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Date of ordtz_r ' Orde;_c-)“r_-r_J-I_ﬁg!" proceedings with'sig_n_f;\—t_u_re_of-'jL-|(‘ip,'e o
proceedings ' ' )
2 3 -

23.05.2024

requisitioned. AAG-h_as noted the next date.- Counsel fbr

| the petitioner has been-informed telephonically.

The implementation petition of Mst. Gul Lala |
submitted today by Mr. Noor _Muhammad I<hé_a-tfa‘k 3
Advocate. It is fixed for implementétio_n report before

Single Bench at Peshawar on -27'.05'.2024.0riginal_file be|

By the brder of Chairman




- BE#ORE?HE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.,

R

Bee fion  NO 12024

Gl -e-Lolo VS GOVT. OF KPK & OTHERS

' APPLICATION FOR FIXATION OF THE ABOVE TITLED £4._g. < AT )

PRINCIPAL SEAT, PESHAWAR

Fi';'aspecitfunj{ Sheweth:

1

' Dated: ‘2.3_{5!3-9 . ThrOUgh

That the ébo\fe_ mentioned Ekicnjg pending adjudic'ation befare this
Hon'ble Tribuh_'a‘l'-in which no date has been fixed so far.

That according to Rule 5 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
Rules 1974, a Tribunal may hold its sittings at any place in Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa which would be convenient to the parties whose
matters aré to be heard.

That it is worth mentioning that the offices of all the respondents
concerned are at Peshawar and Peshawar is also convenient to the
appellant/applicant meaning thereby that Principal Seat would be
convenient to the parties concerned.

That any other ground will be raised at the time of arguments with the
permission of this'Hon'ble tribunai. : .

- Itis th'ere,fore_prayed that on acceptance of this application
the £. > may please be fixed at Principal Seat, Peshawar for
the Convenience of parties and best interest of justice.

Appellz ntlAbplicant

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
~ PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. 3‘1'? /2024
In
Appeal No. 1476/2023

Mst: Gul Lala“ Vs " EDU: DEPTT:
INDEX
S. NO. DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE
Implementation ~ Petition ~ with
. | AR I 1-2
Affidavit :
2. | Judgment dated 06/03/2024 “A"
. - 2-3
3. | Copy of application A
- | ?
4, |Vakalat Nama - ' ?
PETITIONER
Mst: Gul Lala
Through:

Noor Mohamr Khattak
Advocate Supreme Court
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL =
PESHAWAR i

Execution Petition No. Z‘li /2024
In _
Appeal No. 1476/2023 . ver Pakntukhwa

Service Tribunal

iy NUM |

Mst: Gul Lala, Ex.PST (BPS-12) o 22 Y | '.

GGPS Chanda Khurram, oavea A3 S0

District Karak I
llllllllllllllll l.l.llllIIIIIIIIIPETITIONER. i

1. The Secretary Elementary & Secondary Education, Peshawar.
2. Director Elementary & Secondary Education Department,:
- Peshawar. |
3. The District Education Officer (F) Karak
| eaveesasnavesEnrntnnansra RESPONDENTS

| EXECUTION PETITION UNDER SECTION 7(2)(d) OF THE KP - .
~ SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974, RULE 27 OF THE KP SERVICE .

TRIBUNAL RULES 1974 READ WITH SECTIONS 36 AND 51 OF
THE CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE AND ALL ENABLING LAWSON = -
-THE _SUBJECT FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE :
JUDGMENT DATED 06/03/2024 IN LETTER AND SPIRIT. S

. R/SHEWETH:

1-  That the petitioner filed service appeal bearing No. 1476/2023

| before this august Service Tribunal, against the impugned order
dated 12/08/2011 & appellate order dated 25/07/2012, =~
whereby the appellant’s service was dismissed and that of
rejected the departmental appeal.

2-  That the appeal of the petitioner was finally heard on dated
06/03/2024 and as such the ibid appeal was accepted with the
following terms by this august Service Tribunal: :

"8. For what has been discussed above, we are unison
impugned orders remand the matter back to the - . - .
authority get verify educational documents of the -~ = -
appellant and then pass order in accordance with the
verification report within 30 days after receipt of this )
~ order. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.”. Copy of the -~ .
judgment dated 06/03/2024 is attached as annexure.e.ucescesensA

3-  That after obtaining copy of the judgment dated 06/03/2024
the same was submitted with the respondents for -~ -




implementation of his grievance coupled with an: application,
but the respondents/ department failed to do so, which is the

~ violation of the Judgment supra. Copy of apphcatlon is attached
as aNNEXUrCuvesesnsssnsssesneses cesernrmannn sesverasesarase A — B

That petitioner having no - other remedy but to file this
implementation petition.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of
the instant execution petition the respondents may kindly be
directed to implement the Judgment dated 06/03/2024 passed
in Appeal No. 1476/2023 in letter and spirit. Any other remedy
which this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded
in favor of the petitioner,

let}?
~ PETITIONER
Mst: Gul Lala

THROUGH:

NOOR MOHAMMAD ATI'AK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

" AFFIDAVIT

- . I, Mst: Gul Lala, Ex.PST (BPS-12) GGPS Chanda Khurram,
District Karak (The appellant) do hereby solemnly affirm that the
contents of this Execution Petition are true and correct to the best of
my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

JUxP
DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRiBUNAL
- PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1476!2023

BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANO
MISS FAREEHA PAUL

Mst: Gule Lala, Ex-PST (BPS-12),GGPS Chanda Khurram DlStl’iCT. Kara' :
(Appellant)

_  VERSUS o |
1. The Secretary Elementary & Secondary Educatmn Department Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar .

