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321

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Abbas submitted today by 

Mr. Shah Faisal Ilyas Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before

. Original file be requisitioned.

23.08.2022
1

Single Bench at Peshawar on 

AAG has noted the next date. The respondents be issued notices to submit 

compliance/implementation report on the date fixed.

By the order of Chairman
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Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar

Implementation Petition No. ^3^ /2022
In
Service Appeal No.6338/2020

Muhammad Abbas Petitioner/Appellant

Versus

Director General Soil 86 Water 86 others......... RESPONDENTS

INDEX

S.No. Description of Documents Annex Pages
Implementation Petition1. 1-3

Copy of the Service Appeal and 

Judgment dated 02.02.20222. A 4-11

Copy of the Application dated 
05.03.20223. B 12

Copy of Official Correspondence 

and Minutes of Meeting dated 

16.3.2022
4. C 13-15

Petitioner/Appellant
Through

Shah Faisal Ilyas
Advocate Supreme Court
Off: 17-B, Haroon Mansion, 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar City 
(Cell: 0300-5850207)

Dated: 22.08.2022
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Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar

Khvbci- PtvWntuliJiwn 
Sci v-cc T»-ii>una!Implementation Petition No /2022

fo6^In TMo.

Service Appeal No.6338/2020
IXatetl

Muhammad Abbas, Naib Qasid, Soil Ss Water 

Conservation District Haripur Petitioner/Appellant

Versus

Director General Soil & Water Conservation 

Opposite Islamia College near Agriculture Training 

Institute, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

1.

Secretary Agriculture, Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2.

District Officer, Soil 85 Water Conservation, Office at 

D-Stop G.T Road, District Haripur..........Respondents

3.

IMPLEMENTATION PETITION OF THE
JUDGMENT DATED 02.02.2022. IN
THE TITLED APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the above titled service appeal was admitted 

and allowed by this HonTDle Tribunal, vide judgment 

dated 02.02.2022, wherein it was held that “we are 

of the view that the amendments introduced vide

1.

f
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Notification dated 18.09.2019 could not be made

applicable to the avvellants, as then were entitled to 

be dealt with for their promotion to the posts of Junior

Clerk under the rules notified vide notification dated

18.04.2018.” (Copy of Service Appeal and Judgment 

is annexed “A”).

That judgment attested copy was obtained and the 

same was submitted with application dated 

05.03.2022 to the respondents. (Copy of Application 

is annexed “B”).

2.

That respondents made correspondence on the 

application of the appellant/petitioner and it was 

decided by Scrutiny Committee in it rheeting that 

promotion case of the appellants be considered in 

light of judgment of this Hori^ble Tribunal. (Copy of 

Official Correspondence and Minutes of the Meeting 

dated 16.03.2022 are annexed “C”).

3.

That despite the fact that the meeting was held on 

16.03.2022 and it was advised to promote the 

applicants/appellants, but even then till date no 

promotion is made and a number of blue-eyed on 

various considerations were appointed freshly on 

the vacant posts of Junior Clerk.

4.

5. That respondents are prolonging the matter and 

flout the judgment of this HonTDle Tribunal in the 

eyes of public/employees/departments.

That there is no legal impediment to implement the 

judgment, because the case was declared unfit for 

CPLA by the Scrutiny committee.

6.



3

It is, therefore, most humbly pra3fed that on 

acceptance of this application, the judgment dated 

02.02.2022 of this Hon’ble Court may please be 

implemented in its true letter and spirit.

Petitioner / Appellant
Through

Shah Faisal Ilyas
Advocate Supreme Court

A

Dated: 22.08.2022

41
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before the KHYBER P^htuhkHWA SRRVTrg. 
tribunal. peshawIp

KlfcA'H^r P'akJifmkhws* 
.S* r\ icc Trfrhonal

ii'

> if »' s.- * » .V

Service Appeal No. §c-
/2020. Sf < vd

, ,

Muhammad Abbas, Naib Qasid (BPS-:^^

Soil & Water Conservation,

Agricultural Department, Haripur.’ . ..... .

