
ihT Scpicmbcr, 2022 !. None for Ihe petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel 

Hutt, Add!: AG for respondents present.

2. Learned Addl: AG submitted copy of order dated 

21.07.2022 passed in CPLA No. 6n-P/2021 and 612- 

P/202L wherein judgement of this Tribunal has been 

suspended, therefore, it would be appropriate to adjourned 

this appeal sine-die till the decision of the CPLA by the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan. On the request of the 

learned AAG this appeal is adjourned sine-die. The parties 

or any of them may get it restored and decided by making 

an application, after decision of the august Supreme Court 

of Pakistan referred to above. Cosign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given 

under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 7'‘‘ day of 

September, 2022.

I
(Kalim Arimad Khan) 

Chairman



11.05.2022 Petitioner in person present.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional 
Advocate General present. Nemo for respondent 
Department.

-..s'

Implementation report is still awaited. Notice be 

issued to all the respondents for submission of 
implementation report on or before 15.07.2022 before 

S.B.

it
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)

15.07.2022 Petitioner in person present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Implementation report not submitted. Learned Additional 

Advocate General committed at the bar that opportunity may be 

granted to contact and consult the respondent department for 

submission of proper implementation report on the next date. 

Adjourned. To come up for implementation report on 07.09.2022 

before S.B. /

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)
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(Appellate Jurisdiction)

present.

JUSTICE SAJJAD ALI SHAH 
MR. JUSTICE MUHAMMAD AU MAZHAR

am-^TlOW NOs.571 -P 61 C»-P o»o ,

KsHs?JS:aslj.«^=
Govt, of IChybcr Pakhtunldxwa through Secretary 
Elementary & Secondary Education. Peshaw^^d

mmus

...Petitioner(s)

Afzal Shah 
Abi Hayat 
Shams ur Rahman 
Karim Khan 
Abdul Huldm 
Staiia Gul 
Muhammad Idrees 
Mansoor Ahmad Khan 
Khiol Zada 
Nizam ud Din 
Sher Muhammad 

. .Rehmat Said 
' Javed Akhtar 

Munawar Khan 
Said Alam Shah 
LateefUllah 
Mst. IChalida Sail 
Zar Gu 
Imtiaz Gul 
Abdul Hamid 
I^aista Sher 
Sabeel Hassan 
Anwar Ali 
Javed Hussain 
Luqman Hakeem 
Aziz ur Rchman 
Muhammad Munecr Khan 
Mst. Shah Begum 
Munir Khan 
Mst. Fehinceda Begum 
Muhammad Baz 
Hanif Jan '
Sher Afzal 
Mst. Dil Taj Begum 
Races IChan
Syed Hijab Hussain 
Eid Muhammad 

' Fazal Hakeem 
Eyed Zamir Hussain 

. Janat Khan

(CP571-P/21)
(CP572-P/21)
(CP 573-P/21} 
{CP574-P/21)
(CP 575-P/21)
(CP 576-P/21j 
{CP577-P/21) 
{CP578-P/21) 

-{CP579-P/21) .
(CP 580-P/21)
(CP 581-P/2I)
(CP 582-P/2I) 
(CP583-P/21)
(CP 584-P/21} 
(CP585-P/21} 
(CP586^P/21)
(CP 587-P/21)
(CP 588-P/21)
(CP 589-P/21)
(CP 590-P/21)
(CP 591-P/21)
(CP 592.P/2H 
(CP593-P/21-) 
(CP594-P/21)
(CP 595-P/21)
(CP 596-P/21) 
(CP 597-P/21) 
(CP 598-P/21) 
(CP599-P/21) 
(CP600-P/21) 
(CP 601-P/21) 
(CP602-P/21) 
(CP 603-P/21) 
(CP 604.P/21) 
{CP605-P/21) 
(CP606-P/21) 
(CP 607-P/21} 
(CP 608-P/21) 
(CP 609-P/21) 
(CP610-P/2X)A

X «9iani

Stan



Ayan Ali 
Sohail Khan

{CP(j1 i-VI2\\

For the Petitioner{s): 

For the Respondent(s): 

Date of Hearing:

Mr. Alif Ali Khan, Aildl. AH Kld<

N.R.

21.07.2022

S-EDLli
SAJJAD ALI SHAH. ,T — The pelilioncni huve tiiipugncd i\w 

judgment of the leai'ncd Khyber PaUhLiinkiiwa flcrvlt^o 'I'riliMUal, 
whereby the petitioners were diruetod to prfjmote llie n:n(jf»(idciilh /i
the date when their colleagues at the Frovincifd level v/(Uo pif/ntoled, 

learned Addition^ Advocate General argues that the judgfuciit is 

bad mainly on two accounts; firstly, that the Tribunal could not li/tve 

directed the petitioners to promote the respondcnUi and at tile best it

The

could have directed that the respondents may be cunoidered lor 

promotion as the issue solely is the domain of Dcpurtincuta! 

Promotion Committee. However, it .submitted that to (hat exteid ihe 

petition is not pressed as the DPC has promoted the respomicnta with
immediate effect; secondly, the promotion as per rules of (he ITovincial 
Government is always with iinmediaie effect and cousecjuendy,
directions for proiiioling the respondenls retrospectively coubl riot bo
sustained.
2, Contentions of (he learned Advocate General tJSiuire
consideration. Accordingly, leave to the extent of directing ante flatCfl
promotion is granted. Since it is a service innller and short (|uc*ilioii is 

involved, therefore, appeal stage paper tiooks lie |)repared and otrice in 

directed to fix the appeals arising out of tiie instnnt petitions in the 

next session. Till then, operation of the impugned Judgment is 

/'v', suspended to the extent of directing ante-dated promotion,___

Sd/- Sajjad AH Shah, d.
Sd/- Muhammad Ali Ma/Jiar, J.

Cerllflc

SupmmoCounofPalilstiw 
rosnawfjir.

:opy

’MsuimmlMismUm’



a-’--BEFOR® THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. 119/2022
In

S.A # 87/2016 
Mr. Sher Alam. Petitioners

Versus

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Through Secretary, Higher Education 
And Others................................................... Respondents
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, BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. 119/2022'T

In
jT

S.A# 87/2016

•PetitionerMr. Sher Alam Khan

Versus

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Through Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkliwa
And others......................................................... Respondents.

REPLY TO EXECUTION PETITION ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTSSubject:
NO. 1 to 3

1. Correct to the extent that Service Appeal No. 87/2016 was filed by the appellant.

2. Correct to the extent that Service Appeal was decided vide judgment dated: 12-11-2021 

(Annex-A). The respondents feeling aggrieved from the judgment placed it before 

scrutiny committee of Law Department to determine its suitability for filing CPLA or 

otherwise and the same was declared fit for filing CPLA on 12-01-2022 (Annex-B) and 

Govt; accordingly filed CPLA in Supreme Court of Pakistan (Annex-C).

3. Incorrect, hence denied as this department (Higher Education Department) has already 

moved/forwarded Summary to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa for conditional 

reinstatement and withdrawal of resignation from service in respect of the petitioner 

which is in pipeline and will be notified as and when approved by the competent 

authority (Copy of the Summary enclosed) (Annex-D).
4. Incorrect. As already explained in Para-02. The respondents used its legal option by filing 

CPLA in Supreme Court of Pakistan.

5. As already explained in Preceding Paras.

6. As already explained in Preceding Paras.

Prayer:

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant Execution Petition is not maintainable 

being devoid of merit, hence may graciously be dismissed.

Chief Secretary, —-
Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Respondent No. 01

Secretaiy,
Higher Education, Archives 

& Library Department 
Respondent No. 02

Director,
Directorate of Higher Education 

Respondent No. 03
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNk(iWf SER\iiE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Y

iV-

Service Appeal No. 87*16

,ffy" ■
I 'A .■!) ■

:'t

8.12.2015Date of Institution ...
■ V

Date of Decision ...

' W-'
I

Sher Alam Khan Ex-Assistant Professor (English), iMHer Education DepirtmerlC 
presently Registrar Abdul Wali Khan University Mardarfll^

(Appellant)
si

i.

r
VERSUS

i.% ■l5i
>3Government of Khyber Rakhtunkhwa through Shief^cretary Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a 

Civil Secretariat Peshav\/ar and three others. I (Respondents)

xT!

Khush Dil Khan 8l Syed Noman AH Bukh.ari, '^i 
Advocates .. \For Appellant

Noor Zaman Khattak, 
District Attorney ... ;-j -For Respondents

I

SALAH-UD-DIN
ATIQ-UR-REHM

y MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
P MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

i
iWAZIR

■I

JUDGMENT ;!
;

{’v

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBEiy V-
case are that upon the recommendations df|t>ublic Serx'ice Commission 

appellant was initially appointed a| Lecturer; (BPS-17) vide order dated 15-10-

iBrief facts of the.
i

, the f' /

1992, who later on was promoted* as Assistant Professor (BP5-18) vide order 

dated 01-01-2010. During the course of his c^eer, the appellant, applied through 

proper channel to the post of Registrar (BPS-20) in Abdul Wall Khan University 

Mardan (AWKUM) and the appellant was selected and appointed as registrar for a 

period of three years vide order dated 19-08-2014. The appellant subrnltted

'frequest to the respondents to relieve him of his post to join his new assignment,

j

I
■ \ i

■p:; •
I i'

•I



;v ■ A

2S

1^:'-

MV 'mmĵbellant was asked to submitwas regretted, instead

; resignation from the post of assistant piW^sdWThe appellant again requested
B'' ■:VSV;
|i^'l;:VJnder

Service Regulations (CSR), which too wt^ot^Cceded to, hence the appellant

Y which however

i
•i section-418 of the Civil ^for retention of his lien or counting his

;

i ;i >

tendered his resignation on 10-10-2014, fflt wlfen^the-appeilant came to know
.fi ■

that the post of registrar is a tenure basq|fpost, |ience he requested again on 27- 

05-2015 for conversion of his resignati® into a request to relieve him from

service in order to join new assignment, .^ in the meanwhile his resignation was 

accepted vide order dated 08-66-2015, against; which the appellant filed
;

' .. ‘r • . • . ^ .

departmental appeal dated: 30-06^15 for withdrawal of his resignation or 

confirmation of his pension’for thf services he rendered in the respondents

. department, but his appeal y/as rejected vide ordeWdated 01-12-2015, hence the
' .^4

appeal with prayers that the imf)y|^ed orders dated 08-06-2015 

and 01-12-201^may be set ^side and resignatioh^o tendered may be allowed to 

be with

• instant service U
■ ?

wn or in alternative, the appellant havi I rendered more than 20 years .
/4'«•rf? ¥

service be allowed pension for the seiNice renlefed.Iy',' . m--
i

1:
'M. •

Learned counsel for the appellai^t has ddhtended that the appellant has
■ ' ■ If

not been treated in accordance vyith law |nd hisfri|hts secured under the law has 

been violated;'

withdrawn his resignation,, but was
against law and. norms of natural jdsjtifetbit tp|ppellant has at his credit more 

than 20 years of service, however th^fepondini^ rejected departmental appeal 

of the appellant, hence his long and sppjess s® je has been washed out, inspite 

of the fact that under the law he is .^Itled $ti‘pr to have count his service for

02.
i ■

■ i

that before acceptance oiifesignafton, the appellant has virtually

lit. Yf
‘opid^ei by the respondents, which is

i

‘li

r

I

the purpose of pay and pension or.#5|^t h^^uld have been allowed pension
''''Y-ijit

for the service he rendered in t^&het||lucation Department; that the 

respondents illegally .'insisted *for re|»ion,;|||:iite the fact that the appellant

r

f

■\. ./

M ■■
} -



i

r- i|W|iave been allowed deputation; ^was entitled to retain his lien oven his flr-
• t.

