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-~ 02.3.2016 . Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah,
Supdt and Kifayatullah, A.O alongwith Addl. A.G for the

respondents present.

Vide detailed judgment of larger bench placed‘
on record of appeal No. 1330/2010, titled “Muhammad
Shaﬁq Versus Go;/emmeht of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Secretary C&W D_epartment, Peshawar etc.”, this appeal is
also disposed of in terms as spelled out in the detailed
juc!gmcht. Parties are; however, left to bear their own costs

I'ile be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
02.03.2016 /

~ 7 , Member (Judicial)

.
-

Member (Executive)
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16.10.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah, Supdt.
r o : aloqgwith ‘AddI: A.G for.respondents present. Due to paucity of time,
arguments could not be heard. Adjourned for final hearing before
Special Bench to 8.2.2016. Régi'sfrar is directed to ensure that the
rosters of S.Bs and D.Bs‘ as well as Special Benches are systematically
preparecj and cases acco_rdir]gly fixed. In future responsibility for

mismanagement would lie on his shoulder.

Chaisman

(Judicial)
U\___,.

- Member (Executive)

08.02.2016 Counsel for the'appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah, Supdt.
' alongwith Addi: A.G for respondents present. Arguments heard.

P A Judgment reserved which is to be announced on a date in office.

4 : Chaiiman

Mem (Judif:ial)

Member (Executive)

12.02.2016 Notices be issued to the parties for pronouncement of

Chéﬁ;an

reserved judgment by D.B for ;2Y=§L’%/’é
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1 13.04.2015

...

Appellant in person M/S Sallm Shah Supdt for respondents No. 1

- and 2 and Klfayatullah AO. for respondent No '3 with Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt AAG pr.'sent The.Tnbun\l;ts :mcomplete To come,up for -

written reply/comments alongwrth connected appeals on 13 04.2015.

_Reader.

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah Supdt
’ anngwuth Addl A G for - respondents present Para -wise comments
submltted The appeal is assugned to D B for rejomder and fmal hearing

for 16,10, 2015 el el
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G, 06.06.2014 : ~ Counsel for the appellant present and heard. Counsel for
the appellant contended that the appellant has not been treated in

accordance with Iaw/ruies. The appellant filed departmental appeal

on 26.12.2013 which has not been responded within the statutory .

period of 90 days, hence the present appeal on 08.04.2014. e stated

thét despite having professional qualification and 24 years service

the appellant has not been awarded BPS-16, whereas junior to the

appellant mentioned in para-3 of the appeal have been given the

benefits of BPS-16 and as such the appellant has been discriminated.

_ He further stated that similar nature cases of Mr. Hamid Zia in

Appetiant .Depozsite:i Service Appeal No. 1186/2013, Mr. Habibullah, No. 1431/2013 and

Security & Procgss Fe8 My, Main Jehanzeb, No. 1446/2013 have already been admitted and
RS ... BANK (

Receipt is Afta hed with File. pending before the learned Bench-I for regular hearing, therefore the
B : same may also be club with the said appeal. Points raised at the Bar
need consideration. _The appeal is admitted to regu iar kearing subject
to ail legal -objections. The' appellant is directed to deposit the
security amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice -
be issued to the reépondents for submissio of written reply on

27.08.2014 before the learneci Bench-1.

¢

Counsel for the appellant, M/S Mr. Salim Shah, Assistant on

l’l , 27.82014

behalf of respondent No. 1 and Kifayatullah, Senior Administrative
Officer (FATA) for respondent No. 2 with Mr. Muhammad Adeel

- Butt, Agti?snal Advocate General for the respondents present.
"Written<ha ot been received, and request for further time made on
behalf of the respondents. To come .up for written reply/comments

. alongwith connected appeals on 24.12.2014.
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of l ) |
. Case No. - 489/2014

S.No. Date of order
' Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2

3

08/04/2014

STl

“hearing to be put up there on — A /
. ?

The appeal of Mr. Abdul Farooq.presented today by Mr.
Muhammad Asif Yousafzai Advocate may be entered in the

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for

preliminary hearing.

R

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench ﬁ) preliminéry

P A T mt
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. Lf‘ﬁ ? /2013
Abdul Farooq V/S C&W Department
INDEX
S.No. | Documents Annexure | Page No.
1. |[MemoofAppeal | - 01-03
2. | Copy of Rules -A- 05-06 -
3. | Copy of Judgment -B - 07-10
4. | Copy of Appeal -C- 11-12
5. | Copy of Order (4.9.2003) -D - 13
6. | Copy of Order (5.12.2009) -E - 14
7. | Copy of Service Tribunal’s -F- 15-17
Judgment. ,
8. | Copy of Service Tribunal’s -G - 18-19
Judgment. |
-9. | Copy of Service Tribunal’s -H - 20-22
Judgment. |
10. Vakalat Nama | ==-ee- 23
APPELLANT i

THROUGH: M ;,
( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI) ¢

ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.
&
Taimur Ali Khan

Advocate.




: BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
' - SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. L{gC} /2014

Abdul Farooq, Sub Engineer,
Building FATA Division. Miranshah.
| | | APPELLANT

VERSUS

1- The Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C&W
Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. ‘

2- The Chief Engineer, Works & Services Department (FATA)
(now C&W), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3- The Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finance
Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

-------------------

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE NWFP
SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT FOR GRANTING
B-16 FOR HAVING 10 YEARS SERVICE AND
ALSO PASSED B GRADE EXAM.

PRAYER: That on acceptance of this appeal the
respondent Deptt: may be directed to grant ;
B-16 senior scale according to the rules for "
having 10 years service + passed B grade
Exam with all consequential benefits. Any
other remedy which this august Tribunal

deems fit that may also be granted in
favour of appellant.

------------------------




RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1-

That the appellant joined the C&W/W & S Deptt: in the
year 1988 as Sub Engineer and also passed B grade
departmental exam in the year 1994. Thus the appellant
has more than 24 years service at his credit with good
record throughout. All the dates are mentioned the
departmental appeal of the appellant the copy of which is
already attached as Annexure — C

That according to the rules 25 % of the post of senior
scale sub engineers are to filled in on the basis of
promotion from amongst persons who have ten years
service and also passed B Grade exam. The appellant
possesses the said requirement but despite of that the
appellant has not be granted B-16. Copy of the rules is
attached as Annexure — A.

That the august Tribunal has also decided such similar 15
appeals on 11.12.2012. As the appellant is the similarly
placed person, therefore the appellant is also entitled to
the relief under the principles of consistency and Supreme
Court’s judgment reported as 1996 SCMR-1185, 2009
SCMR-01. Copy of judgment is attached as Annexure - B

That the appellant also filed departmental appeal for grant
of B-16 and proper fixation of seniority on 26.12.2013 and
waited for 90 days but no reply has been received so far.
Hence the present appeal on the following grounds
amongst the others. Copy of the appeal is attached as
Annexure — C.

GROUNDS:

A-

That not granting B-16 as per rules and not taking action
on the departmental appeal of the appellant within the
statutory period is against the law, rules and norms of
justice.




o
O

That the appellant has attained eligibility for B-16 much
earlier than those who. are enjoying the benefits of B-16,
therefore the appellant has been discriminated and
deprived from his rights in an arbitrary manner.

That the appellant has not been dealt according to law
and rules and has been discriminated by not extending
the benefits of B-16 and seniority while the same has
been given to the junior officials.

