. 09.06.2022 Appellanlt’:;i:n pérson pl'esent._‘Mr. Kabifuilah Khatt'a'k,,

e

05.09.2022

n ‘3:

Additional AciVééafe' General for r'e'épdjidents present.

Reply/comments on -behalf of respondent not submitted.
Learned AAG seeks time for submission of reply/comments.
Granted. To come up for reply/comments on 01.08.2022 before

S.B at camp court Swat.

‘ : ‘ (Mian Muhammad)
N ' Member (E)
Camp Court S\a al

%W!ﬁ5f‘? %—f/%«’/W"

Clerk.of learned counsel for the appéllant present. Mr. Asif
Masood Ali SHah, Dé’puty District Attorney alongwith Mr. Saleem .
Section Officer-and Mr. Hussain Ali, Litigation Officer for the

- respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of féspondents not submiitted.
Representative of the respondents requested fo"r time fo submit
reply/comments on the next date. Last opportumty is granted. To

' come up for reply/comments on 03.10.2022 befor S.B at Camp
Court, Swat ’

(Mian Muhammad) . -
‘Member (E)
Camp Court, Swat



N

% ~ Form-A :
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
- Court of
Case No.- 610/2022
S.No. Date of order . Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings /
1 2 3
1 22/04/2022 The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Yaqub presented today by Mr.
Imdadullah Advocate may be entered in the institution Register and put up
to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please. '
REGISTRAR .

2- This case is entrusted to touring Single Bench at Swat fo‘r
prellmmary hearlng to be.put thereon J/* S - 2-7/’Not|ces be |ssued to
appellant and his counsel for the date fixed. '

CHAIRMAN

11.05.2022 Mr. Imdad Ullah, Advocate for the appellant preseht.

Preliminary arguments heard. -
Points raised need consideration, hence the appeal is|
admitted to regular hearing . subJect to all Just ‘and "legal
- objections. The appellant is dlrected to deposit securlty and

}

Zh'g @5@6 e process fee within 10 days, where-after notices be lssued to

A 0% . : . '

P‘@éf"a“‘&?{oﬁess " the respondents for submission of written reply/comments. on
oy - ’ . R
Se

" 'l _ 10.06.2022 before the S.B at Camp Court Swat.

;;' g! v

. . ' » !
N
2

(Salah-Ud-Din)
"~ Member (J)
Camp Court Swat.

&




o BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, \/
‘_ PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. {‘5{0 of 2022

Service Appeal No. of 2022

Muhanimad Y. agoob SCT BPS-16 Government High School Keedam.

...Appellant

VERSUS

The Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Others.

...Respondents

2 Affidavit . 6
3 Addresses of the parties — ‘ 7
. | Copy of the judgment dated 02-05-2002 A 3.—- , L. “
5 Copy of the Letter dated 14-06-2004 B /3w 15
6 | Copy of the Corrigendum dated 01-01-2005 C /617
7 | = Copy of the Memo dated 23-12-2019 D , 9
g Copy of the Inquiry No. 893 E / P"' 9]
9 . Copy of the Inquiry No. 311/12 F p?} - 27
10 Copy of the Departmental Appeal G 9 - 30
11 Copy of the Order H 2/ _ 23 ’
1 Vakalat Nama 3¢, '
App Wough
Tmdad L Uliah

Advocate Swat
Office: Khan Plaza, Guishorie Chowk,
Mingora Swat, Cell 0333 929 7746




| | BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. @[U 0f 2022
Muhammad Yaqoob SCT BPS 16 Government Hzgl&hﬂ,crpam\mkhwa \

Service Treipanal
School Keedam AZ?—
: ' Briary Mo.

2// lforrz—

. 2281[“"5\«&( o

VERSUS

1. The Secretary E'lemen'tary and  Secondary
Education Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhuwa, <
Peshawar. | ” ' | | |

2 The Director Elementary and Secondary Educatlon
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.”

3. The District Education Ofﬁcer (Male) District

Swat.

%Eedtﬁr—'day
—_ W

l{@,b}i&kﬁ'a@; ,
-})—\u\\ =e - SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4

OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 1974 AGAINST

THE ILLEGAL ACTIONS TAKEN TO

DEPRIVE THE APPELLANT OF HIS

SENIORITY AND SUBSEQUENTLY HIS |

' APPEAL AGAINST THE SAME IS ALSO
REJECTED IN NEGATION OF THE LAW
AND RULES.

. .Resgon’dents‘

Prayer:

~ That on acceptance of this service appeal the
appellant be restored to his due place in the seniority list

in line with his first appointment as per the law and




rules on the subject and implement the judgment dated

02-05-2002 of this Honourable Tribunal in letter and

- spirit,

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts:

L.

il

i,

0.

That the Appellant was initially appointed as CT

‘back in the year 1995. Subsequently the service

of the Appellant was terminated, but vide
judgment of this - Honourable Tribunal the
Appéllant was reinstated back into service with
all service benefits vide judgment déted 02-05-
2002. Copy of the judgment dated 02-05-2002 is

enclosed as Annexure “A”.

That upon reinstated the respondent depaftme’nt
allowed the Appellant to perform his duties, but

the service benefits allowed by this Honourable V

Tribunal were denied to the Appellant.

That the Appellant was then allowed the service
beriefits in the shape of the seniority along with

other ~ service  benefits  vide No. .

7007/51/DCO/Estt: dated 14-06-2004, but
except the financial benefits. Copy of the letter
dated 14-06-2004 is enclosed as Annexure “B”.

That  again =~ vide  corrigendum  No. -

20/51/DCO/Estt: dated 01-01-2005 it was
conﬁrméd- in light of the judgments of this

Honourable Tribunal and the Apex Supreme

5



vi.

vii.

- viid.

LA e

Court of P‘Aalvcis.t:h‘;i,% that not the Appellant along

with others has been reinstatéd back, but also the

back benefits are also granted. Copy of the

corrigendum dated 01-01-2005 is enclosed as

Annexure “C”.

That again vide memo No. 6016 dated 23-12-
2019 the Appellant was again informed that his

seniority has been counted / considered from his

first date of appointmént ie. 21-09-1995. Copy
of the memo dated 23-12-2019 is enclosed as

Annexure “D”.

