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SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE^Ak TANK
Phone # 0963-510824, Fax #0963-510170" 

Email: sci.tank@amail f'.rim

R3L19546575 )■I-.. ,i'.

fjooio''^o^

No. 2^5^ /scjrA) Dated Tank the 27*'' March , 2023

To, ■'teKwsts;,-
The Registrar,
KPK, Service Tribunal

-«4-
Subject: SUBMISSION OF APPLICATION______________ FOR

RESTOjE^ATION OF DEFENCE AND RF.PT.v r>ir
, , , -SEimCE APPEAL N0.7Sfi7/C!>no>i£

Kindly find enclosed herewith an application for 

restoration of defence of respondent No. 5 in pending service 

appeal No. 7567/2021 and also reply of the

separate copies for necessaiy action and its placement 

relevant record.

same alongwith four

on

Sincerely yours

Senior Civil Ju'

^►^AFIZAURANGZEB KHAN) 
iwnior Civil

^-5
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: 7567/2021

Muhammad Riaz

VERSUS

Qudrat Ullah & 04 others

APPLICATION UNDER RULE 27 OF THE KPK SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL RULES 1974 FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
RESTORATION OF DEFENSE

Respected Sir,

1. That instant service appeal is pending adjudication before 

this HonT>Ie Tribunal which is fixed for hearing on

21.03.2023.

2. That respondent no.'5 was not served upon, therefore, could 

not attend the proceedings. Law favors the adjudication of 

disputes on merits rather than be knocked off on the basis of 

technicalities. The instant application is accompanied by the 

reply/comments; therefore, the defense of the respondent 

5 may kindly be restored in best interest of justice.

It is, therefore, requested that 

application may kindly be accepted and 

the defense of respondent no. 5 may 

kindly be restored in the best interest 

of justice.

no.

HAFIZ AU^NGZEB KHAN

(HAFIZ AURANGZEi Civil Judge (Admin)
S«uoi£tMil«laci0« (A4mn ). Jiistrict Tank

Sink (Respondent No. 5)
Datedi^g-/AHL/ .2/^^

ctm
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: 7567/2021

Muhammad Riaz

VERSUS

Qudrat Ullah & 04 others

PARA WISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 

iADMIN) TANK (Respondent No. 5)

PR.ELIMINAR.Y OBJECTIONS:

1. That the instant service appeal is not maintainable in its 

present form.
2. That the instant appeal is time-barred as well as the 

representation petition of the appellant; as the parties had 

been appointed on 10.12.2014 on the recommendations of 

Departmental Selection Committee (D.S.C).
3. That earlier on 19.07.2018, the appellant has already 

agitated the same issue before the District 86 Sessions Judge 

Tank via a written application and such representation had 

been dismissed in the light of report dated: 09.10.2018 

against which the appellant never filed any departmental 

appeal and, thus, those proceedings have attained finality.
4. That appellant, before approaching to this hon^ble Tribunal, 

has filed Departmental Appeal No. 03/13 of 2020 before 

Hon’ble District 85 Sessions Judge Tank which has been 

withdrawn by the appellant; thus appellant is not entitled to 

file service appeal when departmental appeal has been 

withdrawn by him.

ON FACTS!

1. That para no. 1 needs no reply.

2. That para no. 2 is correct.
3. That para no. 3 is correct.
4. That para no. 4 is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. 

The seniority list of subordinate staff has been compiled with
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great care, caution and due attention. The representation 

petition of appellant dated: 31.01.2020 has been rightly 

dismissed by learned Senior Civil Judge (Admin) being time 

barred in the presence of appellant and decision 

announced because, earlier on 19.07.2018, the appellant

was so

had already agitated the same issue before the District 86 

Sessions Judge Tank via a written application and such 

representation had been dismissed in the light of report 
dated: 09.10.2018 against which the appellant never filed 

any departmental appeal and, thus, those proceedings have
Application/representation dated;attained finality.

19.07.2018 of appellant is annexed.
5. That para no. 5 is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. 

Order dated: 01.02.2020 was announced in the presence of 

appellant.
6. That para no. 6 is correct. Furthermore, it is note-worthy to 

mention here that departmental appeal was withdrawn vide 

Order dated: 11.09.2021. Thus, instant Service Appeal is not 

maintainable especially when departmental appeal has been

withdrawn.
7. That para no. 7 is correct to the extent that appellant has 

withdrawn his departmental appeal but rest of the para is 

incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The appellant cannot 

file service appeal when departmental appeal has been 

withdrawn.
8. That para no. 8 is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. As 

departmental appeal has been withdrawn by the appellant, 
he is precluded from filing service appeal before the honT)le 

Tribunal.

