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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.
SERVICES APPEAL NO 2023/2023

Mst. Zahida Mehboob D/O Mehboob Ali Shah R/O Ghaus Ameer Rally Village 

Surrani Tehsil & District Bannu, presently serving as TT in GGMS Muhammad 

Zaman Lalozai Surrani District Bannu

Appellant

VS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary (E&SE) Education 

Department and others

Respondents.

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT 

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: -
That the respondents from^ €^4^ submit as under:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

1. That the present appellant was appointed as TT BPS-14 in the year 2011

tyiary No.

Dated

and later on an inquiry was conducted by PHC Bannu Bench, and all the

appointment were declared null and void then after the present appellant

along with others was appointed in the year 2019 but after verification of

documents, it was found that the MA degree was found fake of the present

appellant but despite of that she withdrawn arears illegally, hence the

appellant has no cause of tiction and the present appeal is liable to be

dismissed.

2. That the present Appealof the Appellant is not maintainable in its present

form.

3. That the Appellant has logged the instant Appeal to waste the precious

time of this Honorable Seiwices Tribunal.

4. That the case of the Appellant is devoid of merit and having no legal force 

hence liable to set-aside.

5. That the appeal of the appellant is barred by law and limitation.
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6. That the appeal is bad for miss-joinder and non-joinder of the necessary

parties.

ON FACTS:
1. That Para No 1 is related to the official record.

2. That Para No 2 is incorrect and denied, and this is the self-assertion of the 

appellant about the performance of her duties.

3. That Para No 3 is related to judicial record of Peshawar High Court Bannu 

r3ench as well as of the apex court.

4. That Para No 4 on facts is incorrect and denied, as the present appellant 

was reappointed freshly and was not reinstated as proper test and 

interview were conducted and her appointed was subjected to verification 

of educational testimonials of the candidates, wherein the present 

appellant played a game with the department and submitted fake 

documents regarding her master degree in Islamyat which was the basic 

qualification for appointment as TT and later on it was found that she was 

actually failed in the Master degree prior to her appointment as TT. 

Moreover, she has also withdrawn a handsome amount of Rs. 271549/- 

illegally and Traudulently and thereby a preplanned loss was incurred to 

the government exchequer. (Annexure A).

5. That Para No 5 is related to the official record but it is pertinent to 

mentioned here that such record is not available in the office which may 

be based on mis-reading , non-reading of the facts and gross negligence 

despite of the fact that the original DMC of the appellant was not verified 

at that time as she did not, submitted the original DMC as she has 

submitted false and fabricated documents in the USTB has asked the 

DEO(F) Office for production of original documents which is an eye opener 

for the department and it was then revealed that she was actually failed in 

MA Islamyat and she has passed the same after one year of her 

appointment. (Annexure B)

6. That Para No 6 is incorrect and denied, as her salary was stopped due to 

gross miss-conduct and violation of,law, rules and policy by the appellant 

as she has drawn all arrears amounting to RS. 271549/- including the 

period during which she was not in service that is from 09-05-2017 up to 

07-10-2019 and this honorable Services Tribunal has directed this
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department for release of her current salaiy subjected to the personal 

hearing and then a speaking order regarding the actual status of the 

appellant with respect to recovery of extra amount. (Annexure C).

7. That Para No 7 is related to the judicial record of this Honorable Services 

Tribunal and Para 6 is referred as ready reference.

8. That Para No 8 is related to the official record of this office. Moreover, this 

department has released the current salary of the appellant by the order 

of this Honorable Service Tribunal, although her appointment is void ab 

initio and she was likely to be terminated as per conditions contained in 

the appointment letter, but she still in seiwice as she is playing tricks with 

the department.

9. That Para No 9 is incorrect and denied, as stated in the preceding paras 

that she has already drawn handsome amount which is yet to be recovered 

and her services are yet to be terminated in the light of the departmental 

inquiry report Moreover, a civil suit pertains to the appointment of the 

appellant along with others is pending, adjudicating in the lower court as 

it was referred by PHC Bannu Bench due to factual controversy hence her 

case is siab judice and is attached as (Annexure D).

GROUNDS

A. That Para A on ground is incorrect and denied as stated in the preceding 

paras that her pay was stopped due to gross violation of rules, law, and 

policy by a fixing a fake signature of the then DEO{F) Bannu on the arrear 

bills.

B. That Para B on ground is incorrect and denied, as she has continued her 

duty as her case was pending in this Honorable Tribunal as well as PHC 

Bannu Bench and during pendency of cases this department unable to 

take action against the appellant in the light of the inquiry report as stated 

earlier.

C. That Para C on ground is incorreet and denied, and Para 6 on facts is 

referred as ready reference.

D. That Para D on ground is related to the personal approach of the appellant.

E. That Para E on ground is related to the personal legal approach of the 

appellant and her eounsel, Moreover the department is only to follow law, 

rules and policy.
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p 'Phat Para F on ground is related to the appellant and her counsel, but in>

be allowed for advancement of additionalfact the respondents may 

arguments at the time of hearing.

PRAYER:
In view of the above made submissions it is requested that this 

Honorable Services Tribunal may very graciously be please to dismiss the

instant appeal with heavy cost.
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4-QEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
\

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
SERVICES APPEAL NO 2023/2023

Mst. Zahida Mehboob D/0 Mehboob Ali Shah R/O Ghaus Ameer Rally Village 

Surrani Tehsil & District Bannu
Appellant

VS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary (E&SE) Education 

Department and others
Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

I Mst. Halima Sadia DEO (F) Bannu do here by Certify that all the 

contents of these Para wise comments are true & correct to the best of my 

knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Services

Tribunal. WoULjc. WAeW-d-V

Sadia
DISTRICT ^CATION OFFICER 

(FEMALE) BANNU
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(FEMALE) BANNU

f AHHr^: Outside Mirv^n Gfite Near GHS No 4 Bannu, Phone No: (0928-660019)

l<c®

authority
Certified that Mr. Baseer Ullah Litigation Officer (Female) Bannu, Litigation of

on behalf ofthis Office is hereby authorized to submit this Para wise comiiients
connection with the Case titled as Mst. Zahida Mehboob Vsunder signed in 

. Govt; in services appeal No 2023/2023.
■ f

DISTRICT E^CATION OFFICER 

MALE) BANNU

i

j

I
j

,i



Rcf:No /UST3/Secy.'M. IDated: ,

D.E.Q^), . CONnoiiNTIAL
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCA TION OFFICER FEMALE\
BANNU ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATION

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Address: Outside Mlrvan Gate Near (SHS /tfo.4 Bannu City

PH No. 0928-660019 E-mail: emisbannu(5}vahoo.com

No /Lite Dated Bannu the: / /2022

Services Appeal No.3235/2021 Ser^nces Tribunal Pesltnwnr

Zahida Mahboob
VS

Govt: OfKPK

SPEAKING/OFFICE ORDER

In Compliance to the direclion issued by the sendees tribunal Peshawar Dated 05'10 2022 

about the seiyices appeal No. 3235 titled as Zahida Mahboob F5 Govt: Of KPKas per scrutiny of the 

committee members and personal hearing of the candidate regarding her appointment as T.T. 

qualification for the said post, checking of credentials & withdrcrA'al of outstanding amount. The 

following speaking order is hereby passed with below remarks.

1. That Zahida Mahboob was appointed os T.T at GGMS Zakir Khel against the vacant post 

Dated: 04/01/2011 by the then DEQ (F) Bannu hut after her appointment her degree of 

Shahadat UlAlia Fil Uhmil Islamia which was the basic quali/icationfor the said 

post was found bogus by Wifaqul Madaris 11 Arabia Pakistan dated: 04/05/2011 & the same 

was conveyed to her. After that a Judicial Inquiry was held by the Honorable Peshawar 

Bannu Bench wherein her credentials about the said degree were declared as bogus ( ( 

ANNEX-A)&: then in pursuance of the Court decision & .Judicial Inqtihy she ii-a.v terminated 

along others./ANNEXrB)

2. That the candidates filed a CPLA in the August Supreme Court of Pakistan where the Aaigust 

Supreme Court of Pakistan directed the department to re-appoint all the candidates of the 

year 2010 advertisement afresh through test and interview except those whose credentials 

were found fake and bogus by the inquiry’ officers. And declared the process which M’as 

carried out for the said appoinimenl of A. T. T. T as null and void. { ANNEX-C)

3. That the then DEO (F) Bannu as per the direclion of the Augusi Supreme Court of Pakistan

conducted test interview for the post of A.T, T.T dk re-appointed all those candidates who

passed the test & inteiyiew vide order No. 1562-S2 Dated: 07/10/2019.( ANNEX-D) The 

appellant ZahidaMahboob w'as also re-appointed among others vrith condition of verification 

of documents but after scrutiny of the documents her M.A Islamiat Degree from UST Bannu 

was found to be after cutojf date for appointment of A.T, T.T i.e. 13J)2 2020(ANNEX~E} 

while her appointment order was issued on 07/11 2019.( ANNEX-F)



P'2.3
4. That during personal hearing she eategohcally accepted that she acquired Shahadat Ul Alia 

Degree from un-regisiered Madrasa & further said that it was in her knowledge. Further 

added that she is also M.A Arabic & M.ed & B.ed etc and also M.A Islamiat from USTBa

r
nnu

which she acquired in the.year 2020 & also re-affirmed that M.A Islamiat or Shahadat Ul

Alia is the basic qnalif cation for appoinUnent as T. T. She was also UNABLE TO PRODUCE 

A DEGREE mfICH SHE HAS SUBMITTED AT THE TIME OF RE-APPOINTMENT 

IN THE YEAR 2019 as basic qualification for the said appointment except the said DMC 

stated earlier which after cutoff date 

5. She also stated thatshc has drawn amount of Rs-1453966/- as arear from 01/09/2011 to 

30/05/2017 and second drawl of Rs-1025756 for the year as arear from 01/07/2017 to 

31/09/2019 through a hill whereas according to the local audit report the order of release of 

pay doesn’t .show valid& proper dispatch Number depicting to malfeasance (ANNEX- 

G).Aftei that her salary n’av stopped, by the account office due to their internal inqiihy which 

is still pending with AG Accounts Khyher Pakhtuhkhwa Peshawar. This office has 

stopped the salary along with others and is in the position to pass any order keeping in 

the above situation and inquiiy which is still pending with the Department dNAB as well as 

staled earlier with the A.G Accounts.

as

never

view

So, in view of the above and conditions laid down in the appoint letter at serial No. 04. 05. 06 

dc 08, She was unable to fulfill such conditions but in fact in-violation ofdll these conditions 

she drew, the stated amount Therefore, this office is not in a position to release her current 

salary or pass any order concerning the said appointment in respect ofZahida Mahboob the 

appellant and others.

