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The mplementation petition of Mr. Said ul Ibrar 

submitted today by Muhammad Farooq Malik 

Advocate. I is fixed for implementation report before

11.03.2024

t

touring Single Bench at Swat on _____________ .
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BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Implementation

In

Service Appeal No. 734/2019

Said ul ibrar Petitioner.

VERSUS

Iftikhar ul Ghani, and another Respondent.
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Scrviiic Tribunal ^
BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

{ ••••.M-;.' :N«».
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Implementation

In

Service Appeal No. 734/2019

Said ul ibrar S/o FAzal Karirri R/o village Cheengli District
Bunir.

CMe^jJh &utoeJL. ■
Petitioner

VERSUS

1- Iftikhar ul Ghani, District Education Officer (DEO) 

District Bunir.
2- Fazli Akber SDEO Circle khadu khel buner.

Respondent

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION / 

EXECUTION PETITION OF ORDER DATED

04-09-2023 AND 07-10-2021 OF THIS HON'BLE
TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Shwetha

1. That petitioner had filed service appeal No 734 of 2019 

before this Hon'ble tribunal which was eventually 

allowed vide judgment and order dated 07.10.2021 

whereby appellant was restored with all back benefits.
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(Copy of judgment and order dated 07.10.2021 of this 

hon'ble tribunal is attached as anhexure-A)

2. That official respondents were reluctant to implement 

the judgement of this hon'ble tribunal therefore under 

compelling circumstances petitioner filed execution 

petition before this hon'ble tribunal and that execution 

petition was disposed of vide order dated 04-09-2023 on 

the analogy that respondent produced a later no. 5092- 

95 dated 31-08-2023. (copy of order dated 04-09-2023 

and later dated 31-08-2023 are attached as annexure 

"B" and "C").

3. That official respondent despite passing of sufficient 

time did not release the amount/back benefits therefore 

having no other remedy, petitioner approached this 

hon'ble tribunal for tne compliance of judgment and 

commitment made at the bar by the official respondents 

inter alia on the following grounds.

!■;

GROUNDS

A. That the act and action done by the Respondents is 

calculated to lower the authority of Hon'ble tribunal 

to obstruct or interfere with due course of justice and 

lawful process of the tribunal this Petition for 

implementation/ execution is being filed not to wreak 

vengeance but to vindicate honor of the Tribunal so as 

to keep the public confidence in superior court 

undiminished 'I
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B. Those implementation/execution proceedings 

criminal in nature, the respondent is to be prosecuted 

by framing charge, rec ording evidence and awarding 

adequate sentence boti of imprisonment and fine so 

that it shall be a lesson for all the other likeminded 

people.

are

C. That the act of Respondent manifestly amounts to 

disobey and disregard the order and directions of this 

Hon'ble tribunal.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of instant 

implementation/execution petition respondent 

may graciously be directed to to release the 

outstanding amount of the petioner for safe 

administration of justice.

or

any other remedy been appropriate in the fact and
* . I

circumstances of the case 

in favor of petitioner
may graciously be passed

ff-
Appellant

1 /f

Thro agh

Mohammad F alik 

Advocate
Supreme Court of Pakistan

L



BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

COC

In

Service Appeal No. 734/2019

Said ul ibrar Petitioner

VERSUS

Iftikhar ul Ghani Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

Said Ul Ibrar S/o Fazal Karim R/o Mohallah Jaffer khel post 

office khanakhas , Tehsil Khodokhel, District Bunir do hereby 

solemnly declare that the accompanying COC is true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Honl^le Court.

i

Dep6nent

NIC#

BIdentified by

Muhammad Pimp 
Advocate.

Miilik,
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BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYRFR
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Implementation i

In
‘I

Service Appeal No. 734/2019

Said ul ibrar
I

Petitioner

VERSUS

Iftikhar ul Ghani *
1

Respondent

i

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES. I
♦

APPELLANT

Said ul ibrar S/o FAzal Karim 

Bunir
R/ o village Cheengli District

RESPQMDENT
i

1- Iftikhar ul Ghani, District Education Officer (DEO' 
District Bunir.