Versus

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secret 

Agriculture, Civil Secretariat,.Peshawar.

f-

Appellant

1. Govt. taiv
j

2. Director General Agriculture (Soil & Water
Conservation), :Office at Agriculture Training Institute

(A.T.I) Near Khyber Teaching Hospital, Peshawar.
A

3. Director, Soil & Water Conservation, Haripur.
i

Respondents
V,

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES 
TRIBUNAL ACT. 1074

. f ■■,
/( A

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts giving rise to the instarit Appeal are as under;-

.r ‘ p-li.r • =-i;^:^at the appellant was appointed as Naib Qasid (BPS- 

3) on 06.04.1993, in Soil & Water Conservation 

Department oT Irrigation, at the time of appointment 

appellant was having the qualification of Matric. (Copy

•■2r---
.f

fy j

OF THE Academic Credentials are annexed).
'^TlK'EsrED

Certified to be true Copv
D;\Faizan DATA\Shah Faisal Ilyas Adv\Muhararaad Abbas Service Appeal for Projgqtion

, W ^ /A )\4

Advo 1
• 'I
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' V KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWL^SERVICES TRIBUNAL PF^Ham/ap i
'v.
!:■.

Service Appeal No. 6 3 3 872 0 2 0
ii'!.
i'\
I .

Date of Institution ... 30.06.2020 

Date of Decision ... 02.02.2022

\ !;i' ■\
Muhammad Abbas, Naib Qasid (BPS-03), 
Conservation, Agriculture Department, Haripur.

&. Water

... (Appeiranb)r

VERSUS
■ir

1;

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Agriculture, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and two others.

Secretary

(Respondents)

MR. SHAH FAISAL ILYAS, 
Advocate

i;.

For appellant.

MR. NOOR ZAMAN KHATTAK, 
District Attorney For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MS. ROZINA REHMAN

1-
i .

JUDGMENT:

Through

judgment we intend to dispose of instant service appeal as 

well as connected Service Appeal bearing No. 6339/2020 titled 

"Hayat Khan Versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

through Secretary Agriculture, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and 

two others" as common questions of law and facts are 

involved in both the appeal.

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:- this single

.Y

. rr

Brief facts forming the background of the instant service 

appeal as well as connected service appeal, mentioned above 

are that the appellants Muhammad. Abbas as well as Hayat 

Khan were appointed as Naib Qasids in Soil . and Water ’
qprtlflecItob^eCopv

SHAH FAISAULYAS

2. t..

? ••

.A^r-:\Kjtr.sr>



Conservation Wing (Agriculture Department) in the year 1993 

and 2009 respectiveiy. No (lules were forrr.ulated for 
promotion of employees in Soil and Water Conservation Wing, 

however so many employees working in Extension as well 

Engineering Wings of the same Department
as

were promoted on 
the basis of rules notified on 21 November 1983, in pursuance

of'^uie-3(2) of APT Rules, 1989. The. appellants were eligible 

for promotion to the post of Junior Clerks but they, were not

promoted, therefore, they filed separate Writ Petitions seekinp -- 

their promotion to the post of Junior Clerks. In the meanwhile, 

rules were notified for the posts in Directorate of Soil 

Conservation, whereby 33% quota for promotion to the post of 

Junior Clerk was reserved for Naib QaSids,: Chowkidars and 

Sweepers on the basis of senibrity-cum-fitness. Upon 

commitment of learned AAG that the aforementioned quota 

will be fully .observed in future, the Writ Petition
No. 946-A/2017 filed by the appellant Muhammad Abbas was

disposed of with the directions that the respondents shall fully 

. /\ observe and implement the 33% quota, in letter and spirit.

----- Similarly, Writ Petition No. 96-P/2018 filed by the appellant

Hayat Khan, was disposed of with the observations that 

learned AAG had stated at the bar that rules were though 

framed, however seniority list was not prepared and that the 

appellant would be considered for promotion to the post of 

Junior Clerk, subject to availability of post. The appellants 

being senior most Naib Qasids were required to have been 

promoted to the post of Junior Clerks under the rules notified 

vide Notification dated 18.04.2018, however they were 

ignored, therefore, they filed COC in the august Peshawar High 

Court, Peshawar.' On 20.11.2019, learned AAG stated before

the worthy High' Court that the appellants alongwith other 

candidates would be considered for promotion against the 

posts of Junior Clerks within a period of 04 months, therefore, 

COC Petition was disposed of with the directions to the 

respondents to live up to their commithnent so made before 

the court and consider the appellants aJongwith others for 

desired promotion within a period of 04 months. The order of '

