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|;^BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 839/2024 

Mr. Muhammad Siddique CT (BPS-15)

Versus
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 

.................................Respondents

Parawise comments on behalf of Respondent. No.-l..and^

Appellant

Director E & SE, 
others..............................

2. St-rvice iVIUuOTl

l>^3/Ulavv 1N.».Preliminary objections;
Oamti III » I

• That the appellant has got no cause of action, locus st^di to 
file the instant appeal.

• That the subject matter of the instants appeal has already 
been decided by the Honhle Service Tribunal vide its judgment 
dated 22/1/2024, hence the instant appeal being infructuous 
and is liable to be dismissed in limine. (Copy of the judgment 
is attached as annexure A)

• That the appellant has concealed material facts from this 
Honorable Service Tribunal.

• That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean 
hands.

• That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

• That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to bring the 
instant appeal.

• That the appeal in hand is hit by laches and badly time barred 
as brought after lapse of 6 years.

• That the reinstatement order dated 22-11-2018 is in 
accordance with law and the appellant has accepted its terms 
and conditions.

ON FACTS,

1. That para-1 is correct to the extent that although the appellant 

was initially appointed in 2(J12, however, it is noteworthy that 

the appellant along with 4 others were terminated vides order 

dated 11-12-2015, after the Oversight Committee report. (Copy 

of the oversight committee report and termination order is 

attached as annexure B and C).
2. That para-2 pertains to the service records, hence need no 

comments.
3. That para-3 is correct to the extent that the service book of the 

appellant was prepared by the respondents, however, with 

respect to the rest of the para, it is to submit that the



n respondents after receiving complaints on the recruitment 

process, duly constituted an Oversight Committee. The 

Oversight Committee after following the codal formalities and 

going through the official records, and considering the facts and 

circumstances, submitted its report. The respondents in 

pursuance of the Oversight Committee report issued the 

termination order of the appointees including the appellant. (See 

annexure B and C)
4. That the first part of the para-4 is correct to the extent that the 

Appellant were terminated vides order dated 11-12-2015, 

however, it is noteworthy that the said termination order was 

issued after the Oversight Committee report. With respect to the 

second part of the para-4, it is to submit that the respondents in 

compliance of the judgment dated 31-5-2018 of the HonT>le 

Service tribunal in Service Appeal No. 298/2016 and other 

connected appeals reinstated the appellant vide order dated 22- 

11-2018. Furthermore, it is pertinent to mention over here that 

it was held by the HonT)le Service Tribunal in the said Judgment 

vides para 8 which are reproduced as “...this tribunal is 

constrained to issue direction to the respondents department to 

adjust/reinstate the appellant at the post of C.T with immediate 

effect without back benefit^. Therefore, in compliance of the 

judgment of the Hon^ble Service Tribunal, the respondents 

issued the appointment order dated: 22-11-2018 and which was 

accepted by the appellant. (Copy of the judgment dated 31-5- 

2018 attached and reinstatement order is attached as 

annexure D and E)
5. Correct, however, it noteworthy that the appellant accepted the 

appointment order and has not objected any terms and 

condition of the reinstatement order.
6. The first part of the para-6 is correct to the extent that the 

respondents being aggrieved from the judgment of the Honlsle 

Service Tribunal filed a CPLA No. 689-P to 693-P of 2018, before 

the Supreme Court of Pakistan. Meanwhile, in compliance of the 

judgment of the HonlDle Service Tribunal the respondents issued 

conditional reinstatement order dated 22-11-2018. Fp.rthermore, 
it is to submit that the CPLA No. 689-P to 693-P of 2018 was 

dismissed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court vide its judgment 

dated 6-10-2020. Consequently, the respondents issued the 

substituted regular reinstatement order dated 23-6-2023 

whereby the appellant was reinstated with immediate effect.
7. Incorrect, hence denied. The appellant had accept the terms and 

condition of the reinstatement order dated 22-11-2018, and has 

not objected. Now, after lapse of about 6 years the appellant 

brought the instant appeal which badly time barred and is not



'n liable to be considered at this belated stage. Moreover, the same 

nature of appeal has already been dismissed by the HonTDle 

Service Tribunal vide its order dated 02-11-2023, wherein the 

appell^t was warned by the Hon^ble Service Tribunal which is 

reproduced as "‘..to avoid making fruitless and useless as well as 

frivolous applications and if made again for the same matter, that 

would be dismissed with heavy cost upon him”. 
bringing the instant appeal is itself contempt and amount to 

violation of the Judgment of the Hon’ble Service Tribunal. (See 

annexure A)

GROUNDS.

