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Service Appeal No. 1101/2019

Date of Institution ... 29.08.2019

... 17.06.2022Date of Decision

Muhammad Idress, Senior Qari (BPS-15), GHS Shanwori Naryab, 
Hangu.

... (Appellant)

VERSUS

The Secretary (E&SE) Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and three 
others.

(Respondents)

MR. TAIMUR ALI KHAN, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. ASIF MAS,ODD ALI SHAH,. 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN 
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD

JUDGMENT:

forming

background of the instant service appeal are that the appellant 
while serving as Senior Qari (BPS-15), was taken into custody by 

the Law Enforcement Agency on 15.05.2015, who was later on 

convicted by Assistant Political Agent/Additional Magistrate Upper 

Kurram. The appellant challenged his conviction through filing of 
Writ Petition before the august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar, 

which was allowed vide judgment dated 30.11.2018 and the 

appellant was ordered to be released forthwith if not required to 

be detained in any other case. The appellant went to office for 

joining of his duty but he was informed that the competent 

Authority. had removed him from service vide order dated 

09.11.2016. The appellant filed departmental appeal, which was

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:- Precise facts
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not responded within the statutory period of 90 

days, therefore, he filed Service Appeal No. 404/2019 before this 

Tribunal. It was during the pendency of the service appeal that 

the departmental appeal of the appellant was accepted on 

25.04.2019 and he was reinstated in service, however the 

intervening period was treated as leave due. In this scenario, the 

appellant withdrew his service appeal and filed departmental 

appeal before the Secretary Elementary & Secondary Education 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, seeking modification of 

Notification dated 25.04.2019 by treating the intervening period 

as on full pay. The departmental appeal of the appellant was not 

responded within the statutory period, therefore, he filed the 

instant service appeal for redressal of his grievance.

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments, wherein they refuted the assertions made by the 

appellant in his appeal.

2.

Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the 

appellant was admittedly in custody of Law Enforcement 

Agency, therefore, the absence of the appellant from duty was 

not willful and he was thus entitled to have been granted full pay 

for the period of his absence from 15.05.2015 to 08.11.2016 as 

well as the intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 to 

24.04.2019; that in view of FR-53 & FR-54, the respondents were 

legally bound to grant full pay to the appellant for the absence 

period as well as the intervening period but the appellant has 

been deprived of the same for no valid reason; that after 

acceptance of his previous departmental appeal vide Notification 

dated 25.04.2019, new cause of action accrued to the appellant 

and the instant service appeal is not hit by mischief provided in 

Rule-24 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules, 1974. 

Reliance was placed on 2011 CLC 319, 2007 SCMR 373, PLD 

1967 Dacca 809, PLD 1966 (W.P) Karachi 126, PLD 1999 Lahore 

340 and 2000 CLC 1226.

3.

4. On the other hand, learned Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents has contended that after acceptance of previous 

departmental appeal of the appellant, the appellant withdrew his
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previous service appeal and filed another departmental appeal to 

the Secretary Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, which was not at all maintainable; that 

the relief sought by the appellant through instant service appeal 

was also sought in previous service appeal by way of grant of 

back benefits, however after withdrawal of the previous service 

appeal, the appellant is legally debarred to file the instant service 

appeal.

Arguments have already been heard and record perused.5.

A perusal of the record would show that the appellant was 

removed from service vide order dated 09.11.2016. The same 

was challenged by the appellant through filing of departmental 

appeal, which was not responded within the statutory period of 

90 days, therefore, the appellant filed Service appeal 

No. 404/2019 titled "Qari Muhammad Idress Versus the Secretary 

(E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others", before 

this Tribunal. During pendency of the aforementioned service 

appeal, the departmental appeal of the appellant was allowed 

vide Notification dated 25.04.2019, whereby the appellant was 

reinstated in service, however the intervening period was treated 

as leave of kind due. It was in this backdrop that learned counsel 

for the appellant sought withdrawal of the Service Appeal bearing 

No. 404/2019 and the same was thus dismissed as withdrawn by 

this Tribunal vide order dated 15.07.2019. Now, it needs to be 

determined as to whether the appellant could legally bring .the 

appeal in hand after withdrawal of the previous appeal filed by 

him in this Tribunal. In order to appreciate the controversy in a 

proper manner, Rule-24 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 

Rules, 1974, is reproduced as below"

6.

2::?'

"24. Appellant precluded from bringing 
another appeal in certain cases:- Where 
appeal has been withdrawn by the appellant 
and is in consequence dismissed by a Tribunal, 
the appellant shall, unless otherwise directed 
by a Tribunal be precluded from brining 
another appeal in respect of the same cause of 
action".

an

7. While going through the prayer made by the appellant in 

his previous Service Appeal No. 404/2019, it is crystal clear that
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the appellant had sought reinstatement alongwith all back and 

consequential benefits. The prayer made by the appellant in the 

instant service appeal was a part of the prayer made in previous 

service appeal, therefore, the appeal in hand is hit by the 

mischief contained in Rule-24 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal Rules, 1974, hence not maintainable.

It is also worth mentioning that after withdrawal of 

previous Service Appeal No. 404/2019, the order dated 

25.04.2019 passed by Director Elementary & Secondary 

Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar was challenged by the 

appellant through filing of departmental appeal before Secretary 

Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar, which was not maintainable for the reason that no 

right of second appeal is available to an aggrieved civil servant 
under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &. 

Discipline) Rules, 2011.

8.

In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand stands 

dismissed being not maintainable. Parties are left to bear their 

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

9.

ANNOUNCED 1 /17.06.2022

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)



Service Appeal No. 1101/2019m
Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad 

Nawaz, ADEO (Litigation) alongwith Mr. Asif Masood All Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present. Arguments 

have already been heard and record perused.
Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on 

file, the appeal in hand stands dismissed being not maintainable. 
Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the 

record room.

ORDER 
17.06.2022 .

ANNOUNCED
17.06.2022

7 7$v_
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (Judicial)
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (Executive)
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Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 
KabiruNah Khattak, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

06.01.2022

Junior to counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that senior counsel for. the 

appellant is not available today, due to general strike of the 

bar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the D.B 

on 14.03.2022.

Char^ianu-^'(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

•"3 - ^ > /

Appellant alongvvith his counsel Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate 

present. Mr. Muhammad Nawaz, ADEO (Litigation) alongwith Mr. Asif 

Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present. •

16.06.2022

'•r .

Arguments heard. To come up for order before the , D.B on

17.06.2022.

K

XJ

(SALAH-UD-DIN) ■ 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

i
i

-r .
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Counsel for appellant is present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate General and Mr. Sajid, Superintendent, on 

behalf of respondent No. 4, are also present.

Written reply on behalf of respondents No; 2 ,81 3 has , , 

already been submitted while representative of respondent No. 4 

stated at the bar the he relies on the written reply submitted by- 

respondents No. 2 & 3 on behalf of respondent No. 4. Therefore, 
file tp come up for rejoinder and arguments on 11^5.2021 

before D.B.

28.01.2021

(MUHAMMADmtd^ KHAN) 
MEMBER (JUDIClAt)---- -

. 11.05.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 
non-functional, therefore, case is a^umed to 
31.08.2021 for the same as before.

5
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31.08.2021 Due to summer vacations, the case is adjourned to 

06.01.2022 for the same as before.

READER



Appellant is present in person. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General is also present.

Neither written reply on behalf of respondents submitted 

nor any representative on behalf of the respondent-department 

is present, therefore, notices be issued to them for submission 

of written reply/comments. File to come up for written 

reply/comments on 08.12.2020 before S.B.

20.10.2020

r

(Muhammad JaPfraH^vaa). 
Member (Judicial)

Appellant with counsel present.08.12.2020

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Naseem Khan S.O for respondents present.r- *

Written reply on behalf of respondents No.2 & 3 

submitted. Representative of respondents No.l & 4 made a 

request for adjournment in order to furnish reply/comments; 

granted. To come up for written reply/comments on 

28.01.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina-Rehman) 
Member (J)

-"e.
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments20.08.2020
-■* :

heard and case file perused. Learned counsel , for the appellant 

contended that the appellant was appointed as Qari (BPS-07) and 

subsequently promoted as Senior Qari (BPS-15). That the 

appellant while working in the said capacity being suspected was 

picked up/detained by the law enforcing Agency on 15.05.2015. In 

this respect his mother wrote an application to the department on 

07.06.2015 informing about the detainee/appellant taken by the 

law enforcing Agency and requested to retain the appellant on his 

post till the conclusion of the issue of the appellant. That after the. 

acquittal the appellant went to office to join his duty, but he was 

informed that the he had been removed from service vide order

dated 09.11.2016. Against the said order he filed departmental 

appeal on 19.12.2018 within thirty days of his acquittal i.e 

30.11.2018. The departmental appeal was followed by service 

appeal No. 404/2019 in this Tribunal. During the pendency of the 

said service appeal, the appellant was reinstated by the department 

on 25.04.2019 but the intervening period from the date of his 

removal till reinstatement i.e 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 was treated 

as leave of the kind due. He filed Departmental appeal on 

15.05.219 to modify the notification dated 25.04.2019 to the extent 

of, on full pay for the intervening period with effect from 

09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 under FR-54. The appellant has not been 

treated in accordance with rules and due course of law has not been 

observed in the instant case.

