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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTUNKITWA. PESHAWAR. 1

Execution / Implementation petition No. /2022.

In service appeal No.661/2010 decided on 08.07.2010
August Supreme Court of Pakistan allowed the Civil appeal No. 1032/2010 
27.04.2011

on

Ehsanullah Khan Gandapur, Ex-District Officer Agriculture- BPS-18, District Dera
Ismail Khan resident of Bannu Road DIKhan.

(Petitioner)

Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture, Livestock 
and Cooperative Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Minister/ Governor Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa tlirough Chief 
Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1.

(Respondents)

PETITION WITH THE REQUEST FOR EXECUTION/ IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE ORDER DATED 27.04.2011 PASSED IN CIVIL APPEAL NO.1032
ALONG WITH OTHERS OF 2010 PASSED BY AUGUST SUPREME COURT.
AFTER GRANTING LEAVE AGAINST THE .niDGMENT OF IQ* SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL IN SERVICE APPEAL N0.661 AND OTHERS OF 2010. 
WHEREBY THE CIVIL APPEAL OF THE PETITIONER WAS ACCEPTED 
AND THE AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT WAS DIRECTED TO RE­
INSTATE THE APPELLANT /PETITIONER WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS 
AND THE ORDER OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL WAS SET-ASIDE AND 
NOW THE DEPARTMENT HAS RE-INSTATED THE PETITIONER IN 
SERVICE BUT DUE PROMOTION WAS NOT GRAf^TED.

I

I Respectfully Sheweth.

The petitioner prefers the instant petition on the grounds hereinafter submitted 
apropos the following facts.

(Note:- The addresses of respondents as given above are sufficient for the 
purpose of service.)

BRIEF FACTS

1. That petitioner and some other were proceeded against by the department 

the ground that the landed property of the Agriculture Department was allotted 

to certain private persons on throwaway prices and ultimately the petitioner 

compulsory retired fi-om service, who by that time was in BPS-18.

on

was
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2. That after fulfilling the formalities the petitioner filed service appeal before 

this Honourable Forum bearing No.661/2010, which was finally decided on 

08.07.2010 by dismissing the service appeal of the petitioner. Copy of 

Judgment dated 08.07.2010 is enclosed herewith as Annexure-A.

That the petitioner then preferred CPLA before August Court of Pakistan 

bearing No.2058/'2010 and the august Court vide order dated 02.12.2010 

granted leave to appeal. Copy of leave granting order is enclosed herewith as 

Annexure-B.

That the CPLA was converted into C.A No. 1032/2010 and was finally heard 

and decided vide judgment dated 27.04.2010 by the August Court and appeal 

allowed by setting aside the order of this Honourable Tribunal and the 

petitioner was re-instated in service with all the back benefits. Copy of 

judgment of Supreme Court dated 27.04.2011 is enclosed herewith as 

Annexure-C.

That in compliance to the judgment of August Supreme Court, the respondent 

No. 1 vide order dated 28.07.2011 re-instated the petitioner in service w.e.f 

,09.01.2010, the date when the petitioner was compulsory retired from service. 

Copy of order dated 28.07.2011 is enclosed herewith as Annexure-D.

That vide order dated 04.08.2011 the petitioner was posted as District Director 

Agriculture (BPS-19) Tank (in h^s own pay and scale). Copy of the order dated 

04.08.2011 is enclosed herewith as Annexure-E.

That vide order dated 15.09.2011 of the respondent No.l, the petitioner 

retired from service w.e.f 06.08.2011 on attaining the age of superannuation. 

Copy of order dated 15.09.2011 is enclosed herewith as Annexure-F.

That the petitioner was kept in dark by posing that he has been given all the 

benefits, as per judgment of the August Supreme Court but when he proceed 

his case for pensionary benefits, then he came to know that his promotion was 

due prior to his retirement, which was never accorded, so the petitioner sent 

application / appeal to the respondent No.l on 15.07.2022, stating therein that 

according to seniority, he was at serial No. 14, whereas one Muhammad Hanif 

Khan, who was at serial No.l3 was promoted from BPS-18 to BPS-19 vide 

order dated 07.07.2010, so the petitioner was next to be promoted but instead 

after re-instatmg him in service all the other back benefits were granted to the 

petitioner at the time of his retirement by attaining the age of superannuation

' ’s

\
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4.

was

5.

6.

7. was

8.

an



but promotion to BPS-19 was never granted to him. Copy of Application dated 

15.07.2022 is enclosed herewith as Annexure-G.

That the application of the petitioner dated 15.07.2022 has never been 

responded till date and petitioner consider himself to be aggrieved as the order 

of Supreme Court has not been implemented in true letter and sprite.
That being aggrieved the petitioner is seeking execution/ implementation of the 

order / judgment of this Honourable tribunal on inter-alia the following 

grounds.

}

9.

10.

GROUNDS;

That it is an admitted fact that August Supreme Court allowed the appeal of the 

petitioner and in clear words, it has been mentioned that petitioner is re­

instated with all back benefits then it was the duty of the department to have 

acted upon the judgment of August Court in its true spirit.

That as mentioned above, the seniority list prepared on 01.06.2008, the 

petitioner is at serial No.l4, whereas one Muhammad Hanif is at Serial No.13. 

Copy of seniority list is enclosed herewith as Annexure-H.

That according to seniority list one Gul Muhammad appearing at serial No. 12 

and Muhammad Hanif appearing at Serial No. 13 were given promotion vide 

order dated 07.07.2010, w.e.f 31.05.2010, when they proceeded on retirement 

by reaching'the superannuation. Copy of order dated 07.07.2010 is enclosed 

herewith as Annexure-I.

That according to seniority list now it was the turn of the petitioner who should 

have been promoted, as the Honourable Supreme Court allowed his appeal 

with all back benefits, so the promotion to BPS-19 of the petitioner also come 

within the phrase of back benefits but unfortunately the petitioner has not been 

given that benefit.

That petitioner was given LPR vide order dated 15.09.2011, whereas his 

retirement date was 06.08.2011 so if this benefit is given to him then why not 

the promotion, which was due on 08.07.2011,- when senior to him were 

promoted.

That the department was requested so many times but no positive response was 

received by the petitioner, despite fact that respondents were supposed to 

strictly act according to the judgment of the August court, particularly when it 

was held by the August Court that there was not fault on his part, when he was

1.

2.

I
3.

4.

5.