Therefore

A. Incorrect, hence denied. The respondents being bound by 

law acted in accordance with law and while doing so no 

illegality has ever been committed.

B. Incorrect, hence denied. The respondents being bound by 

law treated the appellant in accordance with law and while 

doing so no provision of the Constitution of Pakist^ has 

ever been violated.

C. Incorrect, hence denied. The detailed reply has already been 

submitted in the above Para’s.

D. Incorrect, hence denied. As elucidated in para 7 of facts 

above, the same nature of case has already been dismissed 

by the Hon’ble Tribunal, hence, being presents of the court 

the same may need to be maintained.
E. Incorrect, hence denied. The detailed reply has already been 

submitted in the above Para’s.
F. Incorrect, hence denied. The detailed reply has already been 

submitted in the above Para’s.
G. That the Respondents also seek permission of Honorable 

Tribunal to produce additional grounds at the time of 

hearing of the instant appeal.
Prayer;

In the light of the above stated facts, it is humbly submitted that 

the appeal in hand may kindly be dismissed in favor of the 

respondents with cost.
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f \ BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
■y, ' —-------—-------------

Service Appeal No. 839/2024 

Mr. Muhammad Siddique CT (BPS-15)

Versus
Appellant

Director E & SE, 
others..............................

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 
................................. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Sultan Muhammad District Education Officer (M), 

District Kurram, do hereby solemnly aiflirm and declare that 

the contents of accompanying para wise comments submitted

by respondents are correct to the best of my knowledge and

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. It is

further stated on oath that in this appeal the answering

respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their

defence has been struck off/cost.

Deponent .

Sultan Muhammad 

CMC# 17102-1142032-5 

Mobile# 0303-0555017
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AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Tooti Maijan, Focal Person (Ligtigation), District 

Education Officer (M), District Kurram is hereby authorized to

submit comments in Service Appeal No. 839/2024 titled Mr.

Muhammad Saddique CT (BPS)-15 VS Director E 85 SE,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others.

District Education Officer (M),

District Kurram
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jan. ^024. Petitioner atongwHh his counsel present Mr. 

ilabib Anwar, Additional Advocate General alongwith 

1 oi'i IVlariars, r(-..''rt1 Pn.r^rir ur'.r? Amisd Alt. S.O {I-itisation)

lor the respondents present.

01.

02. Representative of the respondents produced 

order dated 19.01.2024 in pursuance of which the 

petitioner has been reinstated into service w.e.f.

.A

. nacca on nje and a copy whereof handed over 

to the petitioner who was satisfied.

J. I .^0X6

The petition is

consigned accordingly.

03. Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and 

given under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 2T‘^ 

day of January, 2024.

I...iiu-v--
VX'dK^cnit raui; 

Member(E)

*l uzla siihlum iKS”

“J m ^ r-■a n n r
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f
itbj'oct: OVEftSIGHT REPORT O^J l^flClUJITMgNT OF 70 NUMDER TEACI lING/NONV 

TEACHING STAJL=_.IN IQWrR CgNTIlAI Klini^AM lf\i onn.in VV'i'V
DRIEFHI5TORYI

Sevetiiy ■'■•'0, of posis of various categories (Teacl'iing/Non-teBcliing) cad.- 
lying vacant in Cen'.rsl £. Lower Kurrcun Agnncy in the year 2012-13. The 
widely ar.vertisod and publi.shod in doily newspapers by the then Additior’al Agency 
Edocarion Officer {r-/A). Li.st5 of the applicants (Candidates) were prepared of 

v.arious to’.egories of teaching £. nor,-teaching staff. The candidates were cc!!cd and 