QertlfledtobetroeCow

SH^ISAU'^ii^fer
\\



7
worthy Peshawar High Court was, hovvever flouted by the 

respondents and posts of Junior Clerks-, were advertised 

despite the fact t'hat no promotion to the post of Junior Clerk ; 

was made by the department since its establishment. The 

appellants filed another Writ Petition No., 3271-P/2019, which 

wa§ disposed of on 19.08.2019 with the directions to the 

respondents to fully observe and implement the promotion 

policy of 33% quota reserved for Class-IV employees, in letter 

and spirit. The grievance of the, appellants was still not 

redressed by the respondents rather they introduced 

amendments in the rules and categories of Field Watchers and 

Khalasis were also included in the Categories of employees 

eligible for promotion to the post\ of Junior Clerks. The 

appellants thus filed COC Petition in the august Peshawar High 

Court, Peshawar, which was disposed of vide order dated . 

18.03.2020 with;' the observations that the appellants Were 

civil servants and the controversy agitated in the Writ Petition 

pertained to promotion, therefore, the High Court was having 

no jurisdiction in the matter. It was further held that the 

appellants would;i however be at liberty to approach the proper 

forum, against any action of respondents, detrimental to their 

rights. The appellants then filed separate departmental 

appeals, which were not responded within the statutory period 

of 90 days, therefore, the appellants preferred instant as well 

as connected service appeal for redressal of their grievance.

^ 0

i

r

: / ,
./.

3. Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments, wherein they refuted the assertions made by 

the appellants in their appeals.

4. Learned counsel for the appellants has contended that, 

the appellants being senior most Naib Qasids were having 

prescribed educational qualification and were eligible for 

promotion to the posts of Junior Clerks but their promotions 

were not made despite availability of seats; that the appellants 

filed various Writ Petitions and after adopting of rules notified 

vide Notification dated 18.04.2018, it was committed by the 

respondents before the august Peshawar High Court that the
attested

QertlfledtobomieCopy Jl

Advocate.Supreme Court
ER

\



's
promotions to the post of Junior Clerk shall be made 

compliance of the said rules but later, on the respondents 

introduced amendments in the rules by inclusion of Field 

Watchers and Khalasis in the . category of Class-IV for . 

promotion to the post of Junior Clerk, thereby depriving the 

appellants of their due rights of promotion; that the impugned 

amendments in the rules have been made with mala-fide 

intention for the purpose of defeating the order dated 

08.11.2018 passed by august Peshawar High Court, 

Abbottabad Bench in Writ Petition No. 946-A/2017 filed by the 

appellant Muhammad, Abbas; that the respondents were 

required to have circulated the impugned amendments before 

notifying its, however the same were . kept secret with 

mala-fide intention; that each cadre post has its own seniority 

and promotion quota, therefore, including Of Felid staff with 

office cadres is ultra vires of service law/ruies; that the right 

of the appellants tor their promotion to. the post of Junior Clerk 

had already matured prior to the impugned amendments in 

the concerned rules, therefore, the same are ineffective upon 

the rights of the .appellant and are liable to be struck down.

in

0

i

On the other hand, learned District Attorney for the 

respondents has contended that according to newly framed 

Service Rules of Directorate of Soil and Water Conservation, 

33% quota for promotion of Clas.s-IV employees to the post of 

Junior Clerk is observed strictly and three Class-IV employees 

have already been promoted vide order dated 21.10.2020; 

that the appellants as per their seniority, position in the 

seniority list of Class-IV employees, shall’ be considered for 

promotion on their turn; that the impugned amendments in 

the Service Rules were made as per policy/rules of the 

Provincial Government, therefore, the appellants are having no 

/ocus sfand/to challenge the same. .

5.

6. Arguments heard and record.perused.

The appellants are serving on the posts of Naib Qasid in • 

Soil and Water Conservation Department. The appellant 

Muhammad Abbas filed Writ Petition No. 946-A/2017, seeking

7.

A’ ESTEO'CertiflecI to bo tnio Copy

SHAH FAISAL, It^AS ^
Advocate Supreme
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promotion to the post of Junior Clerk. The aforementioned writ 

petition was disposed of by august Peshawar High Court, 

AbbOttabad Bench vide order dated 08,11.2018, which is

reproduced as below:-

li''' -

is

^ ‘S' IsT

,1

A

"Through this petition, petitioner seeks 
his promotion as Junior Cierk against 33% 
quota reserved for Class-IV employees.