That despite all the above cumbersome and

complicated process again an ihquiry No. 893

- was conducted and the inquiry committee

'submitted its report on 24-08-2020 wherein the

issue was again settled. Copy of the inquiry |

report is enclosed as Annexure “E”,

That flabbergasting enough and to the utter
dismay of the Appellant another inquiry was
conducted bearing No. 311/-12 dated 05-08-
2021 on the same issue of determination of the
seniority of the Appellant, but this time the
findings were tarnished by biased inquiry officer
and illegally deprived the Appellant- from his

seniority. Copy of the inquiry report is enclosed -

as Annexure “F”.

That in the whole process the Appellant was

never associated with and whole of the process

4



was conducted with a pre-decided result to the

detriment of the Appe'l‘.lant.

ix.  That the whole process is kept alive against the
law and rules, as the same has been finally

| decided and settled.

;\ * That féeling aggrieved the Appellant preferred a
| departmental appeal as well, but the same was
also rejected ina very mechanical manner and in
utter negation of the lato and rules. Furthermore
the order on the de;;a’rtméntal appeal was not
communicated to the appellant so the appellant
gﬁt the copy of the same through RTI Act, 2013.
Copy of the departmental hppeal is enclosed as
Annexure “G” and that of the Order through

RTI is enclosed as Annexure “H”, respectively.

xi.  That still feeling aggrieved and having no other
option for the redressal of the grievances this
Honourable Tribunal is approached on the

following grounds.

‘Grounds: \

a. That the Appellant is not being treated in

accordance with the law and rules on the subject.

b. That the Appellant has been discriminated with to

[ IR

his utter detriment.

c. That this is a classic case of misuse of the authority

and a very colorful aﬁd fanciful use of the same.




e PETFME L, Y
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d. That the judgment dated 02-05-2002 is very
flagrantly being flouted, thus the respondents
making themselves liable for the initiation of the

contempt proceedings as well.

e. That 1:f the Service Appeal is not competent so this
petition may very kindly be considered an execution
petztzon for the zmplementatzon of the judgment
dated 02- 05 2002

It is, therefore very respectﬁmy prayed that
on acceptance of this appeal the judgment dated 02-
05-2002 may very kindly be irﬁplemented in letter
and spirit and the Appellant restOred his original
place in the seniority, further that the Appellaﬁt
shall not be disturbed and made fo face inquiry after

 inquiry.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the
circumstances and not specifically prayed for may

also very kindly be granted.

Appellant

Muhammad Yagoob
- Through Counsel
n

Aziz-yr-Rah

g

Imdad LIllah
Advocates Swat




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2022

Muhammad Yagoob SCT BPS-16 Government High
School Keedam.

. Appellant

VERSUS

, The Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
- Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
Others.

...Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

1t is solemnly stated on Oath that all the contents of
this service appeal are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has either been
misstated or kept concealed before this Honourable

Tribunal.

eponent
4

Muhammad Yagoob

&
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2022

Muhammad Yaqoob SCT BPS-16 Government High
School Keedam.

...Appellant .
VERSUS
The Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

‘- * Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
Others.

...Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

-Appellant / Petitiorier

- Muhammad Yagoob SCT BPS-16 Government High

School Keedam.

Respondents:

1. The Secretary Elementary and Secondary
Education. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
" Peshawar. - | {
2. The Director Elementary and Secondary Education
- Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. The District Education Oﬂicer (Male) District

Swat

Appellant

Throuz; Cozsél, |
- Imdad UZlélh

]
Advocate Swat
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2097 /51000 estts

Dated<thg ! ﬁ /6/?66§.N

. To,

i The Secretary to Govtiof NwFP“
: Finance Department, Peshawar.- . s ,a
: o a4
: o Co S
Dear 8ir, . S Y ;"ié -4
: o o ‘ By
I em directed to refer to the subaect - t’”gj['

noted above and to state that the NWFP- Service Tribunal
and other relevant Coubts decide serv*ce related casea

wherein service benefits are given to’ cartain Civil-

N T

Segrvants, ’ ' s x-;'

. 2= This offlce has oomplied with the

decision of Honourable Courts and has allowed seniority/
othexr service benefite to the re~inetated Oivil Servants

except finencial benefitse - I I 4
o e

. ye— e e T d i . .
B The tem " Service benaftﬁam ia relatively

of narrow spectrum viz-a-vig "A1l back benefits"

Therefore, the financial benofits invluding arrears

for the period under temination and incrementa have
;‘.- E not been allowed to the re-instated Civil Servanta.

Some of them have submitted appeals for fipancial
benefit as vell, SR ;
l' N .
. s é H- Ls the issue °ntails financial A
implications, the case is therefore, ggggggpgdutor-w,«~
X; advice snd ruidunce us"to whéther finanéial benefits' o
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GOVERNMENT OF NWEP
FINANCE DEPARTMENT,

NO.SOSR:II/FD/8-16/2004
Dated Peshawar the, 2

24 q DYk
To
Human Resource Deveiopment Officer, .'
Swat. ' ;
g Subject: - SERVICE BENEFITS.
{ am directed 10 refer to your Jetter No: 7007/51/13CO/FS€{'

ST

Dated 14.6.2004 on the subject noted above and to forward;’ hcrewuh a
letter of government of NWEP, Law Department bearing No OP.5 (44) ‘ i
D/2004/5357 dated 9.9. 2004, which is self explanatory for 111f0rmauon ,
v and further necessary action. _Jg
“’*“"’) ’\)5 cxﬁ,,e W ' gf\\.x SECTION OFFICER (SREIII)

Srprmmarese - R,

——
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i T seoeetory B0 “GloviLod WP,
W pance pepositnents A
Suniect - SRV 1CE A NLFITS /BACK BENSFITS -
£
» Bear Siv, ¢ y
oS ~ ’
Py A )
A3 |

Yo
|

frecien bo reler to youy

Taptor Nou3y Siait/RD/aeta/2004, duted 21,84 2004

on Lhe suhjecy noled alyowe abd Lo inform; that

aceording to the judpaent 5§ the court whexre in the

services o1 ehe v LLeer ceneerned were tgrminatmt
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N‘Depﬁx%ment We
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{hiz office order 110.529/51/1)0

4) Plr.AbduJ. Bais, . PTG Asrait
5) Mr.Sher ALi,FIC GPS 'Jaggah.;
6) Hx. Bakhb Maad PO, GPS Doshy‘." !
7) Mo .-aultanat Knan,PIC G2 i KatiliRad
8) Mr.Y'hayal Muhenmad PTC,: GPS Kharawe.'y.
3) Wr.Kamiran 34&n Junlor OlerB, Seley U7
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)l'lil( i QU UHE RDISTRICT "UU(,A[J()N U!" [CLER(VD iAli)U‘\l[fleIl ST,
o poll o Dated 23/ 12019

1o,

I} Mr.Shamsher Alli, .
SCT GCMESS Wadoodia Swat.

