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07/06/2024 The Misc, application In Appeal No. 625/2022 

submitted today Mr. Yasir Sateem Advocate, it is fixed for 

hearing before Division Bench at Peshawar on 10.06.2024.
I

Original file be requisitioned. Parcha Peshi given to counsel 

for the applicant.

1

By the order of Chairman

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUMAL, ;

PESHAWAR. ■ s

C- M. fVo
Service Appeal Ho:- B25/2D22 ■ 1OI«ry No

Oatrd

2ia ur Rehman, Ex-Constable Police Lines, Nowshera
Appellant

Versus
The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others 'i

..........Respondents€.

APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION OF
DATE IN THE SERVICE APPEAL 6b THE
JUDGMENT IN THE CAPTIONED
APPEAL AT PAGE NO. 03. WHERE THE
DATE “03/01/2022” HAS BENN
INADVERTENTLY WRITTEN DOWN AS
^*03/01/2021^

Respectfully Slieweth:-

That the captioned appeal alongwith the 

connected appeal No. 626/2022 titled as 

“Muhammad Abhas Vs PPO & Others” & 

Service Appeal No. 627/2022 titled as 

“Muhammad Abid Vs PPO & Others ” were 

allowed by this Hon’ble Tribunal vide order 

and judgment dated: 15/02/2024. (Copy of 

Order & Judgment is attached as annexure

1.
■

i
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That in the appeal, at Para No. 08 the date is 

inadvertently mentioned as 03/01/2021 i.e. on 

which the appellant went to the DPO office 

Nowshera to submit his reply to show cause 

notice was written down inadvertently as 

03/01/2021 which was infact 03/01/2022. 

(Copy of Service Appeal is attached as 

annexure

2.

That due to the above mentioned mistake, at 

page No. 03 of the judgment the date is 

mentioned as 03/01/2021

3.

instead of
03/01/2022.

That due to this clerical mistake the 

department is now reluctant in processing the 

back benefits of the applicant/appellant.

4.

That it is in the interest of justice to rectify the 

mistake mentioned above and this Hon ’ble 

Tribunal has got the jurisdiction to entertain 

the application.

5.

I
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It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

on acceptance of this application the date 

03/01/2021 may be rectified as 03/01/2022 and 

this rectification may also be made in the 

judgment.

Dated:- 07/06/2024 Applicant/Appellant

Through:-
YASIiySALEEM
Advoc^^Supreme Court 
Of Pakistan

AFFIDAVIT:

It is do hereby solemnly affirm and declare op oath 

that the contents of the accompanying application are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from this Hon'ble Court.

DEP

/]
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BEFORE THE KHVBER PAKJITUNKHWA SEIWICE 1 RIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

0

Service Appeal No. 625/2022

. BEI ORJ;: MRS. RASHIDA BANG 
MISS FAREEHA PAUL

MEMBER (.1) 
MEMBER (E)

Zia-ur-Rclimari, Ex-Constable Police Lines Nowshera.
{Appellanl)

Versus .
f

' 1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.
2. The Regional Police Officer Mardan, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.
3. The District Police Officer, Nowshera.

(Respondents)

For appellanlMr. Yasir Salim, 
Advocaie

For respondentsMr. Asif Masood All Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney

26.04.2022
15.02.2024
15.02.2024

Date of Institution 
DateofHearing... 
Dale of Decision..

JUDGEMENT

FAREEHA PAUL. MEMBER (El: Through this single judgmeni,

we intend to dispose of instant service appeal as well as cormecied

service appeal No. 626/2022, litled “Muhammad Abbas Versus the

Provincial Police Officer, KJiybcr Pakhtunkhwa etc.’" and Service

Appeal No. 627/2022, litled “Muhammad Abid Versus Provincial Police

ATpOfficer, Khyber Pakhuinkhwa etc.”, as in all the appeals, common

questions of law and facis are involved.

.t'

7 , 'I'he seivice appear in hand has been instituted under Section 4 of

. the Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 'I'ribunal Act, 1974 against the
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\ impugned order daied 29.12.2021, whereby the appellant was awarded 

major punishment of dismissal from service, 'against which his 

departmental appeal dated 10.01.2022 was regretted vide ofljee order 

dated-30.03.2022. It has been’prayed that on acceptance of the appeal,

the impugned orders dated 29.12.2021 and 30.03.2022 might be set 

aside and the appellant might be reinstated into service with all back

benefits.

