© 22.07.2019

Petitioner alongwith counsel and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA
for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the petitioAher has produced copy
of office order dated 15.07.2019 issued by DEO (Male)

Charsadda, whereby, the pétitioner has been reinstated

and posted at GHS Jamroz Khan Killi, Charssadda as
Certified Teacher from the date of decision under
implementation. The pétitioner confirmé his taking over
charge as such on 15.07.2019. He requests for

consignment of instant execution proceedings.

Order accdrdingly.

S



'24.04.2019 Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Usman Ghani, District =
‘ Attorney alongwith Mr. Shah Hussain, Junior Clerk for respond'ents |
- present. Implementation report oﬁ behalf of of'ﬁcialA respo_r_ldents
sﬁbmittgd. A copy of the sam¢ was handed over to the ‘learncd“ 3
counsel for the petitioner. Case to come up for further pfoceeding on
12.06.2019 before S.B. |

- (Ahmad Hassan)
Member

12.06.2019 Counsel for the petitioner and Add: AG for respondents
preseht. Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks adjournment.

| Adjourned. Case to come up for further proceedings on

10.07.2019 before S.B.

B _‘(Aib;ad Hassan)
'Memb_er A

- 10.07.2019 Petitionerwit,_'h counsel and Addl: AG alongwith Mr.
' Wisal Khan, ADO for respondents present.

‘T.he representative of respondents stateé that some
more time be given to the respondenté for issuance of
reinstatement, of petitioner in line with the judgment under ' ‘_
implementation. These proceedings are adjourned to
22.07.2019 before S.B on which date the _'revisedv
order/implementation report shall positively be submitted.

- Chairma
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Counsel for the petltloner present. Notice be issued to the

respondents for 1mp1ementat10n report for 07.02.2019 before SB.

7l

A

Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi

Member

i
respondents present.

Learned AAG requests for fﬁttﬁ%r tifne *in - the
matter as represe!:gt;at_;[ye‘ -gf th‘_e \respor:dents has not
contacted him regarding implementation report.
) /\‘djourhed to 22.03.2019 before S.B. The petitioner

may submit an d@mended execution application

.. .containing full description of parties to tle petition.’

Chairma

!

learned DDA for ‘the respondents  present,
Implementation report not submitted. Representative of
the respondents department absent. Last opportunity is-

granted. Adjourned. To come up for further proceedmg

on 24.04.2019 before S.B.

o

Member

Counsel for the petf:éimiand Addl. AG for the

Learned counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Zia Ullah

w



Court of

.* Execution Petition No. = 358/2018

Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET | : -

3

9% 34

Date of order

§

1S Do/

S.No. Order%r other proceéaings with signature of judge
: proceedings . :

1 2 3

1 05.10.2018 . The execution petition of Mr. Shah Hussainm_s:gbmitted by Mr.
Sial Ahmd Shalman Advocate may be entered in the relevant register
and put up to the Court for pfroper order please.

; REGTRAR 1ol 10
ﬁ ~lo —/1& !
- This execution'pe;tition be put before S. Bench on

/1S —/)) ~o2sg |

ngleAN




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK

, PESHAWAR
| Erecution feﬁfm ve 3587’ v
~CMNo ;__’_2018 N

~InRe: - ‘
Serv1ce Appeal No 63/2015

Shah HuS"s%am .......... ' ........ . -'é--‘fu(-APpel[ant) s |

. VERSUS

Government of KP a'nd.-others;’.-.'....';.l.-.........'.-.....~ .......... j.(RexspondéntS‘)v,", R

INDE

us

| S NO | DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS o ANNEX

PAGE f

1. Appllcann forlmp’cea&ment | ﬁ
| L 'MP‘QY”‘QV\%M J}Omby' A

.01 03

2. C0py0ftheorder16 102017 | 8

'ThrOL@gh:-’ '

| '.'Apptih‘ﬂt",;é—?fff ~
L : 1

- (SIAL AHMAD SHALMAN)

Advocate

. High Court, ‘ReShawar-.- . f

Dated:-03-09-2018 . Cell#0300-9021228
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK

PESHAWAR - |
;Wﬁw Pe 49/749% ’YO (Sj\g cr Pakhtuichwa

Scrvnc«.. Tribunal

C M No 2018 S Biary No. ,115 e
InRe: - ' -&g,(
Servrce Appeal No 63/2015 o .' : ?"md% o 8
Shah Hussain...... e ..... ........ ‘..(Appellant)
| VERSUS |
| Government of KP and others..:...Q..., .................... (Respondents)

Applica‘tion for--im'plementation of the -

order and Judgment dated 16-10- 2017

passed by this Honourable Tnbunal

| Respectfully Sheweth: -

: v"l'he App.ellant humbly submi_ts ,as under:- -

'1) : ,That the Applicant submitted an ,appea’l before this

Honourable Tribunal a‘gainst the impugned o'rde'r dat’ed-
19-09-2014 for setting aside the said order and" |
. remstatement of the Appllcant Wh]Ch was allowed by. .

this Honourable Trlbunal v:de order dated 16 10- 2017

'2)‘ ""“AThat after receiving the order of this Hono‘urable"'

‘Tribunal, the Applican’t : approached and sdbm‘itted‘ »the
attested copy of the sa,id order for imp’lementatiOn,of ,t_he
--above said order on 31-63-2.-015 ‘throughv'daily dtary No
285. o | - :



3) .‘That the' order of this 'Honourable Trl’bunal vyals duly o
‘ 'commumcated to the Respondents but they are not
| mcllned to doso. : | |
4) That the Appllcant ttme and agam requested ‘the.,'
| :-Respondents. to 1mplement the order but they-
-straightaway refused to do"'so» ThlS act of the': . -
‘-_Respondent by not 1mplementmg the order of thls_'_”,
.‘Honoura'ble‘ ‘Trlbunalramounts to conte‘mpt of COUI’t,."'
 hence the_’instarl_t Application. | |
5) : -:That any other -leg'ial and‘factual groun‘ds will"b_e' raised.at
| -‘the‘ time .of arguments‘ of this applicatio'n-lwlth‘xth.e:'
| “permission of this Honourable Tribunal - |
| It is, therefore most humbly prayed that on"
acceptance of thlS Appllcatlon the Respondents may kmdly be"'
dlrected to lmplement the. order of this Honourable Tnbunal to' '
the ends of Justlce. | |
| | Any other rehef Awrth this Honourable Court' |
..deemed ]ust and proper may also be granted to- the

Petltloner/Appellant not specrﬁcally prayed for herein.

. Appellant L ,
Through: '
' (SIAL AHMAD SHALMAN)
- Advocate, ‘
Dated:-03-09-2018 ‘ ngh Court Peshawar

CERTIFICATE

No such applrcatton has earller been filed by the Appllcant - -

before this Honourable Trlbunal

“Advocate T



| BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK |
- " PESHAWAR

CMNo_ 2018
In Re:
Service Appeal No 63/ 63/2015

Shah Hussain..... .‘........;.;....(Appellant)

. VERSUSV | a |
'Government of KP and OLRETS v seeeseeseeeseans ( ReSpondents)
AFFIDAVIT | -

I Shah Hussaln S/O Hussam Zada R/0 Harl Chand Tehsrl_
Tangi Dlstnct Charsadda, do hereby solemnly afflrm and declare: .
on oath that all the contents of this: application are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and nothmg has been' -

concealed or withheld from this Honourable Court %
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR

. - 65, | .ﬁwéﬁ‘mﬂm
. ',.SA,er'v:,ce Appeal No._ /2015 = " Barvice Tripuse
- . . ) . = '<:‘ A ¥ bod e -y —
- Shah Hussain $/o Hussain Zaday/ RS D:;;ﬁ ~2— 019
| - R/oHari Chand, Tehsil Tangi, [ '+ 7 ) paieatiate
P District Charsadda.................. SO NI -7 ..Appeliant
Versu

1. Govt. of Khyber Pokh’runkhwo fhrough its. Chief
Secretary, Civil Secre’rorlot Peshowor

2. - Director (Elementary & Secondary Edu,gafion),
Khyber'Pokh’runkhwo, Dobgori'Gorden, Peshowcr.