2) Mr Muhammad Yaqoob SCT
GI1S Kedam Swat

DEPARITMENTAL APPEAL.

Subject:-
viemo;-

ou are directed to inform that, your departmerital appeal has

been accepted and allowed senjority ~vith effect from 21/09/1995.

LL\W\' "

Dy '_)wstnull aucation-Oificer (V1) o 3
Saidusharif S»\ T
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bFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL GOVT: HIGHER SECONDARY SCHOOL FATEH PUR, SWAT. B
NO,__ 893/ | ' DATED: 2{[ - 08_~/2020 '
. - - S i
T0
The District‘Education"officer"{M'},
Swat at Gul Kada.

SUBJECT; | "NQU!RY R.E-PORT REGARDING THE ISSUE OF SENIORITY NO IN RESPECT OF
MR.MUFT) SCT,MR,SHAMSHER ALl SCT AND MR.MUHAMMAD YAQOOB SCT

Respected Sir,

With reference to your letter No.952-62, Dated:20-08-2020, on the subject cited

. above we, the undersigned Enqunry Committee, contacted the complainat Mufti SCT and the

respondent Teachers Shamsher Ali SCT and Muhammad Yagoob SCT and mformed them'
about the enquiry. We also informed them to appear before the Enquiry Comm_tttle_g‘along

with the relavant record of their service on 22-08-2020 at the office of the Principa‘l GHSS
Fateh pur which was a midpoint for both the afore cited teachers of GHSS Wadudia and GHS
‘Kedam. We interrogated all the three teachers verbally and through written guestionnaires
We checkad the relevant record available with them and also that we received from other

" sources. We also derived information from other neutral sources: to find actual posit |on of ;he

issue, After all the 1nterrogat|on and the perusal of the record we concluded the followmg
facts/fmdmgs

FACTS/ Fill U;NGS

1) That Mr. Mufti was appointed as CT {Trained) at GMS Dabargay,Madyan vide
Divisional Director of Education Malakand Divn: Appointment order No.6130-37
Dated: 21-09-1995 {Annex:”"D") and took over charge of his duty on 23-09-1995.afid as
per directives of the DEQ {M) Swat appeared as a party in the Enquiry.

2} That, although Mr.Shamsher Ali £T and Mr. Muhammad Yaqoob CT were teminated

from service ;or the lack of professional Training, Yet they were in remsated in service

by Service Tribunal Khyber Pukhtoon Khwa with service benefits. {Annex"’A)

That Mr.Shamsher Ali CT and Mr. Muhammad Yaqoob CT were given senigrity from

the date of their Appointment i.e. 21-08-1995 vide order of the Dlrector E& S

Education, Peshawar under Endst: No.2209/F.No- 02/Appeal of Male Teachers, dated:

20-10-2016 {Annex:"B”) and Order of the Dy DEO {M) Swat Endst:No. 6016 Dated: 23-
12-2018 {annex:"C") '

3)

T

"'5lf“
-‘.&ut thiW

Te
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That as Mr.Mufti Was appointed as Trained CT on 21-09-1995 and-Mr.Shamsﬁéf Al CT
and Muhammad Yagoob CT have been given the Seniority by 1
from the date of their first Appointment i.e 21- 09-1995, heﬁc&;a

Teachers are eligible for Se'nior‘ity w.e.f, 21-09-1895.

he competent forums
i these Three

That when the appointment of the Government officials/Officers falls on the'same

date theif SERiGHtyY is to be determined from their Date of Birth (Age).

(53]
g

6) That As per record the Date of Birth of Mr. Mufti SCT 15.15- 01-1962, the Date of Birth of
Birth of Mr. ‘Sharnsher ‘Ali is 05-

Nir.Muhammad Yagoob is 01-03-1958 and the Date of
11-1969 and their Seniority is to be determined according to this series of their age.

7) Thatthe DEO (M} 1) office, Swat has asked the following teachers to submit the;‘required

documents for Departmental promotion to 5§57 Posis: E
{tH Amnjad Al 5CT GHSS Shamozi {2) Dost Muhammad Khan 5CT GHS Shathand.

ra {8). E.akht Maﬂd SCT GHS Asaia

()  Mubammad Zahir Shah GH35-No:3 Mingo

(5} Afzal Hussaln GHSS Aboha. (8] Ali Bash Ihan GHS Qandil. '.:;f-:!.

{7) Karimuliah Shah SCT GHS5 Dheral (8) Ruhul Amin SCTf*G.‘HSS-Dehrai.': . ' i
. - ! o

{9) Muhammad Fahim khan Manglor {10} Mohd Dawood khan No.4 Mingora.

‘ H:{‘li') " Jehan Sher GHS Darmai. B L V3 Y. Anwar Zeb khén"GHSS K.thia :
{13) Kishwar 5CT GHS Odigram {14) Mtzajudm 5CT GHSS Madyan
{15}  Mohd Sadig GHSS Dehrai {16) Khaists Mand GHS Mmgora

Attas @eo'

H

(17) Mohd Qadim GH5 Gwaleral (18} Azim Khan SCT GHSS Madyan.
(19)  Ali Rahman SCT No.3 Mingora. ~ ~ /;b

Adv¢

¢
Q
Py

%3) That as per remarks of the Heads cf the institutions Mr. Amjad "AII.S‘ClT é,No.l is

.fackmg the required eligibility, Mr.Dost Muhammad Khan SCT 5.N0.02 is on Long ieave‘ for

fwo Ye‘ars, Mir. Zahir Shah 5CT 5.No. 03 is lacking the required eligibility, Mr.Bakht, Mand SCT '
$.No.4 is not willing for the promotion, . e Afzal Huzsaln SCT 5.No.05 h‘as alread ;jee |

:promoted 10 §ST and has presently been working as HM at GM5 Tal'angd yf n




f pir.Dawood Khan SCT S.Mo,10 has applied for R :emnnf w.e.1.31-08-2020 and hfS caseis

already under process, and My, Khaista Mand J"T 5.No.16 is not willing to ‘lake the
promotion.

