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BEFOl^ THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1251/2013

Umar' Sharif Versus Government of KPK through Chief 
Secretary, Peshawar etc.I

:!

JUDGMENT

PIR BAKI-ISI-I SHAI-E MEMBER.- Appellant with25.03.2016V

counsel (Mr. Bilal Ahmad Kakaizai, Advocate) and1 .
i.

Government Pleader (Mr. Ziaullah) for the respondents

present.

$
This appeal under Section 4 of the KhyberVL/ 2.? •

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 of Forester Umar

Sharif is for the following prayer:-

f-
\
i .

'fhat on acceptance of this Service Appeal, the 

respondents be directed to promote the appellant from 

the date when the post of Deputy Ranger BPS-ll feel 

vacant the in 25% promotion quota on the basis of 

selection on merit as per old rules Or earlier 

recommendations of DPC be restored and new rules 

be declared ultra vires to the extent of appellant as 

appellant became eligible and fit for promotion when 

old rules were in vogue with such other relief as may 

deem fit in the circumstances of the case may also be 

granted.”

i;
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<'■

Arguments heard and record perused.3.
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After perusal of the record and hearing pro & contra4.

arguments, it was found that name of the appellant was duly

I recommended for promotion by DPC vide letter dated

26.3.2012 which letter was withdrawn by another letter
t

dated 20.4.2012 where-after rules were amended and 25%

promotion quota on merit was substituted by directi

recruitment. The learned counsel for the appellant submitted
!«•'

! at the bar that case of the appellant is identical with the case
V
!- of Forester Nadir Khan who instituted appeal No. 1463/2009

decided by this Tribunal on 22.2.2013. He submitted that

the appellant is also entitled for the same relief as givenlo

Forester Nadir Khan. In the stated situation, the Tribunal

decides to remit the case to the respondent-department to

examine this appeal in the light of appeal No. ,1463/2009

titled “Nadir Khan Versus Secretary Environments, KPK

Peshawar etc.” decided on 22.2.2013 and if the two cases

are identical, so case of the appellant may also be considered

for the same relief given to Nadir Khan. The appeal is

disposed off accordingly. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

i P
ANNOUNCED
25.03.

(PIRBAKHSH SFIAH) 
MEMBER

•;
(ABDUL LATIF) 

MEMBER

I
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20.1 1.2015 Appellant with counsel for the appellant and Mr.

Usman Ghani Sr. GP with Muhammad Amjad, SDFO for theV

respondents present. Since the court time is over, therefore, arguments

could not be heard. To come up for arguments on ^ ^ ^ ^ T7 j^

Member

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Muzaffar, SDFO 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present. Member 

copy of the appeal was not found. Appellant is directed to procure the 

copy of the same. To come up for arguments on *2. 3 .

14.01.2016

(h
MEMBER ER

f'' -
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4 t
Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Amjad, SDFO on 

behalf of respondents with Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP present. 
Written reply received on behalf of the respondents, copy whereof 

is handed over to the appellant for rejoinder alongwith connected ^ 

appeals on 1J.2014.

18.4.2014

Appellant in person and Mr.Muhammad Amjad, SDFO, 
Allai Upper Hazara Forest, Mansehra with Mr.Usman Ghani, Sr.GP 

for the respondents present. Rejoinder has already been received 

behalf of the appellant, copy whereof be handed over to the Learnc 

Sr. GP for arguments alongwith connected appeals on 29.12.2014.

01.7.2014

on

s
■hatfin;

0^

29.12.2014 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Amjad, SDFO on behalf 

of respondents with Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG present. The 

Tribunal is incomplete. To' come up for further proceedings alongwith 

connected appeals on 30.04.2015.

Reader.

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ziauliah. GP with 

Muhammad Amjad, SDFO for the respondents present. Counsel for 

the appellant requested fortjadjournment. 'riicrjlbre, case is 

adjourned to 20.11.2015 for arguments.

30.4.2015

>
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Appellant in person, and; Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP 

with Muhammad Siddique SDFO for the respondents present. 

Representative of the respondents requested for further time 

to file written reply.

29.1.2014

Appellant submitted an application for transferring 

the instant appeal to the learned Bench-I on the ground that 

his another Service Appeal No. 1004/2013 is pending before 

that very bench and fixed for to-day.

-ivi''.’'iv'
Request seems genuine. In order to avoid

OiI >

;
inconvenience to the parties, and in the interest of natural 
justice, this case is also send to the learned Chairman for 

appropriate order. Parties are directed to appear before the 

learned Bench-I to-day for further proceedings.:.
[

’ i.

. l";

/MEMBER t

r

1> j

!

' I
i

Appellant in person, present.vCase-filejreceived on transfer from 

learned Bench-II. To come up for written reply alongwith connected 

appeal (No. .1004/2013) titled ,‘Umar. Sharif-vs-Government of KPK 

etc’, on 18.4.2014. ■ !. I (^\

29.01.2014

I
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/
?- Appellant with counsel present. Preliminary argi :nts
.i-

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that T

the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/rules.

Against the impugned Notification dated 14.03.2013, the appellant

filed departmental appeal on 02.05.2012, which has not been

responded within the statutory period of 90 days, hence the present

appeal on 26.08.2013. Points raised at the Bar need consideration.

The appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit the security amount

and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice be issued to the

respondents for submission of written reply on 29.01.2014.

Vfor further proceedings. ;J.This case be put before the Final Bench

: --KW...
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET|
1
%

■ -n
Court of

I'-12.qi/2013Case No.. •:
'I

Order or other proceedings with signature^pf judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.
• 1

I321

The appeal of Mr. Umar Sharif presented today by Mr.
'f • , '

Bilal Ahmad Kakaizai Advocate may be|entered in the Institution
I

Register and put up to the Worthy phairman for preliminary 

hearing.

26/08/20131

£“■ RmSTRAR

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 
hearing to be put up there on ^ O/ ^ ^

2i2

a
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A CHAIRMAN
I:
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: j / 201 3

Umar Sharif Government of KPK etc.V/s

INDEX

Description of Documents Page

Memo of Service Application

Affidavit 6'
Addresses Sheet 4

7Annexure-“A” Certificate of Training

Annexure-‘'B” Old Rules .5:
Annexure-T” Miscellaneous Orders

Annexure-“D” Letter dated 20.04.201 2 L*/
Annexure-'‘E” Notification dated 1 4.03.201 3 (New Rules) 15'
Annexure-'‘F” Departmental Appeal

Annexure-‘'C” Letter dated 08.1 0.2011 It
Wakalat Nama

Through;

BILAL AHMAD KAKAIZAl
(Advocate, Peshawar)
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

3

UMAR SHARIF,
Forester,
C/o DFO, Hazara Tribal Forest Division 

Battagram.
Appellant

VERSUS

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Through Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

1.

2. SECRETARY,
Environment Department, 
Government of KPK, Peshawar

3. CHIEF CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS
KPK, Peshawar.

if. CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS,
Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974, FOR
PROMOTION TO THE POST OF DEPUTY RANGER BPS-1 1 AS PER
RECOMMENDATIONS..AND CONSIDERATIONS OF DPC TN EARLIER
MEETINGS UNDER OLD RULES. AND DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT
THAT NEW RULES BEING. DISCRIMINATORY AND AGAINST THE
INTERESTS OF APPELLANT ARE NULLITY IN THE EYES OF LAW TO THE
EXTENT OF APPELLANT.



/.•

Prayer: That on acceptance of this Service Appeal, the 

Respondents be directed to promote the Appellant from 

the date when the post of Deputy Ranger BPS~11 fell
vacant in 25% promotion quota on the basis of selection 

on merit as per old ruies-OR-earfier recommendations 

of DPC be restored and new rules be declared ultra vires
to the extent of Appellant as Appellant became eligible 

and fit for promotion when old rules were in vogue with
such other relief as may deem fit in the circumstances of
the case may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Short facts, giving rise to present Service Appeal, are as
under:-

That, Appellant has more than 33 years of continuous service 

and is now posted and working as Forester in BPS-09.
1)

That, during the course of employment Appellant applied for 

the course of training in Sarhad Forest School Abbottabad in 

22nd Forester’s Course (session 1995-96) and was awarded 

High Standard Certificate with first position; copy of the 

Certificate in this respect is attached as Annexure A.

2)

That, after obtaining 1 position. Appellant became eligible 

for promotion to the post of Deputy Ranger (BPS-11) on the 

basis of selection on merit as per rules in vogue at that time, 
copy of an abstract of Old Rules are attached as Annexure B.

3)

That, although on many occasions. Department sent the 

working papers of the Appellant for the purpose of promotion 

but no meeting was convened however finally, after much 

delay, on 31.03.201 2 the Appellant was recommended / 
considered for promotion in merit quota as per old rules, 
copies of few such orders whereby working papers were 

sought are attached as Annexure C ( Sheets).

4)
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That, after consideration of the Appellant in DPC meeting, the 

Respondent No. 3 withdrew the consideration / 
recommendations of the DPC vide letter dated 20.04.2012, 
copy of the same is attached as Anhexure D.

