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Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,

PeshawarA

Implementation Petition No /2022
In
Service Appeal No.6339/2020

. . . . Petitioner/AppellantHayat Khan

Versus

Director General Soil 85 Water & others Respondents
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Judgment dated 02.02.20222. A 4-13

Copy of the Application dated 
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16.3.2022
4. C 15-18

Petitioner / Appellant
Through

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

Dated: 22.08.2022
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' -f Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar

Khybftr PnWituklmva
Ti-.))unal

No.

Implementation Petition No. /2022
M S 2^In

Service Appeal No.6339/2020

Hayat Khan, Naib Qasid, Soil 86 Water Conservation, 

Agricultural Department, Mardan. . .PetitioneR/Appellant

Versus

Director General Soil 86 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 86 Water Cons^ation, Office at
fKQ-TcS^/)

D-Stop G.T Road, District Hartpiar
3.

Respondents

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 Honhle Tribunal, vide judgment 

dated 02.02.2022, wherein it was held that “we are 

of the view that the amendments introduced vide

1.
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Notification dated 18.09.2019 could not be madez,'

avvlicable to the avvellants, as they were entitled to

be dealt with for their vromotion 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”).

2. 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”).

3. That respondents made correspondence on the 

application of the appellant/petitioner and it was 

decided by Scrutiny Committee in it meeting that 

promotion case of the appellants be considered in 

light of judgment of this HonTDle Tribunal. (Copy of 

Official Correspondence and Minutes of the Meeting 

dated 16.03.2022 are annexed “C”).

4. 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.

5. That respondents are prolonging the matter and 

flout the judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal in the 

eyes of public/employees/departments.

6. That there is no legal impediment to implement the 

judgment, because the case was declared unfit for 

CPLA by the Scrutiny committee.
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i

s- It is, therefore, most humbly prayed 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 CourtDated: 22.08.2022
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Sendee Appeal No.
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/2020. e..i?' /S;':
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'h.

?•
1 •

Muhammad Abbas, Naib Qasid (BPS-^

Soil 86 Water Conservation,

Agricultural Department, Haripur. ... ..

Versus

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa through Secretary 

Agriculture, Civil Secretariat,. Peshawar. :

2. Director General Agriculture,* ’ (Soil & 

Conservation), (Office at Agriculture Training Institute 

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

3. - Director, Soil 85 Water Conservation, Haripur.

P

■c

Appellant

1.

Water

Respondents
c
i:

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE 
tUA^- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES 

strar TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974.

Respectfully Sheweth;

r •

••O'

Vi-■)

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

the appellant was appointed as Naib Qasid (BPS- 

3) on 06.04.1993, in Soil 85 Water Conservation 

[7 Department of'Hrrigation, at the .time of appointment
...

appellant was having the qufdificatiori of Matric! (Copy 

OF THE Academic Credentials are annexed).

f. ■

'^'TtplST.EO !

A,Vf Ncn
D;\Faizan DATA\Shah Faisal Ilyas Adv\Muhnnimad Abbas Service Apfeal for I^omntion,'2p.20.docs
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*'5 THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. i'l-

■

1< h.c\<, ..
ji:•v-d

Service Appeal No. 6338/2020 ft <■ <;i.

Date of Institution ... 30.06.2020 

Date of Decision ... 02.02.2022 f.;'

I,
5i-"I. I'V

Muhammad Abbas, Naib Qasid (,BPS-03), Soil 
Conservation, Agriculture Department, Haripur.

&. Water
r.

■ ■... (Appellant^ .-f
VERSUS

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

1 .

I-(Respondents) {

MR. SHAH FAISAL ILYAS, 
Advocate

MR. NOOR ZAMAN KHATTAK, 
District Attorney

For appellant. ■.L

[•

For respondents. . f.

!'■

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MS. ROZINA REHMAN

■MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

t.

(

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:- Through this single 

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.

i-

2. 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 •

t.'-

■ V

\ . I

QBStIfledtobe ^eCopy 

SMA^Ss^lLYAS
Advocate Supreme Court
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A

Conservation Wing (Agriculture Department) in the year 1993 

and 2009 respectively. No Rules were formulated for 

promotion of employees in Soil and Water Conservation Wing,

, however so many employees working in Extension as well as- 

Engineering Wingis of the same Department were promoted on , 
the basis of rules notified on 21 November 1983, in pursuance 

of'gule-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 seeking 

their promotion to the post of Junior crerks. 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 seniprity-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 M,uhammad 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 hot prepared and that the 

appellant would be considered for promotion to the pbst 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 COG 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 rhonths, therefore, 
COC Petition was disposed of with-the directions to the 

respondents to live up to their commitment so made, before 

the court and consider the appellants, alongwith bthers for , 

desired promotion within a period of 04 months. The

Iq i
I.I-«
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■ I worthy Peshawar High Court was, hovyever flouted by the 

respondents and posts of Junior Clerks were advertised 

despite the fact that 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 dispbsed of .vide order dated ; 

18:03.2020 with: the observations .thatOthe ai^pellants 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;: 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.

