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56/2023Execution Petition No.

S.Nc) Ddl(‘ of C)fd(M 
pfoccKidings

Ordt;r or olhor proceedings wilh signature of judgo

31

The execution petition of Mr. Farhad Ullah 

today by registered post through Sheikh 

Iftikharul Haq Advocate. It is fixed for implementation 

report before touring Single Bench at D.I.Khan on -

______________ . Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

noted the next date. The respondents be issued notices 

to submit compliance/implementation report on the

31.01.20231

received

date fixed.

By the arder of Chairman
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V-' / ■ BEFORE TH£ HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL CAMP COURT DERA ISMAIL KHAN
•/

I

Sti1

01 2023r Implementation Petition No.

In Service Appeal No. 4761/2021 

Decided on 28/10/2022

1
, I
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■ ■ ■ ■
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I
{

V
Farhad Ullah

s*
T

Versus
'I

1
Govt, of KPK etc!

INDEXi

Sr. PageAnnexureParticulars of Documents
#

Grounds of implementation 

Petition along with affidavit l~fi1.1
t

■ r
Copies of the grounds of appeal 

and order dated 28/10/2022 r S'*1.
A & BI 2.

»
t

r HVakalat Nama> 3.
%
s*
i .

: 101/2023!
Date:

Your . Humble Petitioner
r

Farhad Ullah

Through Counsel• (

I
Sheikh Iftikhar ul Haq
Advcmate Supreme Court!

r

(
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYSER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL CAMP COURT DERA ISMAIL KhA^N

Implementation Petition No. of 2023

In Service Appeal No. 4761/2021 

Decided on 28/10/2022

Farhad Uilah son of Mashal Khan caste Marwati 

village Masha Manspor Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat, 

Chowkidar GGCMS Masha ManscrM- Lakki Marwat. '

r/o , ,
Ex-

Petitioner

VERSUS

1. Government of KPK, Through Secretary Elementary &

Secondary Education Peshawar. . |
I

2. The Director (E&S) Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshayyar.

3. District Education Officer (Female) Lakki Marwat..

Respondents

IMPLEMENTATION PETITION UNDER KHYBER PAKHUNKHyVA
■i ■ "

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 READ WITH KPK SERVICE

TRIBUNAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL RULES 1974 AS AMENDED

FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ORDER/JUDGMENT ’ IN •

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 4761/2021 DECIDED ON 28/10/2022

BY THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL.

!
f

I

?
f
!•
1
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Respectfully Shevveth:-

The Petitioner most respectfully submits as under:-

1. That the appellant was appointed as Chowkidar in GGCMS 

Masha Mansoor Lakki Marwat and ori 10/04/2004. i.

ir

2, That the appellant was performina his duties to the'entire
■ i' •

satisfaction of his high-ups and never absented himself \ 

throughout his service career. In this respect attendance 

register of the school is very much clear.
j

3. That on 30/12/2020, the appellant was removed from

against which the appellant submiMed departmental appeal
'i

which was not accepted and after ti'^at the service appeal ,Mo. 

4761/202,1 was preferred by the appellant before this 

Honourable Tribunal and the learned Tribunal was pleased to 

accept the service appeal by setting aside the impugned order 

vide judgment dated 28/10/2022. Copies of the appeal and 

judgment are annexed as Annexure-A R R.

!.service
f

f

f

4. That now the respondents are not implementing the orcer 

dated 28/10/2022, hence, the instant implementation petition- 

is being filed before this Honourable Tribunal.

■ 1
t
1
I

GROUNDS

A. That the acts and omissions of the respondents authorities'to 

, not obeyed/implement the order of this honourable tribunal 

its true letter and spirit are clear cut violation of law, statutk 

and constitution.

in •

B. That lame excuses on behalf of respondents/authorities
. j

not maintainable and respondents art.- required to implement '

a e



f ■ ¥

3-f 1.
the judgment of this honourable Tribunal in its true letter and

spirit.

C. That the Counsel for the Petitioner may kindly be allowed to 

raise further legal grounds during the course of arguments.

It is therefore, humbly requested that the respondents 

be directed to fully implement the judgment/order of 

this honourable tribunal dated 28/10/2022.

Date: .2.^/01/2023

Yours Humble Petitioner

Farhad Uilah

Through Counsel.

