
12(2) Application No. 305/2019

Mr. Mir Zaman Safi, Advocate for appellant is present. Mr. Riaz 

Ahmad Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents is 

also present.

Learned counsel for appellant submitted that he has been under 

instruction from this client to withdraw the instant appeal without any 

further proceedings. Accordingly, the appeal stands withdrawn as per 

request of the learned counsel representing appellant.^ EIle__^ 

consigned to the record room.

11.09.2020

I

(Affiq-ur-Rehman) 
Member (Executive)

(Muhammad jam^Khan) 
Member (Judiciat)—-

ANNOUNCED
11.09.2020
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• Muhammad Ali

11.09.2020 . Mr. Mir Zaman Safi, Advocate for appellant is present. Mr. Riaz

Ahmad Paindakheit, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents is

also present.

Learned counsel for appellant submitted that he has been under

instruction from this client to withdraw the instant appeal without any

further proceedings. Accordingly, the appeal stands

withdrawn as per request of the learned counsel representing

appellant. File be consigned to the record room.

(Attiq-ur-Rehman) 
Member (Executive)

(Muhammad Jamal Khan) 
Member (Judicial)

ANNOUNCED -
11.09.2020
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER 

PAKHTIJNKHWA. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No, 268/2019
Hidayat Ullah.

. R/0 Mohallah Malika Khail Tehsil & District Mardan APPELLANT

VERSUS
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Public Health 

Engineering Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Superintending Engineer, Public Health Engg: Circle Mardan.

3. Executive Engineer, Public Health Engg: Division Mardan.
4. Executive Engineer, Public Health Engg: Division Charsadda.

5. Chief Engineer Public Health Engineering Department, Civil Secretariat, 

Peshawar.
6. Secretary Finance Civil Secretariat, Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

.RespondentPeshawar.

A F FI DAVIT.

I, Khurshid Khan Assistant Social Organizer of PHE Department R/0 Main Road 

Gharib abad, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the joint Para wise comments with supporting 

documents filed by the Respondents are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

DEPONE

CNIC#: 17301-4045003-9

Cell No. 03449296964.

t;
i



Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Riaz AhmaJ 

Paindakheil, Assistant AG for the respondents present. Learned 

counsel for the petitioner requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned to 20.02.2020 D.B.

31.12^2019

(Hus^^^hah) 

Member
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

/

' "20.02.2020 Petitioner absent. Learned counsel for the petitioner

absent. Adjourned to 20.04.2020 before D.B. Petitioner be 

ice for the date fixed.put

4
Memb^ Member

(S ^ ( -0 (L&yyi€. oj>

27.07.2020 Due to COVID19, the case is adjourned to 11.09.2020 for 

the same as before.

1
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FORMOFORDERSHEET

Court of

Misc. Application No. 305/2019
I

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateS.No.

f
■C2 31

17/07/2019 The application U/S 12(2) CPC submitted by Mr. Muhammad AN 

through Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak Advocate may be entered in the 

relevant Register and put up to the Court for proper order please.

1

REGISTRAR f^j -j j ^
This application be put up before D. Bench on ^■ 2-

CHAIRMAN

I

Petitioner absent. ■ Learned counsel for the 

petiticner absent. Fie be put to notice for 06.12.2019. 

To co ne up on 06.12.2019 before D.B.

31.10.2019

I

o
Men Memberiber

'

•c
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Vn BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

12(2) PETITION NO. 3 72019
IN

APPEAL No.809/2017

VS EDUCATION DEPTT:MUHAMMAD ALI

INDEX
S.NO. DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE

Memo of petition 1- 2.1
Stay application 3.2
Appeal & annexure 4- 42.3. A
Appointment order 43.4. B
Vakalat nama 44.5.

■5

APPELLANT

cyTHROUGH:
NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK, 

ADVOCATE
Flat NO. 3, Upper Floor,
Islamia Club Building,

Khyber Bazar, Peshawar 

0345-9383141
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■-i BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALi

PESHAWAR

* ■ 'OunaJi12 (2) Petition No. /2019
IN t>iary

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 809/2017
©at€ti

Mr. Muhammad Ali s/o Sher Zada, Chowkidar (BPS-01),
0/0 Govt. Girls Primary School, Sher Afzal Ato Khel, Distt: Mohmand.

............................................................................. PETITIONER

VERSUS

The District Education Officer, District Mohmand at Ghallanai. 
The Deputy Commissioner, District Mohmand at Ghallanai.
The Additional Assistant Commissioner, District Mohmand at 
Ghallanai.
Feroz Khan s/o Muhammad Hassan, Ex-Chowkidar, GGPS Ato 

Khel, District Mohmand.

1-
2-
3-

4-

RESPONDENTS

PETITIONER UNDER SECTION 12 (2\ OF THE CIVIL
PROCEDURE CODE AGAINST THE JUDGMENT DATED
26.02.2019 PASSED BY THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN. M.esistrai“ APPEAL NO. 809/2017

R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

1- That respondent No. 4 namely Mr. Feroz Khan filed service appeal 
No. 809/2017 against the order dated 27.04.2016 whereby the 
respondent No. 4 has compulsorily been retired from service due 

to land dispute. Copies of the memo of service appeal along with 
annexure are attached as annexure A.

2- That, petitioner has been appointed as Chowkidar in the 

Education Department of District Mohmand by respondent no 1 
vide order dated 25.07.2017 after fulfilling all the codal 
formalities required for the post. Copy of the order is attached as 
annexure B.

3- That, the respondent no. 4 while filing the service appeal no. 
809/2017 before this Honourable Tribunal has made respondent 
no. 1 to 3 as necessary parties and has not included the instant 
petitioner in the penal of respondents.

4- That respondent no. 4 had filed the service appeal no. 809/2017 

whereas the petitioner is appointed in July 2017 will before the 
filing of reply in the service appeal.



GROUNDS:

That the judgment dated 26.02.2019 is the result of the Mis­
representation and fraud on the part of the respondent No.4 

(Feroz Khan respondent No.4) and official respondents.

