
\

I isUi;
i4v ■

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Asstt: AG for the18.06.2015.'i ;

ftrA''

respondents present. Agent of counsel for the appellant requested 1

for adjournment as counsel for the appellant was busy before Dar-

Ul-Qaza, Swat. Adjourned to 24.06.2015 for preliminary hearing. J
hi

[!lf:'before S.B. I 10
■;Si

Member .• ilftW

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Assistant A’G fof :#jp,& 

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant is stated busy before,;i| 

Darul Qaza. Adjourned to 29.7.2015 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

24.06.2015

|]

'-i-'m iOo!Ch^man

■ '[’-'I
Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for thlerij29.07.2015

mappellant intends to further document the appeal including the placih|||i| j || 
of Judgment of Hon'ble High Court passed in Writ Petition in favour dfSj | I lf

the appellant. May do so within a fortnight where-after appeal be fixed 

for preliminary hearing on 3.9.2015 before S.B. Ife;.

airman
I' •

Ch ■It ..
1 ■ V ■

m

■ISi
None present for appellant despite repeated calls. Even thetil;

* *'r1 * ^appeal has not been documented within the time specified by the^^Wi

iM1 ?•!i-03.09.2015
a

Court. The Court time is over. The appeal is dismissed for want of i-:;

prosecution. File be consigned to the record.

W"1:
Iai

^ -11 !0
ANNOUNCED • C>

■i-03.09.2015
IP'-''I

E-"-1..

illi!
’■lill'r
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■1ff

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah IChallak, Asst: 

Advocate General for the respondents present’'. Counsel forAhe

27.01.2015
X1

♦

appellant requested for adjournment. Request accepted . do come
1: i

up for preliminary hearing on 18.03.20Ip.;
). t-i

'!v:h

I
i' ■I •I

(7^Ir! fi Member. |

lb i1 I

Jll■ il ■ •■■in :!
i

I

;i

I i

None for the appellant present. Asst: AG for! the 

respondents present. Notice to counsel for the appellant be issued
1 i

for 20.05.2015 for preliminary hearing before S.B. '

I

18.03.2015

1

r : I:

ii’ %
' Member

I 5

i

i i

I

i

l(

>

I i

Agent of counsel for the appellant arid Asstt: AG for the 

respondents present. Learned'counsel fepr the appellant ||is,?'taCed l 
busy before Dar-Ul-Qaza, Swat. Adjourned to 18'.66.20ii5 Ifor 

preliminary hearing before S.B. |

20.05.2015

I;
A j.

Membeii

I

i

i

li



l'

I.
k.
>1

'i

/ 4 16.06.2014 Counsel for the appellant present. Application for

restoration of appeal filed by the learned counsel for the appellant

is handed over to the learned GP, meanwhile pre-admission notice 

be issued to the learned GP to assist the Tribunal. To come up for 

arguments on restoration application of appeal on 0.L09.2014.

!'

li

I,

II,

her;j

\I'

01.09.2014 Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP forD '
the respondents present. Clerk of counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment due to General Strike of the Bar; To
I

come up for arguments on restoration application of appeal on

06.11.2014.

i. Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Kattak, Asst:06.11.2014

AG for the respondents present. Arguments on application for1

restoration of appeal heard. Application is allowed. The appeal is
j

hereby restored. To come up for preliminary hearing! on\

>
j

27.01.2015.

Member '

\
i'; \)
I

:
!;

I



4
Counsel for the appellant present and submitted an

■■‘-I
S--'

/■

02.01.2014

application for restoration of appeal. To come up for 

arguments on restoration application of appeal on

05.03.2014.

V

Clerk of counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. To come up for argument on application for 

restoration of appeal on3l^.04.2014.