3. | The Executive District Officer (Elementary &
Secondary Educoﬂon'), Charsadda..

‘4. The District Education Officer (Male), Charsadda.

5 Secretary Education, Khyber Bozd_or, Péshowdr.

~ ....Respondents

>

Appeal u/s 4 of KPK Service Tribunal
Act, against the impugned order of
respondent No.4 dated 22.07.2014,
whereby the obpellanf"s reinstatement
o order No.3505/10 appointment dated

31.12.2012 was cancelied.
Roghuored '

R[; lyer in Appeal:
" By occephng inis appeal, the |mpugned order of

TEg _ respondent No.4 dated 2207.2014, whereby
“Dappellon’r re-inztatement order do’fed 31.12. 20‘2v\\>:1s

s
w7

K}* A
T~
Sei'l'z',, 7 i
. D 3 A ;.;» |
S '&?Z WQ :



21/8/2017

16.10.2017

01.06.2017

.-"'Appé'l-‘l’séﬁ'{ alorigwith his counsel present. Mr. Mu

. l&l}:n dL
Adeel Buty, Additional. AG for the respondents also present. L ned"

" ~ counsel’ i‘or the appcllant rcqucsled for ad)ournmcnt Adjourned. To

) come up for arguments on ?l 08.2017 before D: B

WA

(GUL Z)fB KHAN) ~  (MUHAMMA AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEIBER . MEMBER

Appellantin person and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,
AAG foi the reépondents' present. Due to non-availability of

D8, case to come up for argument on -jé(ﬂ‘ﬂ/ZO.ﬂ before
DB. o |

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy District
Attorney ',-alo;ngwith Mr. Daud Jan, Supdt for respondents present.

Arguments heard and record perused.

This appeal is also accepted as per detailed judgment. of today
placed on file in connected serv1ce appeal No. 62/2015 entitled “Zahid Ali
—-vs-Govt: of Kh JbCl Pakhtunkhwa through its Chief Secretary, Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar and 4 others”. Parties are left to bear their own cost.

File be consigncd to the record room.




e | ,
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 62/2015
\ Date of Institution ... 31.03.2015
Date of Decision ... 16.10.2017
Zahid Ali $/0 Muslim Khan
R/o Mohallah Sadran, Nisatta,
District Charsadda.
(Appellant)
VERSUS
L. Govt. of Khyber #akhtunkhwa through its Chief Secretary, Civil
! Secretariat, Peshawar. and 4 others. (Respondents)
MR. MUHAMMAD IJAZ KHAN SABI, -
Advocate ---  For appellant.
~ MR. ZIAULLAH, |
Deputy District Attorney - For respondents
MR. AHMAD HASSAN, ' MEMBER(Executive)
\ MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL MEMBER(Judicial)
> ' JUDGMENT
AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER .- ,

This judgment shall dispose of the instant service appeal as well as bormected
‘service appeals no. 63/2015 titled Shah Hussain and no. 326/2015 titled Muhammad
Hayat as similar question of law and facts are involved therein.

T r"*e-w‘.,

’ *ZMD Arguments of the learned counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

pf_;h avwar “3L, The brief facts are that the appellant was appomted as Arabic Teacher on
31.10.1996. He alongw1th ome -employees were sacked in 1997. That under the

provisions of Khyber Pakiitunkizwa Sacked Employees (Appointment) Act, 2012



oy | { /l

appellant was reinstated in serwce on ?31.12.2012; ‘Théreaft'er again vide impugned
order dated 22.07.2014 he Was removed from service. He preferred departmental
appeal.o_n 12.08.é014 and subsequently filed writ petitipn before thp 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.

