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Service Appeal No.645/2024 titled “Hamid Ullah Vs. Education Department”

ORDER
23" July. 2024  Kalim_Arshad Khan, Chairman: Learned counsel for the

appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the

respondents present.
2. Appellant’s case, as reflects from the record that he
N was’serving as Subject Spf:cialist in GGSS Bahadar Khel,
(Karak); that the 'Prir;cipal of the school concerned relied him
from his duties vide impugned order dated 11.01.2024 and
directed him to report to DEO (Male) Karak; that the
appellant submitted application for cancellation of impugned
order on the same date in the office of respondent No.3 who
forwarded his application to the respondent No.2 for further
necessary action; that the respondent No.l being competent
authority, so the departmental appeal was sent to him through
postal service on 17.01.2024 which was not responded, hence,
the instant service appeal.
3. Arguments heard. Record perused.
4. The appellant is aggrieved from the order dated
11.01.2024, issued by the »Pri.ncipal Government Higher
Secondary School Bahadu'"r Khel (Karak), whereby, the
appellant was relieved from duties w.e.f 11.01.2024 with
further direction to rep.ort to the office of DEO (Male) Karak

for further necessary action. When confronted whether the

Principal GHSS was authority of the appellant or could he ~_

pass any order directing the appellant to report somewhere
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else to which, the District Attorney did not contrévert the
situation, therefore, impugned order dated 11.01.2024 1s set
aside. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

5. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar given under

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 23" day of July,

2024.

(Aurangzeb Khatt4

Kalim Arshad Khan)
Member (J) Chairman



