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None present on behalf of the petitioner. Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, 

Deputy District-Attorney alongwith Muhammad Kamran, ADO (Legal) for 

the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents has submitted copy of office order 

dated 09.03.2020, whereby the petitioner has been reinstated into 

Government service w.e.f. 26.02.2019 till final decision of of CPLA by the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan. In pursuance to his reinstatement, the

24.11.2021

petitioner was also adjusted at GPS Sheikh Yousaf, D.I.Khan against 

vacant post of PST (BPS-12) and his pay released w.e. from the decision

It seems that theof this Tribunal dated 26.02.2019. Copy placed on file, 

petitioner is satisfied with the execution of the judgment at his credit and

is not interested in further pursuit of the execution petition at hands. The 

petition at hands is, therefore, consigned to the record room. If the 

judgment of this Tribunal is maintained by the August Supreme Court of 

Pakistan, the petitioner, would be at liberty to file fresh execution petition, 

if any portion of the judgment remained unimplemented.

CN^man
Camp Court, D.I.Khan
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Nemo for petitioner.26.10.2021

Mr. Asif Masood AN Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. 

Kamran Khan ADO (Litigation) for respondents present.

Representative of respondents submitted copy of salary slip and 

office order Edst: No. 15837-46/F.PST/ADEO dated 04.09.2020 whereby, 

the petitioner is adjusted at GPS Sheikh Yousaf Dera Ismail Khan against 

the vacant post of PST in BPS-12 and his pay has been released from the 

date of his taking over -charge at that post. Record shows that the 

judgment of this Tribunal has been implemented.
t

Previous date was changed on the basis of Note Reader, therefore, 

notice be issued to petitioner and his counsel for 24.11.2021 before S.B at 

Camp Court, D.I. Khan.

U
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) 
CAMP COUR D.I KHAN
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Petitioner with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Jan, learned DDA 

alongwith Kamran ADO for respondents.present.
Learned counsel for the petitioner has referred to the order 

sheet dated 27.10.2020, whereby this Hon'ble Triubnal has referred 

to the order/judgment dated 26.02.2019, and reinstatement order 
of the petitioner was made by the District Education Officer D.I. 
Khan on 09.03.2020 which was to reckoned w.e.f 26.02.2019 but 
the District Accounts Officer who has raised^ the queries by 

precluding the petitioner from receiving benefits was summoned by 

this Tribunal vide order dated 27.10.2020, but he did not turned up. 
The respondent department is directed to allow the back benefits to 

the petitioner w.e.f 26.02.2019. To come up for implementation on 

27.01.2021 before-S.B at Camp Court, D.I Khan.

25.11.2020

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E) 

Camp Court, D.I.Khan

✓

Nemo for the petitioner. Mr. Muhammad Rashid, 

DDA for respondents present.

25.03.2021

On the last date of hearing the case was 

adjourned on the strength of Reader note, therefore 

notices shall be issued to the petitioner/counsel as well 

as to the respondents for submission of implementation 

report.

Adjourned to 2^.06.2021 before S.B at camp 

court D.I.Khany

A^'

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E) 

Camp Court D.I.Khan
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has been withheld/stayed, therefore, the Tribunal is left with no
^ 'r.fi",

option but to proceed with the execution process. As regards the

principle laid down by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan that 

when there is no work there is no pay, in utmost deference to 

that very judgment reported in 2003 SCMR 228 that has 

obviously been pressed into service in the appeal as no back 

benefits were allowed to petitioner and that issue has already 

been settled by the Tribunal. At the moment the payment of that 

benefits is involved which accrued after pronouncement of 

judgment by the Services Tribunal, therefore, the authority 

referred to cannot be pressed into service at this stage when the 

issue has already been adjudicated. These are the benefits 

accrued with effect from 26.02.2019 and again not prior to that 

date. Since the reinstatement order of petitioner was made by 

the District Education Officer (Male) D.I.Khan on 09.03.2020 

which was to be reckoned with effect from 26.02.2019, 

therefore, he has rightly made the case before the District 

Accounts Officer D.I.Khan who has raised the queries by 

precluding petitioner to receive the benefits therefore, he has to 

be summoned for 25.11.2020 for explaining his position in this 

regard before S.B at Camp Court, D.I.Khan.

(MUHAMMAD JAMA 
MEMBER 

CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN

--A- ■ -'>av
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1
judgment of this Tribunal was implemented by virtue of offfce 

order dated 09.03.2020 passed by District Education Officer 

(Male) D.I.Khan to be effective from 26.02.2019. The issue of 

back benefits has been settled by the judgment of this Tribunal 
as the appeal was allowed sans back benefits. Since the 

judgment of the Services Tribunal has been given effect at a 

belated stage therefore, petitioner was rightly precluded from 

placing any claim with regard to the period for which he has not 
rendered any duty or performed any work and when there is no 

work there is no pay which is the golden principle governing the 

issue being laid down by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan. 
When the department , realized their error it issued 

corrigendum/office order whereby petitioner was reinstated into 

government service with effect from 09.03.2020 instead of 

26.02.2019 in accordance with the decision of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, therefore, the learned Deputy 

District Attorney defended the vey stance of the respondents.
It is an admitted fact that the service appeal of the 

appellant/petitioner was accepted and he was reinstated in 

service with immediate effect without any back benefits. Now the 

authority was required to give effect to the judgment of the 

august Tribunal, obviously the judgment of the Service Tribunal 
was to be made efficacious since 26.02.2019 and In this regard it 
must have been complied with no sooner did the copy of the 

judgment was communicated nevertheless, the District Education 

Officer (Male) D.I.Khan issued the very office order although 

reinstating the petitioner with effect from 26.02.2019 but with 

an inordinate delay of more than an year which is not the fault of 

petitioner and he cannot be deprived of the benefits arising 

there-from. Again the anomaly or lapses in this regard can never 

stand as an impediment in his way of receiving that benefits 

which accrued in his favour after the announcement of 

judgment. A civil servant cannot be punished for the omissions 

of others. As far as the question of pendency of CPLA In the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan is concerned whatever may be 

the decision of, the hon'ble court it has to be complied with 

accordingly however, at the moment neither the judgment of this 

august Tribunal passed on 26.02.2019 has been suspended nor 

the current execution petition pending in this Service Tribunal

4.
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Petitioner in person alongwith Mr. Umer Farooq, Advoca^27.10.2020

are present. Mr.' Muhammad Jan, Deputy District Attorney 

alongwith representative of the department Mr. Muhammad 

Kamran, ADO (Litigation) are also present.