That even the respondent Deptt; has granted B-16 to
many officials vide order dated. 4.09.2003 & 5.12.20009.
Thus the appellant is also entitled to the same relief.
Copies of the orders are attached as Annexure- D & E.

That the treatment of the respondent Deptt: is against the
spirit of Article 4 and 25 of the constitution.

That the rules regarding B-16 are still in field and this
august Tribunal has also granted the same relief in
appeals NO.1685/08, 791/08 decided on 7.5.09, Appeals
NO.531/2001,533/2001, 534/2001, 535/2001, 537/2001
and 538/2001 decided on 6.6.07, Appeal No0.194/93
decided on 7.9.94. and Appeal NO. 27/09. Copies of some
judgments are attached as Annexure — F,G,H.

That the appellant is also entitled to the same relief
according to the principles of consistency and equality.

That the appellant seeks permission’to advance other
grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is therefore most h'umbly prayed that the appeal
of the appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

— = S
APP;LM\/\C;\U @

Abdul Farcoq_-—"

THROUGH:

(M. AaszUSAFZAI )

ADVOCATE

Talmur AI| Khan
Advocate.




. BETTER COPY
' Annexure-4A

| GOVERNMENT OF NORTH WEST FRONTIER PROVINCE
SERVICES AND GENERAL ADMINISTRATION,
TOURISM & SPORTS DEPARTMENT

NOTIFICATION
Peshawar the 13 January, 1980 .

No.SOR-1(S&GAD)1-12/74 - In exercise of the Powers conferred by Section 26
of the North West Frontier Province Civil Servants Act, 1973 (NWFP Act XVIII of
1973). In supersession of all previous rules on the subject n this behalf the
Sovernor of the North West Frontier Province is pleased to make the.following
rules, namely:- »

THE COMMUNICATION AND WORKS DEPARTMENT
(RECRUITMENT AND APPOINTMENTS) RULES, 1979

1. (1') These rules may be called the Communication and Work B
. Department (Recruitment and Appointment) Rules, 1979. o
(2) They shall come into force at once. - '

2. The Method of recruitment, minimum quelifications, age limit and
other matters related there to for the Posts specified in column 2 of

the Schedules annexed shall be as given in column 3 to 7 of the said
Schedules.
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Enginccring from Cxperience o Government servant, seniority belng onsidered only in the €ase of officers of Practically (he same
standard of merit, i
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Engincer <lion on meriy with dua fe9ard to senlority frony amongst
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By clection on mert vith ¢ue 1€9ard to senlonity from amongst (he holders of the posts of Senior
Supesintendont { Sumrln!cndanls in the De, diment,
2t L5 the D¢
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03. 12 2004
1. 12 2012

D L( ol’ mshtuhm
l)dc of Deo..lon

f\aush.:d Vhan Sub Enqmeer O/O Depaty;Dnrector- . ,
works & Scmces Departmenl Prshawar “@hio . (Apptilant)

The Secremry, Governmen. of }\hyber Pakhturmhwa Wor«s & Services.

.. . Dcpartment, Peshawar.” *; . L
2. The Chief Secretary, Gow.mment of Khyber Pamtun,(hwa Civil Secretariat2,
‘ashawat. -t L.
3. Thc Dcpdnmcnwl Pronouon C)mrmttee through nts f"haxrr“an (Rcspondcnt
No.1).. '
1. Mr, /arrullah Khan Sl.b [.ngm&.r Work., & Suv-ces Departmen\, Nowshera.
. 5. Mr. I'anq Usman “Sab Enginecr, W&S Departmcnt Khybcr Agency, Jamirud.
G. Mr. Muhammad Javed Ruhim, Sub- Engnneer, WS Deptt.-D.I.Khan.
7. Mri Jamshc.d Khan Sud Eng:ne&.r,W&s Department, Buner.
8. Mr. Misal Khan, Sub Engmeer, presently Assxsmnt Director Works & Scrv’cec

Dcpartrnent Tank \S W Agen'y) (Resoondpnts)

'
—— s
v . by

- -

"> SERVICE” APPEAL uuouz SECTION 4 . .OF .THE Kivisti
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE - TRIBUNAL "ACT 1974 -~ AGAINST 'li+:

IMPUGNED (ORDERS DATED 4.9:2003 AND 15.4.2004 PASSED i3Y
RLbi’ONDLNT NO. 1 ON THE RECOMMCNDA’I’ION QOF RESPONDENT
NO. 3.7 -THEREBY GRANTED! SENIOR SCALE (BPS-16) TO
RESPONDENTS' NO."4 TO 8 IRRESPECTIVE OF -THEIR INELIGIGILITY
CAINS ) - ‘WIIIC' lll: IILLD DEI’ARIMLNIAL APPEAL  DATED
.357004 NQT leposco OF WITHIN

MR ‘4UH/\MMAD I\S[F YOU.:AIZAi,

.. Advocate For appellant.

' n.lol Advoca:c.GcncraI et ﬁér'd?ﬁtiéfreépondehts

| For private respondents No.
4,6,7 & 8. -

Sy MAN/OOR ALL SHAH )
L NOOR ALLKIIAN,

. MEMBER
| MEMBER .

Saen

JUP(}‘_M[:NT :

L ‘.-.*1_1\.1

~ SYED. MhNZOOR Aa'snAH uwemacR-ﬁ-Ths appem has been filed by
\uu.}hc.d Khun : me appel!anl. under Secnon 4 of tha. Khvber Pakhtun.<hvv Zervice

e S

i .m.n(.. Act 1 /f- nga nst the ord#r da‘ed 49 400315' nd order dagcd 19. '1 2004,

ATTESTED
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A

.'/ o .7 passed by respondcnt l\' whereby on the recommendaLzon of Departmental
- e f"n'r‘)uon Comm:ttec, p.wate respondents No -4-to 8 had been granied Senior
LIole (B1S- 16) lt has bcen praycd tnat on acceptancc of the appeal the impugnea
croers may be set asrde respondent l\o 1 may be drrected to consudcr name of the

agpe l.mt for S(.mor'Scalc (BPS 16) -' N

L

:;’"

-—

’ _ Brief lac.s 0: me casc -are -that the appellant Joined the re spondent

.

_ r.r.pa.'tmcnt as Sub Engzneer on 28 5. 1980 and in thc year 1991 q.:a!rﬁt.d C ade-G '
and A ef‘f’,‘,’”,’l@?‘.‘: z'n the years 1996 and 1997 respect:vely Final senidrity list of
5ub Cngmcers asfrt' ( __;;gg:.'l_ggs' :.is's'q_'e'd wherem ,nar.ne, of the appeilant

: ;,whzle the “r;é}h'e‘s ‘Of: 'pnvate'respondents No. 4 10 8 were

ta‘ KN 32 .' el

. . placcd at S No. 52 .61,;63 72 and '236 It shows that the appellant was senior to
pnvate rcspondcnts"l\'o.. fl to 8 who«were allowed Semor Scale BPS-16 by
. respondent N ,1 through orders cllated";l'gzow and 19 4. 2004 while the appellant

has bcr.n drscnmnrlated. When the appellant came to know about the impugned

- tzwders, so he lmmcdrately t‘ lcd departrnental appeal on 13 8 200&: wilich eiicited no
’ f_sponse wrtmn the statutory.pcnod of nlnety days hence hc r led. sm'rce appeal