DISTRICT EDUCA TION OFFICER 
(FEMALE) BANNU

Endstt: No: Dated Bemnu the:_____ _
Copy forwarded for information and. necessaiy action:-

1. PA to Director E&SED KPKPeshawar.
2. Deputy Commissioner Banini.
3. Deputy DEO Local office.

/2022

'L //

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(FEMALE) BANNU
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f'lt)
/ll'- ■ The Audit party / 'committee finalized the report on the basis of

questionnaire/replies and sent the report to this office as well to A.G. KPK 
Peshawar &• others and very cleai'ly mentioned all those who are responsible 
and also directed this office take disciplinary action'against officer / officials.

12- Now , if good self wishes me to make reconciliation the figures and is;
; ready . to accept all the irreitularlties on your own shoulder/despit^ that
different cases In this regard have been lodged in NAB / Anticorruption Court,/ 

. and conducted misc enquires, DC Bannu Audit report, DG Local .^udlt. 
Directorate of Education KPK Audit report are also either received or under 
process on high level. Yours order will be obeyed , however most of the record 
is not available.

13- Furthermore, if there are any court case to ccmpensate /suspend all the audit 
reports/enquiries litigation officer, other the ai^thorized officer/official'may

. be consulted.
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I plj^war Shah (S/C) 
(jV^tant Middles School 

Local office 
Dated. 15-12-2020
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KHYBER P VKHTUNKHWA PESMAWAR''*' \^iK-D' .
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n » c—I ^
No.<r U 3 /FNo.366/F/ Appe4t-4^uu

/262O
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Dated Peshawar the
/ :

To

The District Education Officer, 
(Female) Bauiiu

Subject- - GUIDANCE l^GARDTNG ILLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED AND DIRECT 
DRAWL OF PAY & ALEOWANCES BY SOME b TT/AT 
REINSTATED/APPOINTED THROUGH COURT OF 2010-2019 i

1 niii dircclcd to refer to your IcUcr No. i]Zo3 oatccl 25/02/2020 oii tbe subject cUcc. 

above and lo enclose iiercwilb a copy of enquiry report carried out by Mr. Alta uilali /Assistant 

Director Local Directorate and Muhammad Idrees Budged Account Officer District Novvshera 

regarding illegal/ unauthorized and, illegal Drawl of Pay & Allowances by some IT/AT
. ■ • • , ■ ' • V r ■ ii

reinstated/ .Appointed tlirough ’court of 2010 in 2019 and to ask you to implen.eut the 

recommendations of the enquiry report under tlie intimation t o this Directorate at earliest.

^ .

Deputy Ditewbr-PenMe 
(E&SE) Khyber Palditunkhwa,

j

Endsl No.
Copy'of ihe above is forwarded to the;

1. Accountant General KPK Tor further nccc.s.sary action please.
2. PA to Director E<l!bSE KPK Peshawar.

)
/7/

Deputy Diyecldr Female 
(F.&SE) Kliyper Paklitunldiwa,

8

!!-

,
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t
f / FlMDUIRY REPORT AGAjNST DEQ fH BANMU'IN

[/ nPAT/TT(F^BANNiL

1rONNECTIQM WITH IRnECT" nnAWt. OF SALARIES i
li

r
prfamble/authoritv.

ESSE Deptt: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa hiis constituted the enquity committee consists

the foilowing officers to conduct enquiry and probe into the matter as reported by DEO (F) Bannu in
vide Notification No.2211-

The Director

on :i
1with irregular drawl of Salaries/ Arrear by AT/TT (E) Bannu iconnection

14/F.No. 366/{F}/appeai/Bannu Dated 20-05-2020 (Annex-A). I
i
5FMOUmY COMMITTEE .i

I
Assistant Director (Audit) DF.&SE Khyber Pcikhlunkhvva.1- Mr.AttauilahJaii

Muhammad Idrees Budget & Accounts Officer, DtO (M) Nowshera.2-
i

ALLEGATIONS.
i

Irregular drawl of undue arrears by AT/TT (F) District Bannu.
; .

ACCUSED 5
5 •Officers/Officials & Accused leachers of E&SE District Bannu.

IProceedlngs:-

Iaccordingly and visited office of DEO (F)
DEO/ Dy.DEO& concerned staff of DEO (F)

Bannu
The Enquiry Committee started the proceedings 

27-05-2O2'0.The- matter was discussed in detail with
Bannu.The available record was checked thoroughly.

Questionnaires v/ere
Principals/HM S. accused teachers (Annex-B-l to B-)

ti00'

r
served upon the present' DEO/Dy:DEO& Ex-DEO/DyDEO (F) Bannu,

f.

report of the District Education Officer (F) uannu viae 
dy reference) marked on the' The enttulry was conducted as per 

her letter No 1283 dated 25-02^2020 (coi^y attached for 
body of the letter by the Worthy Directoi to AD (B&A) on 12-05-2020 .

1,. ;rea

I

P
Finding/ conclusion:

All the appointees who were having the genuine certificates/ Asnads at the cut-off date 
(03-05-2010) of 2010 advertisement shall be remain Intact, and t ose can ^

judicially declared fake/ bogus but later on have improved cneir qua ifications^
not legal/ acceptable and recommended for Removal. ,

2.

were 
the cul-off date are

■r'*::rTT-r

A



I;
/• p'l3I V/

s
»

V
the date of their l" appointment mil: 

of law as par foilowingdetali.if/ All the recoveries of salaries/ arrear s, from 
20111 shall be recovered from them \n the due^ours?.£_.

t W'!/ i-.
/.

y
/ •4.

i

2011. • ' . ■ •
curing the scrpt^y of record it was found that the DAO Bannu had not made any arrear 
entries in the'service books of the teachers cornered. ______________5.

Reinstated
/.Fresh 

Appdintme 
: nt

Date of 
Appointmen. FirSchool

Desig:P/No •.. NameIM
SitI t Bogus'

DDEO
Signature

GGMS Zar 
Ali Dowa 

Ghora

104426708/201919:07-19Zalnabblb Re-instatedAT5586241.
11/2019 (Only

regular pay 
drawn due to 

service in FR but 
relieving 

documents 
provided)

II¥i'M Bogus
ODliO

Signature
M GGMS M.

Nawai
PatooiKhe!

Fresh/Re 
gular in FR

•3annu

81! No arrear
19-07*19AT381000Shakeela2. nom

Bogus <:>• 
DDEO 

Signature
GGMS i'ir 

Saber SI ah
10S995909/201919-07-19Safia

Begum
Re-instated172741• AT3.

3 Ok
signature

GGMS
Piran

TughalKhei
GGHSS

Dheriscida
nmamvish

>• khei__ _
GGMS

Akhundan
PirdalKhel

GGM‘5
Aftab i. din 

khujari

9/2019 (Special
"payment

1046099
19-07-19Re-instatedBas

Naheed
AT3430494.

Ok
5644605/2019 signature19-07-19Re-instatedAT! Salma 4750885.

Bogus
DDEO

Signature
Bogus
DDEO

Signature

100240908/2019 •19-07-19\ Re-instatedSana
Ambreen

AT5622056.

104414108/20,1919-u7-i9Reinstated.AT558549Shanaz7. Bogus
DDEO

LGGMS 
Saleh Khan 

Mandan

104123508/201919-07-19 SignatureReinstatedNoreen AT5633168. Naz 10-2019 (only
pay changed due 

to already in 
service against 

PST Post

Ok
GGMS 

KachkotAsa 
d Khan

signatureFresh/PS
Tin-

service

No arrear
19-07-19Gulshan

Khan
s■ AT174511m 9.

■

amamimIIIii
*_ - —>



ir■> Bogus
DDEO

Signature
r**' GGMSNo.2 

Bannu City
100228308/201919-07-19■ Bushra 

Shaheen
ReTinstatedAT!/- 201687r Ok

signature11317556QMS Toor 
Kakki

‘I . 09/201919-07-19Rerinstated 5AT.562975NailaJan
/••• OkGGMS

pirdalKhel
Mamash

Khel

signature11186710/201919-07-19■ [ AmenaSh
azmeen

Re-instated sAT566727/• 12.
Bogus
0060 

Signature 
'Bogus L 

ODEO 
Signature

GGMS Koti 
Sadat No.l

9370199/2019
19-07-19Nahida

Bashir
Re-InstatedI AT71155613.' i

GGMS
HatiKhel
.Banochi'

1177536^10/2019'19-07-19Rifat
Begum

Re-instated563395 AT14. Ok
signatureGGMS

QmarKilla
No arrear10/2019

19-07-19jameela
Begum

IFresh sAT.92750115.
r

OkGGMS 
Kotka 

HaDib ur 
Rahman

T signature5641210/7-019
19-07 19Shai-.ida;-J. Fresh sAT925088 !16. az

Bogus ^ 
DDEO 

Signature

GGMS
Khujamad
Mandan

103359510/2019
19-07-19Tashfain

Nawaz
Re-instatedAT57244017.

.y i-o .;h
£ ‘^'2 7^-

= 1° I5 -a 2 -510/2019 (Fresh 
from P5T to AT) 
No arrear drawn a I as

I § g I 
> 2 

^ E Q. ^ 
c 2 = 0*^0 —

No arrearGGMSShah 
eed Baba19-07-19Nusrat 

Nawaz •
FreshAT69121018.

i

i
Nb arrearGGMS 

BasiaKhi I
No arrear12/2019Fresh/lnser 19-07-19Shams u 

Nahar
AT79534719. ice iBogus

DDEO
Signature

IGGMS
Guleen
Nurar

104675209/201919-07-19 ,SailaMura Re-InstatedAT64733320. id Ok
1GGHS

Maqsool
Mandan

signature119385308/201919-0V-19ShamlmA
kther

Rc-lnslated sSr.TT57143221.

.1

‘t



p- ISI

j-: i"if/p-i
M 08/2019 (DDO

6024 that is the 
Middle DDO 

Code against AT 
in two Instalment 

I.e. 892891 & 
ns.77522.)

