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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
CAMP COURT D.LKHAN

- Service Abpeal No. 941/2015

Date of Institution...  20.08.2015
Date of decision... 14.03.2018

Amanu’lléh son of Jan Muhammad R/O Muryali D.I.Khan PST GPS Sikandar
Janubi No. 1 Tehsil Parova District D.1.Khan. C (Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary, E& SE, Khyber PakhtunkhWa, Peshawar and 4 others.

... (Respondents)
Mr. Muhammad Asif Naveed, For appellant.
. Advocate
Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, : _
Addl. Advocate General - " For respondents.
MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, .. CHAIRMAN

" MR.AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the learned

counsel forthe parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

-2 | " The appellant was charged for two crimiﬁal cases in which he was _
~acquitted on 02.7.2613 and 7.11.2013. He was suspended due to pendéncy of
criminal cases and after acquittal he was reinstated on 19.07.2014. In the said
order, it was written that the app-ellant remained absent for foﬁr years and his that
- period was treated as extraordinary leave without pay. Against tﬁis order, he filed
a departmental‘appeal onv25.4.2015 which was not resppnded to and fhereafter, he

filed the present service appeal on 20.08.2015.




ARGUMENTS
3. The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant was entitled

for, at least, suspension allowance during the period of suspension and he could

not be denied the said allowanc‘;e.

4. On‘the other hand the -learnedl' -AAG argued that suspension 'allowanc‘e‘
could be grénted only when the-conc‘emed employee did not absent or did not
abscond. That as per the record and judgment of the court of 15w it was clear that
the appellant remained absconder. That no pay/éilowhnce could be paid for the
said period. He ﬁéxt contended that the departmental appeal was time barred,

therefore, the present service appeal was also time barred.

CONCLUSION

S. This Tribunal is first to decide the question of limitation. Since the matter

“involved in the present appeal is financial benefits, no limitation would run in such

appeal. Coming to the merit of the appeal, the learned counsel for the appéllant has
not been able to show any law or ruling where under an absconder could be

granted pay/allbwance. Fugitive from law loses many of his due rights as is a

settled principle of law.

6.  Consequently, the present appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

Chairman
Camp Court, D.I.Khan
" (Ahmad Hassan)
Member
ANNOUNCED
14.03.2018 '
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©14.03.2018 - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Addl. AG -alongwith Attaullah, DEO- - for the respondents

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, this appeal is
dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File vbe

aserconsigned to the record room. P i

Al
Camp Court, D.1.Khan

ANNOUNCED
14.03.2018




~ Service Appeal No.

- 20.122017

. 19.02.2018

13.03.2018

941/20155 o fj's'-; S j.j R

Appellant in person present Mr Farhaj Slkandar Dlstrrc
Attorney alongwith Mr Muhammad Kamran A]DO (L1t1gat10n)
for the respondents also present. ertten reply on behalf of
réspondents submltted Adjourned To come up for rejomder and

arguments on 19. 02 2018 before D. B at Camp Court D. I Khan.

K - (Muhammad min Khan Kundi) |
: . : _ Member . ; s
..~ Camp Court D.I. Khan -

Appe'llar\t in person present.. Mr. Usmar\ Ghani,
District Att'orney alongwith Mr. Muhammad 'Kamran, ADO
i -f‘or't'he respon-dents als’o present. Rejoinder not submitted

Appellant requested for ad;ournment on the ground that his
counsel is :not available today Adjourned To come up for.

reJornder and arguments on 13.03. 2018 before D.8 at Camp

Court D.I.Khan:.

(Ahma Hassan) (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
‘ IVI,ember ’ Member

| Camp Court D.L.Khan “Camp Court D.I.Khan

i
~

Appellant alonewrth counsel and Addl. AG aionowrlh
Muhammad Kamran ADO for the rcspondenls present. Arﬂumcnls
partlv heard. To come up for further arguments tomorrou .e. on

14.3. 7018 before thls D.B at camp court. D.1. Khan.
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e I\f/l'ember ; _. w

! . Camp court, D.L.Khan
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23.08.2017 Mr. Muhammad Waseem Ullah Awan, Advocate on

behalf of the appellant present and submitted fresh Wakalatnama.
!Mr. Muhammad Kamran, ADO (litigation) alongwith Mr. Férhaj

Sikandar, District Attorney for the respondents also present.

X

N .
(- 3\Written reply on behalf -of respondents not submitted.

™ - Representative of respondent-department requested for further

*aay

adjournment for submission of written reply. Last chance granted
to the respondents for submission of written reply. Adjourned. To

c'omey up for written reply/comments on 27.09.2017 before S.B at

Camp Court D.I.Khan.
aza
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
. Member
Camp Court D.I. Khan
127.092017 Mr. Muhammad Asif Advocate appeared on behalf

of appellant and submitted fresh wakalat nama which is

placed on file. None present on behalf of appellant as well as

- respondents. Notice be issued to the appellant and respondents
' for attendance. To come up for written reply/comments on

Vs
L
a 29.12.2017 before S:B at Camp Court D.I.Khan.
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Member
(Judicial)
Camp Court D.I.Khan
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24.05.2016 Counsel for the af)pella'nt and Mr. Farkhaj Sikandar, GP f\ofr

respondents present. Written reply not submitted. Notices te
issued to the respondénts. To come up for written reply on

25.10.2016 at camp court D.I. Khan.

. ‘ Member
b Camp Court D.I.Khan

25.10.2016 None present for -appella?rit. Mr. Muhamrhad Kamran, ADO
| alongwith Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, ch;vernment Pleader for the respondents
'\ present. Written reply by respondents not submitted and requested for

further time for filing of written r;i)ly. Request accepted. To come ﬁp for - -
written reply/comments on 28.03.2017 before S.B at Camp Court

D.1.Khan. Notice be also issued to the appellant for the date already fixed.

Canip

28.03.2017 Since tour is he'geby cancelled, therefore, the case is

adjourned for the same on 23.08.2017.

