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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
' ' PESHAWAR.

A

Execution Petition No.___ 9/> 1023
In Service Appeal No. 12780/2020

Shams Ul Nehar (daughter of Bashir Ahmad) Arabic Teacher (AT) resident of .
house no 646/C Mohallah Jewan Singh District Bannu.

, (Petitioner) *
P - . VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Education Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Education, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Director Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Director Education Officer Female Peshawar.

4. District Accounts Officer, Bannu.

(V8]

(Respondents)

' - \

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE RESPONDENTS TO
IMPLEMENT THE JUDGMENT _DATED: 14/03/2023 OF THIS
HONORABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.

- RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
1. That the applicant/Petitioner filed Service Appeal No-12780/2020.

2. That the said appeal was finally heard by the Honorable Tribunal on
14/3/2023. The Honorable Tribunal is kind enough to allow this appeal of
appellant. (Copy of judgment is attached as Annexure-A).

3. That the appellant also filed application to respondents for the implementation
of judgment. The respondents were totally failed in taking any action reégarded
the Hon'able Tribunal judgment dated-14/03/2023,

4. That the respondents were totally failed in taking any action regarded the
Hon'able Tribunal Judgment dated 14/03/2023. |

5. That the respondent totally violated the judgment of Hon'able Service
Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt of Court.



6. That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended or set aside
by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the respondents are legally
bound to implement the same in letter and spirit.

4

7. That the petitioner has having no other remedy to file this Execution Petition.

K

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may be
directed to obey the judgment dated 14/03/2023 of this august Tribunal in

" letter and spirit. Any other remedy, which this august Tribunal deems fit
and appropriate that, may also be awarded in favor of applicant/appellant.

PETITIONER _
SHAMS UN NEHAR
) 1
\. m 9 i § E
(AFTAB HUSSAIN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.

THROUGH:

" AFFIDAVIT: - ;

It is affirmed ar_1d declared that the contents of the above Execution Petition are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT
CMC= H20(-F238TTA-3




- Nac 1278172020 titled " Romana Bashir versus Secretary Education (E&SE) and others “ decided on 14.03.2023
by Division Beneh comprising Katim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Salult Ud Din, Mentber, Jucticial, Khy,
¥ ) Pakhumkineg Service Tribunal, Peshawar, . ’

_ - ' . T Service dppeals No.1275002020 iitled “Shams un Nehar va:Secretny Education (E&SE} und oibiers” and C -
: .
I

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
 PESHAWAR. '

BEFORE:  KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN Nt %
SALAHUDDIN - ... MEMBER (Judicial) ™=
- . Service Appeal No.12780/2020
- Date of presentation of appeal....... e, 12.10.2020
Dates of Hearing................. 07.03.2023,08.03.2023 and 14.03.2023
Date of Decision........................._ TPEDR e 14.03.2023

~

™ Shams un Nehar, (daughter of .Béshir Ahmad) Arabic Teéacher (AT)
resident of House No.646/C Mohallah Jewan Singh District Banni.

Ceveresrerenes R LT T T OO UU RO Appellant
Versus
3 g L. (;overriment of Khy'ber Pakhtunkhwa thrbugh Secretary
N ES) Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Education, Civil Secretariat,
g é‘)z Peshawar. - ‘ |
$ _‘Z 2. Director Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
) fg 3. District Education Officer (Female), Bannu.

, R ! 4. District Accounts Officer, Bannu. ‘

' 5. Shazia Bibi daughter of Asal Jan Arabic Teacher posted at GGHS
Kotkha Bilawar Khan Bannu (deleted vide order 07.03.2023) .
et e reeee e aaanas eetereerrre e enran e s (Respondents)
Pi'ese.xzf:

Mr. Masood ur Rehman Wazir, o ) T
Advocate..................o e, --.....For the-appellant. .
* Muhammad Adeel Butt, L
Additional Advocate General ......... S ....For respondents
S (on 07.03.2023 & 08.03.2023) and
Fazal Shah Mohmand . ' o
Additional Advocate General and
' Muhammad Jan District Attorney. et e, . ...For'.Res';ﬁo.ndents
A : | o (on 14.03.2023)
Respondent No.3 District Education Officer (Female), Bannu .
on court notice on 14.03.2023, - ‘ | '
- W | "~ AYYESTED
g_;) .

