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Clerk of counsel for the petitioner and Mr. 
Kabirullah Khattak, Addi. AG for the respondents present.

Clerk of counsel for the petitioner submitted an 

application for adjournment due to engagement of 
learned senior counsel in other cases out of station. To 

come up for further proceedings on 05.10.2021 in the 

light of order dated 21.06.2021 of this Tribunal.

09.08.2021

/

05.10.2021 Clerk of counsel for the petitioner and Mr.
for the respondentsMuhammad Adeel Butt, Addi. AG 

present.

It was brought on record on 21.06.2021 that the 

operation of the judgment of this Tribunal has been 

suspended by the August Supreme Court of Pakistan on . 
16.12.2020. Thereafter adjournment was sought by 

associate of counsel for the petitioner. On 09.08.2021 

again adjournment was granted on request of clerk of 
counsel for the petitioner. A similar request has been ' 
made today by the clerk of counsel for the petitioner but' 
it is not viable to grant adjournment v^her) no purpose is 

likely to be served due to suspension of operation of 
judgment of this Tribunal. If the judgment of this . 
Tribunal is maintained by the August Supreme Court of 
Pakistan, the petitioner would be at liberty to seek 

restoration of the Execution Petition but for the time 

being the same is consigned to record room without 
further proceedings.

J-

Chairman'
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24.02.2021 The learned Member Judicial Mr. Muhammad Jamal Khan is 

under transfer, therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up for 

the same before S.B on 27.04.2021.

Reader1,

, *■

27.04.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman the Tribunal is 

defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 21.06.202: for the 

same as before.
4
/

READER

21.06.2021 Junior to counsel for the petitioner and Mr. 
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Wis=l, ADO 

for the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents has submitted 

written comments of respondents No. 3 and 4. In 

Paragraph 10 of the comments, it has been mentioned 

that status quo had been granted by the Apex Court in 

the CPLA filed against the judgment under 
implementation. Learned Junior counsel requests for 
adjournment as learned senior counsel is busy before the 

Hon'ble High Court today. Adjourned to 09.08.2021 for 
further proceedings before S.B. ^
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of M /2020Execution Petition No..!>

S.No. ^ Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

2 31

10.12.2020 The Execution Petition submitted by Mr. Shah Hussain 

through Mr. Faza!-e-Wahid Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

Register and put up to the Court for proper orderplease.

1

REGISTRAR ,
This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench

i"

2-

on

■

■i

i

. None for the parties present, therefore, noW£e,^issued to
• • ^ '---

both the oarities for 24.02.2021 befor^^^^-Br^ ^
OS.01.2021 •

MAL KHAN(MUHAM
MEMBERiJUDICIAL)

p
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

C.M. No. 72020
In

Service Appeal No.63/2015

Shah Hussain Petitioner
Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief
RespondentsSecretary and others

INDEX

s# Description of Documents . S’

lAhnex pages
1. Application 1-4
2. Affidavit 5
3. Copy of appearand order dated 

16.10.2017-^
Wakalatnama

A 6-12
:;r

4. 13

Applicant
Through

/
(Fazal-e-Wahid
Advocate
High Court, Peshawar 

Cell No. 030288101 76 

Clerk No.0310-9585858 

B-10, Haroon Mansion, Khyber 

Bazar Peshawar

Dated 09.12.2020
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

n 72020C.M. No.
In

Service Appeal No.63/2015

Shah Hussain S/o Hussain Zada,
R/o Hanchand tehsii Tangi District Charsadda

Petitioner

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 

Secrefary, Civil Secrefariat, Peshawar

Direcfor Elementary & Secondary Education, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Dabgari Garden, Peshawar
2.

'1

3. Executive District Officer, Elementary & Secondary 

Education Charsadda

4
4. District Education Officer (DEO) Charsadda,,,

Pakhtunkhwa
Respondents

5. Accountant General. • ; Khyber 

Peshawar..'........ ;.............................