■'-ii
.'Uvthat case of the appellant is covered un<

i;

i
03. Learned District Attorney for theji^^^hts has contended that upon hi|^7i 

selection as Registrar, the appellant slid either to submit resignatior| 

continfrom the post of Assistant Professor orJMbMe^j of registrar and 

with his job; that the appellant opted resignation and quit the job of
iiia

Assistant Professor, now he cannot ]|p;|«ithdraw his resignation; j that 
university is an autonomous body aHd;^|^^Bservant who wants to join the 

autonomous body, will have to resign figibi^fevious job, hence request of the 

appellant for relieving was regretted 

competent authority; that it is 

the resignation.

«is^ resignation
• .’vMA ri'P.

prerogat&fe#;thd'government to accept

,

We haye-lieard learned codnsWr thd^ parties and have perused the

was accepted by the

or reject .

/
'

X'
04.

record./^ I
■

■iV\.
i;-

05. Record reveals that the'apfjell»was Ppperly granted HOC for applying 

to the post of Registrar and upon his^ctiqilas Registrar in Abdul Wali Khan 

University Mardan (AWKUM) vide order dated ;i|-08-2014, the appellant placed a 

request dated 25-10-^014 to the respondents to relieve him either on deputation

or retaining his; lien in his parent dep^t1:r|ent in order to join his new assignment, 

but the appellant wag compelled to t^A
ih

'!■ ■ •

(#r resignation from the post of Assistant
■i

Professor. The appellant though wasXhe|itant but finally tendered his resignation /i ■

10-10-2014. The appellant assume^Uhe charge as registrar on 17-11-2014on

and after taking over charge, it tranAf?i|ed that,the post of registrar is a tenure
■ ''I ' ' ■'

based post only for the period of ttfee|ears, hence he submitted an application 

to consider his resignation as withdriawn, but hi^ request vyas declined vide drder 

dated 17-06-2015, but in the meanwhile his resignation was accepted vide order
!



■ i?
i:'4

dated 08-06-2015, against which the appellant :fidd departmental appeal dated
'll'

30-06-2015, which was rejected vide prder dated ffll-12-2015.

f'

Placed on record is a letter of Adrninistratlon Department dated 03-10-
'v- '

. '* r*' ,J' .•

: 1989 containing instructions that resignation tendered by a Government Servant ;ii"‘

■ 06.

shaii either be accepted or rejected by the competent authority within the ■'

stipulated period of not more ; than 30]; days, of it submission andUf1*^^ .
acceptance/rejection thereof be 'cpmmanicated, to the Government Servant'

; ;
concerned accordingly, but in case d'f theiappellant, his resignation was accepteci;

after lapse of almost eight months, Shich[is contrary to the instructions circulated

h'( '■ >
by the provincial government. Placed pp record Is another letter dated 24-12-

t ■. tV: ;•

instructions regarding resignation

•i:r
•■s’'iV

I

■ • f >r ^ .'j
1959. of Administration Department containing 

that where a governfient servant .wh^-has tendered resignation, withdravf/s it
V

before it is accepted, by the competent authority, or where after the acceptance

but before^ acceptance is commurficated to him, he is allowed to withdraw the 

respmion. It was noted that thelappellant requested for withdrawal of his

resignation on 2.7-05-2015 well befote acceptance of his resignation dated 08-06- II■

2015 and as per instructions circuia&d by administration department vide order
'■'I

dated 24-12-1959, the apfpllant wa| entitled to withdraw his resignation before

its acceptance, but the rejspondents illegally accepted his resignation in haste
* i'-.- ' /

without taking into consideration his rpendin|f; request for withdrawal of his

resignation. In the judgment reported :Ss 2003 JPLC ,(GS) 1535 it has been iheid
■'T ■ i

that ESTA CODE, Edition (1989) clearly mentioned that in case Civil Servant 

makes withdrawal of his resignation^ ^before the same was accepted by the 

competent authority, resignation wou|i be deemed to have been withdrawn. In 

other judgments reported as 2015 PLC (CS) 33?'and 1984 PLC (CS) 435, it has
. ; '.VK^V.7,;.

been held that resignation could be Withdrawn or recalled before its acceptance.-
I' :•'■

by the competent authority, whereas the appellant had also requested for
^ Qi

withdrawal of his resignation, but such request of the appellant was ndt

I:i"ft;

/

./

i

i



9■I ■ Mf ■■ ■
. I

(

■ ^ ■ ,1 ,
IV V'' ■' ■ ’considered positively'l5y respondents',:which hfever was not warranted and

. J|-v ■'i ¥■i
t

r on
r ■

this score alone^ the impugned order$,4re liab||^]:)e;set at naught.

■ We have also noted that the appellan'tj|®is' departmental appeal alleged 

his'resignation hot to be voluntary;, but he to do so and to this effect,

■ ‘ "igported

gal. Last but not the least,

- f

07.

august Supreme Court of Pakistan in its ju^fe as 2005 SCMR 1194
I'

has declared such action of the fesponde

section-418(b) states that resignation of ,|||||p|tment to take up another 

appointment, service that counts, 1s not a r||i|,S|jt^; pf the public 

view of section-418(b) of CSR, the resigna^pIfeMndered cannot be termed a 

resignation in real terms and depriving the :app’ellffnt from benefits of his long

■. f
service, so in

:
service would-not be ini'accordance with thCc^d

i' I.

i^a^'that^'ppellant having more than 20vtew- i'ilioMe/feical reasons, as the appellant 

sptrfnitted his application for-withdraw^||dl:;|(hi|^.^

acceptance, but his request vyas illega!ly |:||||:i^^^ importantly, the appellant 

was properly granted NOC by the responMntSjii^o^|t3ihing his 

in view of granting such NOC, the ■respo®lh’ts’'Wefce required to grant him

deputation or retaining his lien against nfer(g'^^
■/! ■*

done,by the respondents. The appe[lan^wa$|ge|;ied fundamental right of due 

process as guaranteed under Article-{b-A^ il.'thS1'c<^stitutloh-.

In. view of the foregoing dtsciffislbilMhe instant appeal is accepted. 

Impugned orders dated 08-06-2015 set aside and resignation

of the appellant stands withdrawh^’aHd j;S6@nqe. of the appellant 

Professor (BPS-18-) is restored witHoi^t^^^|'i|||j^^^ with' observations that period

treated on duty against ?eave 

accrued, if any, or leave without'paw|ff|tl^e'.!Kp6se of his length of service and

■'lifil'-/
wml' 'ft®

■ f
: 1

We are of the considered opinion,08.

years ser^e at his credit cannot be ouste
^y
i

well before its /
\

new assignment and
•vJ

either

Dost, which however was not

09.

.r^-i

as Assistant/

/ !;/.
. during which he remained as.

ri.
■/

U
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.*;€= ■: ■

future benefits. Parties are left to bear4fifeir?:(:M^^ File be consigned to

V’

r
i.

PS
■'.Vl'f ''

M-
■ 4 ’felr; .

Ill'S

record room.

. f N.
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VwM' B fK*.'/.
' /,t mGovernment of Khyber PAKHTu^rNn^M

LAW, PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS & 
HUMAN rights DEPARTMENT

mm X' ; •
( ■

m ~ i ■,w };
(ARcndn Jlcm No.d3)

.. C No,SOUD;a/Uw/9-l2(l)/HE/2021
; i Daicd Peshawar Ihc 12-01-2022

o\L ThcAdvocolcGcivern^ 
p Kliybcr Pnkluunki\>yl; Pesli

y^/2. The Secretary lo Ooyi''?6f:Khybcr Pakhti.mkhwa,
Higher Educalioi^ Archives &''^ibrarics Department, Peshawar.

^BjECT SERVICE APPEAL Nd.S7/l6.SHER ALAM KHAN VERSUS GOVH^Mg^ 
OF KHYRF.R‘PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH CHIEF SECRETARY AI^

P /CBI i': :•.1

:
;

u>
Qwar,.

\>\

1
■aOTHERS .ft

B'
1 am direcled to refer to yoiir letter No.SO(Ut)/HED/4-99/SA No.87/l6 

Alam KJian, dated 06.01.202^ on- the sUbject noted above and to state that a meeting of the

Scrutiny Committee has-been held on 12-01-2022 under the Chairmanship of Secretary
for filing of Appeal/CPLA in the

Sher

Law

Department in order to detennine the fitness of the subject case

upper forum. . I ' •i"
After threadbare, discussion on the subject case particularly hearing the stance of

by the Scrutiny Committee that theAdministrative Department, irwas decided with 
subject case is a fit case for filing of AppeaVCPLA before the Supreme Court of Pakistan.

consensus

Uministrative Department is advised to approach the office of
through well conversant representative alongwith

doing the needful forthwith, please. (Power of Attorney for

iTherefore, the;
Advocate General KJiyber i^^^tunkhwa 

complete record of the case for

signature of petitioners attached);

m
ri

Yours faithfully,

m

(TAHIR IQBAL KHATTAK) 
SOLICITOR 

LAW DEPARTMENT
i

F.ndst! No & Date Evem

Copy fonvarded to the.
S. PS to Secretary Law Department.
2. PA to Law Officer, Law Department.

I r.}

!
i

I Ui"
,

1 Scanned with CamScanner
j
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IN THE SUPREME COUR-T OF PAKISTAN

(Appellate Jurisdiction)
I

i
i/

I-
i '■
.V

I

!
r
i

1

J2Q22CPLA NO..

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa' through Chief Secretary, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Secretary, Higher Education Archives 4 Libraries Department, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

3. Director Higher Education Kl:^yber Pal^itriHikhwa, Peshawar
4. Vice Chancellor Abdul Wali Khan Univ^sity/ Mardan.r'iv

PETITIONERS
VERSUS •r.

■i

Sher Alam Khan Ex-Assistant Professor (English), Higher Education 
Department, (presently Registrar Abdul Wali Khan University Mardan)

RESPONDENT

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE |0 APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE
212(31 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF
PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED TUPGMENT/
ORDER OF THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

K

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR DATED 12A1/2021
PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL No.87/2016

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH
Substantial questions of law of gener^ public irriportance and grounds, inter alia, 

which falls for determination of this ad^st Coi^rt are as under:-

:
i

Whether the impugned, judgment / order of the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, PCshawar does not: suffer from maiterial illegality, factually 

and legally incorredt and requires interference.by this august Court?
. 'ii':

A • ' ' i ''Whether the Hon'pt'e Kliyber Pals^hinkhwb; Service Tribunal, Peshawar has S 

properly and legally exercised its jurisdiction in the matter in hand?

I1.

r •i:-

*

2.

f_



vf

If;
7£ .; i

Whether the resignation of the respondent has not attained finality as it is 

accepted by the Betponers hence carihot be withdrawn after being accepted?