A-

That, the judgment dated 26.02.2019 is also a result of the 

misconception and misrepresentation which has been created 

by the respondent No. 4 as well as official respondents.

B-

That, the respondent No.4 (Feroz Khan) in the main appeal has 

intentionally show his date of birth before the Tribunal as 

01.06.1969 where as in the Service Card of the respondent no. 
4 it is 01.06.1959 which mean that the respondent no. 4 has 
been retire from service on attaining the age of superannuation 

on 31.05.2019.

C-

That, now the Department is pressing hard to remove the 

petitioner from service just to vacate the post of Chowkidar for 

the respondent no. 4.

D-

That valuable rights of the petitioner is attached with the 

judgment passed by this august Tribunal.
E-

That the petitioner/applicant seeks permission to advance other 

grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.
F-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 
this 12(2) petition/application the judgment dated 26.02.2019 

may kindly be set aside being based on mis-representation and 

fraud on the part of the respondent No. 4 (Feroz Khan). That 
the respondents may further piease be directed that not to 

remove the petitioner from the post of Chowkidar. Any other 

remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be 

awarded in favour of the petitioner/applicant.

PETITIONER

MUHAMMAD ALI
THROUGH:

NOOR MOHA AD KHATTAK

SHAHZULLAH'^YOUSAFZAI
ADVOCATES,

HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR
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BEFORE THE KHYBER P&KHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL,. MSHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2017._./

2i^-s•Oi's (.cii.

Feroz Khan S/o Muhammad Hassah 

Cfiowkidar GGPS Ato Khei, Mohmand Agency

Appellant

Versus
[-
^.

1) Agency Education Officer, Mohmand Agency at 

Ghallanai.

2) Political Agent Mohmand Agency.

r

Assistant Political Agent, Ghaiani, Mohmand 

Agency
3)

i

Respondents i

!■

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 27.04.i016

i
y

I'
attp •'ir,o

(
f;
■;

.vi: -.v _i

fin Sheweth;
>•' .i1

That a money dispute a’rqse between one Sher 

Afzal and Musarrat Shah, which was referred by . 

the APA, Mohmand Agency to a local Jirga, and 

the letter gave verdict on 23,04.2014 (Annex "A")

1) W

•P*.

!

N-

r:
I:That the decision returned by the Council of Elders 

was confirmed by the APA, Upper Mohmand Sub- 

Division vide order dated 28.04.2014 (Annex ''B")

2) ¥■

I-r,.
P.I

■f.

r
\ '■i^p
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PfeKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAfa. FlSHAWAR

■l-5v5TVVJlj

Q017Siervice Appeal No. ■>

4,.^/, i'v r,; _ (

Feroz Khan S/o Muhammad Hassah 

Chowkidar GGPS Ato Khel; Mohma.nd Agency

.Appellant

Versus

1) Agency Education Officer, Mohmand Agency at 

Ghallanai.

2) Political Agent Mohmand Agency.

3) Assistant Political Agent, Ghalani, Mohmand 

Agency
i.

Respondents I
f

■

;
APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 27.04.2016 1.

:
-'1

TV
c

%0 Sheweth;n
1) That a money dispute arose between one Sher 

Afzal and Musarrat Shah, which was referred by 

the APA, Mohmand Agency to a local Jirga, and 

the letter gave verdict on 23.04.2014 (Annex "A")

j/
I
f

■I
if

t

' 2) That the decision returned by the Council of Elders 

-i-SU was confirmed by the APA,flipper Mohmand Sub- 

Division vide order dated 28.04.2014 (Annex "B")
§I.-

• V-.

¥
¥•

#■'

1.
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3) That the above stated order of the APA was
assailed in appeal by the aggrieved party, namely, 

Shari Afzal

i ■

before the Commissioner FCR, 
Peshawar Division, Peshawar, but it met the 

fate and was 

12.03.2015 (Annex "C")

same
dismissed vide order dated

y •
fr’i'

4) That the order rendered in appeal was further
I

challenged by Mr. Shair Afzal before the FATA 

Tribunal, Peshawar, but that, too, could not 
succeed and, by maintaining the orders of the two

forums below, the revision petition was dismissed 

vide order dated 21.12.2015 (Annex "D")

5) That feeling dissatisfied with reyisional order, the 

said Sahir Afzal filed a review petition, which, too, 

was dismissed vide order dated 21.03.2017 

(Annex "E")

6) That appellant herein, viz Feroz Khan happens to 

be the real brother of Shair Afzal, who had 

litigated for the money dispute, referred to in the 

proceedings paras. It may be noted that present 

appellant was neither party to the money dispute 

at any stage, right from the Court of APA upto the

FATA Tribunal (Annex "F").nor was associated with 

the proceedings in any forum.

7) That, however; the sky fell on the head of the 

appellant, when for no valid reason he was 

handed over a notification dated 27.04.2016

(Annex "G") thereby retiring him from service pre­

maturely. ATTESTED

K]-:yber Fakhtxiukhwa 
, Service Ti'ibnnal, 

Peshawar
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"fcf That the appellant preferred departmental appeal/ 

representation on 23.05,2017 simultaneously to 

the APA (Annex "H") and AEO, Ghalanai, 

Mohamand Agency (Annex''!'')

B)/

m

Ip

That being a layman and iii-advised in law,, 
obviously due to the reference of the order of 

FATA Tribunal in the impugned order, the 

appellant filed an application dated 04.05.2016 

(Annex "J") toe FATA Tribunal for cancellation of 

the impugned notification, which was clubbed with 

the review petition of Mr. Shair .Afzal in the money 

dispute (order sheets are Annex "K"), however, no 

reference even in a single sentence, was made in 

the order in review dated 31,03.2016 and as such, 

the application of the appellant remained 

unattended and undecided.