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments, wherein they refuted the.assertions made by 

the appellants in Their appeals.

Learned counsel for the appellants has cohtended 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 d^espite availability of seats; that the appellants • 
filed various Wri^ 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'
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fpromotions to the post of Junior Clerk shall be made in 

compliance of the said rules but later, on the respondents 

introduced amendments ip the rules by .inclusion of Field 

Watchers and KhalaSis in the . category of Class-lV for 

promotion to the post of Junior Clerk, thereby depriving the 

appellants of their due rights of promotion; that the irnpugned !: 

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, ineludihg of Felid staff with 

office cadres is ultra vires of seryicd; lavy/ruies; that'the right ; 

of the appellants for thelf promotion to. tbei p,ost 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.

‘■A ify. i-

S

■:

. i

■ .

I

J
\

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 Class-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: pe considered for . 

promotion on tbeir 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 stand/to challenge the same.' . ■ .

5. J

Arguments heard and record.perUsedi6.

The appeliants 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

CSTEO'.-

7.

■ Abe true Cop’.Qertlfiedto
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V
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1
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’,li.'2018, which is. 

reproduced as bejow:-

IA

■ 6

A

"Through this petition, petitioner seeks 
his promotion as Junior Clerk 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.

Wi>>

3. In view of the above, this petition stands . , 
with ■ directions to the. y-/. r

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

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

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

Clerk was
Peshawar vide order dated 18.12.2018, the relevant portion of , 

which is reproduced as below,:- ' , ,

8.
I

disposed of by august Peshawar High . Court,

y

"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

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 the orders, so passed by august 

Peshawar High .Court in the Writ, Petitions filed, by the'; , ,■ 
appellants, it is crystal clear that the rules notified vide - 

Notification dated April 20,18 were made applicable .for ,

qertlftedtobe^eCopy

when

b

9.

\
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(0 4-
»! the 'initial recruitment/promotion to various posts in 

Directorate of Soil and Conservation Department. According to, 

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

Juni6f 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 

Notification dated 18.04.2018. The appellants

5
S' ■

• •1^.
;

I--

i.

notified vide
were serving as Naib Qasids and were having the prescribed

educational qualification, therefore, reslaondents 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, column

i.

i' ^
.. -l"

. ! .
I

} ‘ /, No. 05 of serial No. 18 of the rules notified vide Notification

amended and categories of Field

I

dated 18.04.2018 was 

Watchers and KhalaSis, were also included in . the category of . ,
■"r

employees for 33% quota of promotion' to: the post of Junior . 

Clerk. The amendment so introduced,. vide impugned 

Notification dated 18;09.2019 affected seniority of the, , 

appellants adversely and their prospects for promotions were 

also affected adversely, for the reasqn 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:- ' . ' .

i.

1

I •

i.
■f

"8. The argument of the learned counsel 
for the appellant that such ah 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 they were not

tf

!

\ • •
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1

* considered for promotion inspite of the fact 
that their names were mentioned in the 
seniority list besides the availability of the 
vacancies".

While seeking wisdom from the judgment of august 
Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as 2012 SCMR 965,fwe ‘- 

are of the view that the amendments introduced vide 

Notification dated 18.09.2019 couid 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.Y

1

/!

S.

i

I
In light of the above dis.cussion, 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 weir 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.
'1 .

• .

ANNOUNCED
02.02.2022 /•

(5ALAH-UD-.D;IN)
. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ROZINA F\EHMAN)
M EM^R (JUOICIALi^tC or.T^n'srntivVM'r'. r.>r
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

fC h-y b c r4;”ri U Sii k h « .
So. t-.'. EOH! 'r'r!; »11 n r, I

i .»•»;.i r -- ;■ .< if ~•r-
£5.^1 ( # VService Appeal No. 2020 V i'-: '■I ■ ■ A.

Dm* oIII.™i
NX ' ' . ' ■- -

/

...
% r YHayat Khan, Naib Qasid (BPS-3)

V
Soil & Water Conservation, . 

Agricultural Department, Mardan Appellant

Versus

Govt, of IGiyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretajy 

Agriculture, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

1.

Director General Agriculture,- (Soil ,& Water 

Conservation), Office at Agriculture Training Institute 

(A.T.I) Near Khyber Teaching Hospital, Peshawai'.