ON GROUNDS;

A. That para A is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The 

seniority list of subordinate staff has been compiled with

great care, caution and due attention.
B. That para B is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The

appellant along with other respondents were appointed vide
10.12.2014, Earlier onsingle appointment Order 

19.07.2018, the appellant has already agitated the same
such

on

the competent authority and 

representation had been dismissed against which the
issue before
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appellant never filed any departmental appeal and, thus, 
those proceedings have attained finality. Moreover, Order 

dated: 01.02.2020 is a well-reasoned Order which was 

passed on second representation petition of appellant and 

announced in presence of appellant.
C. That para C is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The 

appellant is alleging the seniority lists of the years 2018 86 

2019 to which the appellant has no concern whatsoever. 
When the parties were appointed, their seniority list was 

prepared and circulated among themselves in due course 

regarding which the appellant kept a 

filed representation petition firstly on 

secondly on 31.01.2020. And if their seniority list was not 

provided to them after their initial appointment, the 

appellant too, didn’t bother to fetch it copy from the office to 

examine it. There is nothing on the record to satisfy this 

hon’ble court that the appellant had ever tried to get attested

mum since 2018 and
19.07.2018 and

copy of the seniority list and he has been denied so.
D. That para D is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The 

parties were appointed in the light of Peshawar High Court 
(Subordinate Court Staff) Recruitment Rules 2003 read with

(appointment.Civil ServantsKhyber Pakhtunkhwa 

promotion and transfer) Rules 1989. The procedure for 

appointment of process servers is provided under Peshawar 

High Rules 2003. According to Peshawar High Court Rules 

2003, over all merit of the candidates for the post of process 

server is based on “Academic marks + Higher Qualification +
Experience + Test + Interview”. The appellant can be given 

advantage of his Older Age in case of merit ties between two 

candidates. If one candidate attains higher marks being 

will stand above the others Older in age toyounger in age 

him. Minutes of the Meeting are annexed.
E. That para E is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The 

representation petition of appellant was decided by learned 

Senior Civil Judge (Admin) in the presence of appellant and 

decision was so announced, thus, the representation petition 

dated: 31.01.2020 is badly time-barred.
F. That para F is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. 

Appellant was veiy well-aware of the whole proceedings 

carried so far and remained indolent and sleeping over his
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rights, therefore, cannot claim his rights at this stage when 

service appeal is not maintainable.
G. That para G is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied. The 

appellant is never victimized. All the recruitment proceedings
conducted meritoriously by the Departmental Selection 

Committee (D.S.C). District Judiciary, being the custodian of 

justice, fairness and equity, cannot think of otherwise. The 

solemnity of selection proceedings conducted by the 

Departmental Selection Committee (D.S.C) as well as the 

record whereby the merit was prepared has never been 

challenged by the appellant before any competent forum.
H. That para H is incorrect, misconceived, hence denied.

were

It is, therefore, requested that the appeal may 

kindly be dismissed.

HAFIZIIUI^NGZBB KHAN
;nior Civil Judge (Admin) 
istrict Tank 

(Respondent No. 5)
Dated:2.€> ! dJ /

(HAFIZ AURANGZtB KHA§
SefugRCbuL^i^dyc

lanh
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OVjiu.{'(.1) I s» iMI IN (m.S or i UK IVIlOKi! INC; OKIUK DICrAK I Ml-N t AL SI JJ ■( I ION ( OlViMI ril.l<:
(t)s() iiru) iiN riiK cmamhi:k o\'skniok civil Jtipci:, i ank on iorni 0

DFX I:MIU:U,2014/ ' 10/ •fe-•ic
A Mccliiii^ uf I )cpurliucnl;il Sc led ion (.’om mi lice (DSC) wus held in llic Ol'llcc orUic Senior ?2i/

.-2
(. i V11 Jnd^c I’a/ik on I Olh i )i--c_-mbci' 20 I ^1, The Iblh.) vvinj.; aUc)ule(.i.

3-
iVIr. INiulccin IVlulianiniad
Senior ('ivil .liKige Tank....

31'
Chairman. OSI'

• 02-•> Kaja iVluhaiiiniad Shaaih Khan
('ivil judge I)IK.............................

-oei Meniher/Nominee of he.shauar ! ligh Couri Pe.shavvar. -0!