9)£f.:.'

m

]
i

10) That the representation made to the AEO, Ghalani 

was rejected; though in ambiguous terms on 

08.05.2017 by stating; 'I have no objection if 

the appellant approaches to the Service 

Tribunal for justice"^ hence, the instant appeal, 

inter alia, on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS

a. That the impugned order of premature retirement is. 

illegal on the face of it, because. no such 

recommendation has been made in the order of the 

FATA Tribunal. So much so, nothing in this regard 

has been mentioned in theorders of either forum.i^TESTED

EXArtimER 
Kliyber Pakhiuiikhwa 

Service Trib^snal, 
Pesliawar



;; L

m
b. That the appellant was adnnittediy not a party to the 

litigation in the money dispute at any stage. This 

factum was categorically admitted by the APA in his 

comments to the FATA Tribunal (Annex "L"). Hence, 

he' was condemned unheard, rendering the 

impugned order a nullity in the eyes of law.

Ir
/

■i

f-

c. That even before passing the impugned order, the 

appellant was neither issued any show cause notice 

nor afforded any hearing, whether personal or in 

writing, therefore, on this score alone, the impugned 

order is liable to be struck down.

d.That the order impugned herein carries no reason 

whatsoever.
f
r

e. That the law on the subject ordains a particular 

procedure before sending an employee on pre­

mature retirement, which was never adverted to in 

the Instant case.

f. That the impugned order is violative of Articles 4, 9 

and 25 of the Constitution and it cannot sustain in 

law.

I
.

i

In view of the foregoing factual and legal 

position, it is prayed that the impugned order of 

appellant's pre-mature retirement dated 27.04.2016 

may kindly be set-aside and the appellant be 

reinstated in service from the date of his pre-mature 

retirement with all back benefits, including arrears of 

pay and allowances.

I
I

5^
(j

I

K.hvl-KirPaidvi;urT:hwa 
S<.‘rvicc 'I vibusiiilt 

Fcihawar

kk
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.’t Any other remedy to which the appellant is 

found fit in law, justice and equity 

allowed.

-»•
may also be•/

:/■

o'
Appellant

ii .
t Through rii

Muhartim
Advocate Supreme Court

Akhter Ilyas
Advocate, High Court

Khalil

AFFIDAVIT

I, Feroz Khan S/o Muhammad Hassan Chowkidar 

GGPS Ato Khel, Mohmand Agency do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of

accompanying Appeal are true and correct to the best 

to my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this hon'ble court.

DEPONENT

y/ ,V:.

3TEI>Ai J— \
A. -.'—J

Khybe;-
Sci-v-i CO lYibviiiai,

Feshawar

as
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA
\

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWARtf
!:■'

■ f-'If Service Appeal No.__ ^ 72017,I
Feroz Khan Appellant

Versus

Agency Education Officer and others,.....Respondents

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM 

RELIEF

Respectfully Sheweth;

1) That the above titled appeal is being filed before 

this hon'ble Court alongwith accompanying 

application.

2) That the grounds of main appeal may kindly be 

considered part and parcel of this application.

3) That applicant has- a good case and is very 

sanguine about its success.

4) That the balance of convenience also leans in 

favour of the applicant..

5) That if the interim relief is not granted, the 

applicant will be exposed to irreparable loss.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of 

this application, the respondents may kindly be 

restrained from making any appointment on the

3TEDi I -

Khvbsr PaE5!tv.u;,-uTvva 
• Tribi'inal.Riir-/-icc
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post on which the appellant was/ is serving and 

the post of Chowkidar rnay be kept vacant till the 

disposal of the instant service appeal.

■■si' \■ £.
f-

■i:M¥I
liI

I
ii

p-

Through , ,

Muhamma
Advocate Sup^m^Co^frt

W

aliila

&
■ c

Akhter ifyas
Advocate, High Court

AFFIDAVIT

I, Feroz Khan S/o Muhammad Hassan Chowkidar 

GGPS Ato Khei, Mohmand Agency do hereby soiemniy 

affirm and deciare on Oath, that the contents of 

accompanying Appiication are true and correct to the 

best to my knowiedge and beiief and nothing has been 

conceaied from this hon'bie court.

0

DEPONENT
dr,

C'eitf/ip, 7ZAO he f.
V i> • Iy

\ .
\V4|



gEfOR^THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWa’
t ~

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PFSHAWAR' f-I
f'M- Service Appeal No. /2017i

■M ■M

Feroz Khan ..Appellant*Ifir
Versus

Agency Education Officer and others

h'
Pt

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION 

OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth;

1) That the instant application is being filed with 

accompanying service appeal, the grounds of 

which may kindly be considered as integral part of 

the instant application.

2) That being a layman and ill-advised in law, the 

appellant filed an application dated 04.05.2016 to 

rata Tribunal for cancellation of the impugned ■ 
notification, which was entertained and comments 

were called from the respondents.

3) That however, the application of the applicant 

not attended too and the 

undecided.

was
same remained

4) That the filing of application before the
Tribunal was due-to inadvertence because of the 

mention of "consequent upon recommendation of 

the Court of FATA Tribunal, Peshawar and Council 
for Elders" in the impugned order, though no such 

recommendation was either made or could be 

made by the FATA Tribunal.

FATA

r i

\

S'.

ATTB^TED
y

:

Tiibuuai,' •
■•■ffesiiawaf

I

vs:-.
■f'--

f-"'



/
* 5) That the delay so caused in filing the instant 

appeal is due to presentation of matter in the 

FATA Tribunal, which squarely falls within the 

purview of section 14 of the Limitation Act 1908 

and the time spent in the FATA Tribunai is iiable to 

be excluded.

> ■

\•J-f'
r ■■a
f -

p-'

li

6) That otherwise, the impugned order is iliegal and 

prima-facie void and it could be challenged 

anytime without being hit by limitation.

7) That the courts have continuously being asserting 

decision of the matter on merits and has been 

depicting technical knock down.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of 

this application, the delay so caused may kindly 

be condoned in the best interest of justice.

Appellant

Through

Muhamma<^
Advocate Su^
&

Aknterllyas
Advocate, High Court

AFFIDAVIT

I, Feroz Khan S/o Muhammad Hassan Chowkidar 

GGPS Ato Khel, Mohmand Agency do hereby solemnly 
affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of 

accompanying Application are true and correct to the 

best to my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 
concealed from this hon'ble court.