2. The Director Elementary & Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
- Peshawar. : _

3. District Education Officer (Female), District Karak.

e e (Respondents)
Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak . .
Advocate For appellant
Deputy District Attorney e For respondents
Date of InStitHtion. .......oocivevnnnee 17.07. 2023
 Daté of Hearing....cooeevviviniinnnens 06.03.2024
Date of Decision............. eeeen ..06.03. ’3’0’?4

JUDGMENT

RASHIDA BANO, MEMBER (J):The instant service appeal has been

inetitufcd under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Act.
1974 with the prayer as copied below:

 “On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order datéd

|
|
" Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah
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" Kindly be set aside and the appellant may please be reinstated
in to service with all back benefits. Any other remedy which

this augus't Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded in

favor of the appellant.”

2.  Brief facts of the case, as given in the rpemcrandum ef appeal, are that
appellant was appointed as Prinﬁai‘y School Teacher vide order ciajted
31.12. 2010 and was posted at GGPS Chanda Khurram That after assummg the
charge at GGPS Chanda Khuram the appellant started performmg, her duty
and just after eight rnonlhs, the DEO (F), ](arak without giving any show cause | ’
notice or explanation dismissed the appellant alongwith others \;ide erder dated
12.08.2011. lhey filed departmental appeal which was reJected on 25.07.2012.
IOlher colleagues of the appellant filed service appeal before thzs Tnbunai
which was allowed vide order dated 25. 05 2016 and in the hght of Judgment
respondent withdrew dlsmzssal order of the appellant of that service appeal
- vide order dated 12.11.2020. Appellant ﬁled application befere respondent
No.1 with the request to extend the benefits of judgment 6f this Tribunal.
Appellant filed Writ‘petit-ion before Worthy Peshawar High Court, Bannu
Beach which was disposed _of with direction to approach proper forum, hence
| the instant sereice appeal.
3. Respondents were put  on _}notice, who 'sabmitted written
: rep}ies/commeam on the appeal. We have heard the learned counsel for the
appel’iaat as well as the leam'ed Deputy Di"strict Attorney and perused the casc
file with connected de.cuments in detail. S
4. : Leamed counsel for appellant argued that the impugned order dated

12,08.2011 and appellate order dated 25.07.2012 are 1llegal unlaw{ul and




. against the law and facts hence liable to be set aside. He further argued that
appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and respondents violated
Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan. He further
argued that respondept neither issued ,;sho_w cause notice nor provided
opportunity of hearing. Respoﬁdents without verifying the documents from the
concr:em‘ed board/university terminated her from service on the basis of
fake/bogus ‘documeﬂts. He argued that the appellant aloné with Mst. Basi}n
Ara, Mst. Samin Ara and Mst. Hasina Najib filed joimt departmental apbeal
which was rejected vide order dated 24/07/2012 which order of the appellate
authority was set aside by this tribunal vide order dated 25./05?;2016 with
direction to verify edﬁcgtional documents of the appellant and then decide the
matier i:_}u‘t respondent had not got verified documents of the appellant. Later
on, Mst. Samina Ara and Mst. Basin Ara were reinstated in service in light of
the judgment of this Tribunal, therefore, aiapel!ant is also entitled for the grant

of same relief. He therefore, requested that instant appeal might be accepted.

5. Conversely learned Deputy District Attorney contended that appellant

" has been treated in accordance with law and rules. He further érgued .that
appellant alongwfth_ others was appﬁinted as PST subject to the condition that
that thé documents of the appointee must be verified from the concerned
authorities by the competent authority. If anyone was found producing bogus

~certificate  her appointment 6r_der would stand withdrawn, ‘hence tﬁe

appointment order of the appellant was withdrawn and she was dismissed from

&;ervice on the basis of bogus documents.
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. /g It is pertinent to mention l_'tere that present appellant, alongwith with three
others namely Mst. Samina Ara, Mst Basin Ara, Mst. Haseena Wajid filed
depar‘tmental.appeal against the order of dlsmi_ssai from service on the basis of
producing fake & forged documents dated 12.08.2011 which was sent by the
Assistaxlt Director Establishment Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa through letter dated 03.04.2012 to be sent to DCO which was
accordingly sent to the DCO who rejected it vide order dated 25.07.2012. Said

l '  order of DCO was challenged by three other applicants of joint departmental

appeal in this Tribunal in Service Appeal bearing No. 995, 996 and 997/2012
which was set aside by this Tribunal vl‘d.e order dated 25.05.2016 whercin
appellate authority was directed to specify the' documents which are
forged/fake beside issuing of formal charge slfleet and statement of allegation
where from extent of forgery could be determined. Respondent upon receipt of
order of this Tribunal, reinstated all the three co- appellants of the dopartmlpnt_
by ignoring the appellant Appellate authm ity was duty bound to gel verlﬁed
educational documents of the appellant and if the same were found for ged then
he had to pass another speaking order of the rejection of the appeal but
appellate authority remained silent to the extent of the appellant when her
colleaguea were reinstated into service vide order dated 12.11.2020. The
appellant also filed another application 'l’ar. her reinstatemetlt.

