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"BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
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The Director Education, (E & SED) & others................ Respondents.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Re-joinder to the inquiry report y;
. Khybher Pakhtukhwe /
In Service ‘fribunat f

) . ) Diary Nu.ﬁ__o 7
Service Appeal No.1670 /2022
' - DnthZ

Muhammad ldress, -
Ex-lunior Clerk, ‘ .
R/o Ouch East, Tehsil Adenzai. Dir Lower Appcllant.

Versus

The Director Education,(I? & SED),

- Near Malik Saad BRT, Terminal,
G.T. Road.Firdous, Peshawar
Kohat Region, Kohat.

The District Education Officer (Male).
(= & SED), Dir Lower.

The District Education Officer (Female),
(E & SED), Dir Lower Respondents.

~

Respectfully Sheweth,

With due respect the undersigned humbly submits as under;

Back Ground:

It is humbly submitted that the Appellant has remained as a Junior

Clerk, GGHS Kotigram from QOctober/21/2019 to January/30/ 2022.

He was relived from GGHS Kotigram{ on 31-01-2022 in pursuance of
the transfer order dated 20-01-2022 and his services were placed at the
disposal of District Education Officer (Male), Dir Lower for further
adjustment. Copies of the transfer and ircli‘ving order dated 20-01-2022

|
and 31-01-2022 attached with memo of'Service Appeal.




On 26-11-2021 vide dispatch No.24 Mst: Zaitoon Begum, Head

Mistress, GGHS Kotigram, who was|going to be retired w.e.£02-04-
2022 on attaining the age of superann‘tlation, submitted an application

for retirement so, as to obtain NIJC before her retirement. The .

application was receivedon 10-12-2021by the office of DEO (F) DirLower as

evident from Annexure-Flag/l, and whereas the audit process was

carried out on 27-11-2021for the purpose jof NIDC. Now the question isas to
why the application for retirement was| submitted on 10-12-2021, when
“the audit process was already carried|out on 27-11-2021. During the
audit proceedings on 27-11-2021, it was unearthed that Mst: Zaitoon

Begum has misappropriated Rs.150500/-0f Pupil Fund. It is humbly
submitted that Junior Clerk by virtue of his job descriptibn has nothing
to do with the Pupil Fund. The fund is collected from the students
directly by the Class Teacher and then is handed over to the Head
Mistress, who further deposits the same into the Bank Account of the
School. The Head Mistress misappropriated the Pupil Fund and failed
to deposit the same in the concerned Bank Account. It is pertinent to note

that the audit has been carried out on 27-11-2021 and whereas the Bank

Statement of the concerned account shows that till 10-12-2021, no such amount
was deposited in the Bank Account.The Bank Statement further shows that
the Pupil Fund amount Rs.150500/- has been deposited on 30-12-2021 i.e. after
the audit proceedings. Copies of application along withaudit notes on the
account of GGHS KotigramDir Lower dated 27-11-2021 and Bank

Statements are attached already attached with memo of Service Appeal.

It is humbly submitted that the Head Mistress named above directed the

undersigned to complete the documentary proof of the Pupil Fund and

its expenditures. The undersigned reduested the Head Mistress that
“since the questioned fund has been utilized by you (Head Mistress) directly and
the undersigned has nothing fto dv wztb:jhe said fund therefore, you (Head
Mistress) may kindly provide necessary {Iochmenmtion regarding the utilization

of subject fund so, that the un(lersigne(l: could further. processed the legal

"{I "




proceedings in respect of the fund but, |she failed to provide any sort of

document.”

It is worth mentioning that the Head Mistress by herself deposited the Pupil

Fund amount Rs.150500/- on_30-12-2021. which is evident from the Bank

Statement.

This got the Head Mistress annoyed |and she bent upon to penalize the
appellant and in connivance with higher authorities primarily got the appellant
transferred from the school vide order dated|20-01-2022 and placed the appellant
at the disposal of DEO (Male). It is also worthy to note that the appellant was
relieved by the said Head Mistress vide reliving order dated 31-01-2022. The pay

of the appellant was also made inactive by the said Head Mistress on 31-01-2022.
The appellant was then adjusted at SDEO (Male) Adenzai at Chakdara
against the post of Computer Operator. [It is also worth mentioning that the
salary of the appellant for the month of |FFebruary, 2022 has not been paid,

which is still outstanding.

The enmity of .the Head Mistress does not end and she lodged
complaint before the District Education Officer (Female) Dir Lower,
Timergara on 14-03-2022 wherein she leveled frivolous and baseless
allegations against the appellant and resultantly a slipshod inquiry was

initiated in the absence of appellant.

The ASDEO (Establishment Primary) [Mr. Shahid Anwar Sahib called
the appellant through Mr. Raza S'hah, SDEO (Male) Adenzai to appear
before him on 21-05-2022. The appellant appeared before the worthy
ASDEO (Establishment Primary) Ml‘.: Shahid Anwar Sahib on 21-05-

202.Wherein the appellant was informed that complaint has been received from

Mst: Zaitoon Begum, the then Head Misrres‘s, GGHS Kotigram. He showed copy
_of the complaint and directed fo take"p_ki'étili'e of the same and submit answer to
the complaint immediately at the spot. The appellant answered the allegations on

the spot and denied the same in written form!




1t is humbly submitted that the appellant has never been served with any charge
sheet / statement of allegations. The undersigned was unaware as to whether any
inquiry/ order has been made and whether any inquiry officer or as the case may

be, inquiry committee has been constituted on the complaint of Head Mistress.

 The appellant was later on came across the information that a report has been

submitted before the worthy Director Education, E&SE wherein it has been
proposed to penalize the undersigned| with major penalty of compulsory

refirement.

The appellant immediately approached the respondent No.1 the worthy
Director, E&SE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and submitted application in this
behalf on 22-06-2022 wherein he requested that since, the appellant has
been condemned unheard in the whole proceedings. Neither the
appellant has been served with charge sheet and statement of
allegations nor has he been éssociated with the alleged inquiry
proceedings. The statement of the complainant and others, if any, were
recorded. The same were at the back of appellant with no opportunity of
cross examination and defense therefore the whole proceedings against

the appellant were void ab initio and cannot be clothed with validity.

