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S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
pr%ceedings :
1 | -7 2 3
1 27.12.2021 The execution petition of Mr. S.Zamir Hussain subrhitted today
by Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the |
relevant register and put up to the Court f& proper order please.
/ REGISTRAR + .;+ -
7. This execﬁtion'petition be put up before S. Bench at Peshawar
on >& \791 \29- ‘
: “ CH
R I&,ﬂ ;
4 Vo
28.01.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. N

uhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Notices be issued to the respondents for submission
nplementation To
hplementation report on%4.08.2022 before S.B.

report.  Adjourned. come

(Mian Muhamm@
Member(E)
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04.02.2022

09.05.2022

12.05.2022

s

N

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribunal is defunct, -therefore, case is adjourned”.to
09.05.2022 for the same as before. | j '

I Reader

Petitioner present through counsel.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate
General alongwith Noor Badshah Litigation Officer and
Murtaza Khan Superintende’nt for respondents present. .

File to come up anngwﬂh connected executlon _
petition No0.390/2021 titled Ayan Ali Vs. Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 12.05.2022 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehmah)
Member (J)

Petitioner present through counsel.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional
Advocate General alongwith Murtaza Superintendent for

respondents present.

Im'plementafion report was ~ not submitted.
Respondents requested for time to submit
implementation report. Adjourned with strict directions to-

respondents to submit implementaﬁon report on or

before 15.06.20222 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman) ;
Member (J)
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15" June 2022

Counsel for the petitioner present.  Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl. AG alongwith Murtaza Khan, Superintendent

for the respondents present.

2. Representative of the respondents produced copy of

the order dated 15.06.2022, implementing the judgment of this
Tribunal. Therefore, this petition is disposed of accordingly.

Consign.

4. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under

my hand and seal of the Tribunal this 15" day of June, 2022.

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL Ce

PESHAWAR

Execution petltlon Nd% 2021

In

Service appeal No. 651/2018

THE ' CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER' PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL

SABIL HASSAN
VERSUS |

SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

INDE X.

S.N . - -

o DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS " | ANN: |PAGES

1. |Execution Pet1t1on -3

2. |AFFIDAVIT | y
Copy of the judgment dated 14/07/2021 o1

4. Copy of- the letter No- 4258 4300 dated B o
30/09/2021 - N V2
(/@*/47 ? C/V/C_ I I N
WAKALAT NAMA f .8

A
PETI"I%;?/’E

~ Through | % |
ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT PESHAWAR
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Bl v PACPLINTY S T2 A8 14 4 )
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Execution petntlon No‘% 2021

In . ’ ’ - » Dizry No. /_g}_% &
‘Service appeal No. 651/2018 . : : :

é' : mMZ_‘Z,ﬂZd. 22/ |

SABIL HASSAN S/ O AMAL HASSAN R/O GHSS KALAYA TEHSIL LOWER
DISTRICT AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT ...cccovvviiiiiiiiieannnnn.. cevens 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 . ...oiiiiiieieeeieeeeeee i, RESPONDENTS.

' EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF THIS HON'ABLE TRIBUNAL IN
APPEAL NO. 651/2018 DECIDED ON 14/07/2021.

Respectfully Sheweth!

“1) That the above mentioned appeal was decided by this» Hon.’éble
Trlbunal 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 approached the respondents several time for

the implementation of the above mention judgment. 'However



B | o |
they are using delaying tactics and reluctant to iﬁplement the
judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal.
3) _Th‘,at the respondents are legally and morally bound to obe}" :
the order of this Hon’able Tribunal and to'implement judgment
‘of this Hon’able 'Tﬁﬁunal. But théy are reluctant to implement

’” .

the same.

