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BEFORE SERVICEI .{[‘RIBUNAL KHYBER e nea L1 Zolp
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR /
Buisambdozo 3 DoAY
Implementation
In

Service Appeal No. 734 /2019

Said ul ibrar S/ o FAzal Karim‘
Bunir. Aesedtly & "/)}7 éﬂfl

R/o village Cheengli District
/m‘maﬁ bk, Mhivzeka;

Choenca i’ Drel>icl  Bunek

VEE

1- Iftikhar ul Ghani, District
District Bunir.
2- Fazli Akber SDEQO Circle

APPLICATION  FOR

Petitioner

...........

SUS
t Education Officer (DEO)

khadu khel buner.

.......

Respondent

IMPLEMENTATION /

EXECUTION PETITIO

N OF ORDER DATED

04-09-2023 AND_07-10

-2021 OF THIS HON’BLE

TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Shwetha

1. That petitioner had file
before this Hon'ble t

allowed vide judgmer

d service appeal No 734 of 2019
ribunal which was eventually

nt and order dated 07.10.2021

whereby appellant was restored with all back benefits.




(Copy of judgment an

&

d order dated 07.10.2021 of this

hon’ble tribunal is atfachéd as annexure-A)

That official responder

1ts were reluctant to implement

the judgement of this hon’ble tribunal therefore under

compelling circumstances petitioner filed execution

petition before this honble tribunal and that execution

petition was disposed ¢

f vide order dated 04-09-2023 on

the analogy that respondent produced a later no. 5092-

95 dated 31-08-2023. (s

copy of order dated 04-09-2023

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

IIBII and IICII).

time did not release the

That official respondent despite passing of sufficient

amount/ back benefits therefore

having no other remedy, petitioner approached this

hon’ble tribunal for th
commitment made at tl

inter alia on the followi

GROUNDS {

1

A. That the act and actio

calculated to lower the

to obstruct or interfere

e compliance of judgment and
e bar by the official respondénts

ng grounds.

n done by the Respondents is
authority of Hon'ble tribunal

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 vindi
to keep the public

undiminished

cate honor of the Tribunal so as

confidence in superior court




B

B. Those implementation/execution | proceedings are
criminal in nature, the respondent is to be prosecuted
by framing charge, recording evidence and awafding
adequate sentence both of imprisonment and fine so
that it shall be a lesson for all the other likeminded

people.

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 respbndent
may graciously be directed to to release the
outstanding amount of the petioner for safe
administration of justice.

or

i

any other remedy b%een appropriate in the fact and

. i . b
circumstances of the case may graciously be passed
UI

‘ ;\Llik

Advocate
Supreme Court of Pakistan

in favor of petitioner

Appellant

Through

Mohammad Ha
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BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
| PESHAWAR
COC
In
Service Appeal No. 734/2019
Said ulibrar ..o Petitioner
VERSUS
Iftikhar ul Ghani ... Respondent
AFFIDAVIT

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

office khanakhas , Tehsil Khod

solemnly declare that the accom

=

to the best of my knowledge

concealed from this Hon’ble Cour

Identified by

Muhammad Raxogq M

Advocate.

ik,

okhel, District Bunir do hereby

panying COC is true and correct
ind belief and nothing has been

t.

g

Deponent

NIC#
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PAKHTUNKHWA' PESHAWAR

Implementation

In

Service Appeal No. 734/2019

Said ul ibrar

.........................................

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

ADDRESSES

................ Petitioner

APPELLANT

Said ul ibrar S/ o FAzal Karim

Bunir

RESPOMDENT 1

1- Iftikhar ul Ghani, District
District Bunir.
2- Fazli Akber SDEQ Circle

Throt

OF PARTIES.

P o NS -

R/ o village Cheengli Dié;trict

t

I
|
l
Education Officer (DEO

khadu khel buner.

Appella

agh

Mohammad F

Advocate
Supreme Court of Pakistan

!



. AT CAMP COUBI SWAT. - .
Service Appeal No. 734/2019

Date of Institution ... 28.05.2019
: . Date of Decision ... 07.10.2021 ..

