% ORDER “

25, 10.2022 Petitioner alongwith his counsel present.
| |  Kabir Ullah Khattak, learned Additiénal Advocate General.
alongwith Muhammad Kamran ADEO for reSpondeﬁts prese’nt.»
At the very outset implementation report in shape of Notification
| bearing endorsement No.6910-15 dated 30.09.2022 was produced vide
_ 3 which departmental appeal 0‘{’ the petitioner was rejected, therefore,
% € ‘learned counsel for the petitioner requested for dismissal of the instant
o

-/‘/ﬂ
a8

_petition being infructuous as it has served its purpose. To this effect,

c;;
é statement of learned cbunsel for petitioner was recorded on the margin

w ' .
/)4.0».. &AC-G"‘OA. 7 -

.'Q(
| 1 é , of order sheet.
RASAR
] 3 %S 5 % In view of written request of learned counsel for petitioner, instant
\ .
y g‘é \i; \“‘:"’Q execution petition stands dismissed being infructuous. No order as to
! : ' .
_ ™D« costs. File be consigned to the record room.
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25.07.2022

26™ Sept 2022
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Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned for the

same on 26.09.2022.

eader

Learned counsel -for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Adil: AG alongwith Mr. Khalid Saeed,

‘Litigation Officer for respondents present.

/‘ Learned Addl: AG and Mr. Musarrat Hussain Baloch

DEO(M) D.LKh present in the court assured that they will

g

* submit compliance report on the next date positively. To come

up for implementation report on 28.10.2022 tgefo're.S.B at

Camp Court, D.I. Khan.

@

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
Camp Court D.I.Khan
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Form- A .
s FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of V
Execution Petition No. 28772022
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings :
1 2 3
1 16.05.2022 The execution petition of Mr.Rana Fahim Akhtar submitted today by
Mr. Saleemullah Ranazai Advocate may be entdred in the rele\}ant register and
put up to the Court for proper order please.
REGISTRAR -
a2 -)/3“,-3’1— 22— |- This execution petition be put up before to-uring Single Bench at D.l.Khan
' on &X/ & - 2" . Original file be requisitioned. Notices to the parties
~ | be also issued for the date'fixed. '
\.
CHAIRMAN
28™ June 2022 . Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mri

hammad Adeei Butt, Addl: AG alongwith Dr. Khalid Saeed,
EO and Mr. Kamran Khan, ADEO forrespondents present.

A

Representative of the respondents assured that th
lementation report will be submitted on the next daté
itively. To come up for implementation report on

)7.2022 before S.B at (;amp court D.I.Khan.

-,

(Kalim Arshad Khan)

Chairman
) 22 P
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

S W Lol RAKS 4
Execution / Implementation petition No.Z4Z 7 /2022,

In service appeal No.227/2019 decided on 25.11.2021

Rana Fahim Akhtar. Versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, etc. '
Index
S.NO. PARTICULARS OF THE CASE. _ ANNEXURES. PAGE.

1. Memo and grounds of petition.

2. Copy of judgment dated 25.11.2021. ‘A

3. Copy of application along with postal receipt ‘B’

4. Copy of application along with postal receipt O
- 5. Vakalatnama.

Your Humble petitioner:

Dated: 16.05.2022 (Rana Fahim Akhtar)

Through counsel,

(Salee, a/ a g/('

Advocate Supreme Court.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESEIAWAR

&mhhw& .
. ) moeviee 'h’mumth :
Execution / Implementation petition No.gvg?/ 12022, ' 6 !‘.& S
,l'ﬁ vy o, b
In service appeal N0.227/2019 decided on 25.11.2021 j 6“‘ - TG
it ed e

Rana Fahim Akhtar son of Rana Saleem Akhtar re51dent of Mohalla Dewan Sahib, Dlstrlct
Dera Ismail Khan City, Ex-CT Teacher.

(petitioner)
Versus

1.  Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary (Elementary and Secondary)
' Education Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Director (Elementary and Secondary) Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Education Officer (Male), Dera Ismail Khan.
4. District Accounts Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.

