-.
■■i ;5

So
all mala fidesu^sequent a 

including, the dlrd^^
-h'i

ilhibased clearly
ir uh duly

on
respondent No.l, are
discrimination just to fav(?ur

& others being their ejes

of tile appellant.
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blue and to spoii the career
While th. public ii^etestwas^-not

not tenable ,iuipugned and more other a
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■ 2. That Oie
totally wrong an 

, correspondence

comments against the para 2
d baseless, because the

all the relevant documents
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j
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11 letter No,491 of DPO 
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appro^ich ol* thfe appfllant, discharging the
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.u::-' I "•

i

unwarranted hence is n
.•i

r' ;■
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3. That as a 
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under alarming threat and he , • j
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other safe station and
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No.l.has also Enquired this fact
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■ i
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!• ,-1no use to
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appellant fcjr no fault of the appellant but due

to having

'i . I
I
I !

1
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therefore was 

in arbitrary maimer 

i the law and rule
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ndent No.l also for the
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iiavoidable circumstance, vide his letter
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t-tei‘s(D,E & F ) has been
,ate4'bri noticed to the appellant.
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the; alleged le 

cQiiiiinunic
rHoW.eyer
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made while the
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copi^
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at
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1 toS.No 1 or
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refor'e the order
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• i- n al right of the appellant^
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and beyond the approach;.
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■o the instant
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11 reply to
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> entire comments lire the result of. non rational
easonable and unlawful and is/ ,r

• • I of the constitutional mandate^ .I also in violation• ;■
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liable to be rejected as a whole and the order
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1
}, !i

. 1

;
w lere
illegal give and ta,ke,the s 

would be ,faced by the appellant in
where the ap'pellant was facing life threat,

, , Hence tixe stance of the appellant
dmitted by the respondexxt IS correct,^

' ^ tbfe'illegal .

I

• ! ; •

and a
detail reply againstB.Tbat’b^ per

.rsdr^ifie appellant lias

quested to the
posting in qP.S K(

d- verballyl^f was re
klut be was satisfied by

■

1

objpcte
respondent ^jlQ

ikg that he will very poon
’ GPS Hence the comment

be transferred :•
assur 

and posted ini

' are inoprreGt,a«^' fciWW ;
No.l and■ detail reply against para

the stance, of the
C.Tbat as pei;
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, Appellant i^ correct being also

espon,dents. IJence the comment agaist the

. admitted by

the r
// C is incorrect;para
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„„..h., ....
order impugned^b.ping S ^ ^

the appeUaht^fpr the said
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legal grounds^thea
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anted , illegal an

. which is
hie

tinwarr being baspd on pure
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inala fide, ill well
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is not existed in
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the
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is against the
competent Enquiiy

Ige set aside from

of law and also, iseyes
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in fpyour of the appeUant^^w
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date of its issue,in
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as a punishiien
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eriod of contract^ 
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order impugne-d is
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a dual
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anh the.samV was beyond the approach of the
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J> e, appellant andthe matter shqnld have to

dissolved strictly in according to the
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G

d detail'reply in factsagdinst Para:“F”

H. That denied' the
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correctness of th,e

Comments, against “H’' as per
'

inst No.2 of reply to^facts.

detail reply

1
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j ■ That the
edhtents/comments again^ is incorrect and 
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. Hence denied the
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and reply
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same
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^f the facts of thb comments 

again St the same
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comments are wrong
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fiPFORF THP KHYBER PAVHTIINKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
aFtamp court swat. ■

Service Appeal No. 6358/2020

..... 06.07.2020

'*> -iLU

.y'
ry'C'*’*'/-"

7/Date of institution
.V.

Khan S/0 Shair Zada, R/0 Village Malakpur PST GOVT; 
. Prirnary School Kwar Sar District Buner.

VERSUS

District Education Officer Elementary & Secondary 
Department, District Buner and five others.

Mukaram

Education

ORDER 
07.10.2022.

Mr. Ra.him. Khan, Advocate, for the appellant present. Mr. Obaid- 

ADEO alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney forur-Rehman 

the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant stated at the bar that he wants 

to Withdraw the instant appeal to approach the'competent.forum. In 

this respect, h'e also submitted'an application, which'is placed, on file.

of the above, the appeal in hand stands dismissed as 

withdrawn. Parties are. left to bear their, own costs. File be consigned 

to the record room.