A
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23.11.2015
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20.01.2016

N
;;?,]

posited

Appellant De
Security

AN

;f{%&Gouriiéel f(‘)tz;..-the:_;.éppellant présént. He submitted that
the appellant was iandAllved in a false cfitﬁihal case, was honourably
acquitted, therefrom as a result. whereof his' suspensfon was
withdrawn and he was reinstated into service vide order dated
16.1.2014. The learned counsel for the appellant further stated that
vide impugned order déted 19.04.2014, the competent authority has-
wrongly and illegally directed that the absence ‘period of the
appellant may be treated as leave Withoﬁt pay whereas in fact, the
appellant Was undef suspension, he was not removed from service,
therefore, he was entitled for the pay of the period under
discuésion. He submitted that the appellant is a poof PST Teacher

who has wrongly been deprived of his lawful amaluments.

Points raised need considerat-i{qn_;c, The 'appeél is
O Ty LR
admitted for full hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit
B
security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be

issued to the respondents. Case to come up for written

reply/comments at camp court, D.I.Khan on 2 é-« Z — ? [7,/ é ,

MBMBER
Camp Court, D.I.Khan

Counsel for the appellant present. Security and
process fee have not been deposited. Appellant is once again
directed to deposit security and process fee within 7 days.
Therealier, notices be issued to the respondents for filing of

written replyon >_—_££__\5‘ 4< at camp court, D.1.Khan.

BER

Camp rt, D.L.Khan
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_BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL(Camp) At DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

(e I

“Service Appeal No. 941/2015.

Amanullah S/O Jan Muhammad R/O Muryali, D.1.Khan, PST, GPS Sikandar Janubi No. 1, Tehsil Parova, .
Dera Ismail Khan. : '

~ (Appellant)
Versus -

Secretary E&SIE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Director, E&SE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Education Officer, D.I.Khan.

Deputy Director, Education, D.I.Khan.

District Account Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.

AW

(Res pondents)-

Para Wise Comments/Replics on behalf of Respondent No.S. ‘

RESPECTFULLY SHEWIETH:

Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the Appellant has got no cause of action against Respondent No.5.
2. That the Appellant has got no Locus Standi.

‘Objections on Facts.

Needs no Comments by Respondent No.S.
Needs no Comments by Respondent No.5.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Docs not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Does not Pértains to Respondent No 5.
Does oo Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
“Needs no Comments by Respondent No.5.

R e

Objcctions on Grounds.

Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
Point of law. :
Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
Point of law.

FEOO® >

In view of forcgoing Replies/Comments, it is, véry much clear that bone of
Contentions/Grievances of Appellant is among Respondents No.1, 2, 3& 4, and Respondent
No. 5 has no>concern with this dispute. It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the name of this

-office may kindly be excluded from the pénel Respondents upon an enclosed Application |
under 1 Rule-10 (2) of CPC-1908. '




v BEFORE THE K.P SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. QQ! /2015

ATAATTUIIAR <. oveeeos i Appellant
VERSUS
Secretary E&SE K.P.K Peshauar @1C......veeamesees Respdndents
INDEX

Description of Documents‘ s

Jg/w/ Y el
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Wwakalatnama

" Dated:19th,Aug.2015

/ _ S. Shahid Sherazi

o Advocate High Court

B - District Bar D.I. Khan.
Cell# 0333- 9962514
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BEFORE THE K.P SERVICE. TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. Qlﬁf /2015

Amanullah S/0 Jan Muhammad R/O Muryali DIK PST :GPS

7

Sikandar Janubi No.1 Tehsil Parova District Dera [smail

Khan..............oo B P Appellant’
VERSUS =  @.W.F Proviaik
Barvico
: Diary No Ll _
/1. Secretary E&SE K.P.K Peshawar. atsd_A0.L5 [45LS

2. Director E&SE K.P Peshawar.

3. District Educational Officer DIKhan. -

4. Deputy Dggg‘,—erEducatio D.I.Khan.

5. District Account Officer DIKRGA...........cc..ovvi i) Respondents

APPEA-L‘ U/S 4 SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER

DATED 19-7-2014 OF RESPONDENT NO.3 IN

WHICH HE REFUSED TO PAY OF THE

SALARY ARREAR OF APPELLANT AND

AGAINST THE RESPONDENT NO.2, WHO DID

NOT RESPONDENT THE DEPARTMENT

APPEAL OF APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

Note:- The addresses of respondents given above are 'suff'icient for

service of notice.

1. That the appellantis primary School Teacher at G.P.S Sikandar

- Janubi Tehsil Parova DIKhan.




A (“ 2. That the appellant has performed his duties with the entire

satisfaction of his high ués. |

3. That the appellant has been falsely implicated in two (2] criminal
éases l.e. FIR No. 111 dated 30-07-2007 District D.G Khan and FIR
‘No. 124 dated 22-06-2009 u/s 365-A PPC Ps Sara e Mahajar District

. Bhakkar and later on the Honourable Courts have acquitted the
appellant from the charge leveled against him on dated 07-11 —201 3
and 02-07-2013 respectively.

4. That due to the above said FIRs, thé appellant has been suspended
vide order No.8740-43, dated 18-05-2010 from the servicés.

S. That the appellant has been re-instated into service with effect from
his suspension i.e. 18-05-2010, vide order No.750-53, dated 16-01-
2014. Copy of order dated 16-01-2014 is attached as annexure “A”.

6. That the respondent no.3 issued the impugned order No.]OO78,_
dated: 19-07-2014 in which he ordered not to pay the arfears of
apﬁellant and treated his absent period as extra ordinary leave
without pay, without mentioning any cogent reason. Copy of
impugned order dated 19-07-2014 is attached as annexure “B”..