;
'■I

7Z> '
/;jte of of.'*. r-

;
.niTiiier of DEPONENT 

/ CerfiOed copy

■ ?.X

.__^ • .Fee

•gent

Ki'i ye i' k ,*;i \va
TribuBid.ime ef Cc;:ylcu;-

lie of Coisipjcctlei. <-v'Ce:.-y„,

Ui; of Delivery of Cj?r.y
1-7/7-7 w

77 r
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lIl:yLC01j.RT OF AS.’^I.^Ta N’T POLjTfCAL ACENT UPPFR .SUR

SlKr Afal S/O Mohammad Hajsan. Abidullah s/o ShcV Afzai 
Khcl Hal,mza, Tchad Halimzai. (Applicants)

■ OIVISION i-' 4'<' t -V‘ P:triv:k-:
resident of Ato

S'J i
Versus2''’' Pnriv:J.

VetdTof A^lo'Jl'hd hhr*’""'"’-?'',Mohammad-Atol ® 
icsidcnt of Alo khcl Hahmz;!, Tchsil Halimzai. (Respondents)

/ \
/

■

eXu- ^ ", 
i

r

u \
f f2^iXiEj'JliSillTR BRTWr.RN THF 

y> 0 H M A ND AORiN’CY 
pjjonr

of Ok Dfidcfsig.icd wherein he clainTcd^ ^5^37^9007-^od^cd a complaint in ihc court 
Khcl K.imali Halimzai The rcsnondcnis Mnhim h at Mohammad Afzai AloMol.mn.d Afzai states■tl7^l;c;h~ s-'o Mohammad Hassan and Musarat Shah^s/o
further states that they jointly own GGPs7i Ato Kdic! but the educauon of the applicant. The respondent
GCPS and one Khassadar for the Tast 'o^O !e^an Tat h 7’”^^
(respondent) funher asserts that the applicant also hnv/r ^ >5 not paying them their shares. He
water supply scheme. According to the respondent the maiiJr 7 commission etc for the school and
applicant is not willing to accept it Besidc^hc above reT h through private Jirga but the

applicant at Peshawar. respondent further claimed share in the house cons^cted by

PART1F.9 UNDFR SFrTIQN flfi prn, ATTFH.91f. Halimzai
. T

. >
V

<v

F

>11
'd

Th . following council of elders under section 
wun the consent nf hmh th ^8 FCR 1901 as amended in 2011.13 constituted 

recommendations i
prevailing rewaj.

1. Malak Mchraban Shah Halimzai
2. Malak Abdul Ahad Halimzai.
3. Haji Rustam Khan Halimzai.

Malak Mohammad Ullah Halimzai.
5. Malak Haji Ameer Nawaz Khan.
6. MaJak Duran Bacha Halimzai. ’

under '■==°“mendaUons/rindings which

sprs r, tt.S’Ssur ’ -'"i
u'^dTTThrTo^'TsiTn sTaT'’‘" However, no one will sell Tc

s?;s"“iss £“'r“'”r -■between the applicant and respendem only®
The- respondent Musarat Shah s/o Mohammad Alzal svill
Rs dTnnfn'? P‘='lnn<'f I" '"’o installments. He has 
Ks. 250000/- on 1st June 2014 
July 2014.

arc as

11.

-V in../•
pay Rs. 500000/- (Five 

• ^ pay 1st installment i.c
similarly he has to pay the second installment

(J(j^y ^
on 1st

t/y
Hence, the court of the undersigned (Asuisiuiu Political 
agrees with the recommendations of council 
Parties

Agent Upper Mohmand)
Shares 03 out'^oT'or V th'^^" Paternaf lafd'wirbl ^di^idcr"^ r=Vual

land other than of his own share.
will

no one will sell the

Oi) 02 Class IVs of GGPS Ato Khcl (Shcr Afzai) will be divided bct\vccn the aDDlicant
dividrd‘bc7weTn\Ta np;TcTn?aTdTcs°^^

!acs oXmo ^°°°°°/
Duran Bach 
view basis.

(Five

n majority.

8 / ^ / ..iAnnounced
Assistant Political Agent 

Upper Mohmand Sub Division
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HMVARjDTVISipN
v^'

I-
v:.WSi".1^I

#f •halimzaLT.TTTTTi^MM^T> HASAl^
R/Q-^

TBHSILATO
ABirTuLii^^i--—
^Tn^HMAND AOEKCY^

0-t' I ci/n SHER
o

(Ain*EU.ANTS)P

VSI'

1.
KHTi^T.. TKHSll;i atoI-I

.-5 (KESrONDENTSl

XTWpERSEETipN.8_riCR
!l

CLAIM

r^i ^ 1 r Kie above named appellants

of the present

ORDER
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BEFOj^ THE FATA TRIBUNAT. PKSH A WAP
4

Ci . .i i-vcvision Petition,No.

of liuLitution----------

. Date of Decision-------------

CL.90/5/2015 

■---- 12/05/2015 '

mm
:r

21/12/2015 )•
j

1. Sher Atzal s/o Muhammad Hasan

2. .-VbdiUllah s/o Sher AfzE,; r/o Ato Khel. Tchsil Halimzai, Mohmand Agency
(

I
if j*'

fih
f

II
}

(Petitioners) .3'.f

v/sI
■j.

f- I

• ^ 1
'E:\-- ;

/ 1. Muhammad Afzal s/o Muhammad I-Iassan

2. Musarat Shah s/o Muhammad Afzal r/o Ato Khel, Tehsil I-Ialimzai, Mohmand 

Agency.

i

I

i I

(Respondents)
REVISION PETITION AGAINST THE ORDF.RATTJDGMKNT 

OT I.EARNED COMMISSIONER ECR PESHAWAR DATE.n

•••••: 12/03/2015i
\.:

:V.
Ordcr/Jiidsmcnt:

, •--•21/12/201:55 1
fhf! -v'

) M\
1: y,The instant-revision-, petition:; is .Hied against the\ order of learned 

•Commissioner FCR'Peshawar
I

dated 12/03/2015 whereby he has dismissed the appeal of 

the petitioners against the order/judgment of ithe APA/ADM Upper Mohmand Agency 

dated 28/04/2014.