'o 49-1/2004 before thrs Tnbuncl

oll

G
hui.n sssucd to thc resgon
.l' \n. :
conl(.slcd tbe appeal The appt.l!
Crwne -' "--{c'vnv S
7/ 3 2007 the

t also ﬁ!ed rejornder rn rebuttal Vide ordzr dated

--J"

) Lcarncd counsel appearrng for the

n rcspecl. of'pggod of: ﬁ.mg and d:sposal of deparlmental appeal, the
) l‘nbunal.can con{e.to thc conclus:on that the departmental appeai. is

barred: by, bmeitherlor Sop- ot : )
: ;'-'casc,:lzc;{r.erha'r.dedé‘to' he. Service Tribunal:for”decision. afresh af: \

llowed-“as -3 Lresult

: a. -
S ed .;.,_Servrce Tnouna!l'or
. dc.c:s:on al’ccsh alter provzrlrng equal opportunrty of hearing to poth

o he srde.s \expcdroo usly,“as: far; as possrblc wuthun a pcnod of throe
munlh-., alu'r'r(.ccnp "wlwrr or MRV e i




/;_ . /\“Lf rccc:pt of the appeal from-the august Sup'eme C0urt of Pakistan and
’ pasties and their c0unsel \vue summoned for arguments Arguments heard at

. .\',._
Py . -

Ll Kenerd put...(.d . . .
T el couns(.l l’or Lhe appcllant argued that Lhc appellant was

SR IR AR ',spondcn' dcpcrtment as Sub Cngrncer on ?8 .1980 and passed
Lantle A CAdll’laﬂDllOﬂ Scn:ornty lxs' of Sub Cngnnecrs as it stood on 31.12.1998
s :r.u wihercin n'mc of the appellant appeared at S No., 50 while tt.> names of

8 ..mtc. rc..pondenls wcre at S No 52 61" 63 72 and 236 respectlvely The pnvate .

,...h' . |-1l.4..

—-‘"s

w:,pondcnts viey consrdcrcd for Scnror Scale BPS-16 whrle the appellant has not

PRSI IR S
! ?l,'::-nl COllbld(‘de and x';n'oréd*c. e: appellant was not cons:dercd by the DPC duc to

» L L -
-'".'. 1_ nt e A

- his :ncomplctc rccor It was the'responsablllty of tne respondent department to
cinciz! "‘cord of thc appcl!an and sent hlS case to the Departmental

'oa uvl-h: oai!g.] KR

"n.ot-')n < nmmr cc for consnderapon of hns nafne agalnst Senlor Scalt. BPS-16. If
e fLCOl'd wis not avallable the appellant eould not be sul’ferred for the lapses and

v-.-

fiscil of the rrs.pondent department. Junlor to the appellant had been promoted
whiles ha has bom rlcpnved of hrs legal nght for no fault on his behalf The learned
f‘"ur‘scl for thc appcllant lurther argued that the benel‘ ts or Semor -Scale BPS -16

TryTal e T34

.wv boz.n qrantcd to srmrlarly; p’aced

T "&(:-'"3 c" =t
. Uu.. .:poc:llant fC]lCd: 0 209'

rt arise. He rcllcd.gn oo7-p crcfsj i267 2002 PLC (CS) 1388 and 2003- -PLC.(C5)

SR 7 ln i 'cpo".cd 3udgment ol‘ the august Supreme/Court of Paklstan as reported

)5’,0 2003- 5uprcme Court 724 decrsnon of the cases on merrts always to be

e 'rall'.llj( xl m-.lc..\d of non-sumng the lltlgants fo_r technrcal 'reasons including
t the appeai. _.ay be acceptcd as prayed for.’

X “vat respondents on the other hand argued that
.t,j.nvatc respp_ngents-l\ 44: to:8hay '

1.9.2003 and 19, 4 ?004,,The appellant was not consrdered by the DPC due o his

lr-co-np. ;e '"rv'(.c. record ~'l',h_.’ hot ¢}

-r~nlonty lists nor: selcctlon grade/Scnlor-Scale at the Zrelevant ere and Lhe presc.nt

appoal 15 hopelcssly trme barred Now the facrllty of. Selectlon Gr ade/Move -over has
alrtedy beoen w:Lhdraw .,by the Provmcral Government wef 1.12.2011, vide

Iz n BOCe Deparunent lr.uers dated 1.> 11 2001 ‘and 6: 42003 and in the prevalent

Carksiancos, Lhe present appr.a. has becom(. mfructuous He requested that the

’ . '.:: L0

Yoa
'.:'-" . : S B
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¥ |

s Lepeal mg ey te dxsmxsscd The learneds FAAG. also&dpborted arguments of the L

"/-/‘ ..A .--~='?'“ N - . -
/ C Lmrned counsel for thg_pnyate respordents. cen :
‘. The Tribunal observesbeingfﬁennﬁh_d condition of service, this Tribu..al has

| Spl: jursdiclion to' ,‘:?{‘t?@f!? the presen'tagpea! ;n‘:_'the:m_‘atter of promoh_’on and
; 13y, ‘question cf 'umbabon‘does'not.anse. The aogusg Supreme CourL of Pakistan in
| o juth Jm(.nl Js rcportcd in” I’LD‘ZOOB-Supreme Court 724 dec:szon of the cases’on . o
’ , n‘(.nts always to be encolz}agéd instead of non-sumng the Iztngants for technical
r:asons mctud:ng l:mstanon anate respondenrs have been granted Sedior Scale
l I.. 5- 16, 1he appcllant bemg szmalarly praced per on a!so entitlec for the same
| - ! smehit s per )udgment of the' az.gust Supreme Court as rcportc.d in 1996-SCMR~

1:65. PRt

5. In yx’cw'.of theabove~ ihe appeal is- accepted and .the respondents are
Scale BPS- HE )

thii ¢ cu.u w a“ow lhc appcnant Semor

b\ ar lh(.‘

9, §,It is'to .be"n‘_of_ea_.m.ag:,m_ere are other connected appeals fi led in the years ’
-7010 2nd 2011° fixed for arguments to day, «vnde Servzce Appea!s ’ '
USRI . .
. 53 ) o ed Tarig, (5) .No. '512/2010, Malik
Shokir Pervcr (6) No. 579/2010 Muhammad Zahu- Shah oI, (7) No. 1014/2010,
Muhsmmad Zahir Shah (8) No .1230/20 0, Muhammad Atzque Farooq (9) No.
1817/2010, Tanq Yous~F‘(10) No 1818/2010 Muhammad NaJeeb (11) N,
1908/20!0 A;mal /\nwar (12) ‘,No 3121/2010 Jamal Khan (13) No. 1254/2011
Mol Khon, _sing’ (M) No. -1,5'/5/2011 Naushad }\han-II Our s Judgm(-‘nL will
alio daspose of mc afo'ef(i Vice appesis in i anner.

AMNQUNCED . |
11.12. 2012 ’
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RPN, _ Office of the Executive Engineer
) 3 - - : Builidng FATA Division North Waziristan Agency

No. /86 /3-%

Dated Miranshah the 2 & /12/2013

To

. The Superintending Engineer (S),
C&W FATA Circle,
Peshawar
Subject:"? GRANT OF BPS - 16 (SENIOR SCALE) ON PASSING B-GRADE

EXAM AND 10- YEARS SERVICE / FIXATION OF SENIORITY ON
THE BASIS OF 1°" ENTRY INTO THE GOVT. SERVICE.

