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21.07.2022

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. 6164-72/Service Appeal SST/District
Orakzaiss dated 20.07.2022 whereby the petitioner has been promoted to
the post o.f 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. 663/2018 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, 202

>

g

(Mian Muhammad) |

Member (E)
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DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY &
SECONDARY EDUCATION KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA

NOTIFICATION

In compliance with the Judgmént of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Services Tribunal, Peshawar, Dated 14-07-2021, rendered in Service Appeal
No. 663/2018 and Execution Petition No. 22/2022, entitled, “Mst. Dil Taj Begum
SST BS-16 GGMS Oribar District Orakzai Versus Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, through’ Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Department and Other, Mst. Dil Taj Begum SST GGMS Oribar 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 Pakistan.

Director
Elementary and Secondary Education
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

4164~

Endst: No. /Service Appeal  SST/District Qrakzai
- Dated Peshawar the Qé/ 0!7“(/ 2022

e
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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 (Litigation) Local Directorate.
PS to Secretary, Elementary & Secondary Edug
Government of Knyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesh&wa(’
PA to Director, Elementary and Secondary EXQ¥
Master File.

on Lokal (ectorate.

o3
rector (Estab)

Elew




0 16.05.2022

21.07.2022 before S.B.

Learned counsél for the petitioner 'pre‘sent. Mo
Muhammad Adeel Butt, ‘Addl. Advocate General for the
respondents présent.

Implementation report not submitted. Learned AAG
requested for time to submit i.mplemen"tation report. Req.uest :

accepted. To come up for implementation, report on

#*

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)



| Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Execution Petition No. _ 2272022
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1| 2 3
1 10.01.2022 .The execution petition of Mr. Aziz Ur Rehman submitted today
by Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court fo§ proper order please.
\L_ﬁw
REGISTRA '
7. This execution petition be put up before S: Bench at Peshawar
on Il / J] o)) '
CHA -
11.02.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
‘ Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is édjoumed to
04.04.2022 for the same as before. S
04.04.2022 None present for the petitioner.

CRezay

b
4 ®l

Notices be issued to'the.petitioner/leérne.d 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 réquisitigned-. ©§

Chairman
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
Execution petition No22 2022
In
Service appeal No. 663/2018
" MST. DIL TAJ BEGUM |
~ VERSUS | ,
THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL
SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.
' INDE X
SN | | | T ‘
o DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS ANN: | PAGES
1 Execution Petition :
A ‘ | - [—3
2. | AFFIDAVIT : | L/
3 Copy of the judgment dated 14/07/2021 |A S <
4. | Copy of the letter No-4258-4300 dated |B
30/09/2021 | | (6
Lopy o amo | (3
' WAKALAT NAMA | 18
PETITIONER
Through

ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT PESHAWAR
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PESHAWAR
22 2022

Execution petition No
In .
Service appeal No. 663/2018

- MST. DIL TAJ BEGUM SST (BPS-16) R/O GGMS ORIBAR TEHSIL LOWER '
DISTRICT AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT ........................................ PET_ITIONER .

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. o :

4) DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER AURAKZAI AT

- HUNGU...................eceevvvvveeeeenne ... .. RESPONDENTS.

EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF THIS HON’ABLE TRIBUNAL IN
APPEAL NO. 663/2018 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 attésted copy of the
same judgment approached the respondents several time for

the implementation of the above mention judgment. Howevcf



they are using delaying tactics and reluctant to implement the

judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal. .

3) That the respondents are iegally 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 respondent No-03 has issued a letter NO-4258-4300
dated 30/09/2021 to respondent No-04 for prométion of SST
to the post of SS/HM where épplications/ documents along

. with ACR for SS/HM promotion have»been requested to be
| .subr‘nitted of entire SST period aiong with separate documents
file of those male SSTs who aré due for promotion to BPS-17 -
and having‘ appointing up to 31/11/2015 acqofding to -
updated/révised seniority list of SST who are working under
jurisdic;tioh of respondents office within oﬁe m(;nth (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 J
~ Tribunal becaﬁse if the judgment of this Hon’able Tfibunél is

not irﬁplemented on time fhe.petitioner may not be included in
the seniority list asked for ﬁrorﬁotion'to the post of SS/HM,

hence will suffer irrecoverable loss.



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 jﬁdgme'nt of this Hon’able Tribunal -

dated 14/07/2021.

