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-~ FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ' ‘
Execution Petition No. 24/2022 -
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings o . o : c

1 2. 3

1 10.01.2022 The execution petition of Mr. Muhamjmad Munir Khan
submitted today by Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may be
entered in the rele\'.fant‘regis'ter and put up to the Court for proper
order please. o

REGISTRAR :
2- -
This execution petition be put up before S.'Bench at Peshawar
on !!lgilé '=> :
‘ CH A o
11.02.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribunal is. defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to
04.04.2022 for the same as before.
' Réader
04.04.2022 None present for the petitioner.

Notices be issued to the pétitionér/learned counsel

as well as respondents for the date fixed. To come up for

implementation report on 16.05.2022 before the S.B.
Original file be also requisitioned.




203
.16.05.2022 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. ’
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. Advocate General for the
respondents present.

Implementation report not submitted. Learned AAG
requested for time to submit implementation report. Request
accepted. To come up for implementation report on
21.07.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Membetr(E)




©21.07.2022

sty
wEsd

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali
Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Murtaza Khan,

Superintendent for the respondents present.

02. Representative of the respondent department produced
Notiﬁcation bearing Endst: No. 6129-37/Service Appeal/Afzal Shah
SST/Distric} Mohmand dated 20.07.2022 whereby the petitioner has been
promoted to the post of SST (BS-16) w.e.f. 28.10.2014 instead of
11.10.2017, subject to the outcome of CPLA. As such,Service Tribunal
judgement delivered in service appeal No. 656/2018 on 14.07.2021

stands implemented. Consign.

03.  Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under my

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 21* of July, 20

=

(Mian Muhamimad)
Member (E) ..

-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Execution petition No ZLIF 2022
In

Service appeal No 656/2018

CENTRAL  DISTRICT AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATION DEPARTMENT ............... PETITIONER.

VERSES

1) THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL
SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR. | N

2) THE ‘SECRTERY EDUCATION, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

' 3) THE DIRECTOR EDUCATION NEWLY MERGED DISTRICTS

WARSAK ROAD, PESHAWAR. |

4) DISTRICT ~ EDUCATION  OFFICER  AURAKZAIL , AT
HUNGU......... e, s RESPONDENTS.

'EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF _THIS HON’ABLE TRIBUNAL IN
- APPEAL NO 656/2018 DECIDED ON 14/07/2021.

Respectfully Sheweth!
1) That the above mentioned appeal was dec:lded by this Hon able
Trlbunal vide _]udgment dated 14/07/2021. (Copy of the |

Judgment dated 14/07/2021 is annexed as annexure- “A”)
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~ 2) That the petitioner after getting of the attested. copy of the

same judgni_ént approached the respondents several time for

the implementation of the above mention judgment. However
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they are using delaying tactics and reluctant to implefnent the

judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal.

3) That the respondents are legally ‘and morally bound to obey
the order of this Hon’able Tribunal and to implement judgment
of this Hon’able Tribunal. But they are reluctant to implement

the same.

4) That the respoﬁdent No-03 has issued a letter NO0-4258-4300

dated 30/09/2021 to respondent No-04 for promotlon of SST
to the post of SS/HM where apphcatlons/ documents along
with ‘ACR for SS/HM promotlo_n have been requested to be
submitted of entire SST period along With eebarate documents
file of those male SSTs who are due for promotion to ‘BPS-i.7V
and having eppointing ﬁp to 31/11/2015 laccording te
updated/revised seniority list of SST who are working under
jurisdiction of respo_ndents office within one month (Copy of

the letter No-4258-4300 is annexed as annexure-B).

- 5) That the petitioner has no other option but to file the instant

petition for implementation of judgment of this Hon’able
Tribunal because if the judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal is
not implemented on time the petitioner may not be included in

the seniority list asked for promotion to the pest of SS/ HM,

hence will suffer irrecoverable loss.
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.6) That there is nothing which may prevent this Hon’able

(O

Tribunal from implementation of its own judgment.