(¥

(Respondents)

PETITION WITH THE REQUEST FOR EXECUTION/ IMPLEMENTATION OF :
THE ORDER DATED 25.11.2021 PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.227/2019 OF - .
THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL, WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
FILED BY THE PETITIONER WAS REMITTED TO THE APPELLATE
AUTHORITY WITH THE DIRECTIONS TO DECIDE THE SAME IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAW THROUGH SPEAKING ORDER_WITHIN
PERIOD OF 90DAYS OF RECEIPT OF COPY OF THIS JUDGMENT.

Respectfully Sheweth,

The petitioner prefers the instant petition on the grounds heremafter subrmtted

apropos the following facts. o N

= S

(Note:- The addresses of respondents as given above are sufficient for the bﬁrpose of service.) .

r/‘

'BRIEF FACTS

s
/

1. That petitioner was initially apbointed as PST, where the petitioner applied throu_gh
proper channel as the petitioner was serving in the postal department in the 'year 2007 .
2 That sﬁbsequently_the petitioner was 'gppéinted as CT in thé education department
~ and served the department till 01.05.2010, when the problem regarding 1613 ‘
employeeé surfaced and ultimately the matter went to August Supreme Court, where
from once agéin the matter came to this Honourable Tribunal and on the directions of
the Tribunal a high level committee was constituted and its recommendations were
subsequently implemented but the case of the petitioner was never decided in the
light of the recommendation of the committee, therefore, the petmoner filed writ
petition before Peshawar High Court, D.I.LKhan Bench, where the depanment produce
his termination order and the petitioner then withdrew the writ petltlon and file/
preferred departmental representation, which was never decided, so the pet_1t1oner‘_' o

preferred service appeal N0.227/2019. -



3. That the department submitted their comments / reply, where after the Honourable

Bench of this Tribunal heard the case and vide judgment dated 25.11.2021 concluded :

that the department appeal filed by the petitioner is remitted to the appelléte authority
with the directions to decide the same in accordance with law through speaking order
within a period of 90 days of receipt of copy of this judgment and the Honourab‘le';
Tribunal also ordered to sent the departmental appeal as well as copy of the judgment '
to the appellate authority for compliance. Copy of judgment dated 25.11.2021 is 4
enclosed herewith as Annexure-A. -

4, That the appellant then sent an application along with judgment of this Honouréble
tribunal on ‘08.01..2022, after the expiry of 90days but no result came out. Copy of
application along with postal receipt is enclosed herewith as Annexure-B. |

5. That the petitioner then sent another application on 01.03.2022 with the same prayer
but even then, the same was also not responded till date. Copy of applicatioﬁ and’

postal receipt is enclosed herewith as Annexure-C.

- 6. . That being aggrieved the petitioner is seeking execution/ implementation of the order

/ judgment of this Honourable tribunal on inter-alia the following grounds.

GROUNDS:

L. That the department was very much present at the time of decision of the service
appeal of the petitioner, and the order was pronounced in open court, therefore, it
cannot be said that the respondents are not aware of the judgment of this Honourable
Tribunal. _ ‘

2. That even in the very judgment of this Honourable Tribunal it has been 'direbted that - :‘ :
copy of the judgment and copy of department appeal be sent to the appellate authority -
and one cannot presume that the office of this Honourable Tribunal may not have sent
the judgment of this Tribunal to the respondent.

3. That the petitioner preferred two application, mentioned above for the compliance‘of

| the judgment to the respondents but even then, the judgment of this Honourable
Tribunal is yet to be complied with in any manner. ' A

4, That petitioner is suffering since 2010 when his pay was stopped and he is availing. |
every remedy, available under the law for the redressal of his grievances but he is yet“'
to be compensated in any manner. . o

5. That although a clear cut directions were given by this Hohourable Tribunal to the
appellate authority to decide the appeal within 90 days and if it is presume that the
judgment was written with certain delay but even then the pefitioner after getting |
attested copies of the judgment, sent the same with two different applications for
compliance to the appellate authority but he did not even bother to informvlthe

petitioner regarding the fate of the department appeal, required to be decided, as per” - |



directions of this Honourable Tribunal, so in the circumstances the petitioné‘r

* bonafidely presume that the appellate authority did not obey the directions of this_
Honourable Tribunal and in the circumstances the petitiéher is the ultimate sufferer.