:Enclosed herewith, an application of Mr. Abdul Farooq Sub Englneer
(which is self explanatory) office of the Executive Engineer Buuldmg FATA Division

NWA (at Miranshah) for further necessary action please.

Executive Engineer

Copy to official concerned for information.

/

Sl
Q@"

ATTESTED

E:\OFFICE DATA\General\Building Division NWA\2013-14\letter-1.doc




S i O :
The Secretary,

to Govt. of, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
C&W Department, Peshawar

~ Through:- * PROPER CHANNEL
Subject: - GRANT OF BPS - 16 (SENIOR SCALE) ON PASSING B-GRADE EXAM AND
10- YEARS SERVICE / FIXATION OF SENIORITY ON THE BASIS OF 1°" ENTRY
INTO THE GOVT. SERVICE.

W-_ i,
-
!

I'have the honour to.submit that after going to know about the seniorities as notified by
| the Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Department, it transpire that Mr. Misal Khan & Ajmal Anwar Shah Sub
if ‘ , Engineers who by way of 1" entry into the Govt. service are junior to me, have been elevated in BPS-16 |
: - in pursuance to the Appointment / Recruitment Rules, 1979 of The C&W Department promulgated on

the advise of Finance Department circular letter of the year 12/1975, which states that: - -

“25% of the total numbers of posts of diplomas holders sub engineers |
shall form the cadre of senior scale and shall be filled by way of

selection of merits with due regard to seniority from amongst the sub

engineers of the department, who have passed the departmental

examination and have at least 10-years service as such”.

I hold senior position than the abdve stated officials as per entry into service
on 19.03.1988 as Sub Engineer and fulfill the prescribed criteria of the rules which is evident from the
seniorities list since notified in 1995, and even of the last one of 2013. | was eligible for senior scale (B-
16) when the case of Mr. Misal Khan was processed By the department held on 12.08.2003 (refer your
orders dated 04.09.2003)}, | was fully covering the condition / criteria to be granted BPS-16, but to say
with great sorrow that the departmental hands kept the fact secret from the D.P.C at all the times
(framing working papers), which is also conformed from the memo of Establishment Department
(Regulation Wing) No. SOR-V {E&AD) 1-323/2005/Vol-ll dated 19.08.2005. Even the apex Court
Judgment produced in the SCMR, 1996 (P-1185-1193) C state: -

“Appeal to Service Tribunal or Supreme Court --- Effect....

If the Service Tribunal or Supreme Court decides the point of Law
relating to the terms of service of a civil servants which covers not only
the case of civil servants who litigated but also of other civil servants,
who may have not taken any legal proceedings in such case, the
dictates and the good governance demand that the benefit of such
judgment by Service Tribunal / Supreme Court be extended to other
Civil Servants, who may not be parties to the litigation instead of
compelling them to approach the Service Tribunal or any other forum
(p.1193) C.

Conted....




i

Page-2

It may further be noted that recently some other counterparts havé been granted the
declaratory judgment by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal on this account allowing BPS-16

" being seniors to the above named Sub Engineers.

It is therefore, req'ueste‘d that my case being similar and common in-nature, may kindly
- be decided on the dictum of Apex Court as referred to above and grant me BPS-16 w.e.f. 04.09.2003,
Athe very dated my junior (M/S Misal Khan & Ajmal Anwar) have been granted for which I shall be

*. thankful to you.

DA/As Above
Sincerely You&s

Dated 26.12.2013 ﬂ/\ ‘/\/\a,/mf
: . ‘ (ABDUL FAROO

Sub Engineer 2 /, L
Building FATA Davison 20

NWA (at Miranshah)

5




Y - Y ' BETTER COPY

N Annexure-D
L GOVERNMENT OF NW.FP. .
WORKS & SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Dated PeshaWar the 04, 09 2003

ORDER

No SOE-W&SS/4—2/2003/S S Consequent upon - the

‘0 recommendation’of  the. Departmenta! Promotion. Committee of the

- Works & Servxces Department during its meeting held on 12.03.2003,

the. competent. authonty has_been pleased - 10 the. grant of Senior

Scale (BS-16) j in respect of the: followrng Sub’Engineer (BS-11) of the
Works and Serwces Department w:tn rmmedlate effect

LM Muhammad Anf Sub E'}g:neer O/O the XEN Dev; C&W
~ Division Mattam at Chat. .

. 2. Mr. Missal: ‘Khan, Sub Eng:neer O/O the XEN Dev; C&W
' ansron, SWA at Tank e

, ' Sd/' T

© SECRETARY TO GOVT: |

D _ OF NWFP : |
£ L. .. WORKS & SERVICES /
- - -DEPARTMENT. |

Copy forwarded to the

1. Accountant General'...NWFP'_Peshawar L
2. Chief Engrneer works,&.Servnces Peshawar Etc etc

ATTESTED




&
: .

' . ' ‘ BETTER COpY j
: ‘ ’ : . Annexure-E |
GOVERNMENT OF Nwrp
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

|
Dated Peshawar, the pec 05, 2009 |

Sd/-
SECRETARY T0 Goyr of NWFp
COMMUNICATION AND
WORKS DepaRTMENT

'Enqst of even Number apg daté,' R -
Cdb'y is forwarded‘ to the: : '

.. 1A NWFP, Peshawar.
- 2. Chief Engg; caw Peshawar.
.3, Ex, District Officer,

. ) i N
WES Kohat, . ‘
4. Dy: Director Works & Servic;es Kohat. Etc, etc. -
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BZFORE THE NWEP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR: == -

{;-,;.:..
e
Appeal No. 79} 07 2038 o
T‘.
Date of Instinuiion. .. 22.05.2008%, - i
‘Daic of Decision., . 07.05.2009 - Sae _ Fais

-

Ixrzmullzh-11, Sudb Engincecr, offiee of the Deputy Dircctor-1[] '
Works & Services Depantment, City District Government, Peshawar, (App;llar.t)

. VERSUS

- Sceretary 10 Government of NWFP, Works & Services Department, Peshawar.,
- Chicf Engineer, Works & Services Department, Peshawar.

Misal Khen-I sor, of Yousar Khan, Sub Engincer, Assistan: Direcior

(Buildings) Works & Services Depzriment Tank and 4 others.- (Rcspondcnrs)

Service Appeal 'ﬁ;zder Section 4.0f the N,W.F.p Service Tribunals Act, 1974
2gainst the schiority Jist of Sub Engincers in BPS-16 and BPS.1] of'the B and

R Wing in Works and Services Depdnment as it stood on 30.11.2007, issucd

by respondent No.2 on 08.1.2008 Whereby respondents No. 3 to-7 have been
shown at S.Nos. 82, 85, 88, 89 and 90 respectively while the appellant has
+ been shown ar S.No. 122 despite the fact that in the Seniority iist issucd in ihe
year, 1999, the appellant was ap S.No.54 while the respondents No, 3 to 7
were ar'S.No, 236, 237, 61, 63, and 72 against which ‘the appellant’s
deparmméntal appeal dateq 22.1.2008 communicated o respondent NO.]
through' Proper channel vide Dy. *Dircetor-111 memo No."59/3-E, dated
. 25.1.200?. has not been disposed of within statutory period of ninetv days.
B il . . B

D ‘ .
MUHAMMAD ASIF YOUSAFZAL; o -
Advocaie, ‘ i s . For appellant -
‘MR, ZAHID KARDM, . o L
Addl, GovcmxgcntPleadcr. S, => . ' Forofficial respondents.
qo e
MR. WAQAR AHMAD SETH, -
Advocare, s U . e Fer Tespondenis No.3, S 1o 7.
MR- JUSTICE[R) SALIM kizan, - e CHAIRMAN,
MR. ABDUL JALIL KHAN, PN MEMBER,
.J}JDGMEN'I“