APPLiCATiON FOR IMPLEMENTATiON OF 

THE ORDER AND JUDGMENT DATED 

16.10.2017 PASSED BY THIS HON’BLE 

COURT ALONGWITH ISSUING DIRECTION 

TO THE RESPONDENTS TO MAKE

NECESSARY ENTRY IN THE SERVICE BOOK
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I
S'

OF THE PETITIONER AND TO GRANT THE

ANNUAL INCREMENT TO THE APPLICANT

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. , That it was in the year 1996 when the petitioner 

alongwith other were appointed as C.T teacher 

atter tulfilling all the legal formalities.

2. That during the era of 1997 the applicant 

alongwith the other employees were made 

sacked and was removed from service due to 

political motivation.

3. That in the year 2012 Government introduced an 

Act called KP Sacked Employee Appointment 

Act, 2012 wherein certain proceedings were 

provided for the reinstatement of the sacked 

employees.

4. That as many others employees also applied by 

following the procedure and after fulfilling all the 

legal formalities the petitioner was reinstated in 

the service.

5. That after reinstatement an inquiry was 

concluded against the SDO namely Atta Ullah & 

due to that inquiry the petitioner alongwith other 

were removed/dismissed from services.
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That the petitioner challenged the aforesaid 

order before proper forum and finally this 

Hon’ble Tribunal vide order dated 16.10.2017 

reinstated the petitioner while considering/ 

treating the period as leave of the denied due 

intervening. (Copy of the Appeal and order 

dated 16.10.2017 is attached as Annexure “A”).

6.

That the respondents were not ready to7.
implement order of this Hon'ble Tribunal, hence

and executive petitionpetitioner filed an 

No.358/2018 and was during pendency of the

said petition the petitioner was reinstated and 

posted at GMS Jamroz khan Khel Charsadda, 

hence on this ground the file was' consent to 

record room vide order dated 22.07.2019

That though the reinstatement was made and 

the petitioner is posted but respondent are still 

not ready to grant annual increments to the 

petitioner he earned during the period of his 

this Hon’ble Tribunal was pleased to 

consider the intervening period during service 

and withdrawal of appointmenf order by 

reinstafement of the petitioner was considered 

as "leave of a kind due" hence he was entitled 

for the grant of annual increments he earned 

during the period.

8.

service as
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That the respondents were time and again 

requested to extend dll the benefits to the 

applicant but in vain, hence this application.

9.

10. That the act of the respondents is nothing but 

discrimination as other colleges of the applicant 

is extended all the benefit including annual 

increments but is refused to the applicant.

It is therefore prayed that on 

acceptance of this application all the benefits of 

reinstatement including annual increment may 

kindly be extended to the applicant.

Any other remedy deemed proper and 

just may also be granted in favour of the 

appellant.

Applicant
Through

F<^al-e-Wahid
Advocate High CourtDated 09.12.2020
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

C.M. No. .72020
In

Service Appeal No.63/2015

Shah Hussain Petitioner
Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 

Secretary and others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shah Hussain S/o Hussain Zada, R/o Hanchand tehsil 

Tangi District Charsadda, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of the 

accompanying Application are true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon’ble Court.

Identified by:

Faza1-e-Wahid
Advocate High Court
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before the service TR/RIIMAI V •••.if.0 KPK peshawM1
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f
Servicq Appeal No.

Zahid All S/o Muslim Kh:...
; R/o Mohallah Sadrori, Nisatta, 

District Charsadda..

.72015

I anw '■ ■.I :
■I.

. .1Appellant Ii •
I' VersusrfI'J I. Govt, of Khyber' Pakhtankhwa through its Chief

Secretary, Civil Secretarial, Peshawar. 

Director (Elementary-2.
& Secondary Education), 

Khyber Pakh.tunkhwo, Dobgori Garden,
Peshawar. 

Elementary &
3. fhe Executive District Officer 

Secondary Education], Charsadda.
4. The District Education Officer (Male], Charsadda. 

Secretary Education, Khyber Bazaar, Peshawar.5.