It is therefore requested that on acceptance of this
petition the respohdents may kindly be directed to
implement the judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal

’

dated 14/07/2021.

INTERIM RELIEF;

- The petitioner further pray that in the meanwhile the
respondents be restrained from promotion of SST through
letter NO 4258 4300 dated 30/09/2021 to the post of SS/HM E
till the 1mplementatlon of Judgment dated 14.07. 2021 and
_respondents may also be restramed from any adverse actlon
against petitioner till the d_eclslon of this petition.

M e
| PETITIONER
THROUGH
ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT PESHAWAR.
DATED:05.01.2022 |
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
Exe:éution petition No 2022
In

Service appeal No. 656/2018

MUHAMMAD MUNIR KHAN
VERSUS

THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL
SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

AFFIDAVITE:

I, MUHAMMAD MUNIR KHAN SST (BPS-16) R/O G.P.S ZOR CHAPAR

TEHSIL CENTRAL DISTRICT AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, do hereby affirm and = =~
declare on oath that all contents of this petition are true and correct

to the best of my knowledge and believe and nothing has been
concealed from this Hon’able Tribunal.

Deponent™ .

CNIC: 21601-6727078-5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE IRIBUNAL"
SR PESHAWAR P R
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. A - 55,-\.54 ;\-“/.,
. Service Appeal No. 55‘6 '/.20‘]-8”' L ovies MZS_ ’
‘- ‘ - | Da*m—l"l’@b“‘l"&
| Muhommod Muneer  khan S/o Khan Badshah, *R/o_
Vlllgge Chcper Mashh Tehsn Cen’rrol Orokzcm Agency §
- Appellcmt |
VERSUS
1. The Chlef Secretary, Khyber Pokh’runkhwa C|V|I.
Secre’rorlo’r Peshawar -
2 Addmonol Chief Secre’fory FATA FATA Secre’rorloﬁ .‘
~ Warsak Road, Peshawar
3. The Secre‘rory Educo’non Khyber Pckh’runkhwg |
Peshawar '
4, The' Director Education FATA, FATA Secretariat,
Wgrsok Road, Peshdwcr- B
5. Agency Educghon Officer Orclkzcu Agency
y - ...........................,....Respondenis'

‘APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER .
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTIFICATION
NO.54 DATED 13.10.2017 WHEREBY THE

 PROMOTION ORDER OF THE APPELLANT

” 10 SST WERE ANNOUNCED BUT WHICH
1671 Syas pue FROM 31.102014 AS PER
| PROMOTION ORDER NO.3493-3562/SST
PROMOTION/ - ESTABLISHED ~ DATED
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ORDER | | | o j
‘ . /tm
. 14.07.2021 © . Mr. Hrdayat Ullah Khattak Advocate for the appellan '/bresent Mr"/ ‘

i
I

Muhammad Rsaz Ahmed Palndakhed Assrstant Advocate General for the

.respondents p,rese_nt. Arguments heard and record peru_sed. \

Vi’devour detailed j'udlgment‘ of 'toclay} eeparately‘placed on ﬁlef'in B
Servrce Appeal No. 1266/2018 titled “Afzal Shah Versus Government of
' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary .
Educatlon Secretariat building Peshawar and elght others”, the mstant.
appeal is accepted and the appellant is held entltled for promotron'from
the date, the first ba.tch“of‘.th_ei\r other colleagues at provincial' level were
| _promoted in the year 2014 withv ‘all.conseqdential beneﬁts.'Parties are left

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

* ANNOUNCED
14.07.2021

(SALAH-UD-DIN) ~ (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) |
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) - MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

(4/17/

Date of Presentation of AN slication.