.V !i

t

I
■ !

;
b i 1

f

The facts of the case in brief aredhai the petitioners filed a complaint 

coi;.: ol APA//\DM Upper Mohmand Agency and claimed
in the.r.

.' >
i

Rs. 2372900/- outs. Midim;
ngainst respondents. The respondents Muhammad Afzal and others stated that

j

t-

ihey have 

The respondents
;

spent n lot of money on the education of the petitioner Sher Al'zal.
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lUilii'-ji .si.'tcd that they jointly owned GGPS at AtoldicI but tlae applicants are getting 

.s^ui.ii iL.-i ul two ciasS'IV employees of the GGPS and one Icliasadar'salary for. the last

■ •;#
■;

■i
■. ’

^ ■ 

i

30/h0 years. According to the respondents the matter 

private jirga but the appllcahts are .not willing lo accept it.
pre^'ion'sly^ decided throughwas

Iv
.;

x-
■The lower court summoned the parties and constituted a Jirga/council of 

cid rs with the consent of the parties. The case was refeijed, thereto for submission of 

findings of Jirga on the issues involved. The council of elders submitted its majority 

findings which were accepted by the APA/ADM Upper Molimand Agency'and he 

pass.j oi dc. ..ocordingiy the operative portion whereof is:»

j

i

I

!
h
1. • ■;

:
That the Parties are 09 brothers therefore the potemal land will he 

divided . 'j 09 equal shares. 03 out of 09 brothers who are living at Ato Khel Tehsil 

Halimiai will cultivate (he paternal land any will have its produce. Jdowever, no one will 

sell the land other than of his own share.

, K

i r
:

i
i'
!

fiij 02 Class IVs of GGPS Ato Khel (Shei\Afzol) will be divided between the applileant
and respondent and M>henever the' GGPS is upgraded then the privileges will be divided 

betM>een the applicant and respondent only.!
(Hi) The respondent Musarat Shah s/o Mohammad Afzal will pay Rs. 500000/- (Five lacs 

only) to plaintiff in two installments. One of the council of elders namely Molak Duran 

Sacha Plalimzai has'dissentingview. The egseisthus decided on majority view basis".->^
f:

4.

Being ’aggrieved from .the said order of APA/ADM- Upper Mohmand 
! ' 1}; : , :: 

Agency dated 28/04/2014.- The petitioners filed an appeal before the' learned

Commissioner FCR Peshawar who dismissed the appeal ■ vide his . order; dated

12/03/2015. The said order is now assailedjtiii-ough the instant petition.

I-r.;
<; ii
^ •
'■A

A, I' ::
Learned counsel for the petitioners as well as for respondents put wth 

ihcir argunients and record of the case was also perused.
Ii
f: i

i I

)!
Counsel for the petitioners,'contended that the order of, the learned 

Commissioner FCR; Peshawar, dated 12/03/2015 is against law, facts and'material 
available on record, hence liable to be set asidc.^It Is ciystal clear from the statements of 
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iurther signed that they jointly owned GGPS at Aiolciicl but tlie applicant^

.salaries of two clnss-IV employees of the GGPS and one Wiasadar'salary for. the last 

30/40 years. According to the. respondents the malter 

j)r:vnic jirga but the appllcams are.not willing to accept it.

are getting
#■ xli i

■

£ y.
pre’Momlyi decided throughwas:«v'.

•v'

;v.

■The lower court summoned the parties and constituted a Jirga/council of 

cld- rs wids the consent of the parties. The case was refeiTed thereto for submission of 

findings of Jirga on the issues involved. The council of elders submitted its majority 

fndings which were accepted by the APA/ADM Upper Molimand Agency and he 

pass-^ Ol der :.ocording!y the operative portion whereof is:-

:
r>

4
1

1 That the Parties ore 09, brothers therefore the paternal land will he 

divided . -■j 09 equal shares. 03 out of 09 brothers vho ore living at Ato Khel Tehsil 

Halimzai will cultivate the paternal land any will have its produce. However, no one will 

sell the land other than of his own share.

(ii) 02 Class IVs of GGPS Alo Khel (Shei\Af:al) will be divided between the applicant 

and re.spondent and whenever the GGPS is upgraded then the privileges wdll be divided 

bctM>een the applicant and respondent only.

(iii) The respondent Musarot Shah s/o Mohammad Afzol will pay Rs. 500000/- (Five lacs 

only) to plaintiff in two installments. One of the council of elders namely Malak Duran 

Bacho Plalimzoi has dissenting view. The case is thus decided on majority view basis ".y

1-
f-

r

i
i
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Being iaggrieved from the said order of APA/ADM Upper I'dohmand 

Agency dated 28/04/2014. The 'petitioners filed an 'appeal before the' learned 

Commissioner FCRi Peshawar who dismissed the appeal ■ vide his: order, dated 

12/03/2015. The said order is now assailed through the instant petition.

V-

J:
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I

}
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I

I'
h. ;:

Learned counsel for the petitioners as well as. for respondents put forth 

ments and record of the case was also perused. . ' . i

Counsel for the -petitioners, contended that the order 'of the learned 

Commissioner FCRI Peshawar, dated 12/03/2015 is against law, fectf and' material' 
available on record, hence liable to be set aside.l^It is ciystal clear from the statements of' f

• Page 2 of 4®

i
y.

their
rt

i; Ir.
t.-. iv
••

r.
ft
u
I.

