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- The ChlefSecretary SR SRR S,

Govt. othyberPaldlmnkhwa, R
.‘Peshawar‘ L S

. Subject: - DEPARTMEN’LAL_ ”'APPE’AL . REPRESENTATION
: .- AGAINST THE FINAL SENIORITY:. LIST DATED

.- 31.07.2019 _AND . NOTIFICATIONS: DATED °
30. 03 20;__1_L02 12 2011 & 23.01. 2015 ! ‘

Respected Sir,

o Compendium of facts g;lven rise ‘to” the mstant:"'

Departmental Appeal are as under

. 1. ‘That on - 27 11'2-001 ) -the Department Iesﬁed |

'notxﬁcatlon, Wherem method of recrultment to. the " ;
'.post of Chowk1dar/ NanQasaduptoTehsﬂdar has' B
:.beengwen ST . | o o o,
- 2. Thatthe appe]lant alongmth others after ."thre | .
. adverhsement of the ‘post of NaibTehs:ldar (BPS 14) e
- and bemg quahﬁed and - ﬁt were recommended by.'
' ,.the ‘Public Servme Comm1ss10n to be appomted and )

consequenﬂy the appellant was appomted ‘onc..t

722 01.2009 as such o

'-3;' "-'“That thereafter, the appeﬂant alongthh others was
--"qual:ﬁed fit and ehglble for further promotmn to the .
o post of Tehsildar (BPS 16) on regular gbasm Wlth .
; cntena of 20% by mmal recrwtment -50%. by'-,' e

.:?fj;-' %
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I promotlon on: semonty cum ﬁtness ba51s amongst
Naleehsﬂdarand 30%- by selecuon/ ‘merit amongst:"
Assmtant Semor Scale Stenographer, etc Clause

Y ¢ pertams to the subject’ matter of the appellant.

4. - That on the basis of the aforesaid ‘Rules,"pr.omotioﬁs, e
- 'were made . ime and again ie. -27.11,2001,

© 31.12.2006, 08.03.2008 and 01.09}2008'§_

5. - .. That on 26.12.2008, notlﬁcatlon Was 1ssued Wherem .
- the quota/ ratlo of appellantwas enhanced ﬁ'om 50%-
.to 60%, thus this notlﬁcahon: was ~_pubhshed in the -

. official Gazette on 04.02:2000,

6 ’T}nlat_ amendinenté v;rere, mi:'oduced in the
notification | dated '0.4.02.-20,09,-, wheréem - other -
- categories were. introduced beside ANai}bTe.hsiidar, y o
vide notiﬁeé.tion -daged 30.03.2011, This eﬁendmeﬁt ',
.'affectedA the’ bremoﬁoh and seniority Ao‘ii the new’
* incumbents and the promotion of tb.e appéllla‘.zit Was

_:kept secret.

7. That on 02.12.2011, further ﬁaﬁﬁcaﬁéﬂ of

-amendment - was issued, wherein category of © s

: promonon of appellant was further nnnnmzed by '

* @:\Sultan Hailer Tekiaidors Departmental Appealdocs *




mcludmg .mcumbent of other . | eateéohee Sub~
Reglstrar but the ratlo of the promotxon of the

- Na;bTehsﬂdar was dlstnbuted amongst them e;uaﬂyi'.'-." - |
a_nd 1gnormg the fact of theu‘ respeetwe strength in - |

: Dlstnct

8. That ‘on 26. 04 2013upto 2018 separate semonty i

B hsts of NanTehsﬂdar (BPS-14) were cn'culated by the- : .
o Department time and agam for the purpose that the - P .
cadre of appellant was . altogether separate and |

Y

. _different from the other cadres / categones

9 ’ 'I‘hat on 04.06. 20 13 a:nother not:ﬁcauon was 1ssued-
‘. by the authonty, Wherem mcumbents of the other
) | categones ie. DK DRA HCR and Sub Regasn'ar"..' '
: QBPS- 14 were promoted to the post. of 'I‘ehszldar (BPS- _ - ’
"1‘6)‘ on regg.‘tlar baS1s, f'followed.,_-‘.by-: §ubsequent '
3 -notification dated "1.8‘.06..20-13- of ptotht'i'oﬁ. o.f‘ othex"v o |
‘_-:.‘eategories to the post of Tehsildar".‘ (BPS-IG) . -
10. That notifications da’tee 04.66.20131 aoo'~18.06.201:§ L
" were challenged by the mcumbents of the other -
‘categones before the Hon’ble Semces Tnbunal

) " ,Khyber Paldltlmk.hwa on the ground that except the -

| ”; ,:-NaleehSﬂdar(BPS-M), the mcumbents of the other -

" G:\Sultan Halder Tehshdars Departmental Appcak.docs -




. categories/ cadres were not eligibl‘e for promotion to ©. .

‘the post of Tehs:ldar (BPS- 16) and aftei‘ acceptance' T
- of the appeal by the Hon’ble Semces Tnbunal |
'notiﬁcatmn dated .23.01. 2014was 1ssued by the. .
- authonty wherein orders of promouon Were- :
. ‘withdrawn and they were reverted to then' ong,mal‘.. PR
posmon, meamng thereby that mclusmn of otheri

g categones/ cadres for promohon to the post of

" Tehsﬂdar (BPS-16) was vold-ab—mmo and ﬂlegal

11. That. as the Department was favounng the
'mcumbents of the other categones by any means, so" .
: condmon of educatmnal quahﬁcatmn was deleted _-'-. . .

| 'Just to enable them for promotlon to- the post of .

Ll

Tehsildar  (BPS- 16),

1

vide noh.ﬁcatmn dated

'23.01.2015.

'12. That in pursuance of the‘,.avfoi'e_said,n.'bﬁﬁcatiohg the :
"'d:epartment' again promoted ‘the . ineligible and -

L ﬁnqualjﬁed incumbents of the ot:hefvéategoeies to th'e |
post of Tehsildar, vide notification dated 10.02.2015, © |
Rty 02.2015, 07.07. 2015 08/12.2015, & 16.11. 2017 o

N ' A etc. | ) . | R . -.- | | ', .'- N
’ - : . : . i . . ’ B2 .
) | N :. ' | - : . . _v ‘(d . - 3.' .
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‘That the Department ﬁnahzed Workmg paper forj -

i ,Promohon to - the- post of . Tehsﬂdar from._ .