The respondent No.1 worthy Director Education was pleased to allow
the application and marked the same {lo Additional Director on 22-06-
2022 for further necessary action thercupon. It is also humbly submitted
that the additional Director also marked the application of the
undersigned to Assistant Director (Admn) for further process. Appellant
was called by the respondent No.l Worthy Director E & SEvide letter
Endstt: No.2156—.17‘No./A—23/Complai]lmt/l)ir Lower Dated 01-08-2022

to appear before him at Peshawar for personal hearing on 04-08-2022.
Appellant accordingly appeared on 0]'4-08-2022 for personal hearing,
questioner was served upon him ,an_cl g}?pel]ant replied the questioner on
the same date.Copies of personé! 'l;%al’illg attached with memo of

Service appeal. - . ‘
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Replvto the inquiry Report.

The appellant received Notification No.5364-67 dated 11-08-2022 from
the office of respondent No.1 the Director E &SE on 12-08-2022 with

the remarks that appellant is exonerated of the charges, however “the

appellate authority, Respondent No.l1 the Director E&SE Khiyber

|

Pakhtunkhwa has decided to issue “warning” to Muhammad Idress

Junior Clerk to perform his dllttv regularly with .the entire

satisfaction of high-ups, otherwise sltrict action will be taken against

|
him”copy of Notification attachedasFlag-11

During this period respondent No.2 the District Education Officer Male
Dir Lower issued show Cause Notice to the appellant vide Endstt:
No.6101-03 Dated 18-07-2022 with the direction to submit the reply of
show cause within 7 days of the delivery. Appellant according
submitted his reply. Copy of show caulse notice and reply of show cause

notice attached with memo of Service appeal.

It is very astonished that on one hand the appellant wasexonerated by
the worthy Director and whereas on the other hand; appellant was
served with show cause notice on the same set of allegation upon which
appellant was exonerated. _ _
All relevant facts have been already elaborated by the appellant in his
service appeal, which is worth perusal. |
From the circumstances explain above it can be easily judged that the
whole department proceedings wereinitiated with malafide intention to

remove the appellant from his legal seryice.

The undersigned humbly submit as under:-

- report. o eeme R

Reply to allegation leveled against thei undersigned in_in _the inquiry




Allegation in the show cause noftice.

A. Allegation No.A...“You have

submitted bogus/designed/fake

application to the DEQ (F) for

the retirement of Headmistress

GGHS Kotigram”

B. Allegations in inquiry report.

C. Wherecas the _inquiry officer in_his report “Analysis of the

statements” says as to the following:-

“The written statement and verble information shared by the HM

and Teacher shows that the cler

k concerned pracized irregular

activities through fake and dcsign
known reputation and experty.

The Headmistress categorically

ed letters for which he has very

lhat Mr.Muhammadldress has

sub_mitted bogus /designed /fake alpplication of her retirement to

Secretary E & SEOffice with fak‘;c signature as he is expert in it.

In this respect, it is humbly submitted

i

From the pel'uéal of the show

appellant was blamed for submit

Head Mistress to DEQO (F)Dir

that:-
cause notice, it is evident that
ting retirement application of the

Lower and whereas the inquiry

officer in his inquiry report sé&s that appellant has submitted .

1
bogus retirement application to tlhe SecretaryEducation (E & SE),

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Now the

question is “which one is true”.

Whether the prosecution could be allowed to approbate and re-

probate in the same breath.

It is universally accepted principle that an illegal act is done for

the sake of some monetary or otherwise benefits. In the instant

case the question arises that

undersigned  in

application?......... Theanswer

fabricating

what was the motive of the

'bogus/designed and  fake

is negative.

As per rule application for retirement is submitted six month prior
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to the date of retirement so, as 1o secure the NDC for the purpose

of pension. The audit of the school Head Mistress was carried out

on 27-11-2021 for the purpose of NDC, which was a legal

requirement. The question is what was the purpose of appellant in

submitting the so called bogus application for retirement.

Headmistress was going to retit

2022. Complainant herself subn

ement on superannuation 02-04-

ritted application vide dated 26-

11-2021 and received in the office of DEO (F) on 10-12-2021. An

audit of the accounts of GGHS

office of Director of Elementary

Kotigram was carried out by the

and Secondary Education Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 27-11-2021 i.c much before the date of

receipt of retirement application
was received by the EDO (F) o

practice of the department.

by the Office of DEO (F), which
2 10-12-2021. This is the routine

The complainant was herself

beneficiary of the whole audit proceedings. In case if any audit

Para is endorsed against the ¢

presumed that it was unearthed d

melainant than how it can be
ue to the act of the undersigned.

|

In case the undersigned has falsely ‘fébl’icated the signature of the

complaint on the application the

1 the best course for the inquiry

officer would be to send the signature to FSL for verification and

then to determine the geniuses or otherwise of the signature. In

absence of any evidence, how
undersigned has/had fabricated/d

application.

In order to burden the shoulder
accusation, the inquiry officer w
statement of the complainant in t

provide opportunity to scrutinize

it can be presumed that the

esigned bogus signature on the

s of the appellant with alleged
vas legally bound to record the
he presence of the appellant and

her statement under the scrutiny

of cross examination. The appellant has not been associated with

e

L o I :
inquiry proceeding.and has been condemned unheard which
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against the principle of natural j"ustice and also againét the

provision of E & D Rules, 2011.

It has been repeatédly held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of
Pakistan that in case of major penalty there must be regular
inquiry. In the instant case no regular inquiry has been conducted.

The appellant was neither been sérved with any sort of charge

sheet and statement of allegation nor any regular inquiry has been

conducted: Appellant was unaware of the inquiry proceeding. No
inquiry was attached with the sho:'w cause Notice. The appellant
was also denied with opportunity J)f personal hearing. The whole
departmental proceeding was/is | nullity in the eyes of law

therefore, liable to set aside.

Allegation in the Show Cause Notice.

D. “You have submitted a fake letter to DEQ (F) for cancellation of

DDO ship of the Headmistress GGHS Kotigram”

Allegation in the inquiry report.

The inquiry officer vides its| report “Analysis of _the

statcments”says as under:-

“She (Complainant / Headmistress) also disowned the letter of

DDO ship of Mst: RabiaAyoub SST as the clerk (appellant) has

designed it without the approval of the Headmistress”.