Points urged need consideration. Service appeal is admitted 

subject to all legal objections. Appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter, notices be 

issued to the respondents for written replyA 
20.10.2020 before S.B. /

App
Security a Process Fe@ >

___ lents for

V
* i.

(MAIN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Nisar Ahmad ADEO for the respondents 

present. Learned AAG seeks adjournment for arguments 

on the issue of maintainability of the instant appeal. 

Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

01.04.2020 before S.B

18.02.2020

ember

Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case 

is adjourned to 24.06.2020 for the same. To come up for 

the same as before S.B.

01.04.2020

24.06.2020 Counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG alongwith 

Mr Nawaz, ADEO for respondents present. Representative of 

the respondents submitted written reply on -behalf, of 

respondents No. 2 and submitted which is placed on file. 

Notice be issued to respondents No. 1 and 4 for submission of 

written reply. To come up for reply/preliminary hearf 

20.08.2020 before S.B. /
on

MEMBE
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Counsel for the appellant present.29.11.2019

Learned counsel contends that after issuance of 

notification dated. 25.04.2019, whereby, although the 

appellant was reinstated into service vsthite the intervening 

period was declared as leave due. The second part of the 

order arose fresh cause of action in favour of appellant, hence . 

the appeal in hand could be proceeded with and Rule 24 of 

T . -the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules, 1974 may 

not become any hurdle in that respect.

',i - 1 i
Issue pre-admission notice to respondents regarding 

maintainability of instant appeal in view of thevrule ibid. 

Adjourned to 08.01.2020 before S.B. ^

■)

Chairman

Appellant present in person and Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.
Requests for adjournment due to general strike of 

the Bar. Adjourned to 18.02.2020 before S.B.

08.01.2020

i

Chairman
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1101/2019Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3

The appeal of Mst. Muhammad Idrees presented today Mr. Taimur 

Ali Khan. Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please\

29/08/20191-

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be2-
put up there on

CHAIRMAN

Counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel requests for time to further prepare 

the brief in view of bar contained in Rule 24 of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules, 1974.

Adjourned to 29.11.2019 before S.B.

15.10.2019

r\

-



i*-.
' 'f'

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. I lot /2019

VS Education Deptt:Muhammad Idress

INDEX

S.NO. DOCUMENTS P. NOANNEXURE
Memo of Appeal1.

66Copy of application A2.
Copy of judgment dated 03.05.2017 B3.
Copy of judgment dated 30.11.2018 C4.
Copies of order dated 09.11.2016, 
departmental appeal, service appeal 
No.404/2019, and order dated 
25.04.2019

D,E,F&G5.V

6. Copies of departmental appeal and 
order sheet dated 15.07.2019

H&I

Vakalat nama7.

APPELLANT
■/

THROUGH:

-f (TAIMUR ALrKHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 9

H

(ASAD MAHMOOD) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.

: I

1
►

a•1 j.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR:

■■

■ s.

(1^/ /2019 K^yberAPPEAL NO.*<

IZdlL\ No.

Dated' Muhammad Idress, Senior Qari (BPS-15), 
GHS Shanwori Naryab, Hangu.

%

(APPELLANT)
!
:r

f-

VERSUS
H-

1. The Secretary (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
'(1. The Director (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

■^3. The District Education Officer (Male) Hangu.
4. The Secretary Finance, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

f

./

5

(RESPONDENTS)

'i-
'i ■

i

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE NOTIFICATION 

DATED 25.04.2019, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS 

REINSTATED INTO SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF 

REMOVAL FROM SERVICE, BUT INTERVENING PERIOD 

FROM THE DATE OF HIS REMOVAL TILL 

REINSTATEMENT I.E 09.11.2016 TO 24.04.2019 WAS 

TREATED AS LEAVE OF KIND DUE AND FOR DIRECTING 
THE RESPONDENTS TO TaY FORTthT^RIOD WITH ^ 

EFFECT FROM 15.05.2015 TO 08.11.2016 AND AGAINST NOT

\
s

i

Fnledto-day

TAKING ACTION ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF 

THE APPELLANT WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF 

NINETY DAYS.

* V •

I PRAYER: •

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

NOTIFICATION DATED 25.04.2019 MAY KINDLY BE 

MODIFIED TO THE EXTENT OF, ON FULL PAY FOR THE

4^'
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INTERVENING PERIOD WITH EFFECT FROM 09.11.2016 TO 

24.04.2019 UNDER FR-54 AND THE RESPONDENTS MAY 

ALSO BE DIRECTED TO PAY FOR THE PERIOD WITH 

EFFECT FROM 15.05.2015 TO 08.11.2016 UNDER FR-53 AS 

THE APPELLANT ON BEING SUSPECTED WAS PICKED 

UP/DETAINED BY THE LAW ENFORCING AGENCY ON 

15.05.2015 AIVD REMAINED IN THEIR CUSTODY TILL HIS 

REMOVAL ON 09.11.2016. ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH 

THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE 

THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF 

APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH:
FACTS:
' 1. That the appellant was appointed as Qari (BPS-07) and with the

passage of time promoted to the post of senior Qari (BPS-15) and 

since his appointment, the appellant has performed his duty with great 
devotion and honest whatsoever assigned to him.

2. That the appellant,while working in the said capacity being suspected 

was picked up/detained by the law enforcing Agency on 15.05.2015 

and in this respect the mother of the appellant wrote an application to 

the department on 07.06.2015 about the detainee of the appellant by 

the law enforcing Agency and requested to retain the appellant on his 

post till the conclusion of the issue of the appellant. (Copy of 

application is attached as Annexure-A)

3. That the mother of the appellant filed writ petition No.2208-P/2016 of 

Heabus Coprus to produce the appellant and during the proceeding of 

the case the Ministry of Defence reported in the Court that the 

appellant is interment Centre Alizai Thai Fort, on which the Writ 
Petition was infructuous on 03.05.2017. (Copy of judgment dated 

03.05.2017 is attached as annexure-B)

4. That the appellant was handed over to APA/ADM, Upper Kurram 

Parchinar on 01.11.2017, who sentenced and convicted the appellant 
14 years RI with fine. The appellant then applied to the Commissioner 

FCR, Kohat Division Kohat who decided the case with certain 

observation/directions. Then the appellant filed writ petition No.4833- 

P/2018, which was decide on 30.11.2018 which was allowed, set aside 

the conviction and sentenced awarded to the appellant. (Copy of 

judgment dated 30.11.2018 is attached as Annexure-C)

..'i
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5. That after acquittal, the appellant went to office to join his duty , but 
he was informed that the department has removed him from service 

vide order dated 09.11.2016 and handed over the removal order and 

within thirty days of his acquittal, he filed departmental appeal on 

19.12.2018 against the removal order dated 09.11.2016, which was 

not responded within the statutory period of ninety days and after the 

statutory period, the appellant filed service appeal No.404/2019 in this 

august Service Tribunal, however the respondent department accepted 

the departmental appeal of the appellant on 25.04.2019 and the 

appellant was reinstated from his date of removal from service, but the 

intervening period from the date of his removal till reinstatement i.e 

09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 was treated as leave of kind due. (Copies 

of order dated 09.11.2016, departmental appeal, service appeal 
No.404/2019 and notification dated 25.04.2019 are attached as 

Annexure-D,EF*&G)

6. That as the appellant on being suspected was picked up/detained by 

the law enforcing Agency on 15.05.2015 and remained in their 

custody till his removal on 09.11.2016 and has not paid for that period 

and also the intervening period of the appellant from the date of his 

removal till reinstatement i.e 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 was treated as 

leave of kind due through notification dated 25.04.2019, therefore he 

filed departmental appeal on 15.05.2019 to modify the notification 

dated 25.04.2019 to the extent of, on full pay for the intervening 

period with effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 under FR-54 and 

also withdraw the service appeal No.404/2019 on 15.07.2019 form 

this august Service Tribunal. (Copies of departmental appeal and 

order sheet dated 15.07.2019 are attached as H&I)

7. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file appeal in this 
august Service Tribunal for full pay for the period with effect from 
15.05.2015 to 08.11.2016 under FR-53 and for modification of the 
notification dated 25.04.2019 to the extent of, on full pay for the 
intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 under 
FR-54 on the following grounds amongst others.