‘N aleehsﬂdar (BPS 14) and then i m pursuance Qf the .-

' aforesald n:unutes, appe]lant alongwﬂ:h mcumbents

of other categones were promoted to the post of

E Tehsxlda.r (BPS-16) but on actmg charge basis on

14. :

. 06.04.2018.

That on 17 01. 20 19; appe]lant’s service was brought ‘

on regular bas1s as Tehsﬂdar (BPS- 16) -

. 15,

:‘I‘hat the aforeséid illegal ‘acﬁon was- cai‘ried’ out by -

: the authonty to extend extraordmary beneﬁts to an

- -mehg;ble unquahﬁed and unﬁt mcumbents suchv .

: actmns were kept secret from the appe]lant, so he B

submitted apphcatlon- to the Conumssmner RTI to-

: --supply him the aforesald orders and then the sald

'0:\Suftan Halder Tehsddars Departmental Appealdacx -

: orders/ semonty list Were supphed on 03 12 2019.
Jomt seniority list ﬁ:st tn:ne came in the notlce ofthe ~~

| appe]lant. .

- Hence this departmental appeai/representéiﬁon' ;

on the following grounds;

~ .




GROUNDS:" - - - = .

A,

- as Jllegal and v01d~ab-m1t10

- d1sregard of law and rules.

That admlttedly' cadre .of appel]ant,.vis—'a-vis other. .

categorieswas altogether deEerent before bnngmg

amendments in the Rules because one pertams to

administration. ~cadre, and .the ot.he’r‘ tom:r'nstenal _

staff,

mcumbents of other cadres were. neither ehglble nor

quahﬁed nor fit -for promohon to the post of :
Tehsildar, but the authonty n:usused 1ts status by

'glvmg extraordmaxy benefits to the mcumbents of |

other cadres

That the contenﬁon of the sppelléiit was further

- '_ supported by the Judgment of the Hon’ble Semces ,

' promotmn order of the other categones was declared

" e

' quahﬁcaﬂon ﬁ-om the promotlonal post 1s in total

G:\Sultan Haldes Tehaildara Departmental Appeal.docs ", - -

-

That it~ was also an ad:mtted fact thai.; the

[

‘Tnbunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, wherein  the |

. "'I‘hat promotion to the h1gher post/ gra}de requ:res .

- ‘experience and quahﬁcanon .sql by-. deletmg .
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) authority.

T

That on the bas1s of ﬂlegal and un_}usttﬁed beneﬁts .

extended to the mcuxnbents by the authonty, the

_~ semonty pos1t10n of the appellant was. badly aﬂ'ected .

‘by ﬁgunng his name -at‘Sr.No.53,~' mstead of top on
. the seniority. | i |

.
-

That if the other categones were not mcluded to the o

. ‘_ promomonal post of 'I‘ehsﬂdar appellant would have. .

| been promoted much earlier i. e in the year 2013 so

:_h1$ further career was -ruined at the _ha.r.gds..of ;

. 4
&
it

‘That the act of the authority is based on malafide for

:'. ‘ the reason. 'that in -60%‘ pi‘omoﬁoh 'ciuota the

mcumbents of other categones were adJusted and

o thelr own promotton quota vinder the old rules was

not brought to the mstant category

L

. That if at all they were ‘brought in the 'in.stai'lt .

rcategory then of course they ‘would 'come in the :

" bottom of this category. under the mles and theu'

_promotion should be observed-on the -basis of tljleir.

+  strength as earlier described in the old-rules. -

ental Appeat dacx
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I..~ That change m ratlo enhancmg 50% to 60% was. 7

. ‘\';

‘only to the extent of Naleehsﬂdar but addmg the
- other categonesshows malaﬁde on- the part of- the';-

deparﬁ:nent.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that on .
vacceptance of this’ .' departmental appeal/

“representation;

a ‘Appellant’ - may kmdly ‘be -gfénted ' ghj:edate-
promotion from ‘the year 2013W1thall back . -
" benefits. -
) | b 'The, - amended . noﬁﬁcatlons o issxied | on
.30 03. 2011 02. 12 2011 & 23 01§2015 may -
o 4 7
: gracmusly be ‘set amde by restormg notlﬁcation .
 dated 04.02.2000, - |
" Dated: 06.12.2019
| 'D/ I\fﬁWAZ
Gl ..-‘t‘b:"'
o Tehsﬂdar (BPS 16) ;
. i e
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
BOARD OF REVENUE,
s REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.
No. Estt:I/PSB/Appeal/
Peshawar dated the 22 /01/2020.

To
MS: Sultan Haidar, Faqir Husséis, , .
Kifayat Ullah, Mujahid Ali, Zulfigar Khan,
Ahmad Hashmi, Adil Waseem, Wagar Ahmiad
. and Dil Nawaz Khan Tehsildars, * .- -
D. N .

SUBJECT:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL / REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE
FINAL SENIORITY LIST DATED 31.07.2019 AND NOTIFICATION

DATED 30.03.2011, 02.12.2011 & 23.01.2015.

Your Departmental Al;peals bave been examined and diszﬁissed by the Chief
Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (appellate authority). .

No. Estt:/PSB/Appeall_
Copy forwarded to the‘ PS to Senior Member, Board of Revenue for

information please.

Assistant Secretary (Estt:)

B30 . ’ e
n R . . PC-1




BEFORE THE HON’BLE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT
- PESHAWAR

‘'Writ Petition NOZ%ZO

1 ‘Syed ~ Sultan Haicie;‘ Shah, Tehsildar/ Ins‘péctor

' Stamps, Peshawar. -
2. Mujahid Al1, Tehsﬂdar, Peshawar.
-3, - Dil Nawaz Khan, Tehsildar/ Inspector Stamps, Mardan.