- JUSTICE (R) SALIM KHAN. CHAIRMAN..  The appellant wag -

appoinicd as Slllb Engineer'in C&w Depariment o 14.7.1980. In the rcéent'"scnion'ty

N S i o . -
list, ;cspondqx}!ﬁ: No. 3 10 7 hay bc;n_s}mwn at S.No, 82, 83, 88, 89 and 90 -

- ATTgs ?‘é@
A
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:;:spcc:i'. ,hxlc the ..op~11..n. has beza showa 2t S.No. 122, According to the

seniority Jist of 1999 the appellant was 2: $.No. 54 while- respondents No. 3- o7
were it S.Nos. 236, 2.>7, 61, 63 and 72 respectively. Tie deparimental 2ppeal of the
appellant was not disposed of. The present 2popeal No. 791 of 2008 was filed by

Ixs l..n, -ppcll..m on 22,3.2008.

2. . Shc. \\’::'. Jang, 2p ppellant wis 2ppoinied as Sub Eﬂging:c; on 14.2.1981,
w hx!c .;spondca. No.s was so 2ppoined on 16.2 1981, respondent No. 5 on
01.5.1981, respondent No.6 on 22.11.198] 2nd responcen: No.7 o 22.3.1988. The
seaiority list of January, 2008 snows tn‘.t BPS-18 Selection Gu.dc Was graated to the
private n.Spondcms The apphc‘.uon of the 2ppellant dated "7.2.2008 wes refused on
08.4.2008, Thc dcpamncntal appcal cdated 21.5.2008 of the 2ppellant was nor
dcczdca . - o .- -

»

Senior Scale Sub Bn"mcc.s 2nd framed Scrvzcc Rules, Somc of the Sub Enf’mccrs of
Works and Sc:viccs Department 2gitated the matier, and 2 committee. was consututcd
. 1o investigate r.hc mancr. which dccxdcd that both the tiers would be merged but
Scnior Scale. Sub Envmccrs (BPS-]G) would be declared scnior to Sub Engincers in
BPS-11. 'I'hcy- :ﬁ.znhcr contended thar. the case of‘ Ik}amullah Was not considered by

thc Departmiental Promotion Commirzéc due to his  incomplete record, and the facility
b

oz sclection gradc has alreauy been o'sconnnued/freez,d by the Provmcxal
Government - ’ w.e.rl. 1 12 2001 vide Fmancc -Department \Touﬁcatton dated
15.11.200] a:;d 06.4.2003. 'In the.casc of Sher Wali Jang, they tqok up the same
~xs_sx.cs and Lhc",:'samc objections. Thcy contended that_thc basic 'c;ondi{ion for grant of
selection adc 10 25% of Sub Iénginccrs (BPS-11) was 10 years scx:»;icc' and passing
“B" Grade czg!éminarion, and the' case of Sher Wali Jang was not co’ns:"dcr;d by the -
Du.parmcn al Promouon(Commmcc duc to his incomplete record,
. ' ) '
;i’&’c heard the argur'xzcﬁts' and perused the record.

f
.
:l

da

S Thc qucsnon of scmom)' is related 1o the qucstlon of Vrant of selection

- grade which has provided g«.ms to the brivaie rcspondcnrs and contmuous loss to the

pellants, 1he case of the appcllanzs had_to be considered at the time when their

fespective muncdxaxc Jjunior was "ranrcd seIccnon 8rade. The cases of both: the

’ATFE }f ?‘D

_Q%k\
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‘ :; Sre merely ::'Ic:'cr:cd cue o ACOmdlzie record. It Was the responsiviiity
‘ °~ oifizial Te3pOnCns 1o SOMINLS e rocord 0f the g es2ellanis ag carty s was
: . Srasizibie i ConsIder thair cases for STERL 0T selecion gr::c, i :r*:a. fCLCC i0 their
| RS TS W relevan: ime, w0 TE-IX IRak S2RISIIN, zitar 2niCeiing the dage of
' MRCNOR 0rads o ihem, and decide their Cipuie ace rEingiy,
b The cases of 0oin ihe ¢ @o2cilanis have 10 be considered in the hight of
lie rules/policy in VoguLe 21 the iime ¢ of gran; of selection grade 1o 2Ir juniors, after .
completion of tm.u- record. Each of the » 2poe }Ianze)if found scnior to
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is, s}n.H n..vc 10 be
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EEFORE THE NWFP SERVICE TRISUNAL PESHAWART s,

R

fl\\‘ /'Qo cf'\:k\
APPEAL NO. ~//9 20 jos. ,fq 24 ol e §

Shcr“.-‘:’aii Jang, Asstt: Technig:al Or’ﬁcer,_ Lo
Anti Corruption Estzblishment, Peshavar......... . Appeliant.

0

VERSUS |

1- The Secretary Works & Services Deptt: NWEP Peshawer.
* 2- Thz Chief Engineer Works & Services Deptt: Peshawar.
3- The Secretary Finance Deptt: NWFP Peshawar.
4- Mr. Terig Usman Sub & ineer,
D FMR, Hayat Abad, feshawar,

© 5- Mr. Mohammad Javed Rahim, Sub Engineer,
AS. M(dn’ng-l', bggs)c.gf: . Khan.

.6~ ir. Jamshed'Khan, Sub Engineer,
AD. Bulding, » & 5 Dept: Sune,.” -

7- Mr.-Misal Khan, Sub engineer,
* AD, 5“:14:;%- T, W &S Depl: dotichan.

- : e, e e Respondents.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 GF THE NWEP
SERVICE TRIBUNAL TRIBUNALS ACT - 1974
AGAINST _THE _ORDER _ DATED. 8.4.08
‘ - WHEREBY THE RESPONDENT Mo, 2 REFUSED
- : TO_GRANT B-16 AND DUE SENIORITY TO.
v eisang - ARPELLANT _ AND AGATNST oo TAKING
by, TSR ACTION ON_THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF

) APPELL AT e RELARTMENTAL APPEAL OF

-i\ APPELLANT WITHIN STATUTORY PERIOD OF
YT 2004y =L

“ul L ‘

PRAYER: That on ‘acceplance of this appeal the respondent
Deptt: may please be directed Lo grant the appellant

8-16 from his due date and to fix the seniority of

- appellant oyer and above the private respondents by

setting aside the impugned order dated.5.4.08, Any

-
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BEEORE THE NWEP SERVICE TRIBNUNAL PESHAWAR: BE A
App\.ai No. ’_’:/09 . oLt

o i N

0 . v

Date of nsuun-on - "’7 09.2008 & R

- " Datg of decision - -23,04.2009 . *-.‘.\ o
. R S T . - ) B \-.._..,'~" . _
Syed Sardar Shah, Sub Engincer, Works 2nd Seavices Roaal ..o veneeensd Appeliant.

The Clmf Sccrcta:y I\\\’PP Pcsha\va.r. AP
The Secrelary Works and Services Dcpu. \' \’FP Pssha\s ar.

The Chief Engincer Works and Services Depit: -

The Scerctary Finance Depui: NWFP Peshawar....... eeerearasnarean

3o Ul 1D —
P i

Resporndeats.