IMI s. t'ania i lashnit
Cj\il Judge I Tank...............Member / Nominee of Senii>r Civil Judge, l ank

i’hn aiiplieanls/eandidaLcs for recruilinenl lo Llie Ibllowin!.' |■)o^Jls were considered.
15.
3Ai. rKOCIJSS .SKKVKU BPS-O.l:-
OS
o:In re.s|H)n.se io ihe adverlisemeni -12IS appliealii>n,s were received Ibr

api'.'oiiiUfienl on live lO.S) vacancies of i’loeess Seiwcis. .lOrl applieanl.s were I'bund
Dr

eliuihie oiil ol' ihese and same were called for sereening lesl. 2‘J2 eandidalcs appeared

111 die screening lesl. oul ol' vvhieli 47 cleared Ihe lesl. Thev were called Tor ihe

Al'ier inlervievv die eommiUee dins unaniinouslv reemnmended dieintei \ K'W,

ioiluwiiig I'or appoiiKmenl as I’rocess Servers (HI’S-O.Jj.

-S.Nu Namc/hadu'i' Name l’osl/BI‘S Kesidcnl nC

'Judrul ddlah Son ol'Sarvvar .Ian Process Ser\ ei'/l.51'S-0.') Village
Muhammad .Akhar. 
Village l.H)lal Khan 
Kamala.

Muhammad Muhashar Kama! son 
i ol Khi/.ar I layal 
' I aiiseer VVaqar son of /,iillK|ar

) f' ri' e ess S e i ■ \' e r /) 5 T' S - 0.j

Process Server/15PS-f).l Mohaltah (Juiah
C'oloii} l ank ('ily. 
Mohallah Qulab

I
Ashraii Ahmed son urMeharban4 Process Sorxer/l'PS-O

('olony l ank (.'ily. 
Mohadali. Mnhainmad kin.,' son of Chulam 

(Jadir
Process Ser\er/rd’S-Oii lllahi

\liad Tank Cily

2-\ \in i)ASl\) BPS-()2:-

In response lo die adverlisenieni .*4)5 .ippliealions wi oj reeeiv'e(.i for

anpoiniLiienl on one (0 1) vacancy ofNaib (jasid, J_d applieanl.s were (ouiul ineligi()le 

nil t>i ihese and 292 earulidales were called for ihe inlerview. j Mj^appeared in(

Ihe commillec ihus iinaiiimousi', recommended die follov\iiig forinlerv ie\\.

.ippoiiiliiieni as Naih (JasiJ (kPS-OI).
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S.N(» Numc/Kalhcr Name

Alxiullah son of Ayaz Khan

I’osJ/liPS

NaibQasid/n PS-61

Resident of

)1^34
0?^
.01-2^
:S-i03

T-oe^-

I. L'Village Pai Tchsil & 
District Tank.

V SWKKPI'.K RPS-01:-

In response to the advci'liscmenl 75 ai^niications vvei'e rceeived lor

5-0^0appoiiitineiiC on one ((d) vacancy oC Sweeper. ^ applicanls were loimd ineligible 

out of these and 71 candidates were called for-the interview. 23 candidates were

0^10^
iQ-O^

iB-oS
25-^

04.0^-

ab.senl. I'he committee thus unanimously recommended Ihe following for 

appoiinmeni as Sweeper (BPS-01)

■“o15i9
•r—.'

S.Nn Naine/Palher Name

1. Mulia.mmad Yousaf.son t)f 
I Muhammad .Ian

Post/UPS

Sweeper/
BPS-01

Resident of

(iarrah Mayat
rchsil&Dislrict
Tank.

e
ioAii

I he lueeling ended widYtTnote oflljanks.

{N:idl^ uhanimad)
Senior Civil .ludge Tank/ Chtiirman

■

Raja MuljianTmad Shoaib Klian
Nonimee of Peshawar I ligh Court Peshawar)

(Mrs. 'I'ania Masiimi)
Civil .ludge-i Tank, Nominee ufSC.) TankI

^ 3 - 33^sc.i/.im Tank Dated: lOlh December 20M

I op_\ loiwaided foi information lo:-

1- I'he l<egi,slrar Pe.shawar Piigh Court Peshawnr 
i he 1 Ion able I )is(riel and Sessions Judge. J'ank. 

T ()fllee eopv

2.

or tnf S'r* J r.-11 C‘2i
' i. .A

Nadecii) Muhammad)
SeumjNAiM'l Judge Tank