2- Fazli Akber SDEO Circle <hadu khel buner.
I

'I \l^
App^lW K

Through
I

Mohammad Faf^c^ Ivlalik
Advocate

Supreme Court of Pakistan
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before THE KHYBER PAKHTUNRHWA SERVICE tpTBUN^^ PE^HAW&B

AT CAMP COURT gw AT.
r

Service Appeal No, 734/2019 

Date of Institution ... 28.05.2019 -
i

Date of Decision ... 07.10.2021.,

Saidul Ibrar S/0 Fazal l^rim Ex-PST Government Primary School Mireaki Cheeriglai; 
R/0 Village Cheenglal, District Buner. .(Appellant)

• VERSUS

District Eduction Officer (M) Buner and five others.
(Respondents)

MR. MUSHTAQ AHMAD KHAN 
Advocate . For Appellant

MR. RIAZ KHAN PAINDAKHEIL, 
Assistant Advocate General For official respondents No. 1 to 5

MR. MUHAMMAD IKRAM KHAN 
Advocate For private respondent No.6

. MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

ROZINA REHMAN 
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN W.

7^ JUDGMENT

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZ^p MEMBER fEl:- Brief facts of the case are

that the appellant was appointed as Primary School Teacher (PST) vide order dated 

28-02-2019 and the appellant assumed the charge of his duty, Appointment order of

the appellant was withdrawn vide order dated 09-03-2019 and respondent No. 6 was

appointed in his place. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal 

which was rejected vide order dated 10-05-2019, hence the instant service appeal

.. a ^
wKssB3!JSE4CSJ«a.»>_

Scanned with CamScanner



wjth prayers that the impugned ordeis dated 09-03-2019 and 10-05-2019 rrisy ^ 

aside and the appellant may be re-ihfetated in service with all back benefits.r
I .\

Learned counsel for the.appellant has contended that the impugned 

orders are against law, rules and natural justice as the appellant was appointed by

. of law, but while

02.

i

the competent authority after observance of due 

withdrawing his appointment order, no chance of defense was offered to the .

process

appellant to clarify his stance and it Is a well settled legal proposition that any.

Irregularity, whatsoever, if committed by the appointing authority itself, appointee 

could not be harmed or damaged. Reliance was placed on 2009 SCMR 653; that the 

principles of Audi alturm partum has grossly been violated and on this score, alone, 

the impugned orders are liable to be set at naught. Reliance was placed on 2011 PLC 

(C.S) 1651; that the appellant has been, removed from service through an alien

procedure which-is not known to law and rule applicable to the civil servants; that 

the impugned orderpf^ithdrawal of the appointment order of the appellant and 

appointm^nfe^6f respondents No. 6 in his place is illegal and result of mala fide on 

' part of the respondents; that the appelSant could not be removed from service as he 

had neither obtained such appointment through, fraudulent means nor through any 

misrepresentation, rather the resjondents had appointed the appellant after approval 

and recommendation of the departmental selection committee; that legal procedure

into refusal of chance to defend his cause, which is 

1 justice; that the appellant has not been -treated in 

to the civil servants, hence the-impugned orders-are

was not adopted, which fesultec

contrary to the norms of nature

accordance with law applicable

against the spirit of prevailing law and rules; that duration of obtairiing secondary

and higher secondary qualification as well as inter board co-ordination committee

of respondent No. 6 are at the(IBCC) qualification in respect 

which was required to, be verif ed by the appellate committee as to how

sanie time duration, 

respondent
at one time; that respondent No. 6 applied tohad obtained such qualil icatlons a

^the post on BISE qualification and accordingly his merit posiuon was low than the

Ji.

Scanned with CamScanner
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l-
appeilant b,ut, after, conclusion, of .t^e Whole proc^, the'IBCC .qualifications were 

. considered at a belated .stage by th,2 respondents, which Is violation of ciause-8 of

admissible in
r

the advertisement, which providW’that rio changes'/wouid-be 

documents after cutoff-date: ' .

has03. Learned Assistant Advocate General for official respondents 

contended that the appellant was ai ipointed against the post of PST vide order dated . 