.... Respondents

Appeal u/s 4 of KPK Service Tribunal 

Act, against the impugned order of 

respondent No.4 dated 22.07.2014 

whereby fhe appellant’s reinstatement 

order No.3929/34 appointment dated

31.12.20T2 was cancelled.

/

Prayer in Appp^nf-
By accepting this appeal, the i 

respondent No.4
impugned order of 

wherebydated, 22.07.2014, 
appellant re-instatdment order dated 31.12.2012 was ATI

iizSj El)

K\ . 1

C:
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■ Appellant aloiigwilh his counsel present. Mr. Muh^pi|| 
Adccl 131111. Addilional AG Ibr ihc rc.spondcnl.s also present.'|b|nie%. 

counsel Ibr the appellant requested Ibr adjournment. AdjournMq^p

21.08.2017 before O.B. •.

9 63/2015 .n5 ;.A

f-LL i
■r. •01.06.2017

7#V

iS

come up-for argumenis on
W

-d

(MUMAMMAD AMIN KHAN Ki.JNDI)
, MleMBER

(GUI.. 7MB KMAN) ; !
1

'«.V

Appellant in person and Mr, Muhammad Adeel Butt,
21/8/2017

AAG for the respondents present. Due to non-availab.ility of

1^/#2017 before .

!
!

DB, case to come.up for argument on

DB.
!:

R

I

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy District 

alongwith Mr. Daud Jan, Supdt for respondents present.
16.10.2017

Attorney
Arguments heard and record perused.

also accepted as per detailed judgment of today 

placed on file in connected service appeal No. 62/2015 entitled “Zahid All 

-vs-Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa tlirough its Chief Secretai'y, Civil 

Secretariat. Peshawar and 4 others”. Parties are left to bear their own cost. 

File he consigned to the repord room. ,

This appeal is

Announced: *'w

16.10.2017 (N
mad Hassan) 
Memberi-(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member !

(.

mur. -u ■-
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BEFORE TliE KHYBF.R PAKHTIJ?'>JICHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL,PESHAW^ ^

Appeal No. 62/2015

31.03.2015Date of Institution ... 

Date of Decision ...

:

ih t■ ? I
V?' \ ■ -

16.10.2017

.1
I

Zahid Ali S/0 Muslim Khan 
R/o Mohailah Sadran, Nisatta, 
District Charsadda. (Appellant)

VERSUS
■ CivilGovt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through its Chief Secretary

(Respondents)1.
Secretariat, Peshawar, and 4 others.

MR. MUHAMMAD IJAZ KHAN SABI, 
Advocate

MR. ZIAULLAH,
Deputy District Attorney

For appellant.
j

For respondents

MEMBER(Executive)
MEMBER(Judiciai)MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHyji.
N.y.

JUDGMENTp/
l!

AHMAD HASSAN. MEMBER.-
I

1. \
This judgment shall dispose of the instant service appeal as well as connected 

service appeals no. 63/2015 titled S hah Hussain and no. 326/2015 titled Muhammad^
Ai

are involved therein.

\

STED
Hayat as similar question of law ar|d facts <^r:

Areuments of the learned counsel for the parties heard and record perused-^v^.^icc lrii>rnal,
® ?e!i;p..awar2.

I
FACTS • ■

The brief facts are that the appellant was appointed ds Arabic Teacher on

31.10.1996. He alongwith other employees were sacked in

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Sacked Employees (Appointment) Act, 2012

.*.v

.1
3; : :5

i;

1997. That under the

provisions
fj
¥
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appellant was reinstated in service on 31.12.2012'. Thereafter again vide iinpugned 

order dated 22.07.2014 he was removed. from service. He preferred departmental 

appeal on 12.08.2014 and subsequently filed writ petition before the august High 

Court as the Tribunal was not functional. Later on on the directions of the Hon’able

!;

High Court the appellant preferred instant service appeal on 31.03.2015.
I •

ARGUMENTS

Learned Counsel for the appellant argued that he was appointed as AT after 

observance of codal formalities vide order dated 31.10.1996. That his services were