6.



penalized for the alleged illegality / irregularity, which was not committed by 

him, meaning thereby the petitioner was given the clean chit and if would have 

been in service without any break, then definitely he would have been 

promoted like his colleagues were promoted in due course after their 
retirement.

That the judgment of the August Court has not been acted upon by the 

respondents in stricto senso, whereas they were bound to do so, therefore the 

petitioner is approaching this august tribunal.

That the counsel for the petitioner may be allowed to raise additional grounds 

during the course of arguments.

1

1.

8.

PRAYER:-
In view of the above noted facts and grounds it is humbly prayed 

that the judgment of August Supreme Court dated 27.04.2011 may be
implemented in its true spirit by directing the department to meet the ends of
justice.

Your Humble petitioner:

Dated: .10.2022
(Ej^s^^llah Gandapur) 

^l^District Officer

Through counsel

(Salee
Advocate Supreme Court.

AFFIDAVIT

1, Ehsanullah Khan Gandapur, Ex-District Officer Agriculture- BPS-18, District Dera 

Ismail Khan resident of Bannu Road DIKhan, petitioner do hereby solemnly affirm 

Oath that the contents of the petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and that nothing has been concealed fi-om this Honourable Tribunal.

on

Dated 10.2022 ^^ent. 
lentified by)

‘S
l/cLf

(Saleemullah Khan 
Advocate Supreme Court.
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- gEFORETHi; NWFP K.P.K SERVICF. TTBl^NA.'S'T

Appeal Mo 661/2010

. Date of institution-, - 30.03.20:0;
Dateofdccision . -08.07:2010

Ihsanullah Klian pandapiif. District Officer .Agriculture. Dera I'mail
^...................... .................................. ............................ ............. (Appellant)Khan

0y
VERSUS

!
I. GovcmmcniofNWFP through Chief Secretary Peshawar. . i

.2. Secretar)' Agriculture, Live Stock and Cooperative Department, NV/FP, Peshavyar. 
..... ...................... ..........•...................... ............ ....... .................... (P>.espondents)

\ ■ •

Appeal against the order dated 9.1.2010 whereby tire appellant was ccmpulsorily 
rctirccl from .service. '

iMr. Waqar Ahmad Seth Advocate__
Mr. Tahir Iqbal Klrattak A.G.P ..........

•1..... i’or Appellai'.t' 
.......cr Respondents

r.

y| i■/

MR. ABDUL JALIL.......................
SYFD MANZOOR ALI SHA.H..........

............ hii-MBEli
........... MFMBElt

,.V«. -f >A

..gJDGMENT
\,/

.A-BDUL JALIL. MEMBER: This appeal Iras been filed the appellant'ag,ri!rs-i

the order dated 9.1.2010 whereby tiro appellant was .compuLsorily, retired Iro.nr seivicc.

Bricl tacts f the case are that the Board of Revenue was reque,stcd by The
i

Agriculiure DeparUrrent to convene a meeting of the Provincial Le;ise Committee in 

order, to discuss applications relating to. leasing out of GoVc.-.'i.nent barren land in 

D.I.Khan. The nreeting schedr.led for 26.8.2006 could not nrat.etalike. Hciwever, e.ar.licir 

a mcciing of dre lease conrmiltec wa.s held under the chairnransl, i ,r .i‘ !.jOJ?. i.i.i. vl-ae ■i.- 

' 5.4.2006. The nreeting besides other nrembers was'also attended by iivi,) r-::oJ 

ADO D.I.Khan. In the meeting it was recommended tiiat tik; ianr. Uiidci' pns.scss c. 

the .Agriculture Department may be Icase^'our for '99 years i-.: the appJicaur.v wliC' 

submitted ihcii' applications for lease out of Btinjar Land. The EDO /■>.g'-iculture D.I.K 

was a.sked vide letter No. IjG dated 4.10,2006 lo handover agticuiturai la.u'J u.''dcr tii':

2.

!

f
i

• ■NO-

j

\
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. possession of Agriculture DepartmciU in vai'ious villages c! D.I.Khan as per detailed
i

below

Rakli Zandani (2739 Kanals 10 Marlas) 
Ralha Kulaclii (619 Kanals 19 Marlas) 
Raich Malirra (400 Kanals)
Total ...3759 Kanals 09 Marias.

3. After dissolution of Ihe Agriculture Development Authority in '2001, the 

Extension Wing of the Agriculture Deparunent was entrusted, to ensure timely supply 

and availability of quality seed of wheat etc. To achieve fne above purpose the 10 ■ 

numbers Seed Production Farms in different Districts of the Province were deveiopea.
!

These Farms were being managed and cultivated by the' department itself. The.'-e rare f 

Agriculture'Seed Production Farms in D.I.Khan where qualuy seeds of ydieat, maize 

and other cereal crops is produced according to climatic condition of the area.'r
S.No. j Agriculture 

I seed ' farm- 
I in District 
i D.I.Khan

1 Total-
area
(Acres)

Allotted . by 
Govt. . to 
other
Departments.

Building/
Roads

Cultivable
Area

Un- i
reclaimed.
Area
(Acres) '

(Disputed/
Leased
Area
(Acres)......

a9

!

6- 3730 4

50 : 5050Rakh
Mahra

50350 .812 30 4411. Rakh
Zandani

1578
■<-----^

. ’ '3?23315490 242111 Rana
Kulachi •i ^I 19^^560884 25 IIV - Rakli
Manghan ' I fe' 3

499b j 190T5I Rakli Band 
Kurai

994.9 IhV
1

ri!i3 \
Till 2001 these farms v;ere operated under tire tenancy cy.s‘-em

• ■ ■ I .

tire basis of 50% share. The Military Regime abolished the. system In the year -2001.

4.- \V 5

on

■ 'fhc Agriculture Department itself on management basis cultivated tlie farms areas but
4'

the new system did not work properly and not proved beneficial. Under the nc-w scheir.e (V 

lire produce as wcH 'as income of the seed farms d.eclined due to linanciai constraint anu.

Ioo.se administrative control of the head of attached department, on the District level. In 

-the year 2002 the Provincial Cjovcrnincnl formulalcd live policy for lea.sing out lire .sfaic 

land'ai-eordini; to which ihi; Frovinciiil Ctihinct tipproved llr; rr'llo',vin)! policy, i

j

.e.