K hbrTr PLkntukihnwg
Seeviee Tribunnt

Eushawayr
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Service Appeals No, 1278002020 tuied “Shams 1 Nehar -ve-Secretary Education (E&SE) and others™ and . é/)
Nu 1278172020 titted l

2781 “Romana Bashir versus Secretary Educution (ERSE) and others ™, decided on {4.03.2023
) by Divisian Bench comprising Kalim Arshud Khan, Clieirman, and Salah Ud Din. Member, Iudicial, Khyber
1 Pakhmnklnea Service Tribunal, Peshinvar . '

Service Appébl No.12 7310020 : R
Date of presentation of appeal..,.................... 2102020 -
Dates of Hearing..... ... 07.03.2023, 08.03.2023 and 14.03.2023
Date of Decision......,............ e, 14.03.2023 .

-~ Romana Bashir, (daughter of Bashir Abmad)Theology Teacher (TT).

 ‘resident of House No.646/C Mohallah Jewan Singh District Banny,

Yok W

........................................................................... Appellant
- 1 . . .

Versus

. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secrétary
-Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Education, Civil =~ Secretariat,

Peshawar. : _ :
Director Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

.- District Education Officer (Female), Bannu,

District Accounts Officer, Bannu, o |
Fozia Aslam daughter of Muhammad Theology Teacher posted at
GHS No.3 Bannu (deleted vide order 07.03.2023) S

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

oooooooooooooooooooooo

(Respondents)

Present:
- Mr. Masood ur Rehman Wazir, Advocate...... ... .+-...For the appellant.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, ‘ S -

Additional Advocate General ... <reeeennee...JFor respondents
L | (pn 07.03.2023 & 08.03.2023) and

Fazal Shah Mohmand : :

Additional Advocate General and

‘Muhammad Jan District Attorney..................... ....For Respondents |

| ‘ . ~ (on 14.03.2023)
Respondent No.3 District Education Officer(Female) Bannu |
on court notice on 14.03.2023. ‘

L)

APPEALS - UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST FOR GRANT OF SENIORITY/ARREAR OF PAy

AND OTHER BENEFITS WITH EFFECT FROM
107.10.2010 TO 19.07.20219 WHICH WERE GRANTED 70
RESPONDENT NO.5 ALONG. WITH OTHER TEACHERS

WHO WERE APPOINTED AND DENIED TQ THE -
APPELLANT THEREFORE DISCRIMINATORY ANp AATESTED

/7/ R D
| | . | . manvher Pakkhiuicdhwy

srvice Fribuant
Bea e




o KALIM ARSHAD KHAN_CHAIRMAN: Through this Judgmenl this

', 1278172020 titledt “Romana Bashir versus Secretary Education (&S, £) and others " decided on 14.03, 2023
by Division Bench cemprising Kalim drshad Mum Chatrmen, and Sulah (/d f)m Mc mher, " Judicial, Khyber
Pakbumbinea Service Tribunal, Pe slicnvar,

A:V]OLATIVE OF ARTICLE 25 OF CONSTITUTION OF
| :ISLAIWIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973

CONSOL]DATED IUDGMENT

| ',f‘cippeal and the connected service Appeal No.12781/2020 titled “Romcma

Bas/'m versus the Gove; nmem of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others” both are

K bemg deczded as the issue mvkoed in both the appeals is the same with

f’samc tacts and circumstances, the:efore can be convememly decnded‘

o ‘.toocthej

2 Accordmg to the memoranda and grounds of appeals, in response to

- the advemsement dated 24.04. 2010 the dppellants submitted apphcatlons

- peut:ons No 454/2016 and 449/2016 n the Peshawar ngh Court, which .