ARGUMENTS

4.  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
terminated on 26.06.1997 being not appointed on merit. Thereafter t_llrough another
order dated 31.12.2012 again on the recommendations of DSC he was
_rt;,instated/appointed égainst' the same post. On the allegations of illegal
appointments an inquiry was conducted against ex-EDO Education Charsadda.
Resultantly, vide impugned order dated 22.07.2014 reinstatenlent order of the
appellant was withdrawn because his appointment was not covered under Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Sacked Employees (Appointment) Act 2012. As this Tribunal was not
functional so the appellant filed writ petition no. 3590/2014 in Pesha.war High Court

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

opportunity of defense was not afforded to the appellant before passmg order of
termination of services. Hence, he was condemned unheard. Moreover, well settled

principle of “Audz Altram Perirum” was also violated by not providing opportumty

of personal hearing to the appellam Even Mr. Attaullah, Ex-EDO in his statement
before the inquiry officer admitted that the appellant was fully eligible for re-

appointment/reinstatement.

S SOUU S )

S‘“D Learned Deputy Dlstnct "Attorney argued that the appellant was not only

X P

) qualiﬁe(l for appointment and also hired on fixed pay. That the appellant does not

| i JE )
n b



- | T (R
: 3/[ - ,y o ) - /

; . fulfill the criteria given in the Sacked Employees Act for reinstatement. He was

reinstated in 2012 Without observance of codal formalities. All codal formalities

; "~ were observed before terminating the services of the appellant

CONCLUSION.

6. Céreﬁil perusal of record would reveal that as appbintmcnt of the appellant '
was not made on merit so his services were termincted vide order dated 26.06.1997.
Thereafter, through another order and on the recomrhendatiop of DSC he was
reinstated/éppointed vide order dated 31.12.2012. This order Qas not only issued
with the approva]vof DCO, Chacéadda but in para-4 of tﬁe appointment order it was
clearly mentioned that appointment was made under -Sacked Employées

(Appointment) Act, 2012. It clearly mamfests that the appellant was eligible for

appointment as T. T and their initial appointment was made accordmg to invogue
policy. On the allegations of illegal appomtment an enqulry was conducted against
“Mr. Attaullah Khan Ex-EDO (Education), Charsadda. Resultantly, upon the

recommendatlons of the enquiry officer respondents vide 1mpugned order dated

22.07. 20]4 W1thdrew his appomtmcnt order being not covered under Khyber
\ Pakhtunkhwa Sacked Employees (Appointment) Act, 201.2.' As regards
| recommendati.dns of inquiry ofﬁcer.regarding Mr. Zahid it is mentioned rectatcnnent '
order dated 31.12.2012 and termination order were not a{failable so his
reinstatement is irrcgular. First it has not been termed ac irregular and any
conclusion ﬁridiné without Backing of relevant record has nct legal effect. Both the
documents are available on record.and were repeatedly discussed during the hearmg

of appeal. Contention of the lean ud counsel for the appellant that hlS appointment

™

< ?\nzgs made on ﬁxed pay is not based on facts. Perusal appointment order dated
L3 ~ g
31.10; 1%6 shows that he was appomted BPS- 09 on fixed pay alongwith usual-




- 8 It has also been mentioned in the said judgment that similarly placed

colleagues of the petitibners have been reinstated by the department in .pursuance
the judgment of this Tribunal. As such itisa cardinal principal of law that similarly
placed persons should be treated equally and without any discrimination, as

enshrined in Article-4 and 25 of the Constitution.

9.  As a sequel to above, the appeal 1s accepted ‘and impugned order dated
22.07.2014 is set aside and the appellant is reinstated in service. The intervening

Apériod may be treated as jeave of the kind due. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to the record room. o /
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- " TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR |

" Execution Petition No. 358 /2018 -
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Service Appeal No.63/2015

Shah Hussain
Vs -

District Education Ofﬁcer & others

Wﬁttcn comments on behalf of Respondents
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2 | Affidavit 3
3 Copy of Judgment | - A 4-5
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. DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) CHARSADDA




7 BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petiion No. 358/2018
In -

Service Appeal No._65 /2015

Shah Hussain
Vs

 District Education Officer & others -

Written comments on behalf of Respondent_s
Pre]iminat_y- Obijections:
_Respectfully Sheweth:

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

B. - That the present petition is wrong, baseless and not maintainable, it shows no
sfrong cause to be taken for adjudication, therefore, the same petition is liable to
be rejected/ dismissed. |

C. - That the pedﬁon is unjustifiable, baseless, false, frivolous and vexatious. Hence
the same is liable to be dismissed with the order of special compensatoty costs
in favour of Respondénts. | .