Brief facts of the case, as given in the rnemorandum of appeal, are 

that various posts of Police Constable BPS- 07 were advertised seeking

3.

applications fi'om candidate's. The appellant, having qualification of

intemiediate, duly applied for the post through online application and

roll number.was issued to him. He appeared in the test and qualified the

test and physical test also. He was appointed by the competent authority

on the recommendations of Departmental Selection Committee. After

appointment, he took over the charge of his post and started performing

his duties. While performing his duties, on some anonymous complaint

having allegations against him, a fact finding inquiry was' conducted

vide letter dated 10.12.2021. The appellant appeared before the Inquiry ,

Officer (I.O) and denied all the allegations, however, the 1.0 submitted

his repoit vide letter dated 24.12.2021 and held the appellant guilty of all

charges. One, Khalilullah, owner of Shaheen Printing Press,, also

appeared and recorded, his siaicmeni before the I.O. Withoufissuing any 

charge sheet and without conducting regular inquii^, the appellant was

issued-final show cause notice on 28.12.2021 giving him 07 days'io

/
t-r

!>7
1/
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(
submii his reply. 0n,,03.01.202!,, when he went lo ihe office of DPO 

Now'shcra to submit his reply to the show' cause notice, he was infonned 

that he had already been dismissed from service vide order dated 

29.12.2021. Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal on 

• 10.01.2022, w'hich was regretted vide office order dated 30.03.2022;

hence the instant service appeal.

4. . Respondents were pul on notice who submitted their joint written 

rcpiy/comments on the appeal. We heard the learned counsel lor the 

appellant as w;ell as the learned Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents and perused the case file , with connected documents in •

detail.

Learned counsel for the appellant, after presenting the ease in5,

detail,argued that no proper procedure was follow'cd before the

dismissal order dated 28.12.2021 was issued. He stated that no charge

shed was served upon him nor any regular inquiry was conducted rather

only a fact finding inquiry was conducted and that loo in a biased

manner. He further argued that without wailing for reply lo show' cause

.major penalty of dismissal fromnotice, the appellant w'as awarded

service vide order dated 29.12.2021. Learned counsel further argued that

the appellant .w'as not provided lair opportunity to defend himself nor

opportunity of personal hearing was afforded to him and hence he was

condemned unheard. He further argued lhal inquiry officer had admitted

in his report that the appeilani, alongwith other dismissed candidates

himself appeared for the examination. During the fact finding inquiry, it

■TED
I<•

.-j
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proved that the paper of the appellant was actually tilled by 

one Sifatullah or that he helped the appellant in solving the paper. So far 

as putting wrong entry of date, oi birth in application form was 

concerned, learned counsel for the appellant argued that it wa.s not filled 

by the appellant himself, rather it was filled by a person .sitting in 

Shahecn Computers Kheshgi Payan who mistakenly and unintentionally

put wrong enti7 and the same had been stated by the I.O in his report
♦

also. Learned counsel stated that after noticing his mistake, the appellani 

himself brought it into the notice of ETLA administration upon which it 

was replied that it was not a big issue and could be rectified at the time 

of veriftcation of documents. lie requested that the appeal might be

was never-

/

accepted as prayed for.

Learned Deputy District Attorney, while rebutting the arguments 

of learned counsel for the appellani, argued that a complaint was

6. .

received to,the then District Police Officer, Nowshera, wherein it was

highlighted that a person namely Sifal Ullah S/0 Farzand Ah R/0 

Kheshgi Bala, a school teacher, appeared for other candidates in ETEA

test held for recruitment of Police Constables. Complaint further stated

that Zia-ur-Rehman, Muhammad Abbas and Muhammad Abid sons of

Inam Ali got their test pas.sed through the said S'ifat Ullah, who received 

Rs, 600,000/- from each candidate. A fact finding enquiry was

conducted wherein the enquiry officer highlighted that according to

ETEA report, the appellant, as well as his two brothers and one person

• namely Sifatullah, while submitting online application forms mentioned

, lir/T.:
\
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'their date of binh as 01.01.1998 and ETEA authorities allotted them roll 

numbers according to ihcir dates of birth. Wlien they were asked about 

their similar date of birth, they replied that they had not applied 

themselves rather their application forms were submitted by a person 

namely Khalil, owner of Shaheen Computer Kheshgi Payan, who in his 

staiemenl disclosed that it was a human misiake. He further argued that 

the enquiry officer collected alE relevant material from the ETEA 

authorities and recommended major punishment .for the appellant. He 

was issued final show cause notice to which'he subnfitted his reply on 

29,12.2021 but the same was found unsatisfactory, hence he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service. He requested that 

the appeal might be dismissed.