\
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renevVal qj' expired . lease 

Province;- ' - -

■cases and existing/new- leu.?e cases of state land iii the

■ 19(a) Hence fortli'all the expired leases 
market rates for

sltail be renewed at dte nr!;\ii;i;'i.; 
a specified period to .be determined by tbv; Di-.tii 

Lease Committee consisting of the folio; mg, whose recommendations 
• would be subject to the approval of the Provincial Lease Comiiittee 

(constituted) Under tlie Chairmanship of SMBR) i

L DRO/Collector
Tehsil Municipal Officer

in of Dcptudmcnl having posse.ssion of land, if any. . I

■ pno/^sembiy/Nazim concerned' Union Council i 
HDO Finance & Planning. ' '
EDO Works St Services.

Chairman.II.

; V.
. VI. ,! .

The Agricullurc Department in tlic year 2003 moved a stimmary ibr restorltion 

o/'icnancy sy.stem for these farms which

decided ihat the lease should be given to the new lessees instead of old 

j 1.3.2006, 9 penson .submitted applications

5.

was approved by J; - Cabinet Itowcvc!-, hi was

Iicnanis

to the DOR D.i.Khan for alloimeni ofbig 

chunk of land ofRakh Zandani, Ratta Kulachi and P^akh Mahta Seed Farms to them or,

lease basis. The cases were processed in the office of DOR and letter was issued lo 

on 5,4.2006 to decide the.se applications'. The Committee 

recommended leasing out of the said land of Agriculture Seed'Farms on annual rate of

Di.sirict Lca.se Cohimittcc

Rs. 200/- per- Kanal to tlie lease holders.' which prior to leasing, used by the.was

.Agriculture Department for production of quality seed by the Agriculture Departmenl. 

Most of the nine applications mentions that the Agriculture Department agrees/has no ' 

objection to the proposed request/lease •

6, 3 he DOR D.i.Khan sent minutes of the District I.

Secretary BOR NWFP vide his letter dated 5.4.2006.

7. From the record it reveals tliat all these applications 

Shafiullaii P.S to Maulana Lutffur Relunan Ex-MPA. The case 

in various offices and. processed in a short period of 5 days Trough District

Board of Revenue, flic DRO office record show.s anibigiiqu;; 

and ficiiiiou.s noting where dates have .not been recorded; Tlie letter issued by the DOR

.f\ T r-5'::«:rFi7

Committee ;h; ;

wme prcsenicci iiiroutm

1 poiiiicfuy. p;;rs;r

i..Ci'i.se

Committee and then in
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office did not bear any diary or dispatch or file number or even the date on which this

Icllcr was issued.-The BOR took up.the case of lease with the Sccretai'v Agriculture

Department ■ to examine tlie case arid furnish comments/views. The Secretary

Agriculture Department recorded the following remarks on tlie body of the letter .

"Ho'.v can EDO (Agri) have no objection to th.e lease of the Department land 
without consulting the D.CiAE/Administrative Departments'? This needs iproper 
investigation by D.G (E)."

The D.G. Agriculture vide his loiter dated 16.5.2006 asked Ir.ayaiullah Baluch,

EDO .Agriculture D.I.KJian to explain the following points •

Who constituted the Committee and what’s the status of this Committee? 
Whether matter was advertised & given wide publicity? If so, how many 
people applied, what were the criteria? ; .

iii) Who authorized you to issue NOC? ,
iv) ' What are common/market rates of lease in D.I.Khan?

S.

i)
ii)

The case was not dealt with properly as per opinion of the Secretary Agriculture9.

Department.
I

10, For revival of tenancy/sclection of new ' tenants, positive ' or. negative 

repercussions of the.process of tenancy applications of new tenants vis-a-vis propo^icd 

lease initiative by DRO/EDO/BOR, latest status of th;; applications etc, die D.G 

Extension informed the Secretary Agriculture Department vids his letter'dated l.i'.jvGo 

and slated that EDO Agriculture D.I.IGian to be coritactcd who made-t.ne milowiiri.

comments ;-

If the rates shown in the lease are vetted by the cornmiiioe and 
procedure adopted as per rules of business of the District Lease 
Committee; there i.$ no objection of lea.smg out it.

However, Member Board of Revenue who^is Chairman of the 
Provincial Lease Committee may pjease be approached to invite 
a meeting to discuss the case in detail,”

I.

11.

The letter of D.G was dealt with in a non-professional manner. .The ;S^^ 

concerned just reproduced the views oi E.x- D.G in his note tihccl and the .Ex-D.G yic^^,
11.

I
-1

■ .Gq
conveyed to the BOR vide letter dated 22.7.2006. The BOR accorded jpprrpaij

\ >i •*■' *. '■Yk ^•4 were
f

under tliC lease policy on the following terms and condition.-' ■ 

i Noie-4 1Observatioad-iridings of Inr’iiiry Cc-'nrnilicc
■ I

I Proper procedure for examining such policy/impm'iant na'.nre ereei ic ■I;-.' 
r Government offices, as mcniioped. in para 78 ?'•? oi inc •“.'•••jyg j.-

I
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Secretariat instnVctiohs; applicable iix all GoveiTment offices throuih^tlhe 
Province is reproduced below

, When a case is put up to a hi^^hcr officer, it siiall always be 
_ , presumed tliat l^UC will be read’by tiie officer.to whom it is 

submitted. Paraphrasing of the contents of tlie PUC or reproduction 
■of verbatim extracts from it in a . note should, as a rule, be 
avoided................... ;

78.

79. ;......... .when a note is needed, it shall be a presentation of the case
• in the following sequences:-

The question for consideration:
The circumstances leading up to it, with brief back ground 
and fiill facts of the case. (The noting officer should point 
out any error or mis-statement of facts in the PUC or in 
•the notes of other Dcpartnicnt/Ofllce. i 
Any hile, regulation, precedent or policy having bearing 
on the case.(The noting officer should discuss their 
application or otherwise to 
consideration):
The points for decision, and 

■ e. The suggestions for action.
Submission of the report/comments by the ex-DG (Ext) or 
tlie note in para 340-345 of the file by Section Officer 
concerned in Agriculture pepai tment to the higher 

_______ authorities is not on professional lines mentioned above.

a.
b.

c.

the question . under I

d.

I

i
The appellant infonned the EDO D.I.Khan that according to’ P.S to Mauiana 

Luiffur Rchraan, Ex-MPA tliat the Seed Forms, Rakli Zandani and Ratta Kulachi 

being leased oul to some one, which are to'be vacated at once in'Kabi. He requested ■Ex-

12.

are

D.G:- .

, Not to'allow handing over this-land to lease holders now because' huge 
amount has been spent on it.
There will be ultimptc deduction in targets of wheat.