4.

terminated on 26.06.1997 being not appointed on merit. Thereafter through another 

order dated 31.12.2012, again on the recommendations of DSC he was
I '

reinstated/appointed against the same post. On the allegations of illegal 

appointments an inquiry was, conducted against ex-EDO Education Charsadda.

t

Resultantly, vide impugned order dated 22.07.2014 reinstatement order of the 

appellant was withdrawn because his appointment was not covered under Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Sacked Employees (App )intm,ent) Act 2012. As this Tribunal was not 

^ ^ functional so the appellant filed writpe:ition no. 3590/2014 in Peshawar High Court 

and was disposed of vide judgment dated 12.01.2015. Proper inquiry and 

opportunity of defense was not afforded to the appellant before passing order of 

termination of services. Hence, he was "condemned unheard. Moreover, well settled 

principle of '‘‘Audi Altram Pertrum ” was also violated by not providing opportunity 

of personal hearing to the appellant. Even Vlr. Attaullah, Ex-EDO in his statement
' jbefore the inquiry officer admitted that the' appellant Was fully eligible for re

appointment/reinstatement

ATTES7 E?■i—.'j.

ilcU,5. Learned Deputy District Attorney argued that the appellant was not only 

qualified for appointment and also hired on fixed pay. That the appellant does not ■

Y
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Sacked Employees Act for reinstatement. He wasfulfill the,criteria given in the

2012 without observance ofcodal formalities. All codal formalities
reinstated in

observed before terminating the services of the appellantwere

rONCLUSION.
ppointment of the appellant 

terminated vide order dated 26.06.1997. 

the recommendation ot DSC he was 

.12.2012. This order was not only issued

Careful perusal of record would reveal that 

not made on merit so his services were

as a
6.

was

Thereafter, through another order and on 

reinstated/appointed vide order dated, 31 

with the approval ofDCO, Charsadda but in para-4 of the appointment order it was

made' under Sacked Employees

eligible for
clearly mentioned that appointment 

(Appointment) Act, 2012. It clearly manifests that the appellant 

T.T and their initial appointment

■ was ‘

was

made according to invoguewasappointment as

. On the- allegations of illegal appointment an enquiry was
\

conducted against

. Attaullah Khan. Ex-EDO (Education), Charsadda. Resultantly, upon the 

„con,mend.tions of the enquio ofScar respondent vide iorpugned order dared
I I

order .being not covered under Khybei

policy

Mr

22.07.2014 withdrew his appointment

Sacked Employees (Appointment) Act, 2012. As regards
. Pakhtunkhwa 

. recommendations of inquiry officer regarding Mi- . Zahid it is mentioned restatement 

not available so his31 12.2012 and termination order were

it has not been termed as irreguiar aiui .any
order dated

reinstatement is irregular. First

finding without baokidg of relevant record has not legal effect.conclusion
%

1 and were repeatedly discussed during the heariltS 

"PPeiiant that bis

Jdocuments are available on recor
-7

■ h yr<: r .f-'a .vJAaaE t
of appeal. Contention of the leaAied cdunsel fi
was made on fixed 

10.1 S>96
pay is based ,

appointed Bp
appointshow.‘•® that he ^Sal^as

ord
Pay a/o

i
i
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ppointment on fixed pay. Moreover, his 

. It has not been contested by
it cannot be termed as a

made according to the invogue policy
. Even the Finance Department vide order dated

allowances. Hence,

appointment was 

the respondents in their comments
untrained teachers whoscale to30 10 2009 allowed annual increment/running pay

acquiring requisite training. So far as the issue
subsequently regularized upon 

is not

were
it has adequately beencovered under 2012 Act, it

that his appointment 

explained in judgment of Peshawar

. 1662-P/2013. Para-8 oftlie judgment is repro

in WritHigh Court dated 24.12.2014 rendered

duced below:-
petition no

that theued__mth__^ehemence
nirrrrd —

that reh^
nrt/y to those sacked 

____ rpffular hasis to ci
rescrJbM_jmlMkStioiL

the f'^^rned AAGj.