5)

That, thereafter, the Respondents, melafidely, did not convene 

the meeting of Departmental Promotion Committee and 

waited for promulgation of new rules and in the meanwhile, 
Old Service Rules were amended to the entire detriment of the 

Appellant, copies of the Notification dated 14.03.2013 

whereby 25% merit quota has been abolished are attached as 

Annexure £

6)

That, the said new rules were circulated among all the 

conservators and when it reached to Divisional Forest Officer,
Appellant submitted his 

Departmental Appeal, copy of the Departmental Appeal is 

attached as Annexure F.

7)

Hazara Tribal Forest Division

That, the Respondents failed to communicate the fate of the 

Departmental Appeal in requisite time hence, this Service 

Appeal on the following amongst other grounds: -

8)

GROUNDS

That, the Impugned Notification whereby 25% merit quota has 

been abolished is illegal, unlawful, void and ineffective to the 

extent of Appellant because Appellant already became eligible 

for promotion as per old rules in merit quota and he was also 

considered and recommended by the DPC.

A.

That, application of new rules on Appellant which are 

otherwise detrimental to the service benefits of the Appellant 
is against the principles of Natural Justice, also.

B.

That, the act of Respondents whereby they stretched the 

process of promotion through different modes and means is 

discriminatory and victimizing.

C.



That, Appellant secured position in the Departmental 
Examination / Training etc in the year 1 995 and was waiting 

for his term of promotion since long but at the verge of 
promotion the Department melafidely changed / notified new 

rules which are detrimental to the interests of the Appellant 
alone.

D.

That, on many occasions the Department was directed by the 

high ups to consider the cases of promotion as per old rules 

but the Department acted against the norms of justice and 

protection of law enshrined in the Constitution of Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan, 1973, copies of few such orders are 

attached as Annexure C ( Sheets).

E.

That, the acts and omission of the Respondents are against 
Article 4, 25 and 27 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of 
Pakistan, 1 973.

F.

That, Appellant cannot be subjected to the new rules in which 

the Respondents curtailed his legitimate right of promotion.
G.

That, the practice of the Respondents wilt demoralize the ■ 
objective of Civil Servants who believe in hard work both in 

theory and practice.

H.

It is, therefore, requested that Appeal be accepted as prayed
for.

Appellant

Through

BILAL AHMAD'KAKAIZAI 
(Advocate, Peshawar)



BEFQRE NWFP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: / 2013

Umar Sharif V/s Government of KPK etc.

AFFIDAVI T

I, UMAR SHARIF, Forester, C/o DFO, Hazara Tribal Forest Division, 
Battagram, Appellant, do hereby on oath affirm and declare 

that the contents of the Service Appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

kept secret from this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent.
Identified by:

4
BILAL AHjVIAd^ KAKAIZAI
(Advocate, Peshawar)

\



BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: / 2013

Umar Sharif V/5 Government of KPK etc.

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES.

PETITIONER:

UMAR SHARIF, Forester, C/o DFO, Hazara Tribal Forest Division 

Battagram.

RESPONDENT

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Through Chief Secretary, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. Secretary, Environment Department, Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
3. Chief Conservator of Forests, KPK, Peshawar.
4. Conservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra

Append /

Through

BILAL AHMAD KAKAIZAI 
(Advocate, Peshawar)
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•\S^.vc:i^y live percenl by pramocion pa Ibc basas of seniority- 

Aitnes.^:, iToin anioiigst holders of the posts of Foresters in the Circle 
v'/;.ei_e LiiC '/ucanCiCS occur with live years scr/icc as such, wlro 

successiuily completed such' [raining or passed such 
J-h,puiimcnl:il Icxaminatiori as prescribed by the Govenanent fof 
the pLirpcsc and,

cuai-

\’.'e!ii._v live percent by promotion on die basis of selection 
mem irom o.mone.st horcsters v/ho have secured first pvosition i 
Foresters Irr.ininii course at the I'orcst School, v/iih five years 
service of hnyc secured nvc eonscccuvc cuccllciu avuuiai reports 
and LUC Ifdow.lh'i years olhitte.”
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i t CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS, 
LOWER HAZAIU FOREST CIRCLE, 

ABBOITABAD

I

/op0-//o//No /GE,

Dated /01/2011

i
To■

J All Divisional Forest Officers,
In Lower Hazara Forest Circle.
In Upper Hazara Forest Circle.
In Watershed Management Project, Abbottabad.

i

■

1 (i

Subject PROMOTION OF FORFSTFRS 
RANGF.R.S ^ “ TO THE RANK OF DF.PTITV

Memo.i

cS S'coptfoX'f ' A„,i-CorrupUo„ cases

letter No. 61S6-94/GE dated 31 P 2007\ i ® (already supplied vide this office
promotion as Dcpuij- Ranker stricdv^inlVenr?^^ of the following Foresters on emergent basis for 
for the said post undcr'NWFP Civil Servants methods / criteria prescribed

:
:

;
I

i
1
1

?■

by promotion on the basis of scniorily-cum-fitness 
vacancies oLur wid^fL^yirsLlc Imvfsu^cTllIy '

Twenty five percent by promotion on the basis of selection on merit from i 
amongst Foresters who have secured first position in Foresters training “ ' 
course at the Forest School, with five years service or havT ecurerfi^c =
consecutive excellent annual reports. ’

1-; P «i ;
I

i ;
i

■ t

I !II- ;
;•
!

1

' I

■}] e.'' :s.u Name of Foresters Place of posting
Galis Forest Division. Abbottabad

Javed Sultan
Mr. Muhammad Maqbool Agror Tanawai

Mansehra
Forest Division,

3. Mr. Shabir Ahmad •
Unhar Watershed Division
^aur Watershed Divklon 
Siran Forest Division. Mansehra
Kunhar Watershed

4. Mr. Taj Muhammad
5. Mr. Muhammad Pervaz

Mr. Muhammad Nazir6.
7. Mr. Nisar Ahmad S/0 Sanaullah Khan District Government AbbottahnH8. Mr. Muhammad Mumtaz Agror Tanawai Forest

Mansehra
Division, 1

10. Mr. Muhammad Gulfam Kaghan Forest
Habibullah

Division, Garhi
11. Mr. Nisar Ahmad S/0 Muhamm.ad Razza!

Patrol Squad Division. Abbottabad12 Mr. Tario Javed Haripur Forest Divisioni 13. Mr. Gul Faraz '
Upper Kohistan Forest Division. Passu
-do-

14. Mr. Rustam Khan.
15. Mr. Muhammad AsgharI -do-
16. Mr. Muhammad Iqbal S/0 Haji Muhammad

Younis Siran Forest Division, Mansehra •.r

TfV Mr. Muhammad Sha'i;if Hazara Tribal Forest Division

i.

r

...j



t!i?
i-«
f

1!; S.« N.Ttiic of Foresters
Place of posting18. Mr. Abid Hussain
Kaghan Forest
Habibullah

Division, GarJ]i
19. Mr. Kliursliid Khan

Mr. Naimai Ullah Daur Watcrslicd Divisioni 20.
t Kohistan Watershed Division

iSSSSSSSS—
;

!
[ .

.1 .

fixed on! ni»02.2011?•

! s.# Name of Denutv Ranoer Place of nostingI Mr. Sarfaraz Khan
Galls Forest Division. Abbottabad{ 2. Mr. Masood-ur»Rchmand District Government Mansehra3. Mr. Muhammad Farooq1 / Agror Tanawal
Mansehra

Forest Division,■ i
4.1/ Mr. Muhammad Rancccn I

District Government Battagram
Unhar Watershed Divisi'^

5. Mr. Gul Zaman i

6. Mr. Sulian Khan
Siran Forest Divisioii. Mansehra7. Air- Mtiliammad Iqbal S/0 Gohar Rehmnn

Mr. Sultan Mchmood
Mr. Muliammad Hanif ~ "
Mr. Ziran Gul ~ ^ '

;
Kunhar Walerslicd DivisionS.
Daur Watershed Division9.
Kunhar watershed10.
Buniar Watershed

',4 .(
^-^”Co^er<^6r of 

Low ''
roresls, 

Hazara Forest Circle, 
-Abbottabad?^

No. /GE,
Copy forwarded to the:

The Chief Consewaior of Forests, Kliybcr PakhiunkJnva Province, 
dalcdTs^ oT'^Olfendorsement No. 2530-33/E,

Conservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra. 
Project Director/ CF, Watershed Management, Project, Abbottabad

I

I-

2- •
3-.!

■ J

;

;

• 4- The Executive District Officers (Agriculturef, Abboftahaii 
Mansehra and Battagram. for information and nccessaiy action. ;:

'!
;<

Conservator of Forests, 
Lower Hazara Forest Circle, 

Abbottabad. ;
i
?

!i.

• !
; ri

1

!
!
: !
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OFFICE OF THE
■ ^DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER HAZARA TRIBAL FOREST.DI VISION 

BATTAGRAM. ' •

ij

To
The Conservator of Forest, 
Hazara Circle Abbottabad.

;

PROMOTION AGAINST MERIT QUOTA FROM
FORESTER TO THE RANK OF DEPUTY RANGER.