5
c' ■

Kliatm-u- GGHS 
Adhainl 

Sultan Ali

t- IT' Bogus 
i, DDEO 
Signature

.2. 572326 IT Ile-lnslqtecl 19-07-1"/ NIsaIF 965833. /i' I
t

FoztaBark GGMS 
HasanKhel 
Jafar Khan

r Ok•. 23. 566737 •IT l^e-instated 19-07-19 10/2019 1020915 signature
s

GGMS
FaizTalebA Ok24. Shabnaz 652038 TT Re-instated 19-07-19 10/2019 1185267 signature/bas
Mandan
GGMS 

Ghulam Jan 
BakaKhel

Ok25. Sadia 652749 TT Re-Instated 19-07-19 10/2019 1020915 signature
5

Gulnaz
Habib

GGMS
Afsar Khan 
WalaKhel

Bogus
DDEO

Signature

26: 927504 TT Fresh I19-07-19 11/2019 87040

GGMS
LandiKillaS

herWali

Hire Maha Ok27. 649388 TT Re-Instated 19-07-19Gill 10/2019 1130528 signature
Jan

Sliaiiislia 
d Srcc’d

GGMS
Khujaniad
Mandan

Bogus
DDEO

Signature

23. 590959 rr Re-instalod 19-07-19 09/2019 1049892

1.1-2019 Rs. 
1'.35406/- 
(10/2019 She has 
rr 3de drawl 
Rj:. 1639732/-, 
11-2019 Rs. 
1(75417/- 
T(talRs. 
2-.T5149/-has 
bf.en drawn but 
nr. entry found in 
Service Book 
W’lich can cause 
nnjre
embezzlement. 
Pa/'releases and 
both tlie pay bills 
cooies be provide 
for further 
justification.

rZahida
Mehbooh

GGMS 
Tarkhoba 
Sher Ali

Bogus
DDEO

Signitire

I29i 566803 TT Re-instated 1^1514919-07-19

:

1,

J
,.r

V'

1



p-
71-09-2019, 

Running Adjusted 
Ray Active

GGMS 
Norani 

Daud Sivah

‘• Farida • 
Rnno

OK1

•# / ■

338(579 PST/FreshTT . No arr-iarJ 9-0/-7.019./• Signature

IA ' ggm:;
Puiana

Shaikhan

Bogus
DDEO

Signature

1Asma
Gulfam

Re­
instated

TT‘;570S82; 31. 0/2018 423iSi319-0/-2019

GGMS 
Fazal SP.ah 
Mitha K'ael

Saima
Khan

Re- OK572950 TT 19-07-2019 10-2019 1125096Instated Signature
i.

GGMSSaru 
Shami uHah 

Khan

Bogus 
, DDEO 
Signature

Re-567175Hajra Gut TT 19-07-2019 09-2019 1092729
'Instated

10-2019(66460/- 
butshehas 
drawn her 
termination 
period pay 
regular on other 
DP Code)

GGMS 
Ghafar M' Fozia 

Aslam
Re- OK.571019 TT 6646019-07-2019Instated SignatureKhelf

Bogus . 
DDEO 

Signature

U-Ro- GGiVl.S No 2 
Bannu City

Bas Taj 566732 IT 109693319-0V-2019 09-2019Instated

10/2019 Pxs. 
109693.3/- 
(09/2019 Rs. 
1574212/- Total 
Rs. 2709318/- 
into two separate 
installment has 
beentfrawn but 
not presented 
pay bills / pay 
release & Pay 
s,:j;etcorany 
documentary 
proofs to 
comprise the 
amount.

GGMS
RasocI
Khan

ChakdaPan

• Bogus 
DDEO 

S.'iinature

Bina
Khanurn

I
36. I 570S77 TT Re-instated 270931819-07-2019

09-2019- 
.10-2019, ) 
09/2C19 
Rs.1633342/- 
10/2019 Rs. 
1096933/-. Total 
Rs 2768209 has 
been drawn but 
not presented

i
3Bogus

DDEO
Signature

4GGMS Kot37. Sitabina 2768209920619 Re-instated 19-07-2019 Adll

I

i
1

■^1

i
D

'A
s]
)

j
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V

P'I
1'

pay bills/pay 
release & Pay 
slips etc or any 
documentary 
proofs to 
comprise the 
amount^

//■

i
■!

rf/
f

Bogus
1178917 pDEO 
________  Sianature

Bogus
1049882 DDEO 

Signature

GGMS 
Zargar 

Mama Kh;al
F3tir;jJ'

Nisa
10-201919-07-;’.019R-E-instate.dTT57288638.

GGMS
Fathims

Khel

.TT/Ghushan 09/201919-07-:i0,l9Re-instated566V98.39. •STTAra
GGHS

Mnndovv
Khcl

OK
848475Gulnaz 10-2019 ,19-07 niioRo-lnsl.Tlcd Signaturerr7148014Q. Gul

Bogus
DDCO

Signature
GGMS Nc 3 
Banmi Ci.y

08-2019Salma
Akhtar

94505619-07-2019Re-instatedTi'57988141. •

07/2019-08-2019 
^Accordingto 
Service book 
entry on Page No 
07 shows that Rs. 
822044/- drawn 
in 07-2019 and 
while Rs. 84879/- 
drawn In 
08/2019 Pay bill 
and pay release 
are not found 
and (Mot 
justified). 
5,.,ecimen 
signature of 
DAO/DDO/HM/P 
rincipa! needs 
verification. Upto 
date service book 
is incomplete.
Pay slip not , 
found pay drawn 
illegally without 
pay release.
09-2019. 
(Presented. No 
TRD No & dates

T

■

poo may 
verified 
; her 

signature

GGHS 
Ismail Khel

Zainab
Noreen

82204419-07-2019Re-instatedTT .56995842.

V

r-

,1

1

GGMSToor
Kakki

Amna
Rehman

119-07-2019Re-instatedTT56995843.

‘

i

/ ■

.1

i?•

3
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■<JI 0•ri

.i

are mentioned in
service book 
Entry for Rs. 
1053103/-pay 
bill amount is not 
Justified. Needs 
investieation.

!
//

;■

17. /
/ . . .
i;

GGHS
Akhundam 08-2019 
Mama Khef_______ '

OK
1092729Farhad 19-07-2019 SignatureRe-instatedTT56297344.- • Bibi

GGHSS
Mambail
Baraiczai

OK
Signature

, !
111848519-07-2019Re-instatedTT566793Sabiha45.
rre.sh / 

but have 
previous 
service at 

other 
district

GGMS
Karcom

khan DaiS!.' 
Khel

! ■ OK
Fresh/

In-service
09-2019jtuomana.

Bashir
Signature19-07-2019TT83322246.

OK
GGMS Ko'i 113187709-2019Hajra

Khalil
Signature19-07-2019Re-instatedTT570595 Sadal No i47.

10-2019 •
Pay adjustment. 
!n service drawn 
regular pay

GGMS 
Misal Khan 

Mandan

OK
rresl^Fresh/

In-service
SignatureSarwat

Yasrnin
19-07-2019TT69119748. !

Bogus
OOEO

Signature

!\,6GMS Pak 
Ismail Kh'^d

C 109625908-2019Raznieen 19-07-2019Re-instatedTT56797549. a ifi GGMS 
Aftab u Din 

Khujari

OK
10969337r 08-2019Amina Signature19-07-2019Re-instatedTT56870750. Gul

Bogus , 
DDEO

GGMS
Prina

Tughal Khel

.'j112054509-201919-07-2019Re-instatedTT651996J Seep Signature51.

GGMS
Shabari
Bharntil

OK
Fresh10-2019 Signature19-07-2019FreshTT922656Sobia52.

GGMS 
ShahJeban 

Shah 
Shaikhan 
GGMS Gul 

Ahmed 
Shah

Bogus
DDEO

Signature

I
41130528 I10-2019Samina

Begum
19-07-2019Re-instatedTT175068S3.

\. -i.
OK

Freah10-2019Shehnaz Signature19-07-2019Freshrr92474354. Gul

1
■i

■A

I

f

-i

■4

^1
^■1
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"tj ^
■ f.

i.i > OKG6M';
FaUiina 10-2019 

Khel Bannu 
1182-(158 Signature19-0/-2019Re-instaledKizwana

• Barki
TT579354

h[ /• OK
Signature

GG1I:5 
Oheti 

Ghandi 
GGI^-S 

Lundt Killa 
Sher Wall

/ 108992008-20.19/ 19-0?-20:19Saima
Sadiq

Re-instatedTT.56636356.I

OKI 119476910-2019 Signature19-C7-2019Madiha
Nasir

Re-instated575934 TT57.

OKGGMS 
Hinial ‘'•Joor

11856:610-2019 Signature19-07-2019Re-instatedSamreen TT56G80158. Baz Transferr
ed to 
Karrak

All She had drawn
pay at District 
Karrak

GGHS Fazal 
Sadiq 

Mandew
'r- 19-07-2019Re-instatedNaeema TTNil59.1 Gill Bogus

DDEO I1139096GGVIS 
Zakar Khel

09-201919 07-2019 Sir.natureNaheed
Amin

Re-instatedTT .56866760.
GGHS5
Kotka
Bi-r.war
Khan

GCHS5
Kotka

Dil:iwar
_Kiian

GGHSS 
Omar 

Z< man 
Mandew

OK
1045348.11-2019 Signature

Re-instated 19-07-2019Shamrana TT57937461. Bibl
...;^ Bogus-^ 

DDEO 
Signqture^'

Bogus
DDEO

Signature.:

i
1219959f C9-2019c 19-07-2019Shazia

Bibi
Re-instated572317 I TT62.]

•V :
01 . 1

1077587I
05-201919-07-2019/■

Re-instatedfur 1.73977 TTNagina63. yI'i/ie

Rpcommendations:
■)

IIt is hereby recommended:
sphere of d.uties 

, lliey must

be proceeded under £ &. D Ru'es.

.5

A.

To recover the government huge illegal DEO^FrsVnnu shall be made
B.

■\ -0
responsible to at once 
appointment orders, 
Exchequer.

The overpaid amount sho'.vn 
teachers.

as ini'

1nameobe recovered from the above I
in Para No 0^1 may I

C.

t

i
4

yZ
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S' • ^(Mr. Attaullali Jan} 
Assistant Director (Audit) 

DE&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

m A

I ^^lull
Bude/i

ammad Idrees) 
t &■ Accounts Officer, 

9^0 (M) Nowshera.
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qISJILJ^5DGE, ,. ;:7OF SENIOR 

BANNUthe court

ol' ‘20'2‘6 
of 2023NO. _--------

In C.S. No------ .........Plaintiffs

Mst. Abida & Others- veRSUS
.........;Defendants

f KP through its 
& Others-The Govt o 

chief Secretary

HUBMLY SHEWETH: lidcdinsVitulx'd the above
Uiodly be 
of brevity

r which may
treated as part

That the API . avoid1. Court, the Waiut o aod to
in tl-iis Hon’blc for thethis applicationofand parcel

of facts. .takerepetition titlea suit ,may 

facie

annexed tvi* the plaint.-
ted by official Defendants

Fake Asnad Hoicieis

of the above 
f Plaintiffs is prima

and arguable, ,final adjudication
and the case o

evidence

That2. as Private 

already
iderable timeconsi

documentary
based onone been appomwho have

in high court Judgmen
High Court Bamiu

Defendants

been declared m
Peshawar

Bench as 
itrhts of Plaintiffs are

infringed and m 
v^rithoutRegistrar t order the ng not, stoppeddue to their appointmen

of tire Private
areDefendants well ns the fPlaintiffs asthe salaries -

for disposal of the
wUl suffer irrepar

illegal and as

theinstant suit thencase the fact that
which

notwithstanding
defeat the'decree

waiting able loss
Govt, treasury such may of the Honble-intments are the directionA^:'M their appoi-

be granted m
case as perthe instant:4??-r.y

may
Peshawar

Bench.High Court Bannu evidencem documentary
iously be pleased to 

salaries -to the

facieof the prima
-ble Court may grac 

releasiirg the monthly si

viewTherefore, m3. this Hond with the plaint
Defendant No.5 from

till final adjudication of the

annexe 

restrain the 
Private Defendants

s&i instant suit.