T.earned '^AG OL
petitioners^
pffi^tivinns in une

.«,plnvP.es whowere-SmaiM

.!„!! pnst vo^sessim the ^

caseisnpt
uivncal terms

on

em

r^.
■i—■ vL.r/

r'S^^gggs^
rpfrularized^

where-

5icn'(cc TniHin il,
TO

-"1 )

instatement/appointment vide order

be dealt with

following prescribed procedure. However, with

the basis of

t treated according

7, There cannot be two opjiions that after rein

dated-31.12.2012 appellant being a 

according to prevailing rules and by

\

civil servant was required to

unilaterally withdrawn on
stroke of pen appointment order wasone

inquiry conducted against Ex-EDO Charsadda Appellant was

„ a„l .0(A, Of .^e hence, h. c,„he».h ™he„ .

«.n. n.e..l ..... -he appC-
„d —us judpmen. of superio, coups ou f.i. ..i.l and due process .f 1.. ■

no

• V
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that sirailai'ly placed•‘the said judgmentalso been mentioned inIt has

colleagues of the petitioners 

the judgment of this Tribunal 

should be

Article-4 and 25 of the Constitution.

8.
reinstated by the department-in pursuance

cardinal principal of law that similarly 

discrimination, as

have been 

. As such it is a 

treated equally and without any
placed persons

enshrined in
and impugned order dated

is reinstated in service. The intervening 

left to bear their own

above, the appeal is accepted
As a sequel to. 9.

aside and the appellant, is22.07.2014 is set
of the kind due. Parties arebe treated as leaveperiod may

. File be consigned to the record room,costs

i^HMAD HASSAN)
member

r
HAMID MUGHAL)

member
(MUHA

AtsTNOHNCED
16.10.2017

—----

Tr.t-.-a ------ -—

'kLDf.iilSl L.'I i. L;';V.'>U^’DtC-;DiD
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
ro

EXECUTION PETITON NO. 171/2020 s
V. •
-'v,. .IN

APPEAL NO .63 /2015

Shah Hssain Appellant.

\.V/S

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary, 
Peshawar & others.................. ............................................. . Respondents.

(Reply on behalf of respondent No. 5): -iwI
• #IRespectfully Sheweth;- %

Para 1 to 10:-

Being an administrative matter^ the issue relates to other Respondents. And 

they are in a better position to redress the grievances of the Appellant. Besides the Appellant
has raised no grievances against Respondent No.05.

i

Keeping in vicv/ the above mentioned facts it is, humbly prayed that the 

appeal in hand having no merits may be dismissed with cost.

ACCOUNTANT GENERAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 171/2020

Shah Hussain

Vs.
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

Written comments on behalf of Respondent No. 03 &04

INDEX

Annexure PageSNo Description

Comment 1-21

3Affidavit2

4^Annexure-ACopy of order sheet3

DISTRIC
g^'ltMALE) CHARSADDA

ION OFFICER

p



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 171/2020

Shah Hussain

Vs

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others 

Written comments on behalf of Respondent No. 03& 04

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

A. That the Appellant has no locus standi and cause of action.

That the present Appeal is wrong, baseless and not maintainable, it shows no 

cause to be taken for adjudication, therefore, the Appeal is liable to be rejected/ 

dismissed.

That the Appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, frivolous and vexatious. Hence 

the same is liable to be dismissed with the order of special compensatory costs 

in favour of Respondents.

That no legal right of the appellant has been violated, therefore, the appellant has 

no right to file the instant appeal.

That the Appellant is completely estopped/precluded by his own conduct to file 

this Appeal.

That the Appellant has not come to this Hon’ able Tribunal with clean hands. 

The Appeal also suffers from miss-statements and concealment of facts and as 

such the Appellant is not entitled to equitable relief

That the Appellant has no right to file the instant Appeal and the Hon’ able 

Services Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon and the Appeal is 

liable to be dismissed.