GROUNDS:

A) That not taking action on the departmental appeal of the appellant 
within the statutory period of ninety days and the notification dated 

25.04.2019 to extent of intervening period with effect from
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09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 was treated as leave of kind due and not pay 

for the period with effect from 15.05.2015 to 08.11.2016 are against 
the FR-54, FR-53, facts, norms of justice and material on record, 
therefore order dated 25.04.2019 is liable to be modified to extent of, 
of the intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 

on full pay under FR-54 and the appellant is also entitle for full pay 

for the period with effect from 15.05.2015 to 08.11.2016 under FR- 

53.

-1

f
1

B) That the appellant on being suspected was picked up/detained by the 

law enforcing Agency on 15.05.2015, whose was then handed over to 

APA/ADM, Upper Kurram Parchinar on 01.11.2017, who sentenced 

and convicted the appellant 14 years RI with fine, which was set aside 

by the Honourable Peshawar High Court Peshawar on 30.11.2018 and 

released the appellant, which means that the appellant was in the 

custody of the law enforcing Agency which was then handed over to 

concerned APA/ADM and behind the bar from 15.05.2015 from 

service till his reinstatement on 25.04.2019, therefore the appellant is 

entitled for full pay for the period with effect from 15.05.2015 to 

24.04.2019 under FR-53 and FR-54.

f

r
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C) That the mother of the appellant wrote an application to the 

department on 07.06.2015 about the detainee of the appellant by the 

law enforcing Agency and requested to retain the appellant on his post 
till the conclusion of the issue of the appellant and the department 
should suspended the appellant till the decision of his case under 

CSR-194, but the department removed him from service without 
waiting the conclusion of the case due to which the appellant was 

deprived from his legal right of full pay with effect from 15.05.2015 

to 24.04.2019.

1

a
t:
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D) That the appellant did not remain absent from his duty, but on being 

suspected he was picked up/detained by the law enforcing Agency and 

due to that reason he was compel to remain absent from his duty and 

the department also known the reason of his absence but despite that 
he was removed from service which was later on reinstated into 

service on 25.04.2019 from the date of his removal on acceptance his 

department appeal, but intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 

to 24.04.2019 was treated as leave of kind due which is violation of 

FR-54, therefore the notification dated 25.04.2019 is liable to be 

modified to extent of, on full pay under FR-54 and also entitle for full

i
-V
{
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pay for the period with effect from 15.05.2015 to 08.11.2016 under 

FR-53.

E) That the appellant on being suspected was picked-up/detained by the 

law enforcing Agency on 15.05.2015 and was in their custody and in ■ 
jail with effect from 15.05.2015 to 30.11.2018 and after acquittal he 

also remained unpaid employee till reinstatement into service on 

25.04.2019, therefore the appellant is entitled for full pay for the 

period with effect from 15.05.2015 to 24.04.2019 under FR-53 and 

FR-54 and as per Superior Courts judgments.

F) That the appellant was not treated in accordance with- law and rules 

and has been deprived from his legal right of full pay for the period 

with effect from 15.05.2015 to 24.04.2019 under FR-53 and FR-54.

-i G) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellanf may be accepted as prayed for.
- i

j

I
APPEL^LANT' 

Muhammad Idre{

THROUGH:

TAIMUR ACT KHAN 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,
&

(ASAD MAHMOOD) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.v!

•<

til
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT
T PESHAWAR

.
(

In the matter q U
w.p. No

Mst.Nasira D/o Sijjad Ahmad wife of Muhammad Idrees (Detenue) 
R/0 Chowk Ghari Khana Inside Lahori Gate 
At present Dalazak Road Peshawar

Petitioner

Versus

1. Federation of Pakistan
Through Secretary Ministry of Defense Rawalpindi

. 2. ■Director LS.l. Islamabad

3. D.G. M.I. GHQ Rawalpindi
I

4. Comniandant Army Check post at Kphal Tunnel
/ .

.Deputy ly^s^stTar 

0 6 JUN7.016

WRIT PETIUTION UNDER ARTICLE 199 OF THR CONSTITUTION OF 
ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN. 1973

Commandant Thai 1 Fort
I

Respondents
(

Respectfully Sheweth!

The petitioner submits as under:-

That petitioner is law abiding lady residing at the above address 

and belongs to a very respectful family of the locality and the wife 
ofdetenue. •

miner .
r Hlgh^

'A'Durt,Pes

A1*\

2. That the detenue namely Muhammad Idrees s/o Hameesh Gul R/o
■R'l r\ 1*^ rrs h

J
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JUDGMENT SHEET
PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PE AfcAf^ 

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT^

U.

5'
Writ Petition (HCP) No.2208-P of 201

JUDGMENT

Date of hearing 03-05-2017

Petitioner: (Mst.Nasira) by Mr.Tahir Sadiq Butt, Advocate.

Respondents:(Federation of Pakistan and others) by M/s 
Musarrat Ullah Khan, DAG and Waqar 
Ahmad Khan, AAG alongwith Saleem 
Muhammad! Director, Legal Cell, Home 
DepartmeiiujFocal Person for Provincial and 
Federal Governments.

>); He ^ >|c *

YAHVA AFRIDI, C.J.- Mst.Nasira, petitioner

seeks the constitutional jurisdiction of this Court

praying that:-

“7/ is, therefore, prayed that by 
accepting this petition the 
respondents/respondent No, 5 may 
please be directed to either 
produce the detehue before any 
competent authority or Court of 
law and the impugned act of the 
respondents of keeping the 
detenue in illegal confinement 
may be declared as illegal and 
without lawful authority or the 
detenue be set at liberty after 
production before this Honourable 
Court. Any other remedy deemed 
proper and just in the 
circumstances of the case may also 
be extended in favour of the 
petitioner,”

STe
7^

Court

T

. • JIk
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2. In essence, the present petitioner is 

seeking the issuance of a writ of habeas corpus to 

produce Muhammad Idrees son of Hameesh Gul.

3. Muhammad Idrees, as per report of the 

'MiriiSry 'of Defence', is interned in Internment

'' ■ Center, Alizai Thai Fort; -

4. In the circumstances, present petition 

has become infmctuous. However, before parting 

with this judgment it would be in the interest of

justice to ensure that Muhammad Idi'ess, the

internee be provided visitation rights to meet his

family members and all other facilities, available to

the internee MVidtx the Actions, fin Aid of Civil

Power) Regulation. 2011. (“Regulation”). In 

internee intends to furtlier proceed in the matter and

case,

challenge his very detention under the Regulation, 

he would then have to invoke separate appropriate

proceedings.

This writ petition is disposed, of,

accordingly.

Dt.03-05-2017. CHIEF JUSTCE
..CAh ■'

J/U D G E

F.Jnii/* lEi I^UECOPY
R

n^AR 2019!•.



BEfpRE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT,
■ -V

PESHAWAR^?#
1-- N‘V

Writ Pe'tition Mo. ' . /2018 .

Muhtinimdd idress S/O Haji Hamish Gul R/O Maryab 
Bannu

District Hangu PreserMSSSiR^
%V.

VERSUS

(Respondent)

charge; I21/121-A/122 PPC and 11/40 FCR

Read with 17 Action (in aid of Givil'Power) Regulations 2011

WIT; PETITION. UNPFR ARTICLE 19.9 OF TUP rnM^-r.^, 
ISLAMIC REPIIRIIC OF PAirrpT/'M --------------- li^NSTITUTION OF

1973 AS AMENDEn MPTn nATp

PRAYERS!-

M^^I^2-iM5,2218A£lLLEGAL, NUlI^^nm
TO ACOOUIT THF PFTJIIOI^eR OF THE rHapr^pc' 

LEVij^AGAINSt HIM AMn SET HIM AT 1“
'5

Respectfuiiy, Sheweth.Most humbly submitted;

FACTS;-

, (^°Py of impugned order is Annexure "A") ^

2,: the petitioner is peaceful citizen and had
criminal activity or any anti-state activities,

. settled area of DisWctTohTt 0^3! funn^to

forthe reason that petitioner was suspect. °° ^015, only

and
Bannu on 20-11-2017.

never been indulge in any
:•

■■ •■■i3

\

That the petitioner has never been produced bef 
was ever informed any charge againsthim ore any court of law nor he

'a; Continue on page "2"
y:

17
wp4e33 2018;Mohammad Idrees vs AC ADM usb 19 pags
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Judgment Sheet
IN THB PESHA WAR HIGH COURT. PESHA WAR.