.Ntm ey of Yo . %Z? .
NS {O - e i e
Cogs e : . L RS Ty, T
Toial. ____/@//—- . ‘ . e 2l e e .T_Tm o
}i,:u er L et o (
5///1/1. o

92(& of Geliv ery o Cupy




Service Appeal No. 1266/2018

Date of Institution ... 09.10.2018
Date of Decision - ...  14.07.2021

* Afzal Shah SST (BIO/CHEM BPS-16) Government High School Sandu Khel

Mohmand Agency Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Educaltron Department.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Government o'f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary " Elementary and
Secondary Education Secretarrat building Peshawar and eight others.

|
i
-
, : . (Respondents)
MR: HIDAYAT ULLAH KHATTAK &
MR. ABDUR REHMAN: MOHMAND o , C
Advocates » o ... . For Appellants
' MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEIL |
Assistant Advocate General . ..  ForRespondents
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - .. - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR ATIQ- UR—REHMAN WAZIR —_— .. MEMBER ({EXECUTIVE)
'JUDGMENT

. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- This judgment shall dispose of
the instant Service Appeal as well as the fo!lowing'c,onnected Service Appeals. as

common question of law and facts are involved therein. .

1) Service Appeal bearing No. 1267/2018 titled “Abi Haya't Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary: Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretariat burldmg Peshawar and others




© 2) Service Appeai bearlng No 1268/2018 titiled “Shams Ur -Rahman Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
| Secondary Education Secretarrat burldrng Peshawar and others”.
3) Service Appeal bearrng No. 1269/2018 titled “Karim Khan Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elerrfre_nta_ry and Secondary Education |
Secretanat burldmg Peshawar and others | |
4) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 1270/2018 tltrled “Abdul Hakim Versus Govemment of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Eiementary and Secondary Educatlon

Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secr‘eta.riat building Peshawar ‘and others”. |

6) Service Appeal ‘bearing No. 1272/2018,titiled' "Mohammad Idress Versus

Second'ary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

7) Servrce Appeal bearrng No: 1273/2018 tltled A Mansoor Ahmad Khan Versus

Government  of- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and .

Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar‘and-others .
8) Service Appeal lb,ear.ing No. 1'.274/'2018 titiled ™ Khial Zada Versus Government of
_ Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary E}ementary and Secondary Education
Secretanat buuldmg Peshawar and others”.. |
" 9) Servrce Appea! bearing No. 1275/2018 titled “eram ud Din Versus Government
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Eiementary and Secondary Eciucatron

* Secretariat building Peshawar and others

10) Service Appeal bearing No 1276/2018 tltled “Sher Mohammad Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through_ Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

5) Service Appeal bearing No_. 1271/2018 titiled “Stana Gul Versus Government of

~of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 'through Secretary Elementary and ~
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- 11) Servrce Appeal bear;ng No. 1277/2018 trtled “Rahmat Sard Versus Government of
| - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatlon
Secretarlat burldlng Peshawar and others |
i 12) Servrce Appeal beanng No. 1278/2018 titled “Javrd Akhter Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat bulldlng Peshawar and others .
13) Service Aplp,eal bearing No. 127_9/2018 titled “*Munawar Khan Versus Government
. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary'Elemehtary and Secondary Education
Secretariat burldrng Peshawar and others |
14) Service Appeal bearmg No. 1280/2018 titiled “Sald Alam Shah Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through ‘Secretary Elementary and '
Secondary Educati'on Secretariat buildrng Peshawar and others”.

15) Service Appeal bearing No. 1281/2018 tltled “Lateef Ullah Versus Government of

, akhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretanat bunldmg Peshawar and others”.

16) Service Appeal bearmg No. 1282/2018 t:tled “Mst. Khalida Saﬁ Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through- Secretary Elementary and -

Secondary Education Secretarrat bundrng Peshawar and others

17) Service Appeal bearing No. 1283/2018 titiled “Zar Gul Government of Khyber -

Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education Secretariat

bunldlng Peshawar and others”.