Arguments and record presented before us show.s that the 

appellants, who arc brothers, were awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service on the ground of using fraudulent means to pass 

their test an-anged by ETEA for appointment as Constable in the 

provincial police. A fact finding inquiry' was conducted after receipt of 

anonymous complaint wherein it was highlighted that one Sifalullah, 

a school teacher, appeared for some candidates, in ETEA test. Names of 

the appellant Ziaur Rehman, Muhammad Abbas and Muhammad Abid, 

had been mentioned by the complainant for whom Sifatullah appeared

7.

an

and solved their test papers by receiving rupees six lacs each from them.

During the inquiry, it was revealed that date of birth of all the three

appellants, as well as Sifalullah, was the same and they were provided

AT lb;:.
/-

u
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roll numbers in series, based on that date. However, during the inquiry, 

clarified that the online forms were not-filled by the appellants, 

computer operator filled them and put the wrong information 

unintentionally. Inquiry Report further states that all the three appellants
i

appeared in the examination physically, as verified through the video 

clip.provided by ETEA.

It was

rather a

if we look at the procedure adopted by the lnquii7 Otficer in 

conducting the inquiry, it Is found that he simply got the statements of 

the' appellants, Sifatullah and the Computer Operator who filled the

8.

online application forms. After getting their statements, he arrived at a

'wisdom. He failed to take intoconclusion according to his own

consideration the statement of the complainant of the anonymous

was ready to share withplaint that he had all the evidence which he 

the DPO Nowshera. No effort seems to be inade by the Inquiry Officer

com

know ihetcomplainant and the evidence that he had to 

present, in suppon of the allegations he w'as leveling against the 

appellants.

in getting to

9. ' After going through,the details of the appeal in hand, it has been

noted that the entire proceedings were initiated on the basis of an

anonymous complaint without lr>'ing to get any information about the

complainant and documentary evidence to prove the allegations. In this

regard the provincial government has»issued cleai' instructions that

anonymous complaints should not be enlenaincd. Moreover, there is no-

denial of the fact that the appellants appeared , in the written test, in
AT-ftRS'j-sF) .

W ' «
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)
person, and goi il passed. They also passed the physical test and were 

Itantly recommended for appointment. As far as order of dismissal is 

concerned, despite the fact that seven days were given for reply to the 

final show cause notice, the competent authority passed the order ol 

dismissal in a hasty manner, on the- very next day of issuance of the 

notice, which is against the rules. '1 hey had to wail' for the reply, which 

was'submitted on the seventh day of the receipt of the show cause

s

resu

notice.
t

Jn view of the above discussion, instant appeal, alongwdth the 

connected appeals^is allovvcd as prayed for. Cost shall follow the event. 

Consign.

10.

• //. Pronounced in open conn in Pes/jawqr and given under our

hands and seal of the Tribunal this If*' day of February, 2024.
/

»

. (RASHIDA BANG) 
Member (J)

(FAR^HA PAUL) 
Member (E)

•fade S\bhan. Ff r/
/

c

pate of Pr*--'

.........
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V SA 625/2022
V,

Mr. Yasir Saleera, Advocate for the appellant present.15'*' Feb. 2024 01.

Mr. Asif Masood All Shah, Deputy -District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused-

theVide our detailed judgment consisting of 07 pages 

appeal is allowed as prayed for. Cost shall follow the event.

• Consign.

02.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under 

hands and seal of the Tribunal on this .15''' day oj

OS.

our

February, 2024.

(Ry\SHiDA BANG) 
Member(J)

(FAi^HA PAUL)
Member (L)

'Foza! Subhan /'S'

/

uif

n
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HFfOItE THE laiYBER PUKHTL'NKfTWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

.'2022.ice Appeai S’o. __

IvA iir Rehmnn, Fx ConMable Police Lines Naw^bci i
Npppi ^\vr

V/N

1. *hc tTovinci.-. Utllcer, Kiiyber PalUiiunluivva,
^ The Reojonul Police otficer, Kliybei Palditunkhwa.