Whether Responded No.l while ap^ym| M the post of Registrar Abdul Wall

' ■ s 'ill
Khan University was not aware /co^zant?of the fact that it is a tenure post 

but despite having^toowledge of the fact that the post is a tenure post?

■i5
'i

1
M•i t 'gpiv'-

;/P'
'.t 4.•a

fe15:te
ig

a
Whether the Hoh'ble Service Tribunal has taken into the consideration the 

Establishment Departments Notification dated 29.7.2006 while passing the 

impugned judgme'r^t/ order?

■M 5.M

a'S
1

¥. .1 }

31 Whether the service of the University is not service of an autonomous body? 

Which was in the knowledge of the respondent but despite the same 

respondent preferred the service of the university and resigned of the post of 

Assistant Professor?

6.■'■I. #3-
■Sm&a

w I
■m

Whether the respondent No.l had not resigned from the government service 

on his own sweet well and preferred to the services of an autonomous body?

7.

3 i K"m}■■t

Whether on joining of the post of Registrar Abdul Wali Khan University by the 

respondent the respondent has not actually effected is resignation?

8.

15•t 1
1m Whether application bf respondent for withdrawal of his resignation is hot 

after thought?

■W.: 9.m;.
iV''-

'3 h■ •• nJ':
m-Wh:

■'i v3
■I :’V

■I
Whether it is not the prerogative of jthe government to accept or reject the 

resignation? < •

10.

i W:-

I Whether after acceptance of resigna:tibn of respondent, the claim of respondent
■ • { -X''

is not a past and closed transaction?'
■ .■ VS|,

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has

in the case?

11.

ifi?
*

12. m
taken into the consideration the law'|i|id facts,involvedS3

3 m-m t y

i'IW: Whether the Hon'ble- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has
i ' ■ '

properly construed th^ record and material in its true perspective?

13.

•vm. ■5
}

■

•ic

#• 1



1
3m

K:f'W.
: y ■

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunlj^^-f ervice 
properly applied and interpreted the law tjil'subject case?

^V Tribunal, Peshawar has! I 14.

m ift,
pE'i,:

' Ti

i
FACTSm I

i Facts relevant to the above points of law, inter alia, are as under.-ri-i
Ma

That the respondent No.l was initially .iappointed on 15/10/1992 as Lecturer
■ ' ’F [

BPS-17 in Higher Education Department on the recommendation of Public 

Service Commission and was subs^uently promoted as Assistant Professor

m 1.iill.

wia I
BPS-18 on 01.01.2010. 1- ’W;

1 That Respondent No.l applied to tHe post of Registrar BPS-20 advertised by 

Abdul Wall Khan University vide advertisement N;o.40/2013 after obtaining 

departmental NOC;f '

pE- 2.

.P'.'fit'
aa■M

appointed fafe Registi'kr BPS-20 by Abdul Wall
P1 That Respondent No.l was 

Khan University vicfe office order dat^ 19.8.2014. Thereafter the appellant 

submitted his arrivaT report to Abdul :|Vali Kh^ University on 20.08.2014

3.•1 m ( : i
'j

m:
I® ■’t

m. and took charge of the post on 17.11.201:4.
I.'M

That the respondent No.l submit hW indignation from the post of Assistant
• ' ‘i'

Professor in the Higher Education I^e^artment,,which was accepted by the 

Competent Authority on 08/06/20lk'The respondent No.l had the option to ^ 

either resign froin tl^e service of i^cjyernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Higher Educatibnfoepartment and|l^p joib the University service or not . , 

join at all the university service ani

■i
4.

■ ■

i

■fp-IP
li"
■ v:

continue his service as Assistant 

Professor in the . Higher EducationiX^partrrient. But the respondent No.l 

opted for the university service. W.
*

‘rV-

m
That the respondent No.l requestd^ vide letter dated 27.05.2015 that his5.
resignation be excei>ted and relieve Kirn from the service and order to join

* his new assignment/ however his request was regretted /declined and his

resignation was acce|^ted on 08.06.2015.w t

That respondent N& filed departinental appeal for the withdrawal of his 

resignation and f» confirmation'ipf his pension for the service he has
6.

ai:'-
rendered in the Hiper Education department but the appeal being devoid

I".
of merit was regretted vide the appellate order dated 1.12.2015.

V:

-*■

i •

0



/jii,^1 •,i

. ^m. ■.m ■•';

.V
* Im i11^;. vr <

That the respondent No.l being agg^eyed 4^ the impugned order of the 

Competent Authority filed Service Appeal Np.87/2016 before the Hon^bl'e 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal/ Peshawar in which comments cf 

Petitioner were asked which were accordingly filed by denying stance of the 

respondent No.l

7
7.

1
K't

■M ■ I--
M

m
1

That the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar was 

pleased to accept the Service Appeal No 87/2pl6 of respondent No.l vide 

judgment dated 12.11.2021.

8.1
■ i

H'-4:-■mm;,:m t'i'm
That the Petitioners being aggrieved ^from thi'impugned judgment /order 

dated 12.11.2021 passed by the^Hoif'ble Services Tribunal Peshawar in 

Service Appeal No.87/2016 preferdhi^ GPLA before the august Court.

9.
%A

■f■1
i;

That the Petitioners seek leave ofjltliis august Court against the impugned 

judgment /order dated 12.11.202lfpaSsed l^^^ the Service Tribunal Peshawar 

in Service Appeal No.87/2016. - :

10.M
m^-m:-

ipi:P?': It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition, leave to appeal

against the impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dited 12/11/2021 in Service

•tj ,
Appeal No.87/2016 may graciously be granted •

'i
m"I

M1

•Sim; (I^in-ud-Din Humayun)
. ^dvocate~oh-Record 

: Su^eme Court of Pakistan
1 For Government

NOTE: ,i
Learned Advocate General, KPK/ Addl. AG, /State qounsel shall appear at the time of 
hearing of this petition.
ADDRESS ,, '
Office of the Advocate General, KPK, High G<^rt Building, Peshawar. (Telephone No.091- 
9210119, Fax No.091-9210270) if V ■ ; l/v
CERTIFICATE Certified that no such petition' has, e^li^r been filed by Petitioners/ 
Goverhnient against the impugned judgmentmenUondd above.

!'■ ' f. '
I Advocate-On-Record

'■•'I I

<1
if'

'■jp;:tp.

iiif
t

:

I ii:.-

&
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li
•h'■^il'

Sili- /•
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GOVT. OF KHYbW PAKHTUNKHWA 

HIGHER EDUCATION, ARCHIVES & 

LIBRARIES DEPARTMENT
SUMMARY FOR CHIEF MINISTER,

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

>59-

^1
tduci^/M

/w
I ©atft-j

WITHDRAWAL OF"vi REINSTATMENT AN^CONDITIONAL_________________________
RESIGNATION FROM SERVICE IN RESPECT OF MR. SHER AUM
EX-ASSISTANT PROFESSOR rB$-18).

ECT:

f3
Upon his selection as Registrar (BS-20) at Abdul Wali Khan University 

(F/A), Mr. Sher Aiam, Ex-Assistant Professor of English, Govt. Degree College 

No,2 Mardan had submitted resignation from Govt, service w.e.f 10.10.2014 (F/B).

Higher Education Department had processed the resignation case of the 

above officer (F/C) for the approval of the Hon'ble Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

being competent authority under Rule“4(.l)(a) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants 

(Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) Rules, 1989 ■ which was; accepted by-'the 

competent authority and accordingly notified on 08.06.2015 (F/P). .

Later on, the officer concerned submitted an appeal/application to Higher 

Education Department wherein he argued that he had completed 22 years and 07 

months service and requested that either his case may be considered for deputation or 

he may be allowed lien in the case" (F/E). The appeal was processed and regretted by 

this department on 01.12.2015 (F/F).

Being aggrieved, Mr. Sher Alam, Ex-Assistant Professor approached 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar and the Hon ble Court decided the case 

in his favor on 12.11.2021 with the directions that 'Y/?e /nstant appeal is accepted. 

Impugned order dated 08.06.2015 and 01.12.2015 are set aside and resignation of the 

appellant stadds withdrawn and service of the appellant as Assistant Professor (BS~18) 

is restored without back benefits with observation that period during which he remained 

as Registrar would be treated on duty against leave accrued, if any, or leave without

pay for the purpose of his length of service and future benefitd' (F/G). -------

The Department filed CPLA in the Supreme Court oh Pakistan on the advice 

of the Law Department for setting aside the impugned judgment of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar dater I2-.11.202r:and"tornts:^ -------

interim relief F/H). Meanwhile, the appellant filed an Execution Petition'before the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar arid the honorable court vide prder ■

%

'5^

2.

\

j

•1

3.

4.

5.



directed the respondents to submit implementation report before 

Furthermore, the department has also^. sent 
the Advocate General Khvb^r

dated 15.07.2022 has
07.09.2022 before the court (P/I)

to Law Department to instruct
riy hearing application in the Supreme Court of Pakistan (1-/3),-^.

as the CPLA

or on.
Execution Petition 

Pakhtunkhwa for filing ea
A:- In view of the foregoing, this Department is of the view that 

is still under adjudicatrom ih. the Apex Court, therefore, in order to avoid any 

action of the Service Tribunal, the Hon'ble Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, being
under Rule-4(l)(a) of (Appointment, Promotion and Transfer)

conditional withdrawal of resignation of 
him subject to the final

S' 6.'.JO'

m

0 competent authority
Rules, 1989 (F/K) may accord approval to
Mr. Sher Alam, Ex-Assistant Professor (BS-18) and reinstate

the CPLA. The period during which hedecision of the Supreme Court of Pakistan in
Registrar may be treated as leave without pay.

Hon'ble Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa isolated
remained as

to
Approval of the

the proposal contained.at Para-6 abgve, please,
7.

(DAWOOD Kwmy
SECRETARY HIGHER EDUCATION DEPARTMEN f

SICBEE&EYa r
PgTflRI TSHMPNT dFPARTMENT:

ruTPF ggCRETAR^ 
l^HYRER PA^HTUNKHWAi

rHTFP MINISTERi^ . 
^HYRgR PAkHTUNKHWA:



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

■f

Execution Petition No. 119/2022
In

S.A # 87/2016 
Mr. Sher Alam. Petitioners

Versus

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Through Secretary, Higher Education 
And Others.............................................. Respondents
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.
'i

Execution Petition No. 119/2022
InV'

\ S.A# 87/20165

PetitionerMr. Sher Alam Khan

Versus

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Through Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkliwa
And others..... ................................................. Respondents.

Subject: REPLY TO EXECUTION PETITION ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS ;
NO- 1 to 3

Correct to the extent that Service Appeal No. 87/2016 was filed by the appellant.

Correct to the extent that Service Appeal was decided vide judgment dated: 12-11-2021 

(Annex-A). The respondents feeling aggrieved from the judgment placed it before 

scrutiny committee of Law Department to determine its suitability for filing CPLA or 
otherwise and the same was declared fit for filing CPLA on 12-01-2022 (Annex-B) and 

Govt; accordingly filed CPLA in Supreme Court of Pakistan (Annex-C).
Incorrect, hence denied as this department (Higher Education Department) has already 

moved/forwarded Summary to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunldiwa for conditional 

reinstatement and withdrawal of resignation from service in respect of the petitioner 

which is in pipeline and will be notified as and when approved by the competent 

authority (Copy of the Summary enclosed) (Annex-D).
Incorrect. As already explained in Para-02. The respondents used its legal option by filing 

CPLA in Supreme Court of Pakistan. / ;

As already explained in Preceding Paras.