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

JUD GMENT

. W.P. No. 483|3-P/2018 with IR.
Date of hearing 30.11.2018.

Muhammad tdrees versus State through Assistant 
CommissLoner/ADM, Upper Kurram etc. 

Petitioner by Mr. Saeed Shah Bokhari, advocate.
State by Mr. Kamran Hayat AAG.

WAQAR AHMAD SETH CJ:- Through the instant 

constitutional petition filed undfer Article 199 of the 

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973, 

petitioner prayed that;-

"On acceptance of this writ petition to 

declare impugned conviction order 

dated nil of APA/ADM Upper Kurram & 

Commissioner FCR Kohat dated 

10.05.2018 as illegal, void ab-initio and 

to acquit the petitioner of the charges 

leveled against him and set him at 

liberty."

Brief facts of the case as per record are that 

petitioner being suspected on, was picked up/detained 

by law enforcing agency on 15.05.2015, but without 

registration of case, and was confined illegally. Later on 

was , handed over to APA/ADM, Upper Kurram 

Parachinar on 03.11.2017, who sentenced Si convicted 

the petitioner under sections 121(A)/l22 PPC/ll-FCR 

read with section 17 Action (In Aid of Civil Powers) 

Regulation 2011 and section 11 of FCR, to undergo 

14 years Rl with a fine amounting to Rs. 50,000/- or 

in default of payment of fine, the accused shall 

j further to suffer 06 months SI under section 

,/ 121(A)/1223 PPC/ll-FCR. Petitioner applied before
Aamir Bsshlr Awan, Senior Court Socfetary. (SB). Hon'Ne Mr. Justice Weqr Ahmad Seth, Chlet Justice.

2.

f
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Commissioner FCR. Kohat Division. Kohat by filing 

Case No 38/2018. Learned Commissioner, FCR, Kohat 

Division, Kohat after hearing the detail arguments 

decided the same vide its Impugned judgment dated 

10.05.2018 with certain observations/directions. The 

same can be glanced in the below lines;-

"This Court came to the conclusion that 

the Assistant Political Agent/Additional 

District Magistrate. Upper Kurram has not 

used judicious mind while passing the 

order. Hence, the case is remanded back to 

the trial Court with the direction to look 

into the matter and strictly decide the case 

as per provision of FCR/Rewaj within 

stipulated time."

Hence the instant writ petition.

Respondents were put on notice with the 

direction to produce the record as well.

We have heard learned counsel for the petitioner, 

learned AAG for the State and perused the available 

record anxiously with their able assistance.

Perusal of record reveals that on the 

recommendations of Law Enforcing Agency, Assistant 

Political Agent/Additional District Magistrate, 

Upper Kurram, Parachlhar, vide its order dated NIL 

sentenced the petitioner to undergo 14 years Rl with 

a fine amounting to Rs. 50,000/- or in default of 

payment of fine, the accused shall further to suffer 

06 months SI under section 121(A)/1223 PPC/11- 
FCR vide order.

For ready reference section 11 FCR is 

reproduced;-

"Criminal Reference to Council of Elders- - -
L Whenever an offence, of which the 

Political Agent or District Coordination
Asmlf Bashir Awin, Senior. Court Swfrta^. (SB). Hon'ble Mr. Justice Waqef Ahmad 5elh, Chffll Ju^lce.

3.

4.

5.

! I

6.

.aM

I
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Officer is competent to take cognbeance 

under this Regulation, b committed,, the 

case shall be registered and the accused 

shall be produced before the Assistant 

Political Agent concerned within twenty 
four hours of the arrest of the accused 

excluding the time necessary for the 
journey from the place of arrest to the 
Assbtant Political Agent having 

jurbdiction. The Political Agent or 

District Coordination Officer as the case 

may be, shall make an order in writing 

refeMng the question for finding of 

guilty or innocence of any person or 

persons accused of any offence or 

offences, to the Council of Elders for its 

findings who after holding necessary 

inquiry and hearing the parties and 

witnesses, submit Its findings to the 
Political Agent or Dbtrict Coordinatiori 
Officer as the case may be. The Political , 

Agent or Dbtrict Coordination Officer, as 

the case may be. shall appoint the 

members of the Council of Elders within 
ten days from the date of arrest of the 

accused and shall require the Council of j

Elders to submit Its findings on the *-----

question referred to within ninety days, 

it Where a reference to the Council of 
Elders Is made under sub section (1) 
and the members of the Council have 

been nominated by the Political Agent 
or District Coordination Officer, as the 

case may be, the names of the 
members

communicated jto the accused and the 

complainant, and any objection taken 

thereto by any of the parties, shall be 

recorded. The Pollficai Agent or the 
District Coordination Officer, as the 

case may be, shall dispose of the

Asmlr Bajhir Awjn. Seniof Court S«crelary, (SB). Hon'ble Mr.'justica Waqar Ahmad Seth, Chief Justloe.

J

1

I

nominated beso
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objections after hearing the parties 

and the reasons thereof be recorded 

and appoint the members of the 

Council accordingly.

On receipt of the findings of the 

Council of Elders, the Political Agent 

or the District Coordination Officer, as 
the case may be, by recoriding his 

reasons may,

(a) pass ah order in accordance with the 

findings of the majority of the Council 
of Elders; or

(b) Remand the case to the Council of 

Elders for further inquiry and findings.

(4) No person shall be prosecuted or 

punished for the same offence more than 

once.

ilL

7. Against the above said conviction and sentence, 

convict/petitioner, filed revision petition before 

Commissioner FCR, Kohat Division, Kohat, which was 

disposed of vide order dated 10.05.2018 cited above.

8. Record further reveals that convict, was 

apprehended by Law Enforcing Agency deployed in 

the vicinity by imposing rigorous imprisonment The 

convict/detenue was handed over to Political . 

Administration, Upper Kurram. Furthermore, the 

charge so framed against the convict by the Agency 

endorsed/solicited by the Assistant Political Agent, 

Upper Kurram, Parachinar, which on the face of record, 

negates the stance as alleged. Perusal of record reveals 

that petitioner was apprehended only being suspected 

and involved in anti-state activities. We are afraid that 

the!same cannot be,made base for awarding such 

punishment without having any cogent or reliable 

circumstantial or documentary proof. The entire record 

scrutinized with the help of learned AAG, but, nothing

t

A$m\r B«8)ilr Awan, Senior Court Secreliry. (SB). Hoo'ble Mr. Justice Weqar Ahmed Seth, Chief Juetlei.

a'-
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convincing was brought on record to suggest the direct 

involvement of convict so leveled against him.

Further more perusal of , impugned order of

Commissioner FCR, Kohat Division, Kohat dated

10.05.2018y it divulge that directions was issued to
1,1

Political Administration to look into the matter and 

strictly, .decide the case as per provision of FCR/Rewaj 

within stipulated time. However, the accused will 

remain in Jail till final decision of the case, but, till date 

no progress surfaced, whatsoever, against the 

petitioner, what to say about its fate. When in the 

matter if any doubt arises, benefit of the same must 

goes to the accused being favorite child of law.

10. For the reasons recorded hereinabove, we while 

allowing this constitutional petition set aside the 

conviction and sentenced, so awarded to 

convict/petitioner. He be released forthwith, if not 

required In any other case, however, he shall execute a 

bond with sureties to the satisfaction of trial Court for 

keeping peace and good behavior in the area in future, . 

at the time of his release.
I

Above are the reasons of our short order of even

9.

11. 4 ,
date.

(I

liHOIEiMIXEl

RUE C'l’YANNOUNCED £DTO BS;C30.11.2018

Aamir Bsshlr Awan, Senior Court SecrcU^, (SB). Hon'iile Ur. Justice Waqv Ahmeti Soth, Chief Justice.

■ i

I

I
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J OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

1^31
v* MALE DISTRICT HANGU

Dated d? / // /2016.No

/ The Mr. Muhammad IdrcssQari ^ Y ^/l9 If tv.lt'ad f
/ CHS,ShanaworiHanBU^Mofv-(t^^ ^ '

Subject: HF.MOVAL FROM SERVIGE

You Mr. The Mr. Muhammad Idress Qari GHS, Shanawori Han^., have remained willful absent

' . To 3

Memo;

since 10/10/2015.
Pursuance to E&D rules 2011, Khyber PakhtunKhwa Section 5. sub-section (a). You being accused of

long absence were served 3 show cause notices vide this office letter no., 4245 dated 12/12/2015, 4432 dated 
30/:i2/20i5, and no. 5432 dated 13/O2/2016 with register letter no. 63b dated 14/12/2015, no. 1376 dated 
04/01/2016 and no. 83S dated 16/02/2016 respectively, but you, Mr. Muhammad Idress GHS, Shanawori

Hangu, did not bother to reply.
Under section no. 7 of the above quoted E&D rules 2011 through newspaper (Daily Mashriq) dated 

directed to attend the office of undersigned in'person within 15 days of the issuance of22/10/2016, yjDu were 
this notice, to explain with cogent reason of your willful absence but you failed to obey.