D.  That no legal right of the petitioner has been violated, therefore, the petitioner
has no right to file the instant petition. : ‘

E.  That the petitioner is completely estopped/precluded by his conduct to file this
petition. | |

G.  Petitioner has not come to this Hon’ able Tribunal with clean hands. The petition
also suffers from mis-statements and concealment of facts and as such the
petitioner is not entitled to equitable relief.

H.  That the petitioner h'as no right to file the instant petition and the Hon’ able
Setvices Tribunal have got no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon and the petition is

liable to be disnﬁssed.

PARA WISE REPLY ON FACTS:

1. That the petitioner never filed an application under Section No. 7 of the Sacked
Employee Act, 2012 KPK which is mandatory and on the same analogy the

Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar dismissed the writ petitions titled Sajjad



Ahmad & Others WP No. 965-P/2014 and titled Zulfiqar Ali WP No. 1993-
P/2017 decided on 18/10/2017, therefore, the same petition be treated alike.

~ 2. That the impugned judgmenf of this Hon’ble Tribunal has been challenged by |
the Answering Respondents before the Apex Court of Pakistan which is pending

~ adjudication further in identical issue the Hon’ble Supreme Court delivered a

judgment in favour of Answering Respondents in CP No. 210 & 300 of 2012
titled Muhammad Azam Khan & Others.
(Copy of judgment is annexed as Annexure A).

3. That the issue is pending before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan,
therefore, the petitioner is advised to wait till the final disposal of the civil petition
pendingladjudicau'on before the Hon’ble Apex Court of Pakistan.

4. That the Respondents have all respect for this Hon’ble Tribunal and always
implemented the judgment of this Hon’ble Court. The petitioner is advised to
wait till the CPLA pending before the Apex Court of Pakistan. |

5. That any other arguments will be raised at the time of the heating of the instant

execution petition with the permission of this Hon’ble Ttibunal.

PRAYER.

IT IS, THEREFORE, MOST HUMBLY PRAYED THAT AS THE
PETITIONER IS SUSPECTED THAT NOT TO BE A SACKED
EMPLOYEE UNDER THE ACT, 2012. HENCE CAN’T BE APPOINTED .
TILL THE FINAL DICISION OF THE CPLA PENDING BEFORE THE
HON’BLE APEX COURT OF PAKISTAN. '

Respondent

4. District Education Officer (Male) Charsadda.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KI—IYBER PAKHTUNKH\WA SERVICE
| TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

Execution PeUt10n No: 358/ 2018
In

Service Appeal No.63/2015
Shah Hussain
Vs

District Education Officer & others

' Written comments on behalf of Res’pondénts :
| AFFIDAVIT
" T'Mt. Sitaj Muhammad DEO (M) Charsadda do hereby solemaly affirms

that the contents of the Para—Wlse comments- submitted by respondent ate true and

-cotrect and nothing has been concealed mtenuonally from this Hon’ able court.

‘ Deponent\)/i’j
- . Siraj Muhammad .

. DEO (MALE) ]
Chatrsadda CNIC: 17301 2831355 9




T P ¥ ICT 2
(Af)pﬁllalu JurlsdlcUnh) . ' '
. Pre @Sent: i ’
Mr, Justice BGuizar Angred

. L4
Mr. Justice Qo7 Faez Isa
Mx Justice, Mazhar Alam l(han Mlankhej
C.P Nos,270.8 S0 0f2917. ',’
[on appeal agaigsh. commonJudgmentﬂatﬂdza.li‘zois 1
- bossed by the Poshawar. High Court, Mingor Benty (Day- ‘.
. ul-anaJ, Syat, ln WP Mo, 145-M/2015.& 176-p/ " zonJ ., .