18) Servrce Appeal bearmg No. 1284/2018 tltled “Imtlaz Gul Versus Government of

- Khyber Pakhtun.khwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretariat burldmg Peshawar and others”.

19) Khaista Sher Versus Chlef Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CIVII Secretariat,

Peshawar and others .
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) | 20) Service Appeai bearing No 327/2019 titled “Abdul Hamid Versus Chief Secretary, _

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C|V|I Secretariat, Peshawar and others
21)‘ Service Appeal bearing " No. 651/-2018 tltled “Sabeel Hassan Versus Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Clwi Secretarzat Peshawar and others”.

22) Serwce Appea\ bearlng No. 652/2018 tutted “Anwar Ali Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarlat, Peshawar and others”.
23) Service Alb‘peat bearing No. 653/2018 titled “Javecl Hassan Versus Chief
‘ Secretary,"Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Ciyil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
24) Ser-vice appeal" bearing No. 654/2018 .ititled “Luqman Hakéem Versus_Chief_
Secretary, Khyber Pak.htunkhwa,,'(':iyit Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

25) Service Appeal_} ring No. 655/2018 titled “Aziz-ur-Rehman Versus Chief

"y, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others

" 26) Service Appeal bearing No. _656/2018 tltled “Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus

Chjef‘ Secre_tary,_ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
27) Service Appea'l" bearing No. 65.7-/2018_.titled ‘;Mst. ‘Shah Be_gum Versus_Chief“
4_Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunk,hwa, C'rvi.l Secretariat, Peshawar- _and others”.
28) Service Appeal bearihg No. .658/2018 titled “Mun'ir Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarlat ‘Peshawar and others”.
29) Service Appeal bearmg No 659/2018 titled “Mst. Fahmeeda Begum Versus Chief’
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
©30) Ser\'/ice Appeal bearing No. 6'60,/20,'18 titled “Muhammad. Baz Versus Chief
| Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil SeCretariat, Peshawar and others”. |
~31) Service -Appe'al beari_rrg Ne. 661/2018 titled ‘“Hanif Jan Versus Chier Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civit Secretariat Peshawar and others"
32) Service Appeal bearmg No. 662/2018 titled “Sher Afzal Versus Chlef Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ClVI| Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,




| 33) Service Appeal bearing No 663/_2018'tit|ed Mst. Dil Taj Begum Versus Chief

' Secretary, KhyberPakhtunkhwa Ciyil Secretariat Peshawar a.nd others". |

A - 34) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 664/2018 trtled “Raees Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarrat Peshawar and others |

35) Service Appeal bearing No. 665/2018 titled “Syed Hijab Hussain Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

36) Servrce Appeal bearing No 666/2018 trtled “Eid Muhammad Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Crvrl Secretarlat Peshawar and others ‘ |
37) Service Appeal bearmg No 667/2018 tiled “Fazal Hakeem Versus Chref'
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Crvrl Secretanat Peshawar and others”.

38) Servrce Appeal-bearing No. 668/2018 tlttled “Syed Zamir Hussain ‘Versus Chref

etary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarrat Peshawar and others
U 39) Service Appeal bearmg No. 669/2018 trtled "Janat Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
| | Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ClVIl Secretariat, Peshawar and others
40) Service Appeal bearlng No. 670/201.8 titled “Ayan All Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,. Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
.:41) Service-Appeal bearing No. .671/2’018 titled f‘SohaiI Khan Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CivilSecretariat, Peshawar and o‘t;hers".'