As already explained in Preceding Paras.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Prayer:

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant Execution Petition is not maintainable 

being devoid of merit, hence may graciously be dismissed.

A
0

Chief ^cretary, —
Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Respondent No. 01

Secretary,
Higher Education, Archives 

& Library Department 
Respondent No. 02

Director,
Directorate of Higher Education 

Respondent No. 03
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKlfiwl SER EE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

ii":t ;
Service Appeal No. 87j il6m

...J
I

Date of Institution ... J|:t.:12.2015
Date of Decision ife;il.2021

\/•
'Mi•;

;1M'. ■jf.: i:Vi
.. I

'K\
m

Sher Aiam Khan Ex-Assistant Professor (English), 
presently Registrar Abdul Wali Khan University Marda;^)

her Education De'paftmehti'

(Appellant)

mM
VERSUS 1 i"1

y
Government of Khyber Rakhtunkhwa through (|hief^cretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Civil Secretariat Pesha\A/ar and three'others. I W- (Respondents)

^ .1.

Khush Dil Khan & Syed Noman AN Bukh.ari, '«! 
Advocates ;

For Appellant
i ;; !

Noor Zaman Khattak, 
District Attorney

>
i.

.... Ci; ■ For Respondents;

0 ■'

SALAH-UD-DIN
ATIQ-UR-REHM

I MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
I MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)IAf4WAZIR
i (:■

:
i

Vi
i

y.
i

JUDGMENT
f

I-'

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBEI«g^;-
case are that upon the .recommendations offi^ublic Service Commission 

appellant was initially appointed a| Lecturer (BPS-17) vide order dated 15-10-

• i.Brief facts of the

/ the r /'

1992, who later on was promoted* as Assistant Professor (BP5-18) vide order

dated 01-01-2010, During the course of his c^eer, the appellant, applied through
' ' r

proper channel to the post of Registrar (BPS-20) in Abdul Wali Khan University
V *

Mardan (AWKUM) and the appellant was selected and appointed as registrar for a

period of three years vide order dated .19-08-2014. The appellant submitted
'T ■ ■■ ■

request to the respondents to relieve him of his post to join- his new assignment,

/
/

/
j

\
I
\ i_ ;7 F'

i

■I
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"fmm-2

-‘.m 'wv-
which however was regretted, instead ^)ellant was asked to submity-\ : Itti'

resignation from the post of assistant pr®ss6w The appellant again requested
i

counting his;:^rvi^ under section-418 of the Civil ‘for retention of his lien or r
I Service Regulations (CSR), which too w^|hot:;|fcceded to, hence the appellant v

t I

tendered his resignation on 10-10-2014, ™t vyfen the appellant came to know

that the post of registrar is a tenure. basgWost, |enee he requested again on' 27-
•W' .

05-2015 for conversion of his resignati® into a request to relieve him from

w''service in order to join new assignment, R in the meanwhile his resignation was

accepted vide order dated 08-06-2015, against which the appellant filed
■" /■

departmental appeal dated; 30-06,2015 for withdrawal of his resignation or

'iconfirmation of his pension-for th| services he .rendered in the respondents

department, but his appeal vyas rejetted vide ordetldated 01-12-2015, hence the

instant service appeal with prayers that the irtipdllied orders dated 08-06-2015 i

Mi'and 01-12-2015jTiay be set aside and resignation||o tendered may be allowed to 

be with

'!■

i:

i

■i

wn or in alternative, the appellant f^ndered more than 20 years

service be allowed pension fo.r the setyice renlj^d. !

Ji"
Learned counsel for the appellay; has (g|tended that the appellant has 

not been treated in accordance with law & his|i|hts secured under the law has

f-
iS 1

02.
[ /n. I.!

■I ■:

i;

been violated; that before acceptSnGei o|tfesighaffon, the appellant has virtually

biSsid^ea by the respondents, which is

■II I

withdrawn his resignation, but was not | "
-■■'I# I-

against law and norms of natural justcttrait t 

than 20 years of service, however ,tha||spondint!s rejected' departmental appeal 

of the appellant, hence his long and sp^ss has been washed out, inspite

y-

ppellant has at his credit more

ani:-

of the fact that under the law he' i&'ffl

the purpose of pay and pension 6r:^ppt he|5||u!d have been allowed pension

Itled eiffier to have count his service for\
fim
‘

for the service; he rendere(| in ;t|p|fiher|Elpcation Department; that the 

respondents iilegally insisted .for re|Sion,J |l||)ite the fact that the appellant

w- W'
\
\. f

V’0 V.’

i'

tffi
■iM'''■ i

.1



■1: iai
- .

r 3

3siii\. r was entitled to retain his lien oveii his d

'I
that case of the appellant is covered unci

ave been altovyed deputation;;.;.m.r
'..i-

of GSR. !
9

Learned District Attorney for the has contended that upon

'j

03.

selection as Registrar, the appellant wiiSti||fSd either to submit resignationffi^'t^ 

from the post of Assistant Professor. or?:|®l3iM^ job of registrar and continii^ffi' > 

with his job; that the appeiiant opted fpi|lw|if resignation and quit the job o|

Assistant Professor, now he cannot ®f»ithdraw his
;

university is an autonomous body aHd^S' jP™"

'W ■ w
autonomous body, wiii have to resign frfep.hiPPJfevious job, hence request of the

■■'IlL ■ '-'V"
appeiiant for reiieving was regretted, ^||iis resignation was accepted by the 

competent authority; that it is

I

resignation; that

ijl'servant who wants to join the

prerogatp^ th^ [government to accept or feject .

^ ^ mlthe resignation.
%■A. It-: C''f. ;

404. We hay^-dieard learned cou'nsi ®r thd; parties and have perused the\ > r.*record./^ ■A'

\ r

Record reveals that the apf|ell*yvas #perly granted NOC for applying
■

05.

to the post of Registrar and upon his»ctiqffias Registrar in Abdul Wall Khan

University Mardan (AWKUM) vide order dated l|-08-2014, the appellant placed a 

request dated 25-10-2014 to the respondents to relieve him either on deputation 

or retaining his lien in his parent depdrtnjient in order to join his new assignment.

t

iv- '
; ■. ' u;

but the appellant wa,^ compelled to ten^r resignation from the post of Assistant 

Professor. The appellant though was.'he|tant but finally tendered his resignation
' ' ' -y"' ij fon 10-10-2014. The appellant assurneyithe charge as registrar on 17-11-2014 ^

Ay.
i ■
‘i i

and after taking over charge, it transpi;|d that the post of registrar is a tenure
.ji % ■

based post only for the period of tWeeiears, hence he submitted an application 

to consider his resignation as withdrawn, but hi^ request was declined vide order 

dated 17-06:2015, but in the meanwhile his resignation was accepted vide order

/

y ./
/ I
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: in

I
dated 08-06-2015, against which the appellant ft fed departmental appeal datedr •U'',;

‘1 T-
30-06-2015, which was rejected vide brder dated il-12-2015.

!

Placed on record is a letter of Adrninistration Department dated 03-10- .■06,
;■ ;

1989 containing instructions that resignation tendered by a Government Servant si 

shall either be accepted or rejected by thev competent authority within the w
: ■'•as'-'

stipulated period of not more : than 30:[: days of it submission and:il
. -V ■ . ^

V

acceptance/rejection'thereof be tommdhicatbd to the Government Servant! '
’ .C'! ;;

concerned accordingly, but in case qf the'iappellant, his resignation was accepte
' ''4 h'

after lapse of almost eight months, %hicb!is contrary to the instructions circulated

i .
■*1

I

■V
by the provincial government! Pladed pp record Is another letter dated 24-12-

■i . i ■'f'.
1959. of Administratiofe Departmenf^ copfaibing instructions regarding resignation

that where a governfient servant .wh|, has tendered resignation, withdraws it 

before it is accepted by the competent authority, or where after the acceptance 

but before^He acceptance is communicated to him, he is allowed to withdraw the 

resignation. It was noted that thef appellant .requested for withdrawal of his
/ ■ iii ■

■i ■■

resignation on 2.7-05-2015 well before, acceptance of his resignation dated 08-06- 

2015 and as per instructions circulated by administration department vide order
■ i '

dated 24-12-1959, the ap|:|ellant wa| entitled to withdraw hjs resignation before V 

its acceptance, but the r^pondents illegally accepted his resignation in haste 

without taking , into consideration his -pendingf; request for withdrawal of his
■’ Kl

resignation. In the judgment reported ;is 2003FlC ,(CS) 1535 it has been held 

that ESTA CODE, Edition (1989) dearly mentioned that in case CiVil Servant 

makes withdrawal of his resignation! ^before the same was accepted by. the
i- .

competent authority, resignation would be deerned to have been withdrawn. In 

other judgments reported as 2015 PLC: (eS) 33?'and 1984 PLC (CS) 435, it has 

been held that resignation could be Withdrawn or recalled before its acceptance, 

by the competent authority; whereas the appellant had also requested for
■ w

withdrawal of his resignation, but such request of the appellant was h#
Ft • '■ F:-

; ,•

/

;■

'

I • I
I

I '

t ■,1
I •
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I

@1 ■rW'-ij. ;j .
considered positively'respondents;;^hich h||^er 

this score alone, the impugned order$,< re liabllrfebe.set at naught.

: 0’ , -.
We have also noted that the appelian't|!|

If,

\was not warranted and on ».. r r:
■)

s'departmental appeal alleged 

ij^d to do so and to this effect, 

'aported as 2005 SCMR 1194

07.
■It-

his‘resignation hot to be voluntary^ but he

august Supreme Court of Pakistan in its
3!has declared such action of the respondeTOxa^Jtragal. Last but not the least,msection-418(b) states that resignation of fiJlplntment to take up another

■ ■appointment, seivice that counts, 'is not a T||rg|B^,:Of the' public

rfPIof section-418(b) of CSR, the 'resigna|QbW|
■s ;

resignation in reai terms and depriving the appell&'nt from benefits of his long 

service wouid not be inibccordance with th^c^|^^f law.

of the considered opinion,i:||ii'''tl(ei^|ppellant having 

e^aThis credit cannot be ousteAfeilJ Epical reasons, as the appeilant '? 

spbfnitted his application for- withdrayi^c|||)i||.resignation weil before its t 

acceptance, but his request was illegally'||j|&'di|: ^bst importantly, the appellant 

was properly granted NOC by the respon^nfefol^loihing his 

in view of granting such NOC, the respon|^fe'-'fete..required to grant him

retaining his lien against h^^§r[g^ij post, which however was not 

appellant|wa5:Hja^]ed -fundamental right of due 

process as guaranteed under Article-ijD-AfifkhSSc^stitutioh;

In, view of the'^ foregoing dt^cC ’ '
Impugned orders dated 08-06-2015 ^tf|)feS^i5;are set aside and resignation

'j
withdrawn:‘a^d'S® the appellant

restored with' observations that period

during which he remained as .Redi5Karr»jlfS treated on duty against leave 

accrued, if any, or leave without't;}M||V|t^e’®f6se of his length of service and

Wl*

service, so in

ndered cannot be termed aview

: !
more than 20 ■08. We are

years sei
t-

N

new assignment and

either

deputation or
' t

done .by the respondents. The

instant appeal is accepted.09.

of the appellant stands as Assistant

Professor (BPS-18) is/
/>

/
/. /• /

n-

n•/ 1^m
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■ future benefits. Parties are left t(| bear:;..|jfeir:-pwn : costs. File be consigned to
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illl8 17%t
Government of KHYBERfPAKHTu

LAW, PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS & 
HUMAN RIGHTS DEPARTMENT

Hrsntf^

»'<
L.