, tnitfviewed. Conseciuently, 70 ;< teacfiers and officials were recruited in various 

categories against the vacant posts in Lower & Central Kurram Asenev. The office . 
orders were issued accordingly.

es were
m same v;as

I

M.iny comploinrs v/ere received to the administration objecting the credibility of •
* I

recruitment process. In light cl sucii crjntpiaii.ts received from local elders cirul 
Political Administration, a committee comprising the following officerr. tva;; 
constituted by Director Education FATA vide lector No.SlOl'S^ dated 9.^.7013. The 
committee evos dii'ected to probe into the is.sue and submit their recommendation;

(P/B).

(1 ).Mr.Asmat Khan Principal GHS SamsOadaBera FR Peshawar j
i

(2). Mr.Shahzar Khan Dy, Director (M7*E} Directorate of Education FATA

committee submitted its report vyit .

.•
f

i

,1
The above mentioned enquiry 

rccnmmendaiionr. accordingly (F/C).

The Politfcai Agent Kurram Agency vide his office letter No.1396-99 dated 18.5.20 ■ . •.

(F/D)' objected upon
vague and contradictory. In response to the objection raised by Ppiitical.Agent t ■ ^ 
Secretary Social Sectors Department vide his office letter No.FS/E/96/(;'oMII)S< ^ 

cialed 3.10.2014 (F/E) addressed to Director Education FATA and copy, ther . . 
c-iiduised to Political Agent Kurrani, directed that the Political' Agent r ;

by the then AddI: Agency Education Office
capacity of oppointing/appellate authority. In com.pliance of Secretary 35D ore 

the Political Agent thoroughly examined the procedu/e;^of recruitfnent and:che 

of recruited candidates arid furnishedl'his detail,',report (P/P):

ninendatibns of'thc Poiitkul Agent are as unden-

3-1 out of
selficted;out of reserved'quota {Agenev/sub-divisibri wise).

i
I A

• t\ ;
•t ;;• K •/

.J.

the enquiry conducted by the'above officers, termed at- \ »

r •
I

V,; II.
I tIII

•f.'-
•nnsi'dered the orders issued* »

4K
f *r , •!!V < t

■I {1
.fI : I i

I • I...vfe-
4

the credential ■' V-,
irecOi I . '1

i^iii'
’■ I

t - t ' 'f70 candidates should be excluded/terminated as they h<:d- I

0). 5
»*

s ,*
I

I

«. \
At

I
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V/
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be^clecided by the Directoott^o I

connection Secretory SsTco k''""'"’'''" 

conin.ittee vide hi,- office letter Wo.SO (fdoyovJrs' '‘-'
19.8.201S (F/GJ vvlth direction to look inL thl 1572-75 dotcc _

To-ls. ®'''™^Sencvonnierit..nderthefo!lc.winL y :

/•►

■y / i.I . / /j.
// O

y.

•.
(

i 1 •; . :I;
I
I
I
I- {I ToRs

■Ji:1. To through the Whole recruitment process ■
■ 3 Ide tt'n' f process

3. IdentilV el(grble/in-c)igible,ca*idates
4. To identify the competent appointing
5. To make

1

)': I
and appellate authorities • 1

t «
recommendations -

6. To verify the documents
7. To re-examine the previous inquiries

i-
r.
•i 1

;
8-FIWDINGS ./

t

Ton /vo.i. tThe Additional Education- Officer Lower/Central Kunnm a • '' 1 'i
issued appointment order of 70 teachers o 1 --1

recruitment policy i.e. (F/H). ■ “dres.m. violatipr of

t

(
ml

r '

Selection comrhittee was not notified, 
b- Merit lists of candidates

•..• • i-,
i r •

were not prepared.
on committee has not signed the merit list

t

_ c. The un-notified Selectio 
page., 

d, 25%

i «>

on e.i-.;h ifi.t

yi

25% quota. ' “wointotaot OBainst the ■ 't
I.agent y1
• > •■-e- In-eligible candidates wiret.

