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Execution Petltlon 809/2022

Petitioner. alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Kabir

Ullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for respondents

. present.

When confronted with the -order passed vide
notification No. SO (B-TG)/E&SED/5-4/Complaint/BISE
Peshawar/Vol-G: dated 05.10.2021 submits that although the

judgment has been irriplemented in letter and spirit but the

consequential back benefits although granted vide above

notification had not been released for which he submits that he

~ might be permitted to take other legal steps under the law.

Disposed of accordingly. Consign.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under my
hand and seal of the Tribunal this 16" day of June 2022.

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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120.01.2022 Clerk of learned - counsel for the ‘petitioner present.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Due to genéral stri'ké of the bar, the case is adjourned. To
“come up for further proceedings on 08.03.2022 before S.B

-
q

o 7/ .
(Mian Muhammad) ;
Member(E)
08.03.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the - ,
Tribunal is defunict, therefore, case is adjoumed 1o y
- 102.06.2022 for the same as before.

02.06.2022 Petitioner in person present. Mr. Haseen' Ullah, :
Assistant and Mr. Sajid, Superintendent alongwith Mr. B

Muhammad Adeel Butt,'Ad_ditiOnaI Advocate _Genefal for the

respondents present. They stated at the bar that process

for implementation of the judgment is in progress and that

implementation report will: be produced on the next date. "

Adjourned. To come up for implementation report on

16.06.2022 before the S.B. | E |

? 3

' (Salah-Ud-Din)

Member (J)




- 12.10.2021

-07.12.2021

+20.01.2022 before S.B.

AG alongiwith Mr. Saleeni Khan, SO for respondents present.

Respondent-departmeﬁt | ‘produced . notification  dated
05.10.2021 which is placed on file and copy thereof is handed

over to the learned counsel for the petitioner. In case learned
counsel for the petitioner has any objection or reservation, the
same may be submitted before the court on the next date.
Adjourned. To come up for further procéedings before the S.B
on 07.12.2021.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD).
MEMBER (E)

Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel
Butt, Addi: AG for respondents present. ‘

Respondent-department has submitted notification datéd o

- 05.10.2021 Whereby the petitioner has been exonerated from the

charges leveled against him. However, learned counsel for the

- petitioner raised a technical question regarding notmiéntidning

the word. . of reinstatement in service in the said Notification. The

Petitioner. with counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl:

point is r’equ?réd to be clarified strictly in legal terms and sense by * -

the learned AAG. To come up for further pr dings on

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E)




30.08 .2021

Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Usman Ghani,

- District Attorney alongwith Mr. Saleem Khan, SO for respondents

* present.

Implementation rebqrt not submitted. Represehtative of the

respondents stated that the implementation under execution is in

~ process and will be submitted on the next date. He is directed to

positively peruse the matter and submit prope'r implementation

~ report on the next date of hearing. Adjourned.- To come up‘for

16.09.2021

further proceedings before the S.B on 16.09.2021.

~ (MIAN MUHAMMAD) -
MEMBER (E)

Petitionér alongwith counsel and Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

Learned AAG assured that he will take up the matter
with the respondents and requests for further time.
Request is accorded. Case to come ub for
imp!ementation report on 12.10.2021 before S.B.
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22.03.2021 Petitioner alongwith counsel and Mr. Kabiruliah Khattak,
' Additional Advocate General anngwnth Syed Naseer-ud-Din,
Assistant for the respondents present
Learned Additional Advocate General sought time for
production of implernentation report. Adjourned. To come up for
implementationreporti before S.B on 08.04.2021. |

—
(SALAH-UD-DINY
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

08.04.2021 | Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribnnal is
non-functional, - fcherefore; case is adjourned to

15.07.2021 for the same as before.

| Reader |

15.07.2021 Petitioner in person and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,
Addl. AG alongwith Saleem Khan, SO for the respondents
present As far as the ]udgment of this Tribunal is
concerned the department was directed to conduct
denovo enquiry within a perlod of ninety days after date
of recenpt of the ]udgment but the enquiry report could
not be concluded-within period of more than two years.”
The respondents are'directed to furnish the outcome of

denovo enquiry, if underway, failing which the direction

for denovo enquiry shall be deemed as redundant. Case

to come up on 30.08.12021 before S.B. %/ -

Chairman




08.03.2021

08.02.2021  Petitioner in person present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General
. alongwith Hayat Khar Assistant Director and Muhammad

Salim S.0 for respondents present.