IN Response, it is humbly submitted that the undersigned has never
submitted any application or letter for cancellation of DDO ship of

the Headmistress GGHS Kotigram. It is the prerogative of the

competent authority to appoint of nominate any person on the post .

of DDO ship. No evidence 15 available on record that the

undersigned has ever'submittefl application for cancellation of
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DDO ship of the complaint Headmiistress. In case if there is any
evidence the undersigned has right to be confronted with such type

of evidence. In the instant case the undersigned has never been

confronted with such tyiae of evidence. In case of submission any
such type of application; there must Lc initial of the appellant on the
application. . |
The statement of Mst: RabiaAyub has not been recorded by the

inquiry officer in the presence of appellant.

Allegation in the Show Cause Notice

E. “You also submitted a bogus transfer order of Mst: Rabia SST

from Koticram to GGHS NulMalakand Agency.” ....(Show
Causce). |

Allegation in inquiry report.

The inquiry officer vide its report “Analysis of the statements”says

as under:-
It is too astonishing that he (appellant) provided a bougus transfer

order of one Mst: Sarwat Begum showing her transfer from

GGHS Kotigram to GGHS Nul IMKD signed by the Deputy

Directress and on the basns of it submitted stoppage of pay source

in the Account Office with Fake glgnaturc of the Headmistress

keeping the teacher concerned un
|

Transfer order was verified 1'r01,h the concerned signatory in

aware just to torture her. The

Directorate, she disowned her signature.
In response it is humbly submitted that:-
In Show Cause Notice, it has been provided that appellant has

submitted a bogus transfer_order of Mst: Rabia SST from

Kotigram to GGHS NulMalakéynd Agency and where as in the

inquiry report the name of ‘Mst: Sarwat'Begum has been

mentioned. e g




1.

Now the question

is which statement s .true.

Whether

prosecution could be allowed to

approbate and re-probate in

the same breath.

1.

V.

The undersigned was transferred from GGHS Kotigram on

20/01/2022 and was placed it the disposal of DEO Male Dir Lower

at Timergara'and wasrelieved by the complainant [Head Mistress on

31/01/2022 and where is salary of the undersigned has also been
withheldw.e.f31-01-2022 to 28-02-2022 which is still outstandihg.

It has been already explained above that an illegal act is committed

with certain ulterior motive or fina

which would likely to be raised in a prudent mind would be is to

what was the interest of the appel
transfer  order of  Mst:San
Kotigram.Mst.Sarwat Begum is ne
appellant has / had any sort of rela

It is also humbly submitted that the

lant to fabricate/ prepare bogus
vat | Begum SST  GGHS
ther relative of appellant nor the
tion with the concerned teacher.

undersigned has no enmity what

so ever, with the concerned teacher. In absence of such type of

relationship the question would be as to why the appellant has

prepared/febricated a bogus transfer order of the said teacher?

The inquiry officer was under legal

obligation to record evidence of

all concerned persons including Mst: Sarwat Begum SST GGHS

Kotigram and that to in the presen
of crass examination.In the instant

recorded by the enquiry office

ce of appellant with opportunity
case no such evidence has been

r and what to say of crass

examination? In absence of compliance with mandatory provisions

of law for the validity of accusatign;how it can be presumed that the

undersigned is guilty of submitting bogus transfer order ofMst:

Sarwat Begum SST from GGHS iKotigram to GGHS NulMalakand

1cial benefits. The first question -




Agency.The appellant has never been confronted with such type

bogus transfer order.

F. “You have also been removed from service on 30-10-2009 on

similar charges”
The inquiry officer vides its
statements”says as under:-

“His (appellant) previous service

report “Analysis _of the

record is full of such devil

incidence on the basis of which he was removed from service vide

this Office No.6767-72 dated 30-10-

such like bogus and designed practices.

2009 after legal formalities for

Later on, when got his re-instatement order conditioned with De-

Novo inquiry, but no one was ready

to inquire him again.

The competent authority, Worthy Director E & SE (as EDO/DEO

Dir Lower of that time) scttled the

matter through Oath, but the

concerned clerk (appellant) did not himself reformed.

He (appellant) practiced such skills

GGHS Osakai and now in GG
inquiries and personal files (huge

full of such like practiccé for which

in SDEO (F) Office Adenzai,

IS Kotigram. The previous
Volume) of the junior clerk is

he is well known to every one.”

o ol .
In response to this allegation, it is humbly submitted that the

Hon’ble Service Tribunal Vide Judgments Dated 24-06-2009 and

09-08-201 re-instated the undersigned and declared all sort of such

type of al]egatiohs as illegal, unla\L/fuI and without lawful authority.

It is also worth mentioning that Denovo inquiry was conducted and

the reinstatement order was withdrawn. The appellant again

approached the Service Tribunal

556/2010 and resultantly the appel

back benefits. The order of the Hon’ble Service Tribunal and that of

and filed Service Appeal No.

lant was again reinstated with all

competent authority is worth perusal.Once a civil servant is
i

11




honorably acquitted of the charges, the same cannot be made

precedent for any subsequeht alle

made on the score of such type

ation and no conviction can be

of allegations. 1t is also worth

mentioning that the competent authority vide his comments dated

09-02-2011 has categorically admitted that the alleged accusations

as flimsy in nature and have no
appellant therefore, liable to be set

of Hon’ble Service Tribunal d

nexus with the conduct of the
at naught. Copies of Judgment
ated 09-08-2010 along with

reinstatement order, Service App

cal No0.556/2010, Order Sheet

dated 05-09-2011, and Comments of the competent authority dated

09-02-2011 and the reinstatement ©
13-03-2014 are attached as Flaglll

rder with all back benefits dated

Appellant has neither been confronted with such like alleged

allegations nor has the inquiry officer bothered to record any

evidence in this respect.

De novo inquiry was conducted th

ough Mr. Hazar Hayat Principle

GCMSS Timergara and Mukhtiar Khan Principal GHSS, Khall and

it is false to say that no one was rready to conduct inquiry against

the appellant. Copies attached as Flag-1V.

So far the question of Qath of the

has no factual back ground, fals

appellant is concerned; the same

e and concocted. The Official

respondents are under legal obligation to present any such type of

stamp paper or other evidence before this Hon’ble Tribunal for

perusal and scrutiny.