4. Kifayat Ullah, Tehsildar Reconciliation, Peshawar.
5. . Faqir Hussain, Settlement Tehsildar, Mansehra.
6. Zulfigar Khan, Tehsildar, Peshawar Development

" Authority, Peshawar. | |
7 Waqar Ahmad, Tehsildar/ ' Inspector Stamps, -
Abbottabad | o
Adil Waseem, Tehsﬂdar, Marda.n

‘Ahmad Hashmi, Tehsildar On Special Duty (TOSD)
...... PE’[‘ITIONERS

VERSUS
1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through' Chief Secretary,
_ Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. | '
- 2. Senior Member Board of Revenue (SMBR) Khyber
, 'P&kh%th‘lkhW&, Opposite MPA Hostel, Peshawar.
3. -‘%ecretary Estabhshment Government of * Khyber
. Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretanat Peshawar '
...... RESPONDENTS

1L ED TOTAY WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199
| D\ i" 'OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC

- Deputy RRgistar - popyRLIC OF P, PAKISTAN, 1973,
04 FEB 2020 :

o

A Pelonss BATAYO futy Frssal flyns ASyASyes) Bustan Huides Welt Priftion (Prozaiam), 2020.400%
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Respeqtfullx Sheweth:

Compendium of facts giving rise to the instant writ

petition are as under:

1. ~ That on 27.11.2001, tﬁe ‘Del:')artment iseued
N notification, Wherein method of recruitment to the

pos’; of 'Chowkidar/ Naib Qasid upto 'I‘ehsildar has

been given. (CopY 6?, THE Nq'rmlcahou' DATED

27.11.2001 IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “A”).

2. ",I‘hat orlliihe basis of the aforesaid Rules, promotions

were made ﬁrrie: and again ie. 27.11.2001,

31.12.2006, 08.03.2008 and 01.09.2008, which

" were the mandate of law. (COPIES OF MINUTES OF
 MEeeTING, WORKING PAPERS oF DPC AND DECISION

THEREON ARE ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “B”).-

. : : _ )
'3." That the petitioners ﬂongwrifh others, after the:
- advertisement of the post of Naib ’i‘ehsildar (BPS-'M)
and bemg qualified and ﬁt were recommended by
the Pubhc Serv1ce Comrmssmn to be appomted and
_consequently. the pennoners was appointed on
22.01.2009 as such, ﬁeder the eﬁeﬁng rulles/ quota

as dlscussed in the earher para (CoPY OF THE PUBLIC

SERVICE COMMISSION ORDER DATED 22 01 2009 is
FILED TODAY

ATTACI-IED AS ANNEXURE “C”).

Depyty Regllst,rar

t:AFaican 1147A\Shab Fajan] iims AA\Syed Suilen Hatder Wris Pesition (Pronndang, 2030.dcex
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o \Faitns BATAYShah Fetsal tvan Adv\Syrd Sultan Naider Wil Petition {Prometion, 2030.doex .

l.Tha,t, -the departmént clafiﬁed further process fbr_..’ |
‘promotion in the départment and as the petitioﬁers |
B alongwith others were qualified, fit and eligible for
further promotion to the post of Te‘h\'sild‘ar (Bi’S~16)

on. regular basis with criteria of 20% by initial
recruitment, 50% by promotion on sénioﬁty cum

fitness basis amongst .Naib Tehsildar‘ and 30% by

) selecnon / ment amongst Assistant, Semor -Scale

Stenographer, etc., Clause “b” pertains to the subject'

matter of the pgtltm_ners_,« but on 2.6.12‘2008, "

notification was issued, wherein the quota/ ratio of

| petitioners was- enhanced from 50% to 60%, thus

this notification was published in the official Gazctte

on 04.02.2009. {COPY OF THE GAZETTE NOTIFICATION

' FOR PROMOTION DATED 04.02.2009 IS ATTACHED AS

ANNEXURE “D”).

Th'at amendments were 'introdu-ced “in  the
nouﬁcatlon dated 04 02.2009, wherein other .
catcgorles ‘were, mtroduccd bemde Naib Tehsildar,
v1de notlﬁcatlon dated 30. 03 2011. This amendrnem
affected the promotion and semonty of the new
incunibents and thé promotion of the petitioﬁers was

kept secret. (COPY OF IMPUGNED NOTIFICATION DA’!‘ED




\

That on 02:12.2011, further notification of

amendment was issued, wherein category of

promotion of petitioners was further minimized by

in'cluding' incumbent of other category of Sub-

Reglstra.r but the ratio of the promonon of the Naib

~Tehsﬂdar was dlstnbuted amongst them equally and

ignoring the 'fact of their respective strength in

District. (COPY OF IMPUGNED NOTIFICATION DATED

. 02.12.2011 18 ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “F”).

That on 26.04.2013 upto 2018, separate Seniori_ty |

lists of Naib Tehsildar (BPS~i4) were circulgited by

‘the Department time and égain‘, for the purpose that

~the cadre of petitioners was altogether separate and

different from the other cadres/ categories, and an

“

 impression was given that the ratio of . observing

. quota for promotion was 60% for Naib Tehsildar/

AL
’ 6.
7'. .
8..
FILED TTy\Y
DeputyR gistrar
o b FEB 02

DiAFaizan DATAShan Pelmd lves A2v\Syrd Sulten $lalder Wrks Petizian {fromotion], 070.dorx

petitioners. (COPY OF THE SENIORITY LIST DATED

26.04.2013 IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “G”).

That on 04.06.2013, ano‘t'her‘notiﬁcation was issued -
by the authonty, wherein incumbents of the other
categones 1e - DK, DRA HCR and Sub Reg1str'ar

Naib Tehsildar BPS-14 were promoted to the post of




T | /O)f‘"

| - Tehsildar (BPS—lG) oﬁ regular basis, followéd by
subsequent . noﬁfi¢§tibn dated 18.06.2013 of

" prqmbtidn of other cateéories and of Naib Tehsﬁdars
to the post of Tehsildar (BPS-16). (cbéms OF
Normmﬁmns DATED 04.06.2013 & 18.06.2013 ARE

'ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “H” & “H/1”).