If possible, the land may be leased out fror. Kharif i.e, May, 2007 
according to tenancy procedure.

ri-.e letter of DAO was received but no action was taken by any officer, .
s . ’

On receipt of tlie sanction of the BOR, the DOR D.L.KJian infcimed EDO

i)

' » i

14.

Agriculture to hand over tlie land to lessees concerned

S.No Name of village Area allotted 
Kantil Marlas

Rakh ZandaniI 2739 10 .Vw., .,1

I Ratta Kulachi11 619 19
;

•<rI Rakli MaluaIII- 400 *. 1 •

'3759I Total 09
!
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15. Copy of DOR letter was sent to EDO. He also s^t a letter' to the 3-. Forms 

-Managers for necessary action. Tlie three Forms
>

Managers and District Agricuitarc 

• Officers without waiting for replies from Ex-D.G, EDO iind DOR handed over the 

possession of productive and well cultivated land’ to the ,Fatwari.s of the rcspeclivc

i
. ^

■I'-
circles.

16. The Secretary Agriculture in his D.O. letter dated 14.10.2006 informed SiVlBR. 

that most of tlie land recommended by District Lease Co:.,:rnittee for use of seed . 

production and other agriculture activities and also asked 

transfer tlie land and its possession to the allottees till the 

BOR and. Agriculture Department, the DOR informed the SMBR

to direct the DOR nOl to

matter is resolved between.

with reference to his

Icllcr dated M.in.200d lhafthc ngriciillnrc "land not to be handed over l« the io.s...-c illl 

llirthcr order! In fact all tlic documents pcrtainijig to Registry, lease deed,

■ mutation-had already been completed 6n 6.10:2006 and the pcsseesion was lirmdcd ever 

earlier on 9.10.2006. This fact was not brought into the notice of SMBR. The iiiOO 

Agriculture asked the DOR to'take over lease land from the lis.-.ees and .g 

DAO. Ihc BOR cancelled the lease order on 4.7.2007. Mi;,- order 

incor^t as he neither invoke the laws for cancelJation of j-

mentioned any specific reason for cancellation which enable the court of law to stay 

implementatiori.

agrcciTieril,

i\v il hiic!'.' (0

was (eelinicallvt
lease agrccnienl noi’

i!s

17. A summaiy was moved to the Ex-Chief Minister Agriculture Dcparmient 

requesting on 15.2.2006 for initiating disciplinary action against those officers 

were involved in the process of allotment of tlie Agriculture land. The 

remained pended/un-acted by the C|ii;ef Minister Secretariat. In the

vrho

same summary 

proccLcsirig of

leasing out the said land irregularities were committed for uiterior,motive.-; and pciitr.ar'AC

pressure.exerted by the P.S to Maiilaha Lutffiir Rehman Ex-MPA,

hf
Arguments heard and record pemsed.

The learned counsel for the appellant argued diat the punisliir.tnl awarded to the 

appellant is illegal, unlawful and against the principles of natur e justi-

H•c
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c notice and the ineuir.Charge sheet/statement of allegations, show caosc20.

, proceedings are" illegal, malafide and without juri.sdiction. No proceeding.^

initiated against tire appellant till the final- decision by the court of compcLcni 

jurisdiction. The Inquiry Committee did not establish allegations No

not established biit the Inquiry Committee has

;Vc(. I’.i

. 1 and 2 against the

appellant. While allegation No. 3 wa-s 

wrongly proved if as them is nothing in-black and while to show that the appellant is

over the possession of State land to thesignatory to any documents regarding handing

allottees. The appellant was neither member of District Lease Committee nor attended ■

its meeting who was not instrumental in any manner in lecismg out or.hanomg o^ei the

of Government/state land. He wrote letters-to Respondent No. .2-apprising

picture of the-situation. 'I'he appellant 

Committee. No

possession

him of the ground realities and giving him a tme

Agiven opportunity and producing defence before the Inquiry

the appellant. Prior to holding of inquiry die

\was not Ishow cause notice was- served upon

not allowed to cross examine the witnesses being examined by the
appellant, was 

Inquiry Committee. .. • r

conducted vvhich held '.hal i-ieThe A.G.P argued that proper inquiry was

is in-efficient officer susceptible to illegal prc.ssurc and committed
21.

i IT'.; gulf, lily
appellant is

■ in physically implementing the.lease committee faulty dectsioo. He did not coin,dy wit!;

direction of the higher officers, regarding obtaining

stair and handing over Icasal land to the Parwaris without reecivmg

;qui.red. inlormaiioiit
the

fii-sl copies
DOiVs

i
.-iho-A'j'.- 1-lemeasurements ct':.lease deeds/agrcertrents/physical

discharge of his official duties, fhe appe;

of foimal
i;ai;i wt-Dh 'I 'cw;.

* 2 I-:,S' Tr>' Icthargy/slackness in proper 

to the EDO Agriculture on 6.10.2006 for supplying Khasra rmmber and de;i.ail of :1U

Ht.rjal

of reply -tVom LDU iiirthe Form Miuiagers. but wlilioul waiting

the representative of DRO/Halqa Patwari on 9.10,200

‘H y..-:with endorsenient toev

handed over the land to
initiatedconcerned. All.the codal formalities wereonward handing over to the lessees

the recommendation of the Inquiry Committee and tlie appellant- was awarded tlic
on
,K„al.y of compulsory i-eticemcm. He wos party in .he rrnplettnlaoon or es-parre- 

jee-sioe, ma.le by Are EDO (A) aod facriitalcd the decision -.•.r 'Hul -u-y hi.-dran,:,-



Hs )

22.. , AGP fyrther argued that the fiiquiry Cominittee 'Vamed allegations i

sheet against the appellant, out of which
in the charge .

c-d i.-i (h.c Inqi.dry Cone wa.s- p: :!l-V(in

report. I he Inquiry Committee'held .him rc.sponsible lu; nqi making'btici; rcrcrciice m 

the Government to

cultivated land was involved to

review the decision 0/,t^^ Lease Committee as the transfer of 

lessee instead- ol barren Banger Qadecn'i land. I'he 

appellant has admitted before the Inquiry Commitlec that lie did noi jm'nd over

possession of land to lessee rather it was handed over to Haiqa Palwari as per stiiienient 

of Farm Manager Allah Navva?:. the draft of handing 

Patwar Haiqa in the-office of appellant. All agreed

Managers signed the handing over of land in the presence of appcl.iani .and P..S 

Maulana-Lutffur Rehman. The appellant could not resist political prcs.sare to 

loply from Farm Manager in respect of proper inforinati

land to ies.sce was pieparijd. h-,-- 

to the draft, then all the ilircc

over

10

iivaa. act

on of'.i-acii farm.

