
;

rife
a,';s

. Counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel requests for adjournment as the 

appellant has not provided all the. documents necessary for 

■ submission of amended appeal.

17.09.2019

s.

Adjourned to 31.10.2019 before S.B.

Chairman

31.10.2019 Counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel requests for adjournment of instant 

appeal sine-die in order to avail the outcome of execution 

petition No. 197/2016.

Order accordingly. The appellant may apply for restoration 

of the appeal, if need be.

Chairman

.S'
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f:Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. Another last opportunity is granted to counsel for the 

appellant for preliminary hearing. Adjourned to 27.06.2019 for 

preliminary hearing before S.B.

• 10.05:2019

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the
r

appellant absent. Appellant and his counsel be put to 

notice for 19.08.2019. Adjourn. To come up for 

preliminary hearing on the date fixed before S.B

27.06.2019

Member

Counsel for the appellant present.19.08.2019

Learned counsel states that during pendency of 

instant appeal the^ appellant had reached the age of 

superannuation and, therefore, an amended appeal is 

required to be submitted. He, therefore, requests for time 

to do the needful.

May do so within a fortnight, subject to all just 

exceptions. Adjourned to 17.09.2019 before S.B

Chairman

' ■*



i

30.01.2019 None present on-behalf of the appellant therefore, notice . 

be issued to appellant and his counsel for attendance and 

preliminary arguments for 01.03.2019 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

I

■:

I

Due to general strike of the bar, the case is adjourned/ To 

come up for preliminary hearing on 09.04.2019 before S.B

01.03.2019

/

Member

;

09.04.2019 fCounsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requests for 

adjournment in order to further prepare the brief.

/

Instant matter has been previously adjourned 

so many occasions upon ■ the
onf

request of
appellant/counsel, therefore, as a last opportunity it 
is posted for hearing on 10.05.2019 before S.B.

r\i

!\
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\
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1Since 12^*" September 2018 has been declared as 

public holiday, by the Provincial Government on 

account of 1"^ Mukharram-ul-Haram, therefore the case 

is adjourned to 18.10.2018 for preliminary hearing 

before S.B.

11.09.2018

airman

Learned counsel for appellant present and seeks 
adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing 
on.27.11.2018 before S.B

18.10.2018

Member

Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

19.12.2018 before S.B. ,

27.11.2018

V

Member

\
\

\
. foAppellant absent. Learned counsel for the absent. Adjourn 

up for preliminary hearing on 30.01.2019 before S.B.
19.12.2018

come

Member

t



:

i#7 20.04.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Asst: AG for respondents 

present. Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. 
To come up for preliminary hearing on 08.05.2018 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

08.05.201 The Tribunal is non-functionai dueT^Tetirement of our 

Hon’ble Chairman. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To 

come up for same on 04.07.2018. 4-
Reader

04.07.2018 Counsel for the petitioner present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 31.07.2018 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

31.07.2018 Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate counsel for the 

appellant present and made a request for adjournment. Granted. 

To come up for preliminary hearing on 12.09.2018 before S.B.

Chairman

!
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*
Service Appeal No. 987/2017

Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 15.02.2018 before S.B.

18.01.2018

!

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Appellant in person present and seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on

15.02.2018ii

I 09.03.2018 before S.B.
■

(MuhammOT Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member (J)

f

Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

30.03.2018 before S.B.

09.03.2018
;
I

:
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

!

!

1
Counsel for the appellant present and seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come Up for preliminary hearing on 20.04.2018 

before S.B'.

30.03.2018
i

r

h
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
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■28.09.2017 Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing 

on 31.10.2017 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

31.10.2017 Counsel for the appellant present and seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 29.11.2017 

before S.B.

Ahmad Hassan 
(Member)

i fI
29.11.2017

■ yearned cdunseP for'^the appellant present 
and seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up 

for Preliminary Hearing on 28.12.2017 before S.B

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

MEMBER

28.12.2017 Clerk of the counsel for appellant present and 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned, 'fo come up for 

preliminary hearing on 18.01.2018 before S.B.

Member (B)

y .
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Ramzan Ex-PST GPS Tuble Well Noor Alam D.I.Khan 

received today i.e. on 21.07.2017 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
2- Copies of judgment mentioned in para-3 the memo of appeal are not attached with the appeal

which may be placed on it. '
3- Annexures of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
4- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
5- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
6- Six more copies/sets of the appeal along annexures i.e. complete in all respect may also be 

submitted with the appeal.

ys.T,No.

7 /2017Dt.

(K REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Sved Noman Ali Bukhari Adv. Pesh.

s

I

7

/'•

/
7



■■ M.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No.__^ ^ /2017
'r

MUHAMMAD RAMZAN V/S Govt of kpk.

INDEX

S.No. Documents Annexure Page No.
1. Memo of Appeal___________

Copy of the appointment order
01-03

'2. A 04
3. Copy of NOC -B- 05
4. Copy of Charge report

Copy of judgment 
Copy of execution order 
Copy of impugned order 

Copy of departmental appeal

VaiCAlk &ft

-C- 06
5. -D-
6. ^5'-E-
7. xmmi'-F-
8. -G-
9.

ApELLANT 
Muhammad Ramzan

THROUGH:

V

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

^3SS'-S5‘lol9-a -

_r
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. ^ ^ 2017

biaii’y No,Muhammad Ramzan Ex-PST 
GPS tube well Noor Alam DI. KHan

APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Secretary (E&SE) KPK Peshawar.
I'he Director Education Khyber Pahtunkhwa Peshawar. 
Executive District Officer, Schools & literacy DI. Khan. 
DG Agriculture Extension Wing Tank, DI. Khan.

1.
2.
3.
4.

RESPONDENT

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 08.02.2012 
COMMUNICATED TO THE APPELLANT ON 
24.02.2017jrHROUGH EXECUTION IN EXECUTION 
TETmON~NO. 197/2016 WHEREBY THE APPEAL 

WAS TERMINATED FROM SERVICE AND 
AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON THE 
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT 
WITHIN STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS.

PlUVYER:
THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 
ORDER DATED 08.02.2012 MAY BE DECLARED AS 
ILLEGAL AND MAY BE SET ASIDE. AND 
REINSTATED THE APPELLANT WITH ALL BACK 
AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS OR MAY BE 
REPATRIATED TO HIS PARENT DEPARTMENT. 
ANY OTHER REMEDY, WHICH THIS AUGUST 
TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT 
MAY ALSO BE AWA1H)ED IN FAVOUR OF 
APPELLANT.