2.

Director, Soil & Water C.onseryalien, Mardan.3.

Respondents

■' .^^egistrw

Respectfully Sheweth:

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES

r-^ 0-

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974.
' TO

Facts giving rise to the instant Appeal are as under:-

That the appellant was appointed as Naib Qasid (BPS-1.

3) on 09.12.2009, in Soil &, Water Conservation

.3 Department of Irrigation, at the^ time of appointment 

appellant was having the qualification of F.A. (Copy of
\

THE Academic Credentials Are annexed).
A'

C:\Uncr5\Faii5ail\Dc3lftOp'\Haynt Mian Sorvico, Appeal [nr Promoli
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Wlljongwith his counsel present.

■ ' '"lit " Mr. Khalid Gohar, 

Mr. Moor Zaman Khattak, District

Arguments hqard and 

>^ecord perused. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file of
,^ervice Appeal bearing No. 6338/2020 titled "Muhammad Abbas

Versus Government of Khyber' Pakhtunkhwa through .Secretary 

Agriculture, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and two others", 

respondents are directed to consider the appellant for promotion 

to the post of Junior Clerk on the basis of -rules-mdttfied vide . 

Notification dated 18.04.2018 as existed prior to am.endments : 

made vide Notification, dated 18.09.2019. The appeal in Hand is ' ' 

disposed of accordingly. Parties* are left to bear their 

File be consigned to the record

\

own costs.

room.
ANNOUNCED
02.02.2022

■

(Rozjdk Rehman) 
MerfiberYJudicial)

I \

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial/
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No.SOCUtyi.D/H-J/AC-ri^fJJ^'—- 
Dated Pesha^yar lha, 2‘>/0i.'2022

O 'A

To
J, The Advocate General,

Kltybcr Pakhiunkhwa, Peshawar.

Sccrctao' w Goan, of Khyber PaWitunkhwa. 
AEriculturc. Livestock & Cooperative Department.>

AllBAS.stDnvirF, appeal NQ-<^338/20jj^T?mAMMAD -—
h

■r - Wts:p' <2o io 
— ®

o
— -. lam directed to refer to Government of Xhyber Pakhtunkhwa Apiculture,

FiSTuvcstock & Dato’ Development Department letter No.SO (LIT)AD/^ 
“^0f2020 -dated f)7-03^2022 on tlte subject noted above and to forward herewith mtnutes of the 

held on 16-03-2022 under the Chairmanship of Scemtary Law Department (which are 

selfexplanaiort ) for perusal and further necessary action, plet^e.

O, :•:c2£5i-.. g <£- t <o§
<tos u.»

l^lls-Yours faitltfully.

I/O
ASSISTAOT law officer (Litj ■Wi

Fndtrr Nn.A Date Even. i
iCopy is forwarded to;

I', PS to Secretary Law Department Khyfaer Pakhtunkhvlta.
2i PA to Law Officer. Law Department.

ASSISTANTIIaW OFFIGERCLit)

t -biis-
}

■i,p



(X)Vt'ItN.MlM Of KtlYBICU fAKHTUNKItWA 
Acuinii/rtiurc, livivstock& courKUAiivic 

DKi'AUIMKNr
Phone-oy 19212464, Fax-OV I -9210033^f(lsl InimctlinU- 

( otM'l Mn<(cr

NO. SO (Ut) AD/3-280/207.0 
Dated Peshawar the April 0“^, 2022

97 ^To £ <5o ^o,
— «The Director General 

Soil 8t Water Conservation 
Khyber PakhtunWiwa, Peshav^ar.

- SERVICE APPEAL NO. 6338 &• VS GOVroNMEt^ OF PAKHTUNKHWA TbROUgH
SECRETARY AGRICULTURE.

directed to refer to the subject noted above and to forward herewith 
a copy of letter No.SO(Lit)LD/8-3/Agri/2(i22/7128-31/WE dated 29.03.2022 received 

from Assistant Law Officer (Lit),
Parliamentary Affairs and Human 
Scrutiny Committee meeting held on 
Lav/, Parliamentary Affairs and Human 
explanatory, for information and
Scrutiny Committee meeting dated 17.08:2021 under intimation to this department.

<£
%

Subjectr 2

3^I am

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Law
Rights Departrrient, along-with minutes of the 
16.03.2022 under the Chairmanship of Secretary 

I Rights Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, whidi is seif 
further necessary action as per decision of the

!

End as above:-

Section Officer ^Litigation)

Fndst. No. & Date EveiL

Copy forv/arded to: .

