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The Misc. application in Appeal ‘No. 625/2022
submitted today Mr. Yasir Saleem Advocate. it is fixed for

hearmg before Division Ber\ch at Peshawar on 10 06.2024.
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. BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
| PESHAWAR.

| C: . moly 52 ?’029 T
CH Service Appeal No- 625/2021 i

Zia ur Rehman, Ex-Constable Police Lines Nowshera

. Versus
The Provmmal Pollce Officer, Knyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others

e Respondents
B e e e

APPLICATION FOR RECTIFICATION OF
DATE IN THE SERVICE APPEAL & 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 Sheweth:-

1. . That the -captioned appeal alongwith the
connected appeal No. 626/2022 titled as
“Muhammad Abbas 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
119 A 33)-




That in the appé’aé at Para No. 08 the date z'.§
inadvertently mentioned as 03/01/2021 i.e. on
which the appeﬂaﬁf ;vem to the DPO office
Nowsher& to submit hz’s 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 “B”),

That due to the above mentioned mistake, at

page No. 03 of the judgment the date is

mentioned as  03/01/2021 instead  of -

- 03/01/2022.

That due to - this clerical mistake the

* department is now reluctant in processing the

“back benefits of the appiz’canr/appéllaﬁt.

That it is in the interest of justice to rectify the

 mistake mentioned above and this Hon’ble

2

- Tribunal has got the jurisdiction to entertain

“the application.

Hlr e
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It is, theréfbre; m'ost'_ -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/Appgllant B
. Thr_bugh:-
- ' YASI LEEM .
Advocate/Supreme Court
Of Pakistan
AFFIDAVIT:

It is do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath
that the _c_ontent's of the accompanying application are true and

correct to the best of my knowiedge and belief and noth'ing has

- been concealed from this Hon'ble Court.

DEPQNENT

07 J_UH oM



BE[‘()RF THF KHYBLR 1’AK]]TUNKHWA QLRVICF ]RIBUNAL ‘?‘ “; 24
PLSHA\VAR '

Service Appeal No. 625/2022

. BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANO ..." * MEMBER (J)

- - MISS FAREEHA PAUL B I\’lli.\‘lBER (E)

: Zm u:-Rchm‘\n Ex Constable Polu.c Lines No“ahera

- : (Appeﬂmn)
Versus -

. - ' . . ‘ )

. The Provincial Police Officer, Kh.) 'ber Pakhtunkhwa,

" The Regional Police Officer Mardan, Khyber Pakhtunkh“a
3. 'l he District Pollce Officer, Nowshera.

................................................................... (Respondents)
Mr. Yasir Salim, _ ~ ... Forappellanl
Advocate ' : o :

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, - . For r"es_pondents
‘Deputy District Attorney o S C e
Date of Institution. e, ... 26.04.2022
Daté of Hearing............. e 15.02.2024
_ Dale of Decision........... e 15.02.2024

JUDGEMENT -

' FAREEHA PAUL. MEMBER (E): Through this single judgment,

we inténd to dispose of instant service appeal as well as com.lecled .
's¢rvice appeal No. .626!20’-_’.2, .titlued “Muhanmwd A-blbas ‘Versus the
Provincial Pélicc.(.)l’ﬁc-cr h.hybcr Pakhtunkhwa etc.” and S'ervicf:.
Appeal No. 627#”022, titled ‘Muhammdd Abid Versus Provmcmi Police
'Ot_ﬁcel Khyber P 11~.hlunkhwa e‘Lc , as. .Im all the appeals, C-Ommo’%

o questions of law and facts are imfolved. C \ ] :y?‘\/{«
. . . . . . . . "'V . et

- . the Khy_'ner Pukhtunkhwa Servicé 'l‘ribunai Act, 1974 _against the



(g

—

Ly

_ 1mpugned order dated 29.12.2 021 whefcbv- the appellant was awarded .

ma_]or pum%hment ol dasmlssal irom qer\m, dbdlnSl Wthh his |

depdrtmemal appual ddued 10.01.2022 was r(:grelted vlde'ofhce-ordcr

.dau,d 30. 03 2022. 1t has been’ pra)cd 1hat on acccpldnce of Lhe appx,d]

the mpugned ordcrs d‘ated 29 12, 70”1 and 30. 03 2022 1mghl be set

;aaide and Lhe appclldm I'ﬂlbh!. be reinstated into service wuh all b..u,k

benefits..