2. Perusal of the record would, reveal that 
vide Notification dated 18.04.2018:, 33% 
quota for promotion to the posts of Junior 
Clerks has been reserved for the Naib 
Qasids, Chowkidars and Sweepers on the 
basis of seniority-cum-fitness. Learned AAG 
submitted at the bar that the prescribed 
quota will be observed in future on which 
learned counsdl for the petitioner did not 
press this petition anymore.

3. In view of the above, this petition stands 
with ■ directions

r
/. to thedisposed of 

respondents to fully observe and implement 
the 33% quota in letter and spirit."

Similarly, Writ Petition No. 96-P/2018, filed by the 

appellant Hayat Khan for his promotion to the post, of Junior 

Clerk was disposed of by august Peshawar High . Court, 

Peshawar vide order dated 18.12.2018, the relevant portion of 

which is reproduced as below.

8.

"When the case was taken up for- 
hearing, learned AAG stated at the bar that 
rules in this regard has been framed but at 
the moment seniority list has not been 
prepared for the purpose. Further deposed 
that matter is in pipeline, , though as and 
when completed petitioner ; will be 
considered for promotion to the post of 
Junior Clerk, subject to. availability of post. 
Learned counsel for the petitioner when 
confronted with the situation, he also 
solicited the same.

3. With: these observations, the petition in 
hand is disposed of."

While going through thd orders, so passed by august 

Peshawar High Court in the Writ Petitions filed by the •

that the' rules notified vide

9.

appellants, it is crystal clear 

Notification dated 18'" April 2018 were, made applicable for

'MQprtlftedtobemieCopy

m
fiihhw'*

VSb ii u i»i
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initial recruitment/promotion to various posts in the 

Directorate of Soil and Conservation Department. According to. 

serial No. 18 column No. 05 of the said rules, 33% posts of 

Juni5r Clerk were to be filled on basis of seniority-cum-fitness 

from amongst the Naib Qasids, Chowkidars and Sweepers with 

two years service as such, who have passed Secondary School 

Certificate from recognized Board. Admittedly, not a single 

post of junior Clerk was filled through promotion till the rules 

notified vide Notification dated ,18.04.2018. The appellants 

^1^01-0 serving as Naib Qasids and were having the prescribed 

educational qualification, therefore, resjDondents were required 

to have considered them for promotion on the basis of the 

rules notified vide Notification dated 18^'^ April 2018 but ^ 

promotions to the posts of Junior Clerks were delayed and in 

the meanwhile, vide Notification dated 18.09.2019, colurnn 

No. 05 of serial No. 18 of the rules notified vide Notification 

dated 18.04.2018 was amended and categories of ' Field 

Watchers and Khalasis were also included in the category of.

V.. 0

li,Sif!

I.

(

: 1,

. !

employees for 33% quota of promotion to the post of Junior 

Clerk. The amendment so introduced , vide impugned 

dated 18.09.2019 affected seniority of theNotification
appellants adversely and their prospects for promotions were 

also affected adversely for the reason that Field Watchers and

Khalasis were also included in the category of employees to be 

considered for promotion to the post of Junior Clerk. It is well 

settled that any amendment which deprives a person of his 

right has to be construed prospectively. August Supreme Court 

of Pakistan in its judgment reported as 2012 SCMR 965 has 

observed as below;-

"8. The argument of the learned counsel 
for the appellant that such an approach of the 
Tribunal was against the spirit of the 
amended rule, is misconceived. The rule does 
not permit the department to overlook the 
rights of the employees created, under the 
law by applying the amended rule to extend 
benefits to those who were not in run at the 
time when the right of the respondents for 
promotion was matured, but on account of 
unexplained reasons notthey were

■AT\
GeitffledtobeWe^Copy JV
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//
considered for promotion inspite o f the fact 
that their names were mentioned in the 
seniority list besides the availability of the 
vacancies".

p. V

\\

While seeking wisdom from the judgment of august 
Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as 2012 SCMR 965,|w€ 

are of the view that the amendments introduced vide 

Notification dated 18.09.2019 could not be made applicable to 

the appellants, as they were entitled to be dealt with for their 

promotion to the posts of Junior Clerk under the rules notified 

vide notification dated 18.04.2018.'\/

!