In view of the above explained humble submissions, the

impugned Inquiry Report has no b

ackup and nullity in the eyes of

law therefore;this Hon’ble ’1‘1'ibut}1al may graciously be pleased to

set aside the same and exoneratle

the appellant with all types of

accusations and re-instate the appellant w.e.f 22-08-2022 with all

| back benciflts accordingly._ l ‘




Dated:

/ 12023

———

Through

Ashraf Ali Khattak

Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

13
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKI—ITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,- PESHAWAR

Rejoinder

in

Service Appeal No. 1670 /2022

Muhammad Idress,
Ex-Junior Clerk,
R/o Ouch East, Tehsil Adenzai, D

Versus

The Director Education,(E & SED
Near Malik Saad BRT, Terminal, |

G.T. Road Firdous, Peshawar & o

rLower ..o, Appellant.

),

thers. oo Respondents.

Affidavit

I, Muhammad Idress,Ex-Junior C

lerk, R/o Ouch East, Tehsil Adenzai, Dir

Lower, do hereby solemnly dffirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the instant rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the notice

of this Hon’ble Tribunal.

{

Dath Coir{dsio. -
Endst; oo, 3de0sg



NO._ o 2 /-f _J

To,

| N The Secretary Government of
Khyber Pakhtun Khwa E&SED P

Throughi- PR'OPER CHANNEL

SUBJECT: -

qmcﬁ OF THE HEAD MISTRESS GGHS KOTIGRAN

Dated chtlgramthe N/J f/ /2021..

| .
|-
f.shawar

1 FROM SERVICE.

APPLICATION FOR RETAIRIMEN
- It is stated that I, am serving
. Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. wef 03-11-

workmg as Head Mistress BPS- 17 at GGHS Kotig

My Date of Sirth is 03- 04-1962
" compietion of 60 years wef 02-04-2022 (AN).

Therefore, you are requested ih
wef 02-04—2022(A N) Please.

Hoping that my application wili:

in Elementary. and Secondary Education
985 to 02-04-2022 (A.N) and presertly
ram Dir Lower. - ' '

and I, will be proceeded on retirement on
at | may very kindly he retired from service

aceive due attention

‘(wxeezzé@wn \.

%HEAD MISTRESS
GGHS 'KOTIGRAM DIR LOWER

HEADMISTR '
GGHS, Kotigram '
tﬁl‘zit. Dir { Lawcr\ |

......




Py ' | Flag-T

DIRECTORATE 01" ELEMENTARY & 5 Ei ONDARY LDUCATION
KHYE PR PARETUNKIIWA P ATAWAR. i

Phone: 091-9225344 Email: ddadmn.ese@gmail.com N

Lo . . 4 N

' ]

IOTYFISATION . . . ' o
. H"wh“ﬁ;:.fﬁ Tha Oistrict Dducation Officer (Female) Dir Lower has submittad a°

corr:plcirﬁ: against Muhammad drees Ex-iC GGHES Kotigran Oir Lower vide letier

O

No.1138 doted 18/3/2022, now scrvice pihiced at the disposal of DEQ (M) Dir

Lower vitle uim ¢ oorder issued wnder ndate NG 706100 rl;u'wi 20/0172022.
Al WHERR SAS, B ercrdiry h 5. been conducte d by this OrllCL. Lhrougi‘ DEO (M) Dir
lower vide NO"IflC&t‘Dn issued under Endst: r]‘o 4501-04- '“Iatc:.G 30/03;’2021 ‘

, Eé‘:%, ‘the District EOU\.d\‘OH Officer : (M} ian qucr (Enauiry: Of’cer\ haf"‘
’-'Cundur:i.ed (.."luUII)/ and. sub'thcd detail LLGU 2 1cpon to this mrm.tomto yida :

letter No. d:>93 dated 11/06/2022 w:th dear cut re commendauom of ?omputsory
: Rehremer** from serv;ce in r/o Muhammad I recc 3/c ) N -

n apheal haf b A0 necmvnj inl r/o Muhammad, Idrees. WC aralnqt th

4, e
| éngi;‘ir\',/‘ _re:g;ort_ v,wth thc l.dcuesr tha the enquiry officer has conducted an ex-parte -
"enq;,.!iaﬂj';-'»d'ainq’tlhirr S - | E C Lo
5. . .‘,n.,,“"Zé.' :':f,.laf.'“, the a appeli urhorn\/ has elofed his- appeat and 'al ec Ef"' gharmmad
;drccs JC for perso a! he 2'|ng or 4/8/2 2 vide this ofﬂCﬂ letter. N 2 36 dated

Cyjossag22c e L

. . . . ' ot « Ve
- 6. NHERUW a 'ouestioner was seérved dpon Muhammud Idr ess J_C dauring

pers onai hean ing uated 4/8/3.022 : o ' S |
7. AND WHER "fafi, Muhzrmmad Idress JC has . submitted - written 'repl‘y of the
: Quebttom‘r on the same date.. ' : o

(8. NOW, i 1IREFORE, ' the “appellate auLHcrlLy, the Director E&S

!'I'I -

'Kh\/boir k
' 'Pakhtunknwa hes decided to issue Starning to Muhommc.d Idrﬁcs ]/Clelk %o -

‘pc.rrorm lus duty rcgulariy with !hc entire. satisfactlon’ of the hsghups othorwlsc

“strict action will be taken.against him.

.
v ! N

DIRECTOR o |

, : { ) C [ Elementary S Secondary 1"d||rhti0n
N Li R b : Khyber g'd!\h!l'n!\n N, P .\-.lmwuf
Endst: Noi__. >__ S ,7}‘ No. /A 7J/M€/\,omp!amt Dir Lower Dated: :__:;;; 0. 3)/?0 22
Copy of the abovc is forwarded for m.d ‘mation and n/JLthI’ to Lhc -.
ool District Education Officer (M/F) Dir Lower.. | , _ !
.2- District. Ac¢ount Officer Dir Lower. o ' o o
3- Principal/HM cencerned.” !

- 4-- Official concerned.
5--PA to i the D:rector E&m; ,\hyber Dairludmdwwa, Pesha\Narj'.' ,

v , ' ' /;;/

1 : ) . /

R /
R . f'/ /
v o “/{, c:t,s"wmin} ,
Direccorate ES Se condar'/ Education .
vt foee B PN P ST l‘lf-r-i—. \Ar-'n— N‘




BEI‘("R.B THE NWFP, serrcp Tl‘\IBU'NAL PESH

Appcal No. 22)./2009

Date of institution = Ib 02. 2009
DdlL ol doubslon «.24.-6. 2009

Muh'mlnmd Idrecs, Junwl Clerk, GIISS Shawa, Dlslnul Dn Low&.r u
Samarbagh, District Dir Lower

Vl"RS.US .