4) ‘That\the respondent No-03 has isSuéd a letter NO-4258-4300 |
, ciated 30/09/2021 to respondent No-04 for promotion of | SST
to tﬁe post of SS/HM where épplications/ documeﬁts along
with ACR for SS/HM promotion have been ,requestéd to be
éubmitted of entire SST'per_iod along with separate dqcumen{:is
~ file of those male SSTs who are due for promotion to BPS—:17
aﬁd having abpointing up to‘_’ 31/ 11/ 2015 agcording to
updated/révised seniofity list of SST who are working under
| jurisdiction of ‘responder.ifs office within one ménth (Copy of

the letter No-425'8-4300 is annexed as énhexure-B).

5)'That the petitio‘ner has no dﬁher option but to ﬁie tﬁé instant
- petition for implerﬁentation of judgment of this Horf%ble
Tribunal because if the judgn:l?nt 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 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 judgmént. .

It is _,therefore' requested that on acceptance of this
| petition the reSpondehts may kindly be directed to
iniplenient 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

respond'ehts may - also be restrained from any adverse action

. against petitioher till the decision of this petition.

~ PETITIONE
THROUGH
: ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND |
' ADVOCATE HIGH COURT PESHAWAR.
DATED:24.12.2021

'till the implementation of Judgment dated 14.07.2021 and



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

~ Execution petition No_ 4 2021
In

 Service appeal No. 65172018

SABIL HASSAN |
VERSUS | |
THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL

. SECRET ARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

- AFFIDAVITE:

‘I, SABIL HASSAN S/O AMAL HASSAN R/O GHSS KALAYA TEHSIL LOWER

DISTRICT AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that -
all contents of this petltlon are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and believe and nothing has been concealed from thls

Hon ‘able Tribunal.

CNIC: 21603 3783601- 1

2 - Deponent

CELL: 03045453622
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PESHAWAR

Serv_ice'r'/s\ip'bec! rixlbz.__érl_/2018 S

' I: . ) : ' l ' . i)ai:d_l_é./os— wlg
Sobeel Hossan S/o Amal Hosson R/o \/llloge Sarhobi
Garhi Tehsﬂ Lower Orakzol Agency.....;.....;.. ..... Appellani
| VERSUS

1. The Chief. Secretory, Khyber Pokh’runkhwo Civil
o Secre’rorlo’r Peshowor

2. Addmonol Chlef Secre’rory FATA, FATA Secre’rono’r
Worsok Road, Peshawor

3. The Secre’rcry Education,. Khyber Pokh’funkhwo
| Peshowor |

4. The D|rec’for Educo’non FATA | FATA'Secre‘rario’r,‘
Worsok Rood Peshawar

S. Agency Educcuhon Offlcer Orokzou Agency
i : e :,1'..,;_....._...Respondents
APPEAL ff;ﬁ"U/.S 4 OF THE KHYBER
;PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. ACT,
"1'1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTlFICATION |
No.54 DATED 13.10.2017 WHEREBY THE
PROMOTION ORDER OF THE APPELLANT -
-ff.;;.;To ss1' WERE. ANNOUNCED BUT WHICH
" WAS DUE FROM 31.10.2014 AS PER
. PROMOTION * ORDER NO.3493-3562/SST
PROMOTION/  ESTABLISHED DATED

1



" ORDER

114.07.2021 '_ Mr Hldayat Ullah Khattak Advocate for the appellant--re\sent M‘“'/ ' &

' ~respondents present Arguments heard and record perused

4'5

Vrde our detalled Judgment of today, separately pIaced on file, in
~ I‘ ‘Servrce Appeal No. 1266/2018 titled "Afzal Shah Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary
‘Educatlon Secretarlat bw!dmg Peshawar and elght others”, the instant
appeal is accepted and the appellant is held entrt!ed for promotlon from
the date the F rst batch of their other colleagues at provmda! Ievel were
'~ promoted in. the year 2014 with alI consequentsal bener“ ts Partles are Ieft

to bear thelr own costs File be consrgned to record room

; ANNOUNCED
“14.07.2021

(SALAH UD -DIN) - L (ATIOY -UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) ' =; MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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Service Appeal No. 1266/2018

_ Date of Institution ... 09.10.2018
Date of Decision ... 14.07.2021

Afza| :Shah SST (BIO/CHEM BPS-16) Government ngh School Sandu Khel
: Mohmand Agency Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Education Department.
_ (Appellant)
VERSUS
S y

~

Government of Khybér Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elethentary and
Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and eight others.