05.03.2014

Member

j' No one is present on behalf of the appellant. To come up 

for arguments on application for restoration of appeal on

22.04.2014

16.06.2014.
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•‘EicyiOETm^'O^N'M 'i^nrm^^'K^^ooy^xK'Wji
(FESHAWA^
S. J^-ppeaf^Ho.^*/201^

^6?^ Versus
Application witfi RutnSfe req 

fiJ/>/2013.
^spectfudy SuBmitied.

l.Vfiat tfie aSove titfed service a 
J//J^/2013, f

2 ^lat on the same date counset for the appeLlant
(Peshawar mph Court cDaruC Qaza Mtnqora Pench m wnt petitions M. - 
2141/^2012 trtkd Israr Sher (Bahad.. dsm6ax6<RasooC and others ^

XhaistaVS Ahmad Iqhatandotherss, AminVttah CC Parvish S
govt of %P.%.<^ Others other case.

govt of %P.%. oti others .
St for restoration of the dismissaC order in defauft datedue

was fixed Before your honor fior

Bicsy Before thewas

the same date.therefore the appettant was not present on

4 mat not appearing of the counseC of the appeCCant Before this Jdonorahk
not intentionaCCy hut due to the above mentwned reason.

Been served over the appedant or counseC of appedant from court

Court was

5. Phat no notice 

6.. That the appeCCant vahuahk rights are invoCvedwith this case.

7.‘That appeCCant got the information of dismissaC on 1.1.2014.

S.dfiat case needdisposaCover merit that is the basic requirement offaw.

9 mat others arguments wdC he at the time of herring this appCication. ^
It is there for humhCy prayed that on acceptance of this appCtcation this monorahhe 

mayhindfy restore the service appeaC mentioned above and decide on rwnt.
Appc lant

Phrough

court

dvofateL. OPawaSAhiiMo 
High Court Pest ^ir.

Certificate:
Certificate that adthie contents of the aBo'd 

totheBestofmyhnowiedge.. \
wpficatiem are wue andmemio,

correct

/
/



/
V'

. ■/

%?:t/
I ir:‘,

' ■ / i k\ ' r-ll
/ yj ,¥

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL 
PESHAWAR.
S'Appca! NO.^^'y

1. Mu hammed A1

ff

eem PET GHS Fefa Puran Shangla District

r20i3.

'mim
■fp
■tfim (Appellant)

VERSUS

GovtofK.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.

2. Director (e & se) Peshawar .

3. District Education Officer District Shangla.

4. Dislnct Co-Ordination Officer Shaii'da

j.

V

m
telwm

(Respondents)h

«ni“LZ 151 ’imm"f“f """]j

*•

Prayer in appeal.

'lU’clhint has been rejected from, may kindly be set-aside and

- u.xyiJd to 24.2.2006 as well as all hack benefits includhm 

sa ones of appellant may kindly be awarded to appellant^ 
because the appellant was kept out illegally from the service

15.1.J

• il>
/

f Respeetfnlly sheweth:Ii7l ^3. ./ / ihat the appe.(!ant was appointed as PET teacher in the
education ^^epaitnuait and during the service the appellant -nd .fl 
were terminated on 24 7 eo04 fmm th. o . ■ ^ end ofhers
aroquaiiiled of the diploma of S.D.P.E in'place oT,I.D.Rr'"''

/

■C'.V AT’2"r’o.>,; CPrs< — 7
/■/

O i-i/.' // '17

'*■:—

4,

%
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V

02.112013 Neilhertheappellant nor his counsel present. Called for may
1

times but no one is present for the appellant. The appeal is,

therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to the

record.

o
J^/>. ANNOUNCI-n

02.12.2013.

'C,

—Is -sti.-r/- / 2— s
____

0ate or ?rc:’: 
Nuii'ib;.: of

'* *

- ^

i:
i

'--^^43Da::f 

Date Cl DclT',’
. - t

A •

f* <ri
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;TOT|« SERVICE '>V'->

Kuynm i^UKiiTodN^feuwA
^iC'C

iy-
V.-0,-r,'3X-

N.AppL‘:il N'v'),' r20)3.

Miih.uiniiad Aiecm PET
c • '~x

:I Cits I'cla l-'iiran Shangla District
/ /

(Appclln n t)VDRSUsS

1 .secretary (E & SB) Peshawar.

2.Dirccior (e & se) Peshawar .

A.L)istr!cr Education Officer 

d-Oisirict Co-Ordination

District Shangla. 

Oificcr Shangla.;
(Respondonts)

/«-.'cv/ /r, tue. DE0(E& SE) sLigl.a!’‘’‘'‘‘'

iyaycr in appcaf.

rc.