, solicited for.
in the interest of justice.

{or Plaintiff

im. relief is alsoGrant of ad-interim
prayed accordinglyI

M

I* ■
AdvocateDated:-1

\M
4



\5.4
senior CIVIL :

of 2023
Civil Suit No.

Sh&b R/0 H #ad Hakim

ir Fazal Khan

Abida
N0.121/B1.

R/O Shahdev Teh: &
(AT) D/0 MirFarzana

■ ■ Distt; Bannu.2.
urhanullahR/OAzimKilla

fmJehan(TT)W/OB
Mst. Sa
Bannu.3.

. T^hanR/0 Mohallah
Mst. Mehnaz (TT) I Bannu.umerKhelPOOhonwalaTch.

lab Abbas-AliKhanR/OFaizTa
. Fazilat (TT) d/o DaiMst

Mandan Bannu.5.
,Bahad«R/OVilW.Hi»g'^^

6.

VERSUS
Pakbtunkhwa, through;-

t)Govt ofKPK, Peshawar

f KPK, Peshawar

ofKhyberGovernmentThe
(E&SE Departmen

t) Govt o
The Secretary

2. Director (E&SE Departmen
issioncr Bann"

/> 1.
.n5.

CommThe Dopvity3. Officer (F) Bannu
District Education 

«eD,.Wc. Account office. B...»

Di.ecto.A»ti-Ce"«R““'°°"°

The.4.
f t KPK), Peshawar5.
V:-S The0-- 6.■ I Estb., Bannu

Ryo Gowraka

, Anti-Corruption
7^ The Circle Officer

BakhtuUa
Road Bannu

li Norang
h Shah (Rtd) EDO Bannui 8.

If EX-DEO (F) Bannu

rfSN Mst. Neelofar Kamran EX-DEO (F) Bannu.

li: ISuiT&SoS’Srinu

!:• Syeda Anjumn 9.

•i•i

ion Officer/SS (Rtd) Bannu.
Barkat Ali Litigauon.'•a 13.I

a



•»**“*%

^ '

S^T. >•/

.* V

14. Anwar Qureshi EX-SO/Litigation Officer, ESsSED Peshawar.I .V'

15. Raham Riaz Khan Office Superintendent DEO (F) Bannu.
f ■"

16. Lutfullah Khan, dealing clerk (Rtd) DEO (F) Bannu.i :{
**'

17. Ajmal Khan EX-OffIce Superintendent DEO Office R/O Boza 
IChel Surani Bannu.; -.

Official DefendantsI

I IS. Shehnaz Begum (AT) D/0 Misal IChan R/O Gorka Dial 
Shah Bannu.T-

• 19. Shazia Bibi (AT) D/0 Asal Jan R/O ^rkhani Kaiay Patol 
Khel Bannu. ^- 1

A
-jr ■f ■ 20, Zainab Bibi (AT) D/0 Umer Ali Shah R/O.Gorkha Dilasa 

Shah, Bannu.

21. Norin Naz (AT) D/0 Sher Bahader R/O Bannu City Bannu.
I om.

22. Riffat Banaras (AT) D/O Muhammad Banaras Khan R/O 
Bannu City Bannu.

VI i.
I

Hasina Gul (AT) D/0 Mirdad Khan R/O Sokari Zabta Khan 
B^nu.

s/Usmania Begum (AT) D/O Mehrab-u-din R/O Hinjal Amir 
'Klian Bannu.

1

Farhad Bibi (TT) D/O Aftab Aii Shah R/O Sydan Darrdarez, 
Bannu.

-I ■

26. . Hajra Gul (TT) D/O M. Fayaz Khan R/O Dahari Gandi 
Bazar Ahmad Khan Bannu.

?

27. Saima Sadiq (TT) D/O M. Sadiq R/O Dahari Gandi Bazar 
Ahmad Khan Bannu.

’I ■

y . I 28. Hajra Khalil (TT) D/O M. Khalil R/O Bazar Ahmad Khan 
Bannu.I

29. Shamrana Bibi (TT) D/O Qabel Khan R/O Zarkhani Khel
Pal'.'il Khel Bnnnu.

■ 30. Nahida Amin (TT), D/O M. Amin R/O Zaker Khel Surani 
Bannu.

‘

31. Fozia Aslam (TT) D/O M. Aslam R/O Hinjal Amir Khan 
Bannu.

-
32. Amna Gul (TT) D/O Noor Nawaz R/O Shabaz Azmat Khel 

Bannu.t-
■ •

L 33. Gulshan Ara (TT) D/O Mir Faraz Khan R/O Bazar Ahmad 
\ Khan Bannu.

I . .

I

■

r
’ r

\r i

. •*
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M;I «
h :
I Bas Taj (TT) D/O Shamsud Din R/O Talab Shah Bazar 

Ahmad Khan Bannu.
i

Bina Khanum (TT) D/0 Ajmal Khan R/O Rasool Khan 
Chakdadan Tchsil 86 Distt. Bannu.

4y /-#

.. i.
t . T
k

•..V

Zahida Mehboob (TT) D/O.Mehboob Ali Shah R/O Ghousa 
Mir Kala Surani Bannu,____________________ -■ m-

-

•■ 7- .

?

37,. Asma Gulfam (TT) D/0 Shahqiaz R/O Mamash Khel 
Bannu.

* /r' ' 
■ (' Subiliu (TT) D/O Q.ul Aya^, R/O Mandan nnnnu.38.1

:i ■

39. Fakhr-un-Nisa (TT) D/O M. Isreal R/O Garib Abad Mandan 
Bannu.

-i' ■

0i ^ ' ■ \" 40. ■ Shabina (TT) D/O Npor Nawaz Shah R/O Kot Adel Bannu

.................................Private Defendants

ti

; .Vi

■■ .‘'r: i^ it-
) .. *

, SUIT FOR DECLARATION. CANCELATION AND
PERMANENT INJUNCITONJ

t

V.

i .vr

The Plaintiffs above named respectfully submit as follows:-
That, as per advertisement dated 24-04-2010 of daily Ausaf 

which was issued for appointment of 15 vacancies of ( BPS-15) for 

.' ;-the posts of Arabic teachers (herein after A.T.) and for appointment 

of 30 vacancies of Theology Teachers of (BPS-14) ( herein afterT.T.) 

for female wherein the last date/Cut-Off-Date for submission of 

‘ ^ ■ the documents was 03-05-2010.
Copy of the advertisement dated 24/04/2010 is filed herewith and marked as

• 1.
\

■.

( -1..
!

■:

^ .ti

. * i.

e Annex **A”.k • r
V•• !#

2. That in response to the said advertisement Ll.ie Plaintiffs have 

■'/ applied for respective posts but the then authority/Executive 

District Officer of Education Department Bannu have violated the 

merit criteria of recruitment policy of 2005 and made 19^^ 

appointments in ATs cadre and 34+1=35 appointments in T.Ts 

Cadre (09 appointments over and above the sanction posts, 04 in 

ATs and 05 in ITs) and deprived tire Plaintiffs being genuine Asnad 

- - Holders. Thereafter the Plaintiffs knocked the door of civil court 

and reached up to HonTile High Court, Wherein HonTile Peshawar 

^ High Court Bannu Bench constituted an inquiry com.mittee under

I ^

i
!■

»-

r
•r >

ti • 4
4. v- i
t

1.
i.

*
.1

•’ ii ■
.v»

' *' '■ji; ' J1

V

1 ' vl -r-j,-

0*v

'*• i.!• \
\
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of Additional Registrar, Assistant Advocate
and Circle Officer of 

committee 

respectively and 

candidate already

the chairmanship 
General, President High Court Bar Bannu

Bannu (members). The inquiry 

in ATs/TTs case
Anti-Corruption
submitted a detail reports )

!of each and every
the light of ibid inquiry reports the

dated 09-05-2017 have announced

discussed the status
appointed. Resultantly in

HonHDle High Court 
marked judgment in the above mentioned ATs/TT’s case.

dSSUaSfiais-SStitJStStioluNo^^ U„.cby_nuitkpX>'M«>S^
.oouool...«toajurt,ruu.«t.oOI!K!Ulvmt'U>tca.p.o^^^^^ -

R/1 to B/lO.