7. That the appellant time and again approached the respondent No.3 _
& 4 to redress the grievance of appeélant who verbally ensured the
appellant that the matter in under process, but all in vain. fas x;"c >

8. That the appellant finally approached the respondent No.2 by ﬁling
departmental appeal but the }espondent No.2 puts deaf ears
towards the request of appellant. Copy of departmental appeal is
attached as annexure ‘P’

9. That the appellant béing aggrieved preferred t-hi\s service appeal for

, the following amongst other grounds.




©)

GROUNDS

A.

That the refusal tov pay the arrears has no legal footing t‘he' stand
upon. | |

That the appellant has never remained absent wiilfully buf just
because of false criminal cases, hence the impugried order is ill.egal.
without lawful authorityw and the appellant is entitled to ;éceive the

arrears of salary.

. That it is settle principal of superibr courts that no limitation runs in

the financial matter hence the instant appeal is well with in time. |

. That the respondent no.3 & 4 used the delaying tactics, not to

redress the grievances of appellant. Due to this practice of

.respondent no.3 & 4, the precious time of appellant has been veéted.'

That it is just, fear as well as in the interest of justice to accept the

instant appeal.

It is therefore, prayed that ‘by accepting this appeal the

impugned order dated 19-7-2014 may please be seta-side and .

consequently the arrears of salary may also be ordered to pay

the appellant.

Dated:19th,Aug.2015 , thi

’A Jq
Appellant
ugh,

S. Shahid Sherazi. ‘
Advocate High Court

L~
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; ~ BEFORE THE K.P SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

!
: Service Appeal No. /2015
AmanUaB ... Appellant
VERSUS
Secretary E&SE K.P.K Peshawar etc...................... Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

1, Amanullah S/O Jan Muhammad R/O Muryali D.I.Khan, declare
on oath that all the contents of above instant Service Appeal
petition are true & correct to the best of my knowledge, that

nothing has been cancelled from this Honourable Court.

Deponent

Dated:- 19-08-2015

5
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OFFICE OF THE SUB DIVISIONAL EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) PAROA .DERA ISMAIL KHAN

. NO._

o ' Dated. /2014

i ;:,‘, L C .
To ' : .

'The )rstrlct Edu.catlon Officer
_ Male D I Khan -

Subject” - ~GU:IJ;!\NCE NN N ' R TR
Memo - - ’ P k

-.Enclosed pe_ase frnd herewnth an application i’ respect of Amanullah PST GPS

Sukondnr Janubr Proa wrth the remarks that: .

RS Accordrng to ofﬁce record the teacher concerned was suspended from service by the
then EDO (E&SE) DIKhan order NO.8740-43 dated 18-05-2010 due to absence

froim duty (copy attached). y

" . concerned (copy attached). . '
iii.  That the teacher concerned has been re- lnstaled into service wef 18-05-2010 in

and D.G.Khan under order NO 750-53 dated 1601-2014
iv That then teacher is p°rforrmng his duues and his satary s acliveted- since 01.0

014
Now he has claimed for salary for the remaining period.of absence from duties

In view of stated facts the following points need consideration

the duty w.e.f01-05-2010 and reinstated into service under order dated 16-01-2014 on
the nround that he has been acquitted from: the charges leveled against him by the
“court of specral Judqe Anti Terroristn.. The ¢round of re instatement is other than the
N ground he was suspended from the duty Frther there is no mention of back benefrts
s '|n the re lnstatement order.. ' ' B '
N Whefher the apphcant is entrlled for the salaries for the perrod he remained absent

fr ATy a rwt./ and riaumed now It rs worlh mention here that he remained absent about

four years. I - e ey
A P : .

Hence it is requested that. necessary guidance may kindly be furnished please to

proceed further in the matter

Va

(_’,’%_,71/-/)’/' -

SUB DIV'SIONAL EDUCATION OFFICER
MALE PAROA DIKHAN

- ATTESTED

i Suepension allowance w.e.f 01-05-2010 to 31-08-2012 has been paid to the teacher

accordance with the decision of court of special Judge Anti-Terrorism court Sargodha

i, . The.teacher concerned was suspended from the service on account of absence from .
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-~ BEFORE THE K.P SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2015 | .

Amanullah ... Appellant
VERSUS
Secretary E&SE K.P.K Peshawar etc...................... Respondents

Application for suspension bf the
Operation of impugned order.

Respectfully Sheweth:
1. That the titled service appeal is yet to be fixed for adjudication.

2. That the operation of impugned order will cause-irreparable loss
to appellant and damage the purpose of instant appeal, hence it
need to be suspended till the decision of instant appeal.

3. That the titled appeal may be treated as part & Parcel of this
application.

It is therefore prayed that by accepting this
application the operation of impugned order
may please be.suspended till the decision of

case. ‘J,l’}‘

Dated:19-08-2015 Appelant

Through,

S. Shahid ‘Sherazi
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR |

S. A. No. 941-15

Aman Ullah VS Government of KPK

JOINT COMMENTS ON THE BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Preliminary Obijections

i That the appellant has got no cause of action / locus standi.

2. That the appeal is bad on account ol mis-joinder / non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the instant Service Appeal is against the prevailing laws and rules.

4. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file this appeal.

S. 'hat the appeliant has concealed the material facts [rom the Honourable Service
Tribunal. ‘ :

0. That the instant Appeal is based on malafide intentions just to put exira pressure on
the respondents for the gaining illegal service benelits.
That the instant Service Appeal is badly time barred.

8. That the Appetlant is not entitled for any kind of relief which he has sought from this
Honourable Service Tribunal.

9. That this Honourable Service Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the
present service appeal. _

10.  That the Appellant is not an aggrieved person, and remained absconder for four years
from service w.e.l 01-05-2010 w 16-01-2014 in case FIR No. 111/07 dated 30-07-
2007 & FIR No. 124 dated 22-06-2009.

1. That the appeal is noi maintainable in its prescit form and incompetent in the eye of
law.

12.-  That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Service Tribunal with clean hands.

Objections on Facts-

1. This Para is pertained 1o the service record ol the appellant, hence no comments.

[N

This para is incorrect/not admitted, and strongly denied.