FARTS e

for appointment on dlfferent posts appeared in the test and interview but

'were dropped from ‘appointment due to the appointments, made on
| 07.10.2010, of the persons with fake degree and accommodation of less

merit candldates on political mterventlon that the appellants filed writ

- were ‘decided on 09.05. 2017 wde consolidated Judgment directing to

tenmnate all the boous certificate holders and appomt the appe]lants and

others on merit; that agamst the judgment CPLAS No.2022, 2023, 2024,

2383, 2384 2491, 2844 & 2845 of 2017 w were f led by the aggueved persons

before the Supxeme Court of Pakistan, ‘which directed. the official

: Irespondents to g,:ve scmorlty; that on 19.07.20.]9 the appeliants along with
~ others were appomted as Arabxc Teacher and Theology Teachex denymg‘

" them the semonty and other beneﬁtb ‘which were extended to the private

Sexrviee Ari tns!é
+ o, L X Ko i 4

et

U Servige Ap//( als No.12780/2020 titled “Shams un Nehar wvs- Seerelury Education {E&SE) and athers”™ and @)




Service Appca/.r Na.12750/2020 fitled “Shams un Nehar -vs-Secretar 'y Edvcation ([ &SE) and others™ and U

No 12781020 tirled * Romana Bashir versus Se crelury L(Juwhon (E&SE) and others”, decided on 14.03.2023
' hy Division Bench comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chair man. and Salah Ud Din, Mem/nr Judicial, Khyber
: Pakhusokinee Service Tribmia, I’eslum ar. :

nespondents and others; that the appellants and those who were gwen.

senjority and other benefits, were appointed on the basis of the same
advél;tisel‘taex]t and merit" list, so the appellants made depaitmental
zepl esentat:ons on 15 06 2020 1espondent No ] but those were not decxded

compellmg the appellants to ﬁle these appeals

3. j ‘ On | recetpt of the appeals and adnnss;on to full hearmg, .the _
| lespondents were summoned Respondents put appearance and contested the |
:Aappeals by tllmg written Ieplles raising therem numerons legal and factual
_ob;ectlons The defence setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellant
';Wlule not denymg the fact that the appellants had applxed for the posts
aoramst the advemsement made on 24 04. 2010 together with those who are
'placed above the appcllants it was contended by the off c1al respondents
‘ that the appellants had been dropped due to less merit score; that they were
appomted on 19.07.2019 as fresh eand;dates because the process whlch was
completed in 20l0 at that time the appellants faxled in the wntten test; that
" the appellants were treated in accordance with Iaw and poh(,y and as per
: Judgment of Supreme Court of Paklstan passed in CPLA No.2022 dated
07 03. 2018 whez ein it was elearly ordered that the semce they rendered in

[

- the past be counted consequently service of the appellant Shams un Neha:

was counted but she 1llegally maneuvered to draw arrears, without proper
opr oeedure by affi xmg fake sxgnatures of the DDO lllegally and her monthly
' "salal 'y was. stopped due to fake signatures; while In the case of the appellant

Romana Bash:r lt was eontended that she was not aggneved because

rage-t

plevxously she was in servwe as government teach‘er‘before her fresh .




g

i

by Bavsion Hench comprising Kelim Arshad Khan, € /m;mmn and Swlah Ud Din, Muubcr /rrdlcml Kiryber
PLakhtunkhva Service Tribunal, Peshawar. o

. service at their credjt before fresh appointment.

1

We have heard learned counse! for the appellants and ieamed

Addltlonal Advocate Gene;a]s learned District Attorney for the respondents

-~ and the District Educatlon Officer (Pema]e) Bannu

5. The Leamed counsel for the appellants reiterated the facts and

- grounds detailed in the memos and grounds of the appeals whlle the Ieamed

law off icers refuted the same.

6 There is no ifs ands or buts about the fact that the appellants had

dpphed in response to the advertisement dated 24. 04 201 0 and in comphance

._wnth lhe Judgment of the Supreme COUI‘t of Paklstan delivered in CPs
No. 20”2, 2023, 2024, 2383 2384, 7491 2844 & 2845 of 2017 handed down

on 07 03.2018, the process of selectlon was started aﬁfesh wherein both the

appellimts were selected and consequently appointed. It is the case of the.

appellants that they should be extended the same benefits Wthh were

- extended to the pnvate respondents. It is important enough to mention here :

that private respondents in both the appeals ‘were arrayed only for the

A purpose 1o rely on their case to seek similar treatment. They were neither

Paged -

-ii'ecessary nor proper parties, therefore, their names were deleted. The -

(i)fﬁ.cia] reSpondenté contended that thé appellant Shams un Nehar got some

financial benefits through illegal means, which she was not otherwise

C Trige .
G‘E}‘i'uu pp;..‘ru"

: : Service Appeats No. 1273072020 mlcd “Shams un Nehar -vs-Secretary 'y Ediecation (l &SE] and others” and L ;
- N 127812020 tided * ‘Ruwena Bashir versus Secretary Education (£ &SE) and thers ", decided on 14.03.2023 .