I

RECOMMENDATIONS,

13 That as mentioned in the findings ths firsta poinlment Date of tﬁg compiainant
““Teacher and the respondent Two teashars fals on the géiﬁ'n_'ém;'l_é‘t'ii:-hgﬁfé their
seniority is to be determined by their Date of birth {age}. B |

2} That Mr.Mufti SCT with the age of 58 vears may be considered at S.No.71, Mr.
Muhammad Yagoob SCT with 52 years of age may be considered at 5.Ne.72 and
My, Shamsher Ali SCT with the age of 51 years may be considered at 5.No. 73 of
the Seniority List concerned. '

3} That, if the Seven teachers mantionesd at 5.No. “8” of the findings who either lack
eligibity or are unwiliing for the promaoiion-gre tobe deleted from the promotion
jist, it is hoped that it will facilitate the complainant Teacher as weil as the
respondent Two teachers for the expested promotion. L L

—_— —— -

P e UM - 1 2N AT O RN i) S ORI PSS T S S “ N

NOTE:- Copies of all the relevant documents are attached.

e 1

KAMEEN KHAN, 2%/o&/lo 2o
-Chairman,

Enquiry Committee,

. . L Ao
Principa inci .
cipal, _ Principal, '
~ S 1,

GHSS Fateh pur,Swat, GHSS Aboha, Swat, - A}L{} o /L@

Principal

e e T Yty ) e s
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FFICE OF THE HEADMASTERL GHS BARKALAY SAIDU SHAR!F SWAT

0. 3//-21 Dated‘” Iy /o8 c..? /2021
—f e |
To

The District Education officer (M}
District Swat.

!
t
'
!
i
|
|

SUBJECT'. _ INQUIRY REPORT REGARDING THE SENIORITY LIST OF SCT/CT
TEACHERON THE APPEALS OF TEACHERS.

Memo: ’:

With reference to your office order No. 1578 82 dated 3/2/2021

wherein the undersigned have been nommated as inquiry committee by the’

| 0
honourable DEO (M} Swat to probe into the appeals filed by the fot!owmg ‘
teachers against the tentative seniority list of SCT/CT and their semonty
positions. ;

——

rS,No \ Name of , School Name | Nature of Appeal
appellant —— ' :
Co ibrar Hussain | GHSS No.3 Against other teachers who have been
T SCT Mingora transferred later than the ’1ppellant to Swat 1
. from-otherdistricts, .. i 4‘
A2 Muhammad GHSS According-to-the-Appeltant, 'us-sementy-No
Ghafoor Khan | Mingora
SCT :

junior to me as in the initial 1pptt order they

are junior/ later in merit. |

Against S.No 126,127,128,129,130. According l

to the appellant these teachers have ignored |
%

37 | Hidayatuliah | GHSS
SCT | Mingora

the terms and conditions of the apptt: order
and have taken charges prlor 1o 1/3/1988.

4’ Mohammad GHS Nazar Against NTS teachers as thie appellant was
,’ Akbar hussain | Abad promoted prior to the regulanzatlon Act 2018. \
CT
5 Showkat Ali - | GCMHSS Against other teachers senlonty . [
1 SCT Wadudia 5 |
F | Murad Ali GCMHSS Against other teachers and correction of date
| SCT Wadudia of apptt:

The. under5|gned submitted few letters to the honoul able DEO (M)
Swat for provision of record and rules and regulations. The DEO: (M) Swat offnce
informed all the relevant teachers. Some of them provided rucond On the:
available record and perusaﬁthe previous seniority list and relevant rules, the

underStgned conducted a detailed inquiry which is as under: : A '

Methodology: The following procedure was adopted in the conduc’uonO}
inquiry. : A

1. The inquiry committee conducted few meetings at DEO (M) office and

Office of the Headmaster GHS Barkalay.
2. Discussed all the appeals one by one.

3. Relevant rules were asked from the DEO (M) Swat and ‘20 through APT

\\

'
™~

is.02and the teachers from S.No72to 91 are \ |

et

P
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T
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4. The concerned teachers were called to DEO {M) Office Swat for i
provision of record. o ;

5. Thoroughly checked the already prepared seniority list andjfollowed the
rules already taken into consideration in the seniority list preparation.

6. Checked the appeals and relevant rules i i.e APT rules, 1989?

7. 1t was unanimously decided that all the appeals being dlfferent in

nature, will be discussed separately ‘and recommendations may also be i
given separately as per rules. '

A RN

}
1
)
i

APPEAL NO.1 FILED BY MR.IBRAR HUSSAIN SC'F-GHSS NO l3 M!NGORA | .
Facts & Findings: ~. 5
1. According to the appellant, he is at $.N0.156 while another teacher Mr

Shah wali khan at S.No.135 has been mentioned as senior,) though he, §

was transferred to Swat latter than the appel!ant (Copy of appeal W|th
annexure attached as annexure A).

i i
2. Both the appellant as well as Mr. Shah wali khan were app,omted in ‘
district kohistan vide order dated 5/4/1999 at 5.No.9and § - L \
respectively.{Copy attached as Annexure B} (

l -
3. The appellant was transferred to Swat from Kohistan vide; notifrcatron

Endst: No.782-862 dated 6/12/2001 while the respondent teacher was
transferred to Swat from Kohistan vide-Notification Endst; No.3039-72

1

—~dated-17/6/2603. (Copiesof notifications-attached-as-Annexure-C)-

RECONMMENDATIONS.

In light of the above facts and findings, the inquiry E:omm'ittee
recommends as follows: I
1. The appeal is genuine as the respondent teacher was
transferred later than the appellant from drstrlct Kohistan to
district swat. Seniority of both the teachers may be counted
from the dates of their transfer to Swat from dlstrrct Koh!stan
as district Kohistan was in Hazara division/ dlrectorate and was
_notin-Malakand. directorate (if they were a!ready trained -

otherwise their seniority may be counted from the date of
passing CT if later on got trained). |

-~ Apested

| ' 2
APPEAL NO.2 FILED BY MR.MUHAMMAD GHAFOOR KHAN SCT CH(KF cate

MINGORA
Facts & Findings:

l

N 1. According to the appellant, he is at 5.No. 92 of the present semorrty list
\w‘ and the teachers from 5.No.72 to 91 have been dectared as senior.