Learned counsel for petitioner submitted that by virtue of 

the judgment dated 26.02.2019 passed by this august Service 

I Tribunal petitioner the then appellant was reinstated in service 

; with immediate effect without any back benefits. By virtue of the 

office order dated 09.03.2020 he was reinstated in to 

government service with effect from 26.02.2019 subject to the 

decision of CPLA pending adjudication in the Hon'ble Supreme 

j Court of Pakistan. His pay was released in the light of decision of 

I Hon'ble Service Tribunal with effect from 26.02.2019. When his 

’ case was submitted to the District Accounts Officer D.I.Khan it
i- )
' was observed by the latter that due to belated compliance of the 

' decision of the Services Tribunal, reinstatement order dated 

! 09.03.2020 was issued to be efficacious from 26.02.2019 which 

i is contrary to the decision of august Supreme Court of Pakistan 

as when there is no work there is no pay which is unprecedented 

. having no sanctity under the prevailing rules therefore, the
fr

i District, Education Officer (Male) D.I.Khan was requested to 

revise reinstatement order with immediate effect by 

: simultaneously withdrawing the aforesaid adjustment order and\^ 

; then resubmitting the case for consideration and he was for^

‘ warned of his responsibility for losses and control of expenditure 

under para-23 of GFR Volume-I. The District Education Officer 

later on again requested the District Accounts Officer D.I.Khan 

' by virtue of a letter dated 29.07.2020 to reconsider the case of 

. petitioner however, his efforts in this regard did not materialize 

A and his response was the same vide letter bearing No,. PR- 
/ II/DAO-DIK/2019-20/453-56 dated 24.07.2020. The learned 

j, counsel submitted that the anomalies if any are there on the part
f ‘

: of respondents and there is no fault on his part and he is being 

; punished for nothing.

On the other hand, learned Deputy District Attorney 

: submitted that the judgment of this Service Tribunal has been 

challenged in CPLA before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan 

which is still pending adjudication. He further submitted that the

2.
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P.f^/2020 Due to COVID-19 the case is adjourned. To come 

up for the same ! If /2020 at Camp Court, D.I 

Khan

/f/2020 Due to COVID-19 the case is adjourned. To come 

up for the same ^-^/^/2020 at Camp Court, D.I 

Khan

22.09.2020 Petitioner present in person.

Hr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney alongwith 

Muhammad Kamran ADEO for respondents present.

At the very outset, office order in respect of 

reinstatement of the petitioner was produced before the 

Tribunal vide which he was adjusted at GPS Sheikh Yousaf 

D.I.Khan and his pay was also released w.e.f the decision of 

this Tribunal dated 26.02.2019.

Another office order/corrigendum was produced by the 

petitioner vide which he was adjusted with immediate effect 

but his pay was released from the date of his taking over 

charge at that post. Representative as well as learned District 

Attorney is directed to apprise this Tribunal in respect of these 

two different office orders in the light of judgment of this 

Tribunal on 27.10.2020 before S.B at Camp Court D.I Khan.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, D.I Khan
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25.02.2020

.248/2019

Counsel 'for the petitioner and Mr. Usman Ghani,

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad Kamran, ADO 

[Litigation] for the respondents present.

Record reveals that after dismissal from service, the 

petitioner filed service appeal which was accepted, the 

impugned order was set-aside, the petitioner was reinstated 

with immediate effect but without back benefits and the 

respondent-department was directed to keep the appellant 

under special report vide judgment dated 26.02.2019 but the 

respondent-department has not implemented the judgment of 

this Tribunal so far, therefore, respondents are directed to 

implement the judgment of this Tribunal on or before the next 

date positively otherwise, coercive measures would be 

adopted against the respondents. To come up for 

implementation report on 24.03.2020 before S.B at Camp 

Court D.I.Khan.

[M. an Kundi)1'

Member
Camp Court D.l.Khan
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22/10/2019 Since tour to D.I.Khan has been cancelled To come 

for the same on 26/11/2019.

a*'
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None present on behalf of the petitioner. Mr. Ziaullah 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad Kamran, 

ADO (Litigation) for the respondents present. Notice be issued to 

■ petitioner and his counsel for attendance for 28.01.2020 before 

S.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan.

26.11.2019

:r^

,1''

M- /f
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
Camp Court D.I.Khan

28.01.2020 Petitioner in person and Mr. Usman Ghanf District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad Kamran, ADO (Litigation) 

for the respondents present. Petitioner requested for 

adjournment on the ground that his counsel is not available 

today due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar 

Council. Adjourned to 25.02.2020 for further proceeding 

before S.B at Camp Court D.I.Khan.
C •j,'

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.I.Khan



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Execution Petition No. 248/2019

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Umar Irfan
i

submitted today by Mr. Ahrhad Ali Advocate may be entered in the 

relevant register and put up to the Court fd^ proper order please.

19.06.20191

This execution petition be put up before touring S. 
Bench at D.l.Khan on

2-

CHAIRMAN

Petitioner in person present. Notice be issued to 

respondents for implementation report for 22.10.2019 before f.B 

a: Camp Court D.l.Khan. '

:he28.0^.2019

(Munammaa Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court D.l.Khan
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BEFORE H0N*BLB KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR, CAMP AT D.I.KHAN.

SMRCivil Misc/Execution Petition No. of2019

Muhammad Umar Irfan Vs. Govt, of K.P.K. etc
Execution Petition

Index

S# Partidilars of Documents Annexure Page No.

Execution Petition1. /

Copy of the Service Appeal 
No.1069/20172. A

3. Copy of the Judgment dated 26.02.2019 B'

4. Vakalatnama

Yours Humble Petitioner

(Muhamn^d Omar Irfan) 
Through Counsel

.Dt •June, 2019
Ahmad Ali 

cate Supreme Court

Miss Shumaila Awan 
Advocatels High Court, D.I.Khan.

• %•
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BEFORE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRlBUNAlfCT
PESHAWAR, CAMP AT D,LKHAN. O

-C
CivU Misc./Execution Petition No. ^ Diary No.szof 2019

★

A.Or/ceTo'^
Muhammad Umar Irfan, son of son- of Muhammad Usman, caste 
Saddozai, resident of Mohallah Garhi Saddozai, D.I.Khan.

PETITIONER

VERSUS

Secondary Education Department, Peshawar.y

Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Elementary & 
Secondary Education Department, Peshawar.

Director, Elementary & Secondary Education, - Khyber’ 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

1.

2.

3.

District Education Officer (Male), Elementary 86 Secondary 
Education Department, D.I.Khan.

Sub-divisional Education Officer (Male) (concerned) Elementary 
85 Secondary Education, D.I.Khan..

4.

5.
>■

RESPONDENTS

Petition under Section 7(2)(d) of the K.P.K. Province 

Service Tribunals Act, 1974, for execution of the 

Judgment dated 26.02.2019, passed in Service 

Appeal No. 1069/2017.

Respectfulhi ShewetK r

i. ThaTthe petitioner filed-service appeal No. 1069/2017 before this 

. Honourable Tribunal seeking his reinstatement by cancellation 

of Notification-dated 21.08.2017 and office order No. 10775 da^ed 

22.04.2017. Copy of the service appeal is enclosed as Annexure

j -

,/
•p.

if'

A.

'I.
/

■ /
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ii. That the said service appeal came up for final hearing before this 

Honourable Tribunal oh 26.02.2019 and vide judgment of 

dated this Honourable Tribunal was pleased to reinstate the 

petitioner with immediate effect without any back benefit. Copy 

of the Judgment dated 26.02.2019 is enclosed as Annexure B.

even

That it is pertinent to mention here that the petitioner for the 

purpose of back benefits, has filed a civil petition for leave to 

appeal before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan which is

iii.

pending till date.