A
Sheikh Iftikhar ul Haq
Advocate Supreme Court

i
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BEFORE THh
SERVICE TRIBUNAL CAMP COURT DERA ISMAlL KHAISJ

Implementation Petition No..___

In Service Appeal No. 4761/2021 
Decided on 28/10/2022

riuNOURABLE KHYSER PAKHTLJNK^HWAi

of 2023

Farhad Ullah

Versus

Govt, of KPK etc

AFFIDAVIT

I, Farhad Ullah son of Mashal Khan caste. Marwat r/o yiliage,

Masha Mansoor Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat, do herLby- ■' ^
solemnly affirm and declare on oath that contents of above Petilon 

are true & correct to the best of my knowledge and that nothing
has been concealed from this Honourable •kourt.

1

I Dated //01/2023

DEPONENT

<' i

Identified by:

Sl^ikh Iftikhar ui Haq 
Advocate Supreme Court /

1
Q^paier%

I

!
I

•I

:

I
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■i
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- =i£QE£JliS.K-HYB,ER PAKHJUNKHWA _SERVICE5; TRTB

PESHAWAR

'I> .
JNA'L^

Serv.ccTr-hu^n-*— V.

*^V
:y./S

iwa*

Service Appeal No. /^2021 Diiii-y No

l>nli.a
Tarha'd-Ullah'son of Mashal Khan 

Masha Mansoor Tehsil & District Lakki
tdste Marwat r/o village . 

Marwat, Ex-Chowkidar'-
GGCMS Masha Mansoor Lakki Marwat, 03^ 3 ^3® 7^6

fAPPELLANT^

VERSUS

Government of KPK, Through Secretary Elementary 

Secondary Education Peshawar.

1.
&

2. The Director (E&S) Education ' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
•fPeshawar.

I -^1

District Education Officer (Female) cakki Marwat. r1 0.

T

(RESPONDENT.c:^

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT,
^ OF THE KHYBER

1974.

PRAYER

On acceptance of the instant 

office order bearing No.
eppea! the impugned 

5050-5O dated 30/12/2020I
issued by the respondent#3 

which by imposing the
q H j "^V/

may kindly be set aside 

major penalty of removal
from service the appellant 

with immediate effect
was re moved from services^ 

and also appellateC i
order qi.2a the departmental t^:ppeal wherein the
re5pondenv#2 remained silent/not taken

any action by
not deciding the departmental app-.a! of the appellant 

meaning thereby rejection of departmental appeal' 

the appellant within stipulated period and thus the
K service of the appellant be

benefits by setting aside the
resfured, with all back

, ned office orders 

attested

imc
mentioned above.

\

D i

' h tiAviaivJlvlL-.- t TI
aiitfvicv ■

f'X.
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Respected Sir,

Appellant humbly submits as under;

1. That the appellant was appointed as Chowkidar in GGCMS 

Masha Mansoor Lakki Marwat and 

appointment order is annexed as"^nnexure-A.
Copy of theon

I .

r
2.r That the appellant was performing his duties to the entire 

satisfaction of his high-ups 

throughout his service
and never absented himself 

career. In this respect attendance '' 
register of the school is very much clear. Copies of 

attendance register are annexed as Annexure-B.

\

\
the .i

t

3. That in the month of November 2020i due to crucial 

critical conditions of the COVID-19. the school

Iand

was closed to <■ V
►j

some extents and conditions, in soite of this the appellant 
performed his duties and 

absented himself as evident from th ?

. I\ •
I-:-remained punctual and ''never 

attendance register. -F 1i

4. That the appellant was performing duties, and' 

instructions of political vendetta in spite of on duty, .'the 

.appellant was marked absent on lS/12/2020 in his

. I

on I,the
\

presence
due to personal grudges and instruciions of political vendetta 

because some of the familyi mc-nbers of appellant 
having/belonging with political rivals of the ruling party. Thus, 

the appellant was

are(

on duty on the eventful day, 'ie. 

18/12/2020. In spite of this, iron-rally, the respondent‘#3' ■ :

issued the impugned office

t

No. 5050-56 dafed'oroer
:

30/12/2020 vide which thef
service of the appellant v^as

removed by imposing major penalt-. . 1. Copy of the impugned
order dated 30/12/2020 is annexed ,a.r Annex.rre-r

t4

If
i

■T-'lii;
5. That the appellant feeling preferred ;|‘a'

departmental appeal vide dairy No. 231 dated 06/01/2021 to 

the respondent#2 being appellate mithority, which was riLt

a-.:grieved, ••■I-,,..'I )
- ■' ir-, -I •

. [■ ..

t <

accepted within stipulated period, [f is also pertinent to 

mention that later on 20/01/2021 :he respondent#2 called 

the detailed report/comments from

r-#'r ?