Rc-s«bmJttcd to -day 
asid filed.

Registrar y

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant was working as driver (BPS-6) in District 
officer Agriculture tank for last more than 16 years. The 
appellant performed his duty up to entire satisfaction of his 
superiors and no complaint has been filed against him.



That the appellant was applied for the post of PST through 
proper channel and the appellant was transferred/posted as 
PST on 1.2.2008 vide order dated 30.01.2008. (Copy of 
Appointment order, NOC and charge report is attached 
as Annexure-A, B & C).

2.

That the appellant was terminated from service by the DCO, 
DI Khan vide order dated 04.09.2009 under the colour of 
compliance to the Chief Minister, KPK. Then appellant filed 
appeal NO. 2600/2010 IN KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar, 
which was decide in 27.10.2011 and the said appeal was 
accepted and disposed of the appeal in same manner as 
according to appeal no 1042/2007 and 545/2011 decided on 
28.1.2010 and 28.04.2011 and directed the respondents shall 
ascertain that the present appellant are similar placed person 
to the appellant in appeal no. 1042/2007 and 545/2011. Copy 
of judgment is attached as Annexure-D

3.

That the respondent conducted one sided inquiry by violating 
the direction of KPK service Tribunal Peshawar and issued 
impugned termination order dated 08.02.2012, 
communicated to the appellant on 24.02.2^17 through 
execution in execution petition no. 197/2016, without giving 
personal hearing to the appellant which is against the law and 
rules. Furthermore appellant has right to repatriated to his 
department. Copy of orders is attached as Annexure E &

4.

F.

I’hat the appellant filed an appeal against the order dated 
28.02.2012 communicated to the appellant on 24.02.2017 
through execution in execution petition no. 197/2016which 
was not replied by the respondents within statutory period of 
90 days.

5.

6. That now the appellant comes to this Honourable Tribunal on 
the following grounds amongst the others.

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order dated 28.04.2012 is against the 
law, facts, material on record and norms of justice and liable 
to be set aside.

B) That no regular inquiry was conducted against he appellant 
before imposing major penalty of termination from service 
which is not permissible in law.

C) That the no codal formalities was fulfilled by the department 
before imposing major penalty which is violation of superior 
court judgment and also violation of the directions of the



f,'

' ^ 1 -v:

KPK Service Tribunal given on the judgment dated 
27.10.2011.

That neither the regular enquiry was conducted nor the 
appellant was heard in person which amounts to AUDI 
ALTERM PALTERM,

D)

That the appellant have more than 16 years’ service in 
agriculture department and applied through proper channel 
and the penalty imposed by the education department is too 
harsh and also discriminated the appellant. There is some 
person, repatriated to his parent department so the appellant 
is also entitled for the same relief. Copy of the order is 
attached as Annexure-G

E)

That the appellant has not been treated according to law and 
rules.

10

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others 
grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

G)

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 
appellant maybe accepted as prayed for.

rr

APPELLANT 
Muhammad Ramzan

THROUGH:

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

\
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r Before th^NW^ Service Tribunal,Peshawar
t

Sulifna/). , J)-1;
/)fiPe/^an^'%cloi fo / /CM.

Jj
of KPK through secretary Elementary and Secondary Educat^ii^e|h|wa^'^^S=?^;:-i}EProvince >

':^^ISU?2:Director of Education (E&S) K.P.K. Peshawar. ■ ^
_ ^ -^’.Executive District Officer,(E&S) Dera Ismail Khan.l

; ; 4,DistricfCo-ordination Officer , Dera Ismail Khan.

\'7'.

7.

C-.■m

f

RESPONDENTS.'

m
Appeal U/S 4 of NWFP Service Tribunal Act 1974 against impugned 
Order Dated 04,-9-2009 . whereby the appellant has been terminated 

■ from service , by the incompetent authority , disregard of the rules .
. and without observing the legal requirements , and his departmental 

appeal elicited no response within statutory period.

f'-v

'i

n *

Respectfully Sheweth ;

t F.nrts of the Case :

appointed by the competent authority, resp
through the prescribed selection process , 
regular basis against a regular vacant vacancy . ( Annex : A )

on

the charge of the9 That in pursuance of his appointment order,the appellant tX)ok 
post and performed his stalntory functions for a period ot two years ‘’’f ""‘ll*; 
Lfisfaction of his superiors, and no cause of complaint was ever reported against him .

3. That certain members of the provincial assembly
tteh ^n toh™nfkLV!\Verefore they took undue advantage of their own -

crowned successful in formulating an enquiry Qaima Committee ®
members of Provincial .Assembly . who were not supposed to act as membci of the 

■ committee . Their entire action was totally illegal . unwarranted by law and a dnect 
encroachment in the allairs ol the civil seivice.

over

not satisfied with the 
keenly interested to appoint

were
were

4 That aforesaid committee recommended in their report that all the appointees , 
appointed during l" .Ian 2007 to .lime 2008, their appointment orders should he cancelled 
anrthe offills who made, these-appointments be taken at task : These recommendations 
were ultra vires of the rules and members of the committee acted without juiisdict,on . 
(Annex : B ) However the recommendations of the committee were approved and

'9

Ijo

ATTESTED

f^Ai



l^T-fVRF.R PAKHTT JNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL^
pfshaIwar:" : t'

7 .

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1407/2010

Date of institution ... 21.07.2010
Date of judgment

Abdul Salam S/o Shah Suliman,
D.I.Khan’,Ex. P.T.C GPS, Kamal Khel

■■

>:

.f

... 27.10.2011

.. (Appellant)

VERSUS

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary; andProvince
Secondary Education, Peshawar. 4,
Director of Education (E&S) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar. '
Executive District Officer (E&S)Dera Ismail Kham ^
District Coordination Officer, Dera Ismail Khan. ...(Respondents)

1

2.
. 3.

4.