1•'R.a r
t-Compuicr lU: 002- Iqbal
r.■hf

!• ■ ;V:pi
1..
lb?

a
i

\.
[)■■/i r,

; ^•li (L I.'f'. f.. I

. iA ¥ d
■f
L •



>-—■*----------------

f

, findings of the council ofL^- nf reference of the APA dated 28/02/2013
r^ theAPA dated 28/02/2014 that onl^^

C„d™. . APA. PpLiS®

Thus 'h% doing so the
”ln absolute violation

andorder!iCS

nnd order ptdaer>

rr-pooncients were party^
1 of elders havejra|ged_andj^ 

of the council of elders
enough the cou^

from the findings
issue No. 1- 

which is an
on

cvidcnl
travelled beyond their jurisdiction

Regulation (amended)
clear rather ambiguous

councii of elders have 

of scciioii S

2011. On issue. No. 2 the 

for the reason

il of elders are

of the Frontier Crimes one

Cemployees^^ 'n findings_ofth^

were^ duly a
^nted hy their ■ respective department, r 

replaced by another person as 

council of elders 

4 there Is no

servants. Theyoovernment
;erefore. legally " ;^;;;::L,;;.hlngs gl-by the

tenable under the law.^ssue No,
ion-8 sub section 4 (b) was

;recommended by the coun
are notand order passed by the APA

cU of elders at al^the for_^ 0P'n'°n

illegality in the proceedings 

tioned above the revision

C findings of the^ coun
d back tbe case to the^oun

^ourt luiT^-^mitted gross■ legally required to sen
trial

ned order of the Commissioner 1 OR i^(nhchhoTresulted m

petition may be
U. 03/2015 may kindly

Upper Molamand for fresh proceedings.

accepted and the impug be remanded to the APA
aside and the case maybe set

dalcd

in rebuttal argued that six lu'ga 

members submitted
insel for the respondents

members were nominated with the consent of the parties and five

^ accepted by the AP^ADM Upper
- ■ undei^lsection.S of the Frontier

The learned cou

Mohmand Agency. The lovver - 

ier Crimes Regulationthe award which 

-court has

was
followed proper procedure un; ^

r dedlFWi Tlie counsel for respondent further conten , , .

vak.aiS^sound reasons, dnd is in accordance with the relevant:Customs

~ded that the Commissionerl:n •

FCR is based on 

and riwaj of the area.
. I

were heard at length' andArguments of the learned cknsel for the parties 

perused thoroughly. The lowerxoui-t has followed proper procedure underfile was
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customs

(emended) 20| I.

andriwajoflhearea.
.■D^'-•cenns jud IS

Hie pi'occedings.oi the P'ial court ha\ been condueted i•'e
^'^■''''eec^u^e i “n ^iccordance with 

amended) 2011.
section 8 

(;r ciders with 5/6
of the Paontier Grimesia!

niajority have 21

aof 'ogal or faciuaJ 1

■;

Tribunal did 

''ec-mnt its recall.vThe i
not find

oopholc in the i 
nients of appellate

-- nripugned 

coLiiU' as' well'C court arc well1 •

gi'ounded. asAccordingl3; the ' '

”^i«ionerFCR is upheld.
'■ovision petition being devoid of•s.dismissed ai-;
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/
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Member FATA Tribdd
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IIIHSMJ'he FATA TRIBUNAI. PFSFTAU/ad
-p^v^lIUvu'wpBtiLionNo.

L'RUj oi j.nBLjtut'ioa""'"'----' 
X.^si£’ of OecRiion..................

—CL.05/02/2016
-04/02/2016
••■21/03/2017

■

! ^hi.‘r Alzai Muhammad Has 
.'-lU/iHjljah s/o Sher Afzal r/o
••Aa.MUiy

sa n
Alu l\hi;]. 'I'uhsil Halinizai M ohinand

(Petitioners)

V/S

i i. Muhammad Afeal s/o Muhammad Hassan 
M Musarat Shah s/o Muhammad 

hniand Agency
Afzal r/o Alo Khcd, Tehsil Halnnzuj.

iVIo■'1 ■

■:1
'1

(Respondents)

/

i -11] dumcnf/Ortf 
;.,:;\yi2l/03/20i7

er

A Ihroug'h tins order/judgment 
petition filed against the 
Tnbu nal.

want to dispose of the 
impugned order/judgment dated 21/12/2015 of this

vve nreview[\jYM
[

in thia Trib f ^Milained, elabomtelv
this Tubunals order dated 2]/12/201o, which needs no repetition. I

Arguments of the learned counsel for both 
at length once again and record of the the parties vvere heard 

case was minutely scrutinized.

In accordance with the well settled
principles of jurisprudence a

IS to nil " 'T^ pnnciples no rehearing
0 be allowed upon the merits or even on the ground that new matter has-

been discovered-which if it had been produced at hearing of revision m/ght 

niHteriaUy have affected the judgment of the court. Review cannot be allowed 
tor merely i-e-examination of same arguments. Re-arguing.a 
well as additional ground is beyond the

review has

case on merit as 
scope of review jurisdiction. It can

I’agc I ofZ t(hiiiiDuicr ll>: li(J2 IijIkiI >(
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If
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^Hcre is apparent leg:a] or factual error or mistake
judgment which substantially'affects the fate of the 

case auo Ovca-uons poi-peruation of injustice.

on the
•!

f;
We have considered the submissions of learned 

perusea Uv/ eniJre record.
■M counsel and re-

Argumcnl.s ofthe learned counsel mostly revolved around 
die points whicn have already been agitated before this Tribunal in the revision petition 

nave been duly considered. The nutshell of discussion is this Tribunal has upheld the 
■ impugned ordersfoidgmenis of learned trial court, and worthy Commissioner FCR. 

Pesiiawar passed foe order on the basis of verdict-of validly constituted council of elders 
un;.!e! sno’s K ol ;-CR. .A.s the .subject mailer ofthe

Id
H

i

vj

case was appointment/distribution 
mcm.s of Cassov employees between ihe brolhers, the council of elders gave its 

award on :!w ixi^is o;' prevalent custom of the area, -The residents of FATA have 
their weli sotided system/mechanisra of distribution of profits and losses. It is 
due f.o. t.heii di.r.r.nbution

of en'.olu•V
-

i

system of profits and lossois amongst themselves 
ihal they have whJingly accepted the i-igours of teiTitorial, and collective 
lesiioiisibihty enshrined in section 21, 22 of .FCR despite the fact that the 
said .'Ucciiorn'h n.io docinred by human rights activists
(Inu.rd.uiiivo ^vstem v.diich has t;he sanction of customs/Rewaj of the’
winch IS spricia! law. The special law always prevaiJ over ordinary law/rules.