Appnl u/s 4 of the \\VF Service Tnoun..l> Act 1974 fc: aranting 2 16 as per
9l "c(ron on lhc D; 'mrn.nt'\l anncal of the anpellant,

Mr;M.Asil’\'ous:fZai,Ad\'ét.;.tc..................;........'.-..... ...For Appetiant. - o —
Mr, Glulam Mustafa, AlG.Peccirnenrnereinnninnnne. b For Respondenis.

MR ABDUL JALIL .- Corievarieeseesses e saesies s eesssns e MEMBER

MR. sl)Ll‘\\'\4LHMOOD\..“1A’I’I‘A\.......I ..... eeireanns '..~.: ..... MEMBER. |

3

JUDGMENT

ABDUL. JALIL MF\-TBER' = This appcal has 'occn filed b.)' the appeliant for grant

ol 13- 106 .x> per rules :md as:nnst no; takmg :lcuon on the dcpamacmal appcal of the
appellant, He has prayed lh t the Rc.spondcnts may bc dxrcct‘.d 10 grant BPS-16 to him on o
u.qusrm;, D:ploma ..nd B-gr‘dc c.\ammauon as er Rulc> l‘rom h;s due datc

2 Bml facts of 1hc casoe.s narralcd in lhc mcmo 01 appcal arc that xhc npcllant was

:1ppoimcd as Ro d Inspcclor m thc Rcspondcnt D;pa tment vzdc ordcr daied 17 4 1987
The .:ppdhm was promoxcd as ,Sub En mccr (B I]) vxdc order dazud 28.3 3. 1990 The
appellant hus also passed B-gradc dcpaﬂmcmal L\ammauon on 17, Il 1991 and hkas more

than 10 years scrvxcc at his crcdxt‘ Somc Jumor Sub Engmccrs werc ‘granted B-16 on

4.9.2003 and 19 4 "00-1 Thc ..ppcllant ﬁlcd a dcp‘.nma.mal ‘.ppcal gams» those order on
1.5.2004 w hxch was not n.spond«.d thz.n.forc ll*c app\.llam nled a servic cal bearing . ——

"No. 60772005 in thas Tnbunal 'I'hc smd appcal was ﬁnall)' dlSpand of on l> 12,2006 in

lens that lhc appcll:ml be consxdcu.d tor BPS 16 xt he othenvxsc clmb e and quah’ﬁcd

. ";/z:ﬁ.}ﬁ“ES“ﬂ"ED |




&

‘ o s 3 . -5 ‘- Aans. N s, Sl D oy
/ N under the neles. Afier. the dircctions of the-Trbunal the Respondenis wenzed 1o e CPLA

in the . Suprense Court’ hut the same wag deciled unli Oy the Law Departnent on

-

22.1.2007. Thercafier the appellant ey implemeniation peiition in this Tribunal, I'ng said
INplenesaton peliion was sileg 0t 28.3.2008 alier feCCIving the decision of the
Depurimeny iy ntyauve on 28.4.2008. Then the appellan fifed 2 departmeniz) appeal and

waited for 90 days.qu'no_' rcj:l){ has been reccived oy the Appellant so rar, Henee the

-

prescat appeal, RIS R

3.0 The ‘respondents wcri:,""s(:mr_noncd. They appeared though their fepreseniaives,

ntested the @Ppeal and denied the clajm of the 2psellaq;.

;. :
submitted writien reply;c

S Arguments h;aiglghd:,rcqqrd perused,

3. The Jearned counsc) lfof the appellan argued that not granting BPS-14 iq 2ppellant

98 per sules and pgy K.’:.ng .':x:c;z.iqn_'oh the Cepartmental 'agpcal of the appeliant within 99 B
‘d.n:. 13 483inst Jaw, fat;ésf ;“z;zd .;).on.z;z:olfjls‘u:cc. ’I;hc 2ppellant js fully entitied 1o B-16 as

per Rules of the dcpaxiinqn:t 'f{on; fzis @uc' datc.:fl‘hc said rulés are stll in field ang ;};c )

Juniors cmployccs-lo‘ a;pcllmt havc been béncﬁtcd Sy t}uese rules. Similar ap;oe'al has

aircady been acccpic’d. bythxs Tnbunal and as such the appeﬂzm_.t Is 2lso entjiled to the said

benefi ‘un'q;::. Ih'c pnn,éx\plc of cons1§tcncy Décl{sion of .;;he. ,deﬁartz‘ncnt is not correct

because the said mlcs are Af:z‘;‘or:}: bcmgsupcrscdcd 50 “far. The a'.ppcllzm: has beea

disc;:j,u-'ipalé.d 2s mcbcncﬁt}ofs.lshavcbccn g.-:mtcd :o;hciiﬁn_iprbmploycc butlvdcr.u'éd

10 the appellan; on ﬂ.In'ﬁy\ grounds, e Prayed that the :;ppcal ma)'j be accepted as prayed

‘or. ) .

G. The Jea

epartment,. provided that for
eniosity, they shay fank senior o the existing

Sub Lngineer, Op the basis of above Notification, W&s Deoartment'amendcd the service
TR e _ .

fules of the Sup Engincers on 0+.01.2003, Some seqjor Sub inspectors Jjunior 1o him have

been granted senior sca.!c-(B-lG) on the récommcndazion of Deparuncnyy) Prozotion
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St “" Commities a1 that n‘mp. Thc Govcmn*cm allowed scleciion "radg. (B-16) 10 25% or

he Sub
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO____ /20
IN THE COURT OF__s _ _
Mﬁma c;mmL R (Appellant) -
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff) -
, ~ VERSUS |
L C % % ‘?’W‘Tﬂ L (Réspondent)

(Defendant)

. Do hereby appoint and constitute M.Asif Yousafzai, Advocate, Peshawar, )

' to"appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us

as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability = -

L )

for his default and with the authorlty to engage/appomt any other Advocate/ _

. Counsel on my/our costs

-

I/we authorlze the sald Advocate to deposit, wrthdraw and receive on my/our

“behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on' my/our account in the

_" “above ‘noted matter. The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our
‘case’ at any stage of the proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is

outstanding against me/us. - o L
Dated © /20 ‘-—_“\TL/“>\A*”\;,,f———;. ¢
.. ( CLIENT ) -
- ACCEPTE

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI
‘Advocate

=1

' M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI _
Advocate High Court, . - - L RDev
Peshawar. : ' '
OFFICE:-

Room No.1, Upper Floor
Islamia Club Building;
Khyber Bazar Peshawar.
Ph:091-2211391-

~ 0333-9103240

1
|
b
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
APPEAL NO. 489 OF 2014

- Abdul Farooq, Sub Engineer - Appellant
-Building FATA Division Miranshah
N.W.Agency
Versus
Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -~- Respondents
C&W Department, Peshawar
Chief Engineer (EATA.)

. C&W Department, Peshawar

Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Finance Department, Peshawar

Joint Parawise Comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1 to 3

Respectfully Sheweth

S N

. Preliminary Objections

That the appeal is not maintainable.

That the appellant has never challenged in time any order in which his rights were ignored
That the appeal is premature.

That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

That the appeal is time barred.

That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non~joirider and mis-joinder of

. necessary parties

That the appeiiant is estoped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal

"Facts

1.
2.