NWPP rKHYRER PAKHTUNKHWAt SERVICE 
IMPUGNED ORDER DATEDAPPRAT. U/S 4 OF

TRTRT INALS AT.T 1074 AGAINST_______________

hp- THF. RtTTRS AND WITHOUT OBSERVING THE LEG/^
REOUTREMENTS, AND HIS DEPARTMETNAL APPEAL ELICITED NO
RESPONSE WITHIN STATITTORY PERIOD.

ll. Shahzada Irfan Zia, Advocate for the appellant
2. Ashraf Ali Khattak
3. GhulamNabi ^

SaadullahKhanMarwat
). Muhammad Arif Baloch 
1. Muhammad Anwar Awan

Shaukat Ali Jan 
I Matiullah Rand 
. Abdul Qayyum Qureshi 
0.Muhammad Ismail Alizai 
1. AbduPHamid Khan 
L Muhammad Waqar Alam 
1. Muhammad Saeed Bhutta 
[.Muhammad Saeed Khan M.Asghar Khan 

15.Rustam Khan Kundi 
Ib.GulTiazKhan
17. Zahid Muhibullah
18. Khalil-ur-Rehman Hissam,
19. Fazal-ur-Rehman Baloch
20. Ja:ved Iqbal 
2LYasir Zakria.Baloch 
'22: Allah Nawaz,'Advocates...
Advocates from S.No.2 to 22 for diefremainihg appell^ts. 
Mr.Sher Afgan Khattak, AAG.

.\**

.all; :€*For respondents.
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1
/ Chairman 

. Member
■ / Mr.Qalandar Ali Khan 

Syed Manzoor Ali Shah/
7

7
■RIDGMENT

/ This single judgment is also directedOAT ANDAR AT T KHAN. CHAIRMAN:- 

to dispose of the appeals mentioned in the list appended herewith, as common questions
/
/ .

of law and facts are involved in all the appeals.

In the Daily ‘Mashriq’ P,eshawar dated 7^ April 2007, a 

advertisement appeared from the Executive District Officer (EDO), E&SE, D.I.Khan, . 

inviting applications for unspecified posts, both male and female^of C.T^ Drawing 

,ster5(D.M), Physical Education Teachers (PET), Arabic Teachers (A.T), .Islamiyat 

leology) Teacher5(TT), Qarhand Primary School Teacher5(PST) by 20.4.2007, and 

origwith other conditions for selection of the candidates, the minimum qualification for 

e posts, dates of test and interview as well as places/venues of interview were also 

lentioned. The record would show that a large number of applications were received, 

est and interview were also conducted for the said posts, resulting in appointments not 

)nly against the above mentioned posts but also against other posts like Junior Clerks, 

Lab: Assistants and Assistant Store Keeper (M) in the year 2007. However, in the year 

2008, a local Member of the Provincial Assembly, raised question No.31 regarding 

recruitment/appointments made in the Education Department of District D.I.Khan by the 

EDO D.I.Khan, which was referred to Standing Committee No.26 for Elementary &

publication/
2.

Secondary Education^by the Provincial Assembly.,The Standing Committee deliberated 

upon the issue, during which the Committee was informed that inquiries had^also been 

conducted into appointments in Education Department of District D.I.Khan an^Inquiry

made recommendations for appropriateCommittee/Inquiry Officers have 

legal/departmental action. After deliberations, the Standing Committee recommended
^7

i-'r

i".*
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that within one month the department should cancel appointment orders of those persons

who were illegally appointed during tile period between l'\ January 2007 and June 2008

and also take stern disciplinary action against officers/officials found involved in illegal 

appointments. The record further shows that a Writ Petition was lodged in the High 

Court Bench D.LKhan, which was accepted and an Hon’ble Bench of,the Peshawar 

High Court D.I.Khan Bench directedjhe department to act upon the inquiry report dated 

05.01.2009 positively within two months from 11.6.200^ where upon the district 

Coordination Officer (DCO) D.I.Khan passed office order dated , 4.9.2009 thereby^

j

implementing the decision of the Standing Committee No.26, order of the Peshawar 

High Court D.I.Khan Bench dated 11.6.2009 and order of the Chief Minister NWFP 

(Khyber PakJitunkhwa) contained in the Elementary & Secondary Education Department 

letter dated 26/8/2009, and terminated services of all the ‘illegally/irregularly’ appointed

. This office order of

j

K. teachers, detail of which was given in Annexure to the office order

the DCO D.I.Khan was followed by a letter dated 7.5,2010 from the ED©(E&SE)

D.I.Khan to all concerned for implementation of termination orders issued by the DCO. 

on 4.9.2009, and also a corrigendum on 20.5.2010 thereby terminating all the personnel 

^. appointed from January 2007 to 30^ June 2008 except 131 (F)PST, 309 (M) PST + 

deceased son quota, disabled quota and minority quota in the light of decision of the 

Peshawar High Court, D.I.Khan Bench. It is against the said order of DCO D.I.IQian that 

the appellant in the instant appeal as well as appeltots in the connected appeals, listed in 

the enclosed list, first preferred departmental appeals and then lodged these appeals. In 

the meantime, some of the appellants had also approached Peshawar High Court, 

D.I.Khan, Bench and had filed Writ Petitions which were returned to the petitioners for
' I

presentation to the proper forum (KPK Service Tribunal) if they so desire, vide order 

dated 29.4.2010. The petitioners mov^ the august. Supreme Court, of,Pakistan where- 

from the petitions were withdrawn;arid consequently dismissed by a Hon’ble Bench of

-

TED .1
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august Supreme Court of Pakistan vide order dated 28.6.2010 v^^ith the observation-that if 

the petitioners approached proper fomm for redressal of their ,grievances, the question of 

limitation be considered sympathetically if so raised. There-after, the appellants started 

lodging these appeals one by one, inter-alia, on the grounds that the impugned order 

dated 4.9.2009 was void, illegal and without jurisdiction because DCO D.I.Khan was not

ft'

f
i

i.' competent to terminate the services of officials in BPS-1 to BPS-10; that the DCO did

the direction of Chief Minister and

^ •m-)
not apply his independent mind and just acted upon 

recommendation of a politically constituted Standing Committee; that before passing the

impugned order, legal requirements were not fulfilled and the appellants were terminated 

from service without any charge sheet-and/or show cause notice; that no chance of 

personal hearing was afforded to the appellants before passing the impugned order, 

hence they were condemned unheard^fhat even during the course of successive inquiry 

'proceedings, the appellants were not associated to justify Iheir respective position and 

/thus the entire proceedings were conducted ex-parte; and that if there was any fault or 

lapse on the part of the department in the selection process, the appellants shoidd not 

have been, punished for the same.