On

::piicilu:i( has been rcjcyt,^,! fro,r <h>Pca.l ^
birecr rte respomlentOyn „ n ’ «"‘l

SA;Tj;rT-~TST
/•C/

nlfy s!i(i)v(iiJi:i

.-■' /' a/
■f.K ■ipj.'cliant was -i.. pira- ,

'linn dcixinmciu ;inrl dui-ciThcf.P-', t^e
"■vre icnninaicd on 24 7 •’Odd T.n ih “ ""'^'’‘1'^'^

' orthediplcna of S.D.P.Tfp:p: ^'-2

ewic;

-AM ' •..■

id

V

' 'T‘j—l
XAlVOr
•.r,- Viabuuai, !

peshupar
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1-'O-

O^/l/x.^/^-^'- -J-C

Nciihcr ihc r.ppcilanl nor iiis counsel present. Called Ibr'inay -:'.
Cb;- •

0.112.2013
•'/

limes but no one is prcsenl for the appellant. The appeal is,

therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to the

record.

.ANNOtlNCr-lD
02.12.2013.

Date of

Nl'mb:.! of 11;-'...
Copy: ■:v . ..

Dale /J-Ci';. "5

Khvbm-
fitvioc Tlbutltij 

I'oshuxraf
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J::KF0RL: •
I’rsn-AWAR.

niE SERVICE TRIBUNIL•• I

KHYBER PUKHTOONilcBRYA^S 

Shangla District■SliairgnA"^?,^,

i''
;

I
••■-ApjH;;i| ,V; )

Muhaniinnci Aleem PET GHS FefaPuran ■>

• >

(Appcjliint)VERSUS

secretary (E&SE)Peshavvar.
2:Di,-ector (e & se) Peshawar .

^j.Oisiiict Eckication 

■■-i-IDLsinci Co^ Ordinaiion Officer

Officer District Shangla. 

Shaiigla.

I

i.;

(Respondents)t-
■'.ppc!// u/s 4 of the service tribunal Act of 1974 
order dated 15.01.2013 ^“donist the
■ejected by the DEO(E&SE) Shanol2’^"‘''/

Rraycr In appeal.I
Oa15.1.2013 nass^,a ,ppp^"p"pf^^’-^s appeal the order dated 

appeUant 'has been rekr^d^'^'!' the appeal of
(lirec

service.
llcspcrtfitiiy sbewetk:

appellant was'appointed a--ppt i-oph
.............. .................................................................................................

AT-W-V:, .....................

n\
wci'c ic.'-minnted Oil

Knvder ; 
Servicc Tnbuiiai,

i'cshaivai:

;
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Pij^fy.2^^^ ■ if ^ lO'i ,̂9 ;■
A

r-/. :!
Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Called forinay-i'. •

lA >h:X:0.2.12.2013
/

liincs but no oite is present for ilie ap]5ellant. The appeal is, 

therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to the

record.

c
ANNOUNCi’D
02.12.2013,

Dttte u-r?/-. 
Nun • of Tu..;t. i
CcpyiiF hi:;. . 'X^

r

3»,. ~C,

D.: <3:y - /s
Date ci Nelf,-',; ni

..cfXXX'-:

Thbunai,Acrv;
shuA'nfPc
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IlM -

Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Called for may #^
>*.

times but no one is present for the appellant. The appeal is, 

therefore, dismissed in default in limine. File be consigned to the

'. •; 02.12.2013
/

record.

U
ANNOUNCED

Member02.12.2013.

4

■ 4J-



22.05.2013 No one is present for the appelant. In

pursuance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service

Tibunals (Amendment Ordinance, 2013) (Khyber

Pakhtnkhwa Order II of 2013), the case is adjourned

on note Reader for proceeding as before on 16.7.2013

No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Notices be5: 16.07.2013

issued to the appellant/counsel for the appellant for preliminary

hearing on 02.10.2013.

.ember\

Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. To come up for preliminary hearingVn 02.12.2013.

C>X]O.20 B

ember

C.
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■:

Counsel for the appellant present and requested lor 

■ adjournment. Case adjourned to 22.5.2013 for preliminary 

hearing on the point of maintainability of appeal as to 

whether the impugned order dated 15.1.2013 is original or

.-r. •
5.4.2013

I

'V.
- .T. .

appellate order.

V"
S' Member.