(Respondents)
" MR HIDAYAT ULLAH KHATTAK &

MR.’ABDUR REHMAN MOHMAND

Advocates S For Appellants

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEIL

Assistant Advocate General .. . For Respondents

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN " MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
| MR. ATIQ- UR—REHMAN WAZIR .. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

/ ‘

\/\fw_/ [ —

‘ JUDGMENT .

TIQ—UR-RE MAN WAZIR MEMBER(E) - This ]udgment sha!l dlspose of
T the mstant Servrce Appeal as weH as the followmg connected Servuce Appea!s as

‘common questlon of iaw and facts are mvolved therem

1) Service.Appeal beating"No.1267/2018 titled “Abi Hayat Versus 'Government of
:Khyber"'-Pakh'tdni:(ﬁvta through Secretary Elementary and Secohdary Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others”,
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2) Service-arApp.ealh.:ibeatrno No -1268/201~8 titiled “Shams Ur -Rahman Versus
Government  of Khéyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Educaticin%Secretariat building Peshawar and others”. |
3) Seryice Appeal beari;jng Mo. 1269/2018 titled “Karim Khan Versus- Governrhent of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretanat building Peshawar and others
C}) Service Appeal bearlng No. 1270/2018 titiled “Abdul Hakim Versus Government of
E Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Eleméntary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

- 5) Service Appeal bearing No. 1271/2018 titiled “Stana Gul Versus Governmen‘t of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

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

\/\j Gove}nment’ o?/I;hybe Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

7) Ser-vice Appeal bea'ring No. 1273/2018 titted ™ Mansoor Ahmad Khan Versus
Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary qucatron Secretariat burld;ng Peshawar and others”.

8) Serv:ce Appeal bearlng No. 1274/2018 titiled * Kh:af Zada Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhw:a’t(hrougi;h;’Secr}etary Elementary ;:d Secondary Education
Secretarlat building Peshawar and others”.

9) Serv:ce Appeal’ bearlng No: 1275/2018 tltled “N:zarn ud Dm ‘\}/ersus “Goverfiment

| of K‘hyberl Pakhﬁ’cdnkhwa throogh Secretary Fle.mentary and S.ec:)rndary' éducatron
Secretarlat buitding Peshawar and other., . | 4

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

., s Dol ey by cTIRAWaAR 00 T

Khyber 'Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatron'

,.Secretanat building Peshawar and others”.
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11) éervice Appeal bearfing No. 1277/2018 titled “Rahmat Said Versus Government of
-Kihyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building I%’eshawar and others”. | |

12)-$erv'ice Appeal bear(ihg No. 1278/2018 titled “Javid Akhter Versus Government of
Khylﬁér.Pakhtunki;lea through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
S:écretariat building I?e'shawar"and others”. |

13). $erv'ice Appeal bearing No. 1279/2018 titled “Munawar Khan Versus Government
o:f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Sécretariat building l%eshawar and others”.

14) Service Appeal bearing No. 1280/2018 titiled “Said Alam Shah Versus
_vaemment of Khybe: Pakhtunkhwa through -Secretary Elementary and
S'écondary Educatior; Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

15) Service Appeal@ar;ing No. 1281/2018 titled “Lateef Ullah Versus Government of

\/\) Mﬂkhwé through 'Secre.tary Elementary and Secondary Bducation

| S‘écretariat building éeshawar and others”. : :

16) éervice Appeal beéaring No. 1282/2018 titled ;‘Mst. Khalida Safi Versus

Qj)ye_:rpmée;r}],tt_c‘of t,1_,_!§l?\/_pgr ,._,rl_?akh,tunlkhwa through - Secretary Elementary . and