That now about four months have been passed to the ibid 

Judgment, but official respondents are not taking into account 

the rights of petitioner as to his reinstatement in line with ibid 

Judgment dated 26.02.2019; and instead they are delaying the 

matter without any justified reason.

iv.

That the petitioner has no other source of income and owing to 

delay in reinstatement of petitioner, petitioner is under heavy 

financial constraints and his family has been suffering from 

starvations.

V.

I'\

That valuable and vested right of petitioner, as declared by this 

Honourable Tribunal, are being refused by official respondents, 

therefore, petitioner has been constrained to file present petition 

for the execution of Judgment dated 26.02.2019 of this 

Honourable Tribunal in Service Appeal No.1069/2017.

Vi.

That this Honourable Tribunal in view of the clause (d), sub­

section (2) of section 7 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service

vii.

f
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Tribunals Act, 1974, is having the powers to execute its 

judgments.

viii. That the counsel for petitioner may be allowed to 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

argue

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that by executing the judgment 

dated 26.02.2019 in Service Appeal No. 1069/2017 of this Honourable 

Tribunal, respondents may please be directed to implement the 

in. the letter and spirit and to reinstate the petitioner from the date of 

said judgment.

same

(y
Yours Humble Petitioner

L

(Muhammad Omar Irfan) 
Through Couc/sel

.Dt June, 2019
f ^hmad Ali 

Aavocai:e Supreme Court

Miss Shumaila Awan 
Advocates High Court, D.l.Khan.

VERIFICATION: AFFIDAVIT: I, the petitioner, do 
hereby solemnly affirm and 
declare on oath that all the 
Para-wise contents of above 
petition are true & correct to 
the best of my knowledge and 
belief and nothing has been 
deliberately coneealed from this 
Honourable Tribunal.

It is solemnly affirmed that the 
contents of this petition are 
true and correct to the best of 
my knowledge and belief.

n

Fbtitioner
Deponent
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Before the Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal, Peshawar./ Khyhcr

/ a■ Service Appeal No. of 2017 m
m.1

H: 1Muhammad Umar Irfan, son of son of Muhammad Usman, caste 
Saddozai, resident of Mohallah Garhi Saddozai, D.l.Khan

x
Appellant V-i

VERSUS I

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Elementary & 
Secondary Education Department, Peshawar.
Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Elementaiy & 
Secondary Education Department, Peshawar.
Director, Elementary “ & Secondary Education, Kliybcr 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Education Oftlcer (Male),. Elementary & Secondary 
Education Department, D.l.Khan.
Sub'divisional Education Officer (Male) (concerned) Elementary 

. & Secondary Education, D.l.Khan.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

:
Respondents

!

4 bit'THE KPK Service’

AGAIN^ .NptlinCATION BEARING

Nb.i:i4/AiPPEAL of PST(M) 

D.LKh^; ^ of ate Respondent No.3
OFFICE OF

R^Ebi®ENr®b;%^^REBV 

Orde^ iE^NG l^ii:(i775 DATED 22.04.2017,

\

I

;
•IIL- ■ ,•

- r'i

;; Flled.,<:rh-<[|ay ■£

WAS I'I

;
Ivcgis t JT

i
I

;
Prayer: !

t.
To PtEASfe TAKE COGNIZANCE OF THIS SERVICE APPEAL AND 

BY SETIING ASite OHE NOTIFICATION BEARING r.
ENDSTi ^Nb;4783-g5:/F; Nq.114/Appeal 

^D^teHApbATOb 21;.ba:i?bi 7,^A As Dismissal from

SERVieghOteEFt bearing No. 10775 dated 22.04.2017

r. ;
!- OF PST(M)

Ii
I ' sii. i ;

»I (
I)

r*- , ;'I- •1.
■I, • 1

IS !.7 .

j t •I ;1I

>:i: r\
i'i.:!■ .; hi•:[ rrr V .<1 iI- :'r
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RESPECTFULI/Y SHEWETHi.

School Teacher 

15.62.1996 ■■
that the appellant was appointed as Primary

dated1.
letter No.880-98 

where-after

trahsfer/adjustment order bearing
26.02.1996 IAnnexure Bj was posted as 

Kotla Saidan; and thereafter appellant

appointmentvide appellant vjde• the'
Endst. No'.U60-75^ated

(Annexure
1^

vM
Govt. Primary School

transferred to Govt.was

Primary School No.6, D.l.Khan 1

f
2. . That the appellant after taking over the charge of the post of

■ Primary School Teacher, started to perform his ofncal dut.e.s 

, diligence and devotion. Copy of the Service Book

a

1 \ \
■-}
fi- with due care 

of appellant is enclosed as Annexure C.
I

'3s

3. That thereafter the appellant vide transfer letter bearing Endst.

No.3088-93 clated 11.10.2004 the appellant

School No.6 to Govt. Primary School Kat

3?

transferredwas

••1 . from Govt. Primary
Kachi Paind Khan. The Appellant was relieved from Govt.

4

•i
Primary School No.6, D.l.Khan and accordingly took the charge

12.10.2004.

.i
1
5 at Govt. Primaiy School Kat Kachi Paind Khan

of the transfer letter bearing Endst. No.3088-93. dated

on

1 Copies
11.10.2004, Relieving Chit are

1
enclosed as Annexure D & E

respectively.:

Endst. No.2394-:99 dated
■ i

transferred from
4. That vide transfer letter bearing

18.03.2013 (Annexure F). the appellant was 

GPS Kat Kachi Paind Khan, to GPS Basti TarcCn D.l.Khan;
i

•1
meanwhile the appellant vide letter datedhowever, in the 

22.03.2013 (Annexure G1 was directed to work in the office of
D.l.Khan; thus appellant

attest 1
:■

OfficerEducationDisaict
accordingly started to work in office.

»
§ ^■Xa■i

rC.s'fijvy^r
%

ii
I

I
Is

f
t I'2f !
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5.^ That the appellant was then relieved from duties in d.e office of 

respondent No.4 and was adjusted againstjthe vac.xnt post at , 
Govt. Primary School Singhar, D.I.Khan, vide Cffice^Order 

bearing Endst. No. 12364-68.dated 21-.08.2014. The appellant 

accordingly took over the charge at Govt. Primary,‘School
■ i

Singhar on 23.08.2014. Copies of the Office Order, bearing 

Endst. No.12364-68 dated 21.08.2014 and charge report dated 

23.08.2014 are enclosed as Annexure H 6s I respectively. ■

/
i

;•
i

/

' ; r

'.I, ('

6. That on.23.09.2014 vide Office Order bearing Endst. No. 17856- 

57 dated 23.09.2014, the respondent No.4 cancelled the Office 

Order No.12364-68 dated 21.08.2014 (Annexure I). Copy of the
'I- .Office Order bearing Endst. No. 17856-57 dated 2v3.09.2014 is\

!
I

t

;
enclosed as Annexure J. i;

:i. [ •

/
That after cancellation of his transfer at G.P.S. Singhar the . 

respondents due to malafide and without any justified reason
^ ‘ I

did not assign any place of duty to the appellant and also not 

allowed him to perform duties in the office. The appellant time 

and again requested the respondents No.4 5 orally ais well as 

through written applications to adjust him against the post of

Primary School Teacher at any Primary School. But! . . .

respondents turned a deaf ear towards repeated rcjquests of the 

appellant and thereby the appellant left without; any place of 

duty. Copies of applications are enclosed as Annexure K,

7.