Keeping in view the above. I. Muhammad Shaukat District Education Officer (Male) by the powers 
Khyber PakhtunKhwa, issue the order'of you, Mr.Muhammad Idress Qariconferred under E&D rules 2011,

GHS, Shanawori Hangu - Removal fromservice forthwith.
Recovery of illegal drawn if any is also ordered.
Necessary entries must be made in the relevant record.
Removal from Seivicc must be published in Newspaper for public inform: ition.

I

\ IK.
'DiSTM(:^ »N OI'EICER

,E HAl FGU

,.20l6jDated:No:

Copy to:
Deputy Commissioner Hangu 

2 District Nazim Hangu
3. Head Master GHS Torawori Hangu
4. EMIS Local office Hangu
5. TMU Office Hangu
6. - Office Copy

1.

I

a-.

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
MALE HANGU.

I,



T f
!•

. ■ ■■

/

\ •
• r

TO'

*.
>V-*.

:•
;•

%!•
f
1 ••
i‘. •:
1
i } . .■

M ■
....................................................................................... ■'

• S-..- -'••‘'V.•■-■•••:•:•:••.; P • -••:.

j

I :.I •i

j /
; ,*
1 Sir! ■ * 1- ■! .'

I ■ A 7 V •

-■

5) ilVly pasii-was:iraifecitfrlipnoi'aBll; 
((:opY:^a.l;tached). ; ■ :

.6). tKe4ipnorablG'b)gKsourt:ae^ui:tiec!m,G;;trfi_p)^4ikcli;itgcs ^ 
'V le\:e|ecipg:ainst;m?^,(Co‘py;g;ti:Hcive<|:'^ 

:j;7;|.:Iti.^'iHer^ore=n6y^-r;e3ue:Slec!';lh^^

A-'•-• :••■i •.
, ';■

li- • ;
i - ••••
'{ :

"'■'w .
'■ • ;■ *

i •.:
f; , ^
I- . v' '-Il>: ■■

J
n-sr

i.. ^55. ■

i 4 ^ ' - '9 ■ ■ 
^ ^ ' -.M ■
:r-M

21..:^1..
ii^ .-i:
3:

^•. • ■ 
T . ■

e??rs.'. •

■-'I
*.j

i..-
T . • .* t *.*

M-.M ■
'i ^p.ft'-" i:•-• l'-.

■':

i
.■ .•>^ r s.

rQC!fe©!i^i;fefit!ft''.' ■■:■ ft. IV

- ■--1 .ti' •: ;
V 1• ■;..w.

.. ........ ft::ft.'?43Hs;shbi^teK0isf0fensW'..../ ;

aa|:m ; . f!r -: • • /

pr'.-'ft-1' ft-ft...............WWm^a
t:

'P. .*
■--•

•ft :->
,V

••A-r'

;



f T
V •

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTtJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. /2019

Qari Muhammad Idress, Ex-Senior Qari (PBS-15) 
GHS, Shanawori, Hangu.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Secretary (E&SE) KPK, Peshawar.
2. The Director (E&SE) KPK, Peshawar.
3. The District Education Officer (Male) Hangu.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 
TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 
09.11.2016, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED 
FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON 
THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT 
WITHIN THE STIPULATED PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS.

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 
ORDER DATED 09.11.2016 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE 
AND THE APPELLANT pllAY BE REINSTATED INTO 

SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL 
BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY, WHICH THIS AUGUST 
TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY 
ALSO, BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 
FACTS:

1. That the appellant was'appointed on the post of Qafi (BPS-07j JJ] thc 

year 2004 andiwith the passage of time promoted to the post of Senior



/
Qari (BPS-15) and since his appointment the appellant has performed 
his duty with great devotion and honesty whatsoever assigned to him.

2. That the appellant while working in the said capacity in GHS 
Shanawari being suspected on, was picked up/detained by law 
enforcing agency on 15.05.2015 and in this respect the mother of the 

appellant wrote application to respondent department on 07.06.2015 
about the detainee of the appellant by the law enforcing agency and 

requested to retain him on his post till the conclusion of the issue of 
the appellant. It is pertinent to mentioned here that as per information 
of the appellant, the law enforcing agency also asked from Head 
Teacher of the concerned school in which the appellant was worldng 
about the appellant whether he was involved in any anti-state 
activities, (copy of application is attached as Annexure-A)

3. That the mother the appellant filed writ petition No.2208-P/2016 of 
Heabus Corpus to produce the appellant and during the proceeding of 
the case the Ministry of defence reported in the court that the 
appellant is interment Centre Alizai Thai Fort, on which the writ 
petition was infructuous on .03.05.2017. (Copy of judgment dated 
03,05.2017 is attached as Annexure-B)

4. That the appellant was handed over to APA/ADM, Upper Kurram 
Parachinar on 0.11.2017, who was sentenced and convicted the 
appellant under section 121 (A)/122 PPC/ll-FCR read with sections 
17 Action(in Aid of civil powers) regulation 2011 and section 11 of 

FCR to undergo 14 years RI with fine amounting to Rs.50,000/-or in 
default of payment of fine, the accused shall suffer 06 months SI 
under section 121(A)/1223 PPC/ll-FCR. The appellant then applied 
Commissioner FCR, Kohat Division, Kohat by filling case 
No.38/2018. The Commissioner FCR, Kohat Division Kohat after 
hearing the detail arguments decide the same vide its impugned 
judgment date 10.05.2018 with certain observation/directions. Then 
the appellant filed Writ Petition No.4833-P/2018 with the interim 
relief which was decide on 30.11.2018 yhich was allowed, set aside 
the conviction and sentenced awarded to the appellant. (Copy of 
judgment dated 30.11.2018 is attached as annexure-C)

■ 5. That after acquittal the appellant went to office to join his duty, but he 
was informed that the department has removed him from the service 
vide order dated 09.11.2016 and handed over the removal order and 
within 30 days of his acquittal, he filed departmental appeal on 
19.12.2018 and correspondence also made on the department on his 
departmental appeal, but was not responded within the stipulated 
period of ninety days. (Copies of order dated 09.11.2016 and 
departmental appeal are attached as Annexure-D&E)

6. That now the appellant has no other remedy except to file this service
appeal in this august Service Tribunal on the following grounds
amongst others.



s
GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order dated 09.11.2016 and not taking action on 
the departmental appeal of the appellant are against the law, facts, 
norms of justice and material on record, therefore not tenable and 

liable to be set aside.

B) That regular inquiry was not conducted against the appellant to dig 

out the realty about the reason of the absence of the appellant and 
removed the appellant in slip shod manner which is violation of law 

and rules.

C) That no charge sheet was communicated to the appellant before 
passing the impugned order of dismissal from service, which is 
violation of law and rules.

D) That even the show cause notice was not issued to the appellant which 

is violation of law and rules.

E) That no inquiry was conduct against the appellant to dig out the realty 
of the absence of the appellant and the authority did not mention any 
reason for dispense of inquiry which is violation rule 7 of E&D Rules 

2011.

F) That the mother of the appellant has filed application to respondent 
department about the picking up/detention of the appellant by law 
enforcing agency and requested him to retain him on his post till the 
conclusion of the matter, but the respondent responded deaf ear to that

, application and removed him from service on absence despite the fact 
the respondent department have knowledge about the issue of the 

appellant.

G) That as per appellant information, the Head Teacher of the concerned 
school in which the appellant ■ was performing his duty was also 
interrogated about the involvement of the appellant in anti-state 
activities by the law enforcing agency, which means that the high ups 

of the department knew about'the detention of the appellant, but 
despite that the appellant was removed from the seryice on absence

H) That the appellant was picked up/detained by the law enforcing 
agency on 15.05.2015 on, being suspected and his case was pending ' 
before the court about which the mother of the appellant also 
informed the respondent department through filling application and as | 
per CSR-194, the department should suspend the appellant till the 
conclusion of the case of the appellant, but the respondent department 
violated the CSR-194 by removing the appellant before the conclusion
of his case.



i
I) That as per information of the appellant, the teachers of the concerned 

school, whereby the appellant was teaching also went to Tall Qilla in 
the shape of Jarga to met with the high ups and requested:them that 
the appellant is. innocent person and not involved in any anti state

aware about theactivates, which show that his, department was 
appellant issue but despite that he was removed from service on
absence.