The I3 \u.ulwe stlru,l Officer, Lluncntary é.. Sccondary Educ
Lower. .
The District Coordmanon Ofﬁcer, sttrxct Dir Lower at Txme
Mr. Mukhtiar, Junior Clerk, GGHSS Ouch under transfer to C

Dir Lower :
(R‘espohdent No. 3 proceeded against Ex-parte vide order dats

............................................................

Scrvice appeal under Section 4 of the NWF ‘R Scrv;c:c Tri
the impugned order dated 27.9.2008, passed by Respon

Respondent No.3 was transferred and posted there against v
departmental appeal/ rupléscmanon on 23:10.2008 but the s

of within the statutory period of 90 days

............................

Mr. Ashral Ali, A(lvobalc .......................
Mz, Ghulam Mus(ul’d A [ T LI O PP TOI PPN

MR. SULTAN MAHMOOD KHATTAK i i,
SYED MANZOOR ALI SHAH
. |I

I
JUDGMENT 1|

ALIMOOD KHATTAK, MEMBER ‘This appea!

J R S R R LR

SUI TANM

appcllant arzamst 1hc mlpugned order dated 27 9 2008 passeo by, Res
he was transferred fro,m GGIIS Shawa to. GHSS Samar Bagh and
transferred and postcd there agtunst He praycd the impugned orde

1ppc1l1nl may be allowcd to contmue his duncs at GGHS Sh'lw'\r Dir

2. Bricf facts of the case as aveired from the memo of appeal

k wns appomtcd as J'unlol Clerk vxdc ord(.r d'Lted 30. 5 2006 and 1}051

.',I I|

rgara, - )
3HSS Shawa, sttnct

appellant was unlawfully transferred from GGHS Shawa to G

nd_ér transfer to GHSS

........

(Appellant)
ation, District Dir

. (Respondents) '

........

:d2652009) o o ’ : |

bunais Act 1974 against’
dent ‘No.1 whereby the

HSS Samar Bagh and
hich appellant filed a

ame was not disposed

For Appellant.
For Respondents.

. MEMEER.
MEMBER.

‘v

1-has been ﬁled by the

pOndentNo 1 whereby '

Respondcnt Ng..3 Was -
.may be set a'si'cic and
ﬁowcr.'

arc thai ;helaﬁpellant

ed at GHS Shorshing,

monlhs when he was. transferrcd and po:.lcd at GCI]S Shawa vide!

|}

‘Dn Loww After lus appomtmcm the appﬂllant h’xd scwcd al GFIS |

'l lu. 1ppcIl1nt assumcd the charge at the new school He was agam transfer

Shaw'x to GIISS Samar Bagh atid Respondent No. 3 was posted v:ce the appell ant vide the

Shorshing for lmz{rilly' 3
0rde1 dated I 9 2006
red from GGHS




-
i

lmpy}lcd ordet datcd 27 9.2008. The impugned order is the result of]

as s evident from thoi letter dated 15. 92008 whcxcby the appc
i

lmml'cm.d in v[olalmnllo[' the Rulcs and poucy The' 1mpugned o

appcllanl aggricvcd the 'eof preferred a dcpa;‘tmental appgai on 23.1

solncucd 10 response, hetlce thls appeal . -

The 1tspondcrits]='lwcre summoned. They app;’a"ed tln"tmgh

- subﬁﬁtted written r,eply,'ﬁontestcd the app_eal and dpmcd the 'cllam_'l of|

Respondent No. 3 who has been proceeded égaii1§t ex-patie..

-

3.

4. °  Arguments heard and record perused.
. 5: .
~trealed the appellant in accordance with law, rﬁle$ and policy on the

violation of Article 4 of Constitution of the Islamic Républic of]

j_u"nl'awfuliy transferred the appcl'lant through (hc ifnpugnedprdef whic

el henee not sustainable ﬁu the eyes ol Inw The zmpu;,m.d order is

and as such is neither in p‘ubhc ifiterest nor in cxxgcncy of servxce I

-sust.nnahlu on this score a]qnc The impugned 01dcr is pu.nmturc ina

tenure of posting of a ¢ivil Servant to a post is lln;:c yca;s which mus

“circumslances and any tratisfer dcvnatlon of the rules w1ll render thé

\vuhoul lawful authority. Tke impughed ordcr is in vxolatnon of the

Pollcy', ethics of good goverpance and also violative of the instructior

Undcr the Govcn nment of NL&‘VI‘ P Rnlcs of Businéss, 2001 Rcspondc

consult the Respondent No. 2 before the uansfcr of lhc appcllant but

done which is in violation ofnhe rules, therefore the 1mpugned_ order

nullity in the eyes of law ané hence liable to be scf_ ésicle. He contir

I

";rcs'pondcul department faiIéd.to cncouﬁte‘r the rejoinder sul:;mitted by
eounu.r nlhdav:t, and_that ﬂII chargcs lcvclcd agamst the appe“a

withoul 2 any cvudcncc Thc 1mpugncd transfer order has passed durn

B ¢ e

1
and undu the p(‘1 <y of trz.nsfer and posting no ! cu\atlon has bee

: i
‘ r.o-np\. eng an lh arity, there fore the order is nol lunblc undu thc lav

o r——, - At WV e
— e . e

- appéal may be ﬂ’r"ptw as prayed for.

—— ,‘-—-—-' L Y

.....

politiéal interference
lant was unlawfully '.
cder is illegal. hénce

0.2008 but the same

their representatives,

the appellant, except

The learned counsel for the appe‘l!ém a}g}igd that Réspondéﬂis_'No..l & 2 have not

subj e.ct and acted m
Pakistan, '1973 and
s illegal, unlawful -
politically molivnfcd
ence the same is no.t
] muﬁh as the noﬁnal
t be completed in allll'
: o;_déy of _transfer'._as"
transfer and pogtiﬂg,-
s 6f the Governmeht,
nt No.1 was bound 1ol

he samc hias not been :

f Respondent N6.1 is

ed t6 argue that the ‘

the appeliant throﬂgh’

nt, are- frivoloys 'a,nd‘.
ng 113;(-_:__pe_rj9_d_ of ban
n wo'iyal;;in'ed from the

v. He prayed that the




. 6., The lcamed'?A G.P argued that \vhatéoevcr, had been done was under the law, Rules

}

t

" and prevallmg pohéy As under Secuon 4 of NWFP le Serv‘mi Act‘1973-, é.\{ety Civil