,1
j

:
That the respondents just after issuing the Office Order 

No. 12364-68 dated 21.08.2014 (Annexure I), stopped'monthly 

salaiy of appellant w.e.f. August-2014. Thus aggrieved of the 

stoppage of his salary and non-posting of appellant at any 

school, the appellant filed a Writ Petition before Honourable 

Peshawar High Court, D.I.Khan Bench. Certified copy of W.P. 

No. 260-D/2015 is enclosed as Annexure L,

8.

■

;

I

r ■ •
jI
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eanwhile respondents issued letLi-r No. 1181 dated

calling therein
That in the m
13.10.2014 to the appellant along with othe

provide details of their appointment,the explanation and to
respondents wrongfully initiated 

on account of
postings and transfers

Departmental Proceedings against the appellant 

alleged wilful absence from duty. Appellant submitted reply of 

the said letter. Copies of the letters No. 1181 datpd

etc as

13.10.2014

and reply are enclosed as Annexure M & M^. respectively.

initiatedthereafter departmental proceedings were
That
against the appellant on 

appellant from duties
fact that the appellant

the basiJi of alleged absence of

w.e.f. 12.10.2004 to 21.08.2014 despite 

each time appeared before 

respondents and requested tor his adjustrnept/posting. 
Thereafter the respondent No.4 vide oj-nce Order:^ bearing 

Endst. No.l4576-82/DEO.Estab(P) (jlated ! 12.08.2015

. Nevertheless; in' Service ‘

the

: I.

dismissed the appellant from service
bearing No,34/2016, this Honourable Jribunal vide

pleased to set aside the said
Appeal
Judgment dated 24.10.2016 

office order 12.08.2015 and reinstated the appelant fbr the 

purpose of de-novo inquiry to be conducted within 60 days after 

the receipt of judgment. Copies of the Office Order bearing 

Endst. No.l4576-82/DEO.Estab(P) dated 12;p8.2ai5 and

was

Judgment dated 24.10.2016 in Service Appeal No.34/2016 are 

respectively enclosed as Annexure N g& O.

That the judgment was received to the respondent No.4 and de- 

novo inquiry was started into the matter but the same was not 
conducted in accordance with law nor the same was concluded 

within 60 days as was directed by this Honourable Tribunal.
I

Appellant was not associated with the inquiry proceedings 

except that the inquiry officer directed the appellant for reply of 

questionnaire and to submit his (appellant’s) stance in writing, 
which appellant submitted accordingly. Mdreover, report of 

said de-novo inquiry was not eommunicated to the appellant

1• i

i\\
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nor final show cause notice was given to the appellant rather 

pondent No.4 vide office order bearing No. 10775 dated
t •

§ the res
22.04.2017 dismissed the appellant from service on the basis

Copies of the Questionnaire and written

?
ISî
 ... of alleged absence, 

reply of the appellant 
of office order

enclosed as Annexure P whereas, 
bearing No. 10775 dated 22.0^.2017 is

aretj

copy
enclosed as Annexure R.S

1 !■HinI
12. That discontented with the Office. Order bearjnfe No.l0775 

dated 22.04.2017 the appellant preferred a |departmental 

appeal to the respondent No.3. Respondent No.3' rejected the 

departmental appeal vide Notification bearing Endst. No.4783- 

85/F. No.ll4/Appeal of PST(M) D.I.Khan dated ,21.08.2017. 

The said Notification was received to appellant through the

28.08.2017. Copy of the

i # ' ■;

.1

I
$

I;iiI
I

office of respondent No.4 
Notification bearing Endsh No.4783-85/F. No. IK/Appcal of 

PST(M) D.I.Khan dated 21.08.2017 is enclosed as Annexure S.l 

of the departmental appeal is enclosed as

on

Iii
n- whereas copy

Annexure S-11

aggrieved of the Notification bearing Endst; No.47i83- 

. No.l 14/Appeal of PST{M) D.I.Khan dated 21.08.2^17 of 

the respondent No.3 and also dis-satisfied with the office order 

No.l0775 dated 22.04.2017 of the respondent;No.4,
and his

A' 13. That 
85/F

I
Si'

i bearing
the appellant wants cancellation of the same 

reinstatement through the present Service appeal on,-inter alia,
. rrx

ii
tI

■ the following grounds:/

V
I GROUNDS;'iI ' ' 'j 1.

That the impugned Notification bearing Endst No.4783-85/F.H. i.
No.ll4/Appeal of PST(M) D.I.Khan dated 21.08.2017 of the 

respondent No.3 and impugned office order bearing No. 10775 

dated 22.04.2017 of the respondent No.4, arc against law &

:
,;Iit ATfi's .1-I

tedA'
malafide and: against thefacts, illegal, unlawful, based 

admitted realities thus, the same is liable to be set aside.

on

I )
t: ‘l/r.

^‘V'Her S'i'i

I (
is t ; i;

ff!;:
I?'"r

i

'4



1

-
I

v:
i

i

u: That vide judgment dated 24.10.2016 of this Honourable

Tribunal, passed in service appeal No.34/20l6, respondents 

were directed to hold de-novo inquiry in the matter, and to 

conclude the same within 60 days after the receipt of judgment. 

But neither the inquiry was concluded within 60 days nor the 

de-iiovo inquiry was conducted in accordance with law. 

Therefore, both the impugned Notification and order are liable 

to be set aside.

;

!

That during de-novo inquiry no fresh charge or statement of - 

allegations were communicated to the appellant; rather 

appellant was directed to answer the questionnaire of inquiry 

officer and to submit his written reply; which appellant did. 

Thereafter, appellant was not' associated with the inquiry 

proceedings and all the proceedings in de-novo inquiry have 

been conducted in the absence and at the back of appellant. 
Thus, disrnissal of appellant from such 

warranted under the law.

Hi. >.

\

in

-I . an inquiry is not

That no statement of any witness was recorded in, the presence 

of appellant nor tlic appellant was afforded with opportunity to 

examine any such witness to safeguard his valuable 

rights. De-novo Inquiiy proceedings are violative of the Rplc 11 

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency arid 

Discipline) Rples, 2011; hence, a great injustice has been, done
I

to the appellant.

iv.if-

cross

i

I
That inquiry report was not communicated to the appellant. i 
Also, the appellant was not given final show-cause, nptice as 

required under sub-Rule (4) of Rule 14 of the

V.

If. • !
Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency.and Disciplihe) 

Rules, 2011. Hence, the dismissal from service order is havirig .

sanctity and is liable to be set aside by setting aside 

the impugned Notification of The rejection of depkmental ■ 
appeal.