Hayat Khan Assistant Director made a request for last
. chance in order to produce all relevant record in shape of

proper implementation repbrt. Last chance is given. To come

e up for proper implementation report on 08.03.2021 before

S.B.

o

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

Petitioner with counsel present. Mr. Noor Zaman

Khattak, District Attorney alongwith Syed Naseer Ud Din,

Assistant for respondents present.

Learned District Attorney requested for two weeks time
so as to submit final and conclusive implementation report. The
‘request is allowed with the directions that in case of failure cost

will be imposed on the respondents

. Adjourned to 22.03.2021 before S.B.

(Mian Muhamniad)
Member (E)



© 03.11.2020 - ' Nemofor petitioner. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additionél
| ' Advocate General is present. | -
Neither implementation report on behalf of réspondents
submitted nor. representative of the department' is present, |

therefore, notice be issued to the respondents for submission of

: _implemehtation report for 24.12.2020 before S.B. ~.

(Muhammad Jamal Khan)
Member (Judicial)

. 24.12_.2020 Counsel for the appellant and Asstt. AG for the -
' ‘respondent:s present. .

- No representative of respondents is in attendance
today. Similarly, the requisite implementation report
has also not been submitted.

-~ In thel circumstances, it is appropriate to issue

notice to the respondent No. 3 for appearance

alongwith record relevant for the matter in hand.
Order accordingly. Adjourned to 08.02.2021

W

Chairman

before S.B.
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04.’08.2020 ‘Petitione_r'alongwith his counsel presentﬁl Mr.- KébirUIIah
o Khattak, Additional AG alongwith M/S Fazle Subhan,
Section Officer and Abdul Wahid, Litigation Officer for the
~ respondents present.

The judgment of this Tribunal dated 08.05.2019 has not :
been im’pleménted 'so far in letter arnd spirit. Lea.rned

Additional  AG seeks ‘further time to furnish the
implementation report. Adjourned to 17.09.2020 on which

- date implementation report shall positively be

o 2/
(MIAN MUHAMRAD)
MEMBER (E)

: C

©17.09.2020 Petitioner with counsel and Addl. AG alongwith Abdul
B Wahid, Litigation Officer for the respondénts present. '
Représenta.tive of respondents informed that the nominated
enquiry ofﬁc_er? has retired, therefore, the respondents need
further time for implementation of judgment under executioh.
| In view of the above, it is appropriate to allow more time to
the respondents but within reasonable limit to do the needful.
 Adjourned to 03.11.2020 before S.B. |

i




26.02.2020

27.03.2020

 18.06.2020

Léarned counsel for the appellant présent. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl. AG allong\vvith frtan Superintendent for 't.he
rc-:spoﬁdems present. Representative of the respondénts .S;C¢1<S _'
time 1o l‘i’umish ilﬁplemehtation report. To come up -for
implemenl‘ation' report/further proceedings on 25.03.2020

before S.B.

(Hussain Shah)
~Member

Due to public holidayé on account of Covid-‘19, '_ﬁﬁe Cals'e o R

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 18.06.2020 before
S.B.

Petitioner in person present. Addl: AG alongwith Mr.
Irfan Ullah, Assistant and Mr. Fazal Subhan, SO for
respondents present. Petitioner. seeks adjournment- as 'his

counsel is not available today. Adjourned. To co p for

further proceedings on 04.08.2020 before S.B.

‘.:&‘ .
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

13.1

23.01.2020

pspondents for implementation report for 23.01.202_0 before $

Court of
Execution Petition No.- 426/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings witﬁ signaturé ofjudge .
' proceedings :
1 2 3
1 19.11.2019 The execution petition of Mr. Taj Ali Khan submitted today by
‘ Mr. Taimoor Ali Khan Advocate may .be entered in the relevart |-
)
register and put up to the Court for proper order pleasé._
—
REGISTRAR
5. ' . ~ This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on
1312>]t4
. \\
" CHAIRMAN
».2019 Petitioner in person present. Notices be issued toj.