0,2.‘.- , Brlef facts of the case are that the appellants are primarily aggrieved by'
~ inaction- of the respondents to the effect that promotlons of. the appellants were"
delayed for no good reason, which adversely affect_ed their seniority .posrtlons as well‘
. assustained financial Ioss; The appellant, Mr. Afzal Shah and 18 others Were.serving
under Agency Education Ofﬂcer', Mohmand AQency (Now District Mohrnand) and the
appellant Mr Khaista ‘Sher and 22 others were serving uhder Agency Education
Ofﬂcer, Orakzar Agency (Now Drstrrct Orakzar) AIl the appellants were promoted to
‘the post of Secondary School Teachers (SST) (BPS- 16) vide order dated 11-10- 2017

WhICh as per stance of the appellants were, requrred to be .to,be promoted in 2014

..Q%




Feeling aggrieved the appellants prefe-rred respective departmentai appeals against |
the impugned order dated 11-10- 2017 which were-not responded to, and hence the
| appellants ﬁled service appeals in thlS Tnbunal wrth prayers that promotions of the
|

-appellants may be consrdered from 24-07- 2014 or the date when other employees

serving in settled districts were promoted- along with all back benefits.
03.  Written reply/comments were submitted by the respondents.

04. Learned*counsel for the appellant Mr. Afzal Shah and 18 others has
contended that the appellants have not been treated in accordance with law and
their nghts secured under law- and constitution have been violated; that the

respondents delayed promotions of the appellants for no good reason, which .

ected their senrorrty positions and made them Junror to those, who were
,'promoted: at settl.ed distri_ct level in 2014; that the delay occurred due to lethargic
attitude of respondents,- otherwise the appellants vyere equally fit for promotion like
their counterparts 'working in settled districﬁ' tha.t the appellants w.ere discriminated
' which is highly deplorable, being unlawful and contrary to the norms of natural
justice; that mactron on part of the respondents have adverseiy affected fi nanCial
rights. of the appellants as protected by the Colnstitution. He further added that the
appellant be treated at par like other emiployees of districts who were promoted in

. 2014 in. pursuance of notification dated 24-07- 2014 and shall equally be dealt with in

accordance with Iaw and rules

-

- 05. - Learned'cou'nsel for the appellant_ Mr. Khaista Sher'and 22 others mainly
relied on the arguments of the l'earn'ed counsel'for the appellant Mr. Afzal Shah and
18 others with further arg.undents_ that‘departm,ental appeais. of the appellants were
not considered and the app,ella-nt's w‘ere condemned unheard; that as per constitution |

" every citizen is to be treated equally,.while'the appellants h_ave not been treated in

accordance with law, which need interference. .




06‘. | : Learned Assistant Adv.ocate- Ge'neral aplpeared on -behalf of respondents
. has conte.nded that as per Para-VI of promotion policy, promotions are always made
with immediate effect and not with retrospective effect; that promotion is neither a
vested right nor it can be claimed with a 'retrospectiVe effect. Reliance was placed on

2005 SCMR 1?42 Learned Assistant Advocate Genera,l argued that promotions of the

appellants were made in accordance wrth law and rule and no discrimination was
’ o made. He further argued that some of the appellants submltted successive appeals,
‘ N whrch is violation of Rule 3(2) of Appeal Rules, 1986. Learned ASSIStant Advocate

General prayed that appeals of the appellants being devord of merit may be

dlsmlssed.x

07. =~ We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

: record_. :

08. A perusal of record would reveal that ail the appellants were employees of
- the provincial government who were deputed to serve in Ex—FATA under the control
'of_Directortof Education ,EfoATA, ‘whereas thel_r other colleagues .worklng in settled
districtsvver‘e working under .the'control of Director of Education at provinclal level.
The provmcral Government VIdes Notification dated 24- 07 2014 had issued criteria for
» promotlon of teachers to-next grades, Wthh was equally appllcable to provincial as
well as employees workmg in EX-FATA To this effect the provrnc:al directorate of |
Elementary & Secondary Educatlon KP vide letter dated 07 08 2014 had asked the ‘
* Directorate of Educatlon Ex-FATA to fill in the vacant posts of SST in Ex-FATA by