4Tr ' C*
H'
1
1

A

J

is no wilful, deliberate and intentional ab^dnee 

the part of appellant, previously, when appellant was serving in

)
I

oni

i
f.-

!■

I

••
S-

T"'\ rr!■
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;

;
GPS Basti Tareen D.I.Khan; however, in the meanwhile ^ 

the appellant vide letter dated 22.03.2013 fAnriexure:H}. 

was directed respondent No.4 to work in the ;office of 

District Education Officer, D.I.Khan; thus appellant, 

accordingly started to work in office; but thereafter: the" 

appellant was transferred to GPS Singher vide Office Order 

No.12364-68 dated 21.08.2014 (Annexure I) bur this'Office
. I f i ■

Order was transferred through subsequent office order bearing 

Endst. No.17856-57 dated 23.09.2014(Annexure' K) and 

thereby the appellant was left without any place of posting. 

Respondents wrongly and erroneously shifted the 

responsibility upon appellant; hence a great injustice has liecn 

done to the appellant.

r
■r

I

That as per the Rule 9 of the K.P. Govcrnincnt Servants 

(Efficiency fit Discipline) Rules, 2011, there is no room for 

deputing any.enquiry officer or enquiry committee. Rather, 

there shall be a notice served upon the wilful absentee on his 

home address by registered post directing him to appear on the 

place of his duty within 15 days. Failing to appear within 15 

days, the competent authority shall publish the notice in at 

least two leading daily , newspapers. Whereas in the present 

case, appellant time and again put his appearance before the 

respondents No. 4 & 5, made replies ofexplanation etc and also 

requested time and again to provide him any place of posting; 
Thus the entire inquiry process as well as impugned 

termination letter are having no sanctity of law‘and 

squarely illegal and against law.

That the appellant performed his official duties regi^larly and 

devotedly, and in this regard Monthly Goshwaras are enclosed 

as Annexure T. Moreover, in November 2011 service certificate 

LAnnexure U) was issued to the appellant. Appellant requested ^ 
for Advance Salary Loan in the month of 2012 which;whs dpiy 

and accordingly processed in the office of respondent N,b.4 &:5 

prior to its submission to concerned bnnU. It is also a notii:cabl9

I

i are .
f .. ;•

via.t
‘

i

■■i

• .
: ;

I

1 .
i

• I;
..
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fact that upon his transfer to GPS.Singher, the appeU^t took' 

over the charge of said school. All these facts prove: regular 

performance of duties by the appellant. On this score |lope the. 

impugned officer order is liable to be cancelled.

i

I
VV

that besides appellanti \
That it is very important to mention

other teachers (such as Ameer Abdullah, Shcr Khan and;ix.

some
roceeded departmentallyfon ttlfe'M. Sajjad PST etc) were also p

allegation of long absence from duty and finally they 

dismissed from service like, appellant. Allegations of absence
and footings for dismissal of appellant and that of thp :.othec ^

same; however, the '
1 ii i . ‘ ‘

i-were also I

:

employees (i.e: Ameer Abdullah etc) were
Departmental Appeals of pid Ameer Abdullah and two others 

PSTs were allowed and they were reinstated by the respondent
No.2652-54/'FOrdbr bearing Endst.

dated 21.12.2015 lAnnexurc_Vl
No.3 vide Ofrice 

No.ll4/PST(M) D.I.Khan
discriminated due to malafidewhereas the appellant has been 

and thus the appellant is entitled for similar treatment and

protection of law.

That it remained .the practice of Education Department 
D.I.Khan that learning coordinators, ADls, SDEOs, DEOs

check the working of the

*1

' X.i

(being supervising staff) used to
and teachers on monthly basis. But none of theschools

pervising staff 

meaning thereby appellant
his duty by the supervising staff.

complained about absence of appellant;
dutiful and ever found present

su
was

1I
on

from duties w.e.f.blamed absent 
Govcrnmtmt Servants (Efficiency &

xi. That the appellant is 

12.10.2004 whereas KP 
Discipline) Rules 2011 are having no retrospective effect and 

therefore entire departmental proceedings und(:i,:,tlie'smd rules

: ;

i

illegal and void.against appellant are
1,,1 theidefihition of wilfulxii. That the appellant does not come within

i1}-iCi absentee. Even no proper procedure as: envi^a^e|J mnder

(Efficiency Discipline)
I

I
f

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants
j ;
I*;

i

I
C1;i

ii.(
1;i,

, ■(

f Ir
:iI



Rules, 2011, for wilful absentee has been i i .pted. Thus 

impugned penalty cannot be imposed upon the L-,.peUant.!
; :

Xiii. That pemous service of the appellant, prior to 23.09.2014' has

properly and regularly been verified by the then 'bfficers of the

Department and not a single report of absence by, any of the 

supervising staff is there., : i/
'i

That the appellant was not provided with the'eopy^of inqtii^ 

report nor grounds of awarding him major penalty 

apprised to appellant by the authority; even no finkl show 

cause notice was issued to appellant. The entire enquiry and

onward process was conducted in a slipshod, shortcut’ hasty
' i ' '

and unlawful manner which has resulted in grave rniscarriage 

of justice.

xiv.

were

I

.j
1!

That the impugned notification of rejection of departrhen ;al
, , ;

appeal as well as impugned dismissal from service order are
. '' '' ' I'-f

based on malafide and the appellant has not been, treated,in 

accordance with the relevant law & record.

XV.

■i:

That besides appellant, other teachers of the Education 

Department were also dismissed from service on the allegation 

of absence from duty; however in appeal the said teachers

xvi.

! !were

reinstated into service by the respondent No.3 but appellant 

^ has been discriminated due to malafide. Tlie appellant is 

entitled for similar treatment which is the constitutional'right 

of appellant. Copy of the reinstatement order of one Mr, Ameer 

Abdullah PST is enclosed as Annexure W.

I

■f

L

That the counsel for appellant may be allo^^ed to raise 

additional grounds at the time of hearing.

thsted

xvii.
] ’r :

I
j
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m- I.

fIt is, ^therefore,..humbly: prayed that on accepL.^nce of the 

present Service Appeal and by setting aside the impugned Notification 

dated 21.08.2017 as well as impugned office order No. 10775 dated

22.04.2017, the appellant may please be reinstated intiofservice with 

all back & future benefits.

m-:.
(

{
I

Yours Humble Appellaht

(Muhammad Umar Irfan) 
Through Counsel

Dt. September, 2017.
Ahmad All

Advocate i 'reme court

l'

Miss Shumaila Awan 
Advocate High Court, bll.Khdn,

/
I

CERTIFICATE ;<*•'
■ !

I, the appellant, do hereby certify that it is the lirst Sdrvice' Appeal on ^ 
behalf of appellant and no appeal on the subject has earlier been filed" ' i:

? .

i

, Appellant
;

1
!|affidavit < f

I, the Appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that 
all P^a-wise contents of above Service Appeal arc true & correct 
to ^ the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

. deliberately concealed from this Honourable Court.