)

MEMBER

present.

furnish the reply/implementation report.
Adjourned to 26.02.2020 before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI} -

Learned AAG seeks time to contact the respondénts af

the '
8

S

LT

Petitioner in person and - Addl. AG for the responderts =~ . .




GHS PAF, Shaheen Camp, Peshawar.

- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

£

Execution petition No. 428 poto

f<hyher Paldbtmbkhas

In Service Appeal No.397/2016 Servivs Tribuand
ey f\"c.u.{../mgm?w.
Taj Ali Khan, SST (Science) Da&ﬁx/ﬁ%&'{«lﬁ:z&i?

PETITIONER

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa throung Chief Secretary Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Secretary (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Director (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

ooooooooooooooooooo

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE
JUDGMENT DATED 18.05.2019 OF THIS
HONOURABLE  SERVICE TRIBUNAL IN
LETTER AND SPIRIT.

ooooooooooooooooo

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

L.

That the petitioner has filed an appeal bearing No.397/2016 in this
august Service Tribunal against the impugned order dated 23.11.2015
whereby the petitioner was compulsory retired from service and
against not taking action on his review petition.

That the said appeal was finally heard on 18.05.2019 and the
Honourable Tribunal was kind enough to accept the appeal -and the
impugned order dated 23.11.2016 was set aside and the respondents
were directed to conducted denovo inquiry within the period of ninety
days after the receipt of the judgment and the issue of back benefits
shall be the subject to the outcome of denovo inquiry. (Copy of
judgment dated 18.05.2019 is attached as Annexure-A)

That in the compliance of the judgment dated 18.05.2019 of this
august Service Tribunal, the petitioner was reinstated into service for
the purpose of denovo inquiry vide notification dated 11.06.2019, but




4}
X,

after the lapse of stipulated period of ninety days given by this august
Service Tribunal in its judgment dated 18.05.2019, the respondents
did not conduct denovo inquiry against the petitioner due to which the
issue of back benefits of the petitioner remain unsolved. (Copy of
notification dated 11.06.2019 is attached as annexure-B)

That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by the
respondents after passing the judgment of this august Service
Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt of
Court. '

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

That the petitioner has having no other remedy except to file this
execution petition for Implementation of judgment dated 18.05.2019
of this august Service Tribunal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may
be directed to implement the judgment dated 18.05.2019 of this august
Service Tribunal in letter and spirit. Any other remedy, which this
august Service Tribunal deems fit and appropriate, may also be
awarded in favour of petitioner.

PETITION
THROUGH:
r
= : (TAIMUR ALI KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,
FAZAL WAHID :
ADVOCATE
&
(ASAD MAHMOOD)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
AFFIDAVIT:

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the execution petition are true

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
concealed from this august Service Tribunal.

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
~ SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appcal Nolj 2 ’)LT’O 1 6

Taj Ali Khan, Ex- SST (Science), Govt. High School
Badizai Nasir Bagh Road, Peshaw_m: - ‘
T o : (Appellant)
VERSUS R R

Govt. of Khyber Paktunkhwa th1ough “Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. '- o
Se01eta1y Elementary- and Secondeuy Educatlon I\hybel
‘Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
. Dnccto1, Elcmentaly and Secondary Educmon K 1ybct
Pe akhtunkhwa Peshawar.

(Respondunts )

" Appeal under Sectlon 4 oi the “Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,
against the order dated 23.11.2015, whereby
the '\ppcll'mt h"ls~ been qwardcd major A

punishment of - Compu/sory Retirement T rom
- Service against which his Review Petition dated
' 08.01.2016, has not been lCSpOllded desplt(, the -
lapse of 90 chys Stfltutory Per iod..

Pl 'wel in Appo'll

«

o "On acccp(ancc of tlns appcal the order dated
W © 23.11.2015, may please be sct-aside and the
: OLQ_QQ - appcllant may - plcqsc bc re-instated in service
”f| Bt with full b‘lck waocs 'm(l bendlt‘; 0fsc1 vice,
s Y o o

Rcspcctﬁlliy Subnuucd

11’1&1 the Appelhnt was mnmlly appomtccl as Ser vide OLdu
datcd 31.05.1999. Ever since his appointment, the Appellant had-
performed his duties as assigned with great zeal and devotion and
there was no complamtwhat SO éver regar dma his pelionnance

Aﬁe"f‘??_:




BH’ORF THE 1\HYBER PAI\H l U'NKHWA SFRVICE TRIBUNAL PESE IAWAR
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Appeal No. 309/2016 R .
Da:teA(-)'t IllS'tl(thIO_ll .13, OD 7016
Date of, Decmon . 06 05.2019

MUSHJWdl Jan, Associate Profess (BPS 19) h\ Contxolkel of L\'ummuons Boar

Intermediate and Secendary. Educatlon,Peslmwm S . (/\p )ell'mt)
- Chief SLCIGtJl\’ Govl ot Khybel P'llxhlunl\hwa Peshawar and two others:
‘ : (Re<pondents)

MR. FAZAL SHAH MOHMAND,

. MR, TAIMUR ALI KIHAN, '

- MR.YASIR SALEEM, ' , o _

o Advocatc P - =--.  For.appellant.

- MR M. RIAZ KHAN PAINDAKH]:L o
Assistant Advocate General -~ . For respondents..

L MROAHMAD: HASSAN, | . - MEMBER(Executive)
“MR.HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI : --- -~ CHAIRMAN

- JUDGMENT

. AHMAD IQIA'SSAN. M'EMBER:'J

1111\ |uclomem sl all dlspose ot thu instant setvice appml as well as

'._t.onnguucl bLl\lu. appc.als no. 397/7016 mled Taj All Khan . and no. 540/7016

l'itled [rfanullah, as similar questio of law and facts are involved therein. - '

-~ Arguments of the learned counsel for the parties-heard and record ‘pefused.‘ -
ARCUMENTS o
3 meed c.ounsel rox the "xppeilam 'uguc,d Lhat on the mwmmendmons of

Kh_ybci' Pakhtunkhwa, Pub]ic Seljvice 'C‘ommissic‘)n, he was’ appointed as Lecturer' :




{ 3PS 7) Ol] 4 01.2002. Aoam he was duectly 'lppomtcd as Absocmte P1oitssm
.-(I\./ldthem'mcs) in 2010. The '1ppe11ant was postecl as Seuet'u*y Board Ot
lntumedlate & Second’uy Educauon PLSh'\\\’aI in Fcbm'uy 7017 and thereafter
laldnaiém.,d as Contlollel ot‘ E\amm'mon in the same 01oam7auon‘on 23. 10 ’)01’7

g L l()n the allegations of leql\a;re of an 1wmd list of Imermediate E.\;aminzition 2014

‘ t.onductccl by BISE Peshawal he was plau,d undm suspcnsjon vide notmcatlon

Ldalcd 73 07.2014. A~ 'ract ‘rmdmw enquiry -was conducted by the 105p0nclems.

"whucm it was nccommended that the appell am be repatriated to l‘llS p'm,nl

' .clepaltment bubsequently, revul'n enquuv was conducted and after wmdmo up ol

~

e plOLCbS mmor penally of stoppage 01 two 'mnml muemcnts 101 two yeais W"zs '

' «":awmdcd to him vide lmpuoned otder dated 2311 7015 Feelmo agaueved he filed -
- ll.\’levW pL,'[lthH on 21.01. 7016 which 1e1ﬁnned un- Ltsponded ‘hence, the plu-sent‘
| :xuvm. '\ppeal The Comdmator Mll lridnulhh (appellmt) was appomlLd by the
Lhauman BISL Peshawar and had admlttccl the chaloe of lea]\aoe of award list as
'L'h‘e sa_lln‘e \-v'ere- in his custody. Moreover, charges;ot leaka ge of sald ,l.lst-l were also
pao\md against Mr. Taj Ah Khan SEl/suutmlzel (appcllant) /\s a bLClLlCi to the
cnun:ni\'«' an FTR was ]c'Jdged'aga'inst_him and held re‘sponsjble for the said offense,
B I\u'aultantly ma|01 pemlty ot compulsmy 1etuemcnt was 'l\V’lldtd lo nm‘ ]"IL-

lmihel leULCl that perusal of enquu)’ 1cp01l 1cvealed th’lt ohmue lc,velccl against

: ,tlu—:;_nppel‘la]nt \yas not proved, :thelje'l'ovre', mmor penalty awarded to him was illegal

~and- unlawtul, Neither statements of witnesses were recorded in his pi‘ésehcé nor

opportunity of’ cross examination was afforded to him. He was also denied the

opportunity of personal hearing. In short, he was condemned unheard.

