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21.07.2022 ‘ Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr: Asif Masood Ali
Shah, Deputy District Attbmey alongwith Mr. : Murtaza Khan,

!
Superintendent for the respondents present. !

02. Representative . of the respondent depai‘tment produced
Notificationn bearing Endst: No. '6182-90/Slervice Aiapeai/Afzal Shah
SST/District Mohmand dated 20..07.2022 whereby the }%etitioner has beep
'-promoted to fhe post of SST (BS-16) w.e.f. 28.16.2014 instead of
11.10.2017, subject to the outcome of CPLA. As suclj, Service Tribunal
judgément delivered in service appeal No. 657/201|l8 on 14.07.2021

stands implemented. Consign.

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

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 21% of July, 2052

(Mian l;\/[uhammad)
Member (E)
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16.05.2022 Learned “counsel - for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. Advocate !General for the

. i g
respondents present. :

!
Implementation report not submitteid. Learned AAG
- requested for time to submit implementatioh report. Request

accepted. To come -up for implement.;lation report on

21.07.2022 before S.B.

Y

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Execution Petition No. 25/2022
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings : ' o ‘ :
1 2 - T 3
1 10.01.2022 The execution petition of Mst. Shah Begum submitted today by .
Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court féy proper order piease.
- REGTS ;
7. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at Peshawar

onHIQIQngL .

CHAIRMAN

11.02.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

04.04.2022 for the sam'é as be:fore.

Readef‘

04.04.2022 None present for the petitioner.

Notices be issued to the petitioner/learnéd 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. Q

Chairman
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Execution petition No 25 2022
In
Service appeal No. 657/2018

MST. SHAH BEGUM R/O PALOSI TEHSIL LOWER DISTRICT AURAKZAI
SST (BPS-16) GGMS CHAPPAR MISHTI DISTRICT AURAKZAI
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

....................................................................... PETITIONER.
VERSES

1) THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL
SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR,

2) THE SECRTERY EDUCATION, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

3) THE DIRECTOR EDUCATION NEWLY MERGED DISTRICTS
WARSAK ROAD, PESHAWAR.

4) DISTRICT ~ EDUCATION  OFFICER  AURAKZAI AT
HUNGU. ...l RESPONDENTS.

EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF THIS HON’ABLE TRIBUNAL IN
APPEAL NO. 657/2018 DECIDED ON 14/07/2021.

Respectfully Sheweth!
1). That the above mentioned appeal was decided by this Hon’able
Tribunal vide judgment dated 14/07/2021. (Copy of the

judgment dated 14/07/2021 is annexed as annexure-“A”).

2) That the petitioner after getting of the attested copy of the

same judgment appréached 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 implement the

judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal.

3) That the respondents are legally and morally bound to bbey

the order of this Hon’able Tribunal and to implement judgment
of this Hon’able Tribunal. But they are reluctant to impleme_:nt

the same.

4) That the respondent No-03 has issued a letter NO-4258-4300

dated 30/09/2021 to »responderit No-04 for promotioh of SST
to the post of SS/ HM where applications/ documeﬁts alorig
with ACR for SS/HM promotion have been requested to be .-

submitted of entire SST period along with separate documents

file of those male SSTs who are due for promotion to BPS-17

and having appointing up to 31/11/2015 according to
updated /revised seniority list of SST who are working under
jurisdiction of respondents ofﬁvce' within one month'(Copy of

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

S5) 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 senibrity-list asked for promotion to the post of SS/HM,

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

Tribunal from implementation of its own judgment.

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

dated 14/07/2021.

INTERIM RELIEF:

The petitioher further pi'ay that in _the meanwhile the

respondents be restrained from promotion of SST thrbugh
letter NO-4258-4300 dated 30/09/2021 to the'post of SS/I:IM
till the implementation of Judgment dated 14.07.2021 ‘and

respondents may also be restrained from any adverse action

‘against petitioner till the decision of this petition.

PETITIONER

THROUGH
ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND

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

PESHAWAR
Execution petition No 2022

In

~ Service appeal'No. 657/2018

Mst. SHAH BEGUM
VERSUS
THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL

SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

AFFIDAVITE:

I, MST. SHAH BEGUM R/O PALOSI TEHSIL LOWER DISTRICT AURAKZAI
SST (BPS-16) GGMS CHAPPAR MISHTI 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
beheve and nothmg has been concealed from this Hon’able

(S poh

Deponent.