9. That notifications dated 04.06.2013 and 18.06.2013 |
'were cﬁallénged By the incumbents of the other
categories before | thc‘ Hon'ble _‘Sgr,vi_ces ‘Tfibunal,
| Khyber Pakhﬁmkh‘wa on the ground that '. Naib -
Tehsildar (BPS-14) and the incumbents of thé other
L Qategories/ cadres were not-eligible for bromotion to
the post of ) Tehsiidér_ (BPS-16) on the basis of
educational qﬁaliﬁcation and after ac'cep_ténce of the .
- : -appeal by the Hon’bie Servié'es Tribunal, nétiﬁcatjon |
dated 23.01. 2014 was 1ssued by the authonty,
Wherem orders of promouon were mthdrawn and
they were revertlcd to their original posmon, ‘meaning
'theréby that inclusion of other.catcgories / cadres for
promotion to the post of Téhsildar (V.BP;S-lé) was
FILED TORAY |
Deputy }e)g:tm ymd-ab -initio and 1llegal (COPY OF THE WITHDRAWAL |
{4 FEB 2020 op PROMOTION ORDER DATED 23.01.20 14 IS ATTACHED

AS\ANN'EXURE “I”).

" Pashawar HIgh Court

1:3Falran OATA \Shah rmnwma-ns ulina Ilaldes Wett Prifilon (Promotiany, 2020.dors ¢



10. ;"fhét' as the Departmént wz‘as:. 'faﬁouring' the
-incmnbents_ of the other 'catégoﬁeo and Naib
‘ ATéhsildors no‘g qﬁalified by any'means,.so condition
of " educational qualification \A;és deleted just to -
enable them flolr' pfomotion to the post' of Tehsildar
(BPS-16), vide notification datedQéf.O_l.ZOlS. (Copy
OF - IMPUGNED NdTIFI_CATiON' DATED 23.01._2015 s

ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “J”].

- 11. That 1n puréuanco of the aforesaid notiﬁcation, the
. department agam promoted the mehg1ble and
unquahﬁed mcumbents of the other categones to the

post of Tehsﬂdar., v1de notlﬁcatlon dated 10.02.2015, :
11. 02 2015 07.07. 2015 28 12 2015, & 16.11. 2017

etc.  (COPIES oF THE NOTIFICATIONS DATED |
10.02.2015, 11.02.2015, 07.07.2015, 28.12.2015,

& 16.11.2017 ETC. ARE ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “K").

12. -That the Department ﬁnahzed workmg paper for
promotion to the post of Tehsﬂdar from Nalb‘ .'

' Tehsildar (BPS-14) and: then in pursuance of the

| FILEDITOBAY ,
7" aforesaid minutes, petltloners along\mth mcumbents
Dcpu Registrar

04 FEB 2020 of - other - categoncs and Naib Tehsildars,

- educationally not’ quaiiﬁed, were ,promoted to the

&,

N . 5 : . //?- ‘,;) S““:,—_;:-r--‘ 4y
\F aisan DATA\ShAD Faiat! fhRs Adv\Byvd Sultan Habiber Welt futizion (Promatizm), 2030 doc ,/ -~ N . Peshawar High Court

v
“‘




post of Tehsildar (BPS-16) but on. _écting charge basis
on 06.04.2018. (CoPIES OF THE MINUTES OF DPC AND
. 'NoTxecA'non DATED 06.04.2018 ARE ATTACHED AS

ANNEXURE “L” & “M"” RESPECTIVELY). A
i
. »

13. That on 17.01. 2019 petmoners service was brought
on regular basis as Tehsﬂdar (BPS- 16} (COPY OF
NOTIFICATION OF PETITIONERS AS REGULAR TEHSILDAR

 DATED 17.01.2019 IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “N").

14, That the aforesaid illegal action was carﬁed out by
the authority to extendextraordmery benefits {o an’
ineligible, unqualiﬁed and unfit incumbents, sﬁch
actions were kept secret from the petitibners SO he '
subrmtted apphcatlon to the Comnnssxoner RTI to
supply them the aforesaid orders and then the said
orders/ semonty list were supphed on 03.12.2019,
and jOlnt seniority 11st, for the first txme came m the
‘notice of the petitioners. (COPY OF THE LETTER UNDER

| RTI, DPC WORKING PAPERS/ MINUTES AND SENIORITY

LIST ARE ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE “O”)

mﬁDﬁgﬁw That the said illegal notifications and seniority were

,T)eputy. egismfchallenged in .the departmental éppeal by the

, 2020
Qb FEB ) petltxoners v1de different dlary numbers ‘i.e. 10975

© Us\Fripan DATA\Shal: Frisal iias Adv\Byed Sulin Hatdes Welt Praition (Premetion], 7070,




Ca o eT

‘ : .etcT on 09.12.2019 etc., 'WhiCh was filed by thé'Chicf
Secretary vsnthout aSSIgnmg any reason (COPIES OF
THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AND IMPUGNED ORDER. :

DATED 22.01.2020 ARE ATTACHED AS _ANNEXURE “pr &

“P/ 1" RESPECTIVELY).

16{1\ That feeling aggfiéved “from the éct of OIﬁcié.l
_fespondents“ and having no other efficacious/
alternative remedy,' except the High CourT as per -
reported judgment, . Taetitioners approach this
Honourable Coi.-u‘t',:. inter alia;. on the following
| grounds {copy of the repbxted judgment PLJ 1994

SC Page 74 is attached as annexure “Q”);

GROUNDS:

A.  That admittédly cadre of i)étiﬁoncrs vis-a-vis. othé,’f
categories was altOgéther : diff_erent before bringing;
amendmentg in the Rulés, becausé one pertéins to

. ‘administration cadre and the other to 'miﬁistgrial |
-‘st(aff, thus mixing the same speak volumes of
Tnalaﬁde on. » the pért' of official respondents/
» department.} . | - | |
FILED AY . . - ’ :
IID That' the act of the official respondents is in the

Dcputy gistrar
O‘iFEB 2020 v1olat10n of Article 25 of the Constltutxon of Islamic

C—TEF,}J%

. - f‘*!—a\ Courg
‘ PGB 2
- {¥AFelzar DATA{SNAR Falsal Tlyas AdvySyed Bultan Haldes Wit Petition {Prometon), 2030.doex ﬁ{’ x)}
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low

‘Republic of Pakistan, 1973, in which it is held that’
“All persons should be treated equally accordance
with law”. " |
- That the act of the official respbndents violated the
Article 4 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of

Pakistan, 1973, Whichl orders that “All persons

exercising the authority must do only in accordance

1

with law”.

