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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.. /2017 1.

Muhammad Ramzan son of-Mutiammad Ayaz r/o Madina 

Colony Dera Ismail Khan Ex-PST, GPS Tube wei! Noor Aiam 

D.LKhan.
i
i!

VERSUS

1. Secretary (E& SE) KPK & Others

" fRESPONDENTSl

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENT # 3

Respectfully Sheweth;

The Para-wise comments in the above noted Service Appeal 
are as under:-

That the petitioner is law abide citizen of Pakistan and is enjoying 

well reputation in the society and is educated person having 

domicile of District D.I.K. Copies of educational record are enclosed 
herewith.

1,

REPLY ON FACTS

1. N/A, Para#l of the service appeal it relates to the service 

record of the appellant.

2. Para#2 Is correct

3. Para#3 is correct.

4, Para-#4 is incorrect.
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5. Para # 5 is correct

6. N/A.

REPLY ON GROUNDS

A. Incorrect and not accepted.

B. Incorrect and not accepted.

C. Incorrect, not admitted.

D. Incorrect. Not admitted.

E. Para is correct.

F. Incorrect.

G. A/A

It is therefore, requested that appeal of the appellant 

may please be dismissed.

Date;(2_3-^10/2023

Your Humble Respondent's

Musarat Hussain
dec(m)eID£0(M), DIKhan 

(Respondent No. 3) Through counsel

Distric»Et!uca«“|'®l‘|="
{rfl)0era Ismail Rnan
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^ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALa PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 987 of 2017

Muhammad Ramzan VERSUS Secretary E&SE KPK etc

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Musarat Hussain , District Education Officer (Male) District 
Dera Ismail Khan, the respondent No. 3, do hereb}^ solemnly 
affirm and declare on oath, that contents of the above said 
Parawise Comments are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief; and nothing has been deliberately 
concealed form this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent 

Musarat Hussa Distt; Education Officer 

(M) D.I.Khan^EO(M), DIKhaii 

(Respondent No. 3)
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IMuhammad Ram/^n Rx-PSl 
C;PS tube well Noor Alam DL KMan

aptellant I■ X
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VERSUS

Vi:! Ii- i‘«o Dtemlit™ KWl- '\
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iIrespondent i

Al'l'F^E LINDER SECTlON-4 OE TIVE I^A'BER

"“S»

arT,s;s‘='‘’iSK
Af-vEisj^'V NOT TAKING ACTION O.n 1 DC
;E;>:^mENTAL appeal of the AI^;ELLANT 

\vrnnN srATUTORY plrioo of 90 dat
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pinc;^>yr-M-x:Y’,T,1 .V SIIEWETH:
PACTS:

Thai the aopciiant was -Atn'king as driver (BPS-61 la ITsinm

::s-£::.s.£ :»
and no ccmplami has been nlcd at^auisL him

i

superiors
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r sof PST through eapplied for the post, 
was

That the appellant
channel and the appellant

1.2.2008 vide order l . , ..i
order, NOC and charge report is attached

was transferred/posted as
dated 30.012008. (Copy ofproper 

PS'.r on
Appointment 
a.s Anncxurc-A, B & C).

M
I

Thai lha appellant was tenTilnalccl front service by Ihe DCO 
■D1 Khan vWe order dated 04.09.2009 under the colour ol 
contphance to the Chief Minister, KPK. Then appdhan m 

■ anneal NO. 2600/2010 IN KPK Service fnbunal 1 eshawai, 
was decide tn 27.10.20,1 and the ap^ 

accefited and d.sposco oT ti. - -tc n^tn. r .,s

oTrti ™d78':04.20n a'nd'dirceted the respondents shah 
ihat the present appcUant.e«i^P--

t3. i
iI

on

Iascertain
to the appellant in appeal 
of judgment is attached as

ino fAnnexure-O

ftnru the respondent conducted one sided inquiry by violating 
ralS of KPK service Tribunal J-hawar and isst.d

nttpuaned termination order 

Lcuuon in execution petiuon no.
personal hearing to the appellant which is again t the law and 
rules Funhermore appellant has right to repa.naled to hn 
department Copy of orders is attached as Annex,,re f.

I

1^

I
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F.%
ihc order caLci.i 

24.02-:0i7That the appciiant filer; appeal against 
■’S 02.2012 communicated to thc .appelUnt 
Uu-OLinh execution in execution petition no.

plied by d^e respondents within staiutoi-v- \

01 f
197/201 ow'nich 

.:)enod ol
1.'r

•was not re 
90 davs.

I-
f.to this Honourable I ribunai on

I'hat now the appellant comes 
the following grounds amongst the otheis

r. ROUNDS:
theorder dated 28.042012 is against 

record and norms of justice and uablc'i'hat the impugned 
law. facts, material on 
to be set aside.

A)

conducted against he appcHan' 
from service'I'hat no regular inqtu'-y _

before imposing major penalty of termination
which is not permissible in law.

wasB)

fulfilled by the departmentThat the no codal lurmalitics was 
before nmposing mmor penalty whichfs Molation ol supcix i 

^ violation of the direction? oi Iml

C)

court judgment and also

Al*tlKSTEt>

T •’* ■Khy/

dC.
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iv]M\. Service 'rribunai given on the judgment dated 
27.10.2011.

s. 1. B
W-

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

1>)

S
I'hat the appellant have more than 16 years’ service in 
agriculture department and applied through proper channel 
and the penalty imposed by the education department is too 
harsh and also discriminated the appellant. There is some 
[■orson repatriated lo hir. parent department so the appellant 
is also entitled lor the same relief. Copy of the order is 
•attached as Anocxurc-G

I •II
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I hai the appellant has not been treated according to law and 
rules. IIuI

!{I-

IThat the appellant seeks permission ^lo advance otb.crs 
grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

G) k
fti:--

it is. tircrelbrc, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 
-appellant maybe accepted as prayed for. I

;.J
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I I. APPELLANT 

ViuhainiUad Ramzan

rUROUGH:
£a
i-
I
i

-.............
i ■. ;7J (SYED NOMAN ALl BUKHARI ) 

ADVOCATE, PESTIAWAIL
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(MALE) DERA ISMAIL KHAN
4
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AUTHORITY LETTERJ;

Mr. Khalid Saeed Akbar is hereby authorized to attend the Honourable

Service Tribunal Court of Peshawar in connection with the Service

Appeal No. 987/2017 in r/o Muhammad Ramzan VS Govt: of KPK Ex- 

Driver in Agriculture-Education Department on behalf of respondent 

District Education Officer (Male) Dera Ismail Khan till the decision of the

said Service appeal.

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(MALE) DERA ISMAIL KHAN

Education Officef 
(Male) Dera Ismail Khan

I



I

-A.

'4

?

Z 7
1

0