CNIC: 14301-1885140-0




| .Servnce Appeol No. é Z /2018

Mst. Shoh Begum D/o Qudro’r Ah R/o anoge Polos1 Tehsnl
Lower Orokzou Agency. T B e Appellant

1. The Chief secretary, Khyber pakhtunkhwa, C
. Secretariat, Peshowor ~ o

2. Addmonal Chief Secre’rory FATA.,' FATA “Secr.e’rd'rio‘r,
: Warsak Road, Peshawar . - .

3. The secretoryf-‘EduCoﬁoh, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
_,Peshawcr' o o

4 The Director Educc’non FATA, FATA Secrefariat,
Wgrsc1k Road, Peshowcr |

5. Agency Educahon Ofﬁcer Orakzol Agency
. . | T Responderﬂs

; APPEAL u/s 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTlFlCATION
'NO.54 DATED 13.10.2017 WHEREBY THE
E‘\Suqy ~ PROMOTION ORDER OF THE APPELLANT

 rrrra—y TO SST WERE ANNOUNCED ‘BUT WHICH -
el (B WAS DUE FROM 31102014 AS PER

PROMOTION / ESTABLISHED DATED -




Mr Hrdayat Ullah Khattak Advocate for the appeliant: present\/Mr

AR

Muhammad Rlaz Ahmed Pamdakherl A551stant Advocate General for the=

N
respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused, ‘. R
: Ny iy \\.;\‘/: y

£ . R L. . . ‘\___

g o o Vlde our detarled Judgment of today, separately placed on file, in
l | | ".Servsce Appeal No 1266/2018 titled “Afzal Shah Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary_
‘-Educatlon Secretanat burldnng Peshawar and elght others" the rnstant

‘,‘appeal is accepted and the appellant is held entltled for promotlon from "
the date, the ﬁrst:. batch of thelr other colleagues at pr_ovmcral level were
promoted in the.year ZOiél with allconsequ.e'ntial benefits. Parties are left

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

ANNOUNCED |

14072021 o
" (SALAH-UD-DIN) - © " (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) S MEMBER (EXECUT[VE)

Date of Preseviatinn l‘ my TN /L’///Q/’.)"
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Service Appeal No. 1266/2018

Date of Institution ...

Date of Decision

14.07.2021

09.10.2018

Afzal Shah SST (BIO/CHEM BPS -16) Govemment High School Sandu Khel
‘Mohmand Agency Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Educatlon Department.

VERSUS

(Appellant)

Government -of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Education Secretanat building Peshawar and eight others.

(Respondents)

MR: HIDAYAT ULLAH KHATTAK &
MR. ABDUR REHMAN MOHMAND -
Advocates

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEIL
Assistant Advocate General

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MR, ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

JUDGMENT
ATI‘

. the mstant Servrce Appeal as well as the following connected ‘Service Appeals as -

'For Appellants

For Respondents

' MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

N

—UR-REHMAN_WAZIR MEMBER‘E”:- ThlS )udgment shall dispose of

common questlon of law and facts are mvolved thereln

N 1) Service Appeal bearsng No 1267/2018 titled “Ab| Hayat Versus Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary "Education

Secretarlat building Peshawar and others




.7 2) Sevice Appeal bearing No. 1268/2018 ticied “Shams Ur -Rahman Versus

- Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Education Secretarrat bundmg Peshawar and others :

3) Servrce Appeal bearing No 1269/2018 trtled “Karlm Khan Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary E\ementary and Secondary Education -
Secretariat burldrng Peshawar and others

4) Service Appeal bearing No. 1270/2018 titiled “Abdul Hakim Versus Government of
Khyber P.akhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretarrat burldlng Peshawar and others”. |

5) Service Appeal bearmg No 1271/2018 trtned “Stana Gu! Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretarrat burldlng Peshawar and others

6) Servrce Appeal ‘bearing No. 1272/2018 trtrled “Mohammad Idress Versus

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

. Secon-dary Educatr,on Secretarrat burldrng .Peshaw‘a,r and others” .