That as per verdict of the Apex Supreme Court of

Pakistan, whfen some relief is given to any ciass, the
same shall also be extended to'other class, who hévgt

even fot litigated for because it is the demand of law

. and good governance.

FILED TODAY

* Deputy Registrar
04 FEB 2020

That it was also an admitted fact that the
incumbents of other cadres Qere neither eligible, nor
qualiﬁedl, ‘nqr fit for promotion to the post. of
Tehsiidaf, but the authority misdsed "it; 'status by -
gwmg ext’raordiﬁa:y .beneﬁts i:o .th.e incumbentg of

other cadres.

That the contention of the i)etitioners was further

supported by the judgment of the Hon’ble Services




FILED TOWAY
| Deputy Rdgistrar
Q.%FEQ-,{!IZB '

DM adimn G,

B

_promotion order of the other catcgories‘was ‘declared

as illegal and void-ab-initio.
That promotion to the higher post/grade requires
experience and  qualification, s0 -‘by deleting
qualification from the  promotional post is in -total
disregard of law and rules.

That on the basis of illegal and unjustified benefits

: extended‘ to the incumbents: by tl_ie éuthoritfy, the

seniority position of the petitioners were badly

‘affected by figuring their names at bottom, instead of

" top on the seniority.

- That if the other categdries and - Naib Tehsildars

(educationally not qualified) v?efe not included to the

‘promotional post of Tehsildar, petitioners would'.

have been prornoted much earher i.e. in the yedr
20 13 80 his further career was ruined at the hands

of official respondents..

That the act of the authority is based on malafide for

the reason that in 60% promotion quota ‘the

‘incumbents of other categories were adjusted and

their own promotion quota under the old rules was

" not brought to the instant ¢ tegory.

5! Talsal iy

Av\Byrd Suitas Haldrr thtt Priitien {Prmnotien), 2020.decx
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K. .'I;hatl if at all theyv were broﬁght in ﬂle instant
vcategory ‘then' of .cours-é they “would come in the
bottom of this catégorjr under the - rules and their
px‘,oz'notion should be oEservedon the Albaasis of their

strength as earlier described in the old ruics.

L. ‘I‘h,af changé in ratio‘enhancihg SO% to 60% was
oniy to the éxtént’oleaib Tehsildar, but adding the
other categories ‘sho,ws malafide on thc part of th<,

. dé})arﬁenf. |
M. ‘Th.at 1':hei petitioners are not treated equally and in
'accordance Wlth law and emstmg rules and.depri_ved

 them _ﬁ"omv extended relief.

'N. That this Hoh’blé Court has got ample jﬁrisdictiori to
entertain and dispvosed of the instant Writ Petition
au:corciinp;r tol the faéts and circgmstancgs\of the ‘céée
in hand, because similar placed case titled “Fazal

| Subhaﬁ 'vs. Federation étc.” is ,e-ntertained by this
- Honourable Court -and niany other cases v’;er.é

disposed of too.

‘0. That right of fair treatment with the petitioners are

- viplated and discriminatory treatment ‘given. in Fr}g./
matter. - FILEDJfODAY §‘

PGD'J!Y egistrar
. Modresam.

. }
. -
= IVFaisan DATAShah Fatsal flyes AdviRyed Sultan Haiber Wit Prities (Prommwiion), foer B i R .
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* P. That any othér.gtquind‘or‘reasons if not mentioned -
‘at the' time of hearing will be argued with the

permission of this Hon'ble Court. .

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on
‘acceptance of this writ petition and exercising of
extraordinary .co_nstitutibnai jurisdiction, this

Honourable Court may graciously be pleased to;

a. Direct the official respondents to grant antedate
promotion to the petitionef's from the year 20 13

* with all back benefits;

N .
i

b. ?he ~amended “notifications _issﬁed on
' 30.03.2011, 02,12.2011 & 23.01.2015 and the
action 'ta}lkén therz_eon. may | graciously be rset
'asiide' by restoring ndtificatidn ‘dafeci

© 04.02.2009.
c.' Any oth‘e__r writ/ direction/ order deemed

/ proper/; appreciate and just may also be

| ordered/ issued/ given. melT;@DAY

D.\Tadsam DATAY SNk Peisd [fras AGViSyed Sultan laldes Wit Prattioey (Prommetion), 2620.dec




- INTERIM RELIEF:
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e

By way of intérim relief, the official respondents -

. :may please be restrained from making further

| prombtions m the joiflt cadre, till ﬁnal disposal of the E

writ petition.

' Through

Dated: 03.02.2020 -

FILED DAY
| ﬁgpu Registrar

04 FEB 0B

© 1 VWaloas DATAVShRS Peinal lyns AMviSved Silinn Haider Weit Porltion (Prowslioed, 2008068

Petitioners

Shah Faisal Ilyas
Advocate, : :
- High Court, Peshawar,

JiorosETRERY

ExatnE? war
Q-ﬁﬁh '(‘:n:wurl.‘!;"?‘:,h; P
e ué&%’:ﬂ-{s\;r Crertn? ATH

mnant
Autnarisar, e

e TIATY

92 FEB 2012
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16.02.2022.

- A PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR.
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Date of Order Ordér or other proceedings with Signature of Judge
_or Proceeding e
1 2
W.P No. 1372-P of 2020 with L.R.

| petition filed under Article-199 of the Constitution of Islamic

- 1104.02.2009.

| seek their antedated promotion whereas, promotion whether it
- . on
| is antedated or proforma, fall in the terms and conditions of

.| their service hence, the controversy involved in the case falls

Present: - 'Mr. Sheh Faisal Ilyas, advocate for
petitioners.