6. That the counsel for the petitioner may be allowed to raise additional grounds during‘_ -

the course of arguments.

PRAYER:- ' : .
In view of the above noted facts and grounds it is humbly prayed that the - .

judgment of this Honourable Tribunal dated 25. 11.2021 may be implemented in its true_
sprlt by directing the departmental appellate authority to meet the ends of justice. '

Your Humble petitioner:

Dated: 16.05.2022
(Rana Fahim Akhtar)
Ex-CT Teacher
Resident of Mohalla Dewan Sahib
Dera Ismail Khan City

Through counsel

Q&LL&Q@} SE
(Saleemullah Khan Rakazai

Advocate Supreme Court.
AFFIDAVIT
‘I, Rana Fahim Akhfar son of Rana Saleem Akhtar resident of Mohalla Dewan Sahib, District -
Dera Ismail Khan City, Ex-CT Teacher, petitioner do hereby solemnly affirm on Oath that 3

the contents of the petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

that nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent.
(Identified by)

W% o
(Saleemdllah Khan Ranza o

Advocate Supreme Court.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES. TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
-~ AT CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN.

ASe'rvice Appeal I_\!p; 227/2019

" Date of Institution .. 12.02.2019

‘Date of Decision ... 25.11.2021

Rana Fahim Akhtar S/0 Rana Saleem Akhtar R/O Mohallah Dlwan
Sahib, Dera Ismalt Khan City, Ex-C.T Teacher ‘

(Appellant) :

 VERSUS v

Government  of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
(Elementary and Secondary) Education Department, - Khyber -
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and three others :

! (-Respondents)
MR. SALEEM ULLAH RANAZI, . |
Advocate ' _ - For appellant.
MR. NOOR ZAMAN KHATTAK, | | |
District Attomey | .o For'respondents.
MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN . - CHAIRMAN :
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN e MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT: -

' SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:- -

L

Precisely stated the facts as' alleged by the appellant in -
his appeal are that the appe!lant was worklng as Clerk (BPS-
07) in Post Ofﬁce Department when an advertisement was

2;7._ ” published in newspaper for the posts of PST and CT; that the
—_— appellant applied for both the posts of PST and CT through

A"""“7'?'!#:])proper channel after obtammg NOC from the Postal

Department that the appel!ant appeared in both the

A)

/ ."" exammahons conducted for appointments on the posts of PST -

T lhu“u'

, and CT and vide order dated 02.07.2007, the appellant was
appomted on the post of PST; that the. appellant assumed the '

Sﬂ&eap
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cha‘rge as PST on 01.09.2007 and started -performing his
duty: that in the meanwhlle',' the appointment order of the
appellant on the post of CT was also issued on 01.10.2007
and he remained'posted on the post of CT till 01.05. 2010'
that the appellant was allotted personal number and he
received - hlS salary - also; that the Educatlon Department
stopped pay of 1700 employees therefore some of the
 employees approached Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
Peshawar, Wthh rendered judgment and in Ilght thereof a
Commlttee was constituted, Wthh recommended that the pay
: of the candldates appomted on merit mcluded in the Jomt
‘appointment order of 309 candidates’ may be released; that in
light of recommendations of the aforementioned committee,
so many employees were relnstated that the appellant
~ submitted so many applications to the respondents that he
may also be treated at par with those employees who have

.. been reinstated in service and that he may be reverted to the

a post of PST, however his 'applicatlons remained unfruitful;
) - 2 that the appellant ‘then filed Writ Petition in the august
T Peshawar High Court, D.I.Khan Bench, which came on for
hearlng on 10.10.2018 and it was on the said date that the

‘ department provided copy of_l termination order of the
appellant dated 08.02.2012 to'the appellant before the Court

and the ert Petition was disposed of with the observatlons

o that the appellant may approach the appropnate forum, lf SO
advised,; that the appellant then ﬁled departmental appeal,