7  Service Apoeal' b'ear'rng No; 1273/2018 -titled.“_ Mansoor Ahmad Khan Versus.
Governme'nt of Khyber Pakhtunk_hwa ~ through | Secretary Elementary arid
Secondary Edu,catioh Secretar‘rat ‘b.uild_i'ng Peshawar and_l others”. ..

8) Service Appeal bearing No. 1274/2018 ttiled ® Khial z_ada Versus Government of

-_Khyber Pakht,un_khwa through Secretary Elementary arrd Secondary Education_
_Secre,ta'riat building Peshawar and others”. o |
9) “Seryice Appeal bearing No. 127S/2018 t.i.tled .“Niza‘m-ud-Din Versus Government
. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary ahd Secondary Educat'ron
Secretariat building Peshawar and others”, |

.10) Service Appeal bearing No 1276/2018 tit!ed “Sher Mo._hamrhad Government of

Khyber _Pakhtuhkhwa through Set:retary Eleme’ntary ahd-Secondary' Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others".




“11) Service Appeal beanng No. 1277/2018 trtled “Rahmat Said Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others”. ,
- 12)-Service Appeal bearmg No. 1278/2018 trtled “Javid Akhter Versus Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thr’ough Secretary Elementary _and Secondary Education

Secretarlat bulldlng Peshawar and others”.

13) Service Appeal bearing No 1279/2018 tltled “Munawar Khan Versus Government
- of KhyberTPakhtunkhwa thro‘ugh S_ecretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretanat building Peshawar and others”.

14) Service Appeal beanng No. 1280/2018 titiled “Said Alam Shah Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

Secondary Educatnon Secretarrat building Peshawar and others”.

15) Service Appeat be rrng No. 1281/2018 titled “Lateef Ullah Versus Government of

Secretanat burldrng Peshawar and others

16) Service Appeal bearmg No. 1282/2018 tltled “Mst Khallda Safi Versus
Government- of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary -and
Secondary Educatron Secretarrat burldlng Peshawar and others”. |

17) Servnce Appeal bearing No 1283/2018 tltlled “Zar Gul Government of Khyber_"
Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education Secretanat'
bunldmg Peshawar and others”. | '

18) Service Appeat bearing: No. 1284/2018 titled .“Imtiaz Gdl Versus Government of
| Khyber .Pakhtunkhwa_'through S,ecret_ary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building-Peshawar and others”. -‘

1_9) Khaista Sher Versus Chief -Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat,

Peshawar and others”.
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20) Service Appeat beanng No. 327/2019 'titled “Abdul Hamid_'versus Chief Secretary‘,
‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, P_eshawar and others"».' -
21y Service Appeal bearing —‘-No. 651/2018 titleo"‘SabeeI Hassan Versus Chief
| Secretary, Khybe‘r Pakhtunkhwa,,CiviI'Secr'.etari.at,-Peshawar ,an'd others”.
22) Service Appea\ bearing No 652/2018 titled “Anwar Ali Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others
23) Servrce Appeai bearing No. 653/2018 titled “Javed Hassan Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretanat Peshawar and others
24) Service appeal bearing No. 654/2018 tltled “Luqman Hakeem Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Crvrl Secretaruat Peshawar and others

25) Servrce Appeal rlng No. 655/2018 titled “Azrz—ur-Rehman Versus Chief

Z Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others
U 26) Serv;ce Appeal ‘bearing No 656/2018 tltled “Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus
Chlef Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Clvn Secretariat, Peshawar and others
27) Service Appeal bearlng No. 657/2018‘t|tled “Mst. Shah Begum Vers,u.s Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C|V|I Secretariat, Peshawar and others”. |
- 28) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 658/2018 titled “Mumr Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Ctvrl Secretarlat Peshawar and others”.

29) Serwce Appeai beanng No 659/2018 tltled “Mst, Fahmeeda Begum Versus Chlef

{

! |

’ : ‘ Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C:vrl Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

‘ 30) Servrce Appeal bearmg No. 660/2018 titled “Muhammad Baz Versus Ch:ef

i Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others”.

| B 31) Service Appeal bearing Nol. 661/2018 titled “Hanif Jan Versus. Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civit Secretari_at, .Peshawar and' others”. |

32) Service -Appeal'bearing No. 662/2018 titled “Sher Afzal Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber PakhtunkhWa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and -others”.
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33) Service Appeal bearing No. 663/2018 titled Mst. Dil Taj Begum Versus Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others”.