Subject:

Memo:
* ■ Reference in continuation of this office letter No: 1015/GE Dated

'

^^A'&jre'ady reported tJ^idc letter cited, in the reference that Mr:
Umar Sharif Forester of Ha^rmTribal Forest Division Ballagram standing First Position ' 
in the 22"“^ Forester training course 1995-96, therefore he is recommended for inclusion in • 
the Departmental ^o/«ft5i^7Committee(D^) for. promotion from Forester to the Rank of 
Deputy Ranger on merit.

The following documents of the said Forester are enclosed 
herewith. .. . •

\1

(
j

i 1. Synopsis
2. ACR from Page 1 to 91.
3. Attested copy of Forester Training Certificate 

Obtained from Sarhad Forest School Thai Abbottabad.
!>

/
4 *

VA/\\’
r\

Divisiona|lF]jllr6slt
Hazara Tribal Forest Elision 

AbbottabaQ<'^__—
/

1

^ . ;■

)
\

T

I
ATTESTED

\
•: >- ■*

5!
\

ii.1
. j

:S :

t
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V,;

/n/20.II0. /G£ dated. Abbottabad the . ;. No.
' CopyTonvardcd to the: .

. ' All Divisional Forest Officers in Lower Hazara'ForestCircI.e. ,
.All Divisional Forest Officers iirUpper Hazara Forest Circle Mansehra (except 

■ DFO, Lower Kohistan Forest Division). DFOs Hazara Tribal & Agrqr Tanawal 
should alsojntimate present position of the. cases of M/S Umer Sharif Forester ^, 
which'was under trial.in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal arid Muhammad 
Maqbool under trialin the Court of NAB.. ' , , ^

"All Divisional Forest Officers in Watershed Management Project Abbottabad.. 
DFO Daur Watershed should intimate present position .of appeal of Mr. Javed 
Sultan Forester, in .Supicme Court of Pakistan on account of recovery of.

.-■Rs'.'385S96/45. ' ^ '
• Exccutiv-c District OiTicor (.Agi^icuiture); Abbottabad,.Mansehra and Batlagrani;,

I- ••
2-

•;

:. 3- .

4- -

' ' -They are requested to supply No Disciplinary / Anti-Corruption cases.certificate
in respect of the following Foresters on cmergent.i^is for promotion' as Deputy Rangers: V .

• > ‘

Place of posting -.Name of Deputy Ranger / Forester l
.GalisForest Division > •;
District Government'Mansehra' 
Siran Forest Division • 
District Govemment.Battagram 
Unhar Watershed Division '

Mr. Sarfraz Khan Deputy Ranger '- ^ 
Mr. Masood-ur-Rehman Deputy Ranger . •
Muhammad Farooq Deputy Ranger '' ' —
Muhammad Rangecn, Deputy Ranger _______
Mr. Gul Zaman, Deputy Ranger ' ■ : ' ■
Muhammad Iqbal S/0 Gohar Rehman Denuty Ranger
Mr. Sultari Mehmood Deputy Ranger ■

. Muhammad Hanif, Deputy Ranger
Mr. Zareen Gul Deputy Ranger - 
Mr. Javed Sultan Forester v ■
Mr. Muhammad Maqbool Forest^ 
Mr.ShabirAhmadForester.'
Mr. Taj Muhammad Forester.
Muharpm.ad Pervaiz Forester _______ ______
Muhammad Nazir Forester ' ■ _______
Mr. Nisar Ahmad s/o Sanaullah Khan Forester •
Muhammad MumtazForester _______ • '
Muhammad Gulfam Forester ■________
Mr. Nisar Ahmad s/o Muhammad Raza Forester
Mr. Tariq Javed Forester ________ _
Mr. Gul Fraz Forester ~ ' ______ '
Mr. Rustam KhanTorcstcr ______ __________ ^__
.Muhammad Asghar Forester _________________
Muhammad Iqbal s/o Haji Muhammad Younis Forester__
Muhammad Sharif Forester__________■ ______ L_
Mr. Abid Hussain Forester _______ _
Mr. Khurshid Khan Forester . - ' _______
Mr. NiamatUliah Forester • ' ^__ i___
Mr. Wahab Shah Forester . ' j.:_____ __
Muhammad Riasat Forester ■ . ________ • '
Muhammad Bashir Forester-

yix/ Mr. Umcr Sharif Forester- ' ' •______ -------- :
Mr. Masood-ur-Rehman s/o Fazal-ur-Re)iman Forester - ;
Mr.ZulfiqarlChan Fore-^ter - " ' -

35. [ Mr. Taj Muhammad Forester ______ - ' ’ ------

2.
3. •
4^___
5;___
6.
2^_
S.
9.___
JO_
11. .
12.
13.

Kunhar Watershed Division
Daur Watershed Division • 
Unhar Watershed Division - - 
Bunair Watershed division '
Galis Forest Division - .-
Agror Tanawal Forest Division
Unhar Watershed Division
Daur Watershed Division
Siran Forest Division 
Kunhar Watershed Division

* ,*

•14
15.ji District Government A*Abad16. Agror Tanawal Forest Division

Kaghan Forest Division
Galis Forest Division
Haripur Forest Division 
Upper Kohistan Forest Division

17.
1&.
)9.
20
21.
22.
23.

-do-
-do-

. SiranTorest Division______ ;
Hazara Tribal Forest Division24-

25. •
2^ Kaghan Forest. Division •

Daur Watershed.Division .
Kohistan Watershed Division
Ha7ara Tribal Forest Division 
Galis Forest Division . •
District Government Mansehra
Hazara Tribal Forest Division
Hazara Tribal. Forest Division 
Patrol Squad Division :
Siran Forest Division' ___

27; •
.28.
29.y
30 .

/■

t

31.

’ 53; '
1

I
j.

Conservator of Forests upper Hazara Forest Circle Mansehra 
Projeef Direetpr/CF Watershed Management Project Abbottabad

5-
6-

aev arc rcqucsicd to direct the DFOs'concerned for submission of the 
BS.-stcrs sening in their Circles immediately for onward submission to CCh-f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

I

Peshawar,

V
Conscn-aioFoTForcSts 
Lower Hazhfa Forest Circle ' 
Abbottabad!

A

t
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i ’

-Ki^uht. -Viocl Jonishaid Khan 
Diviijcnol Fotest Ol’icer 
Hozoro Tribal Forosl Division 
Oallocj/orn

••'nzna o. C9 7 / -3-i 0017 

••■■ ' /Ga.ciotfcc);

!
;■■■ 1 03/2012:soi

I

(

The Consen'ntor of Forests. 
Upper I'la/'-ard Forest Cirdc 

Maasehra.
;

i-

PRCOMOTION OF FORESTER TO THE RANK OF DEPTl^ RANGHRSSubject:-
Momo:-

Refe,i'ence your office letteii endorsement No.47S5-89/GE, dated 05/03/ 2012.

As desired the Seniority list of the Foresters of Hazara Tribal Forest Division 
Bnttagi'am;i4as already been submitted vide!thisioffice No.2616/GE, dated 17/3/2012. 
However the SN’hopsis of ACR, No disdiplinhry action/ Anti- corruption certificate of the 

v.cjtior Foresters with ACRs files are submitted here>vith for further course of

Ir;
Particulars.iName of ForesterS.No

iMr. Shah-e-Room i- Synopsis, No disciplinary/Anti-corruption
certificate.

ii- ACRfilefrompaseOl to87 ' ■ ' - .
i- Synopiis, No disciplinary/Anti-corruption 

^.certificate.
ii- ACR file from page 01 to 147______
i- 3ynop;;iS, No disciplinary/Anti-corruption 
'bertificate.

ii- ACR jjile from page 01 to 97_______ - ■
TSynop^is, No disciplinary/Anti-corruption
:lcertificate.. ' -

1- ;

!

Syed VVahab Shc^h2-

Mr.'Riaz Muhai'iTunad■3^. ,

\; VI
f ;

Mr. Muharnmad Yousaf4-
f• r

ii-ACR file from page 01 to 91
pSynop sis. No disciplinary/ Anti-corruption

I L certificate.
i i;i-ACR jfile from pa^e 01 to 105'

;Mr. Uma:*; Sharif

1

J

standin—lst positioirin the 22‘’4 ForeSter course 1995-96. Therefore the competent forum may be 
apprised to considehin the DPC for promotion to the Rank of Deputy Ranger on merit please.

• .It is further added that: Mr. Umar Sharif Forester at S.No.05 above

i

;
: DlVISIONkL rotesT OFFICER^;/^ 
HAZAR-h TRIBAL I OR^^DIVISION 

OiBAirTAGRAM^' . •
F.nchasic'bove

!
?i
!
j

I

!

SPfSSTHD
]

'SI

\
\

.....
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ICMIl;P COMSnUVATOR OF FORFSl S-J
KHYmili I'AICIITUN'KIIWA SHAMl itOAD I'liSHAWAK 

i;honc.No._0yj*y?.12l77. Pnx No. 091-y7.lM7JJ

/BU: iJ.ilcd Piv.hiiwar Tiu'i'i

^t

No.*y f *M' !.
I ^■ I _.