Subject to proof

Incorrect. In fact the selection grade BS-16 @25% of the total posts of the-

Diploma Holde; Sub Engineers (BS-11) was allowed by the Government with the
condition that. ; the post shall be filled by selection on merit with due

- regard@.fg}to seniority from amongst Sub Engineers of the Department, who have

passed the Departmental B-Grade Examination and have at-least ten (10) years
service as such. The same facility. has been discontinued by the Provincial
Government w.e.f. 01.12.2001 vide Finance Deptt letter No.FD(PRC)1-1/2001
dated 06.04.2003 (Annex-l). The Establishment Deptt has issued a circular to all
Administrative Secretaries and directed to clear all left over cases of Gowt
servants who were eligible for selection grade/move over on or before
01.12.2001 (Annex-ll). Consequently the Respondent Department granted

. selection grade (BS-16) to 10 Sub Engineers in the year 2003 and 2004
- (Annex-lll) who were eligible and posts were available/vacant before

01.012.2001. Although the name of the appellant was at SI.No. 211 of the
seniority list of Sub Engineers dated 12.12.2000 (Annex-lV), the appellant was
not considered by the Departmental Promotion Committee due to incomplete

record, -therefore, in the prevailing circumstances, the plea of the appellant is
infructuous. ‘ :

- The appellant’s right has not been effected due to the reason that the grant of Senior

.. Scale BS-16 awarded during 2003-04 as the seniority of the appellant was at very low
~'position and was in no way entitled for the grant of senior scale BS-16 as per Govt

policy of 25% posts in senior scale BS-16 of the total number of posts of Sub Engineers
prior to 2001,

Correct to the extent that the attention of learned Services Tribunal is also invited into
the subject chronic issue that as mentioned above, the grant of BS-16 @ 25% of the total

sanctioned posts of Sub Engineers was allowed, which was subsequently freezed in 2001. -

Accordingly the selection grade upto 2001 was allowed against the available reserved quota of

... 25%, however, due to litigation and decision/ orders of leaned Tribunal so many Sub Engineers

have been allowed ante-date selection grade only on the basis of their seniority;

AT
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~whereas at the time of consideration of selection grade cases none of them were
otherwise, suitable for consideration to the grant of selection grade due to
incomplete record of their service i.e. non-availability of ACRs or pending
inquiries against them. This situa:@n is increasing day by day and the Sub

Engineers who were not consider’earlier, indulging themselves into filing of
appeals in the Tribunal. In case the selection grade is granted on the basis of
seniority at this belated stage and by allowing ante date selection grade B-16 to
the Sub Engineers who are now in litigation on the basis of seniority, the reserve

- quota of 25% will be increased to 50%, as a number of Sub Engineers have
. been allowed ante date selection grade in the light of the court decision. This

point needs proper consideration by the Hon'able court, so that un-necessary
litigation is avoided in future.

4. Departmental appeal was received and processed in the Department and he haé
been informed about the grounds of rejection of departmental appeai
accordingly.

Grounds

A. Incorrect, as explained in para-2 of the facts. Moreover, the appellant was not
entitled to the said scale as selection grade is not granted on the basis of
seniority-cum-fitness rather selection on merit.

B. Incorrect. The selection grade cases are considered by the Departmental
Promotion Committee as per Service Rules and on the completion of codal
formalities. Furthermore, the orders of selection grade BS-16 in favour of the Sub
‘Engineers were issued in 2003, 2004 but the appellant remained silent and filed

" . noappeal against the orders in specified period.

C. Incorrect. The orders for the grant of selection grade (BS-16) in favour of the Sub
Engineers was legal and according to law/rules.

D. Incorrect, as explained in Para-B of the ground.

E. Incorrect, as explained in the above parars.

F. Incorrect. The selection grade cases are considered by the Departmental
- Promotion Committee as per service rules and on the completion of codal
formalities.

G. Incorrect, as explained in para-2 of the facts. ’

H. The Respondents would like to seek permission of this Hon’able Tribunal to

advance more grounds during the time of arguments.

In view of the above, it is submitted that the Appeal may kindly be dismissed

‘With cost, as this Appeal is time barred and the same facility has been discontinued

by the Provincial Govt. Moreover, no post of BPS-16 (Selection Grade) exists in C&W

Department.

Secr Secretary to Govt of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Finance Department

%R/fpondent No. 3)
f

C&W Department
' (Respondents No. 1)




Q@ (BETTER COPY)

_ . GOVERNMENT OF NWFP
. . . FINANCE DEPARTMENT.

/" No.FD(PRC)1-1/2003
Dated Peshawar the April 6,2003

7
v
£

From Secrctary lo Govt. of NWFP ‘
Finance Department

To
1 All the Administrative Sccretaries to Govt. ol NWEFP
p) Senior Member, Board ol Revenue NWEFP
3. The Secretary to Governot NWFP, Peshawar
4. The Secretary Provincial Assembly NWFP
5 All Heads of Attached Department, NWEFEP.
6 All District Coordination Officer/Political Agents/
" District and Session Judges NWFP
The Registrar Peshawar High Court Peshawar
The Chairman NWFP Public Service Commission.
The Chairman NWFP Scrvice Tribunal Peshawar.
0. The Sceretary Board of Revenue NWFEP;Peshawar.

8 20~

" REVISION OF BASIC PAY SCALE AND FRENCH BENEFITS QF CIVIL
EMPLOYEES (BPS 1-22) OF THE NWFP GOVERNMENT (2001).

Subject:~

Dear Sir,

' I am directed to refer to this Department’s letter No.FD(PRC)1-1/2001 dated Nov:
©15, 2001 on the subject noted above and to say, that clarification given against Para-7 (i) and
(i) may be read as under:- -

«The Selection and Moveover shall stand discontinued w.e.f. 1-12-2001 in

stead of 27-10-2001. The clarification issued vide the above referred lctter

against Para 5(1) and Para 7 (i) & (it) stand modificd to this effect”.

Yours faithfully,

-Sd/-
(ABDUL LATIF)
DEPUTY SECRETARY (REG.)

Endst: No.FD{PRCY] -1/2003 . Dated Peshawar the, April 6 2003

A copy is forwarded for information to:- .

‘1 - All Autonomous/Semi Autonomous Bodies/Corporation in NWFP

Sdi- .
(ABDUL LATIF)
DEPUTY SECRETARY (REG)

|
.
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GOVERNMENT OF N:W.F.P.,

@
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ES;“BUSHMENT DEPARTMENT

NO.SO (PSB) ED/1-23/2002
© Dated Peshawar, the 3.7.2004

ve Secrctaries in NWFP.

All the District Cootdination Officers in NWFP.
* Al the Political- Agents in the NWTP.

The Secretary Public Service Commission.
The Registrar, NWFEP, Service Tribunal.

OR DISPOSAL OF ALL LEFT OVER

All the Administrati

Oy e 3 B

qUBIECT: -CUT OFF DATE F
OVER/SELECTlON GRADE

AY

CASES OF MOVE-

] am directed to refer to this departmicnt letter of even puimber

d 24.4.2004 on the subject note

s observed that a number

.
d above and to

dated 9.6.2003, 70.1.2004 an
of working

say that the competent authority ha
papers regarding grant of move over and Sclection Grade cases are still
d which indicates {hat decisions taken earlier have not been

s 1o

d

being reccive
tter and spirit. In ovder to enable the Department

imp\emcmcd with le
s been pleased 10 exten

¢ competent authority ha
£ Government Servant

1.12.2001 may be

process pending cases th
the cut off date upto 11.5.2004. All jelt over cases O
1 Grade/Moveover before

re cligible for Selectio
re PSB/DPC for consid

e latest otherwise stric

s/policy on the

uld be taken

who we
eration as per instruction

placed beto
{ disciplinary action WO

subject at th

e defaulting offictal under n Service
rdinance 2000..The Admini
ut disposal of pending ca

e NWIP Removal fror

against U
re also”

(Special Power) O

c(rative departments @
ekly progress report abo scs of

advised {0 furnish/we
over through psB/DPC o

Selcction Grade/Move n regular basis.