28-02-2019 and he took over charge and performed his duty In GPS Mirzakai for only 

three days; that after declaration )f result and selection of candidates, respondent 

No. 6 submitted an appeal .that'he is also holding qualification of IBCC exam of 

"Shahadat-us-Sanwia Khassa"'anj "Shahadat-us-Sanwia Aama",therefore IBCC 

equivalent marks may be conside'ed in his favor instead of Board of Intermediate 

and. Secondary, Education. (BISE) marks; that on- BISE marks, the. merit, sc.c>r.e. of 

respondents No. 6 was 102.06 bi t after consideration of his IBCC equivalent marks, 

his score raised to 107.06, hence the score of respondent No. 6 stood higher than 

the- appellant whose- score, was 106i28- and- he-was .the- last - candidatej hence- 

appolntment of the appellant was withdrawn and respondent No. 6 was appointed In 

his place; that th^^^^llant has been treated in accordance with law and his - 

appointmgRT^der was withdrawn due to-lowermarks-than-re^ndentNo. 6. ■

1
i

j

04. Learned counsel for respondent No. 6.has contended that as per clause-6 

of terms and condition of the af pointment order dated 2-8:02-2019, it has been very 

clearly mentioned that if any me ritorious candidate is.deprived of appointment by this 

order, the appointment order ol the lowest candidate in merit shall be withdrawn on 

acceptance of the appeal .andladjustment order will be reviewed accordingly 

merit; that the appointment order of the appellant was withdrawn by th"
as per

;ne competent
■ authority after hearing the apF ea! of respondent No. 6, who had higher marks than 

app.ejla_nt,. hut du.e. to non -i :onskjeration of equivalency certificate, issued- by- IBGG 

: at the time of appointment, respondent No. 6 was pjaced low in

♦
! I

merit position and
his IBCC marks were considered, the merit position raised and he

was

Scanned with CamScanner
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:ed. that IBCG 

marks .of

consideredfor appointment in place of the appellant; that It is undispute- 

qualification are equivalent to H SE qualification, hence, calculating,

respondent No 6 on such qualificaticn Is'not Illegal.

We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the05.

record.

Record reveals that District Education Officer Buner advertized posts- of 

PSr with prescribed qualification* of Bachelor Degree, but with no mention of any

I' ' . '

equivalent qualification. Besides Other,'the appellant as well as respondent No. 6 

applied for the post. Appellant was the last selected candidate in order of merit 

amongst the selected candidates obtaining 106.28 marks, whereas respondent No 6
I

being the leftover candidate had obtained 102.06. Respondent No. 6 submitted an
I

appeal to the appellate committee requesting therein that the he is also holding 

qualification of IBCC exam of TKhassa" and "Aama" and his marks in Khassa and 

Aama are higher than SSC and FA qualification, therefore IBCC Aama- and Khassa 

marks may be considered ir stead of Board of intermediate and secondary 

education(BISE) marks; The appellate committee considered his request and his 

marks were re-calculated basec on his IBCC qualification, which raised his marks to

06-

107.06, thus the appointment letter of the appellant being the last candidate in order 

the selected candidates was withdrawn and respondent No. 6of merito4i was
appointed, in. hisi place..

that In the first place, there is ho mention of• We have observed any
[. I

^uivalent qualification in the advertisement made for the purpose, j but equivalent

of his 

which was

in respect of respondent No 6 were considered'for calculation
- / . . • 1

merit and that too after issucince of appointment order to the appellant,

undispjted that IBCC qualifications are equivalent to BISE 

qualifications, but such qualifications were not required as per advertisem 

calculation of his merit on,:uch documents would be illegal. Had the

1

not warranted. It is
r

®nt, hence 

Intention of 

equivalent to

b. ■:

1:
I

concerned department been to appoint candidates *^3Ving quaiificay^^

Scanned with CamScanner
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IBCC, it would have stipulated the ^me in the advertisement, but non-mentioning of 

such fart in the advertisement meant that only those candidates were required who 

. had (specific) qualification as laid down in the advertisement and deviation from the 

dictates published in the advertisement amounts to illegality. Reliance is placed on 

2014 PLC (C.S) 39 and PU 2014 Lahore 670. Respondent N6-6 initially applied on 

SSC, HSSC and Bachelor degree, but was not selected due to his low merit position, 

which necessitated him to submit.his IBCC qualifications to the appellate committee, 

whereas the appellate committee re-considered his marks based on equivalent - 

qualification, v/hich raised his merit position and the appellant, who was already 

appointed and who had also assumed his duty, was removed which procedure is 

nowhere mentioned in tiie service rules and which also is negation of their own terms

and conditions published in th^ advertisement. It was. also noted, that both the 

qualification of SSC, FA and equivalent IBCC qualifications were obtained by 

respondent No. 6 in the same time period, which could not attract attention of the 

appellate committee to verify sort point, but, which, certainiy creates, dojufats,. as. to. 