.however the same was not responded Wlthll’l the statutory.

period, hence the instant servace appeal

N 2. Notlces were issued to the respondents who submitted

their comments whereln they denied the assertlons made by
the appellant in hlS appeal.-

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that in

other employees were reinstated and the appellant was also

> l%b:;:«.l.;entitled‘to_ have been reverted and posted as PST, particularly

when the respondents in their comments have themselves -

view of recommendahons of the scrutiny committee, so many -



. |  admitted his appointrhent to. the post of PST as correct and
| legal; that the -appellant was included in the list of 309
candidéte.s, who were appointed to the posts of 'PSTs'on merit -
but. the respohdents deliberately did not follow the
. recommendations of _the scrutiny committee constituted in the
light of the ,directions'give by S'ervice Tribunal in its judgment
- dated. 27. 10 2011; that some of the employees, whose
appomtment to the post of CT was found illegal were reverted
back to their ortglna'l post of PST, however the appellant was _
~ treated .wi-th discrimination- as the’ relief granted to other
similarly placed 'e'mplloyees-was ot granted to the appellant;
thet mala-fide. of the responde.nts is ev’ident from the fact that
the termination order ~ dated 08.02.2012 was never _
communicated to the appellant end the samé was handed
~ over to him in the court duri'n_g'he'aring of the. Writ Petition on
©10.10.2018; that the appellant was ‘initially working as Clerk
. . in the Postal Department and. then joined. Education
-:% Depari‘ment through >pro‘per channel, therefore, if at all his
‘_appointrh’ent in the Education De'pa,rtmen't was not considered
to be in ‘_acco'rda,nce with law, the”respondents'were required
L to have .ref_‘erred the appella'ht‘ back to his parent department
e Postal Department; that the' e‘ppellant has ‘been treated
with disc_rimination,' therefore, the impugned termihation

. order is liable to be set-aside. o |

4.5 On the othe; hand, learned District Attorhey for the
respondents has contended that the appointment order of the

appellant to the post of CT was found illegal and fake by the

scrutiny commift'ee, therefore,-in lighf Of'rec,ommendati.ons of

the scrutiny committee, the appellant was terminated from

service vide order dated 08;02.2012; that t‘he appellant did

not complete one year probation period-on the post of PST,

- therefore, he was not entitled to be reinstét'e‘d on such post;
TES’I’ED that Director Elementary and Secondary Education Khyber
» - Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar was the appeHate Authority but the

e ’0;“\‘,’::’,;'.‘vippellant has preferred departmental appéal to District ‘
Pesnama, ' Education Officer (Male) D.L.Khan, which was. incompetent,

therefore the appeal in hand is not maintainable; that the




4

order of terminatlon was pass.ed vide order d'ated‘ 08.02.2012,
w-hile the departmental appeal waé filed on 15.10.2018, which
is -badly Itime barred. In the last he requested that the
lmpughed order may be kept intact and the appeal in hand

may be dismissed with costs.

5. Arguments heard and record perused.

6. A perusal of the record would show that the,'impughed

order of termination of the a’ppellarit_ from service was passed
by Executive District Officer (E&SE) D.L.Khan vide order
dated 08. 02 2012, which was challenged by the appellant
through fllmg of departmental appeal before the District
Education Officer (Male) D. 1. Khan. The ‘resppn.dents have
raised Ob]eCthl‘l that Dll‘eCtOl Elementary ‘and Secondary

Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar was the appellate

‘-Authoruty,y however the appeliant has not preferrecl(

K by,

it
él%sam “:2;' nag

departmental appea! to the appellate Authority, therefore,

the serwce appeal of the appellant is not malntalnable In-

view of Rule 6 (d) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants
Appeal Rules, 1986, it vvas, required that the departmental

- appeal of the appellant should have been withheld and he"

should have been informed of ‘the fact that the same has
been addressed to an officer, to whom the appeal was not -
lying, how'ever_ the same has not been done. Second pr'ovi'so
to Rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants .Appeal