Saidul Ibrar S/O Fazal Karim Ex-PST Government Primary School Mirzaki Cheeng!ai
R/O Village Cheenglai, District Buner. - (Appellant)

© VERSUS

District Eduction Officer (M) Buner and five others.

' (Respondénts)
MR. MUSHTAQ AHMAD KHAN ,
Advocate - : For Appeliant
MR. RIAZ KHAN PAINDAKHELL, - . - |
Assistant Advocate General - For official respondents No. 1 to 5
MR. MUHAMMAD IKRAM KHAN ' .
Advocate . ... For private respondent No.6
ROZINA REHMAN , .. . MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN W ' '"MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

J\\ -JUDGMENT . S
ATIQ-UR- N WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the case are

that the appellant was appomted as anary SChOOI Teacher (PST) vide order dated

28- 02—2019 and the appellant assurn='d the charge of his duty, Apposntment order of

the appellant was wuthdrawn wde order dated 09- -03-2019 and respondent No.6 was
‘ “appointed in his place.-Feellng aggrieved, the appell.ant. filed departmgntai appeal

which was rejected vide order dated .10‘05'2.01‘9'. hence. the instant service appeal

—— i, D, L u b t7s TS PP PITI S T b e D
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177'99:;:, 6 had obtamed such qualaF icatlons at one time; that respondent

NP IS . B
R H AT LR

. +
- . -

. ) y Hay be set
. W;ﬂ" prayers that the Impugned ordels dated 09-03-2019 and 10-05-2019 may B

aside and the appellant: may be re-ln ;tatéd in service \A'Ilt‘h al bai:k benefits.

02.- Learned counsel for the _appellant has contended that the impugned

orders are against faw, rules and natural justice as the appellant was aPPO’”ted by

the competent authority after observance of due process. of law, ‘but while
wnthdrawmg his appolntment order, no chance of defense was offered to the .
appellant to clarify his stance and lt Is a weﬂ settled legal proposition that any.

Irregularity, whatsoever, if commi ed by the appointing authority itself apPOI"tee |
could not be harmed or damaged Rellance was p!aced on 2009 SCMR 653; that the
principles of Audi alturm partum has grossly been vnolated and on thls score alone,

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

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

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

the impugned order

ithdrawal of the appointment order of the appellant and -

of respondents No. (6 in his place is illegal and result of mala fide on-

. part of the respondents; that the appelfant could not be removed from service as he

had neither obtaihed such appointment through. fraudulent means nor through any

misrepresentation, rather the respondents had appointed the appellant after approval

and recommendation of the departmental selectron commnttee, that legal procedure ’
was not adopted which resulteJ into refusal of chance to defend hlS cause which Is
contrary to the norms of natural Justlce, that the appeilant has not been treated in
accordance with law applicable to the civil 'servants, hence the‘umpugned. orders. are
against the 'spirrt of prevailing'law and rules; that dul’ation. of obtain'ing secondary
and higher secondary qualification as well as mter board co-ordmauon commattee

(IBCC) qualification in respect [of res-POﬂdEf‘t No. 6 are at the same time duration,

which was ‘required to, be venﬁed by the appellate comrnlttee as to how respondent

No. 6 applied to
the post on BISE qualifi catton and accordingly his merit Position was jow than the

. : I
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‘appellant but after, conclusuon of.. d‘le whole prooess the—IBCC quallﬁcatlons we .
I .