‘promotion of in- servrce teachers under the exrstsng service- rules. The said letter

lingered in the Dlrectorate of ’Ex-FATA for almost. seven months, which ﬁnally was
conveyed to aIlAgency : Education Ofl'cers vide letter dat'ed 09-03-2015 wlth
directions to submrt category wrse lists of candrdates for promotron against the post
o Tpg SST Agency Educatron Officers took another two years and seven months, while
) | | submrttmg such mformatlon to the dlrectorate of Ex-FATA and fi nally the appellants




)

o were promoted vrde order dated 11-10-2017. On the other hand, the office of the

District Educatlon Ofﬁcer in the settled drstnct took timely steps and the promotions
were made p035|ble in the same year i.e. 2014, Placed on record is a Notlﬁcatlon
dated 01-11- 2014 issued by DiStl’lCt Education Off' cer Charsada whereby promotions

had been made in pursuance of the Notification dated 24-07- 2014 in the same year,

whereas promotnons in Ex-FATA were made in 2017 with delay of more than three

years. Placed on record is another Notification dated 14-03-2017 issued by

Directdrate of Education Ex-FATA p'romoting Certified Teachers (CT) (BPS-15) to the

post of . Semor CcT (BPS 16) w.e.f 20-02- 2013 negatrng thelr own stance that

promotrons are always made with |mmed|ate effect, Slmllarly placed teachers was

extended the benef t of thelr promotlon wsth retrospective effect, however the

" respondents are denylng ‘the same to. the appellants for the reasons best known to

them. The matenal available on the record would suggest that the appeilants were

09.

10.

The appellants are prlmarlly aggrleved by the inaction of the respondents

to the effect that aII the appellants were otherW|se fit for promotion to the post of

.SST, but their promotions .were delayed due to sla.ckness of the directorate of
: education', which adyersely affected their seniority po~si'tionias well as suffered
financially due to intentional delay in.-their'pr‘omotions. The .respondents also did not

object to the point of thei'r'ﬁ.tness for further promotion at that particular time.

We have observed that seniority of the appellants as well as their other
counterparts work'mg at Districts level had been maintained at Agency/District level

before their' promotion to the'p‘ost of SST, whereas upon promotion to the post of

: SST the semorlty is maintained at provmaal level and the appellants who were

promoted in 2017 in comparlson to - those, who were promoted in 2014 would

defi nltely find place in the bottom of the semorlty list maintained at provincial level

s
Trrfh dlm future prospects of thelr further promotlons, as well as they were kept

-7
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. deprived of the fi nancial benefi ts accrued to them after promotion for no fault of
them, hence they were dlscnmmated 1t was noted wuth condern that the only reason
for thelr delayed promotion was slackness on part of directorate of educatlon Ex-

FATA and its subordlnate ofﬁces at Agency level, which had delayed their promotions

for more than-three \/ears for no fa_ult of th‘e appellants.

11. In view of the foregoing discussion; the instant appeals are accepted and

all the ‘appellants are held entitled- for bfomotion from the date, the first batch of
their other colleagues at provincial level were promoted in the year 2014 with all

consequential benefits. Parties are left to beaf 'their'own‘costs. File be consigned to

record ?opm. ,
ANNOUNCED -
14.07.2021

. (SALAH-UD-DIN)

' (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) -

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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=g ¥ DIRECTORATE oF ELEMENTARY AN SECONDARY Efucarion. ;
QO [ / 'zHVBEREAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR '~
SN e " No.428%w_ 2o " Tk

| ‘dated3°/°illz_021 L
| AuDismctEducaﬁonomcer-”25-, Lo R o
- Deputy Directors DCTEPITE/NMD (Male); .
- Elementary ang Secondary Education Dep"artment,
KhyberPakhtunkhwa.. Lo L
Subject ©  sUBMISSION OF APPLICAT]

- BS/HM PROMOTION
Memo:- . .

lam
_Complete ACRs/PERs files of entire S8

each given be!ow)_of those Male SSTs who areidue for Prometion to B.17 and having appointed
upto 31/11/2015 according {o updated/revisedl!seniority of SST, who &re working under your
Iurisdiction to this office within one month positj o : . :

ONDOCUMENTS ALONGWITH AcR FOR -

vely..