(ARcndji llcm Nu.03)f
ik N9,SOL/DO/Lnw/9-12(l)/HE/202l 

Dated Peshawar Ihc 12-01-2022
i

; 1. f - f:0 \ ■ ^ if ii
^ y. The Advocate GciVcraj^-

Kliybcr Pakhiunki\>vl; Pcshhwhr

i;

S'J ^ I ' «
^72. The Secretary to (^dyti'cof Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa,

Higher Educatioi;vi: Archives &'|^ibrarics Department, Peshawar.

SERVICE APPEAT;'Nb.ft7/.1,^SHER ALAM KHA^ VERSUS
’ PARHTHNKHWA through chief sepketary anb

.

SUBJECT
OF KHYBER

1 ;OTHERS
!'■

SherI am directed to refer to yoiir letter No.SO{Ut)/HED/4-99/SA No.87/t6
and to State that a meeting of the

Law
Alam KJian, dated 06.01.202:5 on the subiect noted above
Scrutiny Committee has- been held on 12-01-2022 under the Chairmanship of Secretary 
Department in order to detennine the fitness of the subject case for filing of Appeal/CPL

ij

' 8upper forum.
After threadbare disettssion on die subject case particularly hearing the stance of 

'whs decided with consensus by the Scrutiny Committee that the ■’.'I

Administrative Department, it'was
is a fit case for filing of AppeaVCPLA before the Supreme Court of Pakistan.subject case

I' i Iji
lo approach the office ofTherefore. the.J^dministrative Department is advised

^lichtunkhwa through well conversant representative alongwith 

for doing the needful forthwith, please. (Power of Attorney for
!

Advocate General KJiyber 

complete record of the case 
signature of petitioners attaclied)i

ii lii
■i

^■\m
Yours faithfully,

'r m.

'ip• ; i.
(TAHIR laSAL KHATTAK) 

SOLICITOR 
LAW DEPARTMENT

■ 'n

I
•n

r.ndst! No & Date Even.

Copy fonvarded to the.
G. PS to Secretary Law Department.
2. PA to Law Officer, Law Department.

• : 1. tr
}

■
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1.

IN THE SUPREME CPUR'T OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate Jurisdiction) i;

i// .
fv'
i

V
I

i

!
t

J1Q12CPLA NO.

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thrpugh Chief Secretary, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar i

2. Secretary, Higher Education Archives ^ pbraries Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar ^ i

3. Director Higher Education Kt^yber P^iiuhkhwa, Peshawar
4. Vice Chancellor Abdixl Wall Khan Uniy^sity, Mardan.

PETITIONERS
VERSUS AI

Sher Aiam Khan Ex-Assistant Profess9,r (English), Higher Education 
Department, (presently Registrar Abdul \Vali Khan University Mardan)

RESPONDENT

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE |0 APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE
212131 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF
PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED TUDGMENT/
ORDER OF THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKIiWA

V.

SFRVirE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR DATED 12A1/2Q21
PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL No.87/2Q16

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH
Substantia! questions of law of genera) public iinportance and grounds, inter alia,

'T*'
which falls for determination of this adgust Corirf are as under:-

■ - I' ■ :},

Whether the impughed judgment / order of the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Pelhawar does not; suffer from material illegality, factually
1.

i',;

and legally incorrect, and requires int^rference by this august Court?

Whether tire Hon'bhe Khyber Pakhtlinkhw^: Service Tribunal Peshawar has t 

properly and legally exercised its jurisdictioii iii the matter in hand?

. .1

V'.

2.

f



*• ■

. -'tes■fiKb 7. g

Whether the resignation of the respondent has not attained finality as it is ; ;
.j'' . j"

accepted by the Beti^oners hence canhot be withdrawn after being accepted?
3.m

I ' '■■il
S'

Whether Responde|t No.l while ap^lyin^ fo|the post of Registrar Abdul Wali
/cognizantti)f the fact that it is a tenure post

4.

a#'m
aM Khan University wps not aware 

but despite havih^iknowledge of the fact that the post is a tenure post?si
■m ifMii;:1 Whether the Hoh'ble Service Tribunal has taken into the consideration the 

Establishment Departments Notification dated 29.7.2006 while passing the 

impugned judgmdrif/ order?

5.

liM »
‘M

•1
Whether the service of the University is not service of an autonomous body? 

Which was in the knowledge of the respondent but despite the same 

respondent preferred the service of the university and resigned of the post of 

Assistant Professor?

■ah 6.W tr:

IB
te- /

}

mi-il feV'
1,1 Whether the respondent No.l had not resigned from the government service 

on his own sweet well and preferred to the services of an autonomous body?

7.

W'I
1'M Whether on joining of the post of Registrar Abdul Wali Khan University by the 

respondent, the respondent has not actually effected is resignation?

8.
m/hi IPI;'

li: !■. ;
■■i

0.': Whether application j^f respondent for witlidrawal of his resignation is hot 

after thought?

9.f i• ••
■J '

I:i El

m V
Whether it is not the prerogative of ithe government to accept or reject the 

resignation?

10.&

T:
' '

Whether after acceptance of resign^tibn of respondent, the claim of respondent
i .i''' -V' '

is not a past and closed transaction?' '

;|v.
I
I-v

li: 11.

I m
I

■ /■■-

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhvya Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

taken into the consideration the lawv^fid facts;involved in the case?
li 12.
I

m I

4 i:
ii: Whether the Hon'blevKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

properly construed th^ record and material in its true perspective?
13.V

lii-
.i.

. !1,
i

it
•i

li'f



@»'v. •fc- 3ili mi Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtuni^h^vv^-jBervice Tribunal, Peshawar has 
properly applied and interpreted the law t!^^:subject case?

14.
% 
"■'4 ii! Vi

iFACTSn I

Facts relevant to the aboye points of la\y, inter;aUa, are as under:-fe ■'m II-

fc-1 • •!
m That the respondent No.l was initially^^appointed on 15/10/1992 as Lecturer 

BPS-17 in Higher Education Department on the recommendation of Public 

Service Commission and was subsequently promoted as Assistant Professor 

BPS-18 on 01.01.2010.

M 1.•y*ii

w
illP-'
p:p.:'
P^ w

a
(i'M i • i

I'- ^

1 . <:
'■M
M\ That Respondent No.l applied to tHe^post of Registrar BPS-20 advertised by 

Abdul Wall Khan Diversity vide a(|vertisement Hp.40/2013 after obtaining 

departmental NOC.i 3 j / i

a 2.m ;■ .

fM

Wi'C. •M
■ u'M •,7'

appoirtt^dya^ Registrfcl BPS-20 by Abdul Walite- That Respondent No.l was 
•*

Khan University v.ii office order dat^ 19.8.20|4. Thereafter the appellant
•.rf

3.

ill:
> ;

•'ir
submitted his arrival report to Abdul :|yali Kh^ University on 20.08.2014

■J
and took charge of the post on 17.11.2014.

>!■* '

That the respondent No.l submit his ^^ignation from the post of Assistant 

Professor in the Higher Education Dejiartment which was accepted by the 

Competent Authority on 08/06/201$. -Tfee respondent No.l had the option to

m11^3

f
li

4.••I / f

a B- either resign fron| tl^e service of .^f|/ernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Higher Educationfoepartment and jllilp joih the University service or not

d mus continue his service as Assistant 

Professor in the Higher Education ^Department. But the respondent No.l

13 ■I
"iiy-•7^
&I

3 join at all the university service an3 mm-MB' ■:4-nm-- opted for the university service. '
..34 I

Ii. • ■ • •• • ' M- ■' '
That the respondiefit No.l requestdq vide letter dated 27.05.2015 that hisi- 5.1 resignation be excdi>ted and relieve him frorii the service and order to join

; *,

rl®!'. 
■■

'.r

his new assignment,- however his request was regretted / declined and his

resignation was accepted on 08.06.20T5.
-■"M ■-

't

That respondent N& filed departpental appeal for the withdrawal of his 

resignation and f»confirmation;|^ his'-pension for the service he has 

rendered in the HiSer Education IJ^partment but the appeal being devoid 

of merit was regretted vide the appellate order dated 1.12.2015.

i', 6.
My

:fc-
ily

k •

-pi'
sea-



'■■‘Si11^"' • 
mBtr' ■ 01 V ■:-

I
y'M3l r *

That the respondent N6.1 being agg^eyed the impugned order of the 

Competent Authority filed Service Appeal No.87/2016 before the Honble 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal;: Peshawar in which 

Petitioner were asked which were accordingly filed by denying stance of the

respondent No.l

That the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar was 

pleased to accept the Service Appeal No 87/1016 of respondent No.l vide

judgment dated 12.11.2021.
That the Petitioners being aggrieved fiom thf'impugned judgment / order 

dated 12.11.2021 passed by the .^Hoh'ble Services Tribunal Peshawar in 

Service Appeal No.87/ 2016 preferihiS CPLA before the august Court.

»•
■I

-"I4: 7.

mfeg-;1| comments of
miM I' ■

-{l•M
■Mm 1

m
8.

!ii:m m

IP"BfI 9.•1
■ 1 i

iii-:' i
imm:■■m

'Mi &
That the Petitioners seek leave o^'tlds au^st Court against the impugned 

judgment /order dated 12.11.2021'pabed l|r the Service Tribunal Peshawar 

in Service Appeal No.87/2016. ■

10.mm'
'■M

V
‘M

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition, leave to appeal 

against the impugned judgment and :6rder of the Hon'ble Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, .Pe^wMr dated 12/11/2021 in Service
■-•c| "‘g ,

Appeal No.87/2016 may graciously be granted,;

m;:M

1 B•-.i'

• .a

■i '■ ■,'.■!■■

' i‘ (t^in-ud-Din Humayun)
/ ..^dyocate-on-Record 
Sup-jeme Court of Pakistan 
* '« For Government

KPK/ Addl. AG /State' qpunsel shall appear at the time of

■li 'i . •
;-S iMm'

m-'M
•f#?•

»v
%
•'I

NOTE;
Learned Advocate General, 
hearing of this petition.
ADDRESS n. I
Office of the Advocate General, KPK, High qcWt Building, Peshawar. (Telephone No.091-
9210119, Fax No.091-9210270) > f , A
CERTIFICATE Certified that no such petitiprVhas been filed by Petitioners/
Government against the impugned judgment:mentipndd above.

4
4

1

*
IK■I

'I
■:.d.

t

4
k Advocate-On-Record'f

I

■

i

m.- I

»
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GOVT. OF KHYB^R PAKHTUNKHWA 

HIGHER EDUCATION, ARCHIVES & 

LIBRARIES DEPARTMENT
NUMMARY FOR CHIEF MINISTER,

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

;

^1
. it?-'I• tL

/iw WITHDRAWAL OFrfinstatment andECT: conditional_________________
y RFfilGNATION FROM SERVICE IN RESPECT OF MR. SHER ALAMx

FV-ASSISTANT professor f BS-m
y^j Upon his selection as Registrar (BS-20) at Abdul Wali Khan University

:J^yan (F/A), Mr. Sher Alam, Ex-Assistant Professor of English, Govt. Degree College 

No,2 Mardan had submitted resignation from Govt, service w.e.f 10.10.2014 (F/B).