I

a land
on

V/

i-

I
nt of Hon’ble High Court the 

23-06-2017 and 

to the Apex

3. That in light of the ibid judgme
DEO (F) terminated all the appointees

terminated appointees approached
in its interlocutory order dated

on
then 

then the said
Supreme Court of Pakistan wherein

‘neqrriedAm._AG^oriJhe_resEondents

fn mi the3/08/2017 held that
nnt goinghar thnt they are

.acancie^ Thereafter, Supreme Court in next/final order upheld

the High Court Judgment and reproduced the operating par /
order dated 07-0o-

stated at

of the High Court- judgment in its own 

llic; Iasi linos ol lUo said l*a' 

for ready rcfcrcncc:-
...... Who a

No. 13 nlso roi:ro(lnccd lioroM Ni). I arc
■201.M

rtfivertisement 

.nnlated the condition
lied in response to

O4.na..o.nin except those whodated
inauin ^nmmrnee found

No.8 '’U’on in tb^ advertisement
And then order for “afresh process othsir docxiTnents _fahe_.

recruitment meaning thereby that August Supreme
reversed/modified/set-aside the judgment of High Court

of High Court by

Court has

never ever
but have completely agreed by with the judgment

No.2 of its own judgmentreproducing the operating part in para
7-03-2018. Further more in this scenarioio the then DEO (F)

dated
Bannu wrote a letter of guidance to the 
12-04-2018 wherein Specifically asked about the fake certificate

Director ESs SED KP dated

holders and their improved qualifications.
order of AT fa TT dated

n;^.nR-2Q17. and final ord^

2R.Q6-2017. Supreme Court 
/tnfod 07.03-2018 and

Copies of termination 
interlocutory orderdated

\
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“C/l4 annexmarkei3Sarc^SSSk■j7-nA-20lftdatedletterlidance 
^octlvclXi ited for Ibe reply of her

of re-test
faie 

whieh 

. That

ro^
not wa

ted afresh process

ded/allowed all
itment process

}hnvo 

d conduc
r)KO [^] 
letter an 

and
holders m

- was issued on 

General Peshawar

Tliof die thei' 

own guidance
(l6&17-0V-20i-21
Asnad/certificates

is against 

after the resu

i':i
li;the j

i¥:inclu
m the recrui !mCourt judgment

edopin-on •the u•27-7- >It of the
of guidance 

f Advocate -
" wherein

‘‘no fissh
consideredjor

her letterin response to
■

the office o n That2018 from
it is categorically

fiEEliSStierLor^ thereafter
selesm/SBBSiBiSlSS^ . conducted on

“1 said
of Secrctanat

(AG Oaice opi

mentioned in Para u
uams3M9rLM forimprove meetingthe

oSzii
S!;i'Departmen

201S. and in
ement arose

insisted to 

in ion).
in the last Para

fand the nominee
t»s letteragve

“avoid” the ibid la^^
for the

I Departmen
said meeting were

endorsement nun
ttanaterrad from Bi»»»

11-2012 and

16-11- 

andthen. ’
prepared on

The minutes
9018 duly having tire office

. nEO(F)Mst.SyedaAnjum
tt,e then DEO n ,.„d 16-
to D.l.Khan througn

relieved her charge
Here it is

atBannu ^ ^J^'^'^^tntioned drat the 

" ““Xthe faciiihdhon of nominee of
d holders cl- Mafia and have 

15-11-2018
fake Asna
Secretariat have

adopted the shape

‘"t,:::-d o.-oe-».s
DEO P 3annu

also issued aso-
..ithdrawal of covering^

in-office address tofor the
of his predecessor-in

sent along
issued from 

i:. Behind
with the letters 

and Law Departmenwhich was 

Advocate General Office
of the

of his
of Malafide

lettercovering

basically
approved

ithdrawal
-in-office

withe
was

out the
final opinion 

clear and 

I High Court

predecessor
intention to screen

dered by Mr. Zahid u
derive/extracted

which is very
ten the gist 01

Court Judgment.categorically
judgment d Supreme

i I
:!i

\



31r
V

6

\: ■ ■• \
Copies of appointments of supervisory staff for the_ 2°«> testriof AT &lTT and_itis 
1'QbUli.a, AdvotjaLe UduOinl uiiiulou duloil 'A7 OT 1^0X0 uloiitt wU.U covoiiun letUiH of 
AG office. Law Department. E&SED. minutes of DSC dated 16-11-2018. transfer 

. nntifirfltion of DEO iFl dated 16/11/2018. her charge .relinquish dated 17-1_1-20_18 
3 ■ and withdrawal letter dated 15-11-2018 are hereby marked as annex »D/1 to B/6\

■ - f

i

That nstc>'hishinH:ly Che said nominee of Secretariat prepared 

another minutes for the same DSC meeting by putting the 

same date i.e 8/11/2018 having a strange opinion of Law 

Department which was (i) neitlier duly endorsed/approved 

by the then Advocate General, (ii) nor having any office 

endorsement number (iii) nor signed by DEO (F) Bannu but 

signed by Mst. Sayeda Anjum on 11-02-2019 as she was
InniHrerrcil In DI KIuiii niui wns iml nf'XI (I*') n!»niui n( (Im

time of signing of the 2‘»‘ minutes, were sent to DEO (F) 
Bannu office along with letter dated 14-02-2019 by showing 

these 2«^ Minutes as original Minutes and approved by this . 
Department(E&SED).

For these reasons the 2"^ minutes are prepared vifith 

Melafide intention, which is illegal and also gross violation of

5.

?
•/i-

? -yv' ,
■■■

<

i

merit and the violation of the true spirit of High Court and
the directSupreme Court Judgments. Furthermore 

correspondence of SO(Lit-I) with DEO (F) Bannu office
speaks in volume the personal interest of Section Officer for 

giving legal cover to his illegal acts and 

facilitation/adjustment to the judicially declared fake Asnad

;

holder candidates. While in this whole episode the only legal 
competenr. authority is the District Education Officer Female 

Bannu who is authorized/competent authority in the said 

recruitment case up to BPS-15 and not even the Secretary • 
and Direc-or E&SED are the authority.

Copy of minutes dated 11-02-2019 and letter dated 14-02»2019 are hereby

[ .

marked as annexed '‘E/1&E/2”.

That after the tiansfer of Sa3’eda Anjum tlie DEO (F) Bannu 

seat was vacant, and on 8-03-2019 Mst. Neelofar Kamran 

was posted as DEO (F) Bannu and in ^ the ibid crucial 

situation she sought another guidance letter regarding 

“Fresh Process” dated 22-03-2019 and specifically ask the

6.

Ml i

Wv
\)

i :.
■
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the candidates whose ^ 

fake and bv the

improved their 

to the

«/Tc tn whether_question that
rinruments has been declare^

latter onhaveandiudiciaru
rnrtsidered. for aopointme^can bequalification

subject posts or ntherwise
ibid letter of guidance 

made various press
to her'fhat in response

Ansad holders have
i ivuulo agitolioiis against the newly

posted DEO (F) Bannu for pressurizing to get their desired 

. Now the Mafia was so organized that threat

was also

the fake
MH'ereiu'c'a/vldeofi an

'I'
/

{ re-instatements

letter dated 16-04-2019 from education Secretariat
follow^cd by 

warned to appoint
Msl. Ncclofcr Kamranissued U) nfOO (IT Oannu 

another letter dated lv-04-2019 and was 
33 ATS and 38 TTs (including judicially declared fake Asnad 

and then the said DEO (F) Bannu again requested

the then Secretary E

U.

holders) 

in a by name 

&SED KP and exposed the 

Thereafter the Directorate o 

17-04-2019 of her

letter dared 19-04-2019 to
conduct of SC{F) and SO(Lit-I).

f E&SED KP sent the reply dated

earlier letter dated 22-03^2019 and have 

7 guidance to her -in the said fresh 

but thrown the whole

/
\

not given the proper
recruitment/ re-instatement process

her shoulders and mentioned in last para of
responsibility on

the ibid letter, ^*the cas^
« competent authoHtM in the_reffered recruitment

Jr. nupsition bp decided bu uour own

process please***
said DEO (F) Bannu made/displayed 

dated 27-04-2019, iLM 

the ^'r'c/TT.<: candidates mentioned in

filjnrcme Court

Thereafter, the
notice board an office order

notified that for
on

the below list that in the light of Apex
v.n:i.2018 and AG dated 27-07:

in the tests of both
judgment date
2018. all the passed candidates

required to submit and produce theirATs & TTs are
acquired up to the cut off date o£ 

n^„^rt.is:emenf 3-05-2010 within M

„pHfir.ation from the concerned institutions.
nf nntifica..vn. d«ted 8-03-2010, |n.idanco letter 22-03-2019 pr^

vv-ns.2019. threat .letter rt.ted ;6.04-2019. Ipftcr dated 17.04-2019. 
10-04-2010 ..rectoratc letter dated 17:04-701^ .no omcc order doted

97-04-2019 are hereby marked as annexed—to F/8

academicf
the year 201C

days

\
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llip rnllin-Iirniu" Rniiv\n Rrirliq (TT) jutlii'inHy'I'hiil

declared feke Asnad holder'namely Muhammad Sadiq made 

a complaint dated 29-04-2019 to Secretary E&SED against 

the then DEO (F) Bannu Mst. Neelofar Kamran that she is 

violating the Supreme Court judgment dated 07-03-2018 

and the so-called second minutes 11-02-2019 which were

7.

/

signed by Syeda Anjum DEO (F) D.I.Khan instead of the then

original incumbent ie DEO (F) Bannu as the said Syeda
16-09-2018. The ibidAnjum was transfer from Bannu on

coniplaint dearly shows 

complainant who have inlcnlionally twisted the lacts in lavor
collusion witli the tlien officers of

the mala fide intention ol tlic

of his own interest in
the same complaint oneducation Deptt/Secretariat and

hand the then DEO (F) Bannu Mst. Neelofar Kamran 

made escape goat by making her OSD date 03-05-2019

on

one
was
and was also targeted by continuous series of departmenta.

that she was playing fair play oiinquiries for the reason 

merit and was acting as per the true spirits of the judgments
of High Court, Apex Supreme Court and the approved final 

opinion of Advocate General office KP, and she has only re- 

04-05-2019 those candidates who were havinginstated on
the genuine documents before the cut-oil dated (03-05-20 lu) 

of 2010 advertisement and their documents which were also
found correct by the judicial inquiry committee and were 

also re-verified on 02-05-2019 & 03-05-2019 by DEO (F) 

Bannu before the re-instatement as per Supreme Court 

judgment and AG opinion. Thus she separated the genuine 

cajididates of AT cadre and of TT cadre. The first fact finding 

inquiry against the then DEO (F) Mst. Neelofar Kamran was 

conducted by principal GHSS Tank Mr. Saleern IGian onlo-

06-2019.
The numerical detail of passed candidates is veiy 

necessary for the reason that the than DEO (F) Bannu Syeda 

Anjum who conducted re-test in July 2018 after Supreme 

Court judgment have made the blatant violation as she
I
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included the judicially declared fake Asnad holders in the ' 
ibid re-test, the same is as below:-

AT Cadre
Total Pass Genuine / Correct 

Holders
Asnad Bogus/Fake 

Holders
Asnad

Candidates

20 1333

•r- TT Cadre
Total ■' 
Candidates

Bogus/Fake 

Holders
Pass Genuine / Correct 

Holders
Asnad Asnad/

18 20 ■38
It . V Thus total 33 + 38 =71 candidates of both the cadre including 

judicially declared fake Asnad holders were passed in re-test after 

Supreme Court judgment out of which only 38 genuine/Correct 

Asnad holders candidates were rc-instated on 04-05-2019 and 33 

judicially declared lake Asnad holders wore rcgrottcd/rcfused, but 

■the same re-instatement orders of 04-05-2019 were not honored by . 

the education department as the blue eyes candidates of high ups 

were not accommodated, and the then DEO (F) Bannu Mst. 
Neelofar Kamran was taken to task for performing/doing the 

iegal/right duties and responsibilities for acting on judicial 

judgments.
Here it is also pertinent to mentioned and would also like to 

refer the land marked judgment of Ms. Anita Turab case based on 

such like issues, which is reported in PLD 2013 SC page 195.
Copies of complaint dated 29-04-2019. verification lists of Asnads. OSD order dated
p-d-'20I9 Liud llrat. liiCL lliidiiiu hu(uli'y i'epoi'L ilutud .10 UG'20i9 tuul AulUi Tiu'ul* 
Judgment are hereby annexed as “G/1 to G/5”.