In view

announced
07.10.2022

,/■

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
CAMP COURT SWAT

•w
(ROZINy^EHMAN)

w^(j\dicial) 
cami/courFswat

i

I'y; UT

Ssh-fVrtH'cr;...,

'Xb' ^ ■ f, r
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'>V"XU 4-^
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Mr Kabivullah Kbattak, 
Khan, ADEO for ,■■

^ June, 2022
for the appellant present

YakmeenNone
, AG alpngwithAddl

tespondents present.
foi- arguments onn striker To. come up

court Swat.Counsel are on07.07.2022 before the D.B. at camp

(Kalim.Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

Camp Court Swat
(Mian Muhammad) 

. . Member(E)'

Learned counsel for appellant present,

Khattak;
ADEO for respondents present.

07;07,2022 learned District Attorney
' Noor Zatnan Khan

atongwithUbaidUrRehtnan

Bench that certain J Attorney are

03.08.2022 More D.B.at Camp Court,
record on

\

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (3)

Camp Court, Swat
(Fareeha Paul) 

Member(E)
Camp Court, Swat

p->—-3' -A
a
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?
593832 1««m

f^fePPUCCTONIcPPSlliprojecl ID: M-17-4359.

S»1 %. . Bnchofor dogroa (rom «';ytccog™^'“'^='''‘"“-. Ago Uitiit; 10-35 ^ ears1^ esB
« V.to

:a<.^r.iw,i!gi5

Eliqibility Criteria _____________
A. Do you have .^inunni./ nroscribedoualincolion as mentioned m odvcrtiscme^ D !. 'm Ycsj

□[§”Yes
Rosutt Not Awaited? (Result dedared before last date of apply)B. Is your not eligible lo apply.ply is ••Yes" to A& B abo.ve, only Ihert please proceed further. OlheAvise you ar.e11 your re

p.nW Online Ol-nosit oiRs: 700/- from D.signaI.rf B.nk Branches. (F„ 5 Scho.M
Deposit Date ,

; Application Form y/111 not .be entertained without. Original Deposit Slip (NTS Copy)

m- iicR
A o ■Bank Code

'Nolo

03', n Qattagram 04. ^ Buner 

]| 07. □ Dera Ismail KharT] I 03, □ Hangu 

11. □ Kphat

02. □ Bannu01. Q; Abbpttabad

~] 1 06. □ Chitral 
~~]1 10. □ Karak^

1 05. □ Charsadda
□' Kohlstan

I 09. Q Haripur
16, Q Mansehra'13. □ Nlplakand14. □ Lower Dir13. Q LakkI Marwat-
20', Q Shangla19. Q Peshawar18;.Q Nowshera17. Q Mardan
2'4, □ TorGhar]| -23.0 Tank22. □ Swat21. □ SwabI ,

2S. Q Upper Dir

Personal Information: use CAPlTAUetters and leave spaces botvrecn words.
1

03. Name In Full: l/Wj 1/? iT?-1/^-1// 1/41 - \k\H:\ /I 1 A/

04. Father's Name; S h\ b ^ ^^^ ^ 1 __j__ i.
Tls [I \o\ 11 ~ li.~|TTT|61 o 14^* 1S-1 -1 ?_05. Candidate CNIC #:

VMo you. o*n CNIC 1.0. Of D Fiym Uo.

Y YD D M M07. Ppto of BIrtIv. — -
wiiloYtwfCo;f«ctO;*ioQlCJ>.»h ^ O ^ 1
OlllOf^so you veil bo loioclod \___ J [____) I—^ !---- I] [US®Female06. Gender; Male L

i-e.p'; ^ a &. h Cl ,. -^-n CL-Oa k.p Li\ P^o
08 Postal Address:

am cono.po~Jooc 0. mo«. oo uu. cuuou,
blSi-Tfl c j-

VMrvtCO (y ottiin.iry INnUl tbrvii:M/ (S U'n. -e.. .'S’[lLt-'r\ e -»• City:d24f£L~ir

02 1-1^ - o S /7 9 O^Z{V,oblle)_________________________ _
l.la-MJalwy (Curvoiaalot wftn a««! fvjl bowt7 inew or*.n nvtworV 4.im {I'oneO Nyr^o/Wsi 
will not ccC.»iv>3 »fn* Irtw UTS) . .

09. Phone No: (RES.)_
city code-PI'<x’«N»

CamSc;'liner
.'i-u,.-,-:..'’



?