1. PS to Secretary Agriculture, Khyber PakhtunV hwa, Peshawar.
2. Master File.

>

*>



• •-'C. RIGHTS I^Er\RT>i'K\ rN"'
V

J* r->•
i

■ OF XHi fCRtTm- rOMMlTTFE >n'FT|>^ ,̂
:

(AGENDA ITEM NO. 29)
v> -.

_; -r—.—~ fi>3S«020 itn^ATimiAT^
- r^gaSgCTED .^r.KXTCF APP^\r ***-*>^'<' ^

- ^\-^RVTtiyw
-^ ^RICITTT-Rr

others.

:-r -

Ann Ay ‘^T Op
^ , ________NO. €339/2020 H AY AT KHA.V \ .^ ...■.,
OT KH\'BER P.AIvITTUNTfmVA T^OPGH SECRETaR
JLrVTSTOCK A —-------------------

?r"Tr ■
CQOPerattat. departntf.nt A\rt

-^In iaand-GsSr KhU DD <^*^5 alonpnth
Commit«e about the background oftht 

“or.’HnicrClsris-The.ibs-'iA^airh-m’i’ Apjseals seeking their promotion to the post
.^4tui^t “.02.2022 disposed of the

-- -^ApoeKass for-tfia' crombtion to thf “f directed the respondents to consider the
cat^as 04 ^0!ras^v.V°^ ^ notified vide notificationCoSi?re:S?th"^ made Aide norifiption dated: 1S.09.2019. The

a tn. s Jbjea case^ >0 .ne Aaraimstitmve Department on the folloAving grounds:
CrROUND.ST)ISCr'.SSTOVc.

g ■. -‘V

<2o !> 0

l4il> ■

)5&
<«2 m

i. W"TTts ..crunny Committee perused the record of the cases and the imouened 
d^rnSrihl^' Khyber Pakhtunkhsva Sertice Lbunal £d
d^r'^-er i T m fovouT of the Appellants rather had
dir^ted the f«itondents to consider the Appellants for thch promotion to the
lS04 2018“"rSS notified vide notification dated.-
S 09 ?0 9 ^ c ^ amendments made vide notification dated; 

1S.09...019. The Scrutiny Committee held that the impugned order was nti 
aa% erse to the interest of the Administratiye Department '

-- »

ii.

i

ADMCE:

proBiction of d.= App^itats k li*ofa.u„dsm.ntof4.KhytoPiad,«;^tl.^.

3.

>--■

!

« ‘ * (TAHIR IQBAL KHATTAK) 
SOLICITOR

I•>
1

1'.
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I OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR, SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION MARDAN 
Conserving Soil & Water Resources of Mardan 

District Secretariaf Floor No.2 Room No:6 & 7, Mardan 
Phone & Fax #: 0937-9230705 Email: SoilconsefVationmardari@Qmail.com

/
K

/02/2O22.73NO /DSWC/DATED AT MARDAN, THE^
TO;

The Director’Generai,
Soil & Water Conservation, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

SUBJECT: DECISSION OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR
REGARDING MR. HAYAT KHAN.

MEMORANDUM; -

Enclosed please find herewith an ^application in original 
along with the court decision of Mr. Hayat Khan N/Qasid .of this Office for information & 
further necessary action Please, . 7

7-.

OlRECTORi
SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION, 

MARDAN

• •

Ifli
1

r;
- ■

mailto:SoilconsefVationmardari@Qmail.com


n& ■ ^

t C»F ATTQRTVrpy

No. ___/2022 ■

., VE.^SUS .

fol/ ^ &^LO.G

may buried or heard inch's SretencSr 'in appe^rre^"'' °'''" ="™

,^ge of Its progress until Its final dedaion, °'''KMution.or in any other ■
revision! for execution, revieiv,

:. 3.: "

4 or in any manner Tula,hg S the'slw casr'”” °'

■ 5. TO engage any Other Legal pradte^^

tdte -y?hinh«S'
Apd we hereby agree not to hold"thrAdvocate oHtI subst't

aad case in consequence Of h

. the Advocate remaining unp«"we*shatlbe^ni **’' f'® agreed by me to be paid to
.. case until the same is paid. "" '““‘o "“aw from the prosecution of thrl!d

. In wtaess whereof „e hereunto set our hand to th
• “iPiained to and understood by me, this

. 1..

2.

ese presents the contents of which have b
aay ot 202.. een

'C *

Signature/ thumb impression of the Accused

Attested ahd 
Accepted by:

Shah Faisal Ilyas
. Advocate, ' .
. ^''P''erne Co.urt of Pakistan 

. .. Bc-09-1400 . -
I Cell: 0300-5850207 ;
. . CNIC: 17201-8581525-7

'.• ■