That the Section Officer schools (Female) of E&SED assign 

the additional charge of DEO (F) Bannu to Dy;DEO (M) Bannu Mr. 

Ikramullah Khan (TC-BS-18) dated 17-07-2019 in addition to his 

own duties witji further direction to resolve AT 85 TT appointment 

issue in light of Supreme Court of Pakistan judgment dated 07-03- 

2018, DSC decision and under the relevant rules/policy. While 

resultantly on 19-07-2019 he appointed/re-instated with all back 

benefits, all the passed candidates of AT 65 TT cadres including all 
those candidates whose documents were found fake by the judicial 
inquiry committee and have violated the condition No.8 of the

8.

\

- ■ -
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avoiding the .. , ,violated' by
27-07-20'.lB, and lie 

to judicially

and he further 

of AG’s office dated 

odated and provide opportunity

still having genuine Asnads up
d documents

of 2010advertisement 

approved opinioi^
loss to Govt:faciVitotcd/ocxomm

declared fake

andexchequer 

who are
2010 by considering the improve

...........
dTltAT^ 1Q-Q7-2019

after cut-off date.

to

TTs ■
herebvjnarkcd^s^aaSSSare

$
„„,te,o(Mr,.K»™».Ma»«.Vo«>DE0 2 

„,,DEO(F| B.n„u »» J
and She illegally arranged a 3

thePetUisasrS. and made

That after tlie 

Mst. Fanoos
■ 9.

Bannvi
charge of DEO(F) Bannu

candidates bjUgnsrmon 07-10-2019 who already applied

were failed in 2n‘> re-test of July

not legally

the same
appointments/re-instatment

as per 2010 advertisement and
for which she was
n but she based illegal: letters

made .(11)^ 
*

ducted by Syeda Anjum)
2018 (con

f which (07) •of SO(Lit-I)
appointments 

candidates were

with all back benefits out o
test and (04) candidatesof TT cadre

failed in July 2018 in 2-'
ad holders and have given huge loss 

deprived the genuine
well as fake Asn Asnadfailed as

Govt: exchequer as
were

well as
to the
holders/Plaintiffs. 8.U-09z2019^aa-aEEaiSt!B

ked as^BSeJcetletter dated
dated07nO:2019^eherebjL!aat

Copies 
order t

that the previousto mention here 

who w2 That it is also pertinent

DEO m namely Met. »=elof«
Challenged her OSD order

as made OSD on 03- 

court Honhle
10.

and succeeded 

e Hon’ble Tribunal

hv not

05-2019 have
service Tribunal Peshawar in

dated 16-01-2020, wherein the
ed allsorts_ofisressures

in her service appeal
\

vide judgment 

held that she has 

Che

resist 

illegal appointin^nts
endorsod^bgprefers: dutg„

tHirtq thett 

n nfid of

;ioC(fjyin.a
superiqr

Angther^furmiLSL
courts

urr,h handedness,.JsmiiiSni^
js ngtification

subsmisnmJMJ:ssEsnsibim
flntcd 03-03zmould expose

the Responder^niithoritu M 

oniq & 17-01:201^



T\
were handed over to Mr. Ikramullah Khan fBPS-18-TC} Deputy

^ District Education Officer fM)* Bannu in addition to his own .
i -

duties, Whu additional charge was assigned to an officer of

teaching cadre ?, These inherent contradictions in the stance

of the Respondents are sufficient to prove their
discriminatoru acts having no sanctions of law/rules. As the '•
impugned order corum-non-iudice, hence cannot be sustained
under anu law/rtilcs so it is liable to be struck down. Suffice

is to sau that impugned order being corum-non-iudice is voidi

abdnitio and no limitation runs against a void order.

It is also most pertinent to submit that the ibid judgment of 

Service Tribunal dated 16-01-2020 got finalit}'- and'was neither ' 
challenged by the Respondents in CPLA before the Apex .Supreme ; 

Court nor tlicy have filed any review petition. !
Copy of ludgment datedl6-01-2020 of Service Tribunal is hereby marked as
annexed “J” .

That as earlier stated that one Mr. Sadiq have made •* 
complaint against the then DEO (F) Mst. Neelofar Kamran and on- 

his ibid complaint already annexed/ she was departmentally 

proceeded through inquiries and the main preliminary/fact 

finding inquiry was conducted by Mr. Atiq-ur-Rahman (BPS-20) 

Principal GHSS No.l Peshawar Cantt. Who submitted on 18-02- 

2020 his detail inquiry report consisting of 27 pages and'the same 

inquiry report was again re-visited on 14-10-2020, re-visit report is 

consisting of 07 pages, by the same inquiry officer on the direction ■ 
of competent authority. ,

The general recommendation of the ibid inquiry are more 

relevant and according to the ti'ue spirit of HonWe High Court 
judgment in writ petition No.820-3/ 2018 titled Mst. Safina 

Jehan etc vs Secretary Education etc and writ petition 

No.838-3 of 2018 title Abida 3ibi & others Vs KPK & others in

a consolidated judgment dated 16-12-2019.

The recommendation of the above mentioned fact finding 

inquiry ai'e I'eproduce licrein for I’eady reference as below:-

All the appointees who were having the genuine 

certificates/Asnads at the cut-off date (03-05- 

advertisement may be allowed to

11.

\

(i)

\
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continue their services whereas those candidates 

who
>

■»

were fudiciallu declared fake/boaus andf 

afterwards improved their QualificaUons after the
VI--' : :

f'-*

^t-off date may not be allowed to continue their 

services and recommended to the!i competent .i

5 ; authority to dispense with their services either bn} . i

-X . withdrawing their appointment order\ or•'
•*% 4-

dismissing them for their forgeru.

m All the recoveries of salaries/arrears from the date> .4

s' V-'■

of their 1st appointment {04-01-2011) shall be
■s. t. •

recovered from them in the due course of law.

That proceeding under Land Revenue Act 1981, be 

initiated against the appointees and

officials who are involved in this heinous _____

of bogus appointtnent on the strength of bogus 

documents.
> Copies of inquiry report dated 18-02-2020 & re-visit report dated 14-10-2020. 

.;No.820-B/2018 & 838-B/2018 along with judgment dated 16-12-2019.are hereby

* J

i

those• :
I« process

t

t

i

i- ■ WP
I
\ marked as annex “K/1 to K/5»
> t.1

v'-
i i

,12. That after the ibid Preliminary/Fact Finding inquiry the ' 

of KPK constituted formal inquiry of two (BPS-20) 

officers one Chairman KP Textbook Board Peshawar and Director 

DCTE Abbott Abad who submitted their detail inquiry report

pages dated 01-04-2021 regarding the 

every accused officers and

r
4'

• Provincial Govt.i

I

, consisting of 39

charges/allegations of each and{
* ,

majority of the accused officers involved in this heinous/corrupt 

^/cruel and crucial
r

] process of re-instatement/re-appointment 
despite the crystal clear judgment of Supreme Court and

i s

the
■ approved/fmal opinion of Advocate General Office of KP, which 

. were given major penalties for their illegal acts in question before 

. this Honhle court in the instant suit but still not implemented.
^py of the Formal enquiry report dated 01-04-2021 is hereby

;\JII

t!
S

marked as annex
•r

. IS. That during the pendency of the ibid inquiries and after the 

; ; re-instatement with all back benefits of judicially declared fake

Aspad holders by Mr. Ikramullah & Mst. Fanoos Jamal,

r1 V • ■ -

. t f. :f. '' a' " when
A.

V , these Private Defendants were drawing their arrears bills in shape 

;; .9^ Ittige amounts, and also drawn double

: h

■ i:
••t

arrears bills through her

'i >' ■ \

S--
1'
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(luM
HlT^•J-l

v*. , iliMnWniiM;. ‘""' *

Director Education 

and Idrees

; iKP. The same was 

who
hIu’ vvi't' 

order by
\v 1»I»11'In

Li>

■ftKhan Auditors’ inquiry/Audit
ducted by Mr. Attaullah Jan

ontradictory reports

was
time the, and at the samecon

reconciliation ofsubmitted two c 

Dirtrict Account Office B.nno
neither Fanoos

demanded for k'also 

Jamal made
withreconciliation

, successor in ofnce. 
the salaries of about 

holders) who 

E&SED

butaccount her the thennor
nt Office Bannu stop

ornce Bor>nuOisirict Acro\int
the District Accou AsnadThen senuine(including some28^ teachers the Secretary

ame letter dated
/ of their salaries to

cached for release abyn
Accountant

appr
(Muhammad Yahya

03-08-2021 to

Akhondzada) who wrote 

Khan -
General KP Ibr 

Officer of (A G 

dated

IVlr. Murlaza
Accountanwho depute

itted his detail Audit Report
of 28 candidates 1

and have rightly

of their salaries onrelease
team) who submInspection

11-2021 consisting
and outof 08 pages

ine Asnad holders24-
candidates found of genuine of remaining 12 

Director EAiSED 

ivuido by

were
while the salaries

drawn their pay arrd arrears
..clcascct. in ibe .bM Ictlc

Uirectea to iinp'cinont

0103-08-2021
uonclalionl\w roconuwere

.R*„an Principal GHSSN0.1 PeshawarKP is also
inquiry Officer Mr. Atiq-ur

is not implemented till now.
lettcrto

^ccsjmtsnhessaaLdatfi^
t;2p2ijsl2ae W!

Cantt, but that is

a criminal complaint m 

and Respondent 
yist. Neelofar 

whose orders 

deprived from hei 
Jamal, for this
Anti-Corruption

“i was

therefore:

TnatPlaintiilNcGhhffiABibiiATiae^^^^^

ccur. of -p
No 23 Hosceno Oul pvi)

the then DEO (F) Bannu on

14.