It may be mentioned here that quite a number of affectees of the impugned 

■rmination order had also approached this Tribunal in the year 2009 and vide order 

ted 10.2.2009, this Tribunal had disposed of around 49 appeals with direction to; the 

'Tetary to Government of NWFP (S&L) to constitute a committee of experfs of his, 

department and, if need be, of the Establishment Department and Finance Department, to 

consider the cases of all the appellants named in the order as well as cases of all similarly 

placed persons, and decision regarding the same be given at the level of the competent
>r ,

authority, so that the parties are saved from unnecessary litigation, in the interest of 

justice, and in the interest of public "Work. It was expected that such a committee would 

be in a position to finalize its findings, and the competent authority may be' in a position

\

)

,
f
1
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/
/

/ to grant a decision in these cases, within a period of three months from the

not implemented within the specified time,

lodged, wherein directions were accordingly.

date of
/

delivery of the order. The said order was/
/
/ therefore, implementation petitions 

issued to the department for implementation of the order, following which, a committee

were/
/

»'•
Chairman and three dther Members was constituted, which conducted its

the office record, while a
comprising a

I
i

and submitted its report, which has been kept in 

of report/fmdings/recommendations has been placed on

concluded that appointments of all the appellants, except that of Shahana

proceedings/•
/

this file. Ther-Serutiny
copyf:
Committee

Niazi D/o Ghulam Sadiq (Service Appeal No.2177/2010), were illegal and irregular. The

of the Scrutiny Committee reveals appointments ofreport/fmdings/recommendations

thousand teachers of various categories against following 1390 sanctionedmore than two

posts:-

961PST
61AT
59TT
50Qari

171CT
43DM
45PET

1390Total

defended the impugned_termination order and- resisted the

that the services of a civil

The respondents

appeals on several legal and factual grounds including the 

servant can be terminated without notice during the initial or extended period of his

one

probation under section 1 l(i) of the NWFP (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) Civil Servants Act,

1973. They alleged, in their written reply/comments, that the appellants were neither

requisite codal formalities for appointment wereeligible/qualified for the postSj 

observed, hence the appointments were illegal and fake. They contended that more than

nor

conducted and the matter was taken up in the Provincial Assemblyone inquiries were

and that it was recommended as a result of inquiries, as well as by the ^tanding

*
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/

unanimously adopted by the Provincial/ Committee, recommendations of which were

Assembly, to terminate the services of all personsjllegally appointed. They maintained/
/

./
in violation of recruitment policy exceptthat all the appointments were found illegal and 

309 (M) and 131 (F) PST. They concluded that the decisions of the Inquiry Committees

Standing Committee, adopted unanimously by the

I
/
/

j and recommendations of the
/

also confirmed by the Chief Minister as well as by theProvincial Assembly, were

High Court D.I.Khan Bench, which were followed by the DCO by terminating 

the services of all those persons who were illegally/irregularly appointed and that the

/
/
/
/ Peshawar/

order of DCO was also followed by corrigendum issued by the EDO.......... ...

5. Arguments of the learned counsel for the appellants and learned AAG heard, and
■ •'

record perused.

The main thrust of the arguments of the learned counsel for the appellants

dated 4.9.2009 of the DCO D.I.Khan, which was’a pneral

■i

was
6. i;

against the impugned order 

order in all the cases of ‘illegal/irregular’ appointments. The objections to the impugned
1

nature on the direction/two-fold. Firstly, the order was general in 

^commendation of the Standing Committee of the Provincial Assenibly without

order were

and thereby services of around 1613 malepplication of mind to each and every 

^ud female teachers of various categories were terminated with one stroke of pen; and.

case.

secondly, the order was passed by th^ DCO D.I.Khan who was not appointing authority 

for employees in BPS-1 to BPS-10, and thus not competent to dispense with-Their 

services. The learned counsel further laid stress on the non-observance of codal 

formalities essentially required for termination of services of civil servants, like service 

of charge sheet and/or show cause notice and providing them opportunity of defence and 

hearing. They also alleged non-association of appellants in the inquiry proceedings 

conducted in the matter. The learned counsel contended that, the appellants were

appointed after qualifying test and interview for the posts conducted in pursuance of

1TED f
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/ advertisement/publication made in the newspaper*by the department/authority and after 

their applications for the posts were found in order by the department. They maintained 

that the appellants had joined service and performed their duty without any complaint 

about their performance from the quarter concerned.

The learned AAG assisted by the representatives of the department vehemently 

contested claim of the appellants/counsel for the appellants and argued that the 

appointments were made without first obtaining proper sanction of the , posts, without 

advertisement, and without observance of the codal formalities including test and 

interview, preparation of merit list, and its approval by the competent authority. It 

argued on behalf of the department that some of the appointments were made 

before advertisement, without specifying the posts against which the appointments

/j

/
// !/

f/
/■

/
/ 7.7/

■ k

i

was

even

were

being made and without checking whether the educational qualification of the candidates 

fulfilled the academic requirements for the posts. It was pointed out that all 440 PSTs 

ippointed on merits and after observance of codal formalities were retained, while the 

St appointed ‘illegally/irregularly’ were terminated as a result of more than one 

recommendation of the Standing Committee, and orders of the ChietMinister 

as well as Peshawar High Court, D.LKhan Bench. It was alleged on behalf of the 

department that the competent authority i.e. EDO D.LKhan not only endorsed the 

impugned order of DCO D.LKhan dated 4.9.2009 but also issued a follow up letterdated 

7.5.2010 and corrigendum on 20.5.2010. They further pointed out that none of the

uiries.
;

■ i

appellants was in possession of proper documents showing his eligibility for the pos^and

also proper appointment order against the post. They concluded that the appointments of 

the appellants have been found by various legal and constitutional forums as illegal/

irregular, besides fake in most of the cases.

i
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From whatever has been narrated above^ as well as from perusal of the record, the 

following points emerge ', which are critically important for determination of fate of

these appeals:- ^ .

i

/ 8.
/ ]

1
I
/

«■

T^ie services of the appellants, appointed in 2007, were dispensed 

with vide a general order of the DCO D.I.Khan dated 4.9.2009, 

against which some of them preferred departmental appeals and 

then lodged appeals in the Tribunal,-which were disposed of vide 

order dated 10.2.2009, while the rest moved.,.the Peshawar High 

Court D.I.Khan Bench in writ jurisdiction, but their writ petitions 

returned to them for presentation to the proper forum vide 

judgment/order dated 29.4.2010, against which petitions were 

moved in the august Supreme Court of Pakistan, which were 

dismissed as withdrawn with the observation that if the 

petitioners/appellants approached appropriate forum" for 

redressal of their grievances, the question of limitation be 

considered sympathetically if so raised. Not only that the question 

of limitation has not been raised so vehemently by the department, 

the appellants have also been vigilantly pursuing their case, albeit 

in the wrong forum, therefore, the appeals lodged in the Tribunal 

after disposal of their petitions by the august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan cannot be held as time-barred, especially when the august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan directed for sympathetic consideratioji. 