I ne !e;irned -eotinscl could not pinpoint

-1
highly obnoxious. The.1 as

•,t
area

any apparent, substantial, legal or factual error or 
niisiaKc ;n (he iiipmgncd ordeivjudgmcni which has affected merits ofthe case. As such 
ihc\rev]e>y,j}eti[.i[.rn in h.and being devoid of merit is di.smisscd.'

1

• 'Announced' ••
/’■ ■ .21/03/2017 /

7

//

\ y ■'
(.Hus sn 1 li^a d a' K h a n) (Muhammad Atif Nazir) 

Member FATA TribunalMember FA'fvv 'rribunal
/

(Sa. 'aiian)
Chairman FAT/V Tribunal %/

Certificate!
rhi,? judgment/order consists of two papes. each .signed & stamped,.

H ‘

C an
'HcQ 7 FATy\ Tribunal
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V ;'r:\ i 1999

:.hrnent or LPk forthe. perioG vv.e.f 01/05/2015 to 30/04/20'id ['366 da 
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o;

(SArSj GUL]
Agency Education Ofricen 
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G
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before the fata tribunal, PESHAWAR
i FEROZ KHAN SON OF MUHAMMAD HASSAN RESIDENT OF 

MOHMAND AGENCY. ■

iI
i.i-

f-

PETITIONER
r.

VERSUS

T .AGENCY EDUCATION OFFICER, MOHMAND AGENCY. 

2. POLITICAL AGENT, MOHMAND AGENCY.

Ii
I

RESPONDENTS

application for CANCELLATION OF THE NOTIFICATION 

DATED ?7 .,A 901R ISSUED BY THE ’
WHEREBY THE PETITIONER HAS BEEN RETIRED FROM
SERVICE W.E.F 01.05.2016.

/

Respectfully Sheweth;

That review petition titled Sher Afzal & another versus 
Muhammd Afzal & another is pending adjudication before this 

honourable tribunal and is fixed for hearing on 12.05^201^

2 That in connection with execution of the order of this 

honourable tribunal in the above mentioned case the
respondentiNo.Tjin light of letter NoH9VM2^f^ed
10 04 ZOielisi^d by the respondent No.2, the respondent

27.04.2016 is Annex-A) : ^

1,

Cb

- s

r

dated

/'.^ :• 7/most pertinent to mention here that neither the
party to the proceedings in the said cases (title ^
^ ^ — ' or connection with the .

['■ A.

• -••v
3. That it is

/V_^ petitioner was
mentioned above) nor have any concern
said case nor any order was passed against the petitioner_m-----

■ the said case. Therefore the adverse^r^rj^e^xSET^
respondent NoTipHiTthTpetitionerl^illegal and void. (Copy
.f the verdict of Counsel of eWrs A""®’''®’&

Commissioner (FCR) Pesnawar d

/
(

order of the learned APA,
Order dated 21.12.2015 of this honorable tribunal 
Annex- .C,D&E respectively)___________________

are 'A/ !i.
/

. notificolion dated 27.04.2016 has been issued in the
absence of the petitioner/ without hearing the petitioner, thus4.
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>

DQtitioner has been condemned uViheard and therefore the
notification is void and liable to be set-aside ^ _

It is therefore prayed that the notification dated 

;•, u-r 20 i6 issL -d by the respondent No.1 against he petitioner , 
may kindly be set-aside and services of the petitioner may kindly

be' reinstated/restored.

the ^ 
• said

■ .4.
w ■ .

??!

Petitioner 

Feroz KhanDatfc- . 04.05.2016
Through

Pir Fida Muhammad Khan
&

“■5"^ -----------V .

Sa

S'

Malik Naeem Khalid 
Advocates

tl

™ S waTof intenm relief. ifoWcation dated 2T O«016 rrray kindly

be suspended till final disposal of the petition in hand.

Advocate
I

\j /
■1

/

J
/

- .•

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBIJAT,,
- PESHAWAR '

Appeal No. 809/2017

Date of Institution ... 29.05.2017

Date of Decision 26.02.2019

Feroz Khan son of Muhammad Hassan Chowlcidar, GGPS Ato Khel, 
Mohmand Agency. ... (Appellant)

VERSUS

Agency Education Officer, Mohmand Agency at Ghalianai and two others.
... (Respondents)

Present.

Mr. Muhammad Esa Khan, 
Advocate. For appellant

Mr. Ziaullah,
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

•1 JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI. CHAIRMAN:-

THat the parties are 09 brothers therefore the paternal land 

will be divided into 09 equal shore. 03 out of 09 brothers who

living at Ato Khei Tehsil Halimzai will cultivate ■ the 

pate) nol land any will have its produce. However, no one will 

sell the land other than of his own share.

(ii) 02 Class IVs of GGPS Ato Khel (Sher Afzal) will be ‘ 

divided between the applicant and respondent and whenever 

the GGPS is upgraded then the privileges will be, divided 

between the applicant and respondent only. ATT'^-^XED

are

ETI^ ^NER 
6.nybor Pakhujakliwa 

Service Inbunal, 
Peshawar

*



fy

i..

44- 4:/
L

\ n4'

/ .

(li/j The respondent Musarat Shah s/o Muhammad Afzal will . •

(Five lacs ' only) to plaintiff in hvo

&I u.fr pay Rs. 500000/_ 

installments. One of the council of elders namely, Malak
t.

Duran Baclic. Halimzai has dissenting view. The case is thus 

decided, on majority view basis. • !

The above reproduction is from the order passed by Assistant Political Agent

Mohimand Sub Division against which ultimately a Revision Petition was

dismissed by FATA Tribunal Peshawar on 21.12.2015.In pursuance, the

impugned order dated 27.4.2016 was passed by Agency Education Officer

Mohmand Agency (Respondent No. 1), whereby, the retirement of appellant

was effectuated. Pertinently, the appellant having been born on 01.06.1969, is

yet to attain the age of superannuation.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned9

District Attorney on behalf of.the respondents and have also examined the

available record.5CO

> if r? ^
o 4^

>!