That the instant appeal is barred by law and limitation.

B.

C.

D.

E.

G.

H.

I.



A
PARA WISE REPLY ON FACTS:

That the petitioner was terminated due to his illegal appointment.

That the petitioner was appointed without the advertisement and without 

fulfilling the codal formalities.

3. That the petitioner first appointment was on fixed pay while the Act, 2012 

favours those employees whose appointment was on regular basis.

That the petitioner do not fulfilling the requisites of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Sacked Employees Appointment, Act 2012, therefore, had been terminated in 

pursuance of the inquiry conducted against the then EDO.

As is replied in the above para No.4 

6. That the petitioner is pursuance of the judgment of this Hon’ble Court had 

been re-instead conditionally tiU the final disposal of the civil appeal pending 

before the HonTle Apex Court.

The petitioner was re-instated in service in pursuance of the judgment of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal

That the appeal of the appellant challenged before the Hon'ble Supreme Court 

of Pakistan and the Hon'ble Apex Court was gracious enough to grant leave to 

appeal and suspended the judgment of this Hon’ble Court.

(Copy of order sheet is annexed as annexure-A) 

That the petitioner is regularly receiving his salaries since his re-instatement.

10. That the judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal is subjudice before the Hon’ble 

Apex Court in which leave as well as status quo had been granted by Hon’ble 

Apex Court, therefore, the petitioner i's not entitled for any kind of benefits till 

the final disposal of the CPLA periling before the Plon’ble Supreme Court of 

Pakistan.

1.

2.

4.

5.

7.

8.

9.

Restjondent No 03 & 04

ucation Officer 
(Male) Gharsadda



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 171/2020

Shah Hussain

Vs

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

AFFIDAVIT

^ I Mr. Himayat Shah DEO (Male) Charsadda do hereby solemnly affirms that the 

contents of the Para-wise comments submitted by respondents are true and correct and 

nothing has been concealed intentionally from this Hon' able court

Deponent

at Shah)
EDUCATION OFFICER 

MALE) CHARSADDA
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present-
JUSt!pr AHMED,
JUSTICE IJAZ UL AHSAN
JUSTICE MUNIB AKHTAR

MR.
HCJMR.

MR.

ii' CIVIL APPEALS N0.14a?t OQifi 
760 AND 761 OF ---------- -------^ 1M3 OF 2m Q, 7c^Q

AND

E™l2Ti2Zmi:t?7MT?:TT^:^7^s^^
147-P/2019,
(Against the orders/judgments
20.06.2017,
03.05.2028,

45-
ii 634-

dated 14.03.2016, 07.04.2016,
19.09.2017, 16.10.2017,

04.07.2017 20.11.2018, IS.ol'sOlfand ofoS^Olfpassed by the

Peshawar, Peshawar High Court, Mingora 
Bench (Dar uhQozaj, Siuat, The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tnbunai 
Peshawar, the Peshawar High Court, D. I. Khan Bench in C. R. No 493-P of 
2015, W.P. N0.1851-P of 2014, W.P. No.3245-P of 2015 with I.R. W.P 
N0.429-M of 2014, W.P. ■No.3449'P of 2014 in C.M.No.l070-P of 2016 
Service Appeal No.62 of 2015, Service Appeal No.63 of 2015, Service 
Appeal No.326 of 2015, V7.P. No.778-M of 2017, W.P. No.l678-P of 2016 
W.P. N0.3452-P of 2017, W.P. No.4675-P of 2017, W.P. No.2446-P of 2016, 
W.P. N0.3315-P of 2018, W.P. No.667-D of 2016, W.P. No.2096-P of 2016 
W.P. N0.2389-P of 2018 and W.P. No. 965-P of 2014).