N\

A\

While all of them were appointed through one and the dame notification



3. Accordmg to the appellant he has also filed appeals earherlm the-office.
4,

S~
\"}\
<

Endst No:6788-95dated 24/6/1997. The-appellant is at S, No 44 while'.

the other teachers are at later numbers. (Appeal along with notification
as Annexure D)

KT o g e

i
7

. According to the said notification’s terms and condntlons atiS No.4 “their

e RN L

inter-se-seniority will be determined in accordance with the merit of the
departmental selection committee.”

a T

According to The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appomtment

Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989 {Part Vi Seniority), ruleil? sub rufe
(a), “in the case of persons appointed by initial recrmtment in o
accordance with the order of merit assigned by the commtssmn [or as ‘ -
the case may be, the Departmental Selection Committee;} ;provnded that
persons selected for appointment to the pést in an earlier %election shail

rank senior to the persons selected in a later selection’ "{C Qy of the
rules as Annexure E)

‘ ) |
RECOMMENDATIONS. i

In light of the above facts and findings, the inquiry ctgnmmlttee

recommends as follows: : l

1. The Appeal is genuine and the seniority list to the extent of the
appellant and appointees of the same notification may be! re- arranged

according to the merit position of the teachers as <1etermmed by the
Departmental-selection-eommittee. -

|
i
f

APPEAL NO.3 FILED BY MR.HIDAYATULLAH SCT GHbS MINGORA
Facts & Findings: 1

1. According to the appeal of the appeliant, he along wnth the other”
teachers/respondents namely Mr.Hamyun, Mr. I\/luhammad Rasool
Khan, Mr.Riaz Ahmad, Mr. Attaur Rahman and Mr. Bakht Zeb were
appointed through the one and same notification Endst No:1-190
dated 1.1.1998. He is at 5.No18 of the notification whtl(e other
teachers/respondents are at 5.N0.85, 87, 49, 46 and 9(2) respectively.
Whereas according to the terms and conditions of the%notification at
S.No.1 “The appointments against vacancies lying in Hily/Snowy Area
will be éffective after winter vacation” then how can one take charge
before the end of winter vacations? .(Appeal and NOtification as
Annexure F}. i

i

. According to The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Qervantsl(Appomtment
Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989 (Part V Semonty),}rule 17 sub
rule (a), “in the case of persons appointed by initial re,lcrwtment, in A'ﬁ ;ﬂ z
accordance with the order of merit assigned by the cojmmission :Eor
as the case may be, the Departmental Selection Comn%ittee;]
provided that persons selected for appointment to the post in ah

earlier selection shall rank senior to the persons selected in a later
selection”

i
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RECOMMENDATIONS.

wire?

|
}
!
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|
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: ~ x |
--Facts- & Findings:— _ !

1
in light of the above facts and findings, the inquiry commlttee :

recommends as follows:

i

§

|

1. The Appealis genuine and the semonty fist to thé extent of the ‘%
appellant and appointees of the same notlflcatlon may be re- |
arranged according to the merit position of the teachers as '[

determined by the Departmental selection comr?lttee. | . {

APPEAL NO.4 FILED BY MR.MR. MUHAMMAD AKBAR HUéSAIN CT GHS

NAZAR ABAD SWAT. 1l

Facts & Findings: ‘ - i

1.

According to the appetllant, he has been declared Jumorifrom the NTS

appointees against the terms and conditionsof the regulanzatnon Act;—
2018.(Appeal is Annexure Fl)

l
Note: this appeal has a!ready been decided by the department in

positive and aca.pted the appeal hence needs no recommendatlons

APPEAL NO.5 FILED BY MR.MR. SHAWKAT ALl SCT GCMHSS WADUDIA
SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

| *:

. According to the appeal of the Appellant, he is worldn‘g ifor the last
thirty years as CT and has been declared once again junior than 10°
teachers. In the note he has mentioned two teachers asilresponderits
at $.No.53 and 54 of the seniority list. {Appeal attached? as Annexure
6) |

. The appellant annexed photo copies of appointment or:der, service
book, promotion order from CT to SCT and seniority lnst

. The record reveals that he was appointed on 7.8.1990 as untralned
teacher and passed CT on 25.5.1996 and his seniority has been

counted w.e.f 25.5.1996 after passmg CT exam, (Documents Attached
as Annexure H) ‘-

| _
4. The rules as mentioned in the already prepared tentative semor:ty list

which is reproduced here * sen:orlty position D/O takmg over charge
as CT or D/O declaration CT exam whichever is later”. Means that
seniority has been counted of all the teachers of the same cadre w.e.f
date of appointment or date of declaration of CT exam whlchever is

The respondent teachers namely Mr. Shamshir Ali SCT GCMHSS
Wadudia and Mr. Muhammad Yaqoob SCT GHS kedam Swat wele
directed through DEO (M) letter No.3945-51 dated 5/4/2021 for b

provision of record. In resporise, they submitted reply and the aheady

Zgl_-ﬁ 0 REL d
later. : ‘ LAY

-y



conducted inquiry wherein their seniority has been counted from the
date of appointment.i.e.21.9.1995.

- . 4 : #
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. Keeping in-view, the said stamhe teachers, the unidersigned ‘met
the DEO (M) Swat, who verbally directed to complete“tfhe initiated
inquiry according to the available record and relevant r%ules.

. The already available record reveals that the respondeﬁts teachers
were appointed as untrained and temporary teachers on 21.9.1995 -
and were terminated in the year 1997. However they were re-instated
into service by the DCO Swat in light of the Honourabie‘ Service
Tribunal Judgment vide order Endst No.330-42 dated 4%2.2003. They
provided CT DMEToday on 5/8/2021 issued by the Sarﬁad University’

of Science and IT, Peshawar, they passed CTon27.9. 2006 (Cogles of
- order and DMCs as Annexure H1) — ‘

A

i ST O ST

N RSN

Itis an admitted fact that the seniority of all the other teachers of the
same cadre has been counted from the date of appomtment asCTor

passing CT exam whichever is later. As in the case of 1he appellant and
other fellow teachers, sm has been counted w.e. f passing CT

- exam though'they were appointed earlier as untrained teachers

Meaning thereby that the untrained period has not been counted i in
the seniority. s

RECOMMENDATIONS.