.




On the other hand leamed Assxs 'ml Advomte General 'noued tlm tht
appcllant tailed to dmhfu ge 1espons;b111t}eq as COI]th“E)l of l~\’1m|mtlon BISD
~ Peshawar. The fact 't"lnd_ing,enquiry and reguiar enqun‘y proved beyond doubt his

involvemcnt in leakagé of award list referred to above. He was bound to' put in

plac.c a lull p100t system for m'untalmnv plopel su,lu.y of Lhe examination, .
plou:ss uoht hom th<. ‘start to° th annomcement of result. The Comchmtm and
ulhu statt wele w01l\m° undel s 'Ldmlmsuatwe connol He was. hcld omlty of

. ncgh énce/miscondugt n the‘ pertormancc‘of of—l’lciall duty.

CONCLUSi,ON

5.0 Puusal of tact hndmo_ mquuy 1<,\fu1led lh'\t lCSPOﬂS!bllll)’ of lmlxaoe ol

*award list of Physics. Patl-lI Chumstw qut 88 md Ennhqln Part-1l of Jmmh'

College for Women was ﬁxedon Controller-,:CQO"rc.l.inator, Secrecy Omcer anl
, vsuuu.y bupcuntendent of BISE Pesha\val \_/a'rious recommendntions were ‘also

‘made in c.ondudmo part ot the :cpou [t was tollowed by regular enquiry

- wnduuud against the concuned as per 1ette1 dated 10.12. 2014 The 1 mquuy officer
in his lmdmoaopmcd that chcnoe lweled aoamst the "lppell’mt was not [JIOVL,d

‘nm]lml\' n.hmoc. against the co- au,used Mr. Illanullah (anpdlanl) was also not

piowcl \\heu.as chmg against Mr. Ta All Khan, Si:T/Scmtxmzu stood plOVLd

.

ot

- o 6. Para-2 and Para-4. of the enquuy mpou were \\rmth ‘pcmxal \vhucm lh;
' mquuy othuu highlighted that all. accusud officials \\fCl.t. c'ross‘exammed and
| huard in puson In sub rule-1(2) of Rule lO of the L&D Rulu "OH it is laid

do\vn. tlml lCCOld of" thc. case and the llSl olllwlmc,sse..,;t any sh'\]] be

communicated to the en‘quiry ofﬁcer/A 'c_ommittee, ‘as the case may be hlongWith




© orders of enquiry. The record placed before us proved that no such lists were

provided tO'the énquiry otficer. SL}b-Rule'-‘l of Rule-11 stipulat% that the enquiry

A . : . -

--of’mu/cmluuv a.ommlltuc shall mquue into the chcuoes and’ may examine such

'oml or docummtaw uV;dEIICe in. supp(nt of the chaloes or in defense 01 lhc.',-

' aCCLlsned"d's may be considered ntejcessz}i'y' aﬁd wherein‘ wit‘ness‘ IS prodluced by one

Ap;nL\' th(. other- party ::hall be enutled'to Cross’ e\amme bLl(.h \vxmcsqts (7011 PI C-
(C S) 1111, 2010 SCMR 1554 AND 701? SCMR 108) Fmthumme sub 1ule 4 of

Ruile-11 of the Rules 1b1d ])lO\"ldeb that statemem oi wﬂncs%s and clcpaumcntal

' \lu sa. lt is pertinent to pomt out that all these mvolved in the >cqm tr Led to :hllt
_ 1Lsponsxbnllly on the other by. levelmU counter ailegahonb lts veracity could not be

I

affirmed/denied by ptovndmo them opportunity 01 Cross wam]nauon The enquiry

.L\'\mmauon was atforded to the accused Tt nncle the entire process dubious and
without legal sanction. The 1'01e,0,f conducting process of cross examination by

“the enquh‘y ol’ﬁcer was utter. violation_ of the rules referred to above. He went

/
— wvond hm dbbll’lltd mandate 'mcl hl\ actions were nullity in the eyes of law

7.0 -Wev'would' also like to’ highlight that chargeﬂ leveied against Mr: Taj Ali

[
[

K han(nppe :ml) in the charge sheel was qum, chituent from the one hlghliohltd at

serial no. § of para-3 ol the enqunv report. Thu enquiry officer failed 1o bring on