‘ il be ‘eonsisting of; S

st appoiniment order, Regular Appointment SST, Service
\ Noninvolvement_certiﬁcate’(d'uly comﬁtersigned by DEQ), Last five year resuits, Pay
stip, Synapsis (11 Copies) (SST Period), A certificate’ /Degree with DMCs (Duj)ﬂAttested by
authorized guzzated ofﬁcer),’Domfcire. ’ R : ¢ -

. : e oD
. -  ACRS/PERs file will be consisting of: - - .
ACRs/PERs of entire SST Period dufy Countersign by Reporting Officer/Countersjar:
of his in chair

Period, Nonfnvolvement Certificates,’ Service Cértiﬁcate, Service History,‘Synopsis

(one cepy), Promotion/regufarization Order of ggT period, and Al Transfer orders during the
period of S3T, ' ey . s

General Instructions; . I b, T
Combination for Promotion tg Subject Speciafist Lo
a S8 (Bio & Zoo!ogy) inB.S¢ + Botony in i Sc.OR Botor'uy'in B, A
b. SS Hist -Civics is history | litical scierice i MA OR Polifiaf sclence ip ST
BA + History in Ma OR Master degree in istory + political ‘science . :
* Those that not have the above com ination'are inpt eligible for sg (Biology) & s3
(H/Civics) post, - o TEN T T s

1. Candidate having master . iriore thanh one siibjéct are ditected to apply for each subject ,
Separately in the same mannérhentioned above fo'risub'mission of décuments only.
's having third division jn Master arg ot eligible, . i

Furthermore |
been retired; died, selected
departmen may aiso.clearly.be indicate

e

stated that those who are not willing for Promotion written on st
annexed, ‘ . LT

Note; Byh - 2 e,
DEOs gre directed t i 3 neg S through focq) Person -
alongwith coving letter iy consolidate format accordingly, . .. ¢ : o :

. As istan; irector (ACR :
: Directorate of Ele:'mentary and Sécongsa, -
- . : - Education KhybenPakhtunkhwé Peshawar

Endst: No, : ' f U S

[

- z

Lo
i b L
fssistant'ﬁii‘éd@CR

Directorate of Elementary ang Sécondary '
ucation Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
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DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY &
SECONDARY EDUCATION KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA .

NOTIFICATION

In compliance with the Judgment of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
_Services Tribunal, Peshawar, Dated 14-07-2021, rendered :in Service Appeal
No. 656/2018 and Execution Petition No. 24/2022, entitled, “Muhammad Munir
Khan SST GPS Chapar District Orakzai Versus Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Department and Others, Muhammad Munir Khan SST GPS Chapar District
Orakzai, already promoted to the post of SST (BS-16) vude Notification No.
15451-99, Dated 11-10-2017, is hereby allowed to be effective with the date
from "28-10-2014" instead of “11-10-2017", subject to the outcomes of CPLA filed
before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

“Director,
Elementary and Secondary Education
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Endst: No 6/90/ 5?_ /Service Appeal/Afzal Shah SST/Digtrict yohmand.
Dated Peshawar the 9~0 d 2022
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:-
1. Registrar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal, Peshawar
2. District Education Officer (M) Orakzai.
3. ADlstnct Accounts Officer Orakzai. ,
4. Prmcnpal/Headmaster concerned. '
5
6
7

. SST concerned.
. Assistant Director (thlgatlon) Local Directorate.

. PS to Secretary, Elementary & Secondary Educatis
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshayas

8. PA to Director, Elementary and Secondary EW
9. Master Flle

; 9@?’

ol entary & Secondary Educatlon
Khyber. Pakhttinkhwa ‘