3

A

:nglcqn;d_ar_x}Edu:c,atiqrf Secretariat building Peshawar and.others”. ~.... 450
17)SerV|ceAppe|al ch)ea'rlng N01283/2018t|tlled .~Zar. Gul. Government of Khyber
Pa khtun kl’rlwa ?th;rg’gg:h CSecreta ry,r‘Ell_eme‘ntatyv and. Secondary Education-Seeretariat
building E@sha\&ar:yaﬁd.othet§ff- T IR CRC S TON el
18).S;ler\(,ice."5pp§aa_l ’bt‘eas:iing No. 1284/2018 titled “Imtiaz Gul Versus Govemmént of
. gbyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary '_Eleme‘ntary and ,.Secondary Education
‘siec‘retariat.buildipg-F?esh_a\_rvar and others”.; . ... - . .. Cie o Tp s
'19).:,],:('haj:sta -Sher (ye(iSUS:._Ci'nief. Secretary, . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat,

Vo T oo

[

Peshawar.and others™. . . - - . © - . &
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© * 20)'Service Appeal beafring No. 327/2019 titled “Abduf Hamid Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwfé, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

21‘):‘Service Appeal tiearir1g No. 651/2018 ‘titled “Sabeel Hassan Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretarrat Peshawar and others”, y

22) Serwce Appeal bearmg No. 652/2018 titted “Anwar Ali Versus Ch|ef Secretary,
;Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

235 %‘éervice Appeal beéaring No. 653/2018 titled “Javed Hassan Versus Chief
gecretary, Khyber Pa;(htunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

245 éewice appeal bea'ring No. 654/2018 titled “Lugman Hakeem Versus Chief

;S:ecretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

25) Service Appeal "rin_g No. 655/2018 titled ™“Aziz-ur-Rehman Versus Chief
A Secr , Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,

W

26) Service Appeal bear:ing No. 656/2018 titled "Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus
Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
27)'§ewice Appeal bear'ing No. 657/2018 titled “Mst.” Shah Begum Versus Chief

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

28) Servuce Appeal bearing No. 658/2018 tntled “Mumr Khan Versus Chref Secretary,

S - it T [
S A S ETE TR A ARV vy

Khyber Pakhtdnkhwa .CI\;I| Secretarlat Peshawar and others” -
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29) 'Serwce Appeal bearmg Nro' 659/201({:; titied “Mst. Fahmeeda Begum Versus Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakﬁhtunkhwa, CIVI| Slecretarlat Peshawar and others" ‘

i Y A IR TIER

30) Serwce Appeal bearlng No. 660/2018 t:tled “Muhammad Baz Versus Chlef
Secretary, Khyber gPakhtunkhwa, CIVI| Secretarlat Peshawar and others”. A

4 3y “ ,, ~1t

31) Serv:ce Appeal bearmg No 661/2018 tltled “Hamf Jan Versus Chlef Secretary,‘

Khybel Pakhtunkhwa C|v1I Secretaraat Peshawar and others”.

32) Serwce Appeal bearmg No. 662/2018 tltIed “Sher Afzal Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Paifhtunkhwa CIV!| Secretauat Peshawar and others”

R b
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’ 33) Servrce Appeal bearlnq No 663/2018 tltled Mst D|I Ta} Begum Versus Chlef

O Tt o WLy

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others”
34) Service Appeal bearlng No. 664/2018 titled "Raees Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
35):Service Appeal bearing No. 665/2018 titled “Syed Hijab Hussain Versus Chief
; Secretary, Khyb.er Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
36):Service Appeal beéaring No. 666/2018 tltled “Eid Muhammad Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber PakhtJnkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,
374) Service Appeal bearing No. 667/2018 titled “Fazal Hakeem Versus Chief
. ‘Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
38) Service Appea_L«be"aring No. 668/2018 tittled “"Syed Zamir Hussain Versus Chief
Se emmber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others".
39) Service Appeal bearing I\lo. 669/2018 titled "Janat Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
khyber Pakhtunkhwa; Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
4t)) Service Appeal bearing No. 670/2018 titled “Ayan Ali Versus Chief Secretary,
"~ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
41),Service;Appealibearingzr\lo. 671/2018 titled “Sohail Khan Versus.Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat; Peshawar and others”.