-•'r; DEPONENT
** i'.*

i
N:-

....
-^.2^

Vv ---------
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f

V
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Oateof 1 Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Ma^^r_ate 
order/ 
proceeding
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BF.FORF. I nr. K1IYHF.R PAKin IJNKHWA SKUVICK TUllUlN^
Camp Courts D.I.Khan] ;

I Service Appeal No. 1069/2017

I Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

....... 25.09.2017
...... 26.02'.2019 : ■

I
'I
■10;

i •
Muhammad Umar Irfan son of Muhammad Usman, caste Saddozai, 
resident of Mohallah Garhi Saddozai, D.I.Khan.I

if

4 Appellant
i

• N Versusi

\i
■■

■. • 1. Government of KJiyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 
Elementary & Secondary. Education Department, Peshawar.

2. Director Elementary & Secondai7 Education Department, 
Peshawar.

3. District Education Officer (Male), Elementary & Secondary 
Education Department, D.I.Khan

4. Sub Divisional Education Officer (Mate) (Concerned) 
Elementary & Secondary Education D.I.Khan.

! 1
I

;|
I

n
ii

;
Respondents

Mr. Miili:uiiiii:ui Hamid Mughal--------
Mr. Muhammad Amin Kuiuli-----------

------Memhcr (.1)
-—---Member (J)

I r

26.02.2019
i

JUDGMENT
I,

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER^-;Appellant
!iir

i present. Learned counsel for appellant and Mr. Farhaj Sikandar 

learned District Attorney present.

■ i
I i;

I .
I

i:
I' \

K'j V -r / The appellant has. filed the present appeal u/s 4 of Khyber2.

ii*
i
I
■ii ■I

I

ii il
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y 1

-y
^akhUmkliwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 agnii i^t the order dated 

22.04.2017 whereby the order of dismissal ct liic appellant from 

dated 12.08.2015 was retained, on the groupd that the 

appellant willfully remained absent from duty w.e.f 12.10.2004 to 

21.08.2014. The appellant has also challenged the order dated 

21.08.2017 through which is departmental appeal was rejected.
I

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant
)

appointed as Primary School Teacher in the year, 1996; tjiat vide
■ • , t

order dated 12.08.2015 the appellant was dismissed from, service

/ !

service

!
■;

U ■iT

was
..y-..r.7

li.

1
I

being ghost employee, having remained absent from duty w.e.f
^ ' t

12.10.2004 to 21.08.2014, however this Tribunal;.vide judgment-

dated 24.10.2016 passed in Service Appeal No.34/2016 filed by the j i
^ ' 1

aside the order, dated 12.08.2015 of dismissal of the

1
;

I

<3

appellant set

appellant from service and reinstated the appellant for the purpose of

i;

I
' I 1,1

de-novo inquiry to be conducted in a period of sixty days after the 

receipt of judgment. Next contended that the respejndent department 

conducted de-novo inquiry but without issuance of any charge slieet.
1

:
/statement of allegation. Next contended that in the'de-novd inquiry ' 

proceeding, the. inquiry olTicer conducted inquiry blit thereafter noj 

Show Cause Notice was issued/served upon the appellant alongwith 

the inquiry report. Next contended that other teachers were also 

dismissed from service on the allegation of-absence from duty, | 

however the appellate authority reinstated those ,teachers hence the 

appellant was also discriminated. Next contended that the respondent
. i

department remained unable to conclude the dc-novo ■ inquii'y

;
i

i
i.i^

I

*v,#,r '

4:
K/ly

:

4
;
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3/

ppell£f7ff?f'7 '7^
the impugned

■ 'Ji
d-T^oceeding within the time limits presc 

novo inquiry. Learned counsel for the a

. t/

!

is duties and that tl ;appellant regularly performed h.s

ainst the norms of justice. ,
orders are illegal and ag

Attorneyirargued that the
that learned DistrictAs against

remained a ghost employee and was
4. S detected'tlirough fake

was proved

i:

appellant 

adjustment
1!of the appellant

ofotherteathers referred to
order; that the absence

; that tlie cases

d counsel for the appellant were

1 *1.

through both the inquiries
din'ciciU as in case of

by the learnec 

other teachers the inquiry olTioers
concerned recommended for their | 

from duty for a 

were,

remained absent 

that all the legal requirements
reinstatement; that the appellant

7of ten (10) years;;.period 

observed and that the
ido .not- wafrapt anyimpugned orders i

i

interference.

nts heard. File perused.Argume

It is not disputed that the appellant was
5. 'i

appointed as PST
6.

I in the year 1996.\
;dismissedorder dated. 12.08.2015 the appellant was

Vide7.
I’alned absent fromi' from service being a ghost employee having

21.08.2014. The appellant'approached this

N0.34/2OT6, and this

rem
t

duty w.e.f 12.10.2004 to 

Tribunal through Service Appeal bearing1 /triESTED
the earlierdated 24.10.2016 passed inTribunal vide judgment

Service Api«al N.O4/7,0ir. while observing

conducted a regular inquiry, summary proceeding was adopted by 

i.ssning of Show Cause Notice

u-

that instead of

i nounal, 
lawar

e
ScfN'ic;:

1■ 1-

■

Pcs
!iand affording, of personal hearing.

*
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! M !
>- i■I-^1

1reinslated the appellant fbf the purpose of ds-novp inquiry to be f

: / Iconducted in a period of sixty days after the receipt of this judgment.
- '. t i ’ i • ■

result of direction by this Tribunal for de-novo inquiry 

inquiry officer Mr. Atta Ullah Khan conducted inquiry.

i
■, i!

1
i

8. As a
■1

proceeding, i
11,

In both the inquiries conducted against ijhe. appellant, the
9.!-

inquiry committee/officer held the appellant guilty, of charges. While
;

the other teachers referred to by tire learned counsel for the appellan
I !;

reinstated as inquiry officers concerned ■ recommended their
were’-1

I reinstatement.

counsel for the appellant remamed unable to 

demonstrate that the finding of the inquiry officer against the

appellant is actuated with malice or grudge.

The appellant has pressed his 

there is no dispute that the de-novo inquiry; proceeding was 

conducted without issuance of any charge shcet/statement of

Show Cause Notice alo^gwith copy of
‘-i L’’

inquiry report of Mr. Atta Ullah Khan was served upon the appellant 

to the issuance of iinjivigncd order tlalcd 22.04^2017. Ihis 

Tribunal therefore obsci-vcd with , concern lliat the respondent 

department again hiiled to fulfill the necessary legal liequiremenls
f "’i'' ■■

and codal formalities, for which purpose the de-novo inquiry was 

ordered. Hence the impugned orders are not tenable'. ;.

10. Learned4 •
§

tl
4 I
I
I

tecjinicali grounds ascase on11.
I
1
i
i /

I
allegation] Similarly no

I
i:!