of the question of limitation, together with certain facts of the case 

warranting interference by the Tribunal. Besides, the impugned 

order has been issued by the DCO D.I.Khan who was not 

appointing authority of civil servants in BPS-1 to BPS-10, and, as

' (a)s-
i

i-

i'?-.IIIk

were
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such, the impugned order would be deemed to be an order by an 

authority not competent to issue the order, and, as such, void; and 

no limitation would run against such order (2007 SCMR 262 ('g't
/

and PLJ 2005 SC 709 (Appellate Jurisdiction^/
/
/
/ (b) The posts of Junior Clerks, Lab.Assistants and Assistant 

Keeper (M) were never advertised, and, as such, 

formalities were observed for appointment of 14 Junior Clerks 

Lab .Assistants and one Assistant Store Keeper. Their appointments 

were, therefore, aptly termed. as

/ Store/

no codal

,03

I
illegal/irregular, and, 

consequently, their services have rightly been terminated, as

appointments secured Ihrough illegal/irregular orders would be 

void ab-initio and would not confer any right on the holders of

such appointment orders. Their appeals also deserve to be 

dismissed on this score.

i^V.v

(X)
c) After/ painstaking exercise m pursuance of the order dated

20.01.2011 in one of the implementation/execution petitions, for.

which the then Secretary Education, Mr.Muhammad Arifeen Khan, 

and his team genuinely deserve commendation, the Scrutiny 

Committee prepared ^ detailed report, stretching over hundreds o'f

pages, wherein they held only the appointment of PST'Shahana 

Niazi D/o Ghulam Sadiq (Service Appeal No.2177/10) according

to the prescribed procedure, as her name also appeared in the merit 

list, and recommended her reinstatement into service. The 

not contest her appeal in the 

they contested^ppeals of other appellants. Therefore, her 

appeal deserves to be accepted.

respondent-department also did

manner

TED
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Regarding the remaining cases, the respondents have resisted the 

appeals on the grounds that neither the posts 

appointments of the appellants were made were sanctioned before 

advertisement, nor the appellants qualified or were eligible for the 

posts, and codal formalities like test and interview, preparation of 

merit list and approval of competent authority were not observed, 

but these assertions of the respondents are belied by the available 

record as well as some documents produced by the appellants/ 

counsel for the appellants alongwith a joint affidavit by 

Muhammad Ayub Khan, SET GHS Panyala and Abdullah TT 

GHS Panyala who performed duty during test and interview qf the 

appellants on 2T^ 25'*^ :and 26'*^ April 2007, during the course of 

arguments, showing constitution of committees for conducting test 

and interview, preparation of merit list after test and interview, 

besides revealing some cases in which the candidates other than 

those claimed by the respondents to have been appointed on merit 

secured more marks than the latter. So far sanction prior to 

advertisement/publication is concerned, it was duty of the authority 

to secure the requisite sanction prior to advertising/publicizing the 

posts for inviting applications, and the appellants can, by no stretch 

of imagination, be held responsible for any fault/lapse in this 

respect on the part of the authority i.e. EDO D.I.Khan. 

Notwithstanding the fact that appellants have placed on file 

verification of the certificates/testimonials of some of the 

appellants by the respondent-department, even if some irregularity 

was found in the appointments, the appellants/appointees should

/ (d)/■

f.
/ on which
/

i-'

s
I'

ted



\Qs

11

not be made to suffer for such lapses on the part of the appointing 

SCMR 411 (Supreme Court of Pakistan), 2004authority (19%

of Pakistani. 2006 SCMR 67^<;rMR 303 (Siupreme Court

PLJ fAppellate(Supreme Court oL

T„ri.Hir.tionV PL.T 7011 Lahore m (Multan Bench Multan), and

SCMR 1581 (Supreme Court ojlast but not the least 2011

Pakistan).

It is a matter of record that not in a single inquiry out of so many 

inquiries by the department, the then EDO D.I.Khan has been 

confronted with his signatures on appointment letters^ so 

conveniently termed by the respondent-department as bogus and 

. When the ‘authority’ has never and no-where disown^his

(e)

fake

signatures on such appointment letters, how the same can be held 

as bogus and fake. No-doubt, the record shows departmental

then EDO, and major penalty ofproceedings against the 

compulsory retirement has been imposed upon him, but only after

loss to the national exchequer, for which he mustcausing colossal

be made accountable and also made to make good the loss so

caused to the pubic money, and also landing hundreds of jobless 

persons in deep trouble by forcing them to engage in protracted 

litigation, during which they have not only been robbed of

left with them after securing the jobs; whilewhatever money was 

himself enjoying post retirement life with all perks and privileges.

In view of implications/consequences of the acts on the part of the

then EDO D.I.Khan, the penalty imposed on him does not appear 

commensurate with the gravity of his guilt, but since that matter isATTESTED
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/
/

./ not before us, we would stop short of making any order with 

respect to the departmental proceedings against him, but would, 

indeed, direct the respondent-department to recover the pay/salary 

paid to the illegally/irregularly appointed persons from the pension 

etc. of the then EDO instead of burdening the public exchequer for 

illegal/irregular acts on the part of the then EDO D.LKhan. 

No-doubt, an illegal/irregular and an order void ab-initio would not 

confer a right on the holder of such order, but an order passed by a 

competent authority in the discharge of his duty after obseiv^ance 

of codal formalities does confer right on the holder of such order to 

be heard in support of order in his. favour and his case decided

'v

IS'

I’

f.
(t)m

on

merit instead of a general order on the direction of some outside 

/ authority. If authorities are needed , one can readily refer to a 

number of cases including cases reported .as 1995 PLCfC.S') 41Q

{Lahore High Court), 2005 SCMR 1814 rSnpreme Co.in nf 

Pakistan), 2006 PLC (C.S) 1140(Northern Areas Chief Cniirty

2005 SCMR 85 (Supreme Court of Pakistan), 1987 PT.r (C.S) 868

(,b), 2007 SCMR 330 (Supreme Court of Pakistan), 2008 PI.P

(C.S) 582 (Northern Areas Chief Court), and 2007 MLD 70^

(Lahore). Undoubtedly, notices were not issued to the appellants

prior to the impugned order by the DCO D.LKhan , and they were 

never provided opportunity of hearing either by the ‘authority’

prior to passing of the impugned order or during inquiry/ scrutiny

proceedings by several committees during the pre and post period 

of impugned order. As such, the principle of audi-alteram partem 

was violated at all levels and at all stages, rendering the impugned.