J) That the appellant was removed from service on ^e basis of absence, 
but the appellant did not intentionally absent from his duty as he has 
picked-up/detained by the law enforcing agency on being suspected of 
his involvement in anti-state activities which was not proved against 
him and later on also acquitted by the Honourable Court, which means 
that the appellant did not intentionally remained from his duty, but 
due to the above reason, he did not perform his duty, therefore the 

impugned brder is liable to be set aside.
I

K) That the appellant.did not commit any misconduct, but due the above 
mentioned reason the appellant was remain absent from his duty on 
which he removed from service which means that the appellant was 

removed from service on no tault on his part.

L) That the penalty of removal, from service is very harsh and imposed 

upon the appellant for no fault on his part, therefore, the same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law and liable to be seta side. ^

M) That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 

treated according to law and rules.

N) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds, and 

proofs at the time of hearing.

therefore most humbly, prayed that the appeal of theIt is, ^
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

AvmLhAm 
Qari Muhhmad ess

THROUGH;
M. ASIF YOUSAF^I 

ADVOCATE SUPREME^URT

(TAIMUR ALnMKHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,

7
(ASAD MAHMOOD) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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' DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATION KH
PAKHTUNKIIWA PESHAWAR.

; • • ; Phone: 091-9210957 Fax: 091-9210936 '

NOTTinCATlON

1. Whereas, Muhammad Idress Ex:- Qari .GHS Shanawari Naryab 
post of Qari (Bps-l5) by'DEO {M) Hangu, vide Endprsement No. 856-578/ Qari dated 07-04-2004.

2. And Whereas, the teacher, was taken/ detained by law Enforcing Agency, dated 15-05.2015
account of some suspicious involment in anti-state activities. -------- -

^ 3. And Whereas,.the teacher concerned Was rep.oted os willful absent from the duty since upto 10-
10- 20l5..which was followed by three Show Cause Notices by the DEO.concerned vide letter
No.'4245 dated 12-l-2-2015{'Registry No.630 dated 14-12-2015), letter No. 4432 dated 30-12- 
2015(RegistrY No.l376 dated 04-0l-20I6),‘ and letter No. 5432 dated 13-12-2016(Registry No.835 
dated 16-02-2016) respectively^^j..^___________

4. And Whereas, the teacher did.not feply to any^f the above Show Cause Notices.
5. ‘ And-Whereas, the teacher was also given an Absence 

,2016 with'direction to the teacher to attend the'^ffice of the DEO (M); failing which disciplinary'

•. action in accordance with Section 07 Under the (E&D) Rules 2011, would be initiated which might 
. lead to his Removal from Service.

6. And Wheras, the teacher failed to attent th^^fice.and'cdnsequently, DEO (M) Hangu, being the 

Competent Authority, excerc ng the power, irwested'^r(to him,in accordance with Section 07, 
Under the E8iD Rules 2011, renoved him from/ige service, bearing issuance No. 1437/ Dated 09-
11- 2016.^ ---------------- —-------------------------------

7. And Wheras, the teacher app laled to DEO/(Male} Hangu for Re-instatement in Service dated 07-
02-2017, but was rejected.. /

8. And Wheras, The teacher filed an app^l before the Honourable High court Peshawar W.P.No. 
4833-P/2018 with IR dated 30-ll-201^regarding Acqquital of the Charges levelled against him 
for involment in anti-state activities.

9. And Whereas, the Honourable High Court Peshawar decided the case in favour of the petitioner 
vyith the remarks that "he be. released forthwith if not required in any other case, however he 
shall execute a bond with sureties to the satisfaction of trial court for keeping peace and good 
behavior in the area in future'at the time of his.release".

was appointed against the vacant.. *

t . onmi ‘

Notice in the "Daily Mashriq" on 22-10-

t

10: And Wheras, the. Director E&SED, being the Appellate Authority, getting Surety Bond from the 
appellant'.'^ for remaining peace full in future, on the direction of Honourable High Court 
Peshawar, accepted his .appeal and Re-instated him.in service w.e.f his date of Removal from 
Service.The intervening period will be dealt as leave due.

(DIRECTOR)

/r.No.i62/Val.XI/KC /PST (U) General Api^ v v
Dated Peshavyar the ^201Q

Copy of the above* is forwarded forinformatioiXand nec\ss^ryj
V,

Isndst No.

adHon to.

■ the:-

.1. The District Education Officer (M) HeVngu.
2. District Account Officer Ha.ngu..

• Official concerned.
. 4. PA to Director .E&SEKhybcrPal^tunkhwa.Pcshawiir. 

/ 5. • Master Pile.
^ -

WDeputy Director (Estdo 
Elemental-)’ & Secondary Edu:

. ■Kh)terlWwil(lmPeslm2i:

; I
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H
To

The Secretary Education, 
(E&SE) KPK, Peshawar.

SUBJECT: DEPAiRT'IV^T'NTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER 
' DATEb 25.04.2019. WHEREBY THE APPELLANT

WAS REINSTATED INTO SERVICE PROM THE
BUTDATE QE REMOVAL FROM SERVICE,

INTERVENING PERIOD FROM THE DATE OF HTS
REMOVAL till REINSTATEMENT I.E 09.11.2016 T_0
24.Q4.2019 WAS TREATED AS LEAVE OF KIND DUE,

RESPECTED SIR,

Most humbly it is submitted that:

l' That the appellant was appointed as Qari (BPS07) and with the 
of time promoted to the post 'of senior Qari (BPS-15) andpassage

since his appointment the appellant has performed his duty with great 
devotion-and hon :st whatsoever assigned to him.

2 That the appellant,while working in the said capacity being suspected
on 15.05.2015picked up/detained by the law enforcing Agency 

and in this respect the mother of the appellant wrote an application to 
07.06.2015 about the detainee of the appellant by

was

the department on 
the law enforcing Agency and requested to retain the appellant on his

. post till the conclusion of the issue of the appellant.

3. That the mother of the appellant filed writ petition No.2208-P/2016 of 

Heabus Coprus to produce the appellant and during the proceeding of 

the Ministry of Defence, reported in the court that the 

interment Centre Alizai Thai Fort, on which the Writ
the case 

appellant is 
Petition was infructuous 03.05.2017.

4. That the appellant was handed over to APA/ADM,. Upper Kurram 
Ol-.l 1.2017,'who sentenced and convicted the appellantParchinar on

14 years RI with fine. The appellant then applied to the Commissioner 
Division Kohat who decided the case, with certain. FCR, Kohat,

observation/directions. Then the appellant filed writ petition No,4833-

. P/2018 which was decide on 30,11,2018 w]]jc)] Wi]5 allowed, SCI 2Si^C
the conviction and sentenced awarded to the appellant.

f ^
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5. That after acquittal, tiie appellant went, to office to join his duty , but 
he was informed that the department has removed him from service 

vide order dated 09.11.2016 and handed over the removal order and 

within thirty days of his acquittal, he filed departmental appeal on 

19.12.2018 against the removal order dated 09.11.2016, which was 

accepted on 25.04.2019 and the appellant was reinstated from his date 

of rerhoval froni service, but the intervening pJeriod from the date of 

his removal till reinstatement i.e 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 was treated 
as leave of kind due. (Copy of ojrder dated 25.04.2019 is attached as 

annexure-A)

I'-

6. That now the appellant wants to, file departmental appeal to the extent 
of modification of order 25.04.2019 of the intervening period from his 
removal till reinstatement i.e 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 into full pay 
under FR-54 on the following grounds.

GROUNDS:

A) That the order da ed 25.04.2019 to extent of intervening period with
effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 was treated as leave of kind due 

is against the FR-54, facts, norms of justice and material on record, 
therefore order d^ed 25.04.2019 is liable to be modified to extent of, 
of the intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 

on full pay under FR-54.

B) That the, appellant on being suspected was picked up/detained by the 

law enforcing Agency on 15.05.2015, whose was then handed over to 
APA/ADM, Upper Kurram Parchinar on 01.11.2017, who sentenced 

and convicted the appellant 14 years RJ with fine, which was set aside 

by the Honourable Peshawar High Court Peshawar on 30.11.2018 and 

released the appellant, which means that the appellant was in the
stody of the law enforcing agency which was then handed over to 

concerned AP A/ADM and behind the. bar from his removal from 

service till.his reinstatement, therefore the appellant is entitled for full 
■ pay with effect from. 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 under FR-54.