how one can get equivalent qualification in the same time period, but now it would 

be futile to dig out such issue, as the respondent No. 6 has also developed vested 

rights over the pgst;:upQn. which.he sery.edfor two and half, years.and. he also-shall- 

not sugopw fudge of the respondents. It is otherwise a question of common sense>

that qualification of Khassa and Aama are not specific for the subject post and 

its.equivalency, with.SSC and- FA.does.notmean.thatit.can.be taken- interchangeably 

when it was not specifically required as prescribed qualifiration. Placed

mere

on record is

an advertisement, through which the subject recruitments were held,'Clause-8 of the 

advertisement- provides that'no- changes would, be admissible
in educational

documents after the cutoff date, but documents of respondent No. 6 were changed 

even after announcement of result and issuance of appointment orders 

ti^rdris anotheradvertisement fbrDistrict Abbpttabad> which clear!
Placed on

N'f.-;

y mentions in its
terms and condition that no marks will be considered for qualiRQ^jQ 

Aama, which means that the marks considered for respondent N
n of Khassa and 

0. 6 on account of

i

Scanned with CamScanner
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I 6
ter^s andcondiaons framed

such qualification was not In accordance with their own
for such recruitment and when .prescribed procedure Is. not foDi) ■ir
concerned authority, the civil servant could not be blamed or

what was to be
i

, rather competent authoritif should

be held responsible and liable for the lapses on their part.' Reliance Is place 

SCMR 303. We have also noted that appointment order of the appellant was

r

performed and done by the competent authority

neither
1

contrary to any provision of law nor issued by an incompetent author'ty,Illegal nor
a situation, respondents had no authority to withdraw such appointment arbitrarily-

Reliance is placed on 2011 MLD H94 and PU 2013 Peshawar 132(DB). It is a well 

settled law that before withdrawal of such order, appointing authority must adopt 

proper course to hold a full-fledged inquiry, which however was not done in case of
I
t

I

the appellant. Reliance is placed! on 1993 SCMR 603. In the present case the 

appellant applied for the post concerned, was selected, appointed and order was 

communicated to die appellant, In consequence whereof he joined duty, such order 

of appointment, which had taken legal effect, was not amenable to withdrawal. 

Reliance is,.pt^c^ on 2011 PLC (CS) 1651.

!
J

!\^1 We are of the considered opinion that the appellant has not been treated 

in. accordance, with. law. as. was. deprived of his rights accrued, to. hirh. by 

considering irrelevant marks of respondent No. 6, thus injustice was done to the 

appellant, hence the impugned order dated 09-03-2019 is liable to be set aside. On
I ; ■

th& other hand» the same- principles.as.discussed .aho.v.e,. would, equally- be- required- to 

be applied in favor of respondent No. 6, as he has already developed vested rights 

such post and .to deprive him of his post, would be contrary to the principles 

already laid down in case of- the appellant as discussed above, hence in order to 

meet the ends of justice, the instant appeal is accepted, impugned orders dated 09- 

03-2019 and 10-05-2019 stands set aside and appointment order dated 28-02-20191 

in respect of the appellant.ls hereby restored’with all back benefits 

’%der of respondent No. 6 cannot be withdrawn for follies of the official

08.

over

• Appointment

respondents.r-
• l'/

9

M
i. <. >1
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■ hence respondents are further direded that respondent No. 6 shall be adjusted, upon-

left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

/■

■'s ■

occurrence of vacancy. Parties 

record room.

are

ANNQlJNf^pn
07.10.2021

iu^
(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER- (&)- 
CAMP COURT SWAT .

(ROSN^EHMAN) 

CAMP COURT SWAT

0:pyinU

CoVy’.'.v'. —

C7

KX

.«t '.-'.'v--------j-
yii44. ji' <*r c.in'i.'i
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04.09.2023 01. Pciilionct* in person pic.scnl. Mr. I*a/.iil Slnth MohmftmlU^ 

Addiiinnnl Advocalc General alongvvilh Mr. iJbaid-Ur-Kchman.