Higher Education Department had processed the resignation case of the.....

above officer (F/C) for the approval of the Hon'ble Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

. being competent authority under Rule-4(l)(a) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a Civil Servants

(Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) Rules, 1989 which was, accepted by-the...-

competent authority and accordingly notified on 08.06.2015 (F/D).

2.

X

j

Later on, the officer concerned submitted an appeal/application to Higher 

Department wherein he argued that he had completed 22 years and 07
3.

Education
months service and requested that either his case may be considered for deputation or

he may be allowed lien in the case" (F/E). The appeal was processed and regretted by

this department on 01.12.2015 (F/F).

Being aggrieved, Mr. Sher Alam, Ex-Assistant Professor approached 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar and the Hon'ble Court decided the case 

12.11.2021 with the directions that 'YAe Instant appeal Is accepted.

4.

in his favor on
Impugned order dated 08.06.2015 and 01.12.2015 are set aside and resignation of the [ ■■ 

appellant stands withdrawn and service of the appellant as Assistant Professor (BS~18). 

is restored without back benefits with observation that period during which he, remained

as Registrar would be treated on duty against leave accrued, If any, or leave without

pay for the purpose of his length of service and future benefits (F/G). -------

The Department filed CPLA In the Supreme Court of Pakistan on the advice 

Department for setting aside the impugned judgment of Khyber
5.

of the Law
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar dated-™12:11.202r-and"tornts’suspension-a^

relief F/H). Meanwhile, the appellant filed an Execution Petition before the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar arid .the' honorable court vide order
interim



dated 15.07.2022 has directed the respondents to submit implementation report, before 

07.09.2022 before the court (F/I). Furthermore, the department has also, sent ^
instruct the Advocate General Khv.be 

Court of Pakistan

as the CPLA

pr on.
\ •Execution Petitio'ri to Law Department to 

Pakhtunkhwa for filing early hearing application in the Supreme
In view of the foregoing, this Department is of the view that 

is still under apdiatM’ih'the Apex Court, therefore,.in order to avoid any adverse 

action of theiseWice tribunal, the Hon'ble Chief Minister khyber Pakhtunkhwa, being

competent authority under Rule-4(l)(a) of (Appointment
1989 (F/K) may accord approval to conditional withdrawal of resignation of

i

ii-' •
•.X

«■ •.' i

■ *.*•

Promotion and Transfer)

Rules,
Mr. Sher Alam, Ex-Assistant Professor (BS-18) and reinstate him subject to the final

in the CPLA. The period during which hedecision of the Supreme Court of Pakistan 

remained as Registrar may be treated as leave without pay.
Hon'ble Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is ^licited

(t
to

Approval of the 

the proposalAqntainedjat Para-6 above, please.
7.

(DAWOOD KHAl .
SECRETARY HIGHER EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

gPCfRETARYt r
PgTflRI ISHMPf T PPPARTMENT:

rHTPF RFCRETARY. 
ithyrfr PAKHTHNKHWAI

rHTFF minister. 
ichyrFR PAKHTUNKHWA:



Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. 

Hussain Ahmed, Focal Person alongwith Mr. Kabirullah

General for

11.01.2022

theAdditional AdvocateKhattak 

respondents.
Representative of respondents stated at the bar 

that the judgment under execution has been challenged 

through filing of CPLA before the august Supreme 

of Pakistan.

Court

In this view of the matter, in case no order of 

suspension of the judgment under execution has been 

passed by august Supreme Court of Pakistan, the 

respondents are- required to pass a conditional order of 

implementation of the judgment dated 14.07.2021 

passed by this Tribunal, which of course will be subject 

to outcome of the CPLA. To come up for submission of 

implementation report on 24.02.2022 before S.B.

/

^

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

11.05.2022 for the same as before.

24.02.2022



/
/

/ •
Form- A\

y-
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

Z36 72021.'Execution Petition No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The execution petition of Mr. Abdul Hamid submitted today 

by Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the 

relevant register and put up to the Court foV proper order please.

20.10.20211

REGISTRAR .
s

This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on2-

CHAIRMAN

19 11.2021 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. 
Notices be issued to the respondents for submission 

of implementation report on 11.01.2022 before the
5.B.

77)

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

\

\



KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST
Case Title: //o'mrcj l<^p

CONTENT^S# Yes No
This Appeal has been presented by AMar Mohm^1.
Whether counsel / appellant / respondent / deponent have signed 
1;he requisite document?

2.

Whether appeal is within time?3.
Whether appeal enactment under which the appeal is filed is 
mentioned?

4.

Whether enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?5.
Whether affidavit is appended?6.
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath 
commissioner?

7.

Whether appeal / annexure are properly paged?8.
Whether certificate regarding filling any earlier appeal in the 
subject, furnished?

9.

Whether annexures are legible?10.
Whether annexures are attested?11.
Whether copies of annexures are readable/ clear?12.

\
Whether copies of appeal is delivered to AG/ DAG?13.
Whether Power of Attorney of the counsel engaged is attested 
and signed by Petitioner/ Appellant/ Respondents?__________
Whether number of referred cases given are correct?

14.

15.
Whether appeal contains cutting / overwriting?16.
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the 
appeal? 

17.

18. Whether case relate to this Court?
Whether requisite number of spare copies are attached?19.
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?20.

21. Whether addresses of parties given are completed?
22. Whether index filed?
23. Whether index is correct?

Whether security and process fee deposited? On
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 
Rule 1974 rule 11, Notice along with copy of appeal and
annexure has been sent to respondents? On ________
Whether copies of comments / replay/ rejoinder submitted?

24.
25.

26.
On
Whether copies of comments / replay/ rejoinder provided to 
opposite party?

27.

On
It is certified that formalities /documentations as required in the above table, 
have been fulfilled.

Name:-

Signature: -
n

'XolloIzoHDated; -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
'X36Execution petition No 2021

In
Service appeal No. 327/2019

KPST

ABDUL HAMID

VERSUS

THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL 

SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.
w .

INDEX.
I

S.NO
DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS \ ANN: PAGES
Execution Petition1. 4-3
Affidavit2.

Copy of the judgment dated 14/07/20213. A

Copy of the letter No-4258-4300 dated 

30/09/2021
4. B

IT

Wakalat Nama »8

PETITIONER

Through

Abdur Rahman Mohmand

Advocate High Court, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Execution petition No ' 2021
In
Service appeal No. 327/2019

ABDUL HAMID S/O SARWAR lOlAN R/O KOTA SA5AR 

DIN, SARGHAR MUHAMMAD KHAN P/O TAJORI, 
TEHSIL & DISTRICT LAKKI MARWAT WORKING AS 

SST IN EDUCATION DEPARTMENT GOVERNMENT OF 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
(PETITIONER.

VERSES

1) The Chief Secftary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar.

2) The Secrteiy Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, 

The Director Education Newly Merged Districts Warsak 

Road, Peshawar,
4) District Education officer sub division, battani (EX-F.R 

Lakki).

3)

• \
RESPONDENTS.

EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF THIS HON^ABLE TRIBUNAL IN
APPEAL NO. 327/2019 DECIDED ON 14/07/2021.

Respectfully Sheweth!

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”).

1)

\\



> 2^.
/■'

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

same judgment approached the respondents several time 

ior the implementation of the above mention judgment. 

However they are using delaying tactics and reluctant to 

implement the judgment of this Hon'able Tribunal.

3) That the respondents are legally arid 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.

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

4300 dated 30/09/2021 to respondent No-04 for 

promotion of SST to the post of SS/HM where 

applications/ documents along with ACR for SS/HM 

promotion have been requested to be submitted of entire 

SST period along with separate documents hie of those 

male SSTs who are due ^for proinotion to BPS-17 and 

having appointing up to 31/11/2015 according to 

updated/revised seniority list of SST who are working 

under jurisdiction of respondents office within one month 

(Copy of the letter No-4258-4300 is annexed as 

annexure-B).

4)

That the petitioner has no other option but to file the 

instant petition for implemeiitation of judgment of this 

Hon’able Tribunal because if the judgment of this 

Hon’able Tribunal is not implemented on time the 

petitioner may not be included in the seniority list asked 

for promotion to the post of SS/HM, hence will suffer 

irrecoverable loss.

5)



4
That there is nothing which may prevent this Hon'able 

Tribun^ from implementation of its own judgment.
6)

It is therefore requested that on acceptance of 

this petition the respondents may kindly be directed 

to implement the Judgment of this Hon*able Tribunal 

dated 14/07/2021.

INTERIM RELIEF;

The petitioner further pray that in the 

meanwhile the respondents be restrained from
promotion ofSST through letter N0-42S8-4300 dated 

30/09/2021 to the post of SS/HM till the
* ■ * ■ j

implementation of Judgment dated 14.07.2021 and
j

respondents may also be restrained from any 

adverse action against petitioner till the decision of 

this petition.

PETITIONER

Through

Abdur Rahman Mohmand

Advocate High Court, Peshawar

DATED: 15.10.2021

J

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Execution petition No. 2021

In

Service appeal No. 327/2019

ABDUL HAMID

VERSUS

THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL 

SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

AFFIDAVITE

I, Abdul Hamid S/O Sarwar Khan R/O Kota Sadar Din, Sarghar 

Muhammad Khan P/O Tajori, Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat 

working as SST in Education Department Government Of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 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.
A

DEPONENT.

CNIC: 11201-0605264-1

CELL NO.03416258040
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«/: '...4<l BEFORlrTHiKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SEIRVICE [RIBUNaI?f
t

^ -X.
PESHAWAR

^■'4-/)
I

Service- Appeal No. 3^"^ /2019/ '•y iVo. 3X? f n :t

n
7

Abdul Hdmid Son of Sarwar Khan,
R/o Kotiq Sadar Din,- Sarghar Muhammad ^ Khan, P.O 
Tajori, Tehsil & District Lakki Man^vat. Appellant

i
VERSUS \

U The Chief Secretary, Khyber Pdkhtunkhwa, Civil 
Secretariat, Peshawar

\
The Secretary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar . /

2

3) The Director Education riewly mergejd District, 
VVarsak Road, Peshawar

. •

District Education, Officer Sub Division, Bcttanl (Exe- 

F R Lckki)
4)

' Resfpondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 

1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTIFICATION

DATED 11.10.2017 WHEREBY THE
T [. ■;

PROMOTION ORDER OF THE lAPPELLAhiT 

TO SST WERE ANNOUNCED BUT WHICH
i

WAS DUE FROM 31.10.2014 AS PER 

PROMOTION ORDER N0.3493^3562/SST 

PROMOTION/ ESTABLISHED DATED

31.10.2014 NOTIFIED BY KHYBlzR
ATTESTED

/,
/

;..4

ir •
/

<^/%XA>nNF.R 
SCtpy bej>Pi» k»> t u k »I w® 

li-jbunat\ vice 
pesba wur*/

• I'I'

gjgliiiteil g:
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‘ r' «;'J JZ .>. \)fV^''7

Mr. Hidayat Ullah Khattak, Advocate ;for the appellant present.
Ahmed Paindakheil, Assistant Advocafe: general for thX,^^

r?
•■•;ORDER

14.07.2021 ■
/ ■', •

Muhammad Riaz V

• f

respondents, present Arguments heard and record peru^d.
i

detailed judgment of today, separately f^ed on file, in

Shah Versus Government of
Vide our

Sewici Appeal No. 1266/2018 titled "/^fzal

Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary iand^^ Secondary
Khyber 

Educal:ion 

appea

the date,.the 

promcited in the year 

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

f ‘•y

and eight, others", the instant \Secretariat' building Peshawar

appellant is held i entitled for promotion from

were
is accepted and the

first batch'of their other colleagues at provincial level, :*

:

• ANNQUNC'^ 
14.07.2021'
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(ATIQ-UR-REHM^^N WAZIR)
: member (EXECUTIVE)(SAi_AH-UD-DlN) 
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAIffiTlINKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
•/PESHAWAR. •;

2^^^/2pi^ ■y-r

S.A.NP
Oiary No.