02. " Brief facts of the 'case are that the appellants aré primarily ag:g‘rsieyed by

|nactron of the respondents to th’e effect that promotlons' of the appellayts were

Y R ATl

delayed for no good reason Wthh adversely affected thelr senlorlty posrtlons as well
as sustalned l‘“ nancml loss The appellant Mr Afzal Shah and 18 others were servmg

under Agency Educatlon Off‘ icer, Mohmand Agency (Now Drstrlct Mohmand) and the

e o

appellant Mr Khalsta Sher and 22 others were servmg under Agency Educatlon

Off“ cer Orakza| Agency (Now Dlstnct Orakzal) All the appellants were promoted to

the post of Secondary School Teachers (SST) (BPS 16) vrde order dated 11-10- 2017

.:'IJ

Wthh as per stance of the appellants were requ:red to be to be promoted in 2014
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Feeling aggrijev;ed',-_rthe-gppe!iants;pgeferred;respective departmenta! appeals against
the'i'mpugned order dated 11-10-2017, which were not responded to, and hence the
appeilants filed service éafpp:.»:als in this Tribunal with prayers that promotions of the

aopeilants may be r:onsfi’dered from 24-07-2014 or the date when other employees

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

04. ° Learned courisel 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 uznder law and constitution have been violated; that the

respondents delayed promotions of the appellants for no good reasopy which

ected their senlorlty positions and made them junior to those, who were

promoted at settled dlstrrct level in 2014; that the delay occurred due to lethargic

auitude of respondents,% otharwise the appellants were equally fit for promotion like

their;fcounte‘rparts worki‘fng-‘in settled di§tricts; that the appellants were discriminated
which is highly deploréole being unlawful and contrary to the norms of natural

Justlce that inaction on part of the respondents have adversely affected financial
rlghts of the appellani;s' as AL"ro.\tectede by the Constltutlon He further added ‘that therl
appel!ant be treated at ’par Iike other err'rployees of dIStI’ICtS who were promoted in
2014 in pursuanc’e‘ of' noatr|f"cat|'on deted 24 07 2014 and shali equally be dealt wnth in
accoi}jan'c"e' with i"aw';};d}ure,s I

BRI A i T S B L S A S SR tor ik
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05. : .i:jl_earnedigou@r‘al for the appellant Mr, Khaista Sher and 22 others mainly
reliedi 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 c‘onsidered«a.nd the.éppel_lants Awere condemned unheard; that as per copstitution

_every; citizen, is to .be treated, equally, while the appellants have not been treated in

accordance with-law, which need interference.
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Leamed ASS|start Advocate General appeared on bahalf of Tes ondents
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has ¢ontendad that &s per Para-V1 of promotion palicy, promotions!are always made

with immediate effect and ot with retrospective effe.

vested right nor it can he claimed with a retrospective effect. Reliance was placed on
2005 SCMR 1742. Learned sissistant Advocate General argued that promotions o't the
appellants were made in a:cordance with law and rule and no discrimination was
made. He further argued that some of the appellants submitted successive ’ap'peais,
which is violation'of Rote 3(2) of Appeal Rules, 1986. Learned Assistant Advocate
General prayed that appeais of the appellants being devoid of merit may be

dismissed.

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

08. A perusal of reco.d would reveal that all the appellants were employees of

the provincial government, who were deputed to serve in Ex-FATA under the control

of Director of Education Ex-FATA, whereas their other colleagues working in settled

districts were working under the control of D|rector of Educatlon at provmcral IeveI

R RS N IR LR UL SRR R B O U TR R
The provmaal Government wdes Notxt‘ catlon dated 24 07 2014 had |ssued crzterla for
A,l _,“ - l,,- . \1"" wons }:,y-. oL, ,.‘k s
promotlon of teachers to next grades whrch was equally appl:cable to provmaal as
P AL T SO0 A GEE NS T e L T ers N ravotions o e
weII as emp!oyees working ln Ex-FATA To thls effect the provmcnal dlrectorate of
A RS A DRI o LI o T ol SR R T N T LTSt I ST
Eiementary & Secondary Educatron KP wde Ietter dated 07-08- 2014 had asked the
2 LRI Dot e Tt