It is a matter of record that the dispute culminating into above
tljf -3
O^eproduced order of Political Agent was between Sher Afzal son of 

TiMilhammad Hassan and Abidullah son of Sher Afzal, on the one hand, while

Muhammad Afzal son of Muhammad Hassan and Musarat Shah son of

Muhammad Afzal were the other party. Throughout the record pertaining to 

proceedings before the Political Agent, Mohmand Agency, the Commissioner 

FCR Peshawar or the FATA Tribunal Peshawar the appellant did not find any 

mention. There was a money dispute between the parties before the P.A and 

cognizance, thereof^ was taken under Section-8 of FCR at Tehsil Halimzar,-J

4.i-

I

WM
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Mohmanci ■ Agency. After the issuance of impugned order the appellant 

preferred'applications before different forums including the office of APA 

Mohmand Agency but,to no avail. Ultimately, a representation/application 

preferred before Agency Education Officer Mohmand Agency/respondent 

No. 1. It was clearly noted in the representation that the appellant was

/
/■

was

compulsorily retired without any rhyme or reason. The respondent No. 1

objection In case the applicantendorsed upon the application that he had no 

approached this Tribunal for justice. The . said endorsement was made on 

5.5.201 7 while the service appeal in hand was preferred on 29.07.2017.

The record is admittedly silent about the fact that.before passing the 

impugned order any departmental pi'oceedings were undertaken against the 

appellant. The contents of impugned order clearly suggest that the same was

j.

passed upon recommendation of the court of FATA Tribunal Peshawar and 

council of elders. Besides the said mention, no fault on the part of appellant

warranting issuance of impugned order, was ever noted.

It appears that- in a dispute, involving, payment of money between

relatives of the appellant the draconian provisions ; of Frontier CrimesA

Regulation were invoked and the appellant was made a‘scapegoat in order to 

resolve the contention. It is also a fact that the order of APA*and that of the

FATA Tribunal never required the dislodging of appellant from his service

• which he was, under- the law, entitled to continue till the date of his
■ ■■■;.

superannuation in the ordinary course. The impugned order was, therefore.
■■.v3

. ..
m r iV. --A*. '
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■ .f without any, legal mandate and in utter disregard to the provisions of law 

regulating the service of a civil servant. We are not in agreement with the 

arguments of learned Deputy District Attorney regarding the incompetency of ■ 

appeal .in hand on the count of delay. As stated above the appellant, in his , 

bewilderment, kept running from pillar to.post in the given circumstances and

f .

had knocked the door of different authorities under F.C.R.

As a sequel to the foregoing, we allow the appeal in hand and .reinstate 

the appellant into service alongwith back benefits from the date of passing of 

impugned order of retirement dated 27.04.2016. Parties are left to bear their 

respective costs. File be consigned to'the record room.

4.

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMANc

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

i

O—---^—l)ate of of A;
N ’J mber of Vv ords

ANNOUNCED
Copying Fee
Urgent-----
Total-----------

26.02.2019

be tare copy
Name <»f --------- ;— - . -
Date of Coir.pfeetioru oi'C&py---A---------------------- -

' /7U <r7 A /_g

IRKhybsr?
Ser/ice ’fribunai.

tunlthwa
©ate of Delivery oi Copy,
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OmCE OF TBE AGENCV EDDCATION OfHdR,
r

HOflNAND AGENCY AT GHAIUNAI.
Fax No.0924390100

■

PhonciNo.0924390180

■4 *
VV-.

APPOINTMENT ORDER.

Consequent upon the decision by the Court of FATA Tribunal Peshawar and Council of the 
elders as well as the recommendation of Assistant Political Upper Mohmand vide his letter No. 1966/APA 
(UM) dated 8.6.2017, and nomination of the Political Agent Mohmand Agency vide his letter No.6005- 
06/M dated 12.7.2017, Mr. Muhammad All S/0 Sher Zada Is hereby appointed as Chttwkidar at GGPS Sher 
Afzal Ato Khel Mohmand Agency against the vacant post in BPS No.Ol @ (7640-240-14840) plus usual 
allowances admissible under the rules, in the interest of public services.

TERMS AND COMDIDTIONS:
1. The appointment of the candidate is being made purely on temporary basis and is liable to 

termination at any time without assigning any reason.
2. Charge should be submitted to ail concerned.
3. Health and age certificate obtained from the Agency Surgeon should be provided to this office.
4. His age should be with accordance to the Govt: policy.
5. If he failed to report his arrival within 15 days from his appointment, order will be considered as 

cancelled.

(FARID ULLAH) 
Agency Education Officer, 

Mohmand Agency.
<r'—

/2017.DatedEndst: No.
7

1.. Director of Education (FATA) KPK, Peshawar for information please.
2. Political Agent Mohmand Agency w/r to his No.& dated cited above.
3. Agency Surgeon Mohmand Agency.
4. Agency Accounts Officer Mohmand Agency.
5. AAEO concerned.
6. Pay Clerk local office.
7. Candidate concerned.

Agency Education Officer, 
Mohmand Agencw

r

i
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(APPELLANT)
(PIIAINTIFF)

(PETlIriONER)
(

i

VERSUSI!

:res|pondent)
.(DEFENDANT)

(
f

:; t

Do hereby appoint andji constitute NOOR MOHAMMAD 

KHATTAK, Advocate, Peshawar to appear, plead, act, 
compromise, withdraw ot refer: to arbitration for me/us as 

my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, 

without any liability for his default and with the authority to 
engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsel on my/our cost. 
I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and 

receive on my/our behalf all sums and am:ountS! payable or 

deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.

i

!

h

/ \
1

i

!

/_____/2019::Dated.
i;

CLIENir
I

1 ACCENTED
I NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK1

SHAHZULLAH YOUSAFZAI
S

&f

MIR ZAMAM SAP
advqcatIes

OFFICE:
Flat No.3, Upper Floor,; ;
Islamia Club Building, Khyber Bazar, 
Peshawar City.
Mobile No.0345-9383141:
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