3. Brief facts of the casc, as given in the memorandum oféppeal, are.
that various posts of Police Constable BPS: 07 were advertised seeking

applications from candidates. Thc; appellanl;_having qualification of

i-ﬁter_mediaté, du.[y-app]i'ed for the post through online application and .

roll number was issued 1o 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 Comimittee. After

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

his dul_ies. While pcrforming his duties, on'someanonymous complaint
having dil{.gdllonb dgdlllbl him, a fact ﬂndmg mqulr) was’ conductcd
.

vide letter dated 10.12.2021 The appu.,iiam appeared before lha. Inquiry . -
Officer (1.0) and denicd all the al}égalio'ns hoWever lhe 1.O submitl‘ed_

his report vide i_euc_r dated 24.12. O I and hekd the appellant gumy of all

-chﬁrgc's. One, Khalilullah, owner oi Shaheun Prmtmg Pu,ss Lalso

‘appeal‘lﬁfd and recorded his siat_c_meﬁl before the-1.O. Without'issuing any
charge sheet and without conducting regular .inqu_.i_i"y, the appellant was

issued-final show cause notice: on 28.12.2021 g,iv.i‘lng him 0?'days'td




P W
.

submit hm Ieply On ,03.01.2021, when hc. went 10 Lhe ofﬁcc of DPO

Nou ShCld 10 subnm his prl} to lhe show cause notice, he was miol med

that he had ‘already been dismisscd from service vide order dated -

T4

29.12.2021. Feeling aggrieved, he filed d_epart-meht‘a[ appeal on

hence the instant service appeal.

10.01.2022, which was regretted vide office order dated 30.03.2022;

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

reply/comments on the éppe_él. - We heard tbe learned coﬁnscl for the

appellant és_ well as the learned Deputy Disirict Attorney for the

detail.

5. Learned counsel for the appetlant, after presenting the case in

detail, airgued ‘thal'_ no proper procedure ‘was followed before the

| respondents and perused the case file .with connected documents in <

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

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

‘

only a fact finding inquiry was conducted and that too in a'b_iased

manner. He further argued that without waiting for reply 1o show cause”

notice, the appellant was awarded .major penalty of dismissal from

1

service vide order dated 29.12.2021. Lcarned counsel further argued that

the appellant was not provided fair opportunity 1o defend himself nor

_condemned'uriheafd. He further argued tha inquiry ('Jfﬁcér_ had-admitied

in hls report that the dapellanl dlongwnh olhm dlSllllS%Cd candldahﬁ

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

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

aie s’(.e «
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was never- provcd that the paper of the dppcllam was d(.tuaily filled by
one '§1fatu]lfih or that he helped the appdlam in s,olvmg lhe papet. So far

as puumg wrong t:mry of date of birth in dpphcatlon form was

conccmed icame’d counséi for the appel]am argued that it was not lilled

by the appellam himself, rat'hcr it was 'ﬁl]ed by a person sitiing in
E :

Shahecn COH’IpUtLI‘b K.l'lCSh}:l dedn who mlslakenlv anid unmtc.nuonall).

put wrong.enny'and the same had been stated by the I.O in his report

also. Learned counsel stated that afier noticing his mistake, the appellant

. himself bro_ughl it into the notice of ETEA administration upon.which it

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

of wverification of documents. He requested that the appeal niight be

accepted as prayed for

-

6. Learned .Dcpuly District ..:Al'lorlney, while _feb_utting the arguments -
of lgafne_d_ cou_nsel fd;' the appellant, argu;:d that -'a_ co'mplaim was
received to_the Lhén 'Distri-ct Police Ofﬁc;:r' Nowshera, wherein it was.
_'hxghlzghtcd lhdl a pemon namely Sifat Ullah $/0O Farzand -Ali R/O
Kheshgi Bala a qchool Leacher appcar:.d for other candidates i in EILA_
test held for_ré:cruhment of, 'Police.ConsLables_. Co'mplai'nt furtl_ler stated-
~ that Z.i;H_lr».Rehman, Mulllamr-n'ad .L';bbas and Muhammad z\bid sons of
‘i?naln Ali got theh; test paésed.{hrough the sé_i-d Sifat Ullah, who "l-‘-;;_ccived