2. 1 am further directed 10 request that above instructions My

kindly be followcd by d with tetter and spirit.

all concerne

Yoqrs faithfully
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Datcd pcshawar,

the 3.7.2004

Eadsi: No. NO.SO (PSB) \zon-zslzooz

A copy }s-_l'orxhrd;d to:- \
1. The PS to Secretary Establ‘ishment Department Peshawar.

2. '}‘hc PS o ‘Sccrclufy /\L‘\minisu'mion Department Peshawar.
SeCrétaries/Dcputy _ Secr_ctaries in the
ation Peshawar.

Add'\&iona\

13, PAs 0 all
Estab\ishmem and Adininisty
and /—\dm'\nistration

c Estab\'\shmcm

4. Al Section Officer -'m- th
Department Peshawar.
5. The Section Officer (PR) Governument of NWFEP, Finance Department

{for informauion.
/,\'\‘\

AN
_gCTioN OFFICER

(PSB)




' GOVERNMENT OF N.W.F.P.
- WORKS & SERVICES DEPARTME\JT

7#

- ' o Daled Peshawan thc 04 7 09./ 2003
,ORDER S :

- No: SOE l/W&SM 2!2003/5 S Conseqw’nt l‘l!"oﬁ lecommendalxons
| Promotion Comuutlce of the \Koﬂ\s &. QCIVICGS Depaﬂment dulmb its

of  the.

Departmenta
meeung, hcld on 12.08.2003, the compclent authonty has been pleased to the gtant or
nig,meels (BS 11) of the Woxi\s &_

.bCIHOi Scale (BS 16) in respect of the' fol.owmg Sub E
~.

Services Departmenl, with 1mmed1ate effeul.-
o i
{. ‘M. Muh'\mmad Anf i

Sub Engineer O/0 ‘the XEN Dev:
C&W Dwtsron Mattam at Kohat .

2. Mr. “Missal’ l&inn S o
" Sub Engineer Olo the XEN Dcv o
C&W Division SWA at T"mk s

SECRETARY TO GOVT OF NWFP -
WORKS & SERVI("ES DEPARTMEN1

Endst. No. SOE: W &S/ 22003/ 5 - S

Dwted Peshaw1: the 04. 09. 200 3 '.

Copy fonv—u’dcd to thei- .~

_ Accountanl Genelal\lWl"P Peshawm
. Chief Engineer Works & Services. Peshawar,
© Chief Engineer Works & Services (FATA). Peshawm
Managing Director Trontier Ihbhways Authority Peshawar.
Deputy Secretary (ch-m) Eslabhshmem Department’ Peshawn
Deputy Secretary (Reg) Finance Depm tment, Pcshawal
Al Supeuntendmg Engineet W &S Depanmem
District/Agency Accounts Of‘icels concemcd

* Officials concerned. :

10,7 PS to Secrelary Works & Services Dep‘utment

1. PA to Additional Secretary Works & Ser vices Depmlment
12. - Section Officer (Estt-l1) kas & Sm ViCCS Dcpaﬁmenl '

13.  Office Ordex/chsoml ﬁles

\o_cx:-..l,c:\m:..:.rbp;—

S &
(MU TAMMAD AKB. AR KH I\N)
' SECTION OFFICER(ESTT 1)

PN A SRR SR A A cBRRRNEAR T




GOVERNMENT OF NP,
WORIKS & SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar e 19704 7 2004 -

N S(‘i' '/"' G 2200:408.5 (un&qucm upon ICL.OII]IHLII([AU\)IIS of thb-
“Departmental Promotion Commiltiee ol the W (Hf\ﬁ & Sum.cs Department (lu.nnn-lls.
*mecting heldon 25/03/2004. the compeient .mlhonl\- his been pleased to the wrant pf”

>unm Seaie (135 l(w) in respeet of the !ni[m\'n" Sub. Tu' mneers (B'S Iy 0! lhc \\’m s &
58I\IVCH Department, with inmediate chul - '

! ] i M. a\'mh.lmmnd Shal, o “‘—"“-_‘_»_!" -
i i Sub Engincer o the e puh Uncr.lm- AT S : o
B _“_"_lel*\j__})ml (m\l Peshawar: - o ol -
TR Bukand Tabal, S
A bub !;n"mcu Ot the NEN ')L\ C&W ' i
[ ].i_(ﬁs_bcr Ageney at Jammd o
ayatullah, ) o
Sub Engineer O e I)Lpu( g l)m.um [I .
L ity Distt: Govt Peshawar, o0 “ L o
Sbodl M Sanaullah, - G !
b Sub Eihgincer, Ofo the -;me\ I)nulm \\&S ’ o
o akki r\\fz]i_,‘ e .
VST M Zatallahs o - DR IR ;
: !| Sub Fngineer Ofo the De |‘1|l\ I)nLctm \\ &S

No'\ \hm a

U B PR cr LA

o, IMr. Tar i llxumn

' Suby Engincer Ofo the N ..\ Dev: CEW. - )

......... | Division Kigber Awency at famd . L 3

) 7. | M Mu!mnuimd Javed lmlnm '= o -
A Sub Engincer, C)‘nliwl me\ lmvum \\ &S i
o ["I Khan.’ . . ) b
T T <\111<‘l-._l_i:‘|;‘151 ) l,
© 1 5ub Engineer, Qo the ":)cp_u‘l)"_ Director W&S "
e Bunair o B e Y

L Si C'Kl“i /\I’\ '10 G()\’T O[ NWF l’
’ wm\z\s & SI RVIC‘LS Drw\m MENT
i; Mo SO0 «i/Wc\n/«. i (}():IKS.S . , D: IC(I PL\lH\\'dI lhc |9/04/ ()(H

Copy forw al(lul o the-

S Lo Accountat General N\Vu l‘ I’L‘\]\d\\ ar ST .f i '
2. AGPR. Sub Oltice, chinw,n wo T :_;' R
3. Chiel Ungineer Warks & Seivices ‘)L"ld\\ anc o :
S Chicl Engineer (FATA) Works & Seavices Dueptl i’uh.n\‘u
S, Mamging Dirccior Fronticr, Fighways '\ulh Ny I’L'\h.m.u
6. Deputy IJuLcto./ {EN \\’o:l s & Se Vi L‘\ [eR M ~|ncd
7. DistrictfAgency Accounts O“I\LIR wm.um i
8. Officials concerned. - .
0. I'Sin Scerctary Works & Services I)M.u.mu RE

10, Oilice Order/Personal lites.
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- Gul; Muhammad Khan

+ -Abdul Faroog

.8/0 M.Ramzan Xhan

Fida Muhammad  © -

© /0 Tajddin

M. Niaz ‘ ,
S/O Abdur Renman

‘NorZsh

- §70 Mir Sadad Khan -

~ Ajmal Anwar -
’O \:(uh.mmao Anwear

- -’\I. Abdul Khair
;’O Khan sher

 Mushtaq Ahmad Khas-T.

'SO\{uz

ar Khan
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