Service Appealy No, L278002020 titled *Shams wr Nebar vs-Se uerar; !:ducmmn (L&SE} and others” and 8)
NG 1278172020 fitted  Rowana Bashir versus Secrerm Y Ldwcarion (E&SE) und others”, decided on 14.03.2023
) o by Division Bench camprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chaiy man, and Salah Uil Din, M(.'mher Judicial, Khyber
- RS Lo Pakbtunkinea Service Ty rbunal Peshayvar,

( ent:tled whxlc the appellant Romana Bashir was in the. govemment ser vace:-
| .;'belbt hel appomtment as TT, therefore, she was also not entitled to
A f' nanclal benehts Regarding the alleged lllegal financial gain by the
-lappellant Shais un Nehar, the department is always at llbexty to take
dlscxplmary actlon wlnle the contention of the respondents that the appellanr

, Romana Bas]ur being already in govemment service was also not entitled to

the 1e11ef pr ayed by her as accordmf, to the Judgment of the Supreme Court
serllouty could be granted to only those teachers who were prevzously
’ ;e» vlng and the appellant Romana Bashu' was not -prevxously serving, Thls
}_ ”contentlon iseems mlsconcelved vague and selflconﬁjsmg Yes, :t can be
tenablo to the extent of grant of ﬁnanual benefits to the appellant’ Romana
Bashlr who undeniably bemg in the government service pnm to the instant
* one,. an-d -she was duly being paid but as regards the question of
determination of seniority of both the appellants or for that matter the
'gelson,s selected in one combmed competmve examination, thcy will
= -squalefy be belongmg to the same batch and their inter se semonty was
necessanly to be determined ; n accordance wzth tllelr respectlve orders of
mez it prepared by the selectlon authol'lty, as requxred by secuon 8 of the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act 1973 and rule 17 of the Khybex
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Ser vants (Appomtment Transter and Promotion) Rules

1989 Both the provisions are repr oduced as under:

- “8. Seniority:- (1) For proper admzmstratzon of a o
service, cadre or [post], the appointing authority. '
Shall cause a seniority list of the members Jor the
time_being of such service, cadre or. [post] to be
prepared, but nothing herein contained shall be
consrrued 1o confer any vested right to a partzcu/ar

4 "%"f’ STED

-Page
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Service Appeals No. 1276()/)(170 litled S/mms unt Nehar vs-becnhn "y qucumm (L&SE) and urlnrv and
No. 1278102020 titled * Romana Bashir versus Secretary Cdearion (E&SE; and others " decided on 14.03.2023

by Division Bench comprisismg Kalim

Pa,(imml.lm ‘« Service Tribunal, Peshenvar.

&"

L

s'emomy in such service, cadre or [post] as the
case may be.

(2) Subject to the provisions of sub—sectton (1), the
- seniority of a civil servant shall be reckoned in

relation to other civil servants belonging to the
same service or 6 [cadre] whether serving the
same department or office or not, as. may be

prescribed,

(3) Seniority on initial appomtment to a service,
[cadre] or post shall be determined as may be
prescribed. :

. (4) Seniority in a post, service or 'cadre 10 which a

civil servant is promoted shall take effect from the

“date of regular appointment to that post; Provided
-, that civil servants who are selected for promotion
fo a higher post in one batch. shall, on their

promotion to the higher post, retain their inter-se-
seniority as in the lower post.
(3) The seniority lists prepared under sib-

section(l), shall be revised and notified in the

official Gazette at least once in a calendar year,
preferably in the month of January.”

“17.  Seniority :-( 1) the seniority infer se of civil .

servants (appointed to a service, cadre or post)
shall be determined:-

(a) ~ in the case of persons appointed by initial
recruitment, in accordance with the order of merit
assigned by the Commission [or as the case may
be, the  Departmental Selection Commitiee;]
provided that persons selected Jor appointment fo

post in an-earlier selection shall rank senior to the

persons selecred in a later selecnon and
(b)

E.xplahatim;-—j:;. :

Explahation-[]:-—...,.. e

Explanation-I1--....

(2)

(;) AW el AEE PEE FAY SN B SEY P GU SR ROV TEL WAL CUN $0h 40 .

