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15th June 2022 Counsel for the petitioner present. ~ Mr. Kabirullah
| | :Khattak, Addl. AG alongwith Murtaza Khan, Superintendent

~ for the respondents present.

2. Representative of the respondents produced copy of
the order dated 15.06.2022, implementing the judgment of this
Tribunal. Therefore, this petition is disposed of accordingly.

Consign.

4. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under

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

(Kalim- Arshad Khan)
Ch airman -
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'Due to. retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to -

09.05.2022 for the same as betore.

@
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~ Petitioner present through counsel..

General alongwith Noor Badshah Litigation Officer and

Murtaza Khan Superintendent for respondents present.

File to come up alongwith connected execution

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advoc'éte

,.
[

petition No.390/2021 titled Ayan Ali Vs. Government of -

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 12.05.2022 before S.B.

-ii Rehman) ~
Member (J)

Petitioner present through counsel.

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

Implementation report was not submitted.
Respondents  requested  for ‘time-‘ to  submit
implementation report. Adjourned with strict directions to
respondents to submit implementation report on or
before 15.06.20222 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Execution Petition No. 397/2021
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proctiedlngs
1 TS 3
1 27.;[2.2921 The execution petition of Mr. Javed Hussain submitted todéy
by Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may bé entered in the
relevant reglster and put up to the Court f proper order please. |
R‘E‘%TRAR o
2- This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at Peshawar
on j"g‘o)‘)j)/
.‘\'{‘,'4
¢
28.01.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.
Notices be issued to the respondents for submission| of
implementation  report.  Adjourned. To come up for
implementation report onX§.03.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammg
Member(E) |-

ad)
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Executton petition Nog% 2021 -

In

Service appeal No. 660/2018

MUHAMMAD BAZ
VERSUS

’

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

ABDUR RAH

INDE X
S.N ‘ |
o) | DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS ANN: .| PAGES
1. Execution Petition [_3
2. |AFFIDAVIT y
3. Copy of the judgment dated 14/07 /2021 s ' s
4. Copy of the letter No 4258-4300 dated |B
30/09/2021 (6
6’0/37 Ob C/\(/( 17
WAKALAT NAMA (' 3 |
| Vs
PETITIONER
‘Through -

%HMAND

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT -PESHAWAR
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Khvber |12
wilch :
Servigy '3 r}é:um:

Execution petltlon No% 2021

In . _ ‘ Diary “Oﬁfgéy
Service appeal No. 660/2018 : Dateg 27 /L\/&OZ.
/

MUHAMMAD BAZ S/O MIR SALAM KHAN R/O GMS SHERAZ GHARRI
TEHSIL LOWER DISTRICT AURAKZAI -GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATION DEPARTMENT ................. PETITIONER.

VERSES

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

2) THE SECRTERY EDUCATION, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

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

- 4) DISTRICT - EDUCATION  OFFICER = AURAKZAI AT

CHUNGU...oooiiiiieccen, e RESPONDENTS. |

 EXECUTION . PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF THIS HON’ABLE TRIBUNAL IN
APPEAL NO. 660/2018 DECIDED ON 14/07/2021.

Respectfully Sheweth!
1) That the above mentloned appeal was de01ded by thlS Hon’able

Tribunal v1de judgment dated 14/07/2021 (Copy of the

judgment dated 14/07/ 2021 is annexed'as anneXufe-“A”)L' -

2) That the petltloner after gettmg of the attested copy of the_
/  same judgment approached the respondents several time for

/ 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 resporidents are legally and morally bound to obey
_the order of this Hon’able Tribunal and to implement judgment |
of this Hon_"able. Tribunal. But they are reluctant to implement '

the same.

4) That the respondent No-03 has issued a letter NO-4258-4300
dated 30/09/2021 to reépondent No-04 for prométion of ‘SST
- to :1:he.posf: of SS/HM where applicationé/“ documents a_long |
with ACR for SS/ HM p.romotion have been requested to be |
submitﬁed of entire SST period aloﬁg with separate- docﬁments .
- file of those male SSTs who are de for promotion to BPS—i? -
B and flaving. appointir_ig up to 31/11/2015 according to
updated/reviséd seniori'ty ﬁst 6f llSST- who are workiﬁg undér ‘
~ jurisdiction of respondgnts' office within one month (Copy of

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

S5) That» the p¢titioner has no other option but to file the .insi;ant.
petition for i_rhplementation of jlidgmenf of 'this Hon’able
Tribunal because if the judgment olf‘ this Hor’able Tribunal is
not implemented on time the petitioner may not be in-cl-uq'(;d in-
the seniority list asked for. promotion to the post of SS/HM,

hence will suffer irrecoverable loss.