\c,
11

The Conscivi-iloi’ of I'orcsls ■ ‘ 
» Lovv(jr nnziirn Forest Grcic 

Abhtillobnd
2. Ilic Consciy.Uor of-Foicsts
--------Upper Iln7.ir<i (ojcst Circle ^

M:\nsohrn •

i.

PUPMOTIOn OF FORESTER fl3P5-9t TO THE KANK_OiLP^FUJXI?AJ.jPJJl 
fllPS-llT • • • , ‘ ■

Sul:.jccl:

Reference this office IcLlcr Nb.32'11-d'1/GL, dated 21.3.2U1?..Memo:
As evident from Liic above cited letter it was decided that seniority of Foresters for the purpose . . 
of promotion Is required to'be prepared oh the basis of i)lacc of domicile of' Foresters hut iL has 
been nuticed tliat scnloiity/Working l^apcr were not on proper position and -inosl of llie 
l‘oief:tcrs arc making representations. ' ‘ . . . ' • '

t

Therefore to proceed further the,decision taken in the DPC meeting in respect of liazaia Ciicics 
held on 31.3.2012 Is hereby withdrawn and another date i.c. 30.d.2012 is Fixed for consideralioii 
of ll'c revised Working Paper In respect of l-lazara Lower and Upper Circles including Watcrslicd
Circle. ^

]t is iliercforc once again requested to submit the rcvlsqd w/l*aocr on llie subject kcciJihy in 
■ view the place of domicile of the Foresters so that injustice could not be made to each and every 

Forester. •

!

Cl.icf Conset. 'Lor of Forests -1 - 
Kl.yl)er P.akhtunkhwa Peshawar •

Hn.^jSr]
Copy foiv/ordcd for information and, necessary action to the:

Chief. Conservator of Forcsts-H Khybor PakhUmkhwa lA'shawar. ilils is willi icferoncc to 
the discussion held on 19.0^.2012.

1.^

I

Section Officer (CsLt:) Government of Klrybcr Pakhtunkhwa Lnvirofinicnt Dcpartn.cnl 
Peshawar. He Is requested to oLtcncl the OPC meeting on 30.0d.2012 in r/o Lowci/Uppci . 
Hazara Circles.

2.
L

4
-''A

feU■ r
i

Chief Cotiservator of FBicsls -I 
I'lvdJcr Pakhtunkhwa Pesha^var >

t /

:

i
I

I ... /
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e--,v. ;;/•1^
isiOTKBic^IMi I'

!■

:Datad :?shasar the-1^“^ March, 2033
.Uii contained in sub-ruie (2)-of I^ pursuance of the provision ^ ^

rfc 3:3?;^ Kh^oer FaWrOrnhhwa-Ovil S« ''

1539, ;he Environraent Depamnent, Govcrna^.a. o. M--

ihe ■£-itobr,r,hir,cr,fcanclth,> 7ol:W'^ 2ff.l.l993, following
W::riiifo D;^i:.an:na3nEs McUficsUon Ko^OCFT.n)! ^o.^v./vou, .

araendnor.ts s|iaii be made^namsty,

1;

i:•
f

••;■

•■ iurb-cr;

'T;.:vT-*r£ SISBTn vbe- Aopentiitc, under the headins ^
^‘ •. •■•^No 3 2fk3/d'ie fciiowing shall oeFttO-FESSKJKai. POSTER for. foe exiting enmesagarn -. -

substituted in respective columns namely.- • ...

■? i.

!
MuUtoci of recruitrnenv.fori AgeUmll: 'k

Qualification
I uppoinoTtent by Initial .
I recruiabent __________
laV' B,Sc, -.Degree 21. to 

(atleast 2”^^ Division) years .- 
from a . Tecognii:ed 
Universib/; and

’'^rri^omen- 
■ |- cloture of 

■ _ijj}e post 
Oc.puty 
l-prest 
Ranger 
(t;;>5-li) .

1

recruitment; and

i
I'

SeveaiY-fivG percent by.promobbn, 
on the basis of saniohfcy-curn^toss 
from amongst l=orosturs 
bavirm live yiaars service, vjho have 

essbully coaipl^itec= suev* ireiiriing 
li-uch ‘ * clcpnrtrnental
may be prescribed by -.

1
;

>
IcMSSSl

SUCC.i^SS
or passed
examination ss . ,
ti'te Govemsnen'cfrom 'ume to aai-o.

!^V ■ - - .

1 ■ rt,' G^’iinimurn); ‘ ■
.1 ciird

1

•i

Thal’Abbottabed; and

(rninirnum)
inches

Pinte:- ■ Candidate Will 
Qualify Mara'bon race
of '
2-Km

- ■: ■■ ■ . -j

percent'.Thy. initial;'
recruv.mcnt; and^ . '1

vjlthln 20
'=•. iniiuites •. • —

“ a) Bachelor's .Degree 
wlUi l=Sc (atleast 2 • 

from a

21-32
yearsrorester

(r;i'5-0)
2

I K Seventy-five percent by promoUen,
■ 1 oil foe basis of semonty-cum-iifoas,

I from amongst Forest Guartis of me
■ Fo,iLt Divisor, with .aUeast five 

service as such, have passed such 
departmental examination as may be- . 
prKcribed tty the Govor.imenc t.om 
time to’time.

Division) 
recognized Universitvg 

i arid..

h,Y^h\rs;lC3l fVm^SSA

nrn Heinjtt
■••"f •■.

!V'
' \

5-,&, (minimum);
and Mote- ' The car.dWatss who have been 

TiSitod -will have to wvo
cer’fficate course in roresu y a-- 

Pakhtu.nkhwa Forest Senoot.

rangiest Size: , 
j3«6, ■ i-

■ i OTiinimurh). •, .-
i inches

years 
khybk ■ 

pjThai Abbottabed.

1

i
Candidate Will

qualiiV
of • ■••

1 Note-- ;/

Vi/ithin' 20 , ,2-Km1
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'-1
l

SEHSarient

«*== 7St5?KtS »
• Thai Abbottaba‘.'-

•BY
r-'-TB)fssaK'7,rtSS «* #'“S.bS ' ■

H ■ recoynizecl

i;

■ , I'oiiiirt- rccieaiiit, ; .j .-’!'::::'7)
j froHi

3oard: aridi

E^iPfeissiiaSKsa:

ft (roinirnbrn)!

r
l-

S-6, 
and.

34-36,
fminimun?.)

. quaVify Marathon

i
i"
i

inchesI

• i
: Candidate Will 

race
I t

\
5 of

2-Km
minutes

i ..----

•„„SS=S-
oatedPeshawsdS^^.alP-

NO^onSda'isyaBSSgKi- 
is fdn-varded for

• Icildiill inforrriailon Id:.-.ii paKiitunKhwa.

?, srssKrrssKrS- ■
Sviof Conser^'ator ''‘"A pakhtunRhwa. .

Copy

I)

4)
5)

• /

/ s ■ sS;SS?F^=
All ;drs»s«“»c*ss^^^
Librarian. Government 01. y ^ o.khlunKbwa. Peshawar ■ ■
Department. prinling Press, Khyber twenty printed

-IQ) Master file.
' Concerned file. ,

/ g10)
•11).
12)
13) . 

■ ;14)

15)

. -15) 
17)

(_;

■: ■

fPlCiA-UL-KARlR^)
SEcS OFFICER tESTTO^,

720)

ii
,;i

•i-

V

B?s *
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The SecretaiY 
Environment-Department 
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

i *f

■cu. ^■.9

PROPFSeHENNAL > • •

promotion of forestep (BVS-9) to .the RANK.QF deputy RMGEfc
Apneal thereof.

Reooootcd Sir.
Affectionate and sympathetic enougli toWill your good self please be kind, 

consider/honour the following factors:-

That the appellant has 33 years meritorious service at Ids credit, 

enclosed as Annex-I

Th:>t ii Departmental Promotion
^ “R'::;' l,;" ppella. bee„ co„s«ceommo„.ou Per

promotion on the basis of merit quota as enshrined m the Rules ibtd.

Then tlic Chief Conservator 
dated 31-03-2012 for Uie reasons entailed m 
20-04-2012 and .30-04-2012 was fixed for next
to date.

CO

(lil)

-it JS
DPC (Annex-Ill) which could not take place

Hence keeping in view tlie above exposition, it is humbly prayed that;

The recommendation of the Departmentar Promotion Committee (PPC) dated 
II 03-2012 may kindly be restored so tltat appellant could avail his promotion.

The appellant may not be made subjudice to the Revised Rules please.

a. / S j4 /,3
Umer Sharif Forester 

C/o
Divisional Forest Officer 

Hazara Tribal Forest Division 
Battagrarn

(v)

PRAYER

,0)

(5i)

, ^
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GOVERNMENT OF KMYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT

N0.50(Estt)Envt/ 1-465/2K11 
Doted Peshawar 8^" October: 2011' M I

I/)' I

IV^ i— mmata

To

The Chief Conseivator of Forests, 
Khyber Pakiitunkhwa.'