ATT^TED

---- .
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order void and invalid, in respect of those who were found eligible

for the posts after observance of codal formalities.

There is no dispute that in the case of appointments, in BPS-1 to(g)

BPS-10, the appointing authority^ in view of notification of the 

Provincial Government dated 7^”^ October 2005jWas EDO and thus 

also competent authority for disciplinary matters*, whereas the

District Coordination Officer was appointing authority for officials

in BPS-11 to 15^ therefore, the impugned order in respect of the

appellants issued by the DCO D.I.Khan was an order by an

incompetent authority and not sustainable in law as held in cases

reported as 1983 PLC (C.S^ 354{'Service Tribunal Punjab). 2001

PLC (C.S) 1097. 2008 PLC (C.S^ 949 YLahore High CourtVand

1985 PLC fC.S) 1002. The contention of the respondents was that

the competent authority i.e. EDO D.I.Khan not only endorsed the 

impugned order issued by the DCO D.I.Khan and issued a letter 

for implementation of termination order but also issued

corrigendum thereby terminating the services of the appellants.

Apart from the fact that endorsement of the order of an

incompetent authority by the competent authority and follow up 

letter by him would not validate a void order issued by 

incompetent authority, the corrigendum issued after more than 8 

months of the impugned order would also not serve any useful 

purpose in view of PLD 2000 SC 104. as after issuance of 

termination order the department had become functus-officio.

It was urged on behalf of the respondents that recommendations of 

the Standing Committee of the Provincial Assembly assumed legal

an

(h)
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1
status following judgment/order dated 11.6.2009 of the Peshawar 

High Court, D.I.Khan Bench, whereby a clear direction was issued 

to act upon the inquiry report, but they lost sight of the fact that 

direction of any authority could absolve the departmental authority 

from following the law/rules on the subject and fulfill necessary 

legal requirements before passing the impugned order.

As a sequel to the foregoing-discussion, we would make the following

no '

9.

order’

(i) All the appeals of Junior Clerks, Lab. Assistants and Assistant Store 

Keeper(M) are dismissed with costs, being devoid of merit.

The appeal of Ms.Shahana Niazi (Service Appeal No. 2177/10) is 

accepted, and by settjng aside the impugned order, she is reinstated 

in service with consequential/back benefits.

GO

(iii) The appeals of the re^ of the appellants including PSTs(M&F), 

CTs(M&F), PETs(M&F), DMs(M&F), ATs(M&F), TTs(M&F)

and Qaris (M&F) are also accepted and impugned termination

order in their cases set aside, but instead of their outright

reinstatement, their cases are remanded/sent back to the Secretary,

Elementary & Secondary Education Department, Peshawar

(Respondent No.l) for reconsideration of the cases in the light of

above observations for reinstatement of the qualified appellants

and a speaking order in respect of those who are not found

qualified, by the competent authority, after affording opportunity 

of hearing to the said appellants through an efficient and fair

mechanism to be evolved for the purpose by him so as to ensure

compliance with the mandatory legal requirements on the one hand

ATHgTED

■4
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and integrity of the proceedings on the other. ! : -r .. Sinc^e matter 

has already been delayed inordinately, it is expected that the 

proposed exercise should not take more than three months, where­

after a progress report be submitted to the Registrar of the 

Tribunal.

The respondent-department should also look into claim of those 

appellants who have alleged performance of duty for considerable 

time after their appointment:., and if they are found to have actually 

performed duty for certain period, and, as such, entitled ,to - 

pay/salary for the period of the duty, legal procedure should be 

adopted for recovery of their claims from the then EDO D.I.Khan 

who has already been held responsible for appointments in­

question as a consequence of departmej^al proceedings 

him.

r

(iv)

W
w1

ANNOUNCED^
27.10.2011
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72010Service Appeal No.

Muhammad Ramzan (Ex-PTC) 

GPS T. Well Noor Alam 
Tehsil & District D.I.Khan......

Appellant

Versus

, through Secretary Elementary &
Govt, of K.P.K.
Secondary Education, Peshawar.1.

K.P.K.,'2. Director Elementary & Secondary Education 

Peshawar.
, D.I.Khan.3. District Coordination Officer

& SecondaryDistrict Officer (ElementaryExecutive 
Education) D.I.Khan

4.

Respondents

Of the NWFP Service
the

Appeal u/s 4
Tribunal Act, 1974 against

dated 04.09.2009,impugned order 

whereby the services of the appellant

has been terminated

of this appeal this 

be pleased
Prayer On acceptance

Honourable Tribunal may 

to set-aside the impugned order dated 

and the appellant be re-1 04.09.2009 

instated to his service with all his

back benefits

■ti
V •
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r;Counsel for the appellant,; M/S. Hidayatullah, S.O, Abbas Ali, S^O, 

Mashal Khan, L:0, Miss Nadia, A.D and Muhammad Nawaz,* ADO on behalf

's27.10:2011 ..

iiI
of the respondents with AAG present. Arguments heard and record perused.

connected appeal

i'

i
'£■i Vide detailed judgment of today, placed on 

No.1407/2010 titled ‘Abdul Salam-vs-Province of KPK through Secretary,

!■

.-.i
i;E&SE, Peshawar etc.’, the appeal of the appellant .is accepted and im^gned 

termination order in his/her case set aside, but instead of his/her outright 

reinstatement, his/her case is remanded/sent back to the Secretary, Elementary- 

& Secondary Education Department, Peshawar (Respondent No.l) for 

reconsideration of the case in the light of observations made in the judgment, 

for reinstatement of the qualified appellants and a speaking order in respect of

;
!-

!•

r
i
i.
L

those who are not found qualified, by the competent authority, after affording

efficient and fairopportunity of hearing to the appellant(s) through an 

mechanism to be evolved for the purpose by him so as to ensure compliance
i;

i:
with the mandatory legal requirements on the one hand and integrity of the 

proceedings on the other hand. Since the matter has already been delayed 

inordinately, it is expected that the proposed exercise should not take more than 

three months, where-after a progress report be submitted to the Registrar of the

r!'

i.