- INTERIM RELIEF:

The petitioner further pr#y that kin the meanwhile the
respondents be restrained ﬁ_‘dm promotion of SST through
letter NO-4258-4300 dated 36/09/2021 to the post of SS/HM
till the implementation of Judgment dated 14.07.2021 and
: reséondents may also be festrained from :;my adverse action
‘against petitioner till the déci_sion of this petition. - |
R A
| PETITIONER
THROUGH | o
ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND |

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

‘ PESHAWAR
Execution petition No_____ 2022 B
In |

Service appeal No. 663/2018

MST. DIL TAJ BEGUM
VERSUS

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

AFFIDAVITE:

I, MST. DIL TAJ BEGUM SST (BPS-16) R/O GGMS ORIBAR TEHSIL
LOWER 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. ‘
DLt

Deponent.

- CNIC: 14101-5836839-6




o BEFQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRlB.UNAL

'PESHAWAR N
) 1‘{? \;he‘c?:l:ﬂ}‘t‘ 9 2}'2

_ _- . . e - meaw@f
: t-'Serwce Appeal No.. & /2018 L e 22—

. Tbﬂ,u@c,gq_ SL>Q\ ’ )

Mst. Dil Taj Begum D/o Qamar Abbas R/o ‘v.uage'

| Khodlzcu Tehsu Kohat Dls’mc’r Kohc’r.. .ﬁ.:...Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Chlef ‘Secrefary, Khyber Pakhfunkhwc, ClVll :
| Secretono‘r Peshowor '

2. Addl’noncl Chlef Secre‘rory FATA FATA Secre’roncz’r

Warsak Road, Peshawar .

3. The Secretary Educo’non, Khyber Pakh’runkhwo,"
Peshawor

4. The Director Educohon FATA FATA' Secretariat,
Warsak Road, Peshowcr .' ' : ' : '

5. Agency Educo’non Ofﬂcer Orckzel Agency
R RRERLEE o .Respondeni’s
APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTIFICATION
NO.54 DATED 1310 2017 WHEREBY THE
PROMOTION ORDER OF THE APPELLANT
TO SST WERE ' ANNOUNCED BUT WHICH
WAS DUE FROM. 31.10. 2014 AS PER |
- PROMOTION ORDER NO. 3493 3562/SST
PROMOTION/  ESTABLISHED DATED.




. ANNOUNCED o
14.07.2021 .

(SALAH-UD-DIN) R (ATIQ-UR-REH
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) .

EHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (EXECUUVE)

Tpn o Anntication ! J A
Date of Presentption ol A ’.

ber "‘i. ."-'\'f.(".;'“ 5 . .
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Copyd .
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<D'-'-w ‘ . g B i " = ‘L — __.4“%. S :
Uinte of Detivery of Copy—— = 7——-A

[




Serwce Appeal No. 1266/2018 ,

- Date of Institution ... 09..10.201'8
Date of Decision ... 14.07.2021

Afzal Shah SST (BIO/CHEM BPS 16) Government ngh School Sandu Khel
| Mohmand Agency Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Education Department.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

i

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Education Secretanat burldmg Peshawar and eight : others.

(Respondents).

" -MR. HIDAYAT ULLAH KHATTAK &
MR. ABDUR REHMAN MOHMAND.

v Advocates For Appellants

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEIL

Assistant Advocate General .. ForRespondents
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - .. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
' MR. ATIQ- UR—REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EXECUTI_VE)

~ JUDGMENT

ATI‘ -UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER.

E‘:— This judgment shall dispose-‘ of
‘the instant Serwce Appeal as well as the followmg connected Service Appeals as

common question of Iaw and ﬁacts are mv.ol_ved thereln.

‘1) Service ‘Appeal bearing N0.1267/2018 titled “Abi Hayat Versus Government of
Khybér Pakhtunkhwa through S'ecret'ary Elementary and Secondary Education

" Secretariat building Peshaw',ar.and otheré”,
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' 2) Serv:ce Appeal bearmg No. 1268/2018 t|t|led “Shams. Ur -Rahman Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

Secondary Educatron Secretarrat building Peshawar and others

~ 3) Service Appeal bearlng No 1269/2018 tltled “Karlm Khan Versus Government of

s

N,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat bundmg Peshawar and. others
4) Service Appeal bearmg No. 1270/2018 tltrled “Abdul Haklm Versus Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatnon

Secretanat bulldmg Peshawar and others”.

5) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 1271/2018 tltrled “Stana Gul Versus Government of‘
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and. Secondary Educatlon

Secretariat burldlng Peshawar and others '

6) Service Appeal bearlng No. 1272/2018 titiled “Mohammad Idress Versus

GWhyber Pakhtunkhwa l:hrough Secretary  Elementary and

Secondary Education Secretariat buildlng Peshawar and others”.