S i'Mi:he respondent#3 wide 

Copies of ' theletter No. 2842 dated 20/01/:.-021. :

.1f ■>

k

1
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/ Af / departmental appeal and letter dated 20/01/20211 

annexed as Annexure-D & D/i
. ■ I ■

That appellant feeling aggrieved by the impugned order.dated' 
30/12/2020, hence/the instant appeal on the following 

grounds.

are/

I 6.
/I.

t

!
r ■

gRO,UNDS 4

a. That the impugned order is agains;: law, fact and circumstance "

of the case, hence, is not tenable in the eye of law but liable to ' ' ' ' ' 

be set aside.

f
I

.1.

t

'5

b. I hat the impugned order has beer, passed with mala-fid'e and
' ‘I',-

hasty manner as, no charge sheet, statement of allegations,

opportunity of replication,, hearing., first show

final show cause notice, in short no inquiry has.been
f. I , I * . .

whatsoever, thus the impugned order is against the,principle of ■

law, service rules, policy and is not in the commence of EASTA ' 

Code.

r cause notice.
I

conducted

’

I
h ;

c. That the appellant is punctual anu was on duty and 

remained absent from duty and the alleged proceeding 

the bases of political pressure and victimization.

:
.never • ■I

I s on
!■

I

I

! .

d. That this honourable Tribunal has 

to entertain the instant appeal,

ot vast and ample powersuu

I

e. That counsel for the appellant mav graciously be allovyed to 

raise additional grounds at th > time of arguments.

It Is therefore humbly prayed that On acceptance of the 
instant appeal the impugned ortsce order bearing ;No. 

5050-56 dated 30/12/2020 issued by the respondent#3 

may kindly be set aside vide

I
/

i
i

ich by imposing the1
1 \ ;

s
'1

/

'!
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'57^-^* /•\r.
major penalty of removal from service the appellant 

removed from services with immediate effect and also 
against the appellate order qua the departmental Appeal 
wherein the respondent#2 remained silent/not!,taken 

any action by not deciding the departmental appeal of 

the appellant meaning thereby rejection of departm'ental 

appeal of the appellant within stipulated period and thus 

the service of the appellant be restored with all back 

benefits by setting aside the impugned office 

mentioned above.

4 was//

/

4

orders

I

£Z/0^2021 IDated
, i

You: humble appellant,

Farhad UlTah
Through counsel:-

i

{

I1

i J
J

/Shr-Ikh Iftikhar ul Haq 
Advocate High Court
District Bar Dera Ismail Khan

j.

1* '

/

t
t
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r
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1
h
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I
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ag,EQB^Jj[EJlPK-S_ERVIC_E-S_TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR-

In Service Appeal No.

s

■ '//
/ !

1/ /2021?

/ ■;
K,

• I/ t
I

Ir

Farhad Ullah
(Appellants

Versus Govt Of KPK, etc
(Respondents^

!
r

' ;
AFFIDAVIT

t •I >
\ t

J
! 2

I, Farhad Ullah, appellant herein,.,do hereby solemnly affirm on oath' ' ' 

that all parawise contents of the'accompenying appeal are:tfc

r
t

1;V

e.and ;
correct to the best of my knowledge, belief and information: that ' '■
nothing has been concealed or kepr: secret from "this vforthy, 'V. 

Tribunal, nor anything containedUherem

' i

. i
■ ... 'V >

I ' t '
' is based on exaggeration '

ii, 1or distortion of facts.
,f \ '

. .j
SiIS

■ ■ -!
■ f

i

70^/2021Dated7'I i

yv^'>V
'V,.

!|
I » I

Deponent

i

t

hi k *i;

!• ■ verification
!

'y,,i
Verified on oath at DIKhari, this 7 

contents of the above appeal are true and correct.
dav of 021, that all!

I. : ■» ^
I

Dated lZ_yO^/2021I

My■ f d, ;r. 
‘yh 
.'-1-

1

Kppeflanti-
, y v\J

Wyt ■/ !I -
i)

V-hI ?>.
1J

\ ■I ■;
1.

i
t- I

I I.
I tJ t

ir
'll I

1

*
r

1

f
i

I

i ■

;
I

f
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ORDER
28'N)ci,2022 jI. I.vMrned counsei for ihe ;;pp,bllant present. Mr.

Kiniiiak, Adtil: AO ibr respondents presem. '

Vide our dckiiled order ol'today placed in Service Appeal No.