04-05-2019
Kamran and she washonored by departmentwere not 
right of appointment by Mr 

she has made a

. ikramullah & Fanoos
to Director

open enquiry No.119/2019 

were same
. t the criminal complaint of Abida

the Anti-Corruption court aiso
Bibi to Anti-corruption Estabhshm ^
The matter was jointly inquired and a detml A

11-2022 consisting of 06 pages

complaint
reason
Peshawar and 

ordered. As the matter

her complaint an
in both the complaints

on

and the lossespreparedwas
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incurred by -the judicially declared fake certificate holders up to 

" October 2022 to the tune of PKR-09,47,37,016/-more than Ninety 

Four Millions, responsible officers were nominated along with the 

appointees/beneficiaries and made recommendations and 

categorically mentioned that the salaries of above mentioned bogus 

apjioin((x:s miisl, be Nloppetl iiumoillalely by (!a' DistritM. 
Comptroller of Accounts Bannu to save the further loss to 

governments treasury. The same was also culminated in. to final 

report by the Anti-Corruption Department and made request for 

registration of FIR in result of final report consisting of 06 pages 

and in support of these documents the Section Officer (E-V) of 

Establishment department sent a letter dated 22-02-2023 to 

Secretary E&SED by asking the action taken/status/information 

of departmental proceedings against the delinquent 

officers/officials and similai'ly asked about all those employees who 

. are still working on bogus documents/credentials. That in 

continuation of the instant ibid lottor the Secretary E&SED wrote a 

letter vide dated 21-03-2023 to DEO (M&F) Bannu and specially 

put a question regarding furnishing of complete 

report/status/information of all those employees, who are still 
working on bogus documents/credentials within a week time 

positively but the same report is not still submitted.

On the other hand to save the great loss of the 

' government treasury the PS Anti-Corruption also made a letter 

dated 16-12-2022 District Account Officer and to DEO (F) Bannu 

. dated 29-12-2022 regarding stoppage salaries and case for 

registration of FIR was send to Secretary Establishment by 

Director Anti-Corruption on 30-12-2022 and the same stoppage 

letter was at once challenged in shape of CM. No. 2579-P/2022 in 

WP No. 586-B/2020 wherein the HonlDle High Court Principal Seat 
on 02-01-2023 as reproduced below:-

“leamed counsel for tire petitioners highlighted that the subject 

petition has been clubbed by the Court with writ petition No. 527- 

B/2020. .4.dded, that the petitioners are rending services to the 

best of their ability, however, their salaries are not. paid for no good 

reason. Also added, their salaries cannot be stopped and the court 

by exercising its inlierent jurisdiction, allowed the salaries of tlie

I

I

\
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peHtioners'on re^ilar basis. However, in change circumstancsc: 
law shall follow its owtt course.

Notice to the respondents, however, salaries of the 

petitioners shall be paid on regular basis subject to law 85 rules on 

the subject, however^ in change circumstances law shall 

follow its own course**.

:

CMNo. 2580>P/2022

Notice of this CM be issued to the other side for a date to be 

fixed by the office.
It is mosl- pertinent to i-nontioned that change circumstances . 

arose after tlie judgments of Hon’ble Peshawar High Court Bannu 

Bench dated 09-05-2017, Apex Supreme Court of Pakisbin dated 

07-03-2018 and opinion of Advocate General KP. Dated 27-07- 

■ 2018, after the 2^^ test of July 2018 and the subsequent orders of 

ATs/TTs in blatant violations of the ibid judgments and AG's 

. opinion.

/ •

•

Furthermore it is also most important to bring in the kind 

■ notice of Hon^ble court that delinquent officers/officials who were 

involved in the above mentioned corrupt practices by 

appointing/re-instating the judicially declared fake Asnad holders 

were subsequently unjustifiedly/illegally exonerated in the 

Personal Hearing in Departmental Enquiry conducted by one 

Secretary Abid Majeed without giving any cogent reason/confident 

inspiring evidence, by exonerating the main culprits who 

facili:ated/culminated the huge loss to the government exchequer. 

Furthermore, Plaintiff No.i also filed a detail relevant complaint 

dated 28-03-2023 against the said Personal Hearing Report and 

the same Personal Hearing Report deserve/liable for judicial 

review, which is the most important part and parcel of the instant 

■case. So it is graciously requested that the same report shall be 

requisite along with all concerned record from Secretary E&SED 

for just, accurate and fair decision in the instant case once for all.
Copies of ACE Audit report 17-11-2022. ACE final report dated 05-12-22. letter

•.s'

dated 22-02-2023. letter dated 21>03-2023. letter dated 16-12-2022. letter 29-12- 
2022.1etter dated 30-12-2-22. WP.NO.586-B/2020 along with comments of 

CM NO.2579-P/2022. order dated 02-01-2023 and 
application o_f Plaintiff No. 1 dated 28«03-2023 are hereby marked as annexed as 
»N/1 to W/ll».

Respondent No.l to 3.
I
i

r

\
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e Plaintiffs from their due15. That the issue of depriving 
^ constitutional rights by the official Respondents and illegal

appointments and subsequent re-instatements are in violation of 

judicial inquiry reports, High Court Judgment, Supreme Court 
Judgment and Advocate General Opinion, then the Plaintiffs filed

detailedWP No. 820-B/2018 & 838-B/201S wherein a
consolidated judgments both Writ Petitions was passed on 16-12- 

2019 with the liJilowliit; dii't:etiuns rcproLhiee below:-
{IJ Petitioners are directed to approach the civil court 

for determining the validity or other-wise, of the 

certificates of private Respondents, (judicially declared
falce Asnad holders ie Defendants No. IS to 21 AT & 25 to 40 TT)

on basis of which they were appointed. *

(2) In case, certificates, degrees and other 

diploma etc were found fake by the court, than 

private Respondents shall be terminated from 

their respective services and salary received by 

them shall be recovered from them in due course 

of law.
(3) In case, it was declared by the learned civil 

court, that appointments of respondents 

made by producing fake documents, then, the 

official who had appointed 

respondents shall be proceeded departmentally as 

well as criminal cases under the relevant law 

shall also be registered against officials who had 

made the appointments as well as against the 

private respondents.

I

were

\ the private

'\

*

16. That Petitioners filed separate Review Petitions No.Ol- 

B/2020 85 02-B/2020 to interpret/clarify line.No.3 of Para No.17 

the word (same documents) of the judgment dated 16-12-2019 

which were not accepted vide dated 23-02-2023.
Copies of Review Petitions & and its consolidated ludgments 23’02-2023 are hereby

marked as annexed “0/1 to 0/3”.

V
t
I

i \
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17.4 •

•• ;
•v

i ) > That the ibid Review Petitions were not accepted due to the- 

^ reason that the word same document is clear from the directions 

■ . given in the operating part in Para 16 of the judgment dated 16- 

l'2'-20\9 and alscj I'i'diu llic aul-olT dale (03-0vS-2010) of (he 

advertisement of 2010. Hence the Plaintiffs prefer the instant suit 

as per the direction ofHon’ble High Court's judgment dated 16-12- 

2019.

, 17.
'I

ii

il ^

r: ■ t

>
■f

.
18. That cause of action accrued to Plaintiffs on dated 16-12- 

2019 when Honhle Peshawar High Court Bannu Bench in Writ 
' Petition No.2S0/B 201S through a consolidated judgment dated 

16-12-2019 wherein directions to the Plaintiffs regarding knocking 

the doors of civil court for scrutinizing the documents of Private 

Defendants in the light of the 03 ibid directions mentioned in the 

ibid judgment, and judgment of High Court Bannu Bench dated 

.09-05-2017, judgment of Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan dated 

07-03-2018 as well as the final/approved- opinion of Advocate 

■General Dated-27-07-2018, as the matter deals with appointment 

of Plaintiffs, which' fall within the territorial limits of this Honhle 

rcivil Court. Hence this Hon'ble court has jurisdiction to entertain 

the instant declaration suit.

/■j ■

i

•I

,■«

\
r
u
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I

i
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,19. That for the purpose of jurisdiction and court fee the suit is 

valued at Rs.200/= each for the relief(s) of declaration, cancellation 

of fake Asnad holders appointees and injunction, which amount is 

exempt from levy of court fee. Hence, no court fee is paid hereon.

•J

f

;

!•
PRAYER

In view of the above humble submissions, it is earnestly 

pra3^ed that this HonT)le Court may graciously be pleased to pass a 

judgement and decree in favour of the Plaintiffs and against the 

Defendants as under;-

20.i
tJ
■i

Declaring that the acts and omissions of the 

Defendants as per detail description/contents of the plaint 

unconstitutional, discriminative, illegal, unwarranted, 
gross/blatant violation of merit, null and void ab-initio. 
Hence inelTecdve upon the rights of the Plaintiffs regarding

(a).
i

I are
i.
i

*
s V'

\;
- i.
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IF ^ EducRl’Ot^their fippointmcnts to the post of ATs 8r. TTs in 

cleparLmenL
/

decree for compelling the Defendants No.l
cancel / te rminate the 

Ucl'cnclanLs No. to 40 by 

rc-inetnntment/re-
l. null MUil void nbdnilio

Granting a 

to 17 jointly and severally to 

appoiiiUneiiLs ot the I’rlvute

(b).

of tlieirdeclaring the
nppninl inenl{5 jki

against the law rules/policy and also ineffective upon the
direction to the

process
ilU'p.nl \jn\V{UM-nnU

rij^hts of Plaintiffs and ma,v kindly be issue
appointment orders in favor ofofficial Defendants to issue

Plaintiffs to the post, 
fake/bogus Asnad holders (Private Defendants) as per their

vacated from said judicially declaicd

respective cadres/posts.

Granting a decree of injunction to the effect ‘chat pay of 

the Private Defendants No. 18 to 40 (already judicially 

declared fake/bogus Asnad holders) may kindly be stop m 

the Govt: exchequer from huge -OSS and the

(c).

order to save
said huge loss in shape pay and arrears may also be

tlieir initialexchequer fromthe Govt:recovered to
appointments of (2010 & 2011) till the disposal of the instant

suit.

Granting cost of the suit.(d)'

Any other relief(s) which this Hon’ble Court may deem 

fit and proper under the circumstances of the case.
(e).

PLAINTIFF No. 3

MiiSfeS:. .Cv-ve.

for the Plaintiff

r
Adte* if

i \
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i{i\
tfe/ IN THE COURT OF HON’BLE CIVIL JUDGE-X BANNU 

Abida Bibi & Others..:...vs
■f

Government & Othrs
•y.-.

Suit for Declaration Etcfr- •

■ Written Statements on behalf of DefendantiNo. 1,2 & 4

■Respectfully Submitted;
-V' '

-J ■ Z '

Preliminary Objections:

Tli^,bare reading of the plaint of the plaintiffs reveal that neither 

the .plaintiffs' have any sort of cause of action nor have lo
■ .to proceed the instant plaint. ■

11. That plaintiffs have not annexed any title documents regarding the
; entitlement of their appointment, therefore, they have got no locus 

■' standai to file the plaint.