" Servant shall hold Qfﬁce during the plcasure of the. Governor/autljority. Howeﬂ;"f’;r the order -
. : 1 . N A

- .was made on the report of Headmistress and in light of inquiry committee report. He
: ) t K R f ) . ) .

prayed that the appeal may be dismissed. :
l

7. After bearifi 1g arguments on both sxdcs, the Trxbunal while agreeing. with the

arguments put forth{by the learned counsel for the appellant holds that the i:ﬁpugncd order

{

cnvisaging the ;1pl‘>.cllnn( s transfer from GGHS Shewa to G!ISS Samar Bagh before

' : N s . o
-completion of his normal tepurc is -based on malafide, political snd. cxtraneous

consideration and as such not tenable under the law. The Respondent Department did not

‘encounter the rejoinder submitted by lhe 'a"ppéllant through countfl:r afﬁda\'fit. The appellant

-hds thus made -out a case for mtcrfenence of thc Trubuml AccOrdmgiy, this appeal is

acvcptcd The nnpugncd wansfer otder dated 27. 92008 is scl

l

mcle and the_rgspondent

o

- department is directed to allow. the appellant to continue his du1ies at GGHS Shawa, Dir.

Lower. The parties are, however, left to bedr thelr own costs.

Aggéﬁgyy,zigﬁaa%aﬂﬂf;ﬁgééé%/

record., i

ANNOQUNCED.,
.24.6.2009.

l lc‘-‘apr!r" Jee. lr.

T m
2.’5:':, ]I R

fpﬂam“.ui é?v~—-”ﬂ

b ¥~ ) 0‘/ [14d) % - vﬂm

l Sese of compleildh o cc‘p}-m/«?'-m [

' B of balnesy Y ¢
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File be consigned to the
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BEFORE

FHE KPR K SERVICH 'i RIBUNAL S

_ Appeal No, 3865010

Date of fnstintion  25.00,2010
Late ol ducision - Ov.0K8.2011)

S

Mubammad Idrces, Ex-Juriior Clerk, E&QST Department Dir Lbwer

VERSUS

S~

l EDO (E&ST) stlx ict Dir Iowm
2. DCO Dir fower.,

3. Director (E&SE) KPK Peshawar.,

"L Governmeni of NWFEP through the Scerciary [ &\I D) Peshawar,

~

.......

cec(Respondents)

Appeal w/x 10 of the NWP l\.\() 2000 upningt i «mlu dated 30, 10,2000

wherehy the nnncllnnl was_dismissed from ser vu.g._

.....

M/S Khabid Rehman & Ashral Al Khattak Advm.ucq.....‘.....‘.‘ FFor :mp«:l!:m!"-

Mr, damal Nasie A.G.P

................................

JUDGMENT.,

ABDUL _JALIL. rvnsfozF.R

© s against the order dated 30.10.2000 wlwuhy he was (llsnu'.*.l.(l frofn service.

-

2 Bricf facts of the case are that the appeltant was posted as Junior (.!uk it

......... s o Respondenns

..... MIMBH\
SYED MAN/OOR ALISHAH. L e MEMBER,

2!
5
<

This am;wl has been filed by the appeliant

G fll"

.Slla\vn District Lower Dir. The Headmistress handed aver Iit.r bill to the nppcil:mt on

2009 which was sent 1o Respondent No, ') hul II\L same was petwncd with eertain,

olnccuons Thc same nnnoyccl the Nc idnvistress md .sh I)Inmcd he appeltant for the

same.  The Ih.adml..tu.ss u\cd her mﬂ’tcnu, by wi[vmg against the appellant to

Rcspondcnl Nu I and also exerted political pressire on, .nm fo Gale aetion apaingt (e

N

' .\ppdi.ml as is evident Trom letter dated 15.9.2010, 1e Witi ll.m fistee) 08 4N hrm nt

.....

-

I. .
Inl)\m.li andh the Tribunal was pleased to aceepl the e il an 24,0, ’(){l‘)

TSR A

'-a \"' ‘

, The appcllnnt challcngcd the. same in Sc:wcv /\ppc il ’\lo "2”/’”)0‘) in :hc'\crvicc

'lu‘i‘(::ll'lt:r. )

 J

";vf, e
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[ %)

departmental appeal but the same was dismissed on 23
_ appeal.

3. Arguments heard and rccc;rd'pcruscd. .

4, The learned counsel f‘:()r the appcilant’ argued

50,000/- ol' DT fund and mis-plnccc] the Scrvice Nooks of

. corruption’and embezzlement in the PTC l'uncl._ He has al

- 5S0000/- was, gcmunc or lorgcd 'md e dc'crmmc .)/ who' lis

disciplinary proceedings were initiated against the appélimit

service vide -the impuigned order dated 30.10.2009 ag

p;occcdcd against under ¢ lmncous consideration only (&

of his Icg\l rights. No ncgul.n inquiry was conducl.d wlu

under the law and no copy of i mqunry report was prov:clcd

.

in the shape of quc\lnonn'urc form was qcrvcd upon the'a

The appetlant has been condenuped unheard,

5. The A.G.P argued that the appeal is time barred. T

1

show cause notice, chargc sheet and’ final show cause d

persoi, Propcr mqurry was conductcd lhc app(.ll'mt was found guilly of mis-conduct,

2 3

" other record of Teachers which are still uncturned. He was reimoved from service after '

fulfilting the legal requitemenls.

and he was dismissed from

hinst which he preferred o

2.2000. Heaee, the

instant

hat the appeltant lias been
penalize kim' for his straggle

ch is mandatory requirement

opellant which is-illegal. No

statement was recorded what to spcuk of the statements in the preseoce of appellant.

he: nppérllnnl cmbuezzled Rs.

~

6. - Inview of the aliéw}c,ﬂimé impugned ordéi d_:u;:d 30.10.2009 is el aside s the

.

punishmént is not commensutale to the guili of appcant.

denovo inquiry. ‘The inquiry committee shall verify the sigt

4

L \
documents framy PSL in order (o dclwrtmnu wi\c!lwr lh':. signntoee

|ccord o('lhc PTA c\pcndllurc cte .mcl who is custodian of

to cost. File be consigned to the record..

atures of FHead Misiress on
¢ on Tectipt ol R,

csponsibic for mainiaining

.