Bikjecs,A-.s-Government of Khybcr 

I’akhiuiikhua through Secretary Eicibentary & Secondary EducaUon ' 
Peshawar [ind others'’ (copy placed in tills file), this appeal i also b

‘ I .

ailowed. Costs shall lollovv the eveni.s. Consictn
: b ■

f I ononneed in open court :n ■D.LKhan and given under 

hands and seal of ihc Tribunal on 2S"’ day ofOclober, 2022.

K .

\ 47(>()'2(i.2(; titled "Msi
f
1

r.

J,,
i our

} •

t

* ■I N 1

(I.Calim Arshad Khan) 
Cliaiiinaii

t\

Qitiip Court D.l.Khaii\
;i

{I I:)
I
Js'" i

i
I 1' ii !• . 0! (R(^n\Rchnian) !

: : M/ii)bei\judicial)' 
•Ca /ij) Coui-KD.I.Kfiad'Nunihe; oi' We.r-' ■. 

Copyin'.; i'e..' 

lirghi;
Tanli..... ,

■r'' np;*:' .0rfal —r-.-rr--
f rr

:
■'

^dre cop^;-,f}

[ :

Sere:'

i’binie t
1 IDate A a •

I-nay"L--! ....22:...•Out'e 1(1 idotii L-.y
ii»
•I1

i(
i.

%
?

\

\
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■
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.:j-'n:.' A.,.■.■iJct! 'Mri ii,//-(■> -.'.v Oovom-.:,! Khyljcr Kk/i/iwWau, ilii-ouyii .Syr/W^<i'' ‘'‘'"''’//.y
^n-.J mlKr.- 'i./iJ vrf .-I,'a'o •/7Ci/''.'WA;(7f?’ai^'^ ^ '•

'Jr; < ;;t,v' .V.,. ‘'J ^cuviury 4;,w<mvr)' ami k^Cuhcl^ *
\y.lil 2li:: .hy cmi/irnwy K/lIwi

‘ Khvh.’r .'■.vv.'r.’ Trihw.ul. c:a’<ip(.ni, A'/ja/r.^' '

, >

KHVBER P.AKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
PESHAWA-R CAMP COIIR r D.l.KHAN.

I
i

I^PFORH: KALIM ARSHAD khan CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (Jiuiicial)

4.

ROZINA RF.HMAN;

i

i

SL'f vice Appeal-No.4760/202!

Mst. Biiqcc-s d;iughter of Mashal Khan v/o/Village Mash'a Mansoor 
Tehsil & Disu-icr Lakki Marwat. Ex-Caller GGCMS Masha Mansoor 
Lakki Marwar, i ■■!

*;
I-
li .I

■ i'

I

{Appellani)\

Versus .
i
t'

1. Covoi-nnicnt of Khyher Pakhiunkhwa through Secretary,Elementaryi& 
Secondary Educaiion. I'cshawar.

2. Director (E<.<:.SE).
PeslKivNair.

V District Eduoariuti ()fncer(E), Lakki Marwai.;

4'! I

Education Department'i Khyber ' Pakhtunldiw-a,f

rs

{Respomleius)
t

Present; )
Ir

I » .

•Shcikh lltikhar Ul Haq. i!
r

Advoeaio For appellant.. ■! 'I
;l
s

Kabimlhih Kh.auak, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents. 'I

Date of Institution 
Dates i>r I leafing,, 
Dtiic of Deci,sion..

09,04,202!
,28.10,2022
28.10,2022

1
i1

i

s
t,

:JI
Service Appeal No.476j/2021 ■f

!

Farhad Uilah son of Mashal Khan caste .Marvvai r/o Villatze Mash'a 
Mansoor Tehsil & Drstnet Lakki Marwak I Lx-ChowkidarVoCMS 
•Viasha Man.soor l.nkki .Viarwat. ' 'I

1
I
j

{Appellant)

t\’

"ua
r-rjr

t
tr

: / .
I (•

if!
'■■'■XT.