C) That the mother of . the appellant wrote an application to the 

department on 07.06.2015 about the detainee of the appellant by the 

law enforcing Agency and requested to retain the appellant on his post 
till the conclusion of the issue of the appellant and the department
should suspended the appellant till the deeision of ]]i5 TS5P 

CSR-194, but the department removed him from service without

cu



waiting the conclusion of the case due to which the appellant was 

deprived from his legal right of full pay of the intervening period.

D) That the appellant did not remain absent from his duty, but on being 

suspected he was picked up/detained by the law enforcing Agency and 

due to that reason he was compel to remain absent frorn his duty and 

the department also known the reason of his absence but despite that 
he was removed from service which was later on reinstated into 

sep/ice on 25.04.2019 from the date of his rembval on acceptance his 
department appeal^ but intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 

to 24.04.2019 was treated as leave of kind due which is violation of 

,FR-54,' therefore, the, notification dated 25.04.2019 is liable to be 

modified to extent.of, on full pay under FR-54.

E) That the appellant on being suspected was picked-up/detained by the 

law enforcing Agency and was b their custody during the intervening 

period and remained unpaid employee during that period, therefore he 

is entitled for ful pay for the intervening period with effect from 

09.11.2016 to ,24;.04.2019 under FR-54 and Superior Courts 

judgments.

was not treated in accordance with law and rulesF) That the appellan
and;has been deprived from phis legal right of full pay for the 

intervening period with effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 under
FR-54.

It is, therelEbre, most humbly requested that on the acceptance of 

the departmental appeal, the notification dated 25.04.2019 may kindly 

be modified to the extent of, on full, pay of the intervening period with 
effect from 09.11.2016 to 24.04.2019 under FR-54.

APPELLANT 

Muhammad.Idress 

S.QariBS-15 

GHS Shanawari Naryab

Date: / fr

Cell# 0333-8800574

\.
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PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRI^^p>iAL'^BEFORE THE KHYBER 

PESHAWAR
/

■ /2019appeal no

Ji^N “•p'sy'V

Qari Muhammad Idress, Ex-Senior Qan (PBS-15) 

GHS, Siianawori, Hangu.
ic.aa-A

(APPELLANT)

%

VERSUS

1 The Secretary (E&SE) KPK, Peshawar.
2. The Director (E&SE) KPK, Peshawar.
3. The District Education Officer (Male) Hangu.

(RESPONDENTS)
B

I?I
i4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
IAPPEAL UNDER SECTION

™1.^16!'^WH]SeBY the APPELLANT WAS REMQVED 

FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON 
THE departmental APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT 
WITHIN THE STIPULATED PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS.

Is

Fllledto.-«Ssy 

Megiatrr “
PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 
ORdL SaTCD 09.11.2016 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE 

THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED INTO
mmALL RACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL—. 
^^^OTHER REMEDyT^^ICH THIS AUGUST

appropriate that, may

AND
sptvic£
^nefits.^y 
TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND

be awarded in favour of appellant.ALSO,

respectfully SHEWETH; 

FACTS:
1. That the appellant was appointed on the post ^ '

year 2004 and with the passage of time to tte post of
AiihSliiD

ex.-vwWer
<h:.ber Pakhfiiiilchvva 

^^'A-'i.ce Ti'ibimai,
~ ■i^Feshswffp
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Counsel for the appellant present,15.07.2019

Learned counsel for the appellant states th'Ht 

appellant has been reinstated into service he is under 

instructions to request for withdrawal of instant appeal.

Dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned to record

room. ■

!&■

ChaiMember

r ■
Announced:
15.07.2019 •

^ ■ %
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRia EDUCATION OFFICER (MALE)
HANGU.

5.

!
Service Appeal No.1101/2019.

Qari Muhammad Adrees 
versus

Elementary and Secondary Education and other

E Description of Documents Page No.
1 1-3Comments

2 4Affidivate

3 5-8Absentee Reports

4 9Removal from Services

5 10Application to the Director E&SED KP Peshawar
6 11Notification of Service of the intervening period
7 12Re-instatement Order

I

District Education Officer, 
(Male) Hangu.

!.

.. T
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR V

SERVICE APPEAL NO.1101/2019

Mr. Muhammad Idress S/o Hamid Gul,

R/o Village Naryab Tehsil & District Hangu Appellant

Versus

1. The Director, (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

The District Education Officer Male, Hangu Respondents2.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS
NO.l & 2 ARE GIVEN AS UNDER:

Preliminary objections:

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1) That the present appellant has no cause of action.

2) That the instant appeals is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of parties

3) That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present forms.

4) That the appellant has not come to the court with clean hands.

5) That the appellant has concealed some important material/facts from 

the Hon'ble Tribunal.

6) That the applicant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the 

appeal.

7) That this Hon'ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the appeal.

PRAYERS/FACTS

1. Para 1 is correct.

2. Para 2 pertains to record

Para 3 needs no reply not relevant to the answering/respondent.

Para 04 needs no reply not relevant to the answering respondent.

3.

4.

I



i

Para 05 incorrect. The teacher was reported 4as absent by the Head Master 

concerned vide his office bearing No.1674-48 dated 07.03.2016 three absent 

notices on his home address were also served for joining the duty. But he failed to 

join his duty. At last final show cause notice was issued in Daily Mashriq dated 

22.10.2016 with the direction to resume his duty within 15 days. After fulfilling all 

codal formalities against him. He was removed from Service vide this office Endst 

No.1437 Dated 09.11.2016. The appellant submitted his departmental appeal to 

the next higher authority i.e. Director (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. The worthy 

Director accepted his appeal vide No.9503-6/F.No.l62/Vol-X!/KC/PCT(M) General 

Appeals dated Peshawar the 25.04.2019. (Copy attached). The respondent 

department issued his reinstatement order (Copy attached) as per direction of the 

worthy Director vide No, & Dated as quoted above.

Para No.6 is incorrect; the appellant has been re-instated w.e.f the date of 

removal from his service and the intervening period as prayed for has been 

directed to be dealt as leave due as per Notification of reinstatement as stated in 

Para No5

5.

6.

7. Pertains to court matter

All other facts and material will be placed before the Hon'ble Tribunal if 

any, at the time of arguments.

8.

GROUNDS:

That appellant has been treated as per direction of the 

Notification issued by the Director i.e next higher 

authority.

A.

B. Para B needs no reply not relevant to the answering 

/Respondent.

C. Para C pertains to record.

D. Para D is baseless, as per repot of the head 

Master/Principal, he was absent from duty. However the 

Head Master was silent that or he,has no evidence



(3j

regarding the appellant that he is in the custody of law 

Enforcement Agencies.

Para E is baseless as stated in Para D.E.

F. That act of the respondent authority is legal .& lawful.

All other facts and material will be placed before the 

Honhle Tribunal if any, at the time of arguments.
G.

Keeping in view the above given comments, the appeal 

may kindly be dismissed with cost.
Prayer:

Respondents

1. The Director (E&SE) Department
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar

The District Education Office 

District Hangu
2. e

y
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL No.1101/2019

Mr.Muhammad Idrees Appellant

Versus

The Director,(E&SE) KPK Peshawar & others Respondents

AFFI DAVIT
1, Muhammad Nawaz, ADEO (M) E&SE Hangu, , do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying 

parawise comments are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Court.

■!

DEPONENT 

CNIC#: 14101-6348419-7 

Cell # : 0332-9615220

j
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f affig head MASreSGiaSHANAWARI
Endst No:

HANGU

Dated: -<5 f-
To

The District Education Officer (M) Hangu 

Absentee Report Of Muhammad Irirees fS Qaril
iir Subject:

I
Memo,

It is stated that Mr. Muhammad Idrees (S Qari) has been absent since 22"'* May 2015.

in this connection three(3} absent showcase notes have been sent on his home address under 
the following details.

Showcase Notel; Endst No;1559-60 Dated; 01/06/2015.

Showcase Note2: Endst No 1647-48 Dtaed; 07/03/2016 

Shov/case Note 3: Endst No 2067-68 Dtaed; 10/09/2016.

The full detail is hereby sent to your office for furthers necessary action.