ANNOUNCID. B
92.8.2010. . .
‘ — X l (s /t.,(’. —
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<3 CeRDULIALE) - L

MAN OOR ALI STIAH)
i ME IBTR '

0
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MEMBER,

olicé and he was heard ine
. RN YEN

he PTA funds. No order’as -

o the appellant. . An inquiry -

the Teachers. Fle was given o

The cdse is remanded for -

86 stolen-Scrvice Books and: {7

T wie
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ated 09/08/2010 in writ petition *

¢

{Saced Khan}
Exceutive District Officer
(E8SE) Dir Lower

s
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| _.“ T OFF!"C OF THE CXFf'UTIVE DISTNICT OI'I"I"I'R {E&SE} DIt IOW CRAT TIMERGARA,
0 | -
! Q._IS..C_&Q..D"“'
| -'J: ey - .
| P : To honor lhc judgmcnt ai KIPK Svr\mu Tribunal Peshawar d
{ : ' No 556/2010; Mr. Mohd idrees L‘x~)unfor Clork Is h(.ruby rcin;lnlv(l In service and further ad}ustcd agalnst
. - o Junior Clerk post at Gits Takoro in (he Interest of public .c-rvlcc form lluc date of his tnkin[: over charge.
it : . i 4
v -
AT o
L Notg:
) . . .
| ’ v 1o No TA/DA Bs'allowed.
PR o2, Charge Report should be' submme(l to all conce nwd
b IR . '.i .
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' é ‘x'.';' ) 45;} - Copv of the aboW.- is l‘orwardnd to:-
{ - ' A1 The Secrelary (E&SF) KPK Poshawar, |
;- Vs s W20 The Registrar KPK Serico Tribunal Peshavsar,
-:::= : E’ R ] 3. The Director {E&SE) KPK Peshivear.,
1 é v 4. The Distelet Caordination Cllicer ie 1 oveer, -
’ {: . :r Y :'. 5. Yhe Distelet Accounts O{llcor Dir L ower,
LRI ‘._ 6. The I!umlm:\..lcr concerovd, .
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Lower. @ j04_ o5
.................................................. --+Appellant.

ower,

Heer, Distriet Djy
Terii

.............

5 e Respondents,
SERVICE APPEAY UNBLR SECTIOI\’~4 OF THE
KHYBER

PAKHTOONKHWA SERVICE ‘
| TRIBUNALS. ACT, 1974

AGAINST ' pype
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED, -

|

PRAYER. B L .

' ,On: acC,éptanct_: -0f the instant appeal,  (his
I—Ionoufab{le Tr;’bun;'il, may gracioy

~ aside the }}ilpugiled Order
Teceived by the a

ppellant op 04102-2
it appellant u:"ith back benefits

| L
“Wa\i '
Respectfully Shgweth, T S

011 and reinslrate the -
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o 448

To Z—W‘)\ :

The Executive District Officer
(E&Secy:) Dir Lower at Timergara. -

Subject: -APPLICATION FOR REVISED 'RE-INSTATEML“;NT ORDER
' |
R/Sir,

Annex: A).

It is part anent to mention that Service Tribunal K.P.K dlrected on 05:09-2011
for the subject cited above. In this regard my application. is (hereby submitted for the
following correction in the re-instatement order dated 11-06-2011 (Copy attached as

It is therefore humbly prayed that a Revised Re-Instat ent Order may kindly be..

—issued to me with effect from the dates of Termination i.e dated 30-10-2009 with al_
Wﬂ;’ G.H.§ Shawa Dir Lower as per direction

Augnst High Court Peshawar in Writ Petion- No.2064/09 dated 06-10-2009 (Copy~

attached as Annex: Q). . [ —

Hence Executive District Officer Dir Lower already ingplemented service appeal
this office -
ordered endorscment No.13570-76, dated 12.07201] (Annex: D), apipeal No,709/10 and
898 /10 dated 22.G2.2011 in respects of Aqal Zad PET and Mulammad ilyas CT vide ihis

No. 825/10 datcd 16.03.2011 in respeer of M, Mahainnad Nisar AT vide

ufiice Endorsement No. 2469-77 dated 21.02.201 1 (Annex: E).

‘Keeping the above particulars miy application is hereby submitted for favour of
further sympathetically consideration/Issuance of Revised Re-Instatement Order and

posted me at GGHS Shawa  as prayed for please.

" Thanks

: " Your Obed cntly
Dated: 20-09~2Q 11.

R

—

. I

(MUHAMMAD IDREES )

Junior Clerk G.!-I.S Merakai
. Maidan Dir Lowe..

|
‘_
|

|
:,
I
|
|.
|

|

|

|

|

|

of Service_
Tribunal in appeal No. 222709 dated 24-06-2009 (Copy attachied as Annex: B) and

.

R U
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OFFICE ORDER.

.3. The District Accounts Officer Dir Lower

OFFICE OF THE DISTT:EDUCATION OFFICER DIR LOWER AT TIMERGARA.

Reference directioh of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ServiceT

Mr.Muhammad Idrees J/Clerk is hereby adjusted at GHS Darmtal for the period w.e.f

171172009 to 20/09/2010 for the purpose of Pay only.

Note: - Necessary entry to this effect shq‘uld be made in his Servict Book accordingly.

ibunal Peshawar,

|
1
!
1
il
1
H

Er!dst: No, -,,)‘/b L\ 57Datcd ['nmergara the ,"3/ 03/

i Copy of the above is forwarded to;-

1. IThe Regisirar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trlbﬁml Peshawat,

2.  The Head Mastar GHS Damtal.

4. The Official concerned.
"‘“‘."‘.' 3

Distric nfuca
(M)Dir Lowc:

e
s
S

A

. (Muhammad Ibrahim)
' ) District Edudation Officer
(M)Dit Lowb

r at Timérgara

014,

t:on%ff' cer

rat Timergara..
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- Memo:

To:
M, Muhammad Idlecs hm:m C
GHS Takaroo lower Dir
Subject: ENQUIRY

_ Reference Executive Disti: 0!l
dated. 20-09-2010. '

The enquiry commitiee is going
You are hereby dirccted, 0 atl

High School Timergara lower Dir) on 18-10-2010
‘questioner may also be submitted on the spot.

/“.