.'I
'-exscsiasB^aiKzsBBKiK
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s.;

% j

I1- ; :V., .'■'■i; .T'.'; -.<hi A‘i/:nv.i .'.Vyft.'i- iliwii^h iVc;el(.'M-
, , . r ; '.''r.f .'j/r.iyf, /'.’f/jiJi'. Ai'jy^'ci A'f. *'01^711^1 tit fed '

-IV- i:. .‘.'■iiAi.'r '■tn-tffth Sfcrfttir. F.tf.iiii-mary iutj !x'.t“rJcry.
tut: -.(/.'v-i'i -■ Jzi-'.tFu on SO 7021 'vijidh Hciich rr,’n;,r:i-ittf; Ktttt'ii Artht-J Kbim^ 

-'(ii--/ .‘-If’tii'.r JtrJtc:.:!. Kif.v-jr i'lAlr-t.AAtiit’dfrfifv iribiii'lil. Citiiip Ccttirl D I.Kittw''

'v.'M /J.' : •i;•
i

I

} ;
t

.
i
! Versus '

I- GovernmcMit of Khyber Pakhainkhwa ihi-ougli Secretary Elementary & 
Se.c-ondarv’ Ediication. Peshawar.

2. Director (Ei^cSE), Educaiioji Deparin)cnl! Khyber 'Pakhiunkhwa 
Ik'shawar.

3. District Education OlTicer(E), I..:ikki Murwal.

i i

i

I

■ '
(■'\

{Respondents)i

j

t: Pi L'.sein;
I

1

vSheikh ifiikhar k! Haq, 
.Ad\oc:iie.......................

'1

'..For appellant.

Kabirullah Khatiak, 
.Aclchiional .Ad\a)caie Cienerai i Eoi‘ respondents.

[

Date of Institution 
Dales ol i leariny.. 
Date of Decision..

09.04.2021
28.10.2022
28.10.2022

t*

J
v

t: .

\. >{ -APPE.AL l.NDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 
P.AKHTUNKMW.A .SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT; 1974.

t

-i.

- I
{ CONSOLfDATED JUDGMENTf
L.

K.ALIM .ARlSHaI) khan CH.AIRMAN: Tl-irouah this single judgment
1 [

this appeal and the connecied Service Appeal No. 476 i/202 f tilled "Farhad}

!•

Ullah-vs-Oovci‘nnieii[ of Khvber! Fakhtunkhwa through Sccrelaiw 

Elementary & Secondary Education. Peshavvariand others", are decided' as 

bolhi are against the same allegations.

i
J
.t

(■

t
L

;•;

1-> 'Ihcse appeals are against order da^ed; 30.12.2020, whereby the 

Hl>pellants were removed from service on the allegations that dtringfNi
'2;
p.

.0
’j

i;
JE&'SUB i*

t
/
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1

i* .1*;./ ,.ff .\,.
' r'liii'n!,-- •.

■r-iff a..;:

F.\i''i UI j,; / ' I f't, /; I, y ?
C,'it!iir.nv-'i. H'::

■ r. . ): t ft I Is- f! :■ i'i i fill -vs > o w i n u. <>! Khy lu v l‘\ikl:no tk h * :'<? ihnu / ij/; .SV; Vi5/.'»*y
?/' (iihi conih\.h\'l At‘',K‘Ul No. lUhil

'f /./miuul SciOOxlory
t>K( o;!!fy. oil .’.s’/f; .y;.V f>y !.fiy>Mo]; k'olioi /irslwi/ KhemT^,

:uio Frhiiuin Mii/.'ihi'r Ju(li:.'.(:i. .'’I*;, fh-r Pokh!:ink'ln’'h Scrvi^f Tiibu/iol. Cnoip Couri IJ /.Klu'w

; "ill
r t \ /,.■ /1 isK -^h 'K :»f

surprise \ isii of GGCMS Masha Mansoor by Uie DEO(F) accoinpanied by .
t\

S[.)EO (F). ! ,:ikki Marwar. rhe school was !(Hmd closed and the Caller was 

also found absent \\ ho w^as stared to be leaving in l^cshawar as per report'of s
‘ I

SDFO (F) i.akki Marwal vide No, 857/Sl)IbOF/LM dated 1311.2020.
t< » *

•Against the impugned order the appellant tiled:appeals but awaiting ninety 

wailing period when no reply was received ilie appeiiani Hied this app tal.

o
-t

'i

i

I

1

f
kI
J;

3. It i.s alleged- in the appeal that the appellants were performing 

and in the month ot ,No\'ember 2020, due to crucial and critical conditions

!
duties

>

oi Covid-!9 the scliooi was dosed but even tlien the appellants perfo-med 

Iw-r dui.ics and remained punctual; that on iS, 1.2.2020, the appellants 

prcseni but wore marked

were
t

by the respondents because of personalaosent

grudges and on political grounds.
;

-L ' I d
r

4.r On receipt of tiie appeals and admission to full hearing,! the 1 r' 
icspondenis were summoned, who, on putting appearance, coniestdr the ' 't

t ;■

appeals by tiling wriiien reply and w'hile siipporiinc the impugned order
I

.submitted tliat the appellants remained absent that is why they were 

proceeded agaimst. ;

I

I.