. I : i

without vetmoahoo
h Mem ,n ao,™ posts like J/c has not been follovreci ■ "
g. LJocumenrsofmbstof the 

• ^i- Signatures

wers ■} -1\ i

, *•w
'* f'Vcandidates were fake and bogu' ' f '

, -. ?s on th^ merit list by the officers were illegal as ihe mV.'' ■■■' "iK- 
•was not. notified ‘^e comniiUee. *

i

f

':X I

»• t
I

Tofi Wp,2. Asaboye^ <\
• J-r 'i

I »j

#I 't : ir r
I

# • I*.» •1

\ «
1^. .■:-i>



' (Io( all candidates and verification made^f?

sency, the candidates 

and candidates -

wi i.ic uucunient 
nolilical At;c.'i( ckhI Add!. A

1

CO Lov/cr &• Central Kiirram A
shown in pi‘oforn:a/fotnia:I

I'lo.il (F/l) were found eligible 
shown in proformn/for.'nal f'io.Iiir/Jjwerc found4 X

iO'Cligible.wuR No.d. per Nmtiicauon tnc following arc the 
nulhority in

competent outhority/appgUg^g
various category/fiasic I'ay Scale (F/K).

-.. _9lAuthorities

■ Appointing Authority
Nciine of 

Category

(
S.No ' t

ij Appellate Authority Remarks I;I• ^ ( I
J :: J - tu 

^ ; u- is
;_Agencv Education 6fc.7:'political Agent 
! Puljtical Agent ■■■ r'Secrei^-VsSD

I
■* 1i

r
I

I
It V

1

.9. nCCOMMFfs’DATlON i

1. Thr. then Addifional Agency Education Officer Mr. Moeen Gul has c'omntitted gross^ ' -i 

irregu!ar;;ics in ih:? recruitn'ic-nt process of teachers/oi'ficialsalreadv explained iii' - 

finding No.l reportedly in the list, of in-eligible candidates of Centraf'-Kurram at 
S.MofCJg: //are the real sisters of the officer under reoort fP/M.

• ~t - ---------------

The eligible candidates shall not be.penalized for the irreguiarities committed by the : ' 

then AddI; Agency Education Officer and they may be retained (recruited/appointed ' ■ 
in the service). . * ' • ■ ' ’

in-eJigibie candidates appointed/recruited against the Agencf quota ?..')% may be ■, 

Icrminnied.

4

' . i

i i ■i
I*.

•J

3. 1
)•r’ '*

: t •r1 i,» • X •

d. Jrwdadliip,candidates who were recruited appointed on their fake documents mav\

Up lein-ii.ojted and criminal case may be registered against'Cherh and the salaries

already paid to them may be recovered and deposited in proper head of accogn^
;t : • - •• A;

Mr.MoeenGul th’e Chen AddI; Agency Education officer may-be charged^sLifigtgd . ; J,
under Govt servants (E&D) rules for irregularities, nepotism as^'stnted in finding^ r'”'

t:

■r

;v
i S:

f • ^•J » .

^■7 .ArI

: i
..b.5. f

tI

iI

> r

rr *k s* '1
, \i.'■nI i

f A V r * • \
■ OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE MEIVIOERS'

‘ %r '■ f
L

ir ^'’iDirectorate.qf Education

X • V h t .

4c \7 • 4 I

■'1 7 it7-f 4 ^ TI -vy

I', '
■ • f..

«■ ■»

Deputy Secrebry-(LaVA6r,6fcIerjV . ^

I I t

I ' I. r *J
. Secretary/f-l FA'.
I • » >'

V‘-

r' •

f m'r
i •i r:ii( 1. 'I 7 •
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Additional Agency Education Officer 
Lower & Central Kurram Agency, 

7987-93 
Dated tit/

!