AOi lO for ihc rcspondcnl.s prcscnl.

02. l^cprc.scnlalivc of ihc rwpondcnls subniillcd copy of olVice 

order bcarini* l-ndsl. No. 5092-95 'dated 31.08.2023 whereby in 

com))liancc of ihe judginciu of ibi.s rribuna!, the grievance of the j\ 

petitioner has been redressed. Since the order of I ribunal has been 

complied widi, iheicforc, the instant execution petition is Iilcd. 

Consign. I

PronoJincccJ in open court at camp court Syral amt i^iven 

under iny hand and seal of the Tribunal this 04'^' day of September.

03.

2023.

Member (t*.)
C'amp Court Swat

i

i

4

I
I'



s>i

i .

’ I
t

< PiiiOFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(MALE) DISTRICT BUNER 

PHONE & FAX NO. 0939-555110 
EMAIL: edobuner@gmail.com

u

•
t<

J t\ 4

iOFFICE ORDER i i

In compliance with the judgments of Honorable Service Tribuna 

Pakhtunkhwa in Service Appeal No. 734/2019 Dated 07-10-2021 and E. P. / C.

62/2023 Dated 10-03-2023. titled Said ul Ibrar vs District Education Officer Mai 
and others, the Competent Authority is pleased to' conditionally allow back benefits to 

the appellant subject to the final outcorrie of CPLA No. 765-P/2021 already file d in the 

Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistapi.'

Khybci’ 

D. C Nb.
I

e Buner

I
I

I

X

I

i
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICfiR (M) 

BUNER

I

I

I

Dated 'a/|o^TEndst No.

Copy of the above is forwarded for information to:
1. Registrar Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2023

I2. District Accounts Officer Buner
3. SDEO (M) Concerned
4. Official Concerned

I

I
i:I (
I

!
1*

*1 S/>3i
I

DIST^T EmOj^TfON OF^FICtiR (M)
I I

■* ;

BUNERI

i!
i

I

I !
1 I

1

;

t
I

I

♦ .
I

t
i1

^QcamScanner
f
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(MALE) DISTRICT BUNER 

PHONE & FAX. NO. 0939-555110 
EMAIL: edobuner@Qmail.com

laa

NOTIFICATION
1. WHEREAS Mr. Saidul Ibrar s/o Fazal Karim RIO Chinglai Buner was appointed as a PST

I
at GPS Mirzakai vide DEO (M) Buner, O'der No. 1124-32 Dated 28-02-2019.

2. AND WHEREAS an aggrieved candidate namely Rukhtaj s/o Dur Jamil Shah RIO Chinglai

Tehsii Khudo Khel, submitted an appeal to DEO (M) Buner holding the stance that he is 
higher in merit than Mr. Saidul Ibrar and he has the right to be appointed against the post of 
PST. J

3. AND WHEREAS a committee was constituted to examine the comptaint and to propose Its 
recommendations. The committee' after thorough perusal and examining the 'relevant

I
record and merit list, declared the appeal of Mr. Rukhtaj to be valid.

4. AND WHEREAS the DEO (M) Biiner vlithdrew the appointment order of Mr. Saidul Ibrar
I

vide order No. 1307-14 Dated 09-03-2019 and consequently appointed Mr. Rukhtaj Khan 
vide Enst; No.1323-30 Dated; 09/03/2019.

5. AND WHEREAS Mr. Saidul Ibrar, being aggrieved by the withdrawal order, filed a Service

Appeal No.734/2019 in Service Tribunal Peshawar.
i

6. AND WHEREAS the Honorable Service Tribunal Peshawar In its detailed judgment 
directed the DEO (M) Buner to restor e the appointment order of Mr.Saidui Ibrar.