Rs. 600,000/~ from cach candidate. A fact finding enquiry WE_IS.

conducted wheicin the enquiry officer highligh‘tcd. that according to

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

-namely Sifatullah, while submitting online application forms mentioned
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thcn date of bmh as 01.01.1998 dnd E'II A aulhorlms allotted them- roll .
numbm according £0 lhcu dcﬂ.bs of bm:h When thLy were asked about
| "theu similar date ‘of bll’lh lh(.y Iepll(.d that the) had not applied
. themse‘lve_s _rather their applicatign fo'rms wc’re submitted by a person"
- namety Khalil, ownc'r.of‘S.ihahe(-m_.Compluter K;he_shgi: Paya.m,.wf'io in his
;Latemem di$CIOSCd that it-was a huma-n'mistake. He further aréued_ that
‘1i}b enquny ofﬁccr Lol}u:u_d all relevant . mci[LI'Idl from llu, ETEA
._.authormcs and rc.commt.nded major pumshmml for the appellam He
‘was issued hnal show cause notice to which- he subnnued hls reply on--
. 29.12_.20.21 but the sa:_'t.uc was found unsa.tis'factory,- ﬁc_ncc he was 7 | | ..
awarded majo‘_r_.pun_ishmcm of dis_'missal' from servjce.. He requested that .

the appeal might be dismissed.

7. Arguments and record’ .IJresepled “before ux shows. that the =
apﬁelléﬁts, Who. arc broihérs, wé_rc awarded major puni:sh.mcnl _éf '.
d_ismiséal frqm service on tHe.g.round of u:;in-g.fraudu.lelit means to pass -
their test arranged by ET EA for zipp_bimmc_:’nf as Constable: in tﬁc
prévincial po_lice. A fact finding inqm'ry._wasA céndﬁcied after receipt of.
an anonymous c.omplaint. wherein it wés hjghlightcd' that Oi)e"S'ii’alu}lah,'

| a school teachm app(,art.d 101 some candiddLe_,, in ETE A lest Nameq of
the appt..“dﬂl Ziaur Rehman, Muhammad Abbas and Muhammad Abid,

“had beul mentmned by 1ha, complamam for whom Slfatullah appea}ed o
and solyed their test papers by receiving rupees six lacs ca-ch ﬁ‘om them.

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

appellants, as well as Sifatullah, was the same and they were proxﬁded _




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

it was' clarified that the online 'forms were not filled by the appellants,

rather a (.omputcr opetator filled them and put the wrong mformdtmn '

unmtentlonally Il‘qul[‘\’ chon 1urllnr states that dH Lhc thren, appeilamq :

3
\

'appealed in the examination physically, as \cr:ﬁed throug,h the v1dco _

Clip prov1ded by ETEA.

8. | If we lool\ at the pxoc.c,dun, adoptcd by the lnquu;j Oihcér n
onductmg thc mquwy, itis lound lhat he sunply got Lhe statemems of
the appeliants ‘Slfatullah and the Lomputer Operdior who filled . 1hn,
oﬁllxlc appllcdtxon tormb Atter gcttmg:, thcu statements, he arrlved.at a
conc.lus-lon accordmg Ito 1;115 own wisdom. He Tallt;d to takc 1r1£0
0n91dcrauon the statement of thx,- complainant ;}l the anonylﬁous
com'plaint that he had'lall' the evidence wh1ch he was ready to share wlfii'
th DPO Nowshela No efforl seems to bc made b\« the lnqun} Otﬂcer'
in gutmg 1o l\now thuc.omplamant and the cv1denue that he had\ o
present, in support- of the allegations he wﬁs lcvellmg agalﬁst the

appellarits.

9. After 3,01110 lhlough the details of the appc al In hé’nd, -it-h.as been
noted that the entire pro;eedmg__,s were - mmatud on the baaxs of an
énbn_ymops complaint without tr)*iﬁg to gct'any_ iriformation’ about the
complainant and'do_cumentarjevidcncc.to prove -thc allegat_iéns. In {his
regard th¢ provi'ncial goxéc_rnméllt '.has ;i_‘ss_uc-d clear instructions thit
anonymous ééh]pla-ims shéuid not .be entexftz;ined. Moreovcr, thefe'.:is nop :

denial ()f the fact that thu, appcllantq appeared n lhc written test,.
ATRESTED ‘
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‘' person, and got it passed. They also passed the physical test and were
- ' ~ resultantly recomimended for appointment. As far as order of dismissal 18
concerned, despite the fact that scven days were given for reply to the .