.. I c
:

■;

I •

i • :

■’

1

/
/

/•///

/
t
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/
/
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Form- A

form of order SFIEET
Court of

___________ Ann/2013 ------------- -—
Case No.

or Magistrate
Date of order
Proceedings

S.No.

3
21

resubmitted

in the

the Worthy Chairman for

of Mr.Muhammad Aleem

Advocate may be entered
The appeal

I today by Mr. LNawab Ali Moor 

institution Register and put up to tn

14/02/2013
1

preliminary hearing.

REGISTIUR (■

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for prelim nary 

hearing to be put up there on

cHAnwAhr’—^

i



The appeal of Mr.Muhammad PliT received today i.e. on 01/02/201.3 is incomplete on

the following scores, which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission' 

.within-lS days:-

1- Copy o.f.terrnination order mentioned in para-1 of the memo of appeal is not attached with
' the appeal which may be placed on it. ' ' *

2- Copy of Judgment of Hon'ble High Court^mentioned in para-3 of the memo of appeal is not 
. attached with the appeal which may be placed on it. ’ • • • . ,

3- Affidavit may be got attested bythe Oath Commissioner.
. '4- Title of the Index is shown as Peshawar.High Court instead of Service Tribunal.

ys.T, •No.

72013. ■Dt.

iiEUisriiAU/ 
SI-UVICK TRIBUNAI. 

KHYBBRPAKHTUNKHWA 
Pl-SHAWAR, ’

L.NWAB All NOOR ADV. PESH.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA 

PESHAWAR.

if2013.S. Appeal NO.

1 .Muhamm4d Aleem PET GHS Fefa Puran Shangla District Shan^a.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

l.Govt of K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.

2.Director (e & se) Peshawar .

S.District Education Officer District Shangla.

4.District Co- Ordination Officer Shangla.
(Respondents)

Appeal U/S 4 of the service tribunal Act of 1974 against the 

order dated 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appellant was 

rejected by the DEO(E& SE) Shangla.

Prayer in appeal
On acceptance of this appeal the order dated 

15.1.2013 passed by respondent No.3, whereby the appeal of 

appellant has been rejected from, may kindly be set-aside and 

direct the respondents to allow the seniority, of period from 

20.5.2004 to 24.2.2006 as well as allback benefits including 

salaries of appellant may kindly be awarded to appellant 

because the appellant was kept out illegally from the service.

Respectfully sheweth:

1. That the appellant was appointed as PET teacher in the 
education department and during the service the appellant and others 
were terminated on 24.7.2004 from the service on the ground that they
are qualified of the diploma of S.D.P.E in place of J.D.P.E.

sm h V/

I



A,

i

■That fte appellant along with others colleagues challenge the impugned 

termination before the Peshawar High Court through W.P which was 
allowed on 24.2.2006 in favor of the appellant and others.

3.That appellant and their colleagues were reinstated back to their services 

and the impugned order dated 24.7.2004 
judgment of the Peshawar High Court.

set aside through thewas

4.That over the judgment dated 24.2.2006 the respondents issued 
dated 13.4.2006 order
. . . re-instated/adjusted back to his own post of PET
in their respective schools however no order regarding back benefits or

passed for appellant and the continuation of service of the 
appellant made question mark. ^
arrears was

5. That it was like day clear that the order of the Peshawar High Court 
regarding the re-instatement of the appellant not fresh appointment
through the judgment the appellant the same termination order 
aside.

6. That right from the re-instatement the appellant request through proper 

channel and continuously requesting for the arrears and all back 
benefits of the period w.e.f 20.4.2004 to 24.2.2006,but till date the 

aj^ellant case kept held and finally it was rejected on 15 1 2013

7. '^at appellant having no other remedy except to knock the door of this 

Honorable tribunal on the followiiig amongst others.

GROUNDS:

was
and

was set

a) . THAT the rejection order in question is against the law, rules
of service and facts.

b) . THAT before passing the order in question the relevant
procedure on the subject, as provided by the law , has not 
been followed.

c) . that no procedure was followed by the respondents before passing
of the rejection order dated 15.1.2013 neither any law relevant to the 

service / termination has been followed nor any legal finding 
regarding the rejection of appeal been mentioned.