! he i '‘St, .el Poiicc Officer, Nowshcra.
iiirSPONDENTS

sleXICil. appeal u/s 4 or Tiir kmvrlr
P AIG1' IVS K H \V A SE R VICE TRIBUNAL ACT. I0~4, 
ACALNSr THE IMI^UGNED ORDER DATED 29.12.2021,
WHEREBY THr APPELLAM HAS BKKN AVVARDFl) TlTl- 
MAJOR PLNISHMENT OP DISMISSAL FROM SURMCF 
ACALNSJ- WHICH HIS DLPARTMFNTM' APPEAL OA IT 1) 
IQ.UL2022 JRA_S BEEN REGRETTED VIDl OI FRT
ORDER DATI 1)30.1)3.2022.

I

I

j KAV (: R;
Oil iicocpUincc ol thiA jippcal Mu- onpngneil tJLstnii.sal order 

i.iud i‘J.I2.2U21 and appcllnte order dated 30,03.2022 nuiy please be set 
aside and I inuy kindly be reinscaLtl into isiv.- with all hack IvcicL

Rebpectfullv Sheweth.
r\(rs;

\

that vanous po.sts of police constable BPS-7, u-wT. advc
vvo ch arc also uploaded on RTtA websiio seeldnn appheuiions tio n 
deaiioui candidates wherein last dale of .ubui ion oi .pphc,,tio.i .v„;>
Jiowi; as; 30.09.2020 (Copy of iho ndv^K,cement A nUochud as 
onncxiire A).

i

Th'f *•-■‘PPOilam having qualinciUion ol'IniL-rmcdiite l.
lor Ui.; MSI so Iidvar.issd througli onlino ..pnlicaiion In- 

jumbj issued CO the appellmt which 
ediuation^l icsunj and evaluation

culv cppl.cj 

lOlI
was conducted by

.ppellem ctc.Iy appeared in Uie test a^rfortUMl^viiw liner'' 
undeiyocce the physicni test .d was sttceessiul in r!

*

4
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♦

liiai being successful In scrll^^'test and physical endurance test ih 

appellant was dulv appointed''by. Ihe competent aulhony o 
tecr^mmendations of duly . consUtuled departmental selectio 

(Cvpy o//Ae Jmalmerii list is atutcheil as aimexure IS).

•tfW- « i
!

committee.

4 fnai aticT appoinUT.ent the op^Umit look charge of his post and 

st^i-ted PC ;‘o,ir:in(; his duties. The appellant was assigned duty loi 
^od> election 202 I. (Copies of ^aqai Mntih << tioily Tehsthi^iso 

Ovpfoyiiieiil itl poUhig sziitions is attached ns annexitr/' C).
i .)
»

tjo .'aid cupuuil\, u tael iinduig 
10.:?.2021 on some 

'44I f. Nr agal

(t t>pr of letter diitcif 10.12.202! is

:! Julies m 
• •.idi' lettci dated
.,.1. n;'..’

c -I •('; :’,*r■,r> ■ ^ -T

* » « I■ -1I

fittarhed as.(‘ *11
u/»>i«’-vur^ P).

ilMuir*’ inqe ;y uid ocnied all
.j.iiuul nijiiiw 
1,.' etie: diilC'i

pc . -ri- m die fne
the mcju.:> idVtii-T ill 

no Mibmnud hi. v-omJ -

* •: ic c >
t *jv.over4 l

r
■, t , ll 

■*»; nu i )

■ i T 'ff rli-rpr. |:ven ana ’1.. . .lil
. c =d ii*d recorded ..n eui before Uie intjUtTv

on 1 -. e' uf and conjecture ciid bold
lllah o-ivnei cl Snulieeu r.

I
fCopits uj Miiuotenis and fiteis fhnhii'zs report■T ii; :

iiat'd 2^ 11 2021 are oft.ichiui os <niiie.\t4ie hA V}.

a a: y report ni vv-Utoul issuing' 
c il-r inquiry U...

tJ ocv 1 Uia t'jk-4. .
.. I

,";d tmrt tnow nmicc on '‘ft i"* '’U'*' fK'iir
'(. upv <0

}h 1•'Ml

1
.L . . * lH

/ u j Ora attsi: nvltni ts aUiwhcd as anuextae

* «' '• 'ii: 'd/ tiif’- ii,

•I

1' .h'll >.i7i, w .Ti' , '1 T i'j .1, -/iM-C Ol UlH )
I ’ .u'licf* 'jc wa.. 111 . 'Ill I 

vii u v*u ' I'Ti howevej, tl;.
\ ♦ I,? Ollal1 l.)Pt) NoWinCla On Uk

H fipu\ of reply to Shoo ( aiisc .\<ftiee dated OJ.01.2022, 
if\ t.xfipt and disnussal order dated 29.12.2021 are attnvhed as 

U h.