UPGRADATION/NOTIFICATION SERVICE RULES OF FOREST 
GUARD, FORESTERS AND tiEPUTY RANGERS/CONSULTATION 
WITH P.S.r. BEFORE NOTIFYING SERVICE RULES,__ !------------------

SUBJECT:

p /M
letter No.1016/E dated 22/9/2011 

inul U) cl.ste Hint n. couling to the advice of SSRC
I am diiecti'd to rcfci- to your

liK’. suljjoi L ab* n'.
Committee, the promotion cases may be,processed as per the existing, policy
on

/rules because new rules shall apply vvhen they are actually notified.

n.7'

( MUtiAHIR SHAH) 
SECTION officer; (ESTT)

^ '
• V

!iS T)fvicd

------

Copy is forwarded to PS to Secretary Environment Department.

Fndsr!No. and dale evenL

{U[(,-2o n /10/2011* ■ .
Copy forv/arded for information and--necessary 
acti;»n io the;~-

ChioC Conservator of ^orests-il Khyber ^akhtunkhwa# 
Consurvator of^orosto H’alakand East C^ipcle* 
Conservator of P^orosts Lower-Hazara Qi rcl e* 
0onr»"rvutor of 'Southern Circle Teshawar*
Coni'" rvu tor of -^orcsto TATA ^rcLe Peshawar a

TliGy aru requof! te d ' to nubmit revia e working ^aper 
runvne t on the prerionl- Poi^tipn as early as Possible

dated Peshawar theiiO- /S,

1 • •
’

4.
S ,

co;::Vlot q i. n all

•/\

4 GHIDP COISERVATOH OP-MRciS 
KHfEKRiTaKI^e.UMCHWA PiSHAWAR*

^>7
n*v

n
rcs fj ■!

V ■I
./I
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«*»
BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PROVINCE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR 

APPEAL NO. 1251/2013

Umar Shairf Forester C/d DFO, Hazara Tribal Forest Division
Appellant:

Versus

:1- GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
Thro.u^ Chief Secretary 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar,

2- SECRETARY,
Environment Department,
GovemmentofCTK, Peshawar,

3- CHIEF CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS,
Khj'ber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

4- CONSEVATOR OF FORESTS,
Upper Hazara Forest Cirlce Mansehra.

.Respondents

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS, 

Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminary' Objection:

1- The appeal is; not maintainable in the present form.

2- That the appellant has no cause of action.

3- The applicant has got no locus standi to bring the preseiit appeal. .
t

4- The appell^t estopped by his own conduct to bring the present appeal.

.1

5- The appeal is bad on account of non-joinder and mis-joindef of necessary parties/ time bared. :
i ^ '

6‘ The instant appeal is time barred. ;

7- That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal. " '

8- That this Hon’ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate the appeal.
• r

i

r
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i

FACTS ./
■ % I - Pertains to record.* ^

2- Pertains to record.\

Pertains to record. However, no 

para-3 is denied.
one can claim promotion as a right according to law. Hence

4- Pertains to record. However, the DPC meeting/withdrawn.

5- In Correct. As the working Paper/ Seniority list 
decision taken i 
withdrawn. ’

were not on proper position due to which the 
in the DPC meeting held on 31-03-2012 of whole Hazara Forest Circles was

6- Denied. Another date i.e. 30-04-2012 was fixed for the purpose, but the meeting could not be 

held due to short comings in the records of Foresters, hence no question of melafide arises on

the part of this Department / Respondent

7- Pertains to record.

8- Pertains to record, hence no comments.

grounds

A ) Incorrect. The petitioner has not been considered on merit quota as per old Rules due to 

non existance of vacant Post of Deputy Ranger and pending disciplinary proceedings 

against him and hence he is not eligiWe for Promotion on merit quota on promulgation of 

new rules on the subject and there is/illegality in the impugned notification.

B) Denied. The new Rules are in accordance to the Principles of Natural Justice.

C) Incorrect. There is no discrimination on the part of the respondents.

D) Incorrect as per paras mentioned above. ' '

* E) Incorrect.

/

The appellant was dealth with in according to law and Regulati 

subject Respondents are in accordance to the Rules/ Procedure

^ *G) Incorrect. On promulgation of new rules the Promotion of petitioner
considered on old rules. As the old Rules are no more effective.

H) Incorrect. All acts are being followed in accordance to the 
Pakhtunkhw^a Civil Servant and Promotion Rules.,

on.

on the

can not be‘

provisions of Khyber
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3I,

Keeping to the aforesaid reply / comments and ground-in view, therefore, it is prayed that the 

appeal may kindly be dismissed costs. ^ ,
t ;
/
f

, Chief Secretary,
^Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Environment Department Peshawar 

Peshawar

V Secretary,
- Environment Department , 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
. ;;

J
Chiejf Conser\'ator of Forests, 

Nortl em Forest Region-II 
^bbottabad

CW Forests, 
Uppeftlazara Forest circle 

Mansehra

*

1

1
i

T

/

I

k

1
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Appeal No. 1251/2013
f

k '

Umar Sharif
Versus Government of KPK etc.

.'1

affidavtt

!
We respondents solemnly affirm and dec 

reply is correct to the best of our knowledg 

from this Honourable Tribunal.

i *'

-eclare on Oath that contents of thje 

e and belief and nothing concealed

-;

Chief ecretary,
vemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
Secretary,

Environment Department 
Government of KPK, Peshawar. -

Chief ConservatorSTore^ 
Northern Forest Region-II,' 

Abbottabad.^2^

;
TT ^ -Orests,
Upperljaz^a Poj-est Circle 

Mansehra.

! ;

i T-

;j . *(
.4^

Ir

1

• !

TI

[

i \:
: ■
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IJI-FOKE KHYBER PAKHTUNKIIWA PROVINCE SERVICE TIUBUNAL PESHAWAR 

APPEAL NO. 1251/2013

Umar Shairf Forester C/O DFO, Hazara Tribal Forest Division
Appellant

Versus

1- GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
Through Chief Secretary 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2- SECRETARY,
* Environment Department, 

Government of I^K, Peshawar.

3- CHIEF CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS, 
Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

4- CONSEVATOR OF FORESTS,
Upper Hazara Forest Cirlce Mansehra.

f

...Respondents
PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

••
Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminar)^ Objection:

1 - The appeal is not maintainable in the present form. 

2- That the appellant has no cause of action.

1 he applicant has got no locus standi to briiig’^he present appeal.

4- The appellant estopped by his conduct to bring the present appeal.own

5- The appeal is bad-on account of non-joinder and mis-joinder of necessary parties/ time bared.

6- The instant appeal is time barred.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.

That this Hon’ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate the appeal.

7-

8-
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2
4

FACTS
/.

1 - Pertains to record.

‘ 2- Pertains to record.

Pertains to record. However, no one c^ claim promotion as a right according to law. Hence 

para-3 is denied. ' .

4- Pertains to record. However, the DPC meeting/withdrawn.

5- In Correct., As the working Paper/ Seniority list were not on proper position due to which the 

decision taken in the DPC meeting held on 31-03-2012 of whole Hazara Fores; Circles 

withdrawn.
was

6- Denied. Another date i.e. 30-04-2012 was fixed for the purpose, but the meeting could not be 

held due to short comings in the records of Foresters, hence no question ofmelafide arises on 

. the part of this Department / Respondent.

7- Pertains to record.

8- Pertains,to record, hence no comments.

GROUNDS

A ) Incorrect. The petitioner has not been considered on merit quota as per old Rules due to 

non existance of vacant Post of Deputy Ranger and pending disciplinary proceedings 

against him and hence he is not eligiWe for Promotion on merit quota on promulgation of 

new rules on the subject and there is/illegality in the impugned notification.

B) Denied, The new Rules are in accordance to the Principles of NaturalJustice.

C) Incorrect There is no discrimination on the part of the respondents.

D) Incorrect as per paras mentioned above.

E) Incorrect The appellant was dealdi with in according to law and Regulation.

F) Demed. The acts of the Respondents are in accordance to the Rules/ Procedure on the
subject . _ --i-- -

G) Incorrect On promulgation of rules the Promotion of petitioner 
considered on old rules. As the old Rules are no more effective.

new can not be •

H). Incorrect. All acts are being followed in accordance to the provisions of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant and Promotion Rules.
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Keeping to the aforesaid reply / comments and ground in view, therefore, it is prayed that the

appeal may kindly be dismissed costs.

)f^Chief Secretary,

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Environment Department Peshawar 

Peshaw'ar

Secretary,
Environment Department 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Chief Conservator of Orests; Consei^w*^Forests, 
Upg^'&zara Forest circle 

M^sehra

No: m Forest Region-II 
(.bbottabad/

»

»

- / t
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTTTOOIWA SKRVTCE TRTRTnvA T

*

/
Appeal No. 1251/2013

9

Umar Sharif Versus Government of KPK etc.

!'

. affidavtt

1

■ Wc respondents solemnly affirm and deelare on Oath that contents of thje 

reply .s correct to the best of our knosvledge and belief and nothing conceaied
from this Honourable Tribunal.

[VA^ I
fChief s'ecretary.

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkh 
Peshawar.