/EduNO
72015

TFRltHNATlON ORDER.

authority. Director of 
^thc decesion of

Consequent upon the direction by the competent

be recoverecl from them accordingly . 
S Name

RemarksName of 
Instllulion

BDc.sgTFather Name
I Pff S Terminated clue to excess

in siih divisional quota. __
"Terminated due to excess 
in sub clivisionnl ciiiota 
advance appointment
apainst on Oil post.______

”dM diploma fomul fake .Si
bogus. -------------
Diploma oflDPC found

_faj^7&^gus^___________
l-iaving no professional
c|uaiincntioii. ;______

"railed in typing test & 
rejected by ctic|Uii-y
officers.________________
Rejected bv PA em.|iiiry.__
Failed ill typing tost as 
per advertisement £: 

•rejected.by eiuiiiiry
officers.________________
[-‘aiit'cl in lypingtestas 
per advertisenient & 
rejected liy enquiry
ofjicers^_ _______ __ ___
Documents not prnvidud
for veritication......... .........
Terminated clue to excess 
ili sub ilivisiimal quota-_
Termiiiate.d due to excess

__ in subj^'isitmal utmta^.__
Domicile holder of upjier 
kurram.

GHSBngnn9CT.Said Amir SlinhAqib Zamaii1
Gl iS Mnkhi7.ai9CTSyal KimnMuhammad

Asif
2

GGMS Bagim9DMSakhi MarianSara Bibi3

GMS
Jiragluiliya__
CMS Aravvali

9PETH.aji Slier ShahSliahid
Mehmtiod
Muhammad
Usmim ___
Muhammad 
Akim Khan

4

9PETHaji .Shah \V;r/.irS
: GHS Makhixai: 7I/<'Salain Khan6

7_ GDC Bauan. 
7 rctiDCAbr-uiGhafuor Khan 

Gul Mar jiin
Zub.air Khan 
Muhamnmd 
Sadiq

7 i/c; . !a

!

GILS Kochij/CSadiq AkbarSaklii Akbar9

GGDC AiizaiLah/AAbidAiam|.mSadia Baton]10 i;stl
GHS BazaCT 9Zar Bin Khani 11 Muhammad 

____ Saved______
12 ^ Mulmnunad

___ i Sadiq______
i 13 1 Laiifilussaiii ! Inarri Hussain

GMS OssiiiCT 9Abdtil Rasheed

9 j GHS AiigoriCT

rTerminated due to excess :
in sub divisionai quotip__ j
Out of merit (M.Ed has ; 
v/rongly been considered | 
in place ofMA] _____ :

9 CHSDogari CTZaavta Khan14 j Wahid 
! Zaman

9 GMSTaudyCT.Arab GutIS ■ Farooq
< Muhammad j Oby

1.r

19 iGC.MSDcigar I Terminated due to excess
I i No -2

CTi 16 ; Ajma! Akbar ' Akbar Khan
in sub divisional tiuoca.1

i \

cs CamScanner
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J

O'

Bibi Snldna17 llaji Gul Akbar CT 9 GGMSTabi
Khonikhel

Terminated due to excess 
in'sub divisional quota,

Samreen
Sadaf

Haji.Amin Khan18 Documents not provided 
for verification^

DM GGMSTaraii9

>•Having no DM certificate 
Sihas not provide BA 
decree for verification. 
Having no DM certificate 
& has not provide BA 
degree for verification, 
Having no DM
ceftificate/dipioma_____
jDPE diploma found fake
& bogus,______^________
jDPE diploma found fake
& bogus.______________
jDPE diploma found fake . 
&. bogus.______________
Having no professional
documents, _________
Having no professional 
documents & Lower 
Kurram domicile holder, 
while she was appointed 
in Central Kurram, also 
appeared in CT( LK) while 
appointed as PET fCI<1, 
Has been excluded by PA 
enquiry,

Shamim Bibi19 Spin Gul DM 9 GGMSDogar 
NO-2 .