■u V to -lO

■1>• '

4.

1
1

if-u r i ' . '.f ■ . r i 
'■M *f' '(j

••' f. .0 ’on 1I mu oiilce orcei 
» tC ijp^ of departmenttd .ippctl dated lO.al.It/JJ it 

in 0 i J02J are atuiehed a\ .nnicxtn c J .t l\).

•
' 1I

iif.i/f' ,'.ni.!4

I
iiMi d

1',.

-ji .'Q <' dsf IS u.-ii,:!' lui atatn- i the liiu
• tr ne -ct C'lne intr: ili:i {•. . follow

rtiiu taci
>n g’xiur.di.

*r u

:>

■sin
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APPEALGROUND
■ '•■•/" ■

t'Wts
•4 .*'■

\. vTliai the appellant’haveiot been treated in accordarce with 

U'.w hence my rights secured and guai-anteed under tlie U:w and

4

constitutor, is badly Violated.
i

procedure has been followed betbi'c t:i‘-
?her* huF bt""' 

conducicc

B That no proper
disiniisJ order dated 28.]2.20?J, no chai

>^y regular inquiry huis c :
conducted nnd that loo m a vt-iy puitiuf

. M*

i.crved upon me nor 
0’-.,y a fact fmding w ts

biased manner, thus the impugned order it- liable to be se.anc
a<;idc on i ’ i ]. e r.ii TiC.

..v.jTi-sg for repi, 
ihe very next day he Wd^ o’' 'tu'dcc ’’ ma’OJ

iVOill v/ ,wC V.dw W4ll'.-

■;tonishingly and lUegaliy withoutr Tfn. i-.i’e a-: 
at me .iope'-iuiii 0.1

i
perom of d .}

That micingF of tlie inquiry lepori was not provided to uia. 
appellant and tis suca he w'us no' provided fan oppoitunit^' ^

such the unpugneci ordci iS defective and

n.|

J.

UcIor.O hl’"^ -'i' oTU 4i>
iable to be vci asicc.

.o ;..c ..ppciijn. Liu»
i.iieo to tile iH -ppjtc^i'or lo i.'* .'cepondeni 

-i. trie •jlcvani doou.iicnta 
.he outcome oi inqun; 
v J nr •••,.4. (Copy of

t 4 r V . f 4 ^• v»«» • V • I '

wa^ ^onsii -
v> ov u.-

3’,lie ’.Q It'"''-*' 
CStlUd r

' . W>4 V

:ht;i nc .,ouiCi 
r. rout •
{ipplU ntion iindur RJ'f Act j\ nlfarltcd os oniu-xurc f )■

I Hiai l.-o appellant nave not acen yivcn opportumiy of pei sona 

:u-ai \c die n.u.moc o. me
uiiiioiniiC'l tijir.Ui. 0

■ -e _4

inouf-jocd ordet hcniv- Jl.JWv

^ I v>

duly appl'.-c'. ioi rhe ,»‘‘r ar[>eH»cd intj .h-t ilii-
•-crccn.iiji ar.d pny;'..cai rest ;md remained succcsspj., . cuiv toO'.

cnaigo of my post and storied performinu my duties, thus 
the ora.;- of my appomUnent nas been acted upon and valuable 
. gn.s lius been created in my favour A.s nrincmle of LOCUS 
PONATEMUi strongly lies in my iavoi so my service could 
nor re snatched away illegaCy with one -aokc of pen.

i
1ove:

- Inai .he appellant was appointed by tlie c .>iin -‘»o^H rnrhcu > 
after observing all coJal fonneliiies, no illcgulity or isTCotlaruv 
lias been cuirumlted in llie process oi appoinlmenr

I
•- '

I

isr.
I

I,
¥
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1. 1 ::ai ihc inquiry officrr had'ldmiltcd during. Iii.s report Uiiit lli' 
:j: plicam aiong wintii olhftftdisiniiiscd i.aiuLdritrr; hiini.f^I 

(jppciucJ Ibr Uic cxiunintulop. Il l« puitincin to incnuioii - ' 
Uiat dunnj; the fiiol firidinfe inquiry, n wii‘ m-vc! jiiuvrJ ihrit ilw 

pi.pcr ol ihc applicani was actually lillcd oy one Sifinulla/i i>j 
that liic said SiUilulIeh had helped the applicant in jolvinp L- 
p«per though in his inquiry n^poit hc» wimoui any f-oot or 

lUsL.ticauon wonciude;: that the ippUcant u dkgal w»*y- to 

iiii cx-iins. Ihui tnc whole arcccdcncc conducted iraan 1
ll Li ' • f'.^tkVe .it

t'?