7) Service Appeal bearmg No. 1273/2018 titled Mansoor Ahmad Khan Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Educatlon Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.
8). Service Appeal bearing No. 1274/2018 titiled " Khial Zada Versus Government of

Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatlon

Secretanat burldlng Peshawar and others”.

9) Service Appeal bearlng No. 1275/2018 tltled‘ “Nizan‘l-ud-Din Vers‘us Government

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatnon

Secretarlat burldmg Peshawar and others”.

10) Servrce 'Appeal bearing No. 1276/2018 titled “Sher Mohammad Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary EIementary and Secondary Educatlon .

Secretarlat bunldlng Peshawar and others”,
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11) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 1277/2018 titled “Rahmat Said Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatlon
Secretanat building Peshawar and others

12) Service Appeal beanng No. 1278/2018 trtled “Javrd Akhter Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretarlat building Peshawar and others”. |

13) Servrce Appeal bearing No. 1279/2018 titled “Munawar Khan Versus Government |
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education |
Secretanat bu:ldrng Peshawar and others

' 14) Servrce Appeal bearmg No. 1280/2018 titiled “Said Alam Shah Versus‘

| Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and' _

Secondary Educatron Secretarrat building Peshawar and others

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

akhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.. | |

16) Service Appeal bearing No. ..1282/2018 titled “Mst. Khalida Safi Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Educatlon Secretariat building Peshawar and others

17) Servrce Appeal bearang No. 1283/2018 trtlled “Zar Gul Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatton Secretanat
building Pes_hawar'and others”. |

, 18) Service Appeal Abear-lng'No. 1284/2018 titled"‘lmtiaz _GuI.Versus Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretarrat burldrng Peshawar and others

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

Peshawar and others :
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’ 20) Service A'ppealﬂ bearing No. 327/2019 titled *Abdul Ham'rd Versus Chief Secretary,

'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civirl Secretariat, Peshawar and others". |

| 21) Service Appeal bearlng No. 651/2018 trtled “Sabeel Hassan Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others

22) Servrce Appeal bearlng No. 652/2018 titled “Anwar Al Versus Chief Secretary,.. :

Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretanat Peshawar and others

'23) Service Appeal beanng No 653/2018 titled “Javed Hassan Versus Chief
‘Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Cnnl Secretariat, Peshawar and others

- 24) Servrce appeal bearing No. 654/2018 t|t|ed“‘Luqman Hakeem Versus Chlef |

-Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CIVll Secretanat Peshawar and others

‘25) Service Appeal rrng No. 655/2018 titled- “AZ|2 ur-Rehman Versus Chief

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

26) Service Appea.l bearing~No 656/2618'tit|ed “Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus
Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

27) Service Appeal beanng No. 657/2018 trtied “Mst. Shah Begum Versus Chlefj» '
' Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhw,a,r Civil Secretariat, Peshawa‘r and others”. |

A-28) Service Appeal'blearing No. 658/2018 titled “Munir Khan Versus Chief S.ecretary, N
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others”. ..

29) Service Appeal bearmg No. 659/2018 titled “Mst Fahmeeda Begum Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarrat Peshawar and others”, ‘

30) Service Appeal bearmg No. 660/2018 titled- “Muhammad Baz Versus Chief ‘
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Crvrl Secretariat, Peshawar and others |

l31) Service® Appeal bearmg No 661/2018 titled “Hamf Jan Versus Chref Secretary, ’
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others”, .

32) Serv:ce Appeal bearing No. 662/2018 titled “Sher Afzal Versus Ch|ef Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretanat, 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) Service Appeal bearing No. 664/2018 titled “Raees Khan Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarrat Peshawar and others

35) Servrce Appeal beanng No 665/2018 titled “Syed Hijab Hussain’ Versus Chief _'

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others”.
36) Servrce Appeal bearrng No. 666/2018 titled “Eid Muhammad Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretanat Peshawar and others”.
| 37) Service Appeal beanng No 667/2018 tltled “Fazal Hakeem ‘Versus Chref
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Crvrl Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,

38) Service Appe aring No. 668/2018 tittled “Syed Zamirl Hussain Versus Chief

ary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others". :

39) Service Appeal bearing NoL 669/2018 titled ”Janat Khan Versus Chief Secretary,

 Khyber PakhtunlthWa Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

40) Servnce Appeal beanng No. 670/2018 titled “Ayan Ali Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others

| 41) Service Appeal bearing No. 671/2018 trtled “Sohail Khan Versus Chief Secretary, |