Tribunal.

‘ ' The respondent-department should also look into claim of .appellants

who have alleged perfomiance of duty for considerable time after_ their 

appointment, and if they are found to have actually performed duty for certain 

period, and, as such, entitled to pay/salary for the period of the duty, legal 

procedure should be adopted for recovery of their claims from the then EpO 

D.LKhan who has already been held responsible for appointments in-question 

consequence of departmental proceedings against him. 

however, be no order as to costs.

i

There shall.as a

attested ANNOUNCED
27.10.2011



nr.;..
;■■

.t __\>t 11/
. ..- .;/ i
' /.•^ / BEFORE THE KHYBEK PAKHTUNKHV\/A SERVICE TRIBUN 

' PESHAWAR.
■k . V
Q

■ 'A r'/*U

rl—-i -. ExecuLiCMi Petition No.
In Sen/ice Appeal No.2600/2010

/2016
■
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Muhammad Ramzan, Ex.PTC 
GPS T, Well Noor Alam 

Tehsil 8l District D.I Khan.

\/

■V \\\

PETTTIO,•
VERSUS. ■ js-'.'

i ■

k.

1. ;The Secretary, Education (E&SE), Department, Governm 
.of Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, Peshawar.

The Director, Education (E&SE), Department,-Governmei 
dfhyber Pakhtunr.hwa, Peshawar.

I
' I

The Executive District Officer,(E&SE), D.I Khan.

2.
.r.A.^ n

■:>

.j.

RESPONDE

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE 

RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE 
JUDGMENT DATED; 27.10.2011 OF THIS 
honourable tribunal in LETTER AND

SPIRIT.

Kiialld'SaidMuhammad Ram a,n pclivioner wUh counsel and M ^

respondent; pwsen,. K o!Cs^..v^-ac i ^ ^
: ; u, which in conTphnn.ee

inTplcinei’ilulU'n ou,.vi-

•r,Munal da.cd 27,10.1:!! iho se.v.cc.

24.02,201 /

order ol Onis0

.mh iuao>Ol' presem pelihu .ici

,ha doaumems is handed over m
uliiers have Ireen (eimm^d l,'op:v

Liiisel dm peuuoimr. To eome up
.■p; for delnil- arnunrenis

learned

l-I.D-hdilp/ hnfiiV k'h

CO4

i/ ..A,1 •' /I i
■ V- -m /•
L ' " Aif•/•I

' >

• ■ A,V

ATTESTED
-
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j': -lll^dFraCE ' 'I-IE EXECUTIVE DISTRICT OFFICER (E&SE) D.I.Khan

*r()RD]?,R:‘

claiccl 27-i0-20l! of ihe KI-IC Service Tribunal in service 
• appeal No. 1407/ :1010 and other connected appeals, committee headed by the Secretary to Govt, 

^ ; ol'Khyhcr Pakhtunkhwa (£&SE) Department considered the cases of the appellants and similar 
I placed persons and came to the conclusion that the appointment Oi the following PSTs (Male) 
|■;'■■.'was illegal, irreg ilar and void ab-inltio in terms of rule 10(2) of tneNWFP Civil Servants 
i'yl,(A;ppointment,,P omotion and Tran.sfer) Rules 1989 and prcscribu.d method of recruitment. On 
^p-phe recommend anon ol' the eommittce contained at page 103-10^:' of the enquiry report, their so 
ilip called services a;e hereby Lcrminaijec-t-r--**^

'In pursuance of c
r

It

■■ ;•

No.^
-Aiip.ciil tatitc of :ippc.llaiU icilliuF’s [Natiic .Sdiuii!'"T

-M
--^SRS/lO 'iu'iq l-luo;;ai:i Gluilain Qa;,i GPS Ghuuisun■k.
TNil'V..'ff' W /liil'ik Abckir Itaslud i-lajl Malik Rasiiid - GPS Sakliani

.•r:
Nil thoukal Imran Mviliammad Nawaz. GPS Urn; '• Buba•'A

,4.d
2391/10 '/iiilianmvad Sal'dar Miiliammad Azam GPS t<.ol Mclisudan Band ICnrai

'5 2036/10 \Ua Muiiammad Aikiluiadi - Gl'S Mujia1®IS . 6 3.1.02/10 \bdul Gl'-afar Shar Muhammad GPS Udv/al

T' y 264-8/10 Abdul Saoed Khan Alimad CPS Asghan Khcl

8. 2372/10 i'aiz RasoolMuhammad Aaif GPS No.l Kaiah Kiri Baz Muiiammad ■9 ‘'2052/10 Miihainmad Naacm Muhammad Ibrahim i GPS Jhuka lOar/Din Pur

10 1893/10 AulfMchmood Abdul Aziz GPS Jliokc Dalai

2090/10:x:>' Sailin' ................
Kliiilitl Muliuiijoi! I''lia

Soiia Idliaii GPS Nil. 4 Kuladii/GI’S Mo,2 Maddi 
(il'.S .iainlhir Alnliil(dlaiidi'y I'liJiiiM i jii I

21.14/10 Muhammad Shahid I'alik Slier 
Muliaiuin'.iil II;

GPS Talgai

M066/1 (J MiiliaiiiiiiaU Aiilaiii GP;', Ihiikr llaklianlII r /:i: I

-0(5- .-2626/11 
p^TTTd/Tu

Ghulam Abid Shall Chulam Abbas Shah GPS .Audwal/GPS Joke Dar
MuiiiUi/. Aliiiiad Gl)ulaiii Aklnu GI’S .ilnika Dai / Abdul l''.hd

7r494/l6. ' Muhammad Javed

K i hiyau.illnli 
Muhanimad All

17 Malik Allah Naw^az GPS .Aslam .Abad/Kala Gorh
ik 1721/10 Sai'fara'z GPS Jhock Daar

:..t9 ;27.'24/10 Malik .Allah VAis'aya CPS Sliceslia / GPS Rora•
■'20- 2'i'01/10 MuliaminaU Kiialilur Rclunan j GI-’S Moor Pur Paliyar