■ 23. Although the-appellant was not involved in the pmcc.ss oi' Icasi 

department land specifically established for development of quality 

lethargy and negligence in handing over, the Farm Laud to Patw.ari, He 

handing over physical possession of the Fami land to lessee by asking FarnvMaaag.a 

. not hand over possession till the clarification asked by Agricukuro Dcparlmcni from li, 

Board of Revenue, instead , he faciiitafed the Revenue Sla.ff who prepared

mg

•sced'. He sriowcd

cnu.h.i avoid.

drai'i o.i’

handing over possession of land iq his office in his presence.

24. The Agriculture plays important role in the development of the 

seed farms developed by the department for .supplying quality .teed to the-grov.-'f.vs for 

Jncreasing production of wheat and other commodity. These .see-;! farmsWere Icamd 

on throw away rales, only to satisfy the sclfi.s'h person who vvu:, a;- she n-eirn :,;i‘

The appellant who.was supposed to .safe guarti the interest oft!:;- dcpaifmcnt, f.,cili;,’.i.jd“'

the process by asking I'arni Maniigers to iuind ovei- pos.se.s.sioii oi'lhe kind 10 iu.-vi.-ii.hl 

staff.

coLinlrv. fiii.W ,j

<5
, I'

••
.•=- !

iu
;■

I he Tribunal bolds that other actors who li.'ivc been pin-pointed in the i.25. I!K|

report my also be proceeded for the safe guard of Government pr-opertics in fumn;:



i

1S-. 'H'C_.

■ !n view o/ihc above, (he Ti-ihunal secs no. merit in this appeal which is hereby 

dismissed. Tlic parties arc however; left to bear their own costs. File be consi{>ned lo the

26.

record.

ANN'OllNCl-D
8.7,2010

Manzdor a.:li smam)
<

i-SYED (ABDUL JALIL) 
MEMBER.ER. •}

Certifie, ^ enpy
i ^saatr „! xS;:-

■ ■
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

(Appellate Jurisdiction]
i

PRESENT
MR. JUSTICE MAHMOOD AKHTAR SHAHID SIDDIQUI. 
MR. JUSTICE KHILJI ARIF HUSSAIN.

CIVIL PETITIONS NO.2058 TO 2060 OF 2010
(On appeal from the judgment dated 08.7.2010 of 
the KPK Service Tribunal, Peshawar passed, in 
Appeals No.661, 691 & 692 of 2010}

Ihsanullah Khan Gandapur. 
Karim Nawaz.
Sardar Ali.

(In 0.8.2058/10} 
(In C.P.2059/10} 
(In C.P.2060/10} 
...Petitioners

Versus

Secretaiy, Agriculture, Live Stock and Cooperative, (In all case.s} 
NWFP, Peshawar and another. ....Respondents

For the Petitioners: Mr. Abdur Rehman Siddiqui, ASC.

For the Respondents: Not represented

Date of Hearing: 02.12.2010.

ORDER

M.A.SHAHID SIDDIQUI. J.- Learned counsel for

the petitioners contends, inter alia, that the possession of the land 

in dispute was handed over to the lessee in compliance with the 

order of the competent authority and the petitioners cannot be held 

responsible in any manner.

2. The points raised need consideration, therefore, leave to 

is granted, me
c fml .1. ;

, i i ' 
efibe True Oooy

!!

>uprcm« Coyrt ol Pakistan 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN J
?(Appellate Jurisdiction) V

c !
PRESENT:
Mr. Justice Tariq Parvez 

' Mr. Justice Mian Saqib Nisar 
Mr. Justice Asif Saeed Khan Khosa

CIVIL APPEALS NO.1032.1033 & 1034 OF 2010
(On appeal from the judgment dated 8.7.2010 of the K.P.K Service 
Tribunal, Peshawar passed in Appeals No.661, 691 & 692 of 2010 
respectively)

Ihsanullah Klian Gandapur. 

Karim Nawaz.

Sardar Ali.

... in C.A. 1032/2010

... inC.A.1033/2010

...'in.C.A.1034/2010 ...APPELL*\NTS.

VERSUS

Secretary Agriculture, Live Stock and cooperative 
Department, NWFP, Peshawar etc. ...RESPONDENTS, 

(in all appeals)

Mr, .4bdur Rehman Siddiqui, ASC.For the appellants; 
(in all appeals)

Syed Arshad Hussain, Addl.A.G. K.P.K.For the respondents; 
(in all appeals)

27-4-2011.Date of hearing;

JUDGMENT

MIAN SAQIB NIS-4R, J.- All the appellants were the officers,

in different grades, in the agriculture department of Government of K.P.K. 

Certain Government barren land, situated in D.I.Khan, was recommended by 

the District Lease Committee to be leased out, which recommendation was 

duly confirmed by the competent auftority. Such land, at the relevant point 

of time, was perhaps possessed by the agriculture department for certain

purpose. However, subsequently the lease was cancelled on the grounds that

ATT

; Sumefintendent 
lupfsare Court of Pskistan 

//ISLAMABAD
*



CrVIL APPEALS NO. 1032 TO I03.t/2nin'iJ ■ -:2;-

it was gi'anted due to political motives and for throwaway consideration. The 

appellants, in these circumstances, got involved in the matter and were 

departmentally proceeded for having committed misconduct on account of 

certain acts of omissions and commissions on their part. They, after being 

charge sheeted and conduct of inquiry, were departmentally found guilty and 

compulsorily retired from service, which order was challenged by them 

before the K.P.K. Service Tribunal. Their appeals were dismissed through 

the orders assailed in the noted appeals and the leave in the cases was 

granted on 2.12.2010 in the following tenns:-

•f \
i

I

t

"Learned counsel for the petitioners contends, 

inter alia, that the possession of the land in dispute 

was handed over to the lessee in compliance with the 

order of the competent authority and the petitioners 

cannot be held responsible in any manner.