- Rules, 1986, provides that an appeal withheld for failure to -

comply with requirement- of rule-4 or clause-d of rule-6 may
be resubmitted within thirty days of the date on which the
“appellant is informed of the withholding of the appeal and, if
resubmltted properly |n accordance with the. requ1rements of

these rules, the same shall be deemed to be an appeal under

- rule-3 -and shall be, dealt with in accorclance with the

provision-'of Khyber "Pakhtuhkhwa Civil Servants Appeal
Rules, 1986. | ‘

7. In view of the above d:scusS|on the departmental -

appeal filed by the appellant is remitted "to the appellate

Authorlty with: the directions to -decide the same in




© 25.11.2021

accordance with Iaw through- a sbeaking:order within a period

of 90 days of receipt of copy of this judgment, failing which

the appellant would - be at liberty to seek her remedy in

accordance wath law. Copy of the departmental appeal as

well as copy of this Judgment be sent.to the appellate

Authonty for compliance, Parties are left to bear their own ‘

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

(AHM?

(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
CAMP COURT D.IKHAN

ULTAN T‘ REEN)
CHAIRMAN

~ .CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN
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~DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDU\CK\'ﬁON

N

] - DEPARTMENT KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

NOTIFICATION.

1.

Whereas, in the year 2007, the then District Education Officer (M) D. I Khan advertised
different Teaching Cadre posts vide advertisement dated 7/04/2007 published in daily
Newspapers, whereupon, the appellant namely Mr. Rana Fahim Akhtar, an employee of
Pakistan Post Department applied for the appointment against the PST post through proper
channel basis & consequently, appointed vide order bearing Endst: No. 12655-973 dated
2/7/2007 on one year probation period in terms of Section-6 (1) of the Civil Servants Act,
1973, whereupon, he took over the charge of duty as PST at GPS No.10 D.L Khan on
01.09.2007 & performed his duty for till September, 2007.

And whereas, the appellant left his station of duty without formal approval/NOC of the
authority concerned & got appointed himself as CT teacher vide fake, forged & even unlawful
appointment order dated 1-10-2007. As a result thereof, his services as CT teacher were
terminated vide order dated 08-02-2012 by the then EDO E&SE D.I Khan in the light of
recommendations of the scrutiny committee, constituted on the directions of the Honorable
Service Tribunal, Peshawar vide Judgement dated 27-10-2011.

And whereas, feeling aggrieved, the appellant has filed Service Appeal No0.227/2019 under
case titled Rana Fahim Akhtar Vs Govt: of KPK before the Service Tribunal with the prayer
that he may be reverted/reinstated against the PST post which was decided vide Judgement
dated 25.11.2021, whereby, case of the appellant was remitted to the Director E&SE KPK
Peshawar by treating as Departmental Appeal on behalf of the appellant for disposal of the
same in accordance with law through a speaking order within a period of 90 days of receipt
of the Judgement as cited above. ' A

4. And whereas, in compliance of the judgment supra, the case of the appellant was referred to

the Departmental Appellate Committee meeting’held on 18/07/2022 in the Directorate of
E&SE Peshawar, wherein, the appellant was personally heard & cross-examined, however,
after threadbare discussions, the committee unanimously concluded that the appellant isnot

entitled to be reverted/reinstated against the PST post in the E&SE Department in terms of

Section 6(3) of Civil Servants Act, 1973.

Now therefore in pursuance of the judgement dated 25.11.2021 of the
Honorable Service Tribunal, Peshawar & in consultation with recommendations of
Departmental Appellate Committee meeting, discussed hereinabove, the undersigned,
in a capacity of appellate authority, is of the considered view that the appellant is not
entitled for his reversion & reinstatement as PST in terms of Section 6(3}(a) of Civil
Servants Act, 1973, hence the Departmental Appeal of the appellant is hereby stands
rejected with immediate effect in the interest of public seryice.

DIRECTOR .
Elementary& Secondary Education
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Vs h € .
,Endst: No: fé i / / ﬁ/F.No.' Lit-I1/SA#227/19/D.1L.LKhan Dated Peshawar the: 2‘7 /_i_/2022

Co rded for information & n/action to the: -

1 Learned Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar with reference to the

Judgement dated 25/11/2021 in Service Appeal No. 227/2021.
PA to Additional Secretary (G) E&SE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
istrict Education Officer {Male)} D.I.Khan.