- 34) Servrce Appeal beanng No. 664/2018 titled “Raees Khan Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Crvxl Secretanat Peshawar and others
35) Service Appeal bearing No 665/2018 titled “Syed Hijab Hussain Versus Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others”.

.'36) Service Appeal bearmg No. 666/2018 titled “Eid Muhammad Versus Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretanat Peshawar and others”.
37) Service Appeal bearlng No 667/2018 t|tled “Fazal Hakeem Versus Chlef
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others

38) Servrce Appe _anng No. 668/2018 tittled “Syed Zamlr ‘Hussain Versus Chief

ary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretanat Peshawar and others

-39) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 669/2018 tltled ”Janat Khan Versus Chief Sec_retary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others

40) Servxce Appeal bearmg No. 670/2018 titled “Ayan Ah Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
41) Service-Appeal bearing No. 6?1/2018-titled “Sohail Khan Versus Chief Secretary,

" Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others’-’.

02. | Bnef facts of the case are that the appellants are primarily aggrieved by -

mactnon of the respondents to the eﬁ’ect that promotlons of the appellants were

delayed for no good reason, Wthh adversely affected their senlorlty positions as well

. as sustained ﬁnanqal loss. The appellant, Mr. Afzal Shah and 18 others were serving

under Agency Education Ofﬁcer,'Mohmand Agency (Now District l\/lohmand) and the
appellant Mr. Khaista .Sher and._22 o'thersi were serving under Agency Education
Ofﬁcer, Orakzai Agency (Now District Orakzai). All the appellants were promoted to |
‘the post of Secondary School Teachers (SST) (BPS—16) vide order dated 11 10-2017,

Wthh as per stance of the appellants were. required to be to be promoted in 2014.
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Feeli'ng aggrieved the appellants preferrecl- respective departmental appeals against
the |mpugned order dated 11-10- 2017, which were not responded to, and hence the
appellants filed service appeals in this Trlbunal with prayers that promotlons of the
appellants may be considered from 24-07-2014 or the date when other employees

serving in settl'ed districts were promoted along with all back benefits.
03.. Written reply/cornments were submitted by the respondents.

04, Learnedi counsel for the'appellant Mr. Afzal Shah and 18 others has
contended that .the appellants have not 'be_en treated in accordance with law ‘and

their rights secured.u-nder law and constitution have been violated; that the

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

|y affécted their seniority positions and made them junior to those, who were

“promoted at settled distri'ct level‘ in 2014' that the delay occurred due to lethargic
attitude of respondents otherw;se the appellants were equally fit for promotlon like
~ their counterparts working in settled dlstncts that the appellants were discriminated
which is hrghly deplorable, bemg unlawful and contrary to the norms of natural
]ustrce that mactron on part of the respondents have adversely affected financial
rights of the appellants as protected by the Constltutlon He further added that the

appellant be treated at par Ilke other employees of d|str|cts who were promoted in

2014 in pursuance of notification dated 24-07-201‘4 and shall equally be dealt with in.

" accordance with law and rules.

05. Learned counsel for the appellant' Mr. Khaista Sher and 22 -others mainly

relied on the arguments of the learned counsel for the appellant Mr, Afzal Shah and
18 others with further arguments that departmental appeals of the appellants were
not consndered and the appellants were condemned unheard; that as per constrtutlon '

A

every citizen is to be treated equally, wh:le the appellants have not been treated in

accordance with law, whlch need mterference
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... 06 - Learned Assistant Advocate General appeared on behalf of respondents
| '~ has contended that as per lDara-VI of prgmotion policy, promotions are. always made
-with immediate effect and nzot with retrospective effect' thalt promotion is neither a
vested right nor- lt can be claimed with a retrospective effect Reliance was placed on .
2005 SCMR 1742 Learned Assrstant Advocate General argued that promotions of the
appellants were\made in accordance with law and rule and no discrimination was
made. He further argued that some’ of the appellants submrtted successive appeals

which is vrolatlon of Rule 3(2) of Appeal Rules, 1986. Learned Assrstant Advocate

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

dismissed._

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

record.