I lL.l\.llLd o above lle was bupposed to give t'nlm made xc.cmmnendauon: 'mu'

‘not recorded 101 reasons best Known - to the mquny oh“lcu cho ovemll

..: i
2

ik‘ N1l

War

- 1cp1esenl'\twe if p0531ble will be recor ded in the presence of the ﬂCCUSl..d and vice- "

oilu,u l'nlcd to 1e<,01d lhe st'ttemems of witnesses nor opponumty ol cross

record. any ln(,umnmtmo evndence against all the accused and spccmlly Lhc one:

scrutiny, 01 record. Stwtements ot ncumbent Ch'\umdn BISE P(.Sh'l\\"ll ete. were




P «F‘_._,,_‘N_.“v.,_d.,.‘.... e s s b 1A

10(,/1]8’1(1 of the owmlmtlon he should h

coiméfned. Mou.ovu. “all the m.cusccl wu

rcippc’u'ed to be

ahld were also. mcntlontd but statemc
~{he said conversation was not made part of the pnqun

“the fact that the charge leveled

mitted by the enquiry o flicer in.its report

Rule- 14 of B é\D Rules 2011 relates to pabbmo of u1dq on
‘i‘:mn% the enguiry ol"ﬂcer/enquiry | .
i3 ‘in‘\v'itecl % Sub—rulé-
Mu%iu\\ ar mn and {rfanull
mlumd to above, tht} Were I quuud
: opghing was available for thé

in case enquiry proceedings are not conducted in'accordzmce with the provisions

ave Abeen associated with the inquicy
- process. Was it not his 'tajlux to put in pLu.c a 1001 pnool system to avolid such
i11cid_<-;‘nt5'3 It can be safely mlcuud he mainly relied on wnpxlums supposumm
and xurmlscs and alled to cllo ouL real hcts and h\ responsibility on the
held Lo. be guilty of negligence,

hclcfou, penalty awmded to Mx Taj All on lhc basis of \1nsubst£ml'iated charges

quite hmsh He mamly whed on moblle data obmmed b\' Blbl:

betore for ready refe rence:

"Allhouoh them is no record of any direct contact of

. Mr. Taj Ali with media person (Zaliid), howwu the -

dhOVL mcntmncd telephonic-conversation by Taj Al

& Zahid Shows Taj Ali used Aurangzeb as oa
facilitator to gain access [0 media man (Zahid) and.

through this uonnucﬂon the award list was leaked out
(o the press which muqnd greaf embarrassment 0 the
Provincial Government.”

7 ";“.r‘yn-;«---. g e
r i TyET Y
XA e
e R TN

'Pc:h'lwm at their own in whlcﬁ '1p-a1t nom Taj Ali Khan names of /\manqzeh and
‘ nts ol Aumnueb and Zahid and u,c.md of
y report. [t iénds cr_eclel_fce to
against Mr. Ta) /—\1'1 Khan was not proved, as

and the relevant portion is reproduce

llecci'pt of repart |
committee by the Compettm Authority. Attentlonl
(2) and - (3) of the said 'rules. As churges against M.
ah weré: not proved so on the \lu.n\'lh of Lhc rule
o be c\onualed by an order in wutmo An

ompetenl unclel Sub mlc (6) of 1he abovc 1ule that




ot these rules or the facts of mt‘l'its of the ase are | gnored orn_l‘here

are specific

gi‘c)tlﬂd.‘s’. i may after recording: 1‘-easo'ns in wr-iting either remand to the Enq‘ui{'y:
Officer or the enquiry committee as the case may ble- that suﬁ]f directions as the
_ donlwpélem ‘authority may be like to give,'or-may Qrclér a de-novo ll"n'otlxgliu a
dilterent Enquiry Officer opEnquiry Committee. _We' have nol been élblle to
L()‘|111>i'ei1.exlcf whether the‘clo-mp.e't'ent «au[héri.ty wals-' Justified to give nﬁihlor jﬁénalt_\}
.i'()'- thé accusec{ re-f-'@r'rc,cll- to ;a'boveg as':charge‘s cvoul'c.l 'be eétablishecl against them in
'I.hé inquiry ,~r§;‘30rtﬁ‘:D Prima-tacie, his act"ion‘ a'p‘pez-u"s to bc a-lviolatio;m ‘of léid- cl0\;\_/-n

-procedure and not tenable in the eyes of latv.