The points raised need consideration, 

therefore, leave to appeal is granted. "

2.
I

2. Heard. Referring to Civil Appeal No.1032 of 2010, the findings

of the Tribunal against the appellant are;-

"23. Although the appellant was not involved in the 
process of leasing out the department land 
specifically established for development of quality 
seed. He showed lethargy and negligence in handing 
over the Farm Land to Patwari. He could avoid 
handing over physical possession of the Farm land to 
lessee by asking Farm Manager, not hand over 
possession till the clarification asked by Agriculture 
Department from the Board of Revenue, instead he 
facilitated the Revenue Staff' who prepared draft of 
handing over possession of land in his office in his 
presence."

ATT€$Tj5D

I
SwpeiJ^andent 

upremeC/un of Pakistan 
ISIAMABAB ■f



-:3rivil. APFEAI..SNO.1032 TO 1034/2010

in the cases of theAlmost findings to the same effect have been given 

appellants. In view of the above definitive findings of the Tribunal 

are not convinced, as argued by. the learned Additional Advocate General, 

K.P.K. representing the respondenls, that still it was the responsibility of the 

appellants that they should not have handed over the possession and having 

are guilty of any tnis-sonduct. The appellants were neitlier

t

, we
other i

f

done so,
insti-umental in recommendingior the lease of the land nor in taking the final

in this behalf The land belonged to the Government and the above

and illegal reasons,.by the
decision

decision was taken, may be for extraneous

cancelled the appellants could notCompetent Authority. Until the lease was

set out by theresist its implementation. Therefore, the adverse view 

Tribunal, as noted above, against the appellants and the basis thereof is 

absolutely mis-conceived and thus untenable, therefore, the noted appeals 

are liable to be accepted by setting aside the impugned orders herem.

Before parting, it may be mentioned that vide order dated
3.

Syed Arshad Hussain Shah, learned Additional Advocate General, 

directed by this Court to furnish a report with details if any 

action was taken against any of the members of the Lease Committee, who 

prima facie responsible for leasing out of state land for throwaway 

which lease was subsequently cancelled. The order dated 25.4.2011

5.4.2011,

K.P.K. was

were

amount,

envisage that some report was filed pursuant to the above order which was

the spirit of the order datedconsidered unsatisfactory and not as per 

5.4.2011, therefore, further report was sought for, but the needful has not 

therefore, compliance report be submitted to the officebeen done. Let, 

within one month for our penisal and consideration in chambers.

ATI^SX

1, Supej^fendent 
Tsuprems murt of Pikisfan
^ is/amasao

I
I



CrVIL APPEALS NO.1032 TO 1034/2010 -;4:-
<

I
■i For the foregoing, these appeals aie allowed. Tire impugned \4.

<-i
orders are set aside. The appellanf.s are reinstated with all the back benefits. ^ 1

■
t

;
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• <3 (government of khyber pakhtu.nkhwa
AGRIL: LIVESTOCK AND COOP: DEPTT:

Date(j Peshawar, the 28/07/2011
♦

OR PER:
NO. 50E rADI21-71/S2.- In pursuance of the judgment of Supreme Court of 

Pakistan dated 27/04/2011, the competent authority is pleased to re-instate in service

die following officers of Agriculture (Extension) Depa.tment with effect from 09-01- 

./OKi (i.e. the date of their compulsory retirement) with all back benefits:-

Mr. Ihsanullah Khar-' Gandapur, 
District Officer Agriculture (BS-18).

' I.//

Mr. Karim Nawaz, 
Agriculture Officer fBS-17).

II.

Mr. Sardar Ali,
Agriculture Officer (6S-17).

iii.

SECRETARY AGRICULTURE.

Efids.l. of even Mo. h Date.

Copy for.varded for information and necessary' action to:-

The Director General, Agriculture (Extension), Khyber Pakhtunkhw'a, Peshawar. 
He is requested to submit adjust vient proposal of the above named officers. 
The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Executive District Officer (Agriculture) DIKhan.
Tie District Accounts Officer, DIKhan.
Officers concerned.
PS to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
PS to Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
PS to Minister for Agriculture, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
PS to Secretary Agriculture, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Personal files.

I

2
:3
4

.i).
1,0.

(MUHAMMAD ZAHID) 
SECTION OFFICER-ESTT;
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n h

B\ A

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKTITUNKl IWA 
AGRIL: LIVESTOCK AND COOP; DEPTr;

Dated Peshawar, rhp VB/20ii

CV.0 number ribted 28/07/20U, the competent authority B pleaseu h, orrlm tl- . . 

posting/transfer o( the following omcers in the Interest of public seivlce;-

I Name of Officer
ToIFromISL I

I 1NO. i I
I District Director Agrlculturc'(BS-iy), 

Tank (In his own pa / scale) analnsr
vacant post.__ ____ _ . ...
~SMS, Agronomy 8l Extension (BS IH), 
DiKhan (in his own pay a scale)
against v^n^p^k-....... _.... ,
SMS, Horticulture (BS-.IB), DlKhan 

I (in his own pay &. scale) against 
1 vacant post.________ ... ..

Vyaiting for i 
Posting.

r-Mr. Ihsanullah Khan 
l3S-t8

1.
I

-do--’’ 2. i Mr, Sardar All 
;BS-i7

3. 1 t^r. Karim Nazwaz 
'B547

-do- I

I

SECRETARY AGRlCULI'DItL.

L(l(.lSt-_.!2!.-C.TC,';i-N.U4.„(kDilt<i

Copy toi

Tho t.i,ecK>r Grme.ai,

Officerts concerned. 
Personal files.

warded for information and necessa.y action to:
Pesli-iw.li

I.

S.

7?-^'6.

(MUHAMMAD /AHU.))
section oi-rirEp.-i '



. '.VERNMEN r O- KdYHFR ^AKIITUNKHWA 
AGRiL: LiVE3~OC:K AND COOP: OEPTT:l-v

' Dated Peshawar, the 15/9/2011.

NOTIF -ATIOM.
■ ROE /AD)21-112/82.- In terms of orovisicns of Rule*20 of the Ktiyber 

;k!itL;nkhwa Civil Servants Revised leave Rules, 1981 and instructions contained 

from time to time, sanction is liGieby accorded to the
1

'-der issjod
.a'lriient of Leave PreparatoiY to Retirement, equal to isd-cays pay in favour 

• r rj:. Ehsanullah Khan, ex-DiStrlct Director Agriculture (99-18), Tank.

* u

- 0

X

In terms of Section-13 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwo Civil Scivants 

the officer retired from sen/lcc with e'-'^ect from 6-S-20U (A.M; on 

g the age of suppe^annuation.
1973, I'i

/•■ainif)

SECRETARY AGRICULTURE.

f-'

to
Fndst. of even No. & Dcije.