. 6) That there is nothihg which may prevent this . Hon:able '
Tribunal from implementation of its own judgment.

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

dated 14/07/2021.

INTERIM RELIEF:

" The petitioner further pray that in the meanwhile the

respondents be restrained from promotion of SST through

letter NO-4258-4300 dated 30/09/2021 to the post of SS/ HM
till lthe implementation of Jt-ldgment’ dated 14.07.2021 and
. respondents may also be restrained from any adverse action

against petitioner till the decision of this petition.

\Fa&
i
PETITIONER

THROUGH] % .
ABDUR RAHMAN MOH :
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT PESHAWAR.
. DATED:24.12.2021 | |



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Execution petition No____- 2021

‘In

Service appeal No. 660/2018

MUHAMMAD BAZ
VERSUS

'THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL

SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

AFFIDAVITE:.

I, MUHAMMAD BAZ S/O MIR SALAM KHAN R/O' GMS SHERAZ GHARRI
TEHSIL LOWER DISTRICT AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, do hereby affirm and

~ declare on oath that all contents of this petition are true and correct . -

to the best of my knowledge and believe and nothing has been
concealed from this Hon’able Tribunal.

' pen
Deponent.

CNIC: 21603-4106130-9 SN
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Muhommad Baz'S/o Mir Salam Khan, R/o V|Iloge Otman |
khel Tehsul Lower Orakzai Agency........., ..... ‘...Appellani.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBU A
. ' PESHAWAR

. Service Appecl No 550 /2018;.- - v

VERSUS

1. The Chlef Secre‘rory, Khyber Pokh’runkhwo Civil
Secre’rorlo’r Peshowor

2. "Addlhonol Chlef Secreiary FATA, FATA Secre’rana‘r
~Worso|< Road Peshowor

3. The Secre’rovry Educohon Khyber Pokh’runkhwc
'.:;;;;.Peshawor - :

4. ~.The Dlrec‘ror Educo’non FATA - FATA Seeretorio’r,
ZWorsok Rood Peshcnwc:r | . »

5. jAgency Educohon Offlcer Orokzol Agency |
| U ST -...Responden’rs
"APPEAL  "U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTIFICATION
 NO.54 DATED 13.10.2017 WHEREBY THE
" PROMOTION ORDER OF THE APPELLANT
ol .. - TO SST WERE ANNOUNCED BUT WHICH
\Zj | WAS DUE FROM 31.10.2014 AS PER |
y ‘é/ﬁ;‘* o ::PROMO"E’!ON ORDER - NO.3493- 3562/58T
| PROMOTION/  ESTABUSHED  DATED
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- respondents present. Arguments heard and ‘record perused.

.l
b

, V|de our detalled judgment of today, separately pIaced on file, in |

o ' Service Appeal No. 1266/2018 tltled “Afzal Shah Versus Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary

Educatron Secretarzat bundmg Peshawar and elght others”

, the instant

~ appeal is accepted and the appellant is held entitled for promotion from

‘ the date the first batch of thelr other coIIeagues at provunual level were

; .promoted in the year 2014 with all consequentral benef ts. Parties are Ieft

to bear their own costs File be con5|gned to record room.

- 'ANNOUNCE'D
. 14.07.2021 ¢
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. : (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
“MEMBER (JUDICIAL) - MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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" ‘”*MYBER #AK’HTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
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Service Appeal No. 1266/2018

Date of Institution ... ~ 09.10.2018
Date of Decision ... 14.07.2021

Afzal Shah SST (BIO/CHEM BPS-16) Government High School Sandu Khel
Mohmand Agency Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Education Department.
(Appellant)
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
'Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and eight others.