. Secretary/
Environment Department 

.(5= Government of KPK, Peshawar.
wa. V

I

/
Chief nservator of Forests, 

Nori|em Forest Region-II, 
j (^bbottabad.^i^^

Con' of Forests, 
Up^gpHazara Forest Circle 

Manseihra.

;

.i
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR-V- ■
; :

No. 522 /ST Dated 1 /4/ 2016

To
The Secretary Environment, 
Peshawar.

Subject: - JUDGMENT

I am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of Judgement dated 
25.3.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

REGISTRAR • 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESPIAWAR.

I



'i I'

/ '

s

»
■

I 5

!

BEFORENWFPSERVICF TRIBUNAL 

PESHA WAR t'

r

SI-RVICE APPEAL NO. 125 1 / 20I3. 1^

f
UMAR SHARIF 1/5 GOVERNMENT OF KPK ETC.

i

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth
} \

I

‘i

Psejoinder on behalf of Appellant is as under: -

REJOINDER TO THE PRELIMINARY OBIECTIONS:

Preliminary Objections as taken by the Respondents are illegal and 

unlawful because while raising the same, the Respondents had not 
cited any lawful reason or justification in support thereof in respect* 

of cause of action, maintainability etc hence the 

routine objections having nothing to do with the merits of the

v:
: t

same are mere
case.

.1

REIOINDER TO THE FACTS: '• I

•i,
1

;

1 . Para-1 & 2 needs no reply
f;

Para 3 & 4 of the Appeal^ h'as not been specifically denied by 

the Respondents however :it is added that Appellant is not 
claiming Promotion rather he wants the implementation of 
earlier recommendations of DPC whereby Appellant 
considered for Promotion under Old Rules and New Rules have 

been formulated under melafide intention by not assigning 

any merit quota.

\\
•ft2.

:>-
was ;

J

]



Para 5 of the Comments is‘ neither legal nor proper. In fact no 

such order in respect of Seniority List or Working Papers is on 

record.

3.

'i

Para 6 of the Comments is in fact admission on part of the
not considered

4.
Respondents. The Appellant and others was

due to no fault on their part rather the

i

for promotion
department was delaying the matter in 
harm to those who could have been promoted under the old 

rules in merit quota. Needless to mention here that as per 

order of this Honorable tribunal some of the employees have 

been promoted as per old rules, Copies of the Judgment dated
of the Meeting dated 29.05.201 3.

order t6 inflict more

1

22.02.201 3, Minutes 

Letters
attached as Annexure R/1 to_R/_5-

dated 30.05.2013, 25.07.201 3 & 26.03.2012 are

7 and 8 of the Comments need no Rejoinder. •Paras5.

^ i
■MpnniMDFR TO THE GROUNDS: n

Grounds as taken by the Appellant in its Appeal are just 

and proper while that of comments as 
Respondents are unjust, illegal and unlawful hence need

no Rejoinder.

filed by all the

requested that Appeal of the Appellant beIt is, therefore, 
accepted as prayed for.

5

Through:

m
BILAL AfVMAD KAKAf2^ 

(Advocate, Peshawar)
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BEFORENWFPSERVICE TRIBUNAL. 

PESHAWAR

f

I

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1 251 / 20;13.

;

UMAR SHARIF VS1 GOVERNMENT OF KPK ETC.!

AFFIDAVIT

1. UMAR SHARIF, rm Appellant, do '
hereby on oath affirm and deddire that the contems of the Rejoinder ' 
are true and correct to the bfest of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

9

l

Identified by:

Hll.AL AMMAD KAKAIZAI 
(Advocate, Peshawar)

' t'*

• -Ii*
•?.
i
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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1463/200y- ■■4

'.Frc:•;
Dntcofinshtution ... \

tDate of decision I

„•.: ': .i • -v t

) /■

"iilii:Nadir KJun, I’orcstcr,
Dir Kohistan Forest Division, 
Dir r.owcr.'

»
i■(Appellant) ,•

VF.R^^i^ '■
I'

V ?:

The sccreuu-y EavironmciUs KPK ' . .hL
‘I:: ":rF-siML^Laad CLcici Saidu ShaHf Swat
■rhc DPO Oil-Lower.
Mr. Sardar Saleh, Dy: Forest Ranger
Lower.

APPEA]_miDE]^iE^
Tin I It IN A 1..S „ Ac;r_ij)74_^ '
,aA-iaVn 1 a.4.'20()9 ■ WHEREBX-UIL- . „,
TW^nra-hTac-MT MA.'T BEEN' PR9MQIS2_Ili

n'AVTxrrr action ON TFIE APPEAL—OF—T—i 

WITHIN

'D

Dir Koiiistan Forest Division

■ nwfR SHRyiOED. Hf I 

' 'WppLir/ANijyfe^iafe&fi'jT

,f tt

"iHlil:
F or cippcUant'.g;,;';;: L'.,:

Nluhaumiad Asif Yousatzai, 
‘ advocate. , ■

4r. Arshad Alain, G.P 
,■ i. dr; Sultan All Shah, Advocate-

-'I

dr. ; »
For official respondents No. 1 

For private respondent

;:■ ;.■ chairmtm;: wjL :A]

f'l
1

'y'-r 'Ir.Qalandar All Khan ,, Member ........
'Ir. Sultan Mchmood Khallak ; '■ ■ "v K ' '.I A. hr LfL®'fs'SS&til

.ee'v-WA H'aA:*sig||g|i

.volvea in tliis .»«al nnd;A)p.l K'h T’Si?iiS^S(|^|j

„.di,B„:iAppp.M- iili®f|
bp .i.a ppsAp-H"?!

■ wiislifi!

. X ;•a.

I t

L''- \. TP

(o. 1634/09 by 

vppeal No. 1768/09

1C mcntioned-appcals

All the

ainst the promotion of ptivaie respondents, namely.

/ ;
;I

. f :

affirementioned ffic appeals have been lodged by, th=.

■■ ■ ■ XsAiwiiaiiiisp
: 'b i.ea4S:a.i;:.*i,JB!aritg|!K««i5|!::

■ ■■ ..................................................................................................................................................................................................

r

11'..'.

1

t .P-
A

i -vA^iTr;•H •;‘.><•:
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v'"-; i 
:;' . ••• »15,4.2009 and 27.5.2009, rcspcclivcly. The impugned promotion ordcriion

have been assahilcd on the ground lhaf. the appellants joined service' as Foresters in
■4■ A

'}

1 L;

ihc 1'01'CMi acj);ii'imcm oilhor c;irIior tluin the private rospondcnls or were scnioi;.,.,
■ .li'hhv;

iii merit than tlic latter and were placed senior-lo private respondents^in dhe^i,.

71iO'n}- a/■

•')
0G

\seniority list. They claimed’that they had. also' qualified the departmen^^^,;
■; ■ ■

examination at Thai School. According to the relevant rules, the criteria laid;-,.

the posts of Deputy.Forest Rangers waS:as,,;..

v-4:/
N.:v.

I- Ibr promotion ol I'.oreslors to M\ b;::.'I • ;o'-'.'n
K :

0*

' ■

k-\:
mu;

the basis of seniorily-cUm-Sc\’cnt)’-ilvc per cent by |■)l^>nlOtio^ 

runes;:, IVoin amongst holtlers ofthe posts ol horeslcis

. on"(.a) ■ 1'ill the Circle ,

; h-'.-.where llie vnc^incies occur with live years service as such, who ;■ B
succcsshilly coinplclcih such training or passed ■ such w '

may be

have '
i

prescribed. ■■ byX ;Uie&'b:.r:vi.-'

■-yaiwii.
■ft:

.(-.a -'i'’

«...
Departmental Examination as 

Government for the purpose; and

',u'

, on Ihc basis ol selection on ,.twenty-live per eeut by proinollon(b) ■ Vi .

I'oresler;' who irave secured first position ;m , 

the Forest School with five years.

i , .!>■‘merit, from uimongst
' ■

;;
Foresters training^ course at 

have secured

•. I •
>'o.

/ •s ■;five consecutive excellent annual reports a. •;service or ;
J i

nV fand arc below 35 yean; of age.” k' 1

1^:4
iolalion o^’thc aibresnid rules and in order to.

• The appellants alleged that in utter
4', .■

accommodntc blue eyed, the-respondent-department issued promotion^,ord|||| : -

promoted, though !.hcy were junior.tp.jmmmmwhereby private respondents were

and also not eligible Ibr promotion. Tlie-appellants, ihcrelt^l iib- ■
■:

appellaiiLsj
f.VF
t .k

order.,

► -r

departmental appeals against the impugned promotion o

■' ilcnnrlmcnial authority within the .statutory

llic grounds Mint the impugned hiv

preferred m fey ■■ •»

.S

when reeeiN'Cil no I'esp'.ai.so Ii'om ill

ihcy lodged these npiieals, iiUcr-alia. o\\

. s,
;>
v- f

pei'loil.

I

T. >■'1

i ;fe.
. •■■■ -'I’

• liv. .• I- .

‘mamm:.
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m.