11.09.2017,
17.05.2018, 18.04.2018,

11.10.2018,

(5

a
Government of KPK through Secretary Elementary' & 
Secondary Education, Peshawar and others.
(ill all cases)

District Education Officer (Male), District Swabi, etc.
(inCP.^}6-P/2017)

District Education Officer (Male), Charsadda and others, 
fin CP.634-P/20J8)

a

Nadeem Ashraf eind others.
(inCP.2122/2018)

Director Elementary 85 Secondary Education, KPK, Peshawar
and others. 
iinCP.147-p/2019)

■^T5o

(I
Appellant(sj/Petitioners

Versus

(in CA.1448/2016} 
(inCA,1483/2019) ,
(inCP.288-P/2016)

J^ved Khan and Others.
Muharnmad Ilyas.
Mst; Safia Begum (PET) and others.

'••in—

V
<1
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3iland.
■ ^^^'^Irirnad Israr and another.

„ Badshah and others.

H'vissain.
■ h^mmad Hayat.

Nawah Khan and others.
Faridoon and others.

through Secretary Law, Justice 
‘_gjx Rights, Peshawar hnd others, (in cp.2 122/2028) 

^ ^ h.ttauhah Shah and others.’*' (mcp.6-p/20i9)
toorudDin. (inCP.lim20i9,

' ;\sfflatuUah Khan. 
f/lst. Bakht Zari and others.
AttauUah Jan.
Saijad Ahmad and another, 
ifttizar Mi tnd others.
Behramand and others.
({ifayatullah and others.

ij ■ ■ . ' fiHCj*,.r/2-JV20jr;)

(inci\'fn'r>-p/2oi7}
(i>ta>.5]y-l>/.20l7)
(in.Cl'.'10-P/2()i8}

(in CP.'i'i-P/201ii)
(in CP.'J5-P/20Ui)
(in CP.'f01-P/2018) 
fin CP,r>68-P/20}8) 
(inCP.633-P/2018l 
iinCP.63'2-P/2018)

0

Jan.

(in CP.'139-P/2017)
(in CP.l'i7-P/2019) 
(inCF.541-P/2019) 
(inCP.704-P/20i9)
(in CA,759/2020)

■ (inCA.760/2020)
(in CA.76J/2020)

■ ...Respondents}

t\

0

Mr: Sumair Ahmed Butt, A. G.
For the Appellant(s): KP.

(in ail Cimi Appeals)

Barrister Qasim Wadood, 
Addl. A. G. KP.
•VA/. Atvtk 
^A^. {=-oVii^.vs N..^.
Mr Aftab Alam Rana, ASG 
Ima'.2l22/20IBI

(i.

For the Petitioner(s): 

the Respondent(s)
Fazai Shah, ASC.

CA.]4W2016)
Mr.
(inFor

, KhalidMrSh RiazulHaque
^ ■ 1483/2019)(in CA.

Abdul Munim

Ullah Ranazai, ASC.

im Khan^ ASC.
(1

R.R. (in all CPs). 

16.12.2020.

Date of Hearing-
iTESTEDMa Jrs
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ORDER I

GULZAR AHMED. C.T- Since leave to appeal has
(}.

already been granted by this Court vide orders dated
T-13.0o.2016, 26.08.2019 and 03.09.2020 passed 

Appeal No. 1448 of 2016, Civil Appeal No. 1483 of 2019 and 

/j Cml Appeals No.759 to 761 of 2020, respectively, involving 

similar questions, we are inclined to grant leave to appeal in 

the listed petitions as well to consider inter alia the same.

in Civil ^ '

?

Order according^.
i a

. Let appeal stage paper books be prepared on the 

record. How^ever, the parties are at liberty to file 

,, additional docToments, if any before the next date of hearing.

shaU fbc aU the matters together for hearing 

immediately after winter vacation.

2.

a.vailable

on a
The office

date

In the meantime, operation of the impugned 

judgment{s) shall remain suspended.

(i
O.

No.2122 of 2018 involving seniority 

linked from the aforesaid cases.

Let CPLA4.
a

matter be de-

SA.\
— \

■%.

\
\

✓d >
\ \ Certified lo be True Copy

rg. ^
t*; \ \45■ M \ (L ■n-\
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