I »
.. -!i prior

■i
•i.
%
'i i4iI

i ►

:S AI 1ATTE 3TEDI I)
5'^

f- 12. In the light of above discussion, the impugned'orders are 

set aside; The appellant is reinstated in service^with immediate effect 

without any back benefit. The respondent department is directed lo

•V . i f
-i Kliy

SiiA-jcC ■
Peslii)wnr

£

•1
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1keep the appellant under special report. The present servicd/appeal isl 

accepted in the above terms. Parties are. left to bear their own costs.
I'i - i ■:
• r . 11

i 91
■ ;*;

■ -im t

ii
1.'i File be consigned to the record room. !iSVi 'I-' ; I ,

r: ■ ISi!
!i

e-i
li * \ .f;

Member

«
% ; •

i;
■

(Muhammad'Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court, D.I.Khan
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I ■;
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% OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(MALE) DERA ISMAILL KHAN
Tel # 0966-9280128/9280131 

Emis. emisdikhan@gmail.com

o

OFFICE ORDER

Mr, Muhammad Umer Ifran, Ex-PST, Govt: Primary School

Singhar D.I.Khan terminated from Govt: Service vide this office Endst: No. 24576-82 

dated 12.08.2015 is hereby re-instated into Government service w.e.from 26.02.2019 

on the basis of acceptance his Service appeal by the Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Tribunal Peshawar decision dated 26.02.2019 till the final decision of CPLA.
in BPS-12 and •

Service 

He is

his pay is also 

Service Tribunal Peshawar dated 26.02.2019 .

adjusted at GPS Sheikh Yousaf D.I.Khan against vacant post of PST

released w.e.from the decision of Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Note;-
1. Intervening period w.e.from 12.08.2015 to 25.02.2019 may be treated as 

Leave without pay.
2. Necessary entry to this effect should be made in his service book.

Sd/-
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(MALE] DEPvA ISMAIL KHAN

Dated D.I.Khan __/2020ypsTEndst: No.. /

Copy is forwarded to the:-

1. Director, (E&SE] Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar.
3. Dy: District Education Officer, (Male) D.I.Khan.
4. Sub Divisional Education Officer, (Male) D.I.Khan.
5. District Comptroller of Accounts D.I.Khan.
6. Head Teacher concerned.
7. Official concerned.
8. Master File.

Vi

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(MALE) DERA ISMAIL KHAN

i

mailto:emisdikhan@gmail.com


1:/
i :

r 1GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (MALE^

r ?
5

DERA ISMAIL KHAN
•'4V. '

Tell: 09669280128- 09669280131.Email: emisdiklian(a>^mail.com
!

CORRIGENDUM/ OFFICE ORDER:
I

Mr. Muhammad Umer Irfan Ex-PST GPS Singhar Sharif Pera Ismail :Khan
terminated from Govt: service vide this office Endst: NO. 24576-82 dated 12708/2015 is herebyrfnstated 
into Govt: service w.ef 09/03/2020 on the basis of acceptance of his. service appeal by the honorable 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Service Tribunal vide service appeal bearing No. 1069/2017 decided on 
26/02/2019 till the final decision of CPLA. He is adjusted at GPS Sheikh Yousaf Dera Ismail Khan 
against the vacant post of PST in BPS-12 with iirmediate effect and his pay is also released from the 
date of his taking over charge at that post.

Office order bearing Enst: No. 8466-73/PST dated D.LKhan the 09/03/2020 issued in this 
regard may be treated as cancelled / withdrawn from date of its issuance.

Intervening period nKef12/03/2015 to 08/03/2020 may be treated as extra ordinary 
leave without pay.

was

i
i

t '•

Note: 1.

;2.
i■ “r~' !

s ;
Sd/-

DISTRJCT EDUCA TION OFFICER 
(MALE) DEiRA ISMAIL KHAN

■r!
DatedDlKhan the: 0 ^ .709/20^20.Endst: No. /F.PST/ADEO (Pry)

s
I

Copy is forwarded for information to the:

j. PS to Secretary Elementary & Secondary Education Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; Peshc 
2. PS to Director Elementary & Sccondaiy Education Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
2. Registrar Service Tribunal Court Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. :

'.war

;
4. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtwikhwa,. Peshawar 
5 Deputy Commissioner Dera Ismail Khan. .
6. District Accounts Officer Dera Ismail Khan
/. Deputy District Education Officer (Male) Dera Ismail Khan
8. SDEO (Male) Dera Ismail Khan
9. PA to District Education Officer (Male) Dera Ismail Khan
10. Ojjice record

}
■.i

! /
■;

I

/>I.
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iDISTi
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARt

38-.^ "? / // //STNo: Dated 2020

To

The District Accounts Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
D.I.Khan.

SUBJECT:- ORDER IN EXECUTION PETITION NO. 248/2019 MR. MUHAMMAD UMAR IRFAN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of order dated 

27.10.2020 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above /

REGISTER ‘
'■)

-4.KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL /T

PESHAWAR.
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-O•'l' OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(MALE) DERA ISMAILL KHAN
Tel # 0966-9280128/9280131 

Emis. emisdikhan@gmaiLcom
i■■ i'.ir- / :
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OFFICEORDER , {
■u..< >

•T’

Muhammad Umer Ifran, Ex-PST, Govt: primary School 

;Singh|ar,'p.I.Khan.terminated from Govt: Service vide this office Endst: No. 24576-82 

dated '12'0a26!l5 is hereby re-instated into Government service w.e.from 26.02.2019

; Mr.
^ I

;

f:
I: ; on’th^ basis of‘acceptance his Service appeal by the Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

■ I' ‘ Servijce Tribunal Peshawar decision dated 26.02.2019 till the final decision of CPLA.

^ ’ He is|ad|usted kt GPS Sheikh Yousaf D.I.Khan against vacant post of PST in BPS-12 and 

''' his piay Isialso released w.e.from the decision of Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

i
• ; ■I.'

1

Service tribunal Peshawar dated 26.02.2019 .
•>

1

I
1;ii •. ■ Note:- i

!;, , ■ 1. Intervening period w.e.from 12.08.2015 to 25.02.2019 may be treated as 

Leave without pay.
2. Necessary entry to this effect should be made in his service book,
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(ki! I ' Sd/- ,1'.1s
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER

■ 1 3

(MALE) DERA' ISMAIL KHAN
!J .! 4t

I /2020Dated D.lMhan th_/PST •i Endst: No..i 4
I 7r

Copy is forwarded to the:-■I .1
j

{ iI 1. Director, (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar
3. Dy: District Education Officer, (Male) D.I.Khan.
4. Sub Divisional Education'Officer, (Male) D.I.Khan.
5. District Comptroller of Accounts D.I.Khan.
6. Head Teacher concerned.
7. Official, concerned.
8. Master File.
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1;'^ OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT ACCOUNTS OFFICER 
^ ' OERA ISMAIL KHAN

i V. iWi ■f•?

No. PR-1I/Da'6-DIK/2019-20/453-56.
• .2

; Dated. 24/07/20:.0.
■ i

i .•i?

tJITice pfihc.OisSt: Kdu; OlTicei
(Mole) D.l.Mipin

if3MTo,
- iDiary No 

Dale. . J. %% .TT. S'. .. ■ ■ * I
-

The District Education Officer, (M) 
D.I.Khan. , ^

SUBJECT:
IRFAN. PST

• s
Memo:

1
!

’Refer to your office letter No. I2550/PST/STKPK. Dated 23/06/2020
on the, subject noted above.