Arshad Khan. Chaivwen. and Salah Ud Din, Member, Judicial, Khyber

N

'Service Tribans!

(D
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' éppellants had initially failed in 2010 and others were appointed and that

~determination’ of seniority on initial appointment.- Such an exercise having

»

Service dppeals No 127802020 tiled “Shams un Nehar -vs-Secretary Educatinn (L& SE) and others” and / 0
No. 1278102020 titled " Romana Bushir versus Secretary Education (E&SE) ard others ", decided on 14.63,2023 '
b) Division Beweh comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Salah Ud Dib, Mt mber, Judicial, Khyher
rU.Im:Alma Service Tribunal. Peshavar.

The appellants have. been initially appointed, therefore, the official

.~;n~eiqunden‘t;s were bound to dctermine their .senioi'ity by _following the

~10\»*[510115 of section 8 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Se:vants Act, 1973

"rand 1ule 17 (1) (a) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C1v1i Servants (Appomtment

Px omot:on and Transfer) Rules, 1989, wh:ch as the recoxd reﬂects or/and

,the facts- and circumstances brought before us, was never done rathe1 the |

~

X n’gquxldents, seem to have acted under a total misconceived stance that the

- they were freshly appointed after their selection in the fresh process
~conducted on the direction of the Supreme Court. From every stretch of
imagination; the appellants were selected in the same selection process

having appeared in the- examination and interview in response to the

advertisement of 2010, wherein the private respondents and others had been

selected, therefore, under the above provisions of law and rules, their
. ! ' i
seniority had to be determined accordingly as the determination and fixation

_ of seniority other than the above two provisions would be totally contrary to
fhé;—law’ & rules as well as against this long. and well settled principles and

| doing that would also be a sort of self-designed noval introduction of ..

i

~no. place in the law cannot sustain. We are fortified by the following

pronouncements.

. 2002 SCMR 889 titled “Government of NWFP
" through Secretary lIrrigation and 4- others”,
wherein the august Supreme Court of Pakzstan
was pleased to have observed that Appointments -
made as-a result of selection in one combined
- competitive examination would be deemed to be -
belonging to the same batch and norwiz‘hstandzx%?

klnl 333 3% niukl\W?ﬁ
e ’l"a xbumiﬁ

e
R
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Service Appeals No, 1278002020 tiled “Shams wn Nehur -vge,
No. 1278172020 titled ™ Romana Yashir versus Secretary: Educaiion (E&SES and others . decided on 14, 13.2023
by Division Bench comprising Kalim drshad Khan, Chairman. and Selah Ud Din, Member, Judicial Khyber
Pakhtinkinea Service Tribunad, Peshavar. ‘ ‘

i

R

- persons selected for the Service in an earlier

recommendation made by the Public Service

- Commission in parts, the seniority inter se. the

appointees, of the same batch, would be
determined in the light of merit assigned to them
by the Public Service Commission.

2002 PLC(CS) 780 titled “Shafiq Ahmad and

~others versus the Registrar Lahore High Court

and others " wherein it was Jound that the If the
civil servants despite having been declared
successful earlier by the Commission, were not

-appointed at relevant time they could not be

made to suffer-- Appointment and seniority were
entirely two different things and delayed

. appointment of the civil servants could not affect

their right to seniority in.accordance with the
rules.”

The above Jjudgment was aﬁrmed by the august
Supreme Court of Pakistan in PLJ 2002 SC 234
titled “Muhammad Amjid Ali and others versus

" Shafig Ahmad and others” by holding that

"Seniority. The seniority inter se of the members

" of the Service in the various grades thereof shall
be deterimined- ‘

(a) in the case of members appointed by initial

recruitment, in accordance with the order of
- merit assigned by the Commission provided that

selection  shall  rank  senior to  the
persons selected in a later selection;"

13, Respondents Nos. 1 to 5 were candidates in
the Competitive Examinations held in 1988 and
1989 and were taken from the merit list prepared
as a result of competitive examination, 1987,
therefore, there canbe no cavil with the

_proposition that. they belong to 1988 batch and

their seniority is to be determined accordingly. It
will be pertinent to mention here that the appeal

before the Tribunal was not seriously contested . .
by the Appointing Authority, namely, the Lahore