'.h ■

■ 1. '.:> ' ■,'■ -A ;:■'

iiaiufi.
iAFZAL SHAH SST (BIO/CHEM):, BPS-16) GOVERNteNT

MOHMAND AGENCYHIGH/ SCHOOL SANDU KHEL
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA EDyCATION

APPEl^ANT.DEPARTMENT.
;

VERSUS J .

.r/ ■> * i
1. GOVERNMENT OF ' KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH 

SECRETARY ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION 

SECREI'ARIATE BUILDING PESHAWAR.
2. DIRECTOR ELEMENTARY AND .SECONDARY EDUCATION 

DIF:ECT0RATE of elementary and SECONDARY 

EDUCATION KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

3. deputy; DIRECTOR (ESTABLISHMENT) ELEMENTARY AND 

SECONIDARY'EDUGATION DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY 

AND SECONDARY EDUCATION KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWX 

PESHAW.AR.
4. DIRECTOR EDUCATION FATA, FATA SECRETARIAT 

KHYBEli PAKHTUNKHWA, WARSAK ROAD PESHAWAR.

:

f-

‘V

5. DEPUTY' DIRECTOR (ESTABLISHMENT) DIRECTORATE OF
SECRETARIAT

■|

.•KHYBERFATAEDUCATION 

PAKHTUNKHWA, WARSAK ROAD PESHAWAR.
5

!

ADDITIONAL DIRECTOR (ESTABLISHMENT) DIRECTORATE
SECRETARIAT ^^KHYBER

I
_ •* FATAOF . BIDUCATION,

PAKHTUNKHWA, WARSAK ROAD 

7. AGEHCY- EDUCATION OFFICER MOHMAND/

f

ijfO/fP:. tlis/I

GALLALfAI
v/8. ACCOUNTANT GENERAL (PR) SUB OFFICE, PESHWAR.

9. SECRETARY FINANCE DEPARTMENT FATA SEC^yT^^RIAT 

KHYBEIR PAKHTUNKHWA, WARSAK ROAD PESHA^.AI^,^
RESPONDENTS

'B

: .-■I

t
I

J
APPEAL IJ/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL .fl.CT,1974 
AGAINST ORDER DATED 11.10.2J017/OF RESPONDENT 
N0.4 & RESPONDENT N0.6 FOR NdNi G|BSERVANCE OF 
PROMOTION/SENIOROTY ORDER OF/THE APPELLANT '

ATTESTED ■ii

;
i mmi
J

.1

. 4-

-1
1
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S^vice IVibunal 
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RPmRF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER^CElBIBliMt PESHAWAR^^
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Service Appeal No. 1266/2018 i*9 .S’- <T;'; -*>
JZ

10,9.10.2018. 
14.07.2021

Date of Institution ... 
Date of Decision

VERSUS

through;: Secretary 'Elementary andGovernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa . , . ,,
Seconder Educadon Secretariat building Peshavrar and e,gW

MR, HIDAYAT ULLAH khattak & 
MR. ABDUR RRHMAN MOHMAND 
Advocates

For Appellants

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEIL 

Assistant Advocate General
For Respondents

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)MR. SALAH-UD-DIN

MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMANJ^ZIR
■r .

i /;

IIIDRMENT < .
teHMANWAZIRMIMBIElEl:: ■J""9mer<|hall.'dispose^ o||J|||

the instant Se^ice Appeal as well as the following connected:Se|/ice Appeals as 

question of law and facts

i

ATIO-URz

involved therein.arecommon

.1267/2018* titled "Abi Hayat Versus government of 

Elementary and Secondary Education
1) Service AppeEil bearing No

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary

Secretariat building Peshawar and others ,

STEO*.

JS<| N E R 
l^aklitukhwe- 

lire IVibunal 
Ptsshawar

\
!

•;

ir
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2) Service Appeah bearing No: 1268/2018 tiliiled "Shams Ur -Rahman Versus- 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through ; Sgcretary_ Elementary - and 

Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others"- 

Service Appeal hearing.No.-1269/2018 titled "Karirn Khan Versus Government of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. through Secretary Elementary; and .Secondary Education

r

3)

Secretariat .building Peshawar and others". y;

4) Service Appeal hearing No. 1270/2018 titiled "Abdul Hakim Vei^us Government of

through Secretary El-Bmentary and nSScondary EducationKhyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Secretariat building Peshawar and others".

5) Sen/ice Appeal bearing No. 1271/2018 titile.d "Stana Gul Versus Government of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretaor Elementary and Seconda^r Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others .

6) Service Appeal^bear^g No. 1272/2018 titiled

1 , Gove^rr^i- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through GecretaW’ Elementan/ and

^^^"""^e^dary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others .

Service Appeal: bearing No. 1273/2018 titled 

Governme.nt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Secondary' Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others .

"Mohamiticid Idress Versus

" Mansoor:!Ahmad Khan Versus 

through Secretary -Elementary and
7)

8) Se^ice Appeal bearing No. 1274/2018 titiled " ^hial Zada Vprduk Governmen^ ofg^|g 

Khyber Pakhturikhwa through Secreta^ Eleimehtan: and ‘ J^ondaty ;Education||g|||

Secretariat building Peshawar and others".; | y ; 17 I; ,7. ,
9> service Appeal Ibearing No. 1275/2018 «|eci-fiizam-ud-Difi. Versus Go^rhment::?||||i 

■ I . i
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary; Elenientary and Secondary Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others . !
. 1276/2018^tit!ed "Sher Moharnmad Government of

10) Service Appeal bearing No

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary EieElementary andyS'econdary Education

Secretariat building Peshawar and others .
V

attested

RX

service Tribuna* 
Pesba''"***

r.
Khy/bef
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. 1277/2018 titled "Rahmat Said VersU;; Government of
j

through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

11) Service Appeal bearing No 

Khyber Pakhtunknwa r

Secretariat building Peshawar and others .

. 1278/2018 titled "Javid iAkhter Versus Government of
12)-Sen/ice Appeal iiearing No

Khyber Paklitunkhwa through Secretary t. 

Secretariat building Peshawar and others .

Elementary: and Secondary Education

"Munawar Khan, Versus Governrnent
! ■ ■ ’ ■

V and Secondary Education

13) Sen/ice Appeal bearing No. 1279/2018 titled

Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementaryof Khyber

Secretariat building Peshawar and others".

Appeal bearing No. 1280/2018 tidied ^'Said ;:^Alam Shah Versus
' ‘ ;>

1

through; Secretaf/ Elementary and
14) Service

of. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

■ p Secretariat building Peshawar, and others .
Government

Secondan/ Education 

15) Sem/ice Appeal i^garing 

akhtunkhwa

"Lateef Ullah Ve.rsus Government ofNo. 1281/2018 titled
and Secondary Educationthrough Secretary Elementary

Khy'

Secretariat builcing Peshawdr and others .

Khalida Safi Versus 

Secretar/ Elementary and

ir and others-

"Mst.Appeal; bearing No; 1282/2018 litleb 

Pakhtunkhwa through
16) Service

Government of Khyber

secondary Education secretariat building Peshawar

. 1283/2018 ti'dled "Zar Gul Gciyefnment of Khyber
17) Service Appeal bearing No

Pakhtunkhwa

r
akdSeconda4«clucabontSecreteriat|^P

through Secretary Elementar/

building Peshawar and others". 

18) Service Appeal bearing

1-:;.
f

'"Imtiaz Gul Versus Government of
'f* ■ «

and 'Sikondary Education

No. 1284/2018 titled

through Secretary ElementaryKhyber Pakhtunkhwa

tariat building Peshawar and others". 'Secre
.'r' Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat,Chief Secretary, khyber19) Khaista Sher Versus

Peshawar and others".

AT TED '

r x------ U/VER
jChyi,,-,- Th*. hi.ikhwa 

Se. % icf IVJs.unal 
fr*esiia-.vaj- 'I
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20) Service Appeal bearing No. 327/2019 titled "Abdui Hamid Versos Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkiiwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others"; ■ ,

21): Service . Appeal, bearing No. 651/2018 titled^ "SaHeel Hassan Versus Chief
’* ■

• % ■

i

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat/ Peshawar and^ others".

652/2018 titled "Anwar Ali Versus Chief Secretary,22) Service Appeal hearing No.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawarpnd others";

titied "baved Hasssn Versus Chief>v

23) Sen/ice Appeal bearing No. 653/2018

, Civil Secretariat) Pbshawar and others'.Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

24) Service appeal bearing No. 654/2018 

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

:■

titled ’'Luqrhan Hakeem Versus Chief

iCivil Secretariat), Peshawar and others".

Aziz-ur-Rehfnan Versus ChiefNo. 655/2018 tided25) Service Appeal Jaearing
, Civil SecretEiriat, Peshawar snH others".

"Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others .

Versus Chief

, Khybe.r Pakhtunkhwa

zeTservice Appeal-bearing No. 656/2018 titled 

Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Seen

V
4

657/2018 titled "Mst, Shah E^egum 

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others".

"Munir Khan Versus Chief Secretary',

27) Service Appeal 'bearing No 

Secretary, Khyber PakhtunkhwB

No. 658/2018 titlec28) Service Appeal bearing . C.

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others . dv:;!-
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

29) Service
"te.! Fahmeedai Begum Versus Chief vAppeal Bearing No. 659/2018 titled "K ^ .

, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat,jPeshawar ajad'others".

fMuhammad/Baf Versus;Chief£||^|s|
Secretary ''A

30) service Appeal ibearing No.. 660/2018 titled ^ 

Secretary,' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
, Civil Secretariat,; Peshawar and others .

1

Hanif Jan VerSbs Chief Secretary,No. 661/2018 titled31) Service Appeal bearing

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar^and others' i-

Sher Afzal Versus'Chief Secretary,No. 662/2018 titled "

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar end others .

32)-Service Appeal bearing 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

• f

■ ■:

ATffi TEB>
•j

EaS^^tNER 
vU'v
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663/2018 titled Mst. Dil Taj feegum Versus .Chief33) Service Appeal bearing No.