][-)I The undersigned invites your attention towards tire 
ihi; case Mint tlie terminated teacher has re-i

sensitivity & actual spirit of 
re-instated by the court without any back benefitsf

/• and a;.
. filed but your office ignored all the

facts & figures.^ onte b^s ofunPr^.p, issued therefinstate«ent order after the 1

“e year approximately. jnsteadibTOiilTTTfl;!^^^

regular ajtgna°£jtffid^ which he remain temdnatdd and never perform his 
duties anywhere which itself contempt of the decision of Annnst .6„p.

“ there is no w6rk, there is no pav.» ' i.

I'cr available record the CPLA i

aiDse
^_court and also nwnrH

i

; ;
erne Court of Pakistan i.e

office.rddehisoffieelet.erNo.H.24/(Sli3AO/D,;ZX^|^;r^2^
at^ustment to above teaeher is irregular and it is also pefiinentdo mentioned that your good ' 

also counterstgn the undertahing of the concerned teacher in which he took the oath that oni v '

!“•'P.aym,IV plcasehe activated and he Will nev

I
I
I

I,I
. i

er claim the previous-adjustment of pay.
1
j s
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Copy attached for-ready reference for your kind attention & reconsideration of the 

matter please. 1 here is no provision nor required any further consideration according to the 

content of the affidavit-of the teacher concerned, therefore it is, requested to re*consider your 
memo under reference.

Now, the matter of dozen officers ofE&SED in BPS-19 and 18 working as OSD 
- iini.1 waitinij .ioj their adjustment/posting but they are receiving monthly .emolument regularly 

cannot be comparable to a teacher who was terminated from service & whos OPLA in tlie apex 
court for final decision.

•It is very sorry to say that such,kind of example cannotbe expected by district 
level officer who control the larger number of govermhent employees of education department.

In the light of fact stated above it is hoped that your gobdself would not pressurize 

to this office ff.-r undue/irregular claim of the teacher concerned till the final decision of CPLA 
by the apex court.

1 T .

District Accounts Officer, 
Dera Ismail Khan.

1. The Accountant General, Khyber Paklitunkhwa Peshawar w/r to your letter as 
refirred above.-

2. The Director, Elementary &.Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
1 hi: PS to Secretary E&SED,. Khyber Pakhtunldiwa Peshawar with the request to 
issue, some clarification to DEO (M) D.I.Khan in.this regard to settle the matter

. for all please.
Deputy Coriimissioner D.I.Khan for-information & necessary action please.

l*-*Copy to;- •
■ S

I,-
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once rr •

f.

• \

•!
District Accounts C5ffic»^ 

Dera lsmail Khan.
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GQyERNMENt:Oy KHYRF.R p;^ .
OFFICE OFTHE DISTRTrT FmTr-ATTr'^f OFFICER nvTAT.E^ 

PERA ISMAIL KHAN ~ ^ ^
-----  <>’66928012S- 096692mn.Email: emis,liklm„rAo„u,!l.....

N.W • : •
y.r

CORRIGENDUM/OFFICE ORDER:o

Mr. Muhammad Umer

on

IS also released from the

Note: i.

Intervening period w,e.f 12/03/2015 to OS/03/2020 may be treated 
leave without pay.

in this

2.
as extra ordinary

Sd/~
DISTRICT EDUCA TI ON 0 FFICER 

^ . (MALE) DERA ISMAIL KHAN .UEnds/: yo.7 " lZ/F._PST/ADEO (Pry) 

Copy is forwarded for information to the:
Dated DIKhan the: 0 4' /09/2020.

Accountant Genery, Khyber Pakhtmikhwa,: Peshawar 
. deputy Commissioner Dera Ismail Khan. :

^ Di^rict Accounts Officer Dera Ismail Khan
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Dist. Govt. NWFP-Provincial
District Accounts Office D'.I.Khan 

Monthly Salary Statement (December-2020)

^ Personal Information of Mr MUHAMMAD UMER IRFAN d/w/s of 
Personnel Number: 00187167 
Date of Birth: 01.09.1970

CNIC: 14970314482
Entry into Govt. Service: 01..0i;i995

NTN:
Length of Service: 26 Years 00 Months 001 Dayst

Employment Category: Vocational Temporary 
Designation: PRIMARY SCHOOL TEACHER 
DDO Code: DI61I9-DY: D 0 (M) PRY DIK 
Payroll Section: 002 
GPF A/C No:
Vendor Number: - 

Pay and Allowances:

80001680-DISTRICT GOVERNMENT KHYBE

GPF Section: 001 
Interest Applied: Yes

Cash Center: 08
GPF Balance: 57,086.00

Pay scale: BPS For - 2017 Pay Scale Type: Civil BPS: 12 Pay-Stage: 20

Wage type "Amount Wage type • Amount0001 Basic Pay 32,520.00 1000 House Rent Allowance 1,961.00 •1210 Convey Allowance 2005 2.856.00 1300 Medical Allowance 1,500.002148 15% Adhoc Relief A1I-2Q13
Adhoc Relief All 2016 10%

800.00 2199 Adhoc Relief Allow @10%
Adhoc Relief All 2017 10%

535.002211 2,634.00 2224 3,252.002247 Adhoc Relief All 2018 10% 3,252.00 2264 Adhoc Relief All 2019 10% ■3.252:005002 Adjustment House Rent-
Adjustment Medical All

23,742.00 5011 Adj Conveyance Allowance 26,010.005012 18,161.00 5309 Adp 15% Adhoc Allowance’ 9,686.005322 Adj Adhoc Relief All 2018 38,498.00 5336 Adj Adhoc Relief All 2019 25,536.005801 Adj Basic Pay 384,981.00 5964 Adj Adhoc Relief All 2015 6,477.005975 Adj Adlioc Relief All 2016 31,890.00 5990 Adj Adhoc RelieFAH 2017 38,498.00

Deductions - General

Wage type Amount Wage type Amount3012 GPF Subscription -2,220.00 3501 Benevolent Fund • -600.003609 Income Tax -3,484.00 3990 Emp.Edii: Fund KPK -125.004004 R. Benefits & Death Comn: -600.00 6001 Adj Benevolent Fund -7,200.006075 Adj GPF -26,640.00 6164 Adj E.E.FNWFP Fund -1,500.00 ■6247 Adj R. Ben & Death Comp:- -9,912.00 0.00

Deductions - Loa'ns and Advances

Loan Description Principal amount Deduction Balance

Deductions - Income Tax 
Payable: 32,798.20 Recovered till December-2020: 3,700.00 Exempted: 8198.76 Recoverable: 20,899.44:____

Gross Pay (Rs.): 656.041.00 Deductions: (Rs.): ’ -52.281.00 Net Pay: (Rs.): 603,760.00

Payee Name; MUHAMMAD UMER IRFAN 
Account Number: 2831-6 
Bank Details: NATIONAL BANK OF PAKISTAN, 231545 PAROA ROAD D.I.KHAN PAROA ROAD D.LKHAN, 

Opening Balance;Leaves: Availed: Earned; Balance:

Permanent Address: D I KHAND I KHAN
City: Di.KHAN 
Temp. Address:
City:

Domicile: NW - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Housing Status: No Official

Email:

(191573/06.01.2021/10:05:09) 2) AUamounts are In Pak Rupees 3) Errors & omissions excepted