Y. . AS a sequel to above, the 'appealA is dccepted, impugned order daitecl

. N

23.11.2015 is set 'mdc. "Ihe 1esp0ndu]ts are directed to conduct de-novo mqun\'
within a period of ninety days aftlr the clate of receipt ol this judgment. The issue
ol back benelits shall be qub]ect t thc outaomc 01 Lhe de-novo cnquuy Pamcs are

Cleft to bem their own c,osts F:le be consmned to'the 1eco:d room.

(AHMAD HASSAN)
- MEMBER

(HANHDFAR(OQDURRAND
L . ' LHAHU%AN
CANNOUNCED -

08.03.2019




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
ELEMENTARY ‘& SECONDARY EDUCATION
: DEPARTMENT -

Dated Peshawar the, 11-06-2019
' Not:i’cahon. ' !

‘

No, SO[B/T}E&SE/S 4/2019/BISE Peshawar. In- Compliance - of the
judgement of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trlbunal Peshawar dated 08-

05-2019 delivered: ini service appeal No. 397 / 2016, the competent ,

authority has been plcased to reinstate Mr. Taj Ah Khan’ Ex SST
(Science) GHS - Badizai Nasir Bagh Road Peshawar in ‘to Government

service with immediate effect for the purpose of denovo inquiry.

2. Consequent upon above, his services are placed at the

disposal of Directqré_te E&SE for further adjustment.

SECRETARY

| Endst: ;of even No. & Déte.
| ) - A Copy is forwarded to:- —_— . .
| 1. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar:
I- . 2. Director E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Chairman, BISE Peshawar. | N ‘
.4 District Education Ofﬁcer (M) Peshawar .
5. PSO to Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; Peshawar. |
6. PSO to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.:
7 P.S to Advisor for Chief Minister E&,SE PSO to Chief Minister
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, . . . .. ?
PS to Secretary E&SE Department
9. PA to deputy Secretary (Admn) E&SE Departmcnt
10, Officer conce_rned , K
(LAL SAEED KHATTAK)

SECTION OFFICER (BOARD&TRG)
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¥
R KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No. LY F-ssT | Dated 32 / /2 / 2020

The Director E&SE.
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

SUBIJECT: - ORDER IN EXECUTION PETITION NO. 426/2019 MR. TAJ ALI KHAN.

| am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of ofdef dated
24.,12.2020 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

2T e oM
REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- ' . SERVICE TRIBUNAL
‘ PESHAWAR.




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATION
DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar the October 5, 2021

NOTIFICATION
NO.SO(B-TGYE&SED/5-4/Complaint/BISE Peshavgar/Vol—G:

WHEREAS Mr. Taj Ali, SST BS-16 was proceeded under the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 for the charges mentioned in

. the charge sheet and statement of allegations.

2. AND WHEREAS Muhammad Taufique (PMS BS-18) Deputy Secretary C&W
Department, now Deputy Secretary, Regulation-I Establishment Department was nominated as
inquiry officer to conduct De-Novo inquiry against the accused Mr. Taj Ali, Ex-SST, for the

charges levelled against him in accordance with the rules.

3. AND WHEREAS the inquiry officer after having examined the charges,
evidence on record has submitted the report on 11.02.2021 who recommended‘Exoneration of
Mr. Taj Ali, Ex-SST from the charges levelled against him. Now therefore, in light of the -
decision of the Chief Minister / Competent Authority, you, Mr. Taj Ali, are hereby exonerated

with all back benefits from the charges levelled against you in the instant case with immediate
effect.

SECRETARY
Endst: of even No. & Date

Copy forwarded to the:

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

PSO to Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Director, E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

District Education Officer (Male), Péshawar.

PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PS to Minister E&SE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
PS to Secretary E&SE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Section officer School (Male) E&SE Department.

Mr. Taj Ali, SST (Science) GHS Badizai, Nasir Bagh Road, Peshawar

10 Incharge EMIS E&SE Department.
11. Master File.

@ | (IMTIA }‘ )(\a‘m

FICER (B/T)

\; . ,Q\AX\,\\,

‘)(\\o _ , C