Mr. Arshad Ahmad, AAG for
- respondents. - o

Cokkx

g

ROQH-UL-AMIN KHAN, J.- Through the instant writ

Republic of Pakistan, 1973, the .petitioners seek issuanéc of
diréctioﬁs to respondents fo grant ante(i_atgd\ prorhotion -to |
-them from thé year 2013 -with all back benefits. They further |-
seek.setting aside of ,ar'ne_nded notifications dated 30.03.2011,

02.12.2011 & 23.01.2015 and restoration of natification dated

2.. . . Admittedly, the petitioners are civil servants who

within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Service Tribunal under
Article 212 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of

Pakistan, 1973.

o

3. ' Réshzltantly, the instant petition being ﬁot'

P g M
A/"‘j
—
e

™




\ .

i maintainable stands dismissed. However, the petitioners
would be at liberty to approach the proper forum for redressal
of their grievance, if so desire.

Announced:
. 16.02.2022. .
= L]
SENIOR PUISKE JUDGE
: - -0
«BRT ' e
\ FIED 30 BE TRyE car |
_ EXaming
‘ . ‘ ’?.3%::,’:;2:32‘%?,?»“,‘,%,
: ROLNR S hahnrad S0 8.7
9_ (d. (/l 4 . . . WWelne o o ‘m E
s-',f--w" 7""5""‘?--~.7,§1,3. A ."‘ﬁ--‘:u". N . s 2 2 FEB 2022 ' i
(25{[ o Presentution of "\jl’llﬁfih’i{!n./ ey W ) - i
:'a;{p i’ ey :/ ,_/' B L S Ll |
Fupving fee. 7 5/ R ‘ :
I é;}/,
AL T L LT et
B of Preparation off
Uil ob Udiv gy uf egp
Vit _
Zia* D.B* Hon ‘ble Mr. Justice Rooh-ul-Amin Khan, Senior Puisne Judge T
, ~ Hon'ble Mr. Justice Muhammad fjaz Khan, J. ‘ )




' % Writ Pelition No. 1372-P/2020. -
) _' Syed Sultan Haider & olhcrs....................'......: ...... — - :"""“Z"";"": ..... I’ctltlonen
| VERSUS '? '
- Senior Mémber Board of Revenue and OtRETS oo, . —. . . ..Rcspoudent
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS. S o N
. 1. The petitioners have got n'o cause of action. |

2. The Petitioners have not come to the court thh clcan hands

The instant pctmon is barred by law.

.
(9%}

4. That this Honorable Court lacks Jurlsdlcuon in presence of Article 212 of the Constuuuou of the
Islumic Republic of Pakistan 1973. :

PARAWISE COMMENTS OF RESPONDENT NO. 1L,2&3 ARE AS UNDER

—

i’el lains to record

, .
2. Pertains lo record. . ’
3. Correct that the petmoners were appomted as Nmb Tehs:ldar through Pubhc Service Cornrmss;on
an.22.01 2009 (Annexure-A).
4. Invorrect. Appointment of the petstmners was 1ssued on 02, 0 2009 whlle ru.les nouhed on *

26.12.2008, therefore, these rules arc applicable an petmoncrs (Anne\ure-B) BLSlde the right of
the petitioners has never been violated.

5. - lncomect. The right of the petitioners was not. affected as the ratio of plomouon de. 30% \\as
enhanced to 60% by including other cadres i.e. District Kanungos & D:stn ict Revenut. Accountants
qle, the petitioners have been promoted as Tehsildar on their own tom and then promoted as PMS
BS -17 {Annexure-C). : '

6. Incomect. As stated above, 60% quota has been kept rescrved for promotion of Naib Tehsildar,
District Kanungo, District Revenue Accountant and Sub Registrar 10 the post of Tehsildar on the
hasis of joint seniority list on their own turn. Right of petitioners for promotion has not been -

———

" objection over the joint seniority list befote any forum.

7. Incorrect. As stated in Para-6 above the peuuoners have never objected the semonty list from
2013 10 2018. :

8. Correct that District Kanungo, District Revenue Accountant, Sub Regnslrar and Naib Tehsildars
were promoted to the: post of Tehsildar on thelr awn turn accordmg to lhclr Jjoint semomy list -
strictly in accordance with rules. . '

o, Incomect. The promotion - order daled 04. 06 2013 (Anne:\urc-D) was wuhdrawn hy thc
Department vide order dated 23.01.2014 (Annexure-E) on the basis of existence of the provision
of Graduittion which was lateron deleted in Service Rules on 23.01.2015 (Annexure-F) and the
Tehsildars who were reverted on 23.01.2014 .again promoted as Tchsildars an their own turn on

affected.

Sevice Apped |1
at

), f r
R ‘ 5L I PES SN
N BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT P,ES'HAWAI:{.» AT .

affected. The petitioners have never challeniged notification dated 02.12.2011 nor submitted any N

T

10.02.2015 (Annemxre-G) The right of promotwn of the pcntloners this time too have never heen -

g

e v s s s =
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. 10.  Incorrect. Right of promotion of the petitioners have never been dxsturbed Bes:de, the pcuuoners

werc appointed as Naib Tehsildar on 02.02.2009 and they became cllgtble for promotion as
Tchsildar after 2014 as the prescribed length of service for promotion of Naib Tehsildar to the
post of Tehsildar was five years Beside, promotion always be made on availability of posts ds well
as fulfillment of other conditions as required under. the rules

IER Jncorrect Promotions of ofﬁclals mentioned in nohﬁcalxou dated 10 02 2015, 11.02.2015,
07.07.20)5, 28.12.2015 and 16.11.2017 were strictly made in accordance with Jaw/rules through
proper Departmental Promotion Commnltee Cbaired by the appomlmg authonty ie Semor
Member, Board of Revenue. . .

12, Incorrect. The petitioners alongwxlh other eligible ofﬁclals were appomted as Tehszldar on ACB
on 06.04.2018 as at that time there were no clear and regu!ar vacancies available,

13.  Correct, the petitioners were promoted as “Tehsildar on regular basis accordmg to joint seniority
hst of District Kanungo, District Revenue ‘Accountant, Sub Regzslrar and Naib Tchsddar on -
availability of clear and regular vacancies. . ; b

14.  Incorrect. No extra ordinary benefits were emended to any other ofﬁcnals Ali the promohons have e
been made strictly in accordance with law/rules. - . ]

'15.  Incorrect their Departmental Appcals were exammcd and filed by the Cpmpctcm Aulhonty
" (Annexure-H).