GPS Juk Aji.in DLiC/No.l Kor Essa K.ian

1-laji Fazal Rchman
Ei='2:r:''d455/io Ghulam .-kbbas Maula Dad

■•22 Nit Muhammad Javed Muiiammad Iqbal GPS Sdioallian/Khanu Kliel
■.G3 -Nil • 'Muhilmmad Ishfaci Muhammad MuslUaq GPS l.lmer Khel
•24 2640/'!0 Sheikh Muhammad Zahid Sheikh Giiulam zXkbei GPS Bail Kchci'i/GP.S Malik

Mir/Ohapanwali
2-5 M989/,I0

W* • l'
Syed Muhammad Abdullah S.Nnzar 1 Uissain GPS Kachi Khasorc
Shah

-2'S53/1C>■■26 Qamar ,M J,an Muhammad'1 Gi-’S Kachi Kalh Gaih
Nil''> •27 Karam Eiahi Kh'.ida Baksh GPS Basil Zangadaa Wall

•215 l-'t;) ;/U) Umai 1 layni K! Kliaii Muhainiiuul CU'S Uu/.ilar/ ICIri Mnlaiiii
•29 1425/10 Muhammad Aslam ' Muhammad |-!us-.,ai; CPS Jhokc Rind/GPS Wanda Buchra

‘-30 2377/10 Muhamiiuiil lumail GP.S

■f]

licfiE'

■■Ask W

. •;



.4

Chnh Pni Wala
GPS CliahSohna Kiv.\nMai'-lur

Abbass
653 2127/10 Hussain Khan'S

GPS SakaiMlarAlia
iViuhannnacl

69'*, I Nil ! . Asmal Ullali
Lashari_______

' ivUihainniac! 
i Aslam

696, I^O'IS/IO ' Muhammad 
Amjad Khan

'697 1797/30 luhfaci Ahmad
v-ai-/. ..

junabi
GPS ShalaHaq Nawaz'Nil.695- Sharif/Moga
GPS Miichi Wal/Shoukiu

Hayai • Gandi Asl^iq
U

GPS BaliPaiv.iiUah-•
SVahi/llalta '
Kniachi
Gi’S KiaraGluiiim

Qasim
Munawai'
ljii:::;ain

69S!'3P87/IC Bculuiral.v; Appointed byc.
ri ■. ■■■

Gl'S KaliiAllaji Nawaz,Tariq 1-kiscain.2305/10699 Qalaj\der
GPS MassuniRu:;lam KImnShoiikai AliNil700
CPS Kachi DaqarZawar

Hiir.sain
..........

Mohammad
Bakhsli

Mohammad 
'I'aip Mhali

Nil701

Gl'SMoiKunnoid
Rashid

702 .2525/ 0 Tcckan/Kvuai
GPS WandaGhulam

Hussain
Ghulam Baho703 2806/10

Shesha / No. I
I'ahai pur
CPS Haji KhclRaza . 

Mohantmad
Mehmoob
Ulbhi_____
Mohammad
Imran

70'1 Nil

GPSNo.3
ljlKha_n_............
GPS Aman Ahad

Mmnla/.
Khan

705 1885/10

•;Muhamatl
Nawaz

Muhammad
Ibrahim

706 201V10

707 7.6 GPS Tube Weil 
Nnm Alain 
GPS Milhp'ur 
Khuid

Muhammaz
Ay.i I.
i-aziil t-hvliT

Muhammail
Kain'z.an4 00/ 0
Ghulam
Ahha:;
Muhammad
Gulzar

708

Gl'S riandi A.vhicjGhulam
Sarwar

.709 M.-O
I

V:.*-

•rXECUTlVB'blSTRlCT OFFICER 
-:E&S£) D.l.Khan

Dated D.l.!s.haii the f Q/x- Ix-o f2^EndsK0. do /
Copy {"ii’ informaiion to;

\. P.S to Secretary (E&SE) KPK.
, .2; P.A to Director (£&,SE) Peshawar.

3. District Coordination OlTiccr D.i.lChan.
6. ■ District Officer (E&.SE) (M/F) D.i.lChan 
5. All concerned. i' •

i ,

EXECUTIVE-DISTRICT oVfICER 
(E^izSE) D.l.lChaii

>0
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BEFORE THE MON’BLE CHAIRMAN. K'llVm. R FAKIITLINKIIWA. 
SERVICE TRIBUNAT/PESHAWAR

f.
I

-)
ffi. V

;• "i)'.

l. HxccLilion Applicalion No. ( /20I2 •i-.

H-

Akhtar Zaman S/0 Aiamgir Khan R/0 Garra Hayat. Dera Ismai] Khan

U
, '.'.A /

Petitioner
•vV

i.Versus
I. Secretary to Government oriChyb'er PaklUunklnva 1-lomcnlary and Sccon^iry 

Education Department, Peshawar.

I;

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Region. D.I.Khan. *,f

i
i:
••i

Rcs[)(nulciils t

Application under section 7 (2) (d) of
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service

li

Tribunal Act 1974 for execution of"T.
order dated 27-10-2011 passed in■

; service appeal No. 1407/2010.
. ‘'k

•i

■I ‘ <

C RESPECTFULLY SHEWITU,

Short facts giving rise to the present execution application are as under;

i
i 1. That the petitioner was appointed as. Constahle (B-5) in

j
•■‘f

the Police' Department, D.I.Khan Region on'27-07-2007
> :
(copy ,Annex-A). He applied through proper channel for 

' -■'' ' ’ . . • ' " ■ k ^

the post of Primary School Teacher (PST, B-7} in thd.
.V.'-' ' . ■. ,

Education Department (Copy Annex-B & C). He 

selected as PTC teacher on l-y-2()()7 (Copy Annex-D). 

After relieving from .the Police Department, he assumed

f

was

:

! r

?!

ATT^JED
I ■

/

J
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f / tChybiT Ptikhtunkh-A/Q Ij jicoiiudAridi: IGP/Co'i naudont F-KP

Constable of District Clkhan as. ccnstabic
;

[0
. yf.*,,) ■;7in20'‘> exficution !.'eUiion NCJ of Sei vicr.

;

Tnbo.uVl r.h'/bpr P.iV.hlunkl'.w.V
'• - •'

■ • osi-iar Jnntan ,s ncrcSy adjostcd as constable in

m Dlkhnnitanc" bonobts ol seiviCC baisivoi,

.77.10,20.11,

dccordine to judfimont 6Atr.r\

-----
wt^~ •IDeputy Cdmm.pndani 

Frontier fteserv^Qllcc 
Khyber PnHhtankhwa Pcshav^ar/!

!

/tcNy..
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