GGMSOssaiPaiwccn Bibi20 Spin Gul DM 9
1,

GGMSTabi
khonikhel
GMSDappa

DM 9Bahaclar21 Bibi jamila . Niaz
Khan

9PETHaji Haider KhanSajid Rehman22

GMS
Khazeena

9PETNoor AlamZia u! Alam23

GMS jilamai9PETKhan BahadarGul Hassan24

GMS Kimal 
Baza

PET 9Mir JehanKifayatullalt25

GGMS OssaiI’ET 9Haji Ajmir KhanZarTaj Bibi26

GMS.Paloseen1/C 7Said Aslam. KhanSajid Rehman27

Failed in typing test as 
per advertisement & 
rejected by enquiry 
officers.

I/C 7 CHS ManatooWalayat KhanSiraj U Din28

V:
I

Addl: Agency''^cfu^^ 

Lower & Central KuiSrt!
pn Officer 

Sadda,
,/Edu;. Dated_3_l_/_L2_/20157987-93 

Copy for information to the:-
1. Director of Education FATA Peshawar.
2. Political Agent Kurram Agency,
3. Additional Political Agent Kurram Agency.
4. Agency Account Officer Kurram Agency.
5. Assistant Political Agent Lower Kurram . .
6. Assistant Political Agent Central Kurram.
7. prineipais/I-leadmastersconceniodforsimilaractipn.

No,

:
i

Addl: Agency Educatio.n Offi^' 
Lower & Central Kurram Sadda.

ii CamScanner
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Sr. Date of

order/
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
I NoI

•f:
s V./i

TT^1 2 t

•V' /'
•V

BEFORK THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

: Service Appeal No. 298/2016

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

... 28.03.2016 
... 31.05.2018

Mr. Waliid Zaman Ex: CT, Kurrain Agency.
Appellant

Versus
i

1. The Additional Chief Secretary FATA, FATA Secretariat 
Warsak Road Peshawar.

2. The Director of Education FATA, FATA Secretariat Warsak 
Road Peshawar.

3. The Additional Agency Education Officer, Lo^vc^ and Central 
Kurroni Agency at Sadda.

4. The /agency Account Officer, Kurram Agency.
Respondents

1

JUDGMENT
.31.05.2018-

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: - Learned

counsel for the appellants and Mr. Kabir Uliah Khattak, AdditionalATTE
Advocate General for the respondents present.k

2. This singic/common judgment shall dispose of llic aboveA
•ikhwa

ir

^ChySerP;'.! 
Se vice 

Pe.s:i
captioned Appeal filed byl(l) Wahid Zaman (Ex. CT) as well as (2al.

'iV. ,f-
•Scrvice appeal No.294/2016 filed by/fMuhammad SiddiqueM'Ex

CF), (3) Service appeal bearing No.299/20i6 filed by Muhammad
i

i

Saecd (Ex. CT); (4) Service appeal bearing No. 300/2016 filed by 

Aqib Zaman (Ex. CT), (5) Service appeal bearing No.302/2016 filed

by Latcef Hussain (Ex.CT), being icenticai in nature, I



(

'
2

I
The appellants (Ex-CTs), have filed the present appeal u/s 4

of the Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the
i

Order dated 11.12.2015 whereby the appellants were terminated 

w.c.f the date of their appointments. ‘

Learned counsel for the appellants argued that the respondent 

No.3 through advcrfi em-.nt published in the newspaper adycrliscd 

.various posts in Education Department Kurram Agency including 

the posts of CT and the appellant having the requisite qualification 

Wr the posts of CT applied for the same; that after participation in 

the test and interview the appellants were declared successful in tnc 

selection, process and consequently the appellants w.ere olfered the 

id’post through' issuance of appointment order, h urfter argued that 

in response to the appointment of the appellants they started 

performing their duties at the stations/schools concerned. Further
i

argued that astonishingly the respondent No. 3 is-sued the impugned
1

order dated 11.12.2015 whereby the seivices of; the appellants were j 

terminated with retrospective effect. Further argued that the 

appellants have not been treated in accordance with law. Further | 

argued that the appellants w-ere appointed in the light ol ; 

Appointment, Promotion & Transfer Rules. Further argued that the 

appellants were terminated without any regular inquiry' and issuance 

of show cause notice. Further argued that no chance of personal 

hearing was given to the appellants before the issuance of impugned 

order. Learned counsel for the appeffants strenuously argued tlrat the 

impugned order is against the law, facts and norms of natural justice j ..