I

cf

We have licnrd learned counsel ior the appellants and'learned 

Additional .Advocate (jeneral for the respondents.

0.
f

li
ii

•I . >
c>^> 'v,

n.
:n
c. ■

I

‘Vi,;..

-s.

"".V
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(I.V .ii-pi-.il .'"j ".\:si //i/,/eo.v .-im tj- yjiylvi- f\,k!iPi’ikln<-a Hc^/cUiry
\\-p,, : Ji.ai-ivn lyfJpiv.i' cr-uK\ u-'.l Apir.-it! A-a tillt.il

'i-.iriic::/ I.-vi- i A'i KhyhtT r^iKi'Aii S(;afliiry EUlwnlan- im! Suntiijary .
"c-'-'.'.-.-u:.'/' ,11!: ' iiivitli'ri ni .'H Hi h_\ ■Miiipiding Kciiiin -Irshad Kiian.^

l:,'l„i::i,, l.lcnir;.-, JiuIk'i.iI KUyivi l‘tikiny:-:'iti'a Tnlnmai Co'iipCoiiri OJ.Knun ■ ■

I I

. . ■

I lie learned counsel tor the appeiianf's reiterated the facts and
:

grounds detailed in ilie memo and grounds of die appeals while the learned 

Additional Advocate General controverted the same by supporting the 

impugned order.

6.

t

t.

(

,1

1,
*7 rIn case ol' absence of a civil servam from the duty, die KJiyber

' h
'i

PakhlLinkhwa Governmeni Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011
’s'

piovide lI specilic provision and procedure lor proceeding against such a 

Civil seivaiit and dial is Rulc-9 ol the abo\'e rules. Rulc-9 is reoroduced as
' l! '.

under:-

I
j

I

1

{

{•

■ii'!
!i ■

i
I

'■No'v\ ii'nstanding anydiing to the contrary contained 
in the;;^

I

rules, in case ol willlul ab.sence from duty bv 
a Governn-iem servant for seven or moi'C days, a 
nonce shad be issued by tiie competent authority 
rlii'ongh registered acknowledgement on his home 
address directing him to resume duty within tlfieen 
days ui‘issuance of the notice. Ifihe same is received 
hack as undelivered

«

V

)

or.no response is received from 
the absentee within stipulated time, a notice shall be 
publisiied in at least two leading new.spapers directing 
him to

i
I

i

resume duty within tlitccn dayvs of the 
publication ot that notice, failing whicli an e.x-parte 
decision shall be taken against the absentee. On cxpiiy 
ot the •.siipulnted period given in the notice, major 
penaltv- of removal from

j I(

5

1 service may be imposed
1

upon .such Ciovermnem servant.
;■ i

i
8. The le.spondenis were bound to follow the procedure firescribed 

piov'ided in l\ule-9 ol the rules ibid but it

and
I
k

appears that they have not
i»

proceeded in accordance with the provisions of the above rules, therefore 

the iinpLigned action is not in 

rules and, lienee, not'

f
t

);

accordance with ..the provisions of the above 

sustainable. Whije allowing these appeals

f
V'

\vc set t

Ir
I

>

f
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S I

aside the linpuencd order and direct thar die iappclhints be reinsuste'd in
; t
\ f

I

service. The respondent.s are al iibt^ity ro proceed against,ihc appellants in
: f '

accordance with ilte provision of the Rulc-9 oil'tlie Kiiyber Pakhtunlchwa

Government Servants (KfUciencv & Discipline) Rules, 201 ! w'ithin a*

period ot Sixty. day,s alter the dale of receipt of tills judgment under 

iniiniation to the Regi.sirar ol tills Tribunal. The respondents shall also 

ini.imaic the dale of' receipt of the judgmciit to the Registrar of 

Imervening period shall be treated as leave ofjthc kind due. Copy of this 

iudgmeni be placed in the connected tile, Co.sis shall follow' the 

Consign.

!
'

i:
I
t;
i

ICC.

event.

k

{
I

a

g. 11 onoii/iccci //' Oj'ien Conn ot D.J.Khciri and given itnder oiif hands 

and the seal <d :'oc Tribunal on this 2S'” day of October, 3022.
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