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

02. Brief facts of the case are that the appellants are primarily aggrieved by

inaction of the respondents to the effect that promotions of the a‘ppellants were

' delayed for no good reason WhICh adversely affected thelr sen:ority p051t|ons aswell ... .

as sustalned fi nanC|aI loss The appellant Mr Afzal Shah and 18 others were serving '
under.Agency Educatron Offi cer,lMohmand Agency (Now District Mohmand) and the
: ,appellant Mr. Khaista Sher and 22 others were servlng under Agency Education

- Officer, _O'rakzairAgency (Now District Orakzal).‘ All 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 requrredfto%lge %0 be promoted in 2014’




' 4 Feeiing aggrieveci,_ the appellants preferred respective departmentalappeals against
the impugned order dated 1‘1'-.10-2017 which were not responded to,a'nd_ hence the
appellants filed service appeals in thlS Tribunal wuth 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 rights secured under law and constitution. have been violated;: that the

resp_ondents delayed promotions of the appellants for no _good reason, which
- ected their seniority positions and'made them junior to those, who were
promoted at settled dIStrlCt |evel in 2014; that the delay occurred due to lethargic
attitude of respondents otherwise the appellants were equally t‘ t for promotion like
Atheir.counterparts‘working in s_ettied districts; that the appellants were discnmrnated .
which is highly.deplorabie, being unlawful and contrary to the norms of natural
justice; that ina_ction'on part of the respondents'have adversely afi’ected financial
rights of ‘the appellants‘as protected by .the.Constitution. He further added that the
-appell'ant be treated at par like other 'empIOyees of districts who were promoted in
2014 in pursuance of 'notiﬁcation dated v2fl—AO7-2014-. and shall equally be dealt with .in

' accordance with law and.rules.

05. B tearned vcounsel for t'he appellant Mr Khaista 'Sher' and 22 others mainly
relied on the arguments of th‘e Iearned cou‘nsel for the .app'ella_nt Mr. Afzal Shah and
18 others with further arguments that departmental appeals of the appellants were
~ not consrdered and the appellants were condemned unheard; that as per constitution

every crtizen is to be treated equally, while the_appellant_s have not been treated in

.. accordance yvith' taw, which need interference.




- 06. Learned Ass'istant'Advocate General appeared on behalf of respondents
has contended that as per Para~VI of promotlon policy, promotaons are always made
with |mmedrate effect and not with retrospectwe effect that promotion is neither a
vested right nor it can be claimed with a retrospectave effect. Rehance was placed on

| 2005 SCMR 1742 Learned Assistant Advocate Generat argued that promotrons of the
appellants were made in accordance with. law and rule and no discrimination was

| made. He further argued that some of the appeliants submitted successive appeals,
which is vrolatlon of Rule 3(2) of Appeal Rules, 1986. Learned Assistant Advocate :

General prayed that appeals of the appel!ants bemg devord of merit may be

’
d!smlssed

07. We have heard 'Iea_rned counsel for the parties and have perused the

retord.

08. - A perdsal of record would reveal that all the appellants were employees of
the provincial gov‘e,rnment, who \rvere deputed to serve in Ex-FATA under the control
of ‘Director"of Eddcation Ex-FATA, whereas'their other coi,leagues working in settled
districts were working under the control of Di'rector" of Education at provfncial level.
" The provincial éove_mme,nt \r_ides Notiﬁcation'dated 24-07-2014 had issued criteria for
promotion of teacher's to next grades which was eqdaﬂy ap'plicable to provfncial as
. well as employees worklng in Ex-FATA To this effect the provincial directorate of
‘Elementary & Secondary Educatlon KP vide Ietter dated 07 08- 2014 had asked the
Directorate of Education Ex-FATA to fill in the vacant posts of SST in Ex-FATA by
promotion’ of in-service teacher's under the existing service rules. The said letter
‘I'inge_red rn the Directorate of Ex-FATA for almost seven months, which finally was
| conveyed to all Agency Education' Off cers vide letter dated 09-03-2015 with
directions to submrt category wise. hsts of candrdates for promotton against the post

- of SST. Agency Educatlon Ofﬁcers took another two years and seven months, while

at?‘,lfgggmrttmg such- information to th.e dlrectorate of Ex-FATA and ﬁnally the appellants |
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'. were promoted.vide order dat'ed 11—10-201?. On the other hand, the office of the
‘-District Education Officer in the settled di’stric't took timely steps and the promotions
were made p055|ble in the same year i.e. 2014. Placed on record is a Notlﬁcatron