Dlrectorate of Educatlon Ex- FATA to fill rn the vacant posts of SST in Ex-FATA by
promotion of int sehnce teachérs URder the exxstmg sérvice fules. The said letter
lingered 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 ‘categor-y wise lists of candidates for promotion against the post

of SST. Agency Education O-ficers took-another two years and seven months, while

submitting. such:informatior to the-directorate of Ex-FATA and Jf‘i,n ly the appellants




seenepibs oo riebrieac st oo @" A the srnellacote whe tergn

g0 p 00T gy panenr o o 8a T cmie peee tEe o T4 v e
i ere promoted Vide' order dated 11-16:2017° On the othreikr“ hand, the ofide’ of the
iy d o Ankions e , Jr ¢ o s bapk
Dit tnct ‘Edicition Off‘ icer in the settld district took- timely stéps and thé romotrons

were made possible in the same year i.e. 2014, Placed on record is a Notification
dat_ed 01-11-2014 issued by District Education Officer Charsada, whereby.promotions

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

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

year's. Placed on record is another Notification dated 14-03-2017 issued by
Direé:rorate of Education Ex-FATA promoting Certified Teachers (CT) (BPS-15) to the .
post of Senior CT (BPS-16) w.e.f 20-02-2013, negating their own stance that
promotions are arways' made with immediate effect. Similarly placed teachers was
extended the benefit of tneir promotion with retrospective effect, however the

respondents are denyirijg 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-etScrimination.

09.-: . The appellarits are primarily aggrieved by the inaction of the respondents
to t'he effect that all th}e appellants were otherwise fit for promotion to the post of
SST, but their- pr;Omoti.ons were -delayed due to slackness of -the di\re(ﬁiﬁratey-of
education, . which :adversely - affected their seniority . position .as- well -as:;suffered
hna‘ritialty:-,due to intentional delay-in-their prometioffs -iFHéirespondents alse ditianot

objectto the point of_;th;eir fitness for further promotion :at that particular time. iz~ =+

Y

S AT ad gmred AR CEel 3k Do peiin arey s T cgeeaieig e of s
10. - We have observed that seniority of the appellants as well as their other
€ T YT iﬂ q,x* e a"."r" =y N
counterparts workmg at Dlstrrcts !eve! had been mamtamed at Agency/D|str|ct Ievel
""r 3/ (r .g'_‘\ % H. ‘_ 7

before thelr promotlor: to the post of SST whereas upon promotlon to the post of
v ' . " ‘ '....
SST the senlonty is mamtamed at provzncral Ievel and the appellants who were

promoted in 2017 in companson to those who were promoted in ?014 would
. il' ‘ N
de_ﬁnitely find place in the bottom of the seniority list maintained at provincial level




, @

deptived of the financial tenefits 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 promotion was slackness on part of directorate of education Ex-
FATA and its subordinate offices at Agency level, which had delayed their promotions

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

11. - In view of the fcregoing discussion, the instant appeals are accepted and
all fhe appellants are held entitled for promotion from the date, the ﬁrs;fbatch of
their other colleagues ‘at provincial 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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All District Education Officer P

* Deputy Directors DCTE/PITEINIMD (Maie), o

o lementary gng Secondary Education Department,
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, B

2 DIRECTORATE oF EL_EIM'ENTAR)’ AND SECONDARY g’sﬂuc:An‘oN -
a HHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR .
= Noh2 S Gy R RAKHTUN

dated_30 / o9  joeps

Subject: . - SUBMISSION OF APPLICATION/DOGY S
; . SS/HM PROMOTION - R
© Memo:- TN

| di
", .-eomplete ACRSs/PERs files of entira SST period albngwit'h sepa
each given below) of those male SSTs who areldue for, Promotion
015 according to Updated/revised isenigrity o
Jurisdliction to this offica within one month positively,

rected fo refér to the subject cited above ang to re

rate documents fiie (detail of
to B-17 ang having appointed

S ».who are wo'rking_under your

 The relevant 'docu‘rﬁents file Vifi'lfiie bbﬁéis'tin Lof;