Copy forvvarded or information and nccess.-iry aaio''. to:-

-i
. 1

I
i’O'-r-

i

1. '^PC D'leclor Cenerai. Agncuiture (tfdension), Khyuer Pakhlunk 
rc-sliewa- w/r to his letter No. TT178 dated 2-1,'8/JOl 1.

2. liie Executive District Officer (Agriculture) Lank,
3. The District AcujunL C'‘'hc--’r Tank.
4. Officer concerned.

t

(MUHAMMAD ZAHID) 
SECTION OFEICER-EST r■ i' ;■

:7!'
0..-
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0

The Secretory Agri: Livestock & Co-operative Department " 
Khyber Pakhtoon Khwa, Peshawar. A

/Through: DIRECTOR GENERAL AGRi: EXTENSION KHYBER PAKHTOONKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Subject: APPEAL / REQUEST TO PROMOTE FROM BS-18 TO BS-19 ON EVE OF THE
DECISION OF THE HONOURABLE SUPREME COURT OF
DATED 05/05/2011 IN RESPECT OF IHSAN ULLAH GANDAPT JR BS-18 IN C.A.

PAKISTAN

1032/2010.

Respected Sir,

I have the honour to forward an attested copy of the decision of the Honourable Supreme 

court of Pakistan dated 05/05/2011 in favour of Mr: Ihsan Ullah Khan Gandapur under C.A. 1032/2010 

m the Judgement at serial No 4 with re-instation in service with all back benefit fas Anexure A).

Sir, it is stated that in past I was compulsory retired from the Government Service 

fBS-18) un-Justly vide government notification No: SOE (AD) 21-71/2008 

attached ‘B’. where as I was innocent in this case.
dated 09-01-2010 copy

I. That the case/ trial was proceeded in the honourable supreme court of Pakistan against 

compulsory retirement for re-instatement with all back benefit where the decision' 
made in favour of under signed (appellant) a,s mentioned above.

was

That in Light of the^cision I was re-instated and posted as Distt: Directo/Extension 

Tank (BS-19 opp:) vide government notification No: SOE (AD) 21-71/82 Dated 

04-08-2011, Copy attached ‘C’.

2.

3. That after joining my post I was retired from the service on dated 06-08-2011 (A.N) 

attaining the age of Suppeiemovation in BS-18, Copy Attached ‘D’.

Sii, it is brought to your kind notice that the gap of compulsory retirement i-e 09-01-2010 

to re-in statement dated (J4-08-2011 makes 19 months.

Accoiding to the Seniority list of 2O<f0 (BS-i8) .shows my seniority at' serial No: 14 

wherein I came on top on 07/2010 on eve of the promotion of Serial No: 13 (Muhammad Hanif Khan 

from BS-18 to BS-19) vide his notification No: SOE (AD) V-7/2010 Dated 07-07-2010

on

. Hence, the



r -"r"

S-^\ ■

■A-r
^I^artment was to promote me to BS-19 availing the gap benefit according to the decision of honourable 

Supreme Court of Pakistan ^not done. In this regard I was kept in dark, shows unjustice, (Seniority 

list and promotion order of Muhammad Hani'f at Serial No: 13 attached as ‘E and F ).

Keeping in view the facts and findings I humbly request the department that kindly my 

promotion case from BS-18 to BS-19-may be proceeded with provincial selection Board with effect 
from 04-08-2011 or may be earlier which deem fit according to the rule under the decision of honourable 

supreme of Pakistan either wise I have reserve my right to knock the door of supreme court of Pakistan

inCOC.

I - #-

I Hope my case for promotion from BS-18 to BS-19 along with -aeml etc may be 

proceeded on humanitarian ground availing the benefit gap of 19 months m light of the Honourable 

supreme court of Pakistan Order.

Thanks

Your’s
\\

,LAH KHAN GANDAPURIHSA
Ex: Distl Director Agri: Ext: BS-18 Tank 
Add: VIP Colony Bannu road PO Sheikh 
yusuf Distt: D.I.Khan.
Cell NO; 03459846622.

Copy in Advance:
1. To the secretory Agriculture Livestock and co-operative Department Khyber Pakhtoon Khwa 

with help in the matter.

Ihsan Ullah Khan Gandapur
DDA (Retd) BS-18.

3.



S^Nfo^i J/ LuT O'F 0Ffi'<i£fi5 oF /}c^f{\CULru/iB dePtt^ f\3 /r^fcoJ> c>ri o j .O C, ^ooS

I t i
‘ico ^^■^■•.'p:

..I.. 1.J

1 :■. ii }jo> r^-.f^o
''D;:-:o of "l fW-’3

Rc--.{):•;■•-■:.I .
I lo:!■i

i BP
\
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__!,‘v.Q.51 A9£' "i'-' ■''=_§ '•■■'' •
BiuhaiTiinad Anv.

___EDO' Aori- Buner.___
3 I Dos; Muhammad,

____I DOA. Upcer_ Dir.
Husiain Ahrnad J.aci 
P_OA. Nowshera 
Aiiaullah Khan.
Sr Instructor, ATI 
She.'-Afzal,

___i DOA, Mardan______
7 Asmatull^h Khan,
— EDO' Aqri S h a n g I a.
8 I Mehmood Khan,'

! DOA, Chilral,__________
S Inayat ur Rehman,

DOA, Peshawar

!'.'i.Su(i'!cr:';,,' ;ii 
... -
M.Sc. (Hons)Agfi 

HoticuUure

3-j y '193 5.8.1970 17 ;U -cio- 15.6.2006 18Cu'i.amadda
' T.To. 19<i'0 ~
__ Swa|__
ig'^iesr
_Sj.vabi_

2Q'12"i9'19
Charsadda

I1 Agril Oifi 
■ 5 3 197T'

__ Agril Officer
5jj975 '

__ T^nlOfficer !
5!PJ\97S 

Agril Officer 
15.11 72 

Agril Oificer

■ar I
I ■ 5.8.1976 17 -do- 15.6.2006 18
■

B.Sc, (Hons) Agri 
Enlomcloov 

M.Sc. (Hons) Agri 
Entomology

B.Sc (Hons) Agri
Horticulture

M Sc (Hons) Agri | ~~8TT9 '̂
Soil Sience 

i B Sc (Hons) Agri~j

i 5,8,1976 -------- U17 Direct 15,6.2006 i 18
1 I

; 5.8,1976 17 -do- 15 6.2006 18
I I

I20 3 1949 : 5.8.1976 17 -do- 15 62006 18Peshawar I!■0 11 10 1975 
Agril Officer

; 1.10.1976 17 -do- 15 6 2006 I 18Mardan 
' 20 7 1949 
Mkd' Agency

II

1 6.1973 
Agril. Asstt 

L6J973 
Agril: Asstt

! 1,10.1976 17 -do- 27 2.2007 18
I

B Sc. (Hons) Agri.
Agronomy 

M Sc. Hons Agri 
Soil Science 

M Sc. Hons Agri: j 
Economics I

3 10 1949 
Mohmand Aqy.