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

34) Sen/ice Appeal bearing No. 664/2018 titled "Raees Khan Versiis Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others"

665/2018 titled "Syed Hijab htussain Versus Chief
35) Service Appeal bearing No

, Kfiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Ovil Secretariat,iPeshawar and others".Secretary
■titled ;"Eid Muhammad Versus Chief36) Service Appeal bearing No. 666/2018

Secretary, Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat/ P^hawar and others".

"Fazal Hakeem' Versus ChiefNo. 667/2018 tilled37) Service Apoeal ‘ bearing
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar apd others".

668/2018 tittleci "Syed Zamir \iuss3\r\ Versus Chief
38) Service Appe^?daring

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

No.

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others .

Versus Chief Secretar/,
Sej

No. 669/2018 titled "Janat Khan39) Service Appeal bearing
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others'!/'

titled "Ayan^Ali Versus Chief Secretary,40) Service Appeal bearing No. 670/2018

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others .Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
"Sohciil Khan Versus Chief. Secretary,41) Service Appeal bearing No. 671/2018 titled

, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others -'.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

that the appellants are primarily aggrieved by f-'Brief facts of the case are 

of the respondents to the

02. A.

effect that promotions of the appellants were |:|||
inaction

delayed for no good reason

stained financial loss. The appellant, Mr. /

in, which adversely affected their seniorily positions as well / <

i\fzal Shah and Iff others were serving
as su

Mohmand'Agency (Now District /Mohmand) and the 
' I-'’-

sen/ing under Agency Education

All the appellants were promoted to

under Agency Education Officer

Sher and 22 others wereappellant Mr.' Khaista

Orakzai Agency (Now District Orakzai).Officer,
(•dated 11-10-2017,post of Seconda|Y School Teachers (SST) (BPS-46) vide ordg.

raquired to be to be promoted in 2014.
the

which, as per stance of the appellants were.ra

A' i'

V.-

/ kxaiviinh:R

Servici*
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Feeling aggrieved, the appellants preferred respe^stive departmental appeals against

the impugned order dated 11-10-2017, which v;ere not responded to, and hence the

in this Tribunal with [prayers that-promotions of the

1-

!r

appellants filed sen/lca appeals

appellants may t .

serving in settled districts were promoted along with ail hack benefits.^
>*

submitted by the respondents.

i;

be considered from 24-07-2014 or the idate when other employees
i

i-
Written reply/comments were

Learned counsel for the appellant Mr. Afzal IShahfand 18 others has

treated un accordance with law and 

been Iviolated;- that the

. 03.

:04.

contended that the appellants have not been 

their rights secured under

!

law and constitution . have

of the appellants for no ,gdod reason, which
respondents delayed promotions

ect([ddiair seniority positions and made them junior tc those, who were
adversely^ 

promoted at 

attitude of respondents 

their counterparts working in settled districts

which' is highly deplor^able, being 

justice; that inaction on 

rights of the appellants as p 

appellant be treated at par like other employees

cf notification dated 24-07'2()l‘=^ a

\
■ that ther delay occurreti due to lethargicv

settled district level in'2014In r
equally fit for promotion likeotherwise the appellants were :

that the'appellants ;Were discriminated 

the-norms of naturalunlawful and contrary to

adversely'affected financialhavepart of the respondents

rotected by the Constitutipn. He fudher added that the

of districts whoivvere promoted in

rid shall .equ|lly be dealt with in
2014 in pursuance 

accordance with law' and rules.
\

Sher and 22 others mainly
"i*

ned counsel for the appellant Mr. ^ Shah and 

departmental Appeals of the appellants 

condemned unheard; that as per constitution

. KhaistaLearned counsel for the appellant Mr

relied on the arguments of the

others with, further arguments that

05.
lear

were

18

not considered and the appellants were
be treated equally, while the appellants have not been treated ,n

every citizen is. to 

accordance wich law, which need interference.
•C
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Assistant Advocate Genera! appeared on bdhalf of respondents 

contended that as per Para-VI of promotion policy^ promotions are always made

• Learned06.

has
immediate; effect and not with retrospective effect; ithat promotion is neither a 

it can be claimed with a retrospective leffect. Reliance was placed 

Learned Assistant Advocate Generali argued the;;promotions of the 

accordance with law and rUle and nc discrimination was 

of the appellants) submitted successive appeals,

with
on

vested right nor 

2005 SCMR 1742. 

appellants were made in 

made. He further argued that some 

which is violation of Rule 

General prayed that appeals of the

3(2) of Appeal Rules, i9&6. iLearnef Assistant Advocate 

appellants -being devoid of merit may be

dismissed.

have perused theheard learned counsel for the ■parties anoWe have07.

record.

f record would reveal that ail the appellants were employees of 

who were deputed to serve In Ex-FATA under the cdntrol 

their other colleagues working in settled 

of; Education at provincial, level.

A perusal o08.

the provincial government 

of Director of Education Ex-FATA, whereas 

districts were working under the control of Director :j

The provincial Government vides Notification dated 24-07-2014 Bad issued criteria for

promotion of iteachers to next grades, which was equally applicable to provincial as

. To tfiis [effect, the provihcialhdirectorate of
well as employees working in Exf ATA

' 'fed 07-08-2fiI4:'had asked the 

the vacant posts of SS'E. in Ex-FATA by

& Secondary Education KP vide letter GatedElementary 

Directorate of Education Ex-FATA to fill in
teachers under the existing service rules. ’The said letter

promotion of in-service 

lingered in the Directorate of Ex-FATA for almost months, which finally wasseven
!.

letter dated 09-03-2015 withEducation Officers vide

wise lists of candidates for promotion against the post
conveyed to all Agency 

directions to submit category 

of SST. Agency Education Officers took another; two years 

such information to the directorate of Ex-FATA

and Seven rhonths, while

finally the appellantsAano
submitting

STEBAT
.

^ /|E?S^«^INER 
iChyttcr

Service rribiJi**»
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On the..other hand/ the'office of thepromoted \/ide order dated 11-10-2017.

District Education Officer in the settled district took toely steps and the promotions
were

i.e. 2014. Placed on record is a Notification
made possible in the same year 

dated 01-11-2014 issued by District Educabon Officer Chafsada,:whereby promotions

of the Notification, datdd k4f07-20l4iin the same year,

. were

had .been made in pursuance 

whereas promotions; in Ex-FWA were made in 2.017 With delay of more than three

dated 14t0;3'2017 issued by 

Certified Teachers (CT):(BPS-15) to the 

their,, own stance that 

was

record is another Notification'Placed onyears,

. Directorate of Education Ex-FATA promoting \

.f 20-02-2013, negatingof Senior CT/(BPS-16) w.epost

promotions are aiways
made with immediate effect. iSimilarly placed teachers

benefit of their promotion witf, retrospective effect, however the 

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

the record, would; suggest that the appellants

extended the 

respondents are 

them. The material available on
were

'scrimination.treated wi

primarily aggrieved by the inaction of the respondents 

othei-wise fit for promotion to the post of 

of the directorate of 

suffered

. The respondents also did not

The appellants are09.
effect that c,ll the appellants wereto the

SST, but their • promotions 

education, which
B„a„daily due'(»

„„ec »th, poKot«,f.r fudte p.o-S.,. « Pa*f'

delayed due to slackness

seniority position .as well as

were

adversely affected their

■ ■/.'

of tfie appellants as well as their other 

level harf.been: maintained atil^gency/Dlstrict level 

upon prorjotion to the post of 

level and the,appellants who were 

promo'ted.-in 2014, would

We have observed that seniority10,
counterparts working at-Districts 

before their promotion to the post of SST, whereas

maintained at provincialSST, the seniohW is 

promoted in 2017 in comparison to those, who were 

of the seniority list maintained at provincial level

further promotions, as well as they were kept
definitely fimJ place in the bottom 

dim future prospects of theirwith.

STEI>a!

Scrvici* TribuOSSi
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financial benefits accrued to them after promotion for no fault of 

discriminated. It was noted with concern that the only reason

deprived of the

them, hence they were 

for their delayed promotion was slackness on part; of directorata of education Ex-

FATA and its subordinate offices at Agency level, wtjich had delayed their promotions 

for more than tiiree years for no fault of the appellahts:

In view of the foregoing discussion, the insjai^t appeia| are accepted and

all the appellants are held
;

other colleagues at provincial level
. .i'

consequential benefits. Parties are

11’. r.
entitled for promotion from the date>‘ the first batch of 

promoted in the,year 2014 with allweretheir
costs. File .be consigned toleft to bear their own

record room. • - \

announced-
14.07.2021
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DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY ^duCATION
HYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR . '-tPdated 72021^zra'Np_ %■

All District Education Officer 
. Deputy Directors DCTE/pITE/NMD (Male), 

Elementary and Secondary Education Department, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

:•

SUBMISSION OF APPLICATION/DOCUMENTS ALONGWITH ACR FOR. Subject:
SS/HM PROMOTION

I am directed to refer tb the subject cited above and to request, you to submit 
complete ACRs/PERs files of entire S'ST period aiongwjth separate documents file (detail of 
each given below) of those male SSTs who are due for promotion to B-17 and having appointed 
upto 31/11/2015 according to updated/revised seniority of SST, who are working under your 
jurisdiction to this office within one month positively.

Memo:-

The relevant documents file will be consisting of:
Bio Data, CNIC attested copy, 1®’ appointment order, Regular Appointment SST, Service 
Certificate, Noninvolvement certificate (duly countersigned by DEO), Last five year results, Pay 
slip, Synapsis (11 copies) (SST Period), All certificate /Degree with DMCs (Duly^Attested by 
authorized guzzated officer),'Domicile, i ■-i

ACRs/PERs file will be consisting of:
ACRs/PERs of entire SST period duly ^countersign by Reporting Officer/Countersigning Officer 
of his in chair period, Noninvolvement certificates, Service Certificate, Service History, Synopsis 
(one .copy), Promotion/regularization Order of SST period, and All Transfer orders during the 

. period of SST.

General Instructions:
Combination for Promotion to Subject Specialist.

a. SS (Bio & Zoology) in B.Sc + Botony in M.Sc OR Botony in B.Sc + Zoology/in M.Sc
b. SS History-cum-Civics is history in BA+ Political science in MA OR Political science in 

BA + History in MA OR Master degree in History + political science
Those that not have the above combination are not eligible for SS (Biology) & SS ^

■;

‘i\-

(H/Civics) post.
1. Candidate having master in more than one subject are directed to apply for each subject 

separately in the same manner mentioned above for submission of documents only.
2. SST’s having third division in master are not eligible.

!•-
; •

Furthermore you are directed that the information about those SSTs who have 
been retired, died, selected against another post, on deputation, went abroad ,and left the 
department may also^clearly be indicated with exact dates/justification and annex^ires. It is also 
stated that those who are not willing for promotion written on stamp paper may also be 
annexed.

By hand/lndividual ACRs/PERs file will not be collected/received by this office. All 
DEOs are directed to submit ACR/PERs file of the concerned SSTs through focal person 
alongwith coving letter in consolidate format accordingly.

ACR/document must be complete in all aspect.

Note: i

AssistanttJirector (ACR>' 
Directorate of Elementary and Secondary 

Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Endst; No.

. . Copy of the above is fonvarded to the:-
3. Assistant Director (Establishment) Local Directorate.
4. P.A to Director of Elementary and Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

i;

/■

/
Assistant Direof^ (ACRjT 

Directorate of Elementary and Secondary 
Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

u

/ .
y
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