3.

!;
■

i

.4.

I

sat

^chh!u;;,;;hwa 
p^ecTnbu^ai.

1'

{



1 ir

»

^9
hence liable to be set aside.

As against that, learned Additional Advocate General -while
:;

opposing the present appeal argued'that the respondent department

inquired the anomalies cairied out in the recruitment process in
I

Kiirram Agency and 'for that piiiposc constituted oversight
I

committee to trace out illegal appointees; that the committee i

submitted its report and thereby cle:r.-Iy picked out tho.se candidates

1 who had applied through fake and bogus degrees and were
j

I

appointed Illegally. (
I

6. Arguments heard. File perused.

It is not disputed that the posts of C.T vvere advertised7.

through advertisement, in the newspaper and that the appellants

having been fully qualified and eligible to apply for the same,

participated in the reemitment process. Perusal of the impugned f

,
order dated 11.12.2015 would show , that llic appellants were j

terminated not for the reason that they were not eligible or duly i.'Cl ■'

I-t ;

qualified for posts of C.T rather tlieir sciwiccs were terminated ■
!S

simply on the ground that appointments of appellants Wahid Zaman
I

(Ex. CT), Muhammad Siddique (Ex. CT), Muhammad Saeed (Ex.

CT) and Aqib Zaman (Ex. CT) were found in excess to Sub

Divisional quota and appellant Lateef Hussain (Ex. CT) is domicile
i

holder of upper Kurram. In. the Vv'ritten reply submitted by the i •

respondent departi-nent is has not.befen explained that indeed for the 

posts of C.T there was a Sub Divisional quota, similarly in the

written reply there is no mention of number of vacant posts of C.T :
;

,4
/
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in each Sub Division neither the total number of candidates posted 

ihc posts ofC.T in each Sub Division was given. It may also 

be mcnlioncd that in the advertisement available on file it was 

.simply mentioned tliat the candidate should be the peimanent 

resident of-Kuiram Agency hence no distinction of upper Kurram or

!

lower Kurram was there in -the advertisement. Similarly .the

furnished any report of thercsponcienl department has not 

committee declaring the appointments of the appellants as illegal.f

learned Additional AdvocateDuring the course of arguments 

Genera! failed to bring to 

rccorcl/i-cport Jusrifying the issuance of the impugned order.

light of above' discussion this Tribunal is

! the notice of this Tribunal any

In theS.
i

constrained to issue direction to the respondent department to 

. ;adjus&Vein5tate the appellants'at the posts C.T with immediate effect 

*^®4u'ithout back benefits. The present sendee appeals bearing 

a No.29?/20!6, 294/2016, 299/2016, 300/2016 and 302/2016 are

left to bear their own costs.
!

pted in the shove terms. Parties are 

l-'ilc be consigned to the record room after its completion.

acce!
1'

.../

c (/

•/v

■ Date of rrencf.tzif--

INHmberofV.'o
Copyhjrr yj-______

Ufgstrf_____

TetSi________

Nan? crC-v.- 
Date of C
Dareef c-rCo

____■; v —

. Jh.

n —C
Z£

1 V



;)Cf
'I

•j

/6
31.05.2018 Isarned counsel for the appellant present. Mr; Kafair 

Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the 
respondents present. i

Vide.separate common judgment of today placed on file of'
service appeal bearing No.298/2016, this Tribunal is constrained to ' 
issue direction to the respondent department to adjust/reinstate the 
appclkmi ut the post C.T with immediate effect, without back 
benents. 1 he present service appeal is accepted in the above terms. 
Puiiics '.lie left to bear ihcir own costs. File be consigned-to the 
record room.

.AN?JOUNCED

cAr- ■U/l. 31.05.2018
ps yre copj

icrviG-j 'ikibuiial.
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