/



d). THAT the respondents rejection order regarding the appeal is 
unlawful, illegal, beyond the jurisdiction and based on malafid.

ej.THAT the order of the Peshawar High Court is clear about the re­
instatement nor about the fresh appointment and thus the appellant been 
reinstated on their own service through set aside the order of termination 
dated 24.7.2004.

f). THAT in order never been mentioned that back benefit will not be 

awarded to appellant the rejection / not allowing the back benefit is the 
sweet will of the respondents by self.

g).THAT question mark before this Honorable court that if the appellant 
was re- Instated meaning thereby that service was continue and break is 
there then under what law/ rules the respondent not awarding the 
salaries. Back benefits to appellant.'"

h) . THAT the appellant is serving in the department with honestly & ■
he has unblemished record and performed his duty honestly and to the 
best satisfaction of his superior.

i) .THAT the appellant treated discriminately because many presidents are
there m the education department in such like cases all back benefits 
been awarded by the said department.

It is therefore respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this 

appeal the impugned rejection order dated 15.1.2013 may be 

set-aside and the appellant may kindly be allowed the salaries / 

back benefit of the period 20.5.2004 to 20.5.2006 with all back 

benefits including salaries to appellant.

Appellant
Through

f.
L, Nawab All

Advocate High CoupiPeshawIir

/
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA 
PESHAWAR.

S.AppealNO. of 2013.

1 .Muhammad Aleem PET GHS FefaPuran Shangla District Shangla.

(Appellant)

l.Govt of K.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar & others.

(Respondents)

AFFIDA VIT

If L.Nawab AH Noor Advocate High Court Peshawar as per 

instruction of my client solemnly affirm and declare that all the 

contents of the accompanying service appeal is true & correct to 

the best of my knowledge and bMef and nothing has been 

concealed from this Horrible court
r\

a

- /
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&iM 0F_THt UiSTUlCT liDUCATiON OFFiCcK i6&SEki^Ilii^5HANGLA,

Datecl / ^ / ^7 /Z013
t T 0 '..i-

/DEO (E&SE) SHNo

a To.

■ 1) Mr Ghulam'Akbar PET.GMS Chagurn.
2) Mr.Mohammad Musa PETGMS Nakhtar Hasham Kheland 

i-/r.'Muha;"m;.!d Alio! PET, GNS riaza ■
./i) Mr Sahibul Taj PET 28 kotkay.1Fg

i APPEALS

miMli f Merrio;
. .1

a..
Reference your departmental appeals dated 14/12/2012 for the 

jif . ^ grant of back benefits {pay seniority).

In this regard you are hereby informed that in the light of the
t decision High Court Peshawar you have adjusted as PETs vide this office No

3258-85 dated 18/04/2006 but in the above decision no order has passed by the 
_ ^

i^aid Court regarding back benefits..

Hence the appeals on rhe above mentio'ied ground are rejected. ■’

a 11

mm

Cour

m
M
i$1

?■-

i
i CATION OFFICER 

E^SE) DISTRICT SHANGLA.
DISTE

im V

i®

m \

f

§
JM:

\
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A-/VO'
L^MuEammacfAieem (PET g:}{S Eefa (Puran. SdangCa (District SdangCa.f

I ■

(JlppeCtdnt).

Versus

1. govt of %P.T<^nTiroug(iSecretary (E (ACSEjPesfiawar oZotfiers..

(^sponcfents)
{•;' im>EX

SMo. (Desc7iption of Documents AtineAure Pages
AppeaC1. 1-3
JAfficCavit2 4
Copy oftfie reinstatement order3 A 5
Copy oftfie appeaC4. ■ (B 6
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNIL KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA 

PESHAWAR.

S.Appeal NO. of 2013.

1 .Muhammad'Aleem PET GHS FefaPuran Shangla District Shangla.1'

i. (Appellant)
VERSUS

l.GovtofK.P.K through secretary (E & SE) Peshawar.

2.Director. (e & se) Peshawar .

3.District Education Officer District Shangla.

4.District Co-Ordination Officer Shangla.
(Respondents)

Appeal U/S 4 of the setyice tribunal Act of 1974 against the 

order dated 15.01.2013 Whereby the appeal of the appellant was 

rejected by the DEO(E& SE) Shangla.