Bio ‘Data', CNIc attested copy, 1%t appointrpeht order,

Regular Appgintment' SST,' Service

: C%rttﬁtafe-, Non‘lnvolverneht certiﬁcate-(di.liy counutersig’ned ﬁy DEO), Last five year results, Pay
slip, Synapsis (11 Copies) (SST Period), Al ceitificate’ IDelgree with DME

authdrized guzzated officer), ‘Domicite,

ACRS/PERs of entire SST pa

of his‘in chajr period, Nonfnvo

General Instructions; . o ' o
Ombinatiop for Promotion to Subject Speciafist v
2. S8 (Bio & 7,
: Hist

. (o]
aster degree in History + Political science

S (Dujy‘Attested by

o0logy) in B.Sc + Botony M.S¢ OR Botorly in B¢+ Zoology,if M 56 -

R Poiificaf science i

e *  Those that not have the above_,combination“araih'ot eligible for gg (Biology) & S5
(H/Civics) pogt - o~ el S S ‘

g Furth n ¢
been refireq, died, selectad against another post, lon d i0

department may also.clearly.be indicated with ex
stated that those who are not willing

stamp Paper may ajgq ba
annexed. o o

Note y hand/lndiwdual ACRSs/PERs file will not be coﬂected/recewed by this office All
DEOs are directed g SUdMIt ACR/PERs

Assi tan

Endst: No,

Copy of the above is ferwarde'd tothes ... N
3. Assistant Director (Establishment) Localvarectorate.j“- B

Educatioril Khyber P

: h Lo K '
Assishnt DIreb&(ACRJ’

Directeréte of Elementary ang Sécondafy

Director (ACR)y

- Assis e "
Directorate of Elémentary ang Sécondary
. Educatlon Khyber:ipekhmnkhwa Peshawar

yd

%khtunkhwa Peshawar

quest 'yau to submit -

———————



N
-
.
y
. )
v,
-
’ i
. -
—
A y
E
. L4
— - - h |
.
. ————— e e e
) 3
2
' -
- —
. - .
-~ .
e
i .
L N
N



@ 108542

) Ao d
Luep =% > T

==t
lo-66// AR L "}'{ > 8 &
ol ':/:f‘u‘:’d}{’/@/ﬂg

0300599/598 . s

vy

ire

Yy

ire

“'

C

_Ab/(jlu i S, Wipdlhe J)‘U’ IR U Nkt n s
,/»Jf[A—//j(/LJ/K/”/Wu’Z/WgB\ A/)V reuT

o l.ag)'r %IJKK dbz(fm,ﬂrwa A LS
deﬁqf/lm,sd{wuldﬁifia./)_l.ab/,wub /’,y AL
e (jg‘,,l&mfd’ IL;/’fdf;td,/rﬁ:fnuwgﬂiﬁ/uy
d,/LJLZLw.m,/VM»%mu Kes i d,/,de%olf‘f S5
B WO
Knd:’uﬁﬁ»l}/JVKu’wﬁ un G u&rmw'iy(ﬁ,f 2

c.»tw)r t‘d)/ (na_uféowc.bfua/;/"’i u’ s A4

c;.u/f a)"/ JII(}?M‘J ﬁjﬁd,géumﬁ?;» Lo;))/ Mzl

AHeMcd. %Nﬁ/;z}/zoz { . }/’;
\ R Slemals /

“’)

A

_&JJJGth’)}JMt.:)b’,w:.;)

|
el L s g

‘ _ J/
sl JAP s [ i

3

2|l

e

ke R s 2

LY
S

CNIC: R1603-3F78360)—)

—Jl
CFoAA

Gltns

Z
b
)

/

BN,

A
~

- 5
5(3))

A1

S
g,