08. A perusal of record would reveal that all'the appellants were employees of
the provincial government, who were deputed to serye in Ex-FATA under the control
of Director of: Edu’cation Ex-FATA, whereas their other colleagues working in settled
dis’cricts'were working under the control of Directo,r o,f.l:‘.d'ucation at provincial level.
'The provincial Government vides.l\lotiﬁcadon dated 24-07-2014 had issded criteria for
' promotlon of teachers to next grades, which was equally applicable to provincial as
well as employees working in Ex-FATA. To this effect the provrncral directorate of
y Elementary & Secondary Education KP vrde letter dated 07-08-2014 had asked the
Directorate of Education ExQFATA to fill in the vacant posts of SST in Ex-FATA by
vpromotion of in-service'tea(:hers :under"the_ existing service rules. The said tletter
Iingered in the Directorate of 'Ex;FATA for"almost' seven months, which finally was
conveyed to. all ‘Agency | Education Ofﬁcers vide letter dated 09-03-2015 with |
directions to submit category wise lists of candidates for promotion against the post

of SST. Agency Education Off' icers took- another two years and seven months, while

gT’sulamrtting such information to the directorate of Ex-FA'l‘A and finally the appellants’
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'. were promoted vide order dated 11-10-2017. On. the other hand, the ofﬁce of the

District Education Officer in the settled district took timely steps and the promotions

were made possible in the same year i.e. 2014. Placed on record is a Notiﬁcation
dated 01 11- 2014 issued by District Education Officer Charsada, whereby promotrons
had been made in pursuance of the Notifi cation dated 24-07- 2014 in the same year,
whereas promotions in Ex—FATA were. made in 2017 with delay of more than three
years. Placed on record is another . Notiﬁcation dated 14 03-2017 |ssued by

Directorate of Education Ex-FATA promoting Certif ed Teachers (CT) (BPS-15) to the

-'post of Semor CT (BPS 16) w.e.f 20-02- 2013 negating their own stance that

promotions are . always made with |mmedlate effect Simiiarly placed teachers was -

B extended the benet"t of their promotion W|th retrospective effect however the

respondents are denying the same to the appellants for the reasons best known to

them. The material available on the record, would suggest that the appellants were

" treated with-effScrimination.

09.

The appellants are primarrly aggrreved by the inaction of the respondents |
to the effect that all the appellants were otherwise fit for promotlon to the post of
SST, but their prornotlons were delayed due to slackness of the directorate of
education, whi‘ch‘ adversely affected. their seniority position as well as s.uffered

financially due to intentional defay in their promotions. The respondents also did not

.. object to the point of their fitness for further promotion at that particular time.

We have observed that seniorlty of the appellants as‘ well as their other
counterparts working at Districts level had been malntamed at Agency/District Ievel'
before thelr' prom‘otion to the post of SST, whereas upon promotion to the post of -
SS‘l’, the seniority is maintained at provincial_ level and theﬂ 'appellantls who were
promoted in 2017 in co‘mparison to‘those, who were.promoted in 2014, would

deﬁnitely find place in the bottom of the seniority list maintained at provincial level

T';‘?meith dim future prospects of their further promotions as,well as they were’ kept |




@%&f Presentation of Ap,)ucatmn :
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Number of Worde—. -
Cepyin
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L'deprived of the financial benefits accrued: to them after promotion for no fault of

‘thém, hence they were di'étfimihated.. 1t was noted with»concern that'the only reason

for their delayed promot|on was slacknéss on part of dlrectorate of educatlon Ex-
FATA and its subordmate ofﬂces at Agency level which had delayed their promotlons |

4
for.more than three years for no fault of the app.eltan_ts.