Prayer in appeal.
On acceptance of this appeal the order dated 

15.1.2013passed by respondent No.3, whereby the appeal of 

appellant has been rejected from, may kindly be set-aside and 

direct the respondents to allow the seniority, of period from 

20.5.2004 to 24.2.2006 as well as all back benefits including 

salaries of appellant may kindly be awarded to appellant 

because the appellant was kept out illegally from the

i'

■

f

service.

Respectfully shewetli:

l.That the appellant was appointed as PET teacher in the 
education department and during the service the appellant and others 
were terminated on 24.7.2004 from the service on the ground that they 

qualified of the diploma of S.D.P.E in place of J.D.P.E.are
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2. That the appellant along with others colleagues challenge the impugned 

termination before the Peshawar High Court through W.P which was 
allowed on 24.2.2006 in favor of the appellant and others.

3. That appellant and their colleagues were reinstated back to their services 
and the impugned order dated 24.7.2004 
judgment of the Peshawar High Court.

set aside through thewas

"^’dmed °iT4 24.2.2006 the respondents issued order
. . instated/adjusted back to his own post of PET
in their respective schools however no order regarding back benefits or 

arrears was passed for appellant and the continuation of service of the 
appellant made question mark. ^

was re-

5. That it was like day clear that the order of the Peshawar High Court v 

regarding the re- instatement of the appellant not fresh appointment ,
through the judgment the appellant the same termination order was set 
aside.

6. That right from the re-instatement the appellant request through proper 
channel and continuously requesting for the arrears and all back 
benefits of the period w.e.f 20.4.2004 to 24.2.2006,but till date the 
aj^ellant case kept held and finally it was rejected on 15.1.2013.

7. That appellant having no other remedy except to knock the door of this 
Honorable tribunal on the following amongst others.

was
and

GROUNDS:

a) . THAT the rejection order in question is against the law, rules
of service and facts.

b) . THAT before passing the order in question the relevant
procedifre on the subject, as provided by the law, has not 
been followed.

c) , THAT no procedure was followed by the respondents before passing
of the rejection order dated 15.1.2013 neither any law relevant to the 
service / termination has been followed nor any legal finding 

regarding the rejection of appeal been mentioned.
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d) . THAT the^ respondents rejection order regarding the appeal is
unlawful, illegal, beyond the jurisdiction .and based on malafid.

e) .THAT the order of the Peshawar High Court is clear about the re­
instatement nor about the fresh appointment and thus the appellant been 

reinstated on their own service through set aside the order of termination 
dated 24.7.2004.

t). THAT in order never been mentioned that back benefit will not be 

awarded.to appellant the rejection / not allowing the back benefit is the 
■ sweet will of the respondents by self.

g).THAT question mark before this Honorable court that if the appellant 
was re-Instated meaning thereby that service was continue and break is 
there then under what law / rules the respondent not awarding the 

salaries. Back benefits to appellant.

fa). THAT the appellant is serving in the. department-with honestly ,& 

he has unblemished record and performed his duty honestly and to the 
best satisfaction of his superior.

i).THAT the appellant treated discriminately because many presidents 

there in the education department in such like cases all back benefits 
been awarded by the said department.

It is therefore respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this 

appeal the impugned rejection order dated 15.1.2013 may be 

set-aside and the appellant may kindly be allowed the salaries/ 

back benefit of the period 20.5.2004 to 20.5.2006 with all back 

benefits including salaries to appellant
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’ Il-iii UiSTRICTEDUCATiON .OFriCHK DISTRICT SHANGLa!

. /DEO (E&SE) SH

> >
:

V

Dated / H / ^7 /2013

To.
.5

£•

1) Mr Ghularn Akbar PET,GiVlS Chdgurn.
2) Mr.Mohammad Musa PETGMS Nakhtar Hasham Kheland 

r/'r.'Mohanirriad PET, GMS Eiaza
A) Mr Sahibul Taj PET 28 kotkay'.
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APPEALS■SuLii--'!
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'V ■I .Merrio;

Reference your departmental appeals dated 14/12/2012 for the 

r : grant of back benefits (payseniority).
i

t

i ■

In this regard you are hereby informed that in the light of the ■ 

Couri decision High Court Peshawar you have adjusted as PETs vide this office No

•;j.• .
i,

32GB* 85 dated 18/04/2006 but in the above decision no order has passed by the '

: snidT-
■;

Court regarding back benefits..i

Hence-the appeals on '..he above mentioried ground are rejected.t
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