. [ : . ) S : o L.
final show cause notice, the competent authority passed the order of

dismissal in a hasty manner, on the. very next day of issuance of the
| notice, which is against the rules. They had to wait- for the reply, which
| . [ the re n
o * was-submitted on the seventh day of the receipt of the show cause -
' notice.
10. In view of the above discussion, instant appeal, alongwith the

| g - connected appcal's,is allowed as pra}fed' for. Cost shall follow the event.

Consign
- - {1 Pronounced in open court in Pe:s/qa'.-vgr‘.and given under our
hands and seal of the Tribunal thisl 5”_' day Qf'FebrI.fary,- 2024 '
. "
’ . L
| o " (RASHIDA BANO)
-Memb'er'_(E) _ - _ Member (J)
- *Fazie ?\bhan P.S* : ' S o - J
| | m S SRR J/f )/ ) i
C{-.,\!‘.:EI"' ’ f /\ . ’ l ‘ ) . EN : - B . .
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% SA625/2022

5‘“ Feb. 2074 0l.  Mr, Yasir Sa}eem, '.'Advoca'té for the appeliant present.
Mr A51f Masood Ah Shdh Depuw District Attornw for the

I .
| d
| . o reqpondems present. Arguments heard and record. perus;d

020 Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 07 pages, the

appeal s allowed as pfayed for. Cost shall follow the event.

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on rh:_'s-,fj”’ day of

" February, 2024. o SR & .

- (FAR¥EHA P/(ﬁ) .- (RASHIDA BANO)
- Member (]:) '. ' . . Member(])

|

Consign

R : 03" Pronounced. in open court in Peshawar and given under
© *Fazal Subhan PPS*

. e wue
. sl .
j&‘“egt cop\l




G
‘%i@[\d\ VQD \q./

&

BFYORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUNKAWA SERVICES TR IBUNAL.

PESHAWAR

“eovice Appess No. /2022

Lin ur Rehman, Fx-Constable Police Lines Nowahern

VOPEL T ANT
Vs

. s he Proviner., Polies Orficer, Khyber Pukhtunkitw..,
The Regional Pohice otficer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

12 1LYt ot Posice Officer, Nowshera. 1
e N ) oo o RESPONDENTS

SERVICE  _APPEAL _ U/S 4 OF _THF __KHYBER
PAKI'TUNKHWA _SERVICE __TRIBUNAL___ACT. 1974,
AGAINST THE_IMPUGNED ORDER_DATED  29.12.202%,
WHERLEBY THI APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDFD THE
VIAJOR PLNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL. FROM SERVICTE
AGAINST WHICH HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED
10.01.2022 AAS ALSQO BEEN REGRETTLD VIDI QFFICE
ORDEFR DATI D 30.03.2022,

PRAY LI

On uceeptance of this appeal the unpugned dismissal order

Lated 29.12.2021 and appellate order dated 30.03.2022 may please be set

asude and I may kindly be reinsiuicd into

cavwee with all back beacih

Respectfully Sheweth,
FACTS:

b3

. Thet the appelfant hay

Ihat various posts of police constable BPS-7 hus voon adve Laed
wiy.ch are also uploaded on FTEA wehsite seeking applicutions trun
desirous cundidates whercin last dute of abei - o ot sEpheation was
showr as 30.09.2020 (Copy of the advertiseinent is attached ay
annexure A).