(OS]

This para is incorrect ¢ pot admited. hence vehemently denied. The appellant was
invelved in FIR No11i/07 dated 30-G7-2007 & FIR No. 124 dated 22-06-2009 and
remained absent from duty for lour years. Afier the registration of these criminal cases
the appeltant remained absent from his school duties. The appellant has neither informed
his Elementary & Secondary Education Department and nor surrendered betore the court
of daw. So according to E & D Rule 2011 the salary of appellant was inactive by the
respondent No.3. The District Police Officer Bhakkar has informed the District Education
Officer (Male) DtKhan vide his office letter No 16774 dated 18-05-2010 that Mr Ahman
Ullal is a proclaimed otiender and you are requested 1o initiate departmental action under
the rule against the said weacher. (letter is enclosed as annexure A)

4. Incorrect / not admitted. The apnellant was suspended from the service w.e.t 01-03-2010
to 31-08-2012 and also it is added that appellant has received the susbensiml allowance

for above mentioned period.

wn

Rerfuted. Vehemently denied. As after the reiostatement in the services the appeliant has
101 joined his duty and remained absent from 01-09-2012 10 16-01-2014. The report of

the then Deputy District officer (M) Primary Parova DIKhan is annexed as annexure 3.



. Rebutted. The appeal of appellant is only an exercise in futility.

\ ~
A}

This para is incorrect hence over ride and over rule. The SDEO (Male) Parove has sspied
a letter No 1288 dated 11-07-2014 with subject GUIDANCE regard‘i}zgyabout the
absence from duty of appellant. In the reply respondent No 3 issued a order No 10078
dated 19-07-2014 that not to pay the arrears, to the appellant and treated the absent period
as an extra ordinary leave without pay. (annexure C)

Incorrect / not admitted. Respondent No 3 has rightly reﬂlséd the appellant to, pay any
kind of monthly salary for his willful absence from duty.

Strongly denied. The appeal of appellant was rejected due to his ridiculous cause.

Objections on Grounds

A.

This para is refuted. The act of respondent No 3 was according to law and based upon the
legal tootings. ' ‘
Incorrect / not admitted. The appellant was willfully absent from his duty pla'ce he was
proclaimed offender as declared by DPO Bhakkar vide his office letter No 16774 dated
18-05-2010 and the then DDEO (M) Primary Parova DIKhan office letter No 638 dated
30-11-2012.

This para is incgrrect. strongly denied. The instant service appeal is time barred.
Incorrect, forcefully denied. The respondents acted according to law and rules.

Incorrect / not admitted, vehemently denied. The appeal of appeliant is void and without

legal footings.

“In view of above submission it i6 humbly prayed that service appeal ol appeilant may

kindly be dismissed with cost.

Secretary

Elementary & Secondary Education Department

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
r/l’f)
f&

" \15\
Director /
Elementary & Secondary Education Depa iy

Khyber Pal\h(unkh“ a Ptshawa&g

&
eﬁ\@

T

{M) Parova DIkhan

Sub Divisional Education
Officer (M) Paroa D.l.Khan'

sub Divisional Education ()fhcer 7//0/
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. BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL DIKHAN BENCH

S. A. No. 941-15

’ Aman Ullah VS Government of KPK
Authdrig

1 District Education Officer (M) do’ hereby authorized Mr Muhammad Kamran |
Khan Legal representative of District Education Office (Male) Dera Ismail Khan to
attend the Honourable Se,l\flu; Fxnbunml Dera Ismail Khan Bench on our behalf in

connection with submission of para wise commenis till the decision of the service appeal.

Distric - o‘ iin
"~ (Male) Dert ¥ han
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% . BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL DlKHAN BENCH

S

S. A. No. 941-15

Aman U|llah ’ : VS : ‘ Governmenf of KPK

[ Mr Muhamlﬁad Kamran Khan Legal Representative of District Education
thcer (M) Dera [smail Khan do hereby solemnly affirm and declared on oath that
content and written reply of the of the above mentioned service appeal are conrect to the

best of my knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.
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«# BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

"S5, A. No. 941-15

Aman Ullah VS , Government of KPK

JOINT COMMENTS ON THE BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS -

Preliminary Objections

LY N —

voR

(o2}

9.

11

12.

That the appellant has got no cause of action / locus standi.

That the appeal is bad on account of mis-joinder / non-joinder of necessary parties.
That the instant Service Appeal is against the prevailing laws and rules.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file this appeal.

That the appellant has concealed the material facts from the Honourable Service
Tribunal. ,

That the instant Appeal is based on malafide intentions just to put extra pressure on
the respondents for the gaining illegal service benefits. '
‘That the instant Service Appeal is badly time barred.
That the Appellant is not entitled for any kind of relief which he has sought from this

\

Honourable Service Tribunal.

“That this Honourable Service Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the
present service appeal.

That the Appellant is not an aggrieved person. and remained absconder for four years
from service w.ef 01-05-2010 to 16-01-2014 in case FIR No. 111/07 dated 30-07-
2007 & FIR No. 124 dated 22-06-2009.

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form and incompetent in the eye of
law.

That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Service Tribunal with clean hands.

Objections on Facts

kOS]

. N

This Para is pertained 1o the service record of the appellant, hence no comments.

This para is incorrect/not admitted. and strongly denied.

This para is in(_:oArrcc!.. ’ not admitied, hence vehemently denied. The appellant was
involved in FIR No.111/07 dated 30-07-2007 & FIR No. 124 dated 22-06-2009 and
remained absent from duty for four years. After the registration of these criminal cases
the appeltant remained absent from his school duties. The appellant has neither informed
his Elementary & Secondary Education Department and nor surrendered belore the court
of law. So according to £ & D Rule 2011 the salary of appellant was inactive by the
respondent No.3. The District Police Officer Bhakkar has informed the District Education
Officer (Male) DIKhan vide his oftice letter No 16774 dated 18-05-2010 that Mr Aman
Ullah is a proclaimed otfender and you are requested to initiate departmental action under
the rule against the said teacher. (letter is enclosed as annexure A)

Incorrect / not admitted. The appellant was suspended from the service w.e.f 01-05-2010
to 31-08-2012 and also it is-added that appellant has received the suspension allowance
for above mentioned period.