Ihu upp'ii'j’il nr «tr 'i),L fh.'‘ 
oatin • iitid tius not susluinublo in die uye at ].iv«,,

I >

Tnut so far a.s putting wiong entry of diitc o. bn-’h in applicolion 

toipi '“i f inuu'i II tvti;< ,«ijbmilLcd U) ihc inquiry ntib-e, ..u^ t 
the appl.cxu did not lumself illl lus form rulher <1 wu'i filled by 
a per Oil siinrp, in Shahwri Coiuputcri KticshL;i 
.Ti;stdivciuy anti amnlciiionuily put vroug LnUii;. in hi:; onuiiw 

form who pemnnidly appealed Ixtoic die mquiry olunu 

Lid.ratted h.s miMulte u:, there weic hundreds ot tbriTij 'o be 

filled by him on that day it is penjiemt to inciuion here juX 

alter iiolicmg hl ^ mistake Jic appl cam >rouG,ht it lo
‘tlicnoTtcd of‘E'rf!A A'dininistrationTiowevci ilit a{ip*IcunL waa
rcplieG that ii was not a bjg .ssue urtc eun be rci.Ulicc j. 'Jk ume 
o? verificjiion ol clocamcnis.

i

Cl no

i-....... .*

V,

fv fnat if ah mere w.j.c my .negulardy eunimiued m Lne process 

oT submii^aon ot online foi.n.*, Iiic vanie can neither ■'e 
atii.bjieu to ms undersi^^ncU noi axu he be punished Cor the 
taulls or lapses commitled by odi.'i--

I 't ♦he cippliccf ll 'A ,s appointed .iP.ur llic r.;i;ai '. 
proce ". by tie compr-teiu mithority on ihc k> .tmuncnoatiu... .if 

duiy consLiLalcd oepartmertal selection committee Lind he after 

iippomimcni tool, ehtirgc ol ais post so valuable fq<hi5 iias been 
accrued in the favor of aphfic.nt which cmo ii.oi h- matched 
ihrouf^ ciriy illegal mean:

»>' wUL>.
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M iiai tie appellant have nevei oomiiiiiicd
auLild •'e tcimefi .iS

any act or omi'i.'iion
.ii^sciMKUid, aibcjt tic Vvas ^iCVeudcd

i service.
Wt’- ^

ma-oi pendty of dismissal froiii

That the appellant is young and enei’gctic and. 
for liis department albeit his career has been 

impugned dfsmissul oider.

■■.o service 
stigmatized by the1

I .Hit

t^-'P
I
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advance ciher grounds r:
O. That the appellant scdc permission to 

and proofs at the time of hearing. a•i/.

.T I :t

tr is, therefore, most humbly prayed that On ncceptance 
■ of this appeal the impugned dismissal order dated 29.12.2021 
and appellate order dated 30.03.2022 may please be ^cf aside 

and 1 may kindly be reinstated into service >vith all back 

benefits.
Any other relief as deemed appropriate in circumstances 

of the case, not speclllcally asked for, may also be granted to
it
V

,1 Ithe appellant.
■

Appellant
iThrough.

Yflsir Salee
Advov.atC W
Peshawar

ICcriijicutii:-
U :s certify that no sucli like Service Appeal has earlier 

been filed by the Appellant in tills Honourable Tribunal.
i‘.'5
't, .

?:
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AT>Y0CATE.
J

AFFIDAVIT

1, Ziii Ullali Khan S/0 Nawar tCnan Ex- Arabic Teacher G MS Adam 
Abaci Swabi, do hereby .solenmiy affinu and declare on oath that conien'.s 
the accompanying Service Appeal arc true and concci to the best of 
knowledp.e and belief and nolliing has been concealed from this Hoivbie 
Inouiai.
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