■ ■

«■

m\ ■ If Yes then lotal years of
continuous experience;

If yes, state nature 
of your disabiiity; ■ ■

10. Are you a Government Servant? Yes

11. Are you a Disabled Person? T 
il yes. please altaeh Disability Certificate ^

12. Religion; ^ Muslim

13. Union Gouncil: 1 A^l/? l/-~ /? I<C P U ~S.________ _____ L
14. Village Council / Neighborhood; j AfjA \ \ \^ \ ^[

^NoYes

If Non Muslim, 
Please Specify;Non Muslim

15. District of Domicile: FiU omy one box (Mandatory)

12. Q Bannu 14. ii Bunef ■13. Q. Battagram11. □ Abbottabad
18..p. Hangu17. Q Dera Ismail Khan16. Q Chitral15. □ Charsadda
22. Q Kohlstan21. Q; Kohat-20. Q Karakj l9. □ Haripur
26. □ .Mansehra1 25.-□ Malakan'd24. Q ■ -Lov/or Dir23. Q takkl Marwat
30.' □' Shangla29. □ Peshawar28.' Q Nowshera27. Q Mardan

P 34. P TorGhar33.''P Tank32. □ Swat .31. Q Swabi

35. Q Upper Dir

Only for Married Female Candidates
16. Are you applying against your Husband's Domicile? P Yes PI N°

17. Husband's Name:

18. Husband’s Domicile District: wme Diitectcoee; Name « per CoOe aml'k»me n teas el Dislrtctor DomIcUs Seclioe at St.,15 iManaa:^!^ 
filDistrictCodiPl ^DistrictName ^ ^ 7 -

vT

4. Obtaliied/Total Mark* mandatory to Ml olher.vtseyou will be rejecled. ;
of any Mrtlficatc Issued bv Oarul Uloonvl^adrassas except Shadat-uUA^i^mla for Ih^ f osl of;TT

.r

S. Do not itlon acora
Zp Board/ University'/ Instltulo

5 /A//I r
:~XoA^D'^ Selonc* P Ms

“] Other._________MB 7-^s . IP SoMatdc

Olher smr^
PTf<^ 4 

C£>JL
□ fa
[~| Olher.

F.So 11tiooa
□ B.A □ B.Sc
□ niherp£S /IdVcicClurc.

to a r

□ M.ScQma
□ as,^ . Qb-e

^B&holiroU; k h 0 0.fiNdNcs
I I other

Rsi I I M.Phil□ ms

iSWSt

CamScttnner

}
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sgjiisgssgSSjESsiS
a^BSSCaS"' “

,/

Mi ."Iss

_ ■•;,

V, DoordV Unlyirilty^20

fc' ; _
l aSiSisS^I Q M A Education

□ o.Ed

VM5> • i

Preferences: (Mandatory)Forms

TTTnrrnFiLi- su-^jg^

e-:

•. -5.^^/C l/J a-^

5. rrwii
UndertakingBHh^^

'°^ "'^"TeTfalse ■n^y'candidalure.can be

picture 2
’ Affiityoufrccm’^.

passport slzD color
photograph not older Ihon

6 Months having . 
blue background will\otapler

T'^ct.Afi do hereby solemnlyJ/ufi’V

con
canc
action.

.0

Sigrialure pf the Q3ndidale:
Dale; Thumb impression.. ■•<:i

ni,.r.k I .isl P»»M. M lo»asjSSg!^!g^^

General instructions / information: ^ ^ ^.,„p„6s a.= not allowed in Tbpt center premises.

itapplicaliohtonn.lS:i''5^ciatet6Tautimissior^> i[>iliafliSBtipns::re^>•
> Application should r
> NTSwillnolberespons

Plnase SendABEll^aSn^E^™^;
L testing service (HQ)

ESED KPK (Project); :
Plot96i Slreel#4:H-8/i. Islamabad.^

HELP-UIi^
.an ; +92-51-844-444-1 

WobsiteijM^

NATIONA

•pk \ PnQo 03m «I

ICamScanner
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

RFFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTQQN KHWA SERVICE TEIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

MUKARAM KHAN

Versus
I)EO( MALE )BUNER

_____ do hereby appoint RAHIM KHAN Advocate
in the above mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.1,

the above mentioned case in thisTo appear, act and plead for me/tis in 
Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and any other
proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

1.

To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, appeals, affidavits 
and applications for compromise or withdrawal or for submission to arbitration 
of the said case, or any other documents, as may be deemed necessary or 
advisable by them for the conduct prosecution or defence of the said case at all its
stages.

To receive payment of and issue receipts for, all money that may be or become 
due and payable to us during the course of proceedings.

And hereby agree:-

That the advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the
unpaid.

2.

3.

a)
said casej^he whole or any part of the agreed fee remains

In witness whereof. lAVe have signed this Wakalat nama hereunder, the contents of 
which have been read/explained to me/us and fully understood by me/us this.

/

Attested & Accepted by:
(Subject to the term regarding payment of fee)

Signature of Executant