myg qualification of Intermediate, culy 2ppled
for the vost so udverised tnrough online application therzafe, ¢ af]
WM v issued o the appeliant which was conducted by
cduvational testinr ard evaluation sgency (ETLA)Y Peshawar Ihe
ppellant auly appeared in the test and fortmnutely quulified "‘..c Tt
- v under one the physical test »nd Was SUCCess | v

e sSIlin physical req:
b




1
o \
- S EAA W =
3 That being successful Insciednflg test and physical endurance test g;:
appcilant was duly appointedby. the competent authority on !
\ecoonmendations of duly tonstituted departmental  selection
commitwee. (Copy of the final merit list is artached as annexure B).
& [nat after appeinunent the appellant tock charge of his post ‘“}d_
‘ ststed pe-lonning his duties. The appeliant was assigned duty t.m
Nody election 2021, (Copies of Nuqal Madh & daily Tehsiwise .
Deployment at polling stutions & attached as annexyre C), _;
\ .
e ups eenerere it dulies i te said capacity, a fact indiag
L4 e epowde lener dated 100122021 on some
‘ Co e Lesele ol fose alicganions apaiis
Ce oy - o (Capy af letter dated 10.12.2021 is attached as
waieNure Dy,
Coene et cpesee m the e {indice ingu oy and cented ol ¢
a ' s Lo towover the inquay  clitesr ab aarldd Manne ‘
‘. s e Uaor wry ong agbmmd hi.oeport Ll clte didea r.
T me oy on the ¥oe of surmies and conpeclure sud held I},_.]
_ of <M eturpe, baen one U L3lak owner ot Siaheco A
N g % o ood md rezorded us Sutennewt befere e inguny
i 1wz (Copiey uf stwpomtemts and fucrs findings inquiry repart
Jat- 4 23 12 2021 are aftached as annexure &5
M Oul 3 ot Ua2 bedt Tavd o @y report o wethous tssuing i
Pt i el cdemen g Gl e el mguiry U
vt x e g i LROW CAUBC BeTice 0 8 4 O v 7
Jo R T e w0 (Copy af
Jou 4 dtrn ciase ot i qttached as qunexie G ]
ﬁ
' YO by oy o VLT i K e anlteg DY FP0) A3
t 'n ' oo Ty D)ot anee N Was il g
i : : : T4 T V£ O 1 SN 1 5 ($ 0773 QT G § T
3 - e v ent he oflics of PO Nowsnrera on th )
. W opics of reply 1o Show Cause Nouge dated 03.01.20232,
s rocept and dismissal order dated 29.12.2621 are attached o
seaaur H & . 8
i

._.‘.I:.--:."..u'f PR Y T T -d'-ft..‘ql oI |

n S = s ed e aldee green
v tCopy of departmental appeal doted 10,01, 2022 K.
wpder St SO 200 gpe attached as waeanre J & K.

et th

. BTSN y Y 1 7T B D
. J‘I Q¢ dm i> .'.!l\..-ga-ll Lii]p,‘\,lu‘ l!‘-_n-'”n'-\‘ thu l‘&l\'. ana l'a L
| SN S W) BNTHEN

i Lol PN A VAST ¢ TURE 1 (TR TR T TR AR P f()l]o“n;_]n_ oroundy,

ales 1207
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A, \That the appcliani-havé

GROUNDS OF §
SRR A - 3ib)

SEW TCE ATPEAL

+

R L A

not been treated in accordance with

low hence my rights secored and guaranteed undey the fow and

B

i-

(s

constitution is badly violated,

That no proper procedure has been foliowed betore Ly
dismissal ordes dated 28122021, o chaire sheet hus b
served upon me nor zny regular inquiry hus Uit conducted
Ly a fact finding wes conducted and that 1oo in & very partis!
anc biased manner, thus the impugned ordur & liabie to be set
aside On o st Saeng.

Tra, 1oave astonishingly and illegaliy without s f1iag tor repl;
af WG sopeliait va the very next day he was oViwedee Lot MaX
pepalr of d Yool Dom D e Ve wasllw a0 ww
SO R

. That incings of the inguiry report was nol srovided 10t

appeliant and s suca neg was no! ~rovided fan opportually
Qetene by o apu g5 such the unnugned orde: is defective and
1able 1o b set asice.

: o e e e it ) L0 GPPOLAR, Al
L wesh LODSL ned to file Ln Lppicition woter cespendent
s EORENUICIRS B T LV PYCTIPYTE b0 S B {} (N selevant docd. uehis -

et he cowd e e 0 KAty he owrcome or uqun

Aooeead o woet o cshdled 1 demeea (Capy  af
applicanon mmder RTT Act i astachied s annexore ).