Refuted. Vehemently denied. As after the reinstatement in the services the appetlant has ‘
not joined his duty and remained absent from 01-09-2012 to 16-01-2014. The report of

the then Deputy District officer (M) Primary Parova DIKhan is annexed as annexure B.



6,

8.

9.

This para is incorrect hence override and over rule. The SDEO (Male) Parova has issued
a letter No 1288 dated 11-07-2014 with subject GUIDANCE regarding about the
absence from duty of appellant. In the reply respondent No 3 issued a order No 10078
dated 19-07-2014 that not to pay the arrears, to the appellant and treated the absent period
as an extra ordinary leave without pay. (annexure C)

Incorrect / not admitted. Respondent No 3 has rightly refused the appellant to pa:\/‘ any
kind of monthly salary for his willful absence from duty.

Strongly denied. The appeal of appellant was rejected due to his ridiculous cause.

Rebutted. The appeal of appellant is only an exercise in futility.

"Obijections on Grounds

AL

This para is refuted. The act of respondent No 3 was according to law and based upon the
legal footings.

Incorrect / not admitted. The appell—ant was willfully absent from his duty place he was
proclaimed offender as declared by DPO Bhakkar vide his office letter No 16774 dated
18-05-2010 aﬁd the then DDEO (M) Primary Parova DIKhan office letter No 638 dated
30-11-2012. |

This para is incorrect. strongly denied. The instant service appeal is time barred.

. Incorrect, forcefully denied. The respondents acted according to law and rules.

Incorrect / not admitied, vehemently denied. The appeal of appellant-is void and without

legal footings.

In view of above submission it is humbly prayed that service appeal of appellant may

kindly be dismissed with cost.

%\islriq Edlcation Officer Sub Divisional Edu ‘aliO: \..O['I'ls;er/

Secretary . .
Elementary & Secondary Education Depasent. : (‘\f
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawy o
o
Direct '(ﬂ T piscior N, P‘x\a“
irector G Ny ; ALY
Elementary & Secondary £ ucz‘ntio,u.h,lf)‘@f;afmﬁ"ﬁ?agﬁi‘f;gg o 0.\&{‘
n BASTHINR

. eIy 5T
Khyber Pakhtun 'h\\Ee}a?‘ﬁgg‘a‘f-‘}j&!'!iﬁi’s‘s‘h\’du &

/

|
\

(Male) Dera Ismail Khan (M) Parova Dikhar \
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) i THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

S. A. No. 941-15
winin U vsS - Government of KPK

JOINT COMMUENTS ONTHE BENALF OF RESPONDENTS

iy, Objections

it the appellant has goo no cause ot action / locus standl.

ot the appeal is bad on account ol miis-joinder / non-juinder of necessary partics.

Fha the instant Service . (ppeal is against the pre\-failing laws and rules.

[t the appeliant is esteped by his Q\\-'n“conduct to file this appeal.

e the appellant has - oncealed the material facts from the Honourable Service

Pribunal.

[hat the instant Appeal s based on malafide intentions just to put extra pressure on

fhe respondents for the cining illegal service benefits.

Pl the instant Service ppeal 1 badly time barred.

That the Appellant is notentitied for any kind of reliel which he has sought from this

Pononrable Service Tribemal,

Ui this Honourable Service Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the

Brescil senice appeal. .

D the Appellantis netan aggrieved person. and remained absconder for four years
e e Tl 2000 o 16-01-2014 10 case FIR No. 111/07 dated 6-107-

SonT o LRNaL 124 dated 22-00-2009.

fiat the appeal 1s notmaintainable.in fs present form and incompetent in the oo of
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T hat ihe appetlant has e come o the Honourable Sevvice Tribunal with clean hunds.
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Cie s portained o the ervice rc@)!‘té of the appeliant. hence no comments.

Fhis pora Bs incorrect/not adritted. and stfongly denied.

ais opand 1S incorrect /one admitied, hence vehemently denied. The appellant wus
Cobved i FIR Nod 117 dated 30-07-2007 & FIR No. 124 dated 22-06-2009 and

e absent Trom dua o four vears, After the registration of these erimimd cuses
s oppethint romained abser tlrom his school duties. The appellant has neither intormed

Lis 1 fomentiey & Secondany BEducation Department and nor surrendered before the coutt

o L, So according o B & D Rufle 2011 the salary of appellant was inactive i the

cospondent No3 o The D tict Policet O lficer Bhakkar has informed the District Echicution

Oineer (Male) DHKRan vide his ottice letter No 16774 dated 18-05-2010 that M \man

e prochdmed oftnder and vou are requested to initiate departmental action uder
ce vuie wpainst the sand teacher, (lcfwr is enclosed as annexure A)
teorteet - ot aciitied. The uppeH:am was suspended frony the service wee £ 01-03-2010
) V10820112 and also 1t s added thar appellant has received the suspension ablovance
v e entioned perod. | |
Lot Vehemently doniec s As ;1:1’161' the reinslatement in the services the appeilant has
cred sy ad e ned E’ll)Sti‘llHE from 01-00-20172 1o 16-01-2014, The repori of

e Diepany Dt of 1o (M) Primary Parova DK han is annexed as annesur: i
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Memcrandum:

From The District Police Officer, - B
' Bhakkar. <1
To The Executive District Officer,

(Education), Dera Ismail Khan!