7. AND WHEREAS in pursuance of the directives in the operational part of the court's 
judgment appointment order of Mr. Saidul Ibrar was conditionally restored subject to the 
final outcome of CPLA already filed iii the August SC Of Pakistan vide CP NO.766-P/2021

vide DEO(M) notification No.3158-65 Dated; 01/07/2022.
}

NOW, THEREFORE, I. Mr.!ftikhar Ul Ghani. District Education Officer (M) Buner. 
being the Competent Authority in pumuance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees of the 
Elementary & Secondary Educaticn'(Appointment & Regularization of Services) Act 2022 
(Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No.XLI of 2022) conditionally regularize service of Mr. Saidul] ( 

tibrar PST GPS Mirzakai till the final judgment of Honorable Supreme Court Of Pakistan,

Note. His seniority will remain intact from the date of his first appointment .i.e 28/02/2019.

(IFTIKHAR UL GHANI) 
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(MALE) BUNEREndst; No.6^*f '*^9_______Dated, I 0 I2Q22
Copy for information to ;- j

1. Director Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. District Monitoring Officer EMAiBuner
3. District Accounts Officer Bunerj
4. SDEO Concerned
5. Teacher Concerned.
6. Master File.

SATION OFFICER9fST
(MALE) BUNER

Scanned with CamScanner
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OFFICli OF TMR DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(MALI:) dis trict I3UN12K 

IMIONE & FAX NO. 0939-555110
FMAIL: cHlohmicr@mnnM.com

lQ jlE SUIISTITI]tf:I) with TIiTs OFFirir. r.NDST. nTT 3l58-r»S DATED 01/7/2022 ^^

OFFICE ORni7R

>' IIKUEAS Mr. Said U1 Abrar wa.s appointed vide this olHcc Endst No. 1124-32 doled 28-2-2019.

AND WHEREAS Mr. Rukhtaj Khan (I’rivale Respondent No.6) submitted 

g* int his non-consideration of IBCC certificates and the resultant exclusion from appointment order.

AND WHEREAS the DEO (M) constituted a committee to decide appeals in the light of rules and policy. 
Tlic committee alter threadbare scrutiny decided all the

ppcllant was decided falling at S.No. IS of the minutes, wherein appeal of Rukhtaj Khan ( IVivatc 
Respondent No. 6) was accepted.

VIIEREAS in the light of decision of the committee, One Year contract School Based Appointnicni 
of Mr. Said Ul Abrar (Appellant) was witadrawn vide this office endst No.

Mr. Rukhtaj Khan (Private Respondent No. 6) was appointed vide this office endst No. 1323-30 dated 
09/03/2019.

AND WHEREAS the appellant filed

Pakluunkhwa Peshawar vide Service Appeal No. 734/2019, which was allowed in favour of the appellant.

AND WHEREAS CPLA No. 765-P/2021 has been filed in the August Supreme Court of Pakistan in the 
instunt case.

NOW, THEREFORE, in compliance with the Honourable Court’s directive, render in its judgment Dated 

7/10/2021 in Service Appeal No. 734/2019. I, lAikhar UI Ghani, District Education Officer (M) liuner as 
Compclciu Authority ^conditionally restore appointment order in respect of Said Ul Abrar issucil vide this 

oHlcecndsi No. 1124-32 dated 28-2-2019, subject to the final outcomes of the CPLA already filed in 

the August Supreme Court of Pakistan vide No. 765-P/2021. Since private respondent No. 6 

(Rukhtaj Khan) has already performed duty and received salaries on one and the same school based 

post at GPS Mirzakay till Februar> 2022, therefore, financial bcncfits/salarics in respect of the 

appellant (Said Ul Abrar) shall be subject to final outcomes of CPLA.

an appeal to DLO (M) Ihincr

cases in the iiglit of rule and policy. Tlic case of

1307-14 dated 09/03/ 2019 and

an appeal before the Honourable Service 'Tribunal Khyher

(IFl'lKHAUUl. GHANI) 
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(MALOBUNER 1
Endst; No. Even No. & Date.

Copy for inforiiiation to

1. Registrar Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service 'fribunal at Camp Coiirl, Swat.
2. Secretary Elementary & Secondary Education Kliybur Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. Director Elcincninry & Secondary Ediicalioii Khybcr Pakluunkhwa Peshawar.
4. District Monitoring Officer Duner.
5. SDEO (M) Khadu Khcl (Buiicr).
6. 'Teachers Concerned.
7. Master File. ,
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M^lik 
^Advocate 

Supreme Court of Pakistan. 
BC No. 10-3281 
Cel! No. 0314-9008308 
CNIC NO. 17301-1530598-9

F^f^Muhammad
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