N 's
v

In light.of the above. facts and-findings; the-inquiry cummlttee . =
recommends as follows: i

1. The Appeal is genuine and the seniority list may b° re- arranged

and may be counted w.e.f 27.9. 2006/date of passing CT exam in case
of respondents teachers and from the date of passing CTi in case of

other teachers who were appointed as untrained teachers and have
been declared as senior than the appellant.

APPEAL NO.6 FILED BY MR.MR. MURAD ALl SCT GCMHSS WADUDIA
SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

Facts & Findings:

1. According to the appeal of the appellant, his $.No. in semonty list is
-151-and

-anotherteacherat SINo-1507(s junior to him. In fact his date

of 1* appointment has been entered as incorrect. His actual date of

appointment is 5.4.1999 whilgit has been entered as 4.6.1999.

. 2. Both of them were appointed in District Kohistan vide one and the.
same Notification No.1298-1300 dated 5/4/1999 at s, No 13 (Mr. Fazal 8 . J |
Rahim) and S.No.22 (Mr. Murad Ali), {copy of appomtment A f,": 9&: Eed
[Noitification is attached as Annexurel), ‘
3.

. " g
The respondent teacher Mr. Fazal Rahim passed CT (G) examinatW
0n 25.4.2000. (Copy of DMC attached as Annexure J}. ‘ d"'. Ca i

P D e o e e ——
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The appellant transferred to Swa
862 dated6.12.2001. Whiie
transferred to Swaton 1.

t from Kohistan vide Endst No.782-
« the respondent teacher {(Mr. Fazal rahim)
7.2003. (Transfer order and serv1ce hook

pages as Annexuie K.

RECOMMENDATIONS
In light of the above facts and findings, the inquiry commsttee :

recommends as follows: , .
peal is genuine and the seniority list may be re arr

and may be counted w.e. f transfer to Swat of the appe

the respondent feacher please.

1. Rta Agﬁ%éd o :
HeagMagt@rCHS Barkalay .
Saldu Shanf Swat

.’
1
|
1
i
.
i

)
f

'r
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. BE FORF THE WORTHY DIRECTOR, ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATION '~;

Muhommcd Yoqoob S/O Jondoo1 R/O Keedom Bohrcnn Dlsmct
‘ Swa’r N g

‘...'Appellani’ .

De’parfmenfdlh Appeal / Rébrésentdﬁon, against the

inquiry No. 311/-21 dated 05-08-2021 in relation to
seniority. ' |

Prayer In Appeal / Representation: =~ -~ -

On acceptance of the instant departmental

appeal-/ representation, the'inquiry No. 311/21 dated 05-

- 08-2021, mc:y-kmd!y berset cwrde and the cppellqni mcw

S I(HYBER PAKF%TUNKHWAAT PE%HAWAR‘ ‘ ‘ -  ;~\»

2

please be awarded the beneflls of senlonty

'Resp‘e'cﬁull'y Sheweth:

1. Tho’r appellant-is servmg as SCT BPS-16 01 uovemmeni :uqn
Schoot (GHC} Keedom Bohrom Swat.

1. That the appellant was mn‘solly oppom’red as CT in 1990 and’

was |Ilegolly terminated, where Ggomst fhe appellant fied a-

' A&tﬁ@ ied service appeal before the KP Serv;ce Tribunal, which was

/-W allowed vide order dated 02-05-2002 and the. appellani was

5 re-instated along Wlth.OH back benefits (Copies of dismissal
édv @e{f@we order. order of KP ST dated 02-05-2002 and re-irstatement
order are attached herewith).

2. That the department was' reluctant 1o extend <l setvice

benefits including seniority and financial benefits; .aeraicre,

-+ ‘the appellant resorted to the high ups of the dep-urtirert,



" whereupon ihe DEO (M] Swat, o the directions of yéur
g -»goodself extended the benefii of seniority with effect from Zi-

09-1995 (Copies of relé'védh*r"docu'lﬂenis are attached
 herewiih). | |

. That the name of Qppellqn’i in seniority -list is‘sued- by ihe -

depor’rmem, were placed after their juniors, “therefore, the
‘oppellom ogoin‘ resorted to the department for Considerqtioh-
of. their seniority i in accordance with the order / Judgment of'
KpP ST and compllance thereon, The deportmen’r COI’ISTIfo(,d

an inquiry commitiee, th (;on5|d,ered the stance of the
dppellom in their favour dnd\'recomrhended the deportmehi

that their ndmes should be placed oé per the order of the KP

. Service TI’!bUﬂG| ie. from the dcﬂe of their initial oppomlment

- (Coples of relevont documenits are attached herewn‘h)

4. Tho-’f,ohe Shaukat Ali-along wiih oihersﬂed“gppeols against

the seniority list on the ground that their seniofity may be

counted w.e.f._passing. of tfie CT exam and not that of the

Attested

Advocate

initial  appointment, where for an inguiry commiﬁee WuS-

consliluted and lllegcﬂly & ogalnst the APT Rules, 1989,

- fecommended that the seniority of ’rhe CT employpcs
“including the  appellani be rceckoned from the date of

passing the CV .exomlnghon {Copy of impugned

recommendation dated 05-08-2021 is attached herewithi.

.ATho’r ihe find‘ings and recdmmendoﬁons ‘of the inguiry

committee No. 311/-21 dated 05-08-2021 is og’o‘ihs’r the |
findings of the previous high ron.ked‘ inquiry and c'jomb%idnce :
therecn, furthermore, 'ih'e recbmméndoﬁons so made are in
ciéor cut violation “of the . Appointment, 3Iir\omoﬂon and

Trqnéfer Rules, 1989, which in no way is tenable in the eye of

10w,

. That in the impugned inquiry 1he inquiry commitiee and ‘he

depariment condemned unheard the - appellart  and

violated the g'olden principtes of naturai jusiicé ez Audi

" Alferam Partem. "



o 7 Thot oiher grounds wﬂl”‘be Gglfo’red if the "qppeliqn’r were

offorded fhe ughf of personcl heorlng

‘ In view of the above it is fherefore very‘
humbly proyed that ’rhe senlomy of the oppellom
~may kindly be considered from 1heir dale of firs -

) oppoinlmenfs in Qc'cerdonce with the judgment

o . of the Hon'ble KP Semvice Tribunal, order of

__‘compironce of DEO (M), S$Swai— and—.in - -
~ accordance with the recemmen'dofions of

previous high ranked inquiry committee.