No. 76776 Dated/ /oS

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENTAL ACTION AGAINST AMAN
" ULLAH ALIAS AWAMI = ©;

.
P

It is intimated that Aman Ullah'f'alias Awami s/o

Jan Muhammad caste Balouch r/o Mur;all Der lsmail Khan is

workmg as. PST., at Gouvt. E;’nmary bchool “\,;!\Auria!i, who s
required/wanted in case FIR No. 124 dated 22.6:09 u/s 365-A PS

Serai Mohaijir and declared as Proc!aamed Offendc*r

- =TT

You are requested to m-lz..zte He,partme,ntal

action under rules against the above scard teacher under

intimation to this fffice. .

: e - T
ey j;e) DIS@CI Folice Officer,
t— 4P I{,},,/f - Bhakkar
-~ 1 I
/2/'2 ~! ;
t
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' N " OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY DISTRICT OFFICER (M) PRY: PAROA DIKHAN
T ‘ o Endst No: 628 oted DDO(M){’ty.Pagoa “‘f: éf’_ 14l o1
N To

The Executive District Officer
Elementary & Secondary Education
Dera Ismail Khan.

‘Subject:  REPORT ABOUT MrAMANULLAHPST. . -
Memo:

Thave the honour  to i|;1form you that Mr;Amanuliah PST has been transffered to

GPS ' Sikandar Janubi vide E'nds?t No:7947-50 * dated:05 /05 /2010, The said teacher has been -

suspended by the comfﬂ‘ent authonty due to absence from duty w. . fmm 01/05/2010 v1de

Endst No:8740-43 dated: 18/ 05 /2010 Suspens1on allowance w. E. From 01 /105 / 2010 ‘to

31 /8 / 12 has been paid through his Bank account. His  suspension allowance has,
been stoped wefrom ol -/ f] /2012 .The said teacherAmanullah PSTls <;t1|l absentNotlnngu

Yl

1Cnawn Wabout his where about and pos;tton of the cases if any. o '-f

Enclosed : 03 ‘ i

¥
WL

P ol
A
o




OFFICE OF THESUB Dl'\"lSl_(‘)'NAL EI)UCA'I'ION OFFICER !
(MALF) PAROA DERAISMAIL KHAN

NO. ’
Dated / 2014

Tlo A : _
The District Education Officer
Male 1) | Khan
Subject GUIDANGE "~ 1 = = l
Memqo . 3

_ Kindly refer 1o your office letter NO 750.53 dated 1601-2014 (copy attached)
Enclosed pleése find herewith an application in respect of Amanullah PST GPS
Sikender Janubi Pr:-oé. with the remarks that:

i /\ccd'rding to office record the teacher concerned Wwas suspended from service by the
then =200 (l:’.&.’flif) DIKhan order NO.8740-43 dated 18-05-2010 due to absence
from duty (copy altached)

T Stispension allowance we f 01-05-2010 1o 31-08-2012 has been paid (o the teacher
L coneeed (Copy altached)

iii Ihat the teacher concerned has been re-instatec into service w.e.f 18-05-2010 in

accordance with the decision of court of special Judge Anti-Terrorism court Sargodha
.-' A1 D G Khan under order NG 750-53 dated 1601-2014
' ;v' Hhat then teache i« pedorming s duﬂes and-tis S.’-il:uy‘ri«_(u'.la;('r!f)(i e (01 2
5 ' 2014 ' '

v Mow he has claimed for salary for the 'emaining periog of absence from duties
In view of stateg facts the following points née;ld consideralion ,

L The teacher concerned }was suspended from Elhe service on account of abs'e'jnce from

the duly w.e.f 01-05-2010 and reinstated into sﬁervice under order dated 16-01-2014 on

the ground that he has been acquitted fromr t‘,he charges leveled against him by the
P couwrt of special judge Anli Terrorisin -The gro:und of re instatement is other than the
ground he was susbended from thz duly. Frurther there is No mention 6! back benefits
Loy 'm't'he‘re instaiérﬁent order. ' ' o ‘
i th?!her the a‘pphcam is en.titled ‘or the s llar:ies for the beriod he remained absent

) f.tm",'x."-&illf}/ and .(':.Jmmed now. It is worth merition here that-he remained absent about
: four vears, ; ' T
) |
| i
| Hence it ig 'equested that Necessary guidance may kindly be furnished please to
] 1
f nroceed further in the Mmalter '
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SUB DIV'SIONAL EDUCATION CFFICER
: MALE PAROA DIKHAN
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL(Camp) At DERA ISMAIL KHAN. .

Service Appeal No. 941/2015.

Amanullah S/0 Jan Mulwnmad R/OT \/Iulyall D.J.Khan, PST, GPS Sikandar Janubi No. I, Tehsil Parova,
Dera Ismail Khan.

(Appellant)
Versus

Secretary E&SIE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
Director, E&SE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Education Officer, D.[.Khan.

Deputy Director, Education, D.1.Khan.

District Account Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.

o UL N —

(Respondents)

Para Wise Commcnts/llcplics on behalf of Respondent No.S.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the Appellant has got no cause ol action against Respondent No.5.
2. That the Appetlant has got no Locus Standi.

QObjeetions on Facls.

I Needs no Comments by Respondent No.5.
2. Needs no Comments by Respondent No.5.
3. Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
4. Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
5. Does not Pertains to Respondent No 3.
6. Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5. ’
7. Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5. v
8. Docs not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
9. Needs no Comments by Respondent No.5.
Objections on Grounds.
A. Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
B.  Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
C. Point of law.
D.  Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
5. Pointof law.
F. . ‘
In view of foregoing Replies/Comments, it is, very much clear that bone of
Contentions/Grievances of Appellant is among Respondents No. 1, 2, 3& 4, and Respondent
No. 5 has no concern with this dispute. It is, therelore, humbly prayed that the name of this
office may kindly bu excluded from the panel Respondents upon an enclosed /\ppllmuon
under 1 Rule-10 (2) of CPC-1908.
Distrig AP ,
DeraTs : -
(Respondent No.3) b
. [



‘BEFORE THE HONORABLE Sl‘llll\/l(llﬂ'l‘l{lBUNAL(Camn) At DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

Service Appeal No. 94172015,

Amanullah S/O Jan Muhammad R/O Mu‘{'S{ati, D.1.Khan, PST, GPS Sikandar Janubi No. 1, Tehsil Parova,
Dera Ismail Khan. '

- (Appellant)
Versus
1. Secretary E&SE, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Durector, E&SE, Khyber Pakhtankhwa, Peshawar, -
3. District Education Officer, D.I.Khan.
4. Deputy Director, Education, D.1.Khan.
5. District Account Oflicer, Dera Ismail Khan. -
' (Respondents) '

Para Wise Comments/Replies on behalf of Respondent No.S.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:-

L. That the Appellant has got no cause of action against Respondent No.5.
2. That the Appellant has got no Locus Standi.

Objections on Facts.