In light of the above discussion, respondents are 

directed to consider the appellants for their promotion to the 

posts of Junior Clerk on the basis of rules notified vide 

Notification dated 18.04.2018 as existed prior to amendments 

made vide Notification dated 18.09.2019. The appeal in .hand 

as well as connected Service Appeal bearing. No. 6339/2020 

titled "Hayat Khan Versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

through Secretary Agriculture, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and 

two others", are disposed of accordingly. Parties are left to 

bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room..

10.
; -I
I

ANNOUNCED
02.02.2022 /

(SALAH-UD-.DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ROZm F\EHMAN) 
MEMBER (JUpiCIAL^Mc

Copying V‘ ..........

—
To till __

<•('Coin; !----^--------
oi' CtMi)i>li:i:ruov,.irCo!*y

h

i
.» '

I
' i

Certified to be true Cop5,
V
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i>

" fjo SOfLirv!-.Oi'H-:i/Af'.riau?.2/_. _ 
nawd PcshBV-af llw,

,1. The Advocaio. General,
Khyber Paklitunkhwa, feshawar.V

■ ■ P-'-'T^c Secrctan' to Govt: of Khyber PakUlo.thhwa.
J5HLtU;Liv«tack &Coopcn,live Department.

AtinAS
s..nv,qr.

■ ALONGWTT’t r-nMNF.ClED^ iiaiTuTn'TTV.V
" ' TtAVAT RIdAN W.R,sn? GQ^T.■QF:^HYBER PAK1L_L_^^

- -TfmatIGH' ----^—
rnnPFRAWFl^ABlMENXAHgOIHEBS

-’•VSSSiiMsBjH
•’“■i-V cy •-- A- •

'mS^MIS »■>!

<3Co 
—«

oo• J-d,.

I■. . , .Dear Sir,. . :i am dir^tbcl io refer to Government of Kiiyber PakhUmkhwa Agriuikure, 
liveSock S Dairy* Development Department letter No.SO (Lrr)AD/3-

nd to forward herewlUr minutes of. the 
Law Department (which are

JEsieXsi^ yrxr-,-: -= tl :trooperaiive. kj %- -■ ~si

:2S(1OT30 dhted 07-g3ta022;-dfl the subjectnested above a
oal6-03-2022:uycr the.gtairrhtmship of ScciCt^ 

self explanatoo ) for perusal raid iFurthcr necessary action, please.

2 u.,S•o O M (00Xuii I5^ a>« I
Yours fmtlifully

H
.ASS1STAL.LAWODP1CEK(UO - ..

" wSf
. •: -

Fndtf- NVi.A: Date Even.
.-y .

Copy is forwarded
■ , ■' W

r.s.ST«rre.wo™a^

to:. ;

PS to Seereta^*:iidw Dcn^teni Khyber Paklitunkhwa.
PA to Law Offibef,iL^^artmeiit ;; ; -:'v

'■ 2;

•'i ■A

■f.
tf

■i;

'. .vy-;



\

tiiinioiiiilc 
( 01III MhKci'

f.()\ i'.itNAii 1', t <»!■ Kti viii-.K I'AKii 11 ir'iKftWA 
At;ui( (l|,( l.Ki:, I.IVKMOCK & < <)t)l’i:KA IIVl, 

DEl’AUIMKN^I
l>tnmc-<iy 1921 IMA, l-ax-091 -92100?'

NO. SO (Ut) AD/3-?>:0/20?/) 
Dated Peshawar the April 01, 7.022 •

Tcj

S- .<2The Dir^tor General
. ... -Soil & Water Conservation

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

- Suhjectr - ; SERVICE APPFAI NO. 6338 &. 6.T39/2020 - Tm..ED -
:rg%::ryrHFRr; yg r.OVERNt^FNT OF KHYRER PAKKTUNKHWA THROUGH

SECRETARY AGRICULTURE,

—«
o
0

I
&
B

<£
«§
<«
U.£
IS\ -I am directed to refer .to the subject noted above and to forward herewith

copy oMetter No-SO(Lit)LD/8-3/Agri/2022/7i28-31/WE dated 29.03.2022 received 
from Assistant Lav^ Officer (Lit), Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Law 

■parliamentary Affairs and Human Rights Departrnent, along-with minutes of the 
Scrutiny Committee meeting held on 16.03.2022 under the Chairmanship of Secretary