f
. considered at 3 belated stage by u-.e respondenls, which is vlolatlon of dause-B o) |

the advertusement which provndes that no changes would be admlss’b[e in
documents after:cutoff date:
03. - leaned Assistant Ad ocate General for offcual respondents has -

contended that the appellant was appomted against the post of pST vnde order dated :
28-02-2019 and he took over charge and performed his duty in GPS Munakal for only |
three days; that after declaration.of resiit and selection of candidates, respondent .
No. 6 submitted an appeal that e Is also'holding, qualif'lcation of IBCC exam of
“Shahadat-us-Sanwia Khassa"’ and “Shahadat-us—Sanwia Aama”, - therefore 1BCC
equivalent marks may be considered in hlS favor instead of Board of thermedlate
and. Secondary. Education. (BISE) marks, that on. BISE marks. the. merit. score. of
respondents No. 6 .was .10~2.06 but after consideration of his IBCC equivalent marks,
his Vscore r.aised.Ato 107.06, henes;the score of respondent No. 6 stood"higher than .
the- appellant whose- score: vxlas 106:28 and- he-'was the- lasbv-candidate; hence

appointment of toe appellant was withdrawn and rés_pondent No. 6 was appointed in

" his place; that the appellant has been treated in acéordance wlth- law and his -

order was withdrawn due to-lower-marks-than respondent No. 6.

04. . Learned counsel for 'rasponde‘nt N_o.' 6.has contended that as per clause-6

of terms and condition of the appointment order dated 28:02-2019, it has been very

clearly mentioned that if any meritorious candudate ‘S-depnved of appointment by this .

order, the appointment order of the lowest candidate In merit shall pe withdrawn on
acceptance of the appeal, and radjustment order wil be reviewed accordlngly as per
merit; that the appolntment order of the appellant was wlthclrawn by the competent
‘authority after hearing the appeal of resporlde“t No. 6, who had hlgher marks than

| ; slderation ‘of equsvalen ce :
m)e appellant, but due. to ngn-con Y rtlﬁcate 'SSUEd by- IBCC

: at the time of appomtment respondent ! No. 6 was Dlaced low In merit posmon and

-:m,aw.nen his IBCC marks were | considered, the merit posntlon rais
A . ed and he was

N .
TG 4 el te T T | - N \
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_-quallt‘catlon are equlvalent to B‘

~ respondent No 6 on. such qualificatia

3 consxdered fer appolﬂtment iny place of the appeliant that It is undisputed._m_a_t IB -

. of
SE. quallfcatlon, hence ca!culatlng._n,"la"k%- -

n ls not illegal
N

05, We have heard leamed counsel for the parties and have perused the

record, |

06. Record reveals that District Education Officer Buner ad'verti’zecf posw' of .

PST with prescnbed quallﬂcatlon of Bachelor Degree, but wnth no mention of any
i

equivalent quallﬂcatton Besides ther, the appellant as well as :'esPO'"de“t No. 6 ‘
il

apphed for the post Appellant was the last selected candldate in order of merit

amongst the selected candldates Obtaining 106.28 marks, whereas respondem Noé -

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

appeal to the appellate comrmttee requesting therem that the he is also holding
quallﬁcatnon of IBCC exam of “Khassa" and “Aama and his marks in Khassa and
Aama are hlgher than SSC and) FA qualifi catlen, therefore 1BCC Aama‘ :and Khassa 1
marks may be considered ‘instead of Board of intermediate and secondary )
educatnon(BISE) marks The appellate committee: consudered h|s recuest and his ,'

- marks were re-calculated basec on his IBCC quallﬁcatlon, whnch raised his marks to .

107.06, thus the appeintment '!f.tter of the appellant bemg the fast candndate in order

the 'selected. candldates was W,thdrawn and respondent No- & was

~Sppointed. in. his. place. '!f

T |
: rrga’]ﬂ)& © We have observed that in the first place, thefe is ho mentxon of any

gquivalent qualification in the advemsement made for the Purpose, ibut equgva|ent

“hy,

"f'e."...m,ﬁtfahﬁcatlons in: respect of respondent No 6 were considered for calculatlon of his -

merit and that too after lssuance of appointment order to the’ appellant which was
not warranted. It is undlsputed that 1BCC quahﬁcatmns are equ valent to BISE
qualifications, byt such quallﬂcatlons were not I'EQU“‘—'U as per advemsement hence
4calculat|on of his merit on;such documents would be lilegal Had the intention of

concerned- department been to appoint Ca“d'dates having quallﬂcatlon equivalent to