.16.  Nocomments.

. GROUNDS. -

A Incomect. All the cadres i.c District Kanungo, District Revenue Accountant, Sub Reglsirar and
Naib Tehsildar having one the same pay. scale and are transferable with each others are equally
_ cltgnblc for promotion as Tehsnldars on their own turn under their respective shares . - '

B.. Incarrect. The petitioners have been treated in accordance with law/rules. No violation of Article

25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Paklstan has been committed.
1

C. Incorrect No violation of Article 4 of the Constitution of ]slamlc Republlc of Pakistan has been
committed. : ' : ’

D.  Incorrect. Neither the petitioners annexed Judgment of the Apex Supreme Court of Paklstan nor
s applncablc in the instant case.

‘ E.  ASexplained in para-14 of thefaéts. L

F. _ Incorrect. As in Para-9 of the facts.
e
G.  Incorrect. Promotions are always made strncily in accordance wuh law and rules after [‘ulﬁlmem
* ol the criteria required therein.. : . . ’

M. Incorrect. The seniority of the petitioners has never been affected as the jaint seniority list has
been maintained from tlie date of appointment/promotion (o that posts The nghts of the-petttnoners :
have never been affected.

L. Incorrect. As the petitioners were apboinled as Naib Tehsildar in the year §069 theté.fore' at that

time they had not completed the prescribed 5 years semce as requlred under the rulcs and wcrc
-nol eligible for promotlcn as Tchsildar. L o T

I Incorrect, The quola of the pchtloncrs was enhanced from 50% 10 60% by mc!udmg the cadre of
District Kanungo and Duslnct Revenue Accoumant which has not affected the nght of promonon
of the petilioners, C ‘ ' T

”»

K. lncorreci. No one have'favdrqd any-cadre by/iolating the nHELE ;’ RAY

Sevier Azpest, P ’ ' . ‘ o ' ’ Dcp




: . Depu distrar : : Coa

L. Incorrect. As in'para 6 and 9 of the facts. . )) 7 - s @ s
\@ M. Incorect. Al] the cadres i.e Naib Tehsildar, District Kanungo, District Revenue Accountant and
© Suw Reglstrars having equal pay scale are equally entxtlealfor promotion as Tehsﬂdar on their |
furn. : .
N.  Incorrect. The petitioners, have been dealt with Iaw. The case of Fazal Subhan versus Federation "
elc; is not applxcab]e in the instant case. - -
0.  Incorrect. No dlscnmmanon have been done with lhe peutloners
P.  The respondem will also submit adchuonal grounds at ‘the’ nme of argumcnts‘ ‘ ’
Q. Pcuuon of .lhe petitioners is not maintainable. as promotlon always bc made vﬁh immcdlatc
. effect, and nouf' cation-dated 30.03.201 l 02.12.2011 and 23.01.2015 have been lssued stnctly in
accordancg with law/rules. - . .
R.  There is no need of Interim Relief as the petitioners have already beczi j:)rdmb._ted as PMS BS-17. ' '
’ * Keeping in view the above, the ;;Writ Petition having no legal grounds may be’ dismissed with
costs. ' S '
, /‘_

Secr Establishment,
Respondeni No. 3 -
Senior Member, Baard of Revenue i

Respondent No. 2/

14 MAR 2021 P R

Sesvice Appeal, Bt pC
9
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o \ BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR } @

Wit Petition No. 1372-P/2020

Syed Sultan Haider.......cciuvummsmnssinrsens s evereneens reurerrsessseseres . Petitioner
- VERSUS
(}ovefnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary & _others ...... Respondcnts B

1, Wy, Tlikhar Ahmad Superintendent (Lit-l) Board of Revenue, KPK, dc_x.«'herc_:by"
solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the -accompanying Para-wise
Comments submitted on behalf of Respondent No. 1 to 3 ‘are true and correct to the best of my

knowlcclgé and belief and that nothing has conqeaicd from this Honorable Court.

- DEPONENT
C.N.L.C.NO.[7301- 1332025 3 ,,/'
- Jdentified by - . . o M 6L .
q...:.-j-—""-'v'—.'f‘ .
Advocate General | C F;o l?,b k5 -r .......... " . '
Khybc.r Pakbtunkhwa. Certified ihat the above wis varified "y!’ﬁt'nw

%/. S aff‘rmat 4’5‘0 rr%;i} Afirmn .1,..‘ ,

da’ o' YT ".‘“"'" -l Sessesen
[t
who was ud; ‘f R ﬁfy .

Who is pernamu;. R T

v, Covas . ; '

vl AT R

o ('.'o r
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NOTIFICATION '

NO.SOE.H(ED)Z(19212020:

folléwing ‘l‘ehsil'dars (B5-16) to the post of Provincial Management Service (BS-17), on‘f'egtilar ' S '

bafis with immediate effect:-

i

@

« GOVERNMENT GF KHYBER P

ESTABLISHMENT DEPA RTMENT

) Dated Peshawar thé‘July 02,2020
l ~. W . . ’\._ .
i ' TN
The Competent Authority, on .thq.;ecomﬁmcndzition; ‘of the

. Provincial Selection Board in its meeting held on 09.06‘2020; is

- >

KH'I'“ONKHWA Do,

__!pleased' to promote. the

S.No.

NAME OF OFFICERS

PRESENT POSTING

OL._ | Mr. Hidayatullah.

Additional Assistanit Commissioner-11 (OPS), Banna |

02. | Mr. Abdur Rehman Shah

Awaiting for posting in Establishment Department.