Rights Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, which is self 
furtlter necessary action as per dedslon of the

to this department.

a

Law, Parliamentary Affairs and Human 
explanatory, for information and 
Scrutiny Committee meeting dated 17.08.2021 under intimati

- ^ l\
End as above:;

m
(Ubgabop.)Section 1! Q

Fndst. No. At Date Even

Copy forv/arded to:

1. PS to Secretary Agriculture, Khyber PakhttinV ?wa, Peshawar.
2. Master File.

itigation)ion



hi;ma>- Rights nFivsKTMKs t

r ■■ J mmOF 1HK 5CRiTrv^' roxnnrrFF• 4' .
M£gTtN<:

r:: (AGENDA ITEM NO. 29)
a'BJECT

llQUitN'MTNT OF KFfVUrR
A.GRirn.nT;r. imr^rnry
otwfr<^ ~

______ ARD\s Ai.ONd^Stl^SBH
NO. 6M^9 2o:n n\v\T kHA.N vFRat<P^^

F.^iamyioTWA thkoi gh .sccretarn
_A COOPEK.VT1NT: PEPARTNrF.NT AVn

--. r.ii;=e:cfSe;rei^T-C---''" Ccmmiacc v.-as hejd on 16.03.2022 at 11:00 A..M. in the
--dffSiaaise E'.e.ntnc'k= 'V''^Depa.niiiem under hU Ch3irn'.3.T5hip: a

' . ■. Advccaa-on-Rec.-n-t.>‘j.'p/k/kp Appeal-^CPLAs in the Supreme Court of Pekistia.
L. F..,d uhan t.unct) represented the Adveeale Genera!,. fChyber Pa.kh-unkhtva.

' ~ dilkiaand Gdhar Department Mr. Qasim Khan, SO (Lit) alonsvvith
■' th-ai a-.e' Committee about ilie background of the
- - cf-JuniorClerks; pl'"^ •*'' Appeals seeking their promoticn to the post
- -rubiect 02-02.2022 disposed of the -

: Arieiknts for-ffid^ ' r''“ respondents to consider the

&=r3S-S~SlS:a”£~'~:
.GROiyDS'DISCUSSIOVS.

o S352
—©

o
»

-JE
<£

\ 1;. f f^cord of the cases and the imputmed
decSr.'hl - F-c Pakhtunkhwa Sendee tribunal Cd not
d--S ? Appellants rather had

respondents to consider the Appellants for theh promotion to the

SOO -n 0 ^̂0 amendments made vide notification dated: 
lS.09..i019 The Scrutiny Committee held that the impugned order was ant 
adverse to the interest of Ae .Administrative Department '
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The Scnitiny Committee held that insteadt)f filing AppealsOLAs in the subiert' 

Admmistranve Department may consider the cases of the AaaelUnrc
promotion in lightof the Judgment oftheKhyberPaldtmnliwaSetviSw

ii.

ADVICE:

prometton cases of the Appellants in light oftfae Judgment of the KhybcrP^Sldl
wa Service Tribunal.

(TAHIR IQBAL KHATTAK) 
SOLICITOR0■
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D . Cj. iam/*

Egis^Itvas Advnrat^, «tirniTmr 
0 or any of the deeds and'things^

1.. •njay b. tried or heart if the SSj'f IS 'f pSfbrT ^■''''

nase of its progress until its final deciiion '^''“"' °”®’''™'««tioaorinanyother'

4 f‘«n9 tofte"slwcS“°"

:f:r;=a":-£ri"“r£=5. To engage any other Legal prartition-r authnriy ? ^ Prosecution of the said case.

And we hdreby agree not to hold tfe Ad/oclte o^fa SShStlt'?’”'^"

“-^nence o, his absence front the court ,»l.aS"hfSS c^S

, the Advocate taniainirg unpald^wS'stali hSwWto witW’''V“ ™'° ‘’® P®'*

. case until the same is paid. the prosecution of the said •
whereof we hereunto set our hand to these

, explained to and understood by me, this presents the contents of which have been 
—------------_ 202 . ‘-—day. of

Attested and 
Accepted by.-

Signature/thumb iimpression of the Accused
/
^ (/

Shah Faisal Ilyas
'Advocate, ■.•

. S'^Preme Court of Pakistan 
, . .Bc-09-1400

Cell: 0300-5850207 :.

CNIC: 17201-8581525-7
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