Scanned with CamScanner
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‘such fact in me advemsement meart that only those candldates were re

Ls s
{ﬁ |
but non- t'fh‘if'ﬂ‘-’“'“g of

| 1BCC, it would have stipilated the s*ame in the advs.'rtlsemel'\t

q.:lred who

~ had (specuﬁc) quallﬁcat:on as laid dcwn in the adverhsement and deviation from the )

dictates published in the advemsement amounts to ﬂlegahty Reliance is placed on.
2014 PLC (CS) 39 and PLI 2014 Lahore 670. Respondent No-6 initially applied on
SSC, HSSC and Bachelor degree, but was not selected due to his low ment posmon, B
which necessitated him to submit. his IBCC qualuﬁwbons to the appellate commlttee, B
whereas the appellate committee re-considered his marks based on equivalent :
qualification, which 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 the service rules and which also is negation of their own terms
and conditions published in the advertisement,. IL was. also naoted that both the
qualification of SSC, FA and equivalent 1BCC qualifications were obtained by
respondent No. 6 in the same tme period, which.could not attract attention of the

appellate committee to verify such qunt,. but. which. certainly. creates. doubls,. 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

that qualification of Khassa and Aama are not specuﬁc for the sub;ect post and mere
its. equivalency. with. SSC and. FA. does. not mean.that it can. be taken. mterchangeably
when it was not specifically required as pﬂ’ﬁcnbed qualification. Placed on record is
an advertisement, through wﬁi?:h the subject recruitments were heidl Cia?ﬁse-& of the

adve:tlsement pmwdes that' mo- changes. would. be admissible .n' _educational

Tt documenfs after the cut:off date, but documents of respondent No. 6 were changed

even after announcement of result and issuance °f appointment orders, Placed on

witkord: is-ancther advertisement for District Abbottabad, which clearly mentions in its

I
b, &.\[‘u' t"‘n

terms and condition that no marks will be CO"'S'de"ed for qualiﬁcatlon of Khassa and

Aama, whxch means that the marks considered for resi3<>ndent No. 6 o account of -

QLT EIRZ .A..;ms?‘mm.u. )
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_and.conditions
such qualification was not in accordance wlth “thelr own terms: ana.c@

: . he
oligwed by t
) for such recruitment and when prescrlbed procedure is not f )

f hat was to be
concerned authority, the clvll servant could not be blamed for W

ority should
" performed and done by the competent authorlty, rather competent auth

be held responsible and liable for the Iapses on thelr part. Rellance Is ptaced on 2004
SCMR 303. We have also noted that appointment order of the appellant was neither
llegal nor contrary to any provisior of law nor issued by an lncompﬁenraﬁtmﬂ'ty" in-
a situation, respondents had no authority to withdraw such apporntment arb:trarrly .

Reliance is placed on 2011 MLD 1494 and PL) 2013 Peshawar- 132(DB) Itis a well

settled law that before wlthdrawal of such order, appomtmg authority must adopt

proper course to hold a full-ﬂedged lnqulry, which however was not done in case of
the appellant. Reliance is placed on 1993 SCMR 603. In the present case the
appellant applied for the post cancerned was seiected appornted and order was
communicated to the appellant In consequence whereof he )omed duty, such order

: of appomtment which had taken legal effect, was not amenable to wrthdrawal .

i Reliance is ptéced on 2011 PLC (CS) 1651,

08. We are of the considered opinion that the appellant has not been treated
in. accordance. wrth law. as he. was deprived of hls nghts accrued. to him. by,

considering lrrelevant marks of respondent No. 6 thus m;ustrce was done to the

appellant, hence the lmpugned order dated 09-03- 2019 is lrable to be set aside. On

the-other hand, the same- pr:ncrples as. dlscussed above, would. equally. be- required: to

—— et -

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

over such post and to depri\}e: him of his post, would be contrary to the principles
. ) A .