7. Order dated 25.07.2012 was passed upon joint departmental appeal of
the appellant and other three Mst, Basin Ara, Mst. Samma Ara and Mst.

Hascena Wajid. The factum of joint departmental appeal and one appellatc

order was confirmed by the representative of the respondent upon query of this

Jrve s ———
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ribunal which was set aside by this Tribunal, then silence of the respondent to
the extent of appellant is against the rule and principle of natural justice which
is dlscmmnatlon with the appellant.

8. Lear ned Deputy District Attorney argued that appeal in hand is barred by

.time but in our opinion when order dated 25.07.-2012 upon _]omt departmental
appeal was set aside by this Tribunal with direction to pass speaking order and;
' . as a result of said speaking order two 1'espondents Mst. Saﬁliﬁ Ara and M_st.f i
Basin Ara were reinstaté& into service vide-‘f{or'c'ier dated 12.11.2020 then in such
a situation limitation will not run against that ‘érc_iér and hurdle in the way of
appellant to approach authority and this Tribunal as appellant was lgnoxed by

the appellate authority. Therefore, it is held that appeal of the appellcmt in not

barred by time.

8. For what has been discussed above, we are unison to set aside impugned

orders and remand the matter back to the authority to get verify educational
documents of the appellant and then pass order in accordance with the
verification report within 30 days after receipt of this order. Costs shall follow

ok

the event. Consign.

9. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands and

seal of the Tribunal on this 6" day of March, 2024.

(Faygeha Paul) (Rashida Bano)
Member (E) - Member (J)

Date of Presentation of Aprlication =
Yumber of Wo-g: _ . % : L 2 j/é

Date o o I




To 'Bo g
-~ -

The Dlstrict Edlij

Cation-Officer
emale}, Karay

Subject.. KO
g%%ﬁl% FOR_IMPLEMENTATION oF WDGMENT - - .
2 ED 06/03/2024 OF KivBER PAKHTUNKHAWAR Seayice
BUNAL. ST
Respecteq Madam)| " -
L That | ms Gul-e-Lala  along-with others  candidates vigre

ppointed as PST Teachers vide appointment order dated .
31/12/2010 and just after 8 months service | and other psy © - -
teachers were terminated from service vide termination. order . -
dated 12/08/2011. : '

2. That other teachers were re-ir;stated in their services vide office
order dated 12/11/2020 in light 'of judgment dateg 25/05/2016 .
of Khyber Pakhtunkahwa Service Tribunal. -

3. Thatinlight of judgment dated 25/05/2016, | approached tothe " - g
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal against my termination -
order by filing Service Appeal No. 1476/2023 which was allowed
vide judgment dated 06/03/2024 with the directions toverifyher. -
documents and then issue office order within 30 days after.
receipt of this judgment. e

It is humbly requested to kindly issue office order to re-instate me on

my service in light of the judgment dated 06/03/2024 of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribuna.l -

v

Dated:- 03/04/2024 Z
: /04/ | 3 U’

Gule Lala, EX PST Teacher -

Mohalla Miangan Karak City

- >
-

"TTESTED

Scanned with CamScanner - sry




~~ above noted matter.

VAKALATNAMA -
BEFORE THE KHYBER-PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
. " PESHAWAR.
| M‘Lﬁ*’p No___ /2024 0
B Ouda . -(APPELLANT');‘"
6 wl-e - Laid - (PLAINTIFF) -
: . ~ (PETITIONER) -
- VERSUS ,
o (RESPONDENT)
épov{l’ 07/ Al : (DEFENDANT) -
6% o ok = v T

"*'Do hereby appomt and -constitute Noor Mohammad Khattak.j e
- Advocate Supreme Court to appear, plead, act, compromise, .. "
‘withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our:
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability ™
- for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other = - i
- ‘Advocate Counsel on -my/our -cost. I/we authorize the- said - -
- +Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all ..’
. sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the-"-"_;{ ‘

b... .

Dated____/___ /202 g .o

4

- CLIENT
ACCEPTED -
" - - NOOR MOHAMMA it
N - ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
WALEE% ADNAN |
- UMAR FAR&@% MOHMAND
& | s
- MEHMOOD JAN
. OFFICE: ADVOCATES .
.. Flat No. (TF} 291-292 3™ Floor, _ _ . ' L
- Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar Cantt, : o Rl
:'I o (0311-9314232) . '