Needs no Comments by Respondent No.S.
Needs no Comments by Respondent No.S.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 3.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 3.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Does i:o7 Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Does not Pertains to Respondent No 5.
Needs no Comments by Respondent No.5.

N OV W —
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Objections on Grounds.

A. Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
B.  Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
C. Pointof law. ,
D.  Pertains to Respondent No.3 &4.
Iz, Point of law.
I

In view ol foregoing Replies/Comments, it is, very much clear that bone of
Contentions/Grievances of Appellant is among Respondents No.1, 2, 3& 4, and Respondent
No. 5 has no concern with this dispute. It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the name of this
office may kindly be excluded from the panel Respondents upon an enclosed Application

under 1 Rule-10 (2) of CPC-1908.

\ . (Respondent No.5)



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

S, A NO. 94]- 15 |
Aman Ullah S VS Government of KPK
JOINT COMMENTS ON THE BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Preliminary Obiections

Wl )

o B

9.

10.

11

12,

‘Ihat the appeliant has got no cause of action / locus standi.

I'hat the appeal is bad on account ol mis-joinder / non- joinder of necessary parties.
That the instant Service Appeal is against the prevailing laws and rules.

‘hat the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file this appeal.

I'hat the appellant has concealed the material facts trom the Honourable Service
Tribunal.

That the instant Appeal is based on malafide intentions just to pul extra pressure on
the respondents for the gaining illegal service benelits. '

‘T'hat the instant Service Appeal is badly time barred.

‘That the Appellant is not entitled for any kind of relief which he has sought from this

FHonourable Service Tribunal.

That this Honourable Service Tribunal has got o jurisdiction o adjudicate upon the
present service appeal.

That the Appellant is notan aggrieved person, and remained absconder for four years
rom service w.e.t 01- 05-2010 to 16-01-2014 in case FIR No. 111/G7 dated 30-07-
2007 & FIR No, 124 dated 22-06-2009.

That the appeal is not maintainablie in its present form and incompetent in the eye of
faw. ’
Iiat the appellant has hot come fo the Honourable Service Tribunal with clean hands.

Objections on Facts

(o8]

This Para is pertaihcd 10 the service record ol the appellant, hence no comments.

This para is incorrect’not admitted, and strongly denied.

This para is incm‘rcél ; pot admined. hence vehemently dented. The appellant was
nvalved in FIR No.111/07 dated 30-67-2007 & FIR No. 124 dated 22-06-2009 and
remained absent from duty for four years. After the registralion of these criminal cases
the appellant remained absent from his-school dutles The appcllanl has neither informed
his Elementary & Secondary Education Department and nor surrendered betore the court
of #aw. So according t@ E & D Rule 2011 the salary of appellant was inactive by the
respondent No.3. The District Police Ofticer Bhakkar has informed the District Education
Officer (Male) DIKhan vide his office letter No 16774 dated 18-05-2010 that Mr Aman
Ultal is u proclaimed offender and you are requested 1o initiate departmental action under
the rule against the said leacher. (Jetter is enclosed as annexure A)

Incorrect / not admitted. The. ap-)ellam was suspended from the selwce w.e.l 01-05-2010
{0 31-08-2012 and also it is added that appellant has received the suspension allowance
for above mentioned period. -

Refuted. Vehemently denied. As after the reinstaternent in the services the appellant has

not joined his duty and remained absert from 01-09-2012 1o 16-01-2014. The report o

the then Deputy District officer (M) Primary Parova DIKhan is annexed as annexure 3.
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6. This-para 1s incorrect, hence over ride and over rule. The SDEO (Male) Parova has Issied
-.a letter No 1288 dated 11 07 2014 with subject (JUIDANCE regardipg- about the

absence from-duty- of appellant In the reply respondent No 3 issued a order No 10078
dated 19-07-2014 that not to-pay ,th@e aneays, to the appellant and treated the absent penod
as an extra ordinary leave wiAthout pay. (annexure C)

7. Incorrect / not admitted. Respondent No 3 has rightly refused the appellant to, pay any
Kind of monthly salary for his willful absence trom duty.

8. Swrongly denied. The appeal of appellant was rejected due to his ridiculous cause.

9. Rebutted. The appeal of appellant is only ‘an exercise in futility.

Obijections on_Grounds

A. This para is refuted. The act of respondent No 3 was according to law and based upon the
legal footings.

B. Incorrect / not admitted. The appellant was willfully absent from his duty place he was
proclaimed offender as declared by DPO Bhakkar vide his office letter No 16774 dated
18-05-2010 and the then DDEO (M) Primary Parova DIK han office letter No 638 dated
30-11-2012.

C. This parais incorrect. stmngly denied. The instant service appeal is time barred.

1. Incorrect, foréefully denied. T! he respondents acted according to law and rules.

E. Ilncorrect / not admitted. vehemently denied. The appeal of appellant is void and without

legal footings.

In view of above submission ii i humbly praved that service appeal of appeilant may

kindly be dismissed with cost.