<-®te
.>:

/ o

ofjustioc;ancl.natcrialoa|gpj|||,

—'-“‘“Siiilifcpi
promptidn^and

Ilif"

/
against law, rules, l^cts, normsI

r.'omouon orders were

. ihcrcforc. not tenable; that the a 

and despite bcins eligible,abey were not considered lor 

pal right of promotion was denied to lhcm;,Uiaf despite the 

'•-•'ocats were, junior and had not

record/

^ ;o law

b;t:-.• ‘ii:;;:us ic prescribSlipW

of tire rnlcs; '"’d,WPillilfl

“:'W iliil

in tiresecured lirst j^ositioni ^
violation

of first appointment, but m order to

tiiey -.vefe promoted ,in totaloir,

relaxed in the matter or

10 the private respondents, the respon

',v:.s:r
dent-department adopted

roeedure for age relaxation. ■ ' '3|ip|?|r

«. kr «» ‘fill;

.r,.gai .«.d n.au..i
„,,5,a=.„ ,1.0. op,.illo,.,y ..0.V oooio. ■,oop.«SP?l®;||^

„0. PO, .1.0, O.01...O.1 Iloo: ^,,...0^ »».-»«• hOVO boO. .POO....O<1 |||||

g'this position that neiUrer, ot

•. V
it ;iCCr*

r

!wroiig p

m-ip-

Ip*

\

3. :

well ;is prlvalc res

i-
V.. .•

. While admiUingmerit regardless of the seniority

parlies secured first position in the foresters course
, the respondents clairncdlhaf|gl.-y t.-s

^ t'

in ■ 10'" up-graciatipnijai-
- d ,r- -.; .Wasil Kham secured first positionprivate respondent

ftnho cloimsd itai ioil=> ''5SS:Spal|| fip

, ■ vcltcmcnllY contended by the respondents rp :v^':A course. U was
i '■••.la- ■promoted against 25 % promolion rpKUa.on 

secured five consecutive cxocllem a 

ice and that as corr;pare-.l to, thciy., f-o

\vere

ihey had 

five years service

i(:

*■
t

: for promotion. They 

■ relaxed by the competent.authoriiy on the thi;

W6\i

««-......

.......

> ••

f*rules committee in its meeting hcl 1 on 29.-.. "■ .V 4;

The appellants also4.
;; they reilbrated their ease; ^rirc-attcr argurngi)

the piivalc respondent r.

‘ i

r yI y;-r-;* * *
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:■ ■■ . ; > - .s!MfiSifi&|^p?fi
idmiticci lact that prlyaioj-csDoi^cius liavc been promoted;agairis.t|l^g|?,i;|' fei-r':"'•

^ r~T- , ' .-""T- ''"”^7-'?’-:;-4iv.''''■
25 % quota Ibi' promotion on the basis of selection on merit from .amongst'&^l's^

------------- ^ ___ ^ —____ —'■^•- ■‘^fi- :fifi;|^:|:fi
i oivsiei's whojjuher secured llrsi jjosilion in llie I'orcstcrs training course at the'i;."'-.b:.:- v ' vf'fi?'.- •

.............................. ...... ■— ^ -----------------------------.' .

I'orest School .with Hn'c years service' or secured' five consecutive excellent ' I''-'''',

,|y'

ipfi
Jifcfi'
I'r-fi

-ti-;s .
V,i

*■

V-

?
■• /'r.'

/•
4 9i-

. *
K

... ,
icanred counsel

/

;u ;\ ;;'.e respoudciUs \vcrc iieard, and record perused. ..'

It is an :r?.*

\

.......... .
annual reports and vvoro below 35 years o( age. It is also an admitted position

t v.> ;
. j •
i..

neither the appellants . nor private'respondents secured first positionfii.in iUie'.tj'i:’;:..^^ 

l-orcst'crs. course at the . Sarhad Forest School Abbottabad att Thai.'‘:;Thefe^¥Xv^
irespondents claimed that private respondent, Wasil Khan, secured'first pdsition%;.|'t^o t

' *if' \ •. ’ V ^ ^

in the 10^'' upgradation course for Foresters from 17.6.2005/to 4.10j200.5,.y,a^

upgradation course for less.tlian,four mpntlis; but tlicy miscrablyf.faUcditp 

. tiint tins IS the same course presenberi in tlte rules for: promotion on merits
^•-•-^.rii III I I I ■ I Iii.iu HUB I ■! Mifciir nifiiT ■-II ■-Ti.iBiniiiiiii . . .|— |_ .uTViiriLj-Li- -'jf—^  r‘^>ujip-Mj)ri-^f~rTT

Ironi the fact (Jiat no such claim has been made in

.>■

i'

1
respect of tlic other private

respondent, namely, Sardar Saleh, the Impugned pro'n'iOtion orders appear, tp lbc ■ ‘ ”

;
1; f;

; ;'1< iLl <•
. ' ■ '• ■ V’- "';'''vi.'V ■• 1-'

mainly based on ihC'Second ground of securing five consecutive cxeclicnt annual: fi{'v

;thc-basis;pfd|(‘fi4^7;^^,

merit, it was incumbent upon the department, especially Departmental Prorhbtion,®p,:‘'-;b'§r.
^ . . -b'lillpfiSSi
Committee (DPC), to have also considered ACRs of other eligible ForcsterS/^VV:-,:T'

y" .. '-pyX'C:, Ipp'p
having five years service and were below 35 years of age, particularly those wh6'iiv'Xb‘'*;:/:’M' !

V'.
V

?^''1fi:fi'J.

reports. In such' an event when .the promotion was being made on
;

I

.•i
.V;

■;

„ -F-! •t ;

.1

5were senior to the private respondents; instead of picking and choosing'junrory;i;'..'vj':; lu-..,

the prescribed lrainingrfe^^^tvfi*d]i
/ ''C'

ay that rcsjjoiuicnt.s have not sliown on record anything IpJ^y . ■

I !
■(

,V f IVJ
•?on the false pretext of scourine'.nrsl position inones e\’cn

, i:

...A 'cniirsc. Needle:;;; to .s \

W
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ilic effect that the iipi^cllanls wen: not eligible for promotion'against the quota in-'. {—------------------------------ --------I
cpiestion either on account ol lurdng Ic.ss than prescribed service or U^eir

lell short of threshold of five excellent annual repots. In such a situalionjUl'iSM^SBS?
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con.idc-n.ion or'o.ly .elected pc.ons on ,nori.,
juxtaposition will, Hie coses oP oll.cr eligible and';scniS^|siSdi^Swi 

obviously amount to conlnivcnti9n ol'thc rules itself, to say tlic 

Besides, in’ order to accommodate the private

s'.**. **.
.f

5; :•■

‘.'•■'.t-b

m:
fliai
\k1[

age limit simplyipitalilSofi^l fei;
P ■ ■; 'Si-

proposed amendments in the service, rules of Deputy-Raneers ■('BPS^9')?l5v^:the1?S^?^;ip -

. Standing Sci-vicc Rules Committee in its mcctinc lield’ori'lO^il'snooi'il'vvifhnnf'i^'fi^-?^^^^^^^

■■::6. res/

went to extent of granting relaxation i
a^>wi,«wiir.i,Oirfag»«#*i I Hill.iw it»*»

^ US meeting hcldion™||||||^

waiting-lop^-tippcoval ol the proposed amendments and .notilicati6n'>byKtiicliPl>'v^

liiliiBp
indecent haste in ))ushini; tlii oiip.h the promotion case of the private respondents.’bb-i-l'tv''

■u

competent aulliorily, wliicli was subsequently issued on 3.S.2009;
I .

I t;

:- b'
ip:rhci'c can hardly be a second opinion.about tlic contcntioii of thc-.lca^nc'd'counqctPn|tfi^^^^

: for tlie appellants'that, relaxation inmpper ngp-hmitismor^^il^^^

: . . r- ■- , ■ ■ k
appointmcnt/rccruimicnt_.and_ Uiat in Uie instant'case' the ^$tam3inj?;p^?;i|:|;pi

Service Rules Committee clcarcd/approvcd .proposed amendment for''deietioiPotPP^-''’
-------------------- - --------- . -----------

i
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Vi
■'■b
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I

I 35 years age limit from the service rules prescribed for promotion against.hnc'riL'il 5;P:

Ip
The learned counsel for tiic appellants pointed out tliat private rcspond);mts:;^^:.^:-/Ti ’ 

acting charge’basi;^ against'Uic declared, pplicyipfithp-pl'ii^P

c|ua(a and not I'claxalion in Uj^per age limit. i

’hV)

• 7.
\

have been promoted on
' ■tC>''• f

government that appoinlmeiit on acting ciiargc sliall be made either againsfpStsSf PM
. ■ ; ■ ■- 

wliicli aic likely to lall vacniii lor a period of six months or moipmnd;;:furthor!pg't74&

I
\\ i,T
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■ ;\ li,

when a most senior civil servant belonging to the cadre orseryiee^^epgpil 

wno IS oihcnvisc eligible for promotion, docs noi'^possess thc spccincd'Jcngth^ofTp.Pw 

service; but, according to the learned cpunscl for the appellants, the promotions

. ;I\ r-.\
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maiiiiaiiicil Unit the’ concerned aulliorily again viohitcd the rules when'TriviUc. 
respoiulem. Sardnr Saleh. \va;i regularized as iDcjnily l?.anger in BdS7ti?\\dt!kr.'F^^

. ' - • 'V V'h:::'.! iv''. ft''.7.'