That L oppeliant dave not bcen xiven opporanity of persena,
et ap efore tie fwsuanee o) e mpueoed arder henve b

w - wuldeitiied waneisd

Bl Wie o eeoiiai duly applicd tor the et appenred 0
corecaang and physical est and remained succussoi,, .« Gulv oo,
over caage of imy post and started pecforming my dulies, thus
the ora.s o my appoiilnent das bezn acted apon und valuable
..gnws Las Hzen created in my favour. As arincemle of LOCUS
PONATENTIE swongly lics in my favor so my service coutd
mot 2 snatched away tlegally with oue “troke of pen.

1nar .he appellant was appointed vy the cuony se authos v

after obyerving all codal fonmelities, no ilegahity or isveay barv
has been comunitted in the process of appointmenr, g

A

[N
.

> iﬂ“-;-un». -

=

o
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that the said Sitatulleb had helped the applieant in solvinp l:.
swper. though in his mquiry repaii he, withow sny c:00f or
jastiticallon conciudey that the applicent u =d dlepal way. w
gass Ut eXamms, Thus tne whoje orecedence conducoed craan 1
the appoc et prar to e direpce a0t S ailive w
aatn * sud Lius Lot sustainabio in the uyo of law.

) . Taut so far ax putting wiong enuy of dute 0i Huh in spplication

pm s ¢ cocraes i wad sabmulied to he inquiny otoce,

the applicast did not lumseli” SH s form rather o was filled by

2 peron sinrg i Shaheen Computers Kheshdl Payan wise

Mstakenty and enmteationaily put wiong cutne. i onune

form who persnnidly zppeared botfore the anquiry ollices anu

adirutted lus mstake ws thore were hunareds of tonm. o be

fillca by him on that duy @t is pertinent to menuon here gt

atter noticmg his mustuke the appleum “unsell yrought it 1o »

glaliale “the motice of TITA Administration oweves e applicant was
repliea that 1t was 0ot i1 big issue anc can be rewtitice o thy ume
o! verification of documents.

WO Tnat if ali there was any regdiunty connmited v tne process
o submis<ion of online forns, b came can neither »e
att.bated to g undersigied nor can he be pursshed for the
faults or lapses commitied by oth .o

I Tt che applicet w s appomnted sBer the neors of L oo,
process by the competent authority on the 1oe mnencativi. of
dury consttuted wepartmental selection committce and he after
appo.niment 100k charge ol ais post s0 vatuable rights ias been
wcerued 1n the favor of apilic wit wlueh can not b spatched
through any Hegal mean:

o Eaat e appellant have never committed any act or omission
wic cuuld

| Wotcimed us gnscenaady, aioeil ae wis «Weandeq
ma or penudty of dismussat from service.,

N. T‘nu.t ‘thc appellant is young and energetic and wans "0 s
s for iix departmeant albeit his carecr has
impugned dismissul order.

_ 2rvice
been stigmatized by the
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\
L ‘It the inquiry officer hadradmitted during, his report thut the
a:plicanmt along  with “odigr™ disinissed  candidaten himmedl

appeared for the exanination, JU s pertinent to wention har .

that duricy the facl fieding inquiry, it wis neves proved that the '-.1

piper of the applicrnt was actually filled vy enc Sifullub o f
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0. That the apﬁcflént ;d(pc"tnlss.ion to advance other grounds
and proofs at the time of hearing,

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that On ncceptalncﬁ

‘of this appenl the impugued dismissal order dated 29.12.2q21

and appellate order dated 30.03.2022 may please be set aside

and 1 may kindly be reinstaied into service with all back
benefits,

Any other relief as decemed nppropriate in circumstances

of the case, not specifically asked for, may also be granted to

the appcllant,

Appellant

Through.
Yasir Sal{:
Advouate NMigh Courl,
Peshawar
Certificare: -

It iz ccrify that no such like Scrviee Appeal has earlier
been filed by the Appellant in this Honourabic Tribunal.

ADYOCATE.

AFFIDAVIT -

1, Zia Ultah Khan 870 Nawar Knan Ex- Arabic Teacher G MS Adam
Abad Swabi, do hereby soleriniy affirm and declare on aath that contents ol
the accompanying Service Appeal are true and cortect to the best of mv
knowledge and helief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble
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