Secretary
Elementary & Secondary E(lumtlon Department

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar «
rd/‘r)
gb

| | \(5\
Director - }° “Qg%‘

Elementary & Secondary dutauon Depa?t
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peah‘mar\@

ub Divisional Education Ofticer L7///D/
(M) Parova Dlkhan

Sub Divisional Education
Officer (M) Paroa D.l.Khan
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL DIKHAN BENCH

S. A. No. 941-15

Aman Ullah VS Government of KPK

Authority

| District Education Officer (M) do hereby authorized Mr Muhammad Kamrin
Khan Legal representative of District Education Office (Male) Dera Ismail Khan 1o
attend the Honourable Service Tribunal Dera Ismail Khan Bench on our behalf in

connection with submission of para wise comments till the decision of the service appeal.

DistrictTduy: ffi 4
(Male) Dertdt \smak Khan
—




"\  BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL DIKHAN BENCH

S. A. No. 941-15

Aman Ullah VS Government of KPK

Affidavit

| Mr Muhammad Kamran Khan Legal Representative of District Education

Officer (M) Dera Ismail Khan do hereby solemnly affirm and declared on oath that

content and written reply of the of the above mentioned service appeal are correct to the

best of my knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.




F_fomi p T ~_1’The Drstrlct Pohce Offlcer
S Bhakkar e
To : I The Executuve Distnct Offscer '.3

S (Educatlor\) Dera Ismail Khan';
N /é77§ Dated/ /t?'-r//u

SUBJ'ECT;.. : DEPARTMENTAL ACTION AGAINST AMAN
' o VULLA_H ALIAS AWAMI 4

| o ‘Memgrandum: _ A
N o T o e :

It |s mtlmated that Aman Ullah alias Awam: s/o: .
Jan Muhammad caste Baiouch r/o Munah Dera tsmail Khan is
working as. PST. at - Govt. Hrimary - bchool ;-:Mu_na.i, who is

required/wanted in Caéé FIR-No. 124 datedAZZ.S"_i'OQ u/s 365-A PS

¥
\’{' Serai’ Mohajir and declared as r’rocialmed Offonder
You are requested to ini[iéte departmental
action under rules against the above saud teacher under
vl -
0[ ) intimation to thlo ffice.
L Se =]
l By TP
: N ’ée) Dzs%%?k?-ohce Officer,
! Bhakkar
t
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Office of the District Educat:
Officer (Male) DIKhgn.,
Ne.__Loayg 0 JihE P (1)
-~ T Dated DIkhan the 4 2014
The Sup Divi;:ud ey Lion Office
(FMalen NIRRT .
" ; PRIV GUIDA NCE. "\\
[ Memo ; ‘ ,
;/E s toee ., s Ui Ll ﬂ1—0?~;bfﬁu :
: |
? 'Anoording lo ycur :i.nformution rrovided undep
PCITered gl ey Lhat the teacher remgined absent for four
Joars, e :

oo treated ,5
I

!
i
o
[
g
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lmaiuw W about his where about and posipon of the cases if any.
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To
The Exccunve Dlstnct Officer

Elementary & Secondary Education
Dera Ismail Khan.

Subject: REPORT ABOUT Mr,AMAN ULLAH PST.

Memo:

1 have the honour 10 it;\form you thét' Mr,Amanullah PST has been transffered to
GPS Sikandar Janubi vide Endst No:7947-50 * dated 05 /05 /2010, The  said teacher has been -

suspended by the compfent authonty due to absence  from duty'w. e.from:01/05/2010 vide

Endst No:8740-43 dated: 18/ 05 /2010 Suspensnon allowance w. E. From : 01 /05-/2010 to

2 /8 /T has been ' paid throug,h his Bank account. His suspensmn allowancehas,

been stoped w.efrom ot "/ j, /2012 .The said teacher Amanullah PSTis till absent Nothing i3
i

-4
s

Enclosed : 03 )

-

-
nsruw;%a_omcm
(M)PRY:PAROA DIKHAN.
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To

Subgect
Memo -

»

Sikender Janubi Pr:-oé. with the- remarks that: -

S
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@
OFFICE OF THE SUB DIVISIONAL EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALFE) PAROA .DERA ISMAIL KHAN

NO.
Dated. . __ /. 2014

The éiiislriét Education Qfficer
Male: D | Khan :

.
i

GMIUANGE . T l ’

Kindly refer to your office letter NQO 750-53 dated 1601-2014 (copy aitached)

 Enclosed pfeése find herewilth an application in respect of Amanullah PST GPS

.

A(:cci'rding‘ to office record the teacher concerned was suspended from service by the

then EDO (E&GE) DIKhan order NO 8740-43 dated 18-05-2010 due to absence

’

from duty {copy altached)
Suspension allowance w e f 01-05-2010 to 31-08-2012 has been paid lo the leacher
t'.nm:rrn;r-tf (copy atthched)

Phal the teacher concerned has been re-instated into service w.e.f 18-05-2010 in
accordance with the decision of court of special Judge Anti-Terrorism court Sargodha
and () G Khan under order NO 750-53 dated 1601-2014
Fhat then tencloa as pedotnung tes dulies and s salivy o achicaled ainee 01 ?)3

slna

Movw he has claimed for salary for the temaining period of absence from duties

I view of stated facts the following noints r1égcl consideralion

The leacher concerned was suspended from the service on account of absence from
the .duly w.e.f01-05-2010 and reinstaled into service under order daled 16-01-2014 on
the ground that he has been acquilled from the charges leveled against him by the
court of special judge Anti Terrorisimy . The groynd of re instalement is other than the
ground he was suspended from thz duly. F ither there is no mention .of back benefits
in‘the're instatement order. -

Whetlher the applicant is enlitied ‘or the s Yaries for the beriod he remained absent

feowst ity and claimed now. It is worth mention here thal he remained absent about

four years. . .
LS

Hence it is requesied that necessary guidance may kindly be furnished please lo

proczed further in the maiter

. ‘%771///);,/" -

SUB DIV'SIONAL EDUCATION OFFICER
MALE PAROA DIKHAN

r