1.10,1976 17 -do- 27 2.2007 18 I
■ ■

1 4,1950 
Charsadda

30 4,74 I 1.10.1976'
Agril. Asstt i
li.11.1972 j i.io.igfe'
Agri' Asstt

17 27.2.2007 I 18-do-
10 Inamultah 3 4.1950 17 -do- 27,2.2007DDA(E&M) HQ 18Charsadda
11 Majeed'jllah,

DOA. Malakand 
j 12 j Gul Muhammad,

EDO' Agri Kohistan. 
Muhammad Hamf . 
PDA (FATA) DIKhan 

14 j ihsanullah Khan 
I DOA. Tank

I
B Sc (Hons) Agn
Agronomy

■ 15 4 1950
Mkd Agency

1 6 1973 . 1.10.1976 17 -do- 27 2 2007 18I IAori: Asstt 1 1B Sc Hons Aon 8 6 1550 1 10 1976 1.10.1976 17 ] ■-do- 27-2.2007 18IDi? Acril: Asstt.13 B.Sc (Hons) Agn 15 6 1950'
DiKhan 

7.8.1951 '/ 
DIKhan y'

1 6.1973 i 1.10.1976 17 ; -do- i 27 2.2007 I 18 i
! Agril. Asstt

M Sc. Hons 
i Agn Entomology i

1
1,5.1974 

Agri: Asstt.
; 1.10 1976 ■ 17 ! -do- I17 3.2008 i 18i! __ II

i

f \
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iGOVL-i;i;M'-.Nr or khyulk pakhtunkmvva 
AGKI! : ,IVe;3TOCK AKO COOP: UCPIT:

;

Ooli.-f.: f-Gohflwar, llie 7/7/2010.
Np.IiLICA110.N,
NO. SOI: (AU) '/ //./OliJ,- On rcconimnnrlnlioivv of Inn Prov'.ncinl Selection Hoard (PSB), Ihc.

nuilKiri / is pleased to oromnto the followinp o.fficcis of Agriculture Extension Wing 
>liK- rjonnrt.noMt iroin llti- IS to 5S-iy on tegula.' basis witn from 3l-()S-2010 (i, date 

nl P-.ri) in l(;nii-: o provision container! i;; Fslaiilislinienl Einparlmenl.'s circtilar letter, dated 2"^

‘•'•iHninlK;i, 700‘1, .as the ofOceis proceeded on retiiement .vith effect from the date mentioned 
again It ■e;’',h c'o aiiaining the age ol superaiiiniation:-

;

i. 07/06/2010

id/ix.//;.oiu
I'lr. Gul Muhammad

ii. i'lr. Muliarnmad I l-anil

2. nioi" promotion ns well as assumption ol rtiarcjc in BS-19 shall b^oii nulional

i..:sK.

On lli'iii piornotion, llv;y are posted /.adjii:;! id as under for die purpose of drawl

•if ^•e:lSl'lMilry henerirs:-

Sl j Nfmio of OfEir.or I Piom 
:Mo : . i

RemarksTo
I

.3*r-li. Gnl MeliainiiM'l 
' ttS l'J

too Agricullni.e 
: (liS-t9) Oil'Upper

........ -................. ! C9I!S)i- -...........
' Mr. I'furM'urjt.jd I Oy: Director

ur-IV '. Agrlci/ltnic (PAIVg, i rajiicu'liir ; (US- IP),
I OlKham I Malyltand

l.>;ei.i/d''e Oistiict Officer Wfierc he was 
Agri.....'ar= (ilS-19), Oir already working.

..._-VPIfiri. _ _____ ......
I txecutiw.'Iwiiici OiTict^r 1 Against'.'acani 

I'kisI

SECRETARY TO GOVT. CF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
AGRICULTURE, L/S-^OCK AND COOP; DEPTT: i

i ridsf. p! eyt’ii No..f;. Oal.e.
Copy (rin.'.'a;r.!'ri for iiiforrnalion and necessan/ aclior Ur.-

I The Oiiecior (>neral, Aciriculture (Pxlension), Kliyhe, Pakhlunkhwa, Pr'slmwar. 
7. Ihn Oirecloi rif Agrirultiire (Extension) FATA, Kiiyher >>ikhtunkhwn. 
t. I he Exc'cutive Districl Officers (Agricullijic), Dir Upp'. i, tdlChan and Malakand. 

<1. Ih'’ Disiri'.l Olficers Agriculture, Dir Upper, DlKJtan. ; nd i'l.;iakanc),
S TIk’Districl/■iTOunfs Olficers. Dir Upper and DIKIi.-.n 

Til” Ageiny re.eounts OHicer, Malaktiiid. 
r Ollir ers conr.'friinr.l.
P PS tn riiiof M,inj.;|pr, Kh'/her Pnklitunkhwa.

F'-. If! Ciiinf g.:.,-.retnr)', K.h'/ber Paklilunkhvva. s
■ iO. PS lo Minisle. for Agriculture, Kh’.'ber Psyuer'.k.-.'.-;.:..

11. PS Irj Secnetars,' Aiificiiitiire,-F.lTyber Pakhlur.ktr.va.
12. Personal files.

r

L
SfCTION Orr-ICtIt-FSTT: ,
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PARISIAN BAR COUNCIL N»)n Transfcrjiljh.- ' ' . ■ •• •

^___MR. SALEEM ULLAH KHAN RANA r ^l ■^,;, ^ ,?., : JV .\
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1" aBOBnaa
V/ '.; VMR. SALEEM ULLAH KHAN RANAZAI

Advocate
Supreme Court of Pekirtan (ASC)

Osl» cl l!5i»; 19-4-201S

20S3

WIH I
n7trHr??^T! 0m-tlCTtQ9^4 Call:T.l;0«J«iyS2!«*LlU :

If ro[»<id pleaie rcumrta.^^
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