alréady laid down in case of-the: appeliant as diseussed above, hence in order to
meet the ends of justice, the lnstant appeal is accepted impugned o; ders dated 09-
03-2019 and 10-05- 2019 stands set aside and appomtment order dated 28-02-

2019
in respect of the appellant 15 “hereby restored wlth all back beneﬁts Appointment
n

Toxder of respondent No. 6 cannot be withdrawn for follies of the Ofﬁclal respond s
en

YA a2l

S st o = e e 3 2 "
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d upon-
hence respondents are further directed: that respondent No.6 shall be ad]uste P .

d to-
occurrence of vacancy. Parties are lef: to bear their own cOSts. Flie be consigne
record room, :

ANNOUNCED
07.10.2021

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR)
- MEMBER (E)
" CAMP COURT SWAT
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04.09.2023 Q1. - peitioner in person present. Mr, Fazal Shah

Kanantts®

Additional  Advocate General alongwith Mr.  Ubaid-Ur-Rehman,

ADLQO for the respondents present.

02. Represcntative ot the respondents submilled copy ol ollice

order bearing Fndst. No. 5092-95 ‘datcd _31.08.2023. whercby in

3

compliance ol the judgment af this Tribunal, the grievance ol the J
petitioner has been redressed. Since the order ol T'ribunal has heen

complicd with, therefore, the inslant exceution pctition is Tiled.

Consign.

(3. Pronmmeed in open cowt al camp courl Swat and given

under my hand and seal of the Tribunal this 04" day of Septemher.
2023 Comyy

g r))e J[ ‘
'. ; /';7 ’ Muh.ﬁ{{h »/han) \

; o’..u-b‘""\"-‘ ' ;// Member (12)
&iﬁ!’ihﬁ"’lh Camp Court Swm

4

. !
-.t ' ‘
i
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) DISTRICT BUNER
PHONE & FAX NO. 0939-555110
EMAIL: ed_oi;uner@gmall com
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OFFICE ORDER

PN~

e w o .

In compliance with the judgments of Honorable Service Tribuna
Pakhtunkhwa in Service Appeal No. 734/2019 Dated 07-10-2021 andE. P./C.
62/2023 Dated 10-03-2023, titled Saic ul tbrar vs District Education Officer Ma
and others, the Competent Authority is’ pleased to conditionally allow back bencf ts to
the appellant subject to the final outcome of CPLA No. 765-P/2021 already file
Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistar.

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICH
BUNER

Endst No. gO‘fl‘cfS' Dated 8)'0‘3’7 2023

Copy of the above is forwarded for mformatlon to:

Dnslnct Accounts Officer Buner
SDEO (M) Concerned
Official Concerned

-Regasirar Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Rhyber
b, C Nio‘

e Buner

L

d in the

]

/i’[

. ;l
Ry P

_...._....-
—— e &

.h:
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) DISTRICT BUNER
PHONE & FAX NO.  0938-555110

EMAIL: edobuner@gmail.com

NOTIFICATION

1.

*

WHEREAS Mr. Saidul ibrar s/o Fazal Kanm R/O Chingtai Buner was appointed as a FST
at GPS Mirzakai vide DEO (M) Buner, O'dEf No. 1124-32 Dated 28-02-2019.

AND WHEREAS an aggrieved candidatz pamely Rukhtaj s/o Dur Jamii Shah R/Q Chinglai
Tehsil Khudo Khel, submitted an appez! to DEO (M) Buner holding the stance that he is
higher in merit than Mr. Saidul Ibrar and h'e has the right to be appointed against the post of
PST. '

AND WHEREAS a committee was const!tuted {o examine the complaint and to propose its
recommendations. The committeé afte thorough perusal and examining the felevant
record and merit list, declared the appeai of Mr. Rukhtaj to be valid.

AND WHEREAS the DEO (M) Buner withdrew the appointment order of Mr. Saidul lbrar
vide order No. 1307-14 Dated 09-03-"(;19 and consequently appointed Mr. Rukhtaj Khan
vide Enst; No.1323-30 Dated; 0910312019

AND WHEREAS Mr. Saidu! lbrar, bemg aggrieved by the withdrawal order, filed a Sennce
Appeal No.734/2019 in Service Tribu 1a_| Peshawar.