Appellqn’r R .
-—M—i“_ v

o~ Yuqoob Khan

“Affidavit:

|, do hereby solemnly ‘dffirm_ and declare on oath that all the
“contents. of ‘1he accompanying departmental dppeol / representation
-:ore frue and correct 10 be best of my knowledge and belief and no’fhsng
has been kep’r conceoled therefrom moreover no such like: deporimen’r
~appeal / represenfohon hos either been flled_Qr_pendlng_befere—ihis'—_'~
office. - '

1

. Deponent: uj/z—‘h/%r
M. choob chm
(Appellqnf)

Axtested

Advocate



; DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENMTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATIO_M

Dated Peshawarthe. ' L{f / / 12022

—se
_,Muhammad Yaqoob
' SCT Govemment H:ﬂh S"hoo! Kodam D-str"'t S\

Subject: - PROVISION OF INFORMATION UNDER RTI’A'C'T 2013 IN RESPECT
' OF DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REPRESENTATION AGAINST .THE

INQUIRY NO. 311/-21 _DATED _05- -08-2021 _IN RELATION TO .

SENIORITY.

| am directed to refer to your applicatio_n dated 07-02-2022 'rece':ivéd to this
office vide Dairy No. 505 dafed 14~62-2022 on the subject cite'd above and to encl'ose

herewnh a_copy of the Minutes of the Appellate Commlttee Meet_g held on

25 10-2021 under RTI Act 2013 (Copy attached)

)“’,—A....ﬁ

iti is hoped these mformatlon s wnll fulfill your « desufed goals

| Encls: As Above S ~
—— . o L= - - - AD (RT!&Ombuds

Directorate, of E&SE KP
Endst: No. : : /
Copy forwarded to the: - o s

1. Right to lnformatlon Commission Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar (Near BRT

Abdara Station, Arbab Colony, Opposite Jabar Flats, Umversxty Road, Peshawar) K

2. PA to Director E&SE KPK Peshawar.

____!é/,—-—’
AD (RTI & Ombudsman)
Directorate of E&SE KF

Attested

2

Livocdte

. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR Feere-t].

No_ 107 ) File: 497/RTI/PFMuhammad @
Yagoob/Swat/2022. - S o

Lt wa WY
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Y, - ¥ Directorite of Elementary and Scconda ry Education Khvber Pakhtun Khwa
NP T YN T G, S iy Py P s
<l MINUTES OF THE APPELLATE COMMITTEER MEETING HELD ON 25/] 072021
== T ; — T 7
i:r Dairy Naof Appeal | Name ~ - : "Post 1 District | Prior ' Conimittee Decision. N
T 2
) Mr. Liaqat ali has DM Refused promotien at the time of N P i s 3
. ; B R ‘ Liagat Ali T | SDM | Peshawar submilting file to DEO Office, but later be appeals 1o the :é‘.:bffel(}o the seniority cum fitness ihe Appeal is %
/ i . : . ‘ director for including in the promotion DPC. P o
. , "t Mr Asim Ali Shah appeat against the $/List of TT, the . o e , . 2 :
315 dated 06/1072021 Syed Asim Ali Shah STT . | Peshawar “appeal accepted by the DEQ Concarned in the DEOG Submit 2:::::::30 the seniority: cum fitness the Appealis £ g
' . . revised working papers afier correetion in the s/ ist, P &
DEO letter No 8418 . Co . ! ‘ : Appeals against the \{Acanl position, which was not shown Vacant post are reckoned un day of DPC mecting
5011072021 Muhamwad Afsar | SCT | Dir Lower in the working paper by the DEO Concerped, .| asintimated by DEO Concerned.
Mark é £ Ad ditionall . Appeal against the Quota of CT Cadre that DEQ
Dirictor on 13/10/2021 | Abdul Julil CT Torghar Recommends PST under 20%, but the applicant clains Promotion rules may be foltowed
o i 40% quota. . ] )
{7 . . . | The applicant wants promotion agatast SST, But as
o1 3110872021 %:?ﬁ"]"""?’;,"d ?‘anf ' CT Bannu mention by the applicant that they have submit writ-petition Appcal is subjudice
- iYYousaf Zaman in the court. . .
599 . Mushtag Abnad PSHT Kohistan The appeal is not ¢lear and want to stop proamotion of SST Keep Pending titl the DEQ Comment.
03/092021 : upper . ! .
’ . - Appeal against the S/List that the DEO Coucerned has ’
(5);709 /2021 ]!_\é‘u:lgzc::\}l{l: ]‘:‘ bM bohl'stan re;viscd lf?c S/List and they have been given seniority afler a Keep Dending till the DEO ¢ omment.
- Y ? pper Junior .as the scone are more thun Mr Ajam Khan
: Appeal against the sAist that Junior have been icluded in L
. 1161 ot P the s7list and he has not included in'the s/iist and want to .
& 1 omosnon -Abdal Weliee| SCT | Kobistan | | e 2310111996 but b has been appornted as | PPl rejcted
: CT in 2006. As per his (application)
) . The applicant has been suspended due to criminal case ang
1629 - i : " for denavaltrial return to the court during resinstated on . *
% | \aoonon S3jid Masoom cr Battagram | | 0032051 b ACR is incompletcwants peomotion 1o ST | Rejected
) i Bio/Chemy
h\ k&_?ﬂé " ] The applicant want correction in s/list from 1% appointnent
. 1963y, , , in 24/03/1992 but he has been promoted to CTon e
o0 ¢ f"‘ 1o. l()/oggZOZl Naseeb Zaman FIC | Buner 037872017, Want seniority from date o7 14 appoiniment The appeal is rejected,
SR SR L - | {cadres chanaed) -
(’6 964 . ' . - . . ' Appeal against the s/list or PST, \':'nn(% not including of five . R
g & 1. 13/9/2021 All Rehinan " ,,SC] Buner marks in the score and now he wanis that correction, ferelevant Appeal. hence rejected,
S L ' - : Appeal against MR Noor AR SCT GCMITS Dassg _
Q 64 , ) X Kohistan Kohi§lnn has been given wrong seniofity No and has been AU
S 12 | os9m0ar Mushtag Ahm‘}d SCT Dasso - placed for promotion but the court did not given him Appeal rejected
N &! ~ : scniority and back benefit. :
| - . i N g T
13 23707/2021 \\ A/ Hafiz Muhammad Ansar | $TT Charsadda The applicant want promotion from TT to STT Rejected for qut mecting promotion policy.
NG ! !
XN ] - C o !

i,
b
&

.
L,
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feand vy momn'u Tror ~1L"i‘IIl}B'~~w o

{ Thy apl

fer4ill the DEG Comment ard provisien of

.Scanned with CamScanner

/M’: Ameer Bacha

Assistant Director
Estab: Male (f

DDU Section

/

| AN Lt il
" Mr. Muhammil,dNawaz
.\ Assistant Dirbctor
-Estab: Male-1 .