: dated 01-11- 2014 issued by Dlstrlct Educatlon Ofﬁcer Charsada, whereby promotnons |
had. been made in pursuance of the Notifi catlon dated 24- 07 2014 in the same year,
whereas promotlons in Ex-FATA were made m 2017 wrth delay of more than three

" years. PIaced on ,record is another - Notifi cation dated 14-03-2017 issued by
. Directorate of Education E,x-.FATA promoting. Certiﬁed "lffeacl'ljers (CT) (BPS-15) to the
post of Senior:CT (BPS-16) v\l.e.f 20-02-2013, negating their own stance that .
prornotions are always made with immediate effect. Similarly placed teachers was
extended the benefit of thelr promotion with retrospective - effect, however the
jrespondents are denying the same to the appellan_ts for the reasons best known to

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

Scrimination.

09,

The appeliants are primarily aggrseved by the inaction of the respondents
to the effect that all the appellants were othervwse fit for promotlon to the post of
.SST but their pr.omotrons were delayed due to slackness of the directorate of -
education, Wthh adversely affected therr ‘seniority p05|t|on as well as suffered :

i nanaally due to mtentlonal delay in their promotions. The respondents also did not

-

‘object to the pomt of their ﬁ_tness for further promotion at that partrcular time.

10. ‘We have observed that senlorlty of the appellants as well as: their other
counterparts workmg at Dlstrlcts level had been mamtamed at Agency/Dlstrzct level
- before therr promotlon to the post of SST, whereas upon promotlon to the post of
SST, the semorlty is maintained at provincial Ievel and the appellants who were |

3 promoted in 2017 in companson to those who were promoted in 2014, would

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

. with dim future prospects of thelr further promotlons as well as they were kept
1 7,@
D
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“~deprived of the financial benefits accrued to them after promotion for no fault of
them, hence they Were discriminated It was noted with 'concern that the only reason
for their delayed promotlon was slackness on part of directorate of education Ex-

FATA and its subordinate ofﬁces at Agency Ievel which had delayed thelr promotions

for more than three years-for no-fault of the appellants.

' il, " In view of the foregoing -diécussion, ‘the instant appeals are accepted and
~all the appellants are held entttled for promotlon from the date, the ﬁrst batch of
* their other colleagues at provancnal 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
: )" !'E .
" (SALAH-UD-DIN) . (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) - MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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GE=n Y DRECTORATE oF ELEMENTARY A SECONDARY EflicaTion
New: W b2 s HHYBER PAKHTUNKHWyA PESHAWAR ™
RS SN " No 428w~ Sz b o
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To, -

dated 3o 4 2 /2021
| Dopict Education Offcer 1 o
"~ Deputy Dirsctgr DCTE/PITE/NNMD (Male)) o
" Elementary ang Secondary Education Department, -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, , S !
" Subject: -
Memo:.

. [ . .
The relevant documents file wiy be lconsisting of:
Bio Data, cNjc attested copy, st appointment order, Regular Appointment SST, Service
CErtiﬁcate. Noninvoivement certificate {duly countersigned by D 0O), Last five year results, Pay
slip, Synapsis (11 Copies) (SST Period), Aj certiﬁcatef/Degree with DMCs (Dujy'Attested by
authorized guzzateq officer), Domicile, - ST . o

ificates; Service Cérﬁﬁcate, SerwceAH:story,'
{one cepy), romoﬁon/reguiarizaﬁon Order of SS8T period, :
Period of SST. : : B I

Generg| Instructions; | o :
Combination for Promation to Subject Specialist. S
a. S§§ (Bio&Zoology) inB.
'SS History Hi

BA + History in MA aster degree in History + political science
: . Those that not haye the above combination.
(H/Civics) post. T T

e not willing for promotion Wwiitten én stamp paper may alsg be
annexed. : ] P AT ' _
Note: By hand/lndividua! ACRs/PERs file wiif i'not be cofle'ctedlreceived by this office, Alt
DEOs are directed to submit ACR/PERSs file of the- Cancemed SSTs through foca Person
alongwith coving ietter Consolidate format accordingly, - e e :

o - |

_ irector (ACRy" :
Directorate of Elem;'entary and Secondary .
ducatioriw Khyber Pakhtunkhwz Peshawar

9 | @[)@ . ."f‘lnhﬂ(‘—'gl

' ACRS/PERs file wiill be Consistirig of: - e
ACRs/PERs of entire ST Period dujy countersign by Repo’rtin'g OﬂiceﬂCountersignihg Officer..
of his in chair perjod ement certifj j i
P,
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