■ That the plaint is bad .in its present form, hence liable 

• dismissed.

cus standi- :

V. in.
to be< ■

IV. -That die plaintiffs have not come to the Honorable court with clean 

hands. Apart from other infirmities the plaint suffers from grass.
concealment and misstatements of facts the plaintiffs 

, . fterefore, not entitled to any relief
•• -v.'- :

^e,

TTiat Ms Honourable court has got no jurisdiction to entertain the 

' titledsiiit. . ^,*>• •.$•

■vi.. Tnat the plaint is badly time barred and not maintainable.

. viL That plaintiffs are estopped by their own conduct to ,file the titled 

■ plaint against the defendants as they have' failed written' test i 
■; 2010'and 2017 as well.

yiii. That

in /\

against appointment of AT &, TT litigation took place upto 

Hon’ble Supreme Cour. The Hon^ble Peshawar PEgh 

declared all' posts of AT & TT
Couif

as vacant and ..directed the ' 
. ■ ^swering defendants to initiates fresh selection. proces.s by'

, . constituting selection committee. (Copy -of judgment Is already 

■-placed'on case file)

That the' said judgment was challenged before., thq. Hon’ble 

Supreme court by filing CPLA, which was disposed of in these 

terms, the- process should be started afresh and' those who 

qualify the test and whose certificate are found genuine to be



, \ MS
/ , ■■S'" : i

appqmted and the seh/ipe they rendered on the post be counted". 
r' ■.■■■■ (Copy of judgment Js already placed on cose file)

A - "vi.
K':-

: X.' ■.That in compliance of the said Order/Judgment of the Apex Court 
■ defendants constituted a committee for the directed purpose. Fresh 

" process was initiated by adopting the same procedure

/

as was in
advertisement of 2010. Resultantly, appointments on the said posts 

■ ■; ^' ;were issued , as per merit. (Copies of the whole process are 

. ■ attached) ',:

xi; That the plaintiffs intended to blackmail the defendants, for their' 
ultOTor motives and damage their social aiid .official reputation.'

Tha.t the plaintiffs intended to conceal the fact that'the matter is 

pending adjudication before the Judge Anti-Corruption Court 
, .Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ■

■ ■ xiii. ' That suit of the plaintiffs is liable to be dismissed under Order- 

- VII rule 11 CPC.

*. V

XU

■ X!V. ■ That no .vested right of the plaintiffs have been infringed, thus suit 

of the plaintiffs is not maintainable under Section 42 of the 

Specific Relief Act. . !

xy. - Tiiat' the matter in hand has already been- dispose'd of by .the ■

■ ■ Hbu’ble Peshawar High Court.Bannu Bench..

That suit of plaintiffs is bad for non-joinder and mis-joinder of 

necessary parties.

•V

. xvi. ■

■ xvii. ■, -. That the plaint is frivolous and vexatious, hence the defendantshaV<^
,■ ■ righf.to.receive special cost from the.plaintiff.

REPLY TO FACTS:

■ ■ ■ 1. Para. No. 1 of the plaint is correct to the extent of^ 

a.dvertisement. ...The said advertisement was issued after the
t • - *

approval of competent authority. It is pertinent to mention that 

posts can be increased and decreased subject to vacation of 

posts .with approval.

Para No. 2 of the plaint is correct to the extent of apply and 

■ inquiry while rest of the para as laid is incorrect and strongly 

denied. The plaintiffs appliedlo the said posts .but were failed- 

in written test. The said posts were increased as vacated up.to

I

2.
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'D^ V v-
/

s. ■ ' °P the competent authority. The
■ ■hon’ble|issued judgment in case titled “Rahmeen Bibi VS Govt

& Others” and not of the plaintiffs, 
para No. 3 of the plairit i;-'s.- correct to the extent of termination 

in compliance of judgmenit while in rest, of‘.the para;
■ misinterpreted the judgment of Apex . Supreme Court. Fresh ' ' 

process' was conducted as directed by the Hon’ble Court.'
Written test w^fe conducted, wherein plaintiffs failed .to 

the. same. After result, die then District Education 

Bahnu sought guidance from Law Department. In result two 

of opinion were received from Law department 
Gertificates obtained after cutoff date

qualify

Officer

sets i-e; (a), 
should not be

considered; (b). Improved qualification obtained during
■ service., be considered.^ (Copies of letter' for guid^ce 

■ guidance are annexed)

.Para No. 4 of the plaint is incorrect as laid, hence, strongly 

demed. The opinion received from. Law Department as 

■„ ' mentioned in above para. The assertion made in'this para is

■. fi“^volous. In.fresh process, as directed by the Hon’ble. court, -. ‘

opportumty was given to all candidates- for avoiding future' 
litigation.

Para No. 5 of the plaint is incorrect as laid- and-out rightly 

denied. The minutes of meeting was prepared as peri law and 

was recoded.'The .assertion made in this pararis frivolous.’

■ -Pijirthermore, Sectary and director have the authority to review

. revise, regulate and check all functions of the department.,
■ 6. Para No.6 of the plaint is correct to the extent of

pGSting/transfer of .DEO(F) while rest of the para is incorrect 
and Strongly denied..Ilie then DEO delayed the process and'

- aggrieved persons agitated the matter upto press conferences ■
against the then, DEO. Resultantly, being the -head of ■ 
department Secretary, E&SE Department directed the then 

DEO for, completion of said process as per law and. rules. The' .
■ ■ plaintiffs have no right to invoke the jurisdiction of this 

hon ble court and agitate such like facts having no relevancy ‘ 
■with the case as plaintiff have failed in-the written test and not

. the participants''of the appointment process.

and . ••

V • ’ 4.
.

5.'

3
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V ■

•,7.,.; Para No.7 of the plaint is correct to the extent of complaints 

;■■■. ■- • ■ against the then DEO (Neelofer Kamran) and OSD while- ■
\ rest of the para is incorrect, hence, strongly denied. Neelofer 

: . -Kamran was made OSD on 03-05-2019 ^d on 04-05-2019 she
; - issued appointment orders of 38 candidates without,posting,

' whichillegal, unlawflill and, without authority 

■; . appointments.,Resultantly, -she has gone under inquiry.

. .' Para No.8 of the plaint is correct to the extent of assigning . . ' 
additional, charge and (hrections given to Mr.'.litram Ullah 

- Khan while rest of the para is incorrect and strongly: denied.
The appointments were issued as per Verdict of Apex Supreme

■■ Court ^drecommendations ofDSG on 19-07-2019.' . ■ ' .

Para No.9 of the plmnt is correct to the extent of posting-of ■■ ■; 
jVIst. Fanoos Jamai and- conducting test . while rest of the para- -■* 
is incorrect and strongly denied.

, ' 10.,. Para. No.lO of-the plaint is pertains to record-of Service 

Tribunal Peshawar. However this para is not related -to the 

• matter in hand.

r
W u.:
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: '
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■■ ■. 11-.;, Para No. 11 of the plaint pertains to Mst. Neelofer Kamran. ■ 
However,-the para pertains to the candidates, appo'inted/re-

■ instated or termination restored or recoveries have been-
■ pending in Anti-Corruption Department on the application-of

' plaintiff No. 1.' ■ .

. 12: Para No.'l 2 of the plaint is incorrect. However the para pertdiris- " 

.:to departmentalrecord.

13 . ' Para No.13 of the plaint pertains to record.

- 14. : Para No. 14 of the plaint is correct to the exten-t: of bomplaint of 

. plaintiff No.i before Special Judge Anti-Corruption, which. '■
■ still pending adjudication. However the para pertains to record. ^ ■

15. Para.No.l5 of the plaint'pertains to judicial record?' f

■■ -16* Para Np-16 of the plaint is correct. ■ ■■ \

17: Para'No.n of the plaint is correctto the extent,of dismissal of 

review petition while' rest of the para re'ladng to the 

■ interpretation ofjudgment of August High Court.

18. -Para No:18 of’the plainfis incorrect and strongly denied. The 

plaintiffs have no cause of action to invoke'the jurisdiction of 

this Honourable court'trough, the'titled plaint, which is not 
maintainable in the eye-of law. .The plaint is'badly time barred.

. . Furthermore, this Honourable court has got no jurisdiction. -

I
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, 19: .Para No.19 of the plaint is incorrect strongly denied. Plaint 
■ is neither properly valued as per law nor any court fee is ■ 

. \ annexed with the plaint

It is,, therefore,, requested that on acceptance of 

this written statement, plaint of the plaintiffs being ■ 
incorrect, baselss, frivolous, without any-substance 

and against the record be dismissed with heavy cost. .

(

I ‘

Defendants 
NoJ,2&4 ■

Through. :
• -i-

1-) Deputy District Attorney. ;
V

u : \

> . .*

VERIFICATION
■'■ yerifibd tDday on 18/10/2.023 at Bannu. , that the contents of written statement -' 

-'are frue and correct to the- best of my knowledge and nothing has been concealed'
• .'.'from this honourable court.'

:

\
Deponent •

;i

i

•'c , y

t-. ■ •f V. ■ . 1
; ■

I
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IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, 

BANNU BENCH.
i

' V{Judicial Department)

W.F. No. 838-B of 2018.

MsUAbida Bihi and another
Vs

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

JUDGMENT

16.12.2019Date of hearing

Appellant-Petitioner

Respondent(s)

52.
/ ^

IKRAMULLAH KHAN. J.— Vide detailed consolidated

judgment of today placed on Writ Petition No. 820-B/2018,

(Mst.Safina Jehan etc: Vs Secretary Education

etc:), the instant petition is disposed of in the following terms:- r
(J) Petitioners are directed to approach the civil court 

for determining the validity or other-wise, of the 

certificates of private respondents, on basis of which 

they were appointed.

/

(2) In case, certificates, degrees and other diploma etc, 

were found fake by the Court, then private



j • 50
-2-

\

respondents shall be terminated from their respective 

services and salary received by them shall be 

recovered from them in due course of law.

(3) In case, it was declare by the learned civil court, that 

appointments of respondents were made by 

producing fake documents, then, the official who 

had appointed the private respondents shall he 

proceeded departmentally as well as criminal cases 

under the relevant law shall also be registered 

against official who had made the appointments as 

well as against the private respondents.

All private respondents and those, whose17-

certificates were declared fake by this court vide its judgment

dated 09.5.2017 and were re-appointed on the same documents,

shall furnish Surety Bonds in terms that, they will pay back.to

the Government al! the salaries and other amounts they had

received during their services. In case, private respondents, did

not execute sureties bonds, as directed, their services shall be

terminated forthwith, after departmental inquiry and due
\ :

procedure. i

Announced.
JUDGE16.12.2019.

JUDGE

■ ‘Irnranullah* (O.D) Mon’bic Mr. Justice Ikraiiiullah Khiui & Hn’bic Mr. Justice Safiib/ada Asadullah