High Court in view of its stance taken at the »
stage of preparation of the seniority list of the

parties by the Government of the Punjab that the

conlesting respondents apparently belonged to

1988 batch. . -

o

Trashiawor

Secretory Education (E&SE) rmai others" and

AhGdchwe
fee hvibunal

W
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Serwce Appeals Nu. 1278072020 titled “Shams 1 Nehar ~vs ,Secrc-lar) Education (E&SE) and others” and
) 127 81/2020 titled * Romany Bashir vorsns Sec wretary Education (ERSE) amd others”, decided on 14.03.2023
by Division Bench comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, (Jlmnmm and Sutah Ud Din, Mambu Judicial, Kiyber
I’a/./mm/rlm <t Service Tritwnal, Peshawar, .

14, Acceptance' of the offer of appointment
against future vacancies by the respondents
being traceable to the observations made in the

Judgment passed-in the Intra-Court Appeal can

~have no beaiing on the question oftheir |
seniority. Similarly the matter had become past

~and closed only to the extent of appointment of
the respondents as - Civil Judges -against

Juture posts- and the question of their seniority
remained open. , .

v.  PLC 1993 (CS) 116 titled M: Tahir Rasheed

' versus  Secretary - Establishment  Division,
Islamabad and - others, wherein the Federal
-Service Tribunal 'held that Inter se seniority of
candidates at one selection was to be determined
on the basis of merit assigned to the candidates
by the. Public Service -Commission/Selection
Committee in pursuance of general principles of
seniority and not the dates of j joining duty.

7. We have been mformed lhat certaln peasons had allegediy ﬁled writ

have no affect on the decnslon of these appeals as those are said to be
regarding appomtments and even if those are decided in favour of the

Petitioners, that would be acted accmdmgly and the semonty bemg entn‘ely

department wou]d proper rewsed semorsty llst accordmgiy

8f | Therefore, these appeals are_‘a]lowed. The. seniority of the 'appel]ants is

- directed to be fixed in. aceordance w:th their respecttve merit - ordexs as
E absugned by the selection authonty We dlrect that the costs of the appea}s

‘ shall fol]ow the result Copy of th:s judgment be placed in the connectedr

. '__1 .
e

"~ :tulchwﬁb
I'Vict. Ty ‘b'-llﬁw
et

(/02 ) |

'chal}engmg the appomtments of the appellants and others but that would '

,. diffelent thmg would only be affected in case the writ petttxonels or any of |

“them are found above the appellants in the merit list. In that eventuahty the .



v Division Bench comprising Kaliin Avshad Khan, Chairman, and S'a{ah Lid Din. Member: Judiciad, I\hvher
Pakhivkivwe Service Tribunal, Peshavar.

Service Appeals No. 1278002020 tled “Shams un Nehas -vy-Secretury Education (EQRSE) and others” and
No. 1278152020 titled “Romaaa Bashir versis Secretary Eduvation (E&SE) and others ", decided on 14.03.2023

.' :alipeal No.12781/2020 titled “Romana Bashir versus Government etc”.

Consign.

9. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our hands
_ 8

© . . andthe seal of the Tribunal on this 14" day of March, 2023. B
B © KALIM ARSHAD KHAN -
I ' ' Chairman

SALAH UD DIN
- Member (Judicial)

" Namd ,of Cor’: Ao GP L AT / ./%’
D te Q{COI} S&/\' * iV M“/"? 4 -

G ok
Detivesd
Date of
A ‘

page ] 1 -




Y ORDER o | |
74?"'Ma'n‘¢h,' 2023 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal Shah-
o - Mohmand, Addl: AG, Mr. Muhammad Jan,“ District Attorney
6‘ | alongwith DEO (Fémale) Bannu (respondent No. 3) for the

respondents present.

& | o 2. Vide our detailed judgem’cni of today placed on file, these
‘ appeals are allowed. The seniority of the appéllants is directed to be -

.~ :.' fixed in accordance with tlieir respective merit orders as assi gned By

» the selection authority. We direct that the costs of the appéa}s shall

follow the result. Copy of this judgment be placéd in the connected

appeal No.12781/2020 titled “Romana Bashir versus, Government

-etc”. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

e -3 Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under our.

hands and seal of the T ribunal on this 14" day of March, 2023

* (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

S

(Salah Ud Din)
Member(Judicial) -
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