DFFICE OF THIE PRINCIPAL
TCNHS (BOYS) TINMER (1/\1\1\ DIRT.0w -
No.__ D4y dated. £ D014

e

Tlerk

icer  (E&SE) lower Dir letter Nol16124

to conduct an enquiry against you :

cnd this School ( Govt: Centennial Maodel
at 10.00 A.M and reply of the attached

o
d 12!
LCasy Y Al
Chairman/PrinCipal.
GCMHS Timergara lower Dir

R @// o
Nvd/ | —"
/74 77 7/ VO LEN

Member/Principal,
GHSS Khall lower Dir,




<

| p\a%/ L%
f'/

I

f

The Chairman, I

mgulry Comittee, :

. Principal, GCMHS Tinmergnra

Digtrict Dir Lower, '

Briel Factss. !

|
I have the honour te svbmit my statement for your

.consideration snd favourable action on thefollowing Zroundsie

(R

|
That it is pertinent %o wentiov thai being low paid
and pemzx poor amployse,the rospected Headmistroszs
GGHS Shawa Dir Lower used to Herass me by one way
or the other.SH® pressurized me to get her medical
bills sandtioned from |the competenb authority. Bhe
previded her medical Bills to the appallant for
further nrocecsgingon }28-5-2009.

That Lt 55 pertinent to mention that the answeriug

civil Servant is neither the suthemby to sanctioa
Medical Bills nor has' any other mens.relation to

get the medical bills, ganctioned from tThe authoeity.

Hs has the responszibiiity to obsy the lowiul dizzetinons/
Orders of the superfors in it true spirits. The
snswaring responcent dld B0. he after fbserving codal
formalities placed the medical bills of my respected
Haad Miptressbelore the concerned cowpevent ausho2is
vide letterdibed 29-5-2008, But the same were returned
to me with cerbain legal objections. T explained the
whole gitvation before my respected Head IMistress, But
might due to some misvnderstanding created by soue
roreign and iaternal #kkam elements or Ior reasons

best know to the Headmistress Sbt. She presumced that
_the bills has not been signed due to my negligeace.

@his got my Heddmistress annoyed emd she bent upon to
punigh me.shethrough hev status,politicsl and extraneous
nesns to bear upon the Executive Dlstt:0fficer (EXZE)
Lir Lower traasfered and postcd me to avery far-flung
area, which ie about 75/85 kilometcrs eway from.my
native villsge, However,the applent remained unzwene

ar the entire ephsode nor he wes proviced an opportunity
to eyplain his position.Eesultantly b away ¢l puni.shment
a:d torture, the ERO FHEy Dir Lowor mpsnefercd the
epplient to the Docired faor~situated schoole The Trans-—
ferred order was issued with malafide intention and

wes in violation of 'rules,policy, naturaljustice, fajir-
play equity. Frimarily I ascailec the gsme in departmen—
tel represectztion end thembefore thayfon'abls sexvice
mpibunal in Service Appeal No.222/2009,.




e

frade "

3%

Se

| o

ghg? 1t is alec pertirdent to mentioned that the
on'ebla forvice iribungl was placed to issu
Statis-quo vider in wmy favour vidé order, but
the saue was not ached uvon by the authoéity a3l
hag t@us commibtéd contempt of Court Order.ihe
geadmlstress refused to honnur the oidder ofmgﬁw
§9n'gble gervice Tribunal as well as EDO B&S%ib
DI Towsr ang reyused t ; { ve o
The pene: ; o allow mem to serve or.
! .

That, The Hon'sble service Tribunal was pleased

%0 get-aside the impugned tramsfer order and

diredted to allow me to continue my duty at GGHS .
§hnyaq§1r Lower vide order/judgement dated z4/6,/2009.
Thet sxtgr~the judement ibil,errlant obtained attested
cony of Judgment snd applied t. ..0.0 Dir Lower for
implementatior which (was referved for necessary action
to the lesrned Executive Distt:Gfficer (E&RE:), Nir
Lowver,however,inzt:ad of implemanting ths Judgeaent
the laamed Zzacubive Dight:Cfficer (MLARs ) Diir Lower
revengeflly stsrted|diciplinary acticn axeinst the
appellant and sent letter for enquiry. I submitted
nembara of ep-licatidn before the concermed comnetent
authority for the implementatisn of the Judgement/Order
of the Hon'ehle Triimal° :

That autherity cetemrically denled to adhere Ho

the judgement of the Hoa'eblie lervice Tribunzal which
is not only of the Miscoadugt but also clear-sub
contempt of court ozder. So, I the appillent was
constrained to approach the eugust Ieshawar High Court.
peshswar in writ petition Moo 2064/2009 for implment-
stion wherein the lésrnmed EDO (FAGK:) Dir Lowel wes
gummoned by the lion}able High Couxt to attend the

_court but he did not appear,however,wend implemsntatio:

orier dated 7/9/200@.@he gppkllent L7 sppesr on the
game date in pursuapce of which the mpEsilBeti submitte
charge report. :

|
That the write petion again ‘come for hearning beiore
the sughst High Court Peshawar vherein the laemmed
deputy advocaile General,infermed ths Court that, the
order has besn implersated Lyt as the Charge was not
handad over to the.sppdklent there fore the Hon'table
Court dirsctexi thaf NEANDING OVER UHYE CHARG.: Bi
ENOURED TO THE APPELUINT ON II.7 ARRIVAY, VIDE OHDER"
datad 05/10/2009. hppellent obtained alitedted copy
of the oxder of +ha high count and applied Sc the
headmistress .as well as to the lesrned £DO (TaR)
Dir Lower, but ever the ordsr of the august High Court
Peshawar was not honoured.

| +
That finally vide 'the impugned oxdsr dated 30-13-2009
appdllent was impoged upon the major penalty of
removsl/disnissal from service undar the NUYFP lzmoval
from service (Specicl powers) Grdinance,2000&

That the'appellanﬁ obtsined copy of the oxder and
submitted asppeal/Representatson against impugned oxde
dated 30-10-2009 %tc the DCO Dir Lower at Timergara on
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18-11-2009, but the same was dismiseed/fided [/ 3
By the District Coordinstion Officer,

Thst the spplient was agroved and submitted/Chszllend
the szme in Service appeal NWe.556/2009 in the service
tribunal XKFK peshawaye

" The said igpugead order daFed=3iL0/2008 was ceb-aside

by the Hon'able Service Tribungl KPX vide judsgement
dated 9~8-2010, , :

It is therefare requested that my statement in

this regaxd iz herebvy submitted for furtiner sympethiticaly
coadideration rlease; ; /f

hedient
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S¢3 J/Clerk)
oro Nistt:Dir Lower.
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