Regards

Head Mastfer 
GHS Shanawari (N) 
Distt; Hangu

(

n
ADFO (Litigation) 

D-F.O. ■■ .
Hanoi'

iO.
v-;'

-*• 'i,lo:

Scanned by CamScanner
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/ OFlhCE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

MATE DISTRICT FIANGU
/-<>
/‘ is# niUc;cLol../._./^._./r.oi6,No
/

To
The Mr. M'lliniiiiioiil lOross Qai'i 'i'” *'
CMS, Shnninvori HangiyMol'of^^^ ^

Stibj^cl: FRQSliSJilTjgLCjl

You Mr. The Mr. Muhammad Idrc.'is Qari GHS. filmnawori Maniju., have remained willful abscniMemo;

since 10/10/2015.
Khyber PakhtuuKhwa Section 5. subr.scclion (;0, You being accu.scd uF 
notices vide this office letter no,:42.!;5 dated 12/12/2015, 44,32 dated 

63b dated ;4/i2/2m5i no, 1376 dated

Pursuance to ES;D rules 2011,

long absence were served 3 .show
30/12/2015, and no. 5432 dated 13/02/2016 ivitli register lettej

S35 dated 16/02/2016 respectively, biU you, Mr. Muhammad Idress CHS. Shanawon •

cause
no.

04/0.1/2016 and no.
Hangai. did not bother to reply.

Under section-no. 7 of the above quoted E&D rules through newspaper (Daily Mn.shriq) dated 
directed to attend, the office of undersigned in'person witltin 15 days of the issuance of

2011
I

22/10/2016, you were.
• this notice, to explain ivith cogent reason of your willful absence but you failed to obey.

Keeping in '.view the above, I, Muhammad Shaukat District Education Officer (Male) by the powers 
dcr E&D lailes 2011, Kliyber PakhfunKhwa; issue the order'of you, Mr.Muhammad idress Qanconferred un

GHS. Shaiiawori blangu,' Removal from'serNdee forthwith.
Recovciv of illegal dravvn if.any is also ordered,
Necc.ssai-y entries must be made in the relevant record.
Removal fi-om.Servicd must be published in Newspaper for public mformatioi 1.

r.

(MU
ON OFDtCEK■DISTWCTE

2016Dateci:___
"No:

Copy to;
Deputy Commissioner Haivgu
District Nazim Hangu
Head Master GHS Torawori Hangu
liMlS Tocal ulTice Hangu
IMU Office Hangu -
Office Copy

1,

2
3
4
5
6

/
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFI'ICBR 

MAI.E HANGU,

1 .

Adeoo./o'”®"”"*I
i

■P.

I.
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To-

■ ^ ^■SE;;k'PK^
^^ShQVv-j J.

■^'‘-^^Jc(;t.:

:"“<='^vice.oi.nln.tU.e,,,.c;6f.a,.r ■i-Sir., .
.

SSliisIRG?''’■™’'“ :
g.h>tii.4isia5l5<>b^[i^^ =»

f,0rivso,..lcc..bvu,o

-■>] --My cailii '.va;; i
(Copy ^madied)' ■ ■

■■■1'

w■|#

■ m ■
■|

111
®liC#::I
■i

•'.lO.

JrfTjlcd in hp/'io'rnble High Courl-Pc^hov/tir.

1.1) 'I'l'u:: luinoi .ihic liii':h i:uurl .'u-.fniiUfK) im: from nil ■■:.li:iii;
'.■ Ieveleci;3g'nlh:;i rruj. (CopyxitUicdeci )
\ ’/■) l.l ibClher'erore no\v.rGquositKdhai I'niay ldndlv:bt'

ro-insiotod nlong wiih all back'hp.nidiis.

I.: ■•• w.
V;
V

" ■ c/your^-bbedieivllY,-
•/.. 5/! s‘7:1'^

"'QBi-r&UiiifHTlhiScI 
■ ~&|-| s;5li naiWa Ti^' Di^; tt H a n

•r"

i v: ,.. ; .: -ADEO if:

I . i

....J-- •
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ARY & SECONDARY EDUCATTON KH>RE 
PAKHTUNia-)\VA PESHAWAR. / C /aX-.. .

'&/

KW* J..
I ^ V/ /
' V Yi

'■ / directorate op elemi/n':://
■ <>

fti

•• . Phone: 091-9210957 Pax: 091-9210936/

!!'A' :
, NO'HFICATION

1. Whereas, Muhammad Idress Ex;- Qari .GHS Shanawari Naryab was appointed against the vacant 
post of Qari (Bps-lS) by'DEO (M) Hangu, vide Endorsement No, 856-578/ Qari dated 07-04-2004,

2. And Whereas, the teacher was taken/ detained by iaw Enforcing Agency dated 15-05.2015 on 
account of some suspicious involment in anti-state activities.

3. And Whereas,.the teacher conoorned vC'as repoted as willful absent from the duty since upto 10-
10-2015,.which was followed by three Show Cause Notices by the DEO concerned vide letter 
No.’4245 dated 12-12-2015'(RegistrY No.630 dated 14-12-2015), letter No. 4432 dated 30-12- 
2015(Registry No.1376 dated 04-01-2016), and letter No. 5432 dated 13-12-2016(ReBistrv No.835 
dated 16-02-2016) respectively/_____________ _

4. And Whereas, the teacher did.not reply'to any of the above Show Cause Notice.5.
5. ■ And Whereas, the teacher was also given on Absence Notice in the "Daily Mashriq",on 22-10- 

,2016 with- direction to the teacher to attend the'^ffice of the DEO (M); failing which disciplinary 
action in accordance with Section 
lead to his Removal from Service.

6. And Wheras, the teacher failed to attent th^^fice,a 
Competent Authority, excerc ng the power, invested 
Under the E&D Rules 2011, removed him from me service, bearing issuance f.'o. 1437/ Dated 09-

07 Under the [E&^) Rules 2011, would be initiated which might 

,ar\d''c^sequGntly. DEO (M) Hangu, being the

him,in accordance with Section 07,

11-2016. /
7. And Wheras, the teacher appealed to DEO/{Male) Hangu for Ro-instatement in Service dated 07 

02-2017, but was rejected.
S. And Wheras, The teacher filed an app 

4S33-P/2018 with'lR dated 30-11-2018 
for involment in anti-state activities,

9. And Whereas, the Honourable High Court Peshawar decided the case in favour of the, petitioner 
with the remarks that "he be. released forthwith if not required in any oUter case, however he 

bond wltli sureties to the salisfacliuti of lii.tl eouii fdr lo'r|;in[.; peace .'ind good

'.P.No,^1 before the Honourable High court Peshav'. • 
regarding Acqquital of the Charges levelled aga'nst him

shall execute a 
behavior in the area in future at the time of hi.s release",

the Director EStSED, being the Ap.pcllate Authority, getting Surety Bond from the
appellant'.^, for remaining peace full in future, on the direction of Honourable High Court.

.f his date of Removal from

10. And Wheras

Peshawar, accepted his appeal and Re-instated in service w.c 
Service.The intervening peidod will be dealt as leave due.

(DIRECTOR)

/F.No,:i62/Vo1-XI/KC/PST (M) General Appeals M
Dated Peshawar thc.i:^T\~^

Copy of the above is forwarded for information and ncci^ssary action to
ILndst No._ 2019.

Uie;-

Thc DislricL Education Officer (M) Hangu. 
2. District Account Officer Hangu..

• 3. Official concerned.
PA to Director .E&SE KJiybcr Pakhtunkhwa 
Master File.

.1,

Peshawar.
4.

i

ED'
Deputy Director 

Flcmcniar:, & Secondary kdu;

.• P 0.'cl

O.Pn^on)
)
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ELE:&
/2012/Dated

'-r;.

r
i'fipP-IMSTATMPNT order

[ '•

IPakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal. Peshawar Service
01 0 20 2 ^services of Mr.Qari Muhamruad idree
01-03 2012, ,,.i,,tated on his own pay and

of litigation to be borne by ,,
as,mentioned above and further ^

in the light of Khyber
announced on l

l
f

T?.1 ™-'“ ,
u against vacant Q.ari Post.

are & ialready
scale along with full
Secondary Education Department)
Ljusted M GHS,Shanawori Naryab District Hang

Ir.

service Book of the official concerned. «>
ffect should be made in the

- 1) Necessary entry to this eNote:

EXECUTIVE DISTHICTOFEICER
ELE&SEC EDU DEPTEHANGU

S>. 72012
yoated

Endst No.,

Copy to the:-

; ===S:===——
4) Disuict Officer Male Secy:tE&SED)Hangu.

5) DEMIS Cell Local Office.
6) ADO (Establishment) Local Office.
7) Head Master GHS^Shanawori Naryab Hangu^

hammad Idrees R/0 Village Naryab Hangu.

1)

g) Qari Mu
9) Dealing Assistant.

10) Office Copy

7'

EtotlVE DISTRICTOFFICER 
ELE & SEC EDU DEPTT HANGU

AOtO (Litigation) 

O.E.O. (M) 
Hangu

K

\