4 Mr. Rana Fahim Akhtar Ex-CT Teacher D. I Khan.
5 PA to Director E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

6 Master file: (yffice of tiee Dist Eilu: Oficer | ‘ (}
(M i, g ;
[ 8] 3 Deputy Dire ov}l(Estab/M-I)

Diary T - Elementary& Secondary Education
AT ]7;// o ‘{%” éf Khyber nghtunkhwa Peshawar

-



\Yi{ereas, tn the year 2007, the then District Education Officer (M} D. 1 Khan advertised
different Teaching Cadre posts vide advertisemenl dated 7/04/2007 published in daily
Newspapers, whereupon, the appellant namely Mr, Rana Fahim Akhtar, an employee of
Pakjstan»Pcst Department applied for the appointment against the PST post through proper
channel basis & consequently, appointed vide order bearing Endst: No. 12655-973 dated
2/7/2007 on one year prabation period In terms. of Section-6 (1) of the Givil Servants Act,
1973, whereupan, he took over the charge of duty as PST at GPS No.10 D.I. Khan on
01.09.2007 & performed his duty for ) September, 2007,

And whereas, the appellant lef his station of duty without formal approval/NOC of the
authority concerned & got appointed hmself as CT teacher vide fake, forged & even unlawful
appointment order dated 1-10-2007.;As a result thereof, his services as CT teacher were
terminated vide order dated 08-02-2012 by the then EDO E&SE D.L. Khan fn the light of
recommendations of the scrutiny com%nlttee, constituted on the directions of the Honorable
Service Tribunal, Peshawar vide ludgement dated 27-10-2011,

And whereas, feeling aggrieved, the appellant has flled Service Appeal N0.227/2019 under
tase titted Rana Fahim Akhtar Vs Govt: of KPK before the Service Tribunal with the prayer
that he may be reverted/reinstated agatnst the PST post which was decided vide Judgement
dated 25.1 1.2021, whereby, case of the appellant was remitted to the Director E&SE KPK
Peshawar by treating as Departmental Appeal on behalf of the appellant for disposal of the
. Same in accordance with law through a speaking order within a period of 90 days of recelpt
of the Judgement as cited above, :

4. And whereas, in com pltance of the judgment supra, the case of the appellant was referred to
the Departmental Appeilate Committee meeting held on 18/07/2022 in the Directorate of
E&SE Peshawar, whereln, the appellant was personally heard & cross-examined, however,
after threadbare discussions, the committee unanimously concluded that the appellant is not
entitled to be reverted/reinstated against the PST post in the E&SE Department in terms of
Section 6(3) of Civil Servants Act, 1973,

Now therefore In pursuance of the judgement dated 25.11.2021 of the
Honorable Service Tribunal, Peshawar & in consultation with recommendations of
Departmental Appellate Committee meeting, discussed hereinabove, the undersigned,
In a capacity of appeliate authority, is of the considered view that the appellant is not
entitlied for his reversion & reinstatement as PST in terms of Section 6(3)(a) of Civil
Servants Act, 1973, hence the Departmental Appeal of the appellant is hereby stands
rejected with Immediate effect in the interest of public service.

DIRECTOR
Elementary& Secondary Education
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

4

Endst: No: | ;7/‘7/ /5

/F.No, Lit~II/SA#227,’719/D.i.i(,han Dated Peshawar the:z_‘f/ 1/2022
2 2w
1 Learned Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar with reference to the
ludgement dated 25/11 /2021 in Service Appeal No. 22772021, ~

2 PA to Additional Secretary (G) E&SE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3 District Education Officer (Male) D.L.Khan,
4 Mr, Rana Fahim Akhtar Ex-CT Teacher D. i Khan,
5 PA to Director E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
6 /Master file,

Deputy Directo (Estab/M-1)
Elementary& Secondary Education
‘ﬂ yber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
' 3el9) 192N