LT f .
. hx; [N (-'“7 S0 < I‘(l-]‘)’ ;_(;ni:r.ﬂ Iiiy;wr ;3.:3‘1[’2: } 135-16. Wasis promotion on the basis of ¢ e,
4 —— N { ) <. Ak
N T T -
‘s\..; 13 il 200162021 | Astigir Rebman or ! Dir Lower Ap, ‘Ta. -u.n:l MR. Hiking- xl\:x. that hic has under Refected as per puiicy.
Cb i ! ! K At obj cluon and ! want to accept my pmmtmon' .
. . . - - 3 ol DEO . .
. 16 ] 18162027 Abdul Jalit Tore Wagils prdmotion to SST Maths/l hv.also mer uan the DE! decided.at S.No.4
?‘ ?. Y St [T cr Torghar ofite did not submit ACRIPERs . . s dedt
s 4TS 1 e apt ' Rejectéd being junior in sAist while the post
f_& HERA f 1871022021 Akhtar Al T!'i Charsadda - Wams promollon o STT. s - available as filed on senliority curn fitness basis, *
& - cqm , . - o
el 397 . Lo He as deferred in previous DPC now rcqucs(mﬂ- for Appeal acecpicd <L.bJ€Cl 10 the s¢ aiority cum’
Q"\"&ﬁ Is ‘ 15102021 Farman Ziarat Gul SCT Dir Upper mch.lsllon in undcr-procws DPC fitness and provision of file. .
. | aos T i . . y
’ 3934 He is objecting upon the credentials from the b!acl\hsled Promotion is awarded on the basis of promotion
19. JoCLing upc ; :
I 27/08/202) IAS""“ Uliah T Bannu msut]umlms as per his application, policy.
— " — T -
) . Comtlammw that PST has been consndercd by DEO s .
20. 6/09/2 - ks be fallowed
L ! 061093021 fbdu' Jalil _CT Torghar Concerned office and CT has been |gnored Promoficn mle? e follow
) | ; . . ’
t. ] 23/09/2021 .i ¢han Zeb PST Swabi Wamls correction of semon_ty in PST Irrelevant appeal and hence rejected
. I . —
22, l ;;,9029 12021 Shougqdar Khan ) CT | Swabi Wanl.g prlomouon in probauou ptnod Double promotion within one year is not @lo\\gd
, 02/09/202) Latif Ahmad SPST ° | Dir Upper \Vanu sh:arc of other cadre. Not allowed rejected
1 513 N . Wants Sclmorlty from the |* appointm'cm ie 04/02/2005 .
/ 30/08/2021 Mubammad Yagoob s [SCT | Swval Jin the{Light the Court Mater ) Rejected
512 . Wants Seniority from the 1% appointinent i.e 04/022005 | .
30/082021 I Shamsher Ali 5CT Swat Jin the i g:ht the Court Matcr ' Rejected -
Py 1
1737 Tougeer Muhammad . . The applicants wants that their ed v
13/10/2021 ! sod ohess, SPST | Kehat verified from HEC reduentonl credenils o be M > “‘d"""“l’ vl
1 j el N {414 HEC -

/
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In the matter of:-

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUI\fAL, PESHAWAR

4 /
P
q/z‘l ; Appellant

r -~
VERSUS

/. / ”/‘J/) Respondent

KNOWN ALL to whom these present shall come that I/ we, the undersigned appoint

AZIZ-UR-RAHMAN and IMDAD ULLAH
Advocates High Court

;‘ :
To be the advocate for the in the above mentioned case to do all the following acts, deeds
and things or any one of them, that is to say:- ;

°
LA

To acts, appear and plead in the above mentioned case in this court'?br any other Court in which
the same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or rev1ew or revision or execution
or at any other stage of its progress until its final decision. ’f

To present pleadings, appeals, cross objections or petitions for: execuhon review, 'revision,
withdrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits or other documents as shall be deemed
necessary or advisable for the prosecution of the said case in all its stages. ’=:'

To withdraw or compromise the said or submit to arbitration any dlfference or dispute that shall
arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.

To receive money and grant receipts therefore, and to do all other acts and things which may be
necessary to be done for the progress and in the course of the prosecunon of the said case.

To employ any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authorities
hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so.

[ understand that the services of aforesaid lawyer are hired irrespective of the outcome of the
case.

And I/ We hereby agreed to ratify whatever the advocate or his substitute shall to do in the said
premises.

And 1/ We hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or his substitute responsible for the result of
the said case in consequences of his absence from the Court when the said case is called up for
hearing.

And I/ We hereby agree that in the event of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me/us to
be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid, the Advocate shall be ent1tled to withdraw from the
prosecution of the case until the same is paid. :

IN THE WITNESS WHEREOF I/WE hereunto set my/our hand(s) to these present the contents of
which have been explained to and understood by me/us, thisz E! day of O & 2021.

" 2
R4

e 7

B i

B [

{Signature or thumb impression) Sﬁnatme or thumb 4 nplessmn) (Signatufre or thumb impression)

Accepted subject to terms regarding fees

Bl i3

GA

Oifice: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk
G.T. Road Mingora, District Swat.
Cell No. 0300 907 0671

- ¢
(AZIZ-UR-RAOMAN) (IMDAD ULLAH)
Advocate High Court Advocate High Court

L -Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk,
G.T) Road, Mingora, District Swat
Cell No. 0333 929 7746