11, N In view of the'forego,ing discussioh, the instant apbeals are accepted and
all the appellants.are held entitled for promotidn from the date, the first batch of
their othencolleagdeé at pro'vihcial level were promoted in the year 2014 with all

consequential benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED -
14.07.2021
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(SALAH-UD-DIN)

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

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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DIRECTORATE oF ELEMENTARY anp SECONDARY EfucATION
ey 'EHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
' No . (( A 3' R Ko |
) ——— 15T .

dated 3o °9__ /2021

Deputy Directors DCTE/PITE/NMD (Male),

Elementary ang Secondary Edication Department,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwya, . o

Subject: SUBMISSION OF »AP!SLICATlONIDOCUMlENTS ALONGWITH ACR FOR

SS/HM PROMOTION -
Memo:- . .

I

The relevant documents file wil be consistin of: .
Bio Data, Cnic attesteq copy, .1t appointment order, Regular Appointment SST, Service
Ci rificate, Noninvolvement Certificate (duly Countersigned by DEQ), Last five year resuits, Pay
slip, Synapsis (11 copies) (SST Period), Al certificate /D gree with DMCs (Dujy‘Attested by
authorized guzzated officer), ‘Domicite, ,- R .

"

<. ACRSIPERS fle wil be consisting of;, - -
ACRS/PERs of entire SST period duj Countersign by Repo‘l;tin‘g OfﬁcerICountersigning Officer..
of his in chai i i ificates, ervi S

Y
hair period, Nomnvolvement certifi Service Certiﬁcate, Service»History. Synopsis
(one cepy), Promotlon/regulanzatlon Order of SST Period, and Al Transfer orders. during the
period of ST, ’ ' ' i

General lnstructionsé S B .
Combination for Promotion to Subject Speciafist. . v
a. S8 (Bio & Zoology) inB.S¢ + Botony in M.Sc oRr Botony

i Those that'not haye the above_,combination are not eligible for sg (Biology) & s3
(H/Civics) post, L TTReen Lo ' '
1. Candidate having Mmaster in: .

separately in the Same manner Mmentioned

's having thirg division in-master are not eligibie,

: Furt !
been retired, died, selected against anoty

departiment may aiso,clearly be indicated with exact dates/ justification and annextjres, Itis also
stated that thoge who are net wﬂling' for p I

romotion written én stamp Paper may also be
annexed. ' . ;
Note: B hand/lndividual ACRS/PERg file will hot be collected/received by this office All
DEOs are directed tg submit ACR/PERs file of th

alongwith coving letter in consolidate format aiccordlngly.

Assistant Director (ACR

. Directorate of Elqmentary and Secondary )
. _ Education Khyber, Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, -
Endst: No, ‘ ' ‘

.
Copy of the aboye is forwarded to the.. T
3. Assistant Director (Establishment) Local D:’reotorate'., | )
4. PAto Director of Elementary and Secondary Educatlon Khyber_ Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

4

o /

- Assistant Direcfor (Acgy
Directorate of Elementary ang Seconda
duca_tion Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

b . -

T e .

————
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"DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY &
SECONDARY EDUCATION KHYBER .

PAKHTUNKHWA .

NOTIFICATION

_ In compllance with the Judgment of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
berwces Tnbunal Peshawar, Dated 14-07-2021, rendered in Service Appeal
No. 657/2018 and Execution Petition No. 25/2022, entitled, “Mst. Shah Begum
SST GGMS Chappar Mishti District Orakzai Versus Government of Khyber-
: Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
¢ , ' Department and Others, Mst. Shah Begum SST GGMS Chappar Mishti District -
Orakzai, already promoted to the post of SST (BS-16) vide Notification No.
- 15401-50, 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 Pakrstan

’ : Director
t : ' Elementary and Secondary Education
' ‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

L © Endst: No. 6/ §2— ? /Service Appeal/Afzal Shah SS;[/DIZI'ICt thmand

e Dated Peshawar the 2022

' ~ Copy of the above is forwarded to the:-

Registrar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal, Peshawar.

District Education Officer (F) Orakzai.

District Accounts Officer Orakzai.

Principal/Headmaster concerned.

SST concerned. , :

Assistant Director (thlgatlon) Local Directorate. %%
0

NoohwN

PS to Secretary, Elementary & Secondary Educ
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesha
PA to Director, Elementary and Secondary R
Master File.

© o

lementary & Secondary Education

KhyWunkhwa
i ‘ }V
)/0( 0 7 / )’d