AND WHEREAS the Honorable Se;vice Tribunal Peshawar in its detailed judgment
directed the DEO (M) Buner to restora the appointment order of Mr.Saidui ibrar.

AND WHEREAS in pursuance of tt;e directives in the operational part of the court's
judgment appointment order of Mr. Saidul Ibrar was conditionally restored subject o the
final outcome of CPLA already filed ié the August SC Of Pakistan vide CP No.76&-P/2021
vide DEO(M) notification N0.3158-€5 ;Dated; 01/0772022.

NOW, THEREFORE, |, Mr.tftikhar Ul Ghani, District Education Officer (M) Buner.
being the Competent Authority in pursuance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees of the
Eiementary & Secondary Educalicn (Appointment & Regularization of Services) Act 2022
{Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No.XLI c;f 2022)'conditionaiiy regularize service of f4r. Saidul )
ibrar PST GPS Muzakal til) the final |udgment of Honorable Supreme Court Of Pakistan, -

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

O

(IFTIKHAR UL GHANi)
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER

MALE) BUNER
Endst; No.6STY-97 pated 27 {).12022 ALE)

Copy for information to ;-

P e e

LB Ul i

i
Director Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
District Monitoring Officer EMA Buner
District Accounts Officer Bunar]
SDEO Concerned
Teacher Concerned.
Master File.

T 1ON OFFICER
(MALE) BUNER
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OFFICLE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) DISTRICT BUNER
PHONE & FAX NO.  939-555110
EMAIL: edobuner@pmail com

L e LT
S By b koo Mmaat

YO BE SUBSTITUTED WITIL THIS OFFICE ENDST, NO. 3158-65 DATED 01/7/2022 -
OFFICE ORDER

WIEREAS Mr. Said Ul Abrar was appointed vide this office Endst No. 1124-32 dated 28-2-2019.

AND WHEREAS Mr. Rukhtaj Khan (Private Respondent No.6) submitted an appeal to DIEQ (M) Buncr

regarding his non-consideration of IBCC certificates and the resultant exclusion from appoiniment order.

AND WHEREAS the DEO (M) constituted a committee to decide appeals in the light of rules and policy.
The committee after threadbare scrutiny decided all the cases in the light of rule and policy. The case of
appellant was decided falling at S.No. 15 of the minutes, wherein appeal of Rukhtaj Khan ( Private
Respondent No. 6) was accepted.

AND WHEREAS in the light of decision of the committee, One Year contract School Based Appointnicnt
of Mr. Said Ul Abrar (Appellant) was withdrawn vide this office endst No. 1307-14 dated 09/03/ 2019 and

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

AND WHEREAS (he appetlant filed an appeal before the Honourable Scrvice Tribunal i\h)hur

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide Service Aprzal No. 734/2019, which was allowed in favour of the appe!lant.
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
7710/202) in Service Appeal No. 734/2019, 1, Iftikhar U} Ghani, District Education Officer (M) Buner as
Competent All!llorily'sbladitionalIy i'e'st"bre appointment order in respect of Said Ul Abrag issucd vide this
office endst No. 1124-32 dated 28-2-2019, subject to the final outcomes of the C[;LA already filcd 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 February 2022, thercfore, financial benefits/salaries in respeet of the

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

(IFTIKHAR UL GHIAND)
. DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(MALE) BUNER ];
Endst; No. Even No. & Date.

Copy for information to ;- _ !

1. Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal at Camp Court, Swal.
Sccretary Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Peshawar.
Director Elementary & Secandary Education Khyber Pakbtunklwa I‘ulmvur
District Monitoring Officer Buncr.

SDEO (M) Khadu Khel (Bmv'r)

Teachers Concemed.,
Master File. )
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Supreme Court of Pakistan.
BC No. 10-3281
~ Cell No. 0314-9008308 s
CNIC NO. 17301-1 530598-9
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