-I

■fh.: *.
}■

S■? ml■ ,*

li

-P ’ •

m;
I

0

ftp://fTp.Pw


"I•V

mM

S5=*»

> <t ■ .••I1

before UlC Imnl dele of hearing, wilhqui£iacing^bg;|;|p;y^ -

neithe^relesju^l^^ ^
ov the private respondents noriprese^-ihgiillllllllr !
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4r BEFORE NWFP SER VICE TRfki^J^ 

RES HA WAR
|s^
^•^vssvte. S. m.

F'/SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1 251 / 201 3.

UMAR SHARIF VS GOVERNMENT OF KPK ETC.

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING AND INTERIM RELIEF TO THE 

EFFECT THAT APPLELLANT MAY ALSO BE CONSIDERED 

PROMOTION TO THE POST OF DEPUTY RANGER AS PER OLD RULES 

IN UPCOMING DPC MEETING SCHEDULED TO BE HELD 

10.06.2014 OR ELSE THE RESEPONDENTS BE DIRECTED NOT TO 

HOLD THE DPC MEETING TILL THE DECISION OF INSTANT APPEAL.

FOR

ON

Respectfully Sheweth,

Short facts giving rise to present Application is as under:

I.That, titled Appeal is pending sub-judice in this honorable 

Tribunal in which is fixed.

2. That, the contents of main Appeal may please be read as integral 
part of this Application.

3. That, Respondents has scheduled the meeting of Departmental 
Promotion Committee on 10.06.2014 wherein the incumbents 

should be considered for promotion as per old rules, (copy of the 

order dated 26-05-2014 is attached for ready reference).

4. That, Appellant is also agitating his Grievance before the 

Tribunal on the same issue i.e. consideration of Appellant as per 

old rules on merit quota.



Deputy Rangers are lying vacant in
Abbsltzlfco^, ______  and Appellant has

also passed his Examination in l^t division hence he has the right 
to be considered for promotion.

6. That, Appellant has prima facie case in his favour and balance of 
convenience also, lies in his favour and if the interim relief is not 
granted he will suffer irreparable loss and due to non-availability 

of post in future, the object of his Appeal may also fail.

(t is, therefore, requested that Application be accepted and 

Respondents may please be directed to consider the Appellant as 

well for promotion or else the holding of meeting of DPC 

please be stayed till the decision of main Appeal moreover 

Appellant may also be given an early hearing.

may

Through:
I

BILAL AfHWiAD KAKAIZAI

(Advocate, Peshawar)

v’

'I,.
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BEFORE N WFP SERVICE TRIRIIMAl^ 
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1251 / 201 3.

UMAR SHARIF VS GOVERNMENT OE KPK ETC.

A FF! DA V! T
1

I, UMAR SHARIF
hereby on oath affirm and declare that the 

Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief and nothing has been kept secret from this Honorable 

Tribunal.

Appellant, do 

contents of the

j

Deponent!

Identified by:
j.

BILAL AHMAD KAKAIZA! 
(Advocate, Peshawar)

■!
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Shami Road Peshawar 
, Phone #091-9212177 Fax # 9211478Chief Conservator of Forests 

Central Southern Forest Region-I 
Khyber Paklrtunkhwa Peshawar E-mail: chief forest(n),amail.com

Peshawar the:2^^ /5/2014Dated/ENo.
i

i'HIThe Chief Conservator of Forests Northern Forest Region-II Abbottabad.
The Chief Conservator of Forests Malakand Forest Region-Ill Saidu Sharif Swat. 

CF Southern Circle Peshawar.
CF FP&M Circle Peshawar

L

2.

.Ifip 

-fill
•V.

■ . ; 

’Hi
ii- ■

Due to non receiving of the Working Papers on the subject well in time, the date of DPC already fixed 
as 27/5/2014 is hereby postponed to 10/6/2014.

4.

PROMOTION OF FORESTERS TO THE RANK OF DEPUTY RANGERSubject:

Mehio:
Reference your office letter No. 3770-73/E, dated 9/5/2014.

!-•^ Chief Conservator of Forests 
Central Southim-Forest Region-I 
Klryber Pakhtunkliwa Peshawar

y}c/ /ENo.
/

Copy forwarded to Section Officer (Estt) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Environment Department for 
information and necessary action. He is requested to attend the DPC on due date. :Ei

' Chief Cons^rvhfor of Forests 
CentrdSotithern Forest Region-I' 
Khfber PakhtUtoldi-wa PeshawarO’ ' i ”
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Raza M32/205/5/26/2014
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BEFORE NWFP SER VICF TRIBUNA L. 
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1 251 / 201 3.

UMAR SHARIF VS GOVERNMENT OF KPK ETC.

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING AND INTERIM RFUFF 

EEFECT THAT APPLFLLANT MAY A!
PROMOTION rn

IN UPCOMING DPC MEETINC. <:rHEDULFD 
1Q.Q6.20I4 OR ELSE THE RESEPONDENTS BE DIRFCTED
MQLDIHE^DPC_MEET[NG till THE decision DFIMStanT appeal

TO THE
BE_ CONSIDERED FOR 

THE POST OF DEPUTY RANGER AS PER n/n /?/// fc

tqbeheld on
NOT TO

Respectfully Sheweth,

Short facts giving rise to present Application is as under: •j

l.That, titled Appeal is pending sub-judice in this honorable 
Tribunal in which is fixed.

■i!

I

2. That, the contents of rnain Appeal may please be read as integral 
part of this Application.

3. That, Respondents has scheduled the meeting of Departmental 
Promotion Committee on 10.06.2014 wherein the incumbents 
should be considered for promotion as per old rules, (copy of the 
okIlm' daU’tl .M) 05-2UM is allachecl for rtaady reference).

4. That, Appellant is also agitating his Grievance before the 
Tribunal on the same issue i.e. consideration of Appellant as per 
old rules on merit quota.

/
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of the Deputy Rangers are lying vacant in 
------------ Appellant has

also passed his Examination in 1 division hence he has the right 

to be considered for promotion.

H7 5. That, the postsr ■■i.

]

in his favour and balance of6 That, Appellant has prima facie case
convenience also lies in his favour and if the interim relief is not 

he will suffer irreparable loss and due to non-availability • ;[granted
of post in future, the object of his Appeal may also fail.

It is, therefore, requested that Application be accepted and 

Respondents may please be directed to consider the Appellant as
else the holding of meeting of DPC may 

stayed till the decision of main Appeal moreover
well for promotion or 

please be
Appellant may also be given an early hearing.

(

•i
!

Appeliaii
!

Through:

MAD KAKAIZAI ,BILAL
(Advocate, Peshawar)

1
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RFFDRF NWFP SER VICE TRIBUNAL/

PESHAWAR■!

;
(

•!

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1251 / 201 3.

GOVERNMENT OF KPK ETC.VSUMAR SHARIF

A FFIDA Vf T

, Appellant, do1. UMAR SHAR1I-.
hereby on oath affirm and declare that the contents of the 
Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and nothing has been kept secret from this Honorable

(

Tribunal.:

Deponent

Identified by.
■i

BILAL AHMAD KAKAI^AI 
(Advocate. Pesliawar)

r
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Sluiiiii Koatl I’csliitwar 
Phone il 091-9212177 Fnx II 9211478^ (. 'tiii’I'C 'i>uscr\ ;itiii' o!' I'uix’sls 

VoiiUvil Soiiiliei'ii h'oivsl Kcgioti-I 
KIo Ih'I' I’alvliluiikhwa Peshawar

'.IN

l>niiiil; chief n,o;c,sl@gtiu.Mlxi>m 

Peshawar th^^^ /5/20M 9?/!•;Nv'. •I

The Chiel'Conservator of i'cresls Norihern l-'oresl Region-11 Abboltahacl.

The Chief Conservator of Forests Malakand Forest Region-Ill Saidu Sharif Swat. 

Ci-' Southern Circle I^eshawar.

CF FP&M Circle Peshawar

2. !

4.
,r

PROMOTION OF FQRFZSTERS fO THE RANK OF DEPUTY RANGERSubject:

Memo:
Reference your ofllce letter No. 3770-73/E, dated 9/5/2014. I;

!!
Due to non receiving of the Working Papers on the subject well in time, the date of DPC already fixed 
as 27/5/2014 is hereby postponed to 10/6/2014.

4

Chief Conseiyator of Forests 
Central South^n Forest Region-I 
Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 1

/ENo.
/

Copy forwarded to Section Officer (Estt) Govt; of Khyber Paklituiikhwa Environment Depaitnient for 
information and necessary action. He is requested to attend the DPC on due date.

,/k-
' Chief Co^r-\<tior of Forests , 
Cenlr^^otiihern Forest Region-fy.:,;; 
Krhyber PakhtU^ljl^a Peshawar ‘ 1 f,

I

K;i^a M.O/:u5;5/:iVMU

i