' . . . ! r
Muhammay Azam Khan (CT) & uthers. fmcpafoy - e
Falas Ikhan g uthe . Incp. 300] Petitioner(s)

) vr'ﬁsus . ]
- LA N
Governmentef Khyber Pakhtun.khwa tirough Secr'ebry {in CP.210]

. Elem ary & Secondary Education, PcshaWar&alhers .
Guvernmenc af Khyber Pakhlunkhwa through cmcr fin CP.BﬁG} !
‘Secrel:ary, Civil Secreloriat, Peshawar .. Respondefnls)

. -,
. Forthe PeLIl'tuner(s) - ' ’
{tn C.P.No.210) t ME Zulfiqar Ahmeﬂ Bhuua ASC
[in C:P.NO. 300] 2 M Mubammad' ameen K- Jan, J&Sc .
For Govt, of KP..k . "t Bardster Qaslm Wadoeod, AddlAG: 'KPI(
‘Date of Hearing 0 11.10,2018 - . .
. . omoen )

‘GULZAR AHMED, J,— We haw.J heard learned Ast ‘ﬁar ther pam‘loaerg It wa .
"'—ﬁ—.ﬁ_‘_'

- ddmilted before us that the petlttoners are sceklng relief | under 1.'hc Khyber '
Pakhtunkhwa Sacked Employres (Abpolntmcrn) Aci 2012. IL wes alsg
Bdmllted by the learned ASC; for: the pemlon&rs thaL rmne of the pebmoners !
was regular c.mproyee and Lhat I:he.y haVe tecn appoTnLed on tempm;ary bag(s
by the Educalion Mlnlster Nawabzada !"Iuhammad i(han iraﬂ Tﬂe sacked
employec, as-defined In the Act, requ?rcd Lhat the employee has to bE:rCQUIEI‘

* employee to avaft Jts berjeﬂl Adm[ti’cﬁly sueh belng nokthe’ ﬁas!tfon OF the

. peL‘tIoners, I:hu., Lth' “Case:does not fall witi ﬂm -arnbit 9F the sarQAct. The'
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OT ‘(T OF THE DISTRICT FDUC’/\TION OTFICTR (MAT F) CHARSADDA ,

OFI ICE ORDER S :
: Consequent upon the ]udgment dehvered in Execution Pehtxon No.

- 358/18 on dated 10/07/2019 in Service Appeal No. 63/ 2015 titled Shah Hussam
on 'dated 16/10/2017 by -the Hon’ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service. Tr1buna1

N whereby respondents were directed to comply with the orders in the above
.aa' 'r"flentioned service appeal hénce the termination order dated 19-09-2014 is
hereby withdrawn and the appellant/ petitioner is posted at GMS Jamroz Khan
Killi Charsadda against the vacant post: as Certified Teacher in BPS-15 (Rs
» 16120-1330-56020) @Rs: 16120/~ plus usual allowances as admissible under the
- rulés on 16-10-2017and as from the date of the decision of the Service Tribunal
cond1txonally till the final dlsposal of the Civil Petition for Leave ‘to Appea
((,PLA) pending before the Apex Court of Pakistan. .
Note:- - | 1. Necessary entry to this effect should be made in his Service Book.

e _ 2. The amount pald in this 1egard is subject to the final decmon of the

- Apex Court of Pakistan. ' T

3. His intervening pel‘lOd be calculated and according to the length of his
service the perlod be treated as leave with pay and the remammg may be

considered as leave without pay.
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(JEHANGIR KHAN)
. DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
— é C; . (MALE) CHARSADDA
: - — . L
Lindstt: No L( 6) . / Date __/ S 7 . /2019
Copy f01 lnformatmn to the: '
" 1. District Accounts Officer, Charsadda '
Deputy District Education Officer (M) local office.
Head Master Concerned. .
Cashier local office.
Master file.
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