(Respondents) -

MR.. HIDAYAT ULLAH KHATI’AK &

MR..ABDUR REHMAN MOHMAND

Advocates For Appellants

MR.:MUHAMMAD RIAZ A‘HMED PAINDAKHEIL

Assistant Advocate General For Respondents

MR SALAH -UD-DIN e MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MR. ATIQ UR-REHMAWZIR Yt T "MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)Y: énvit
ooty oo s TanEtind Ty

lu_l?ﬂ’lﬂ_“l
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ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMB R(E) - Thrs" ]udgment “shall dispose of

the instant Serwce Appeal as well as the foliowmg connected Service Appeals as

~, = ; * ’ ey e N . -
common questl h flaw and facts are mvolved thérein, ™ £707 5 28 Fomeras S

- ‘..'_..“ Comry e DR T .
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1) Servrce Appeal beanng No 1267/2018 tltied “Abr Hayat Versus Govemment of

P

_ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretaw Elementary and Secondary Eddoatron

4,.‘Secret,a.r|at building Peshawar and others”,
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=t 2) Service: Appealfgfbea:ring';-No., 1268/2018 titiled “Shams Ur -Rahman Versus

.Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Education%Secretariat building Peshawar and others”. |

3) ,Sérvice Appeal beariing Mo. 1269/2018 titled “Karim Khan Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunk-hwa ‘through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building P;eshawar and others”.

4) Service Appeal bearing No. 127072018 titiled “Abdul Hakim Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretarlat building Peshawar and others”. ~ 4

5 Serwce Appeal bearmg No. 127172018 titiled “Stana Gul Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatlon

~S_ecretar|at building Peshawar and others”.,

6) Service Appeal bea/ring No. 1272/2018 titiled “Mohammad Idress Versus
P _

Govern ’/o? Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

Secondary Educatron Secretariat building Peshawar and others

7) Servrce Appeal beanng No. 1273/2018 titled “ Mansoor. Ahmad Khan Versus

sy Govemnment., 8?555‘?‘!@'}:2?;? akhtunkhwa. ;through ySecretary. Elementary -and

Secondary Education Secretariat-building Peshawar and others”.
8) Service Appeal beanng No. 1274/2018 titiled * Khaal Zada Versus Government of
.,) Y T STh P IRIEE

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretariat bundmg Peshawar and others

’ 9) Servrce Appeal bearrng No 1275/2018 tutled “eram ud Dm Versus Government

'F V -\l

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Llementary and Secondary Education

LS

Secretariat building Peshawar and others

',10) Servrce Appeal bearmg No 1276/2018 t:tled “Sher Mohammad Government of

AT

Khyber Pal/htunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

.S_ecretariat building Pesha_war and others”.
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T 11);Service Appeal bearging No. 1277/2018 titled “Rahmat Said Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwfa" through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building I%eshawar and others”. |
12)tSeNice Appeal bear%in_g No. 1278/2018 titled “Javid Akhter Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building Peshawar and others”,
13);:?Service,AppeaI beaﬁing No. 1279/2018 titled "Munawar Khan Versus Government
o'f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretarrat building Peshawar and others”.
14)iServ1ce Appeal bearmg No. 1280/2018 titiled “Said Alam Shah Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa | through -Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.
15)'S:ervice Appeal bearing No. 1281/2018 titled “Lateef Ullah Versus Government of
U Khy P/mkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Secretariat building Peshawar and others
16)'S:Zervice Appeal bearing No. 1282/2018 titled "Mst. Khalida Safi Versus

Government of Khyber PakhtunkhWa through Secretary Eiementary, and

HERIECICAHC SN o Tt kv *f'ﬂ e

AT

Secondary Educatron Secretanat burlding Peshawar and others

ATEH AR

17)- Servsce Appeal bearlng No 1283/201_8 t_lt}led “Zar Gul Government of Khyber

H alcoty TSSO ,‘ Se ot [
Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatron Secretaraat
burldrng Peshawar and others S e =y ey
- | l ST o . . L S B ) :
18) Servrce Appeal bearlng No 1284/2018 trtled “Imtiaz Gul Versus Government of

, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through. Secretary Elementary and Secondary.. Education
Secret_arla:tvbug!dlng Resh,awar and others”. | . ine cpemeine, g oenee

19),Khaist_a __S,_h_er: Versds ,C_h're:f Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil _Sedtetariat,

Peshawar and others
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20) Servxce Appeal bea‘hng No. 327/2019 titled “Abdul Hamid Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

21):;Servuce Appeal bearmg No. 651/2018 titlad “Sabeel Hassan Versus Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pak htunkhwa, CIVII Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

' 22) Serwce Appeal bearlng No. 652/2018 trtied “Anwar Ali Versus -

.A-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”
235 Service Appeal bjearing No. 653/2018 titled “Javed Hassan  versus
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
24) Servrce appeal bearlnq No. 654/2018 titled “Lugman Hakeem Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,
ZS) Serwce Appe/albearlng No. 655/2018 t:t!ed “Aziz-ur-Rehman Versus Chief
Secretaryﬁ(hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
26-): Sewice Appeal beafr%ng No. 656/2018 titled “Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus
-"