03. { Syed Mir Laig Shaly

Tehsildar, Board of Revenie,

04.  ['Mr. Muhammad Junaid

Additional  Assistant Commissioner-I1I - (OPS),

.. : Bannu . . . . .
05. | Mr. Shah Behram Additional  Assistang .. Commissioner-1f (OPS),
Daraban, D.1.Khan, ‘

06. | Mr. Faiz Ahmad Qureshi

-Additional Assistant Commissioncril

OPS§), Chitral

v 07, | Mr. Abdul Mugsit

Additional Assistant Commissioner (Razar) (ops),
Swabi, _ -

Mr. lehan Said

Additional

Assistant Commissioner-I ~(OPS),
Charsadda S o :

Mr. Sahib Zada

Lend Acquisition Collector (6['8)‘ SNGPL on
deputation basis,

Mr. Zahid Kamal

Tehsildar, Board of Revenue, -

Mr, Habib Ahmad Jan

Asstt to Commissioner (Pol/Dev:) '(OPS), Malakand
Division.- . ' ) T

I2, Mr. Muhammad Yar

o

/

1 (OPS) Bwat,

Additional Assistant. Commissioner-VII (Mana),

13. . } Syed Suiltan Haider Shah

Additional Assistant Commissioner-i (OPS), -Lakki.
Marwat ' :

14. | Mr. Aftab Ahmad

Additional Assistant Commissioner (OPS], Jampud.

15, { Mr. Dil Nawaz Khan

Additional  Assistant
{OPS) Charsadda.

Commissioner, Shabgadr

16. | Mr, Fadir Hussain

Additional , Assistant
Charsadds

Commissioner-iil (OPS),

17. | Mr. Zulfiqar Khan

Additional Assistant Commissioner {Rev) (OPS),
Bannu, :

18. | Mir. Waqar Almad

Additional Assistant

Cominissioner {OPS), Kolai
Palias, : - .

X
REK S

Contd....Page-2




“their promotion against their already occupxed phsts. i-Iowevcr, postmg / Lransfer notifi canon in

PN oL A

v,
M
,

[l ‘m A - .: ;f
- * “ B
¢ : : ..
- [ : ! O ' o
-2- ‘
2. . The Oft' icers on ptomouon shall remain on probatson for a period of one year

extcndable for another year, in terms of Section-6 (2) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ClVl] Servants

. W
Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989 ‘ ! .

i

~

_ Acl. {973 ‘read with Rule-15 (1) of Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appomtment, L

3. . The ofﬁccr m::nlioncd at S.No. 1, 04' to 08 and 11 to 18 are-allowed to actualize -

respect of officers mcnnoned at S.No. 02, 03, 89 & 10 will be issued Iatcr on. Co-

“ , ' - C. 7,:“5 )
: : 'CHIEF SECRE’I‘ARY ot
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

ENDST: NO: & DATE EVEN

~ Acopy is forwarded to the:-

1. Principal Secretary to Governor. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa , @ /g“n)k{{\?/l

Principal Secretary to Chief Minister; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa ‘ @ (‘q
" All Concerned Commissioners. o ) ) £

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. '
- All Concerned Deputy Commissioners,

All concerned. District Accounts Officers, . -

Deputy Director (1. T),. Admmlstrauon Department wnth request to upioad the

Notification on official website,

8.0 (Secret) /8.0 (Admn)/E.O, E&A Department

PS to Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, '

PS to Secretary, Establishment Department

Officers concerned. . : - K o ’\
Office order file. - s .

@~ e

[

Personal files of the officers concerned, xS

bl =

g);HBAZ KHATTAK)
ON OFFRCER (E-II)
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

BEFORE THE WORTHY SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

Service Appeal #

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

/2022

L NawaZ Fhorr

I, {the petitioner), do hereby appoint

" YERSUS

P offiers

r. Shah Faisal llyas Advocate Supreme_Court of

Pakistan, in the above mentioned case to do or any of the following acts deeds and things.

1." To act and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any other Court in which the same
may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review or execution or in ‘any other
stage of its progress until its final decision. )

2. To sign, verify and present pleadings, appeals, .cross objections, petitions for execution, review,

- revision, withdrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits or other documents as shall be
deemed necessary or advisable for the prosecution of said case in al its stages. ‘

3. To withdraw or compromise in the said case or submit to arbitration any difference or dispute

+ that shall arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.
4. To receive money and grant receipts therefore and to do all other acts and things which may be
. necessary to be done for the progréss and the course of the prosecution of the said case.

5. To engage any other Legal practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authorities .
hereby conferred in the Advocate whenever he may think fit it do so. ©. _

And I hereby agree to ratify whatever the Advocate or his substitute shall do in the promises,
And I hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or its substitute responsible for the result of the
said case in consequence of his absence from the court when the said case is called up for

hearing,

" And I hereby that in the évent of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me to be paid t6-the
Advocate remaining unpaid. We shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said
- case until the same is paid. . . _
In witness whereof [ hereunto set my hand to these presents the contents of which have been

- expiained to and understood by me, this 16" day of March, 2022,

Attested and
- ACCEPTED BY: .

2R
Shalyf Fajsal Ilyas -
Advocate,

Supreme Court of Pakistan

)
&
DY

L

A

re/ thumpAmpression of the party
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
C.M No. /2022 | .
N .
S.A No. /2022
Dil f\‘awcg Khan ... e oori.. Appellant
Pt W & W \““\"’“‘5 ’ Versus o
QM’W\»M Govt. of KPK&o’rhers...Q........................; ...... Respondents
gy S e
| .APPLICATION FOR DELETION OF THE NAMES
~ OF THE PRIVATE RESPONDENTS AND
UL o DEPOSIT OF PROCESS FEE TO THE EXTENT OF -
- h—“"d““ THE OFFICIAL RESPONDENTS ONLY |

Respectfully Sheweth:

| It is most humbly submits as under:

. That the above fitied "Service Appeal is pending
adjudication before this Hon'ble Tribunal and. is fixed
for 23.06.2022.

2.  That the case is provisionally odhitted 'cnd it was
directed to submit process fee for the respondents

vide order sheet dated 22.04.2022.

3. That the private Respondem‘s are proforrho in no’r\uré '
and there is no legal'impediment to delete the sc:me

from the panel of respondem‘s




It is therefore most humbly prayed that the
private 'respéndénis No.4 to 86 may very graciously be
deleted from ’rhe'ponel of réspondents and appeliant |

- be allowed to deposit process fee only to the extent

of official respondents.

Shah Faisal llyas
Advocate

“Dated 25/04/2022 Supreme Court of Pakistan

AFFIDAVIT

It s stated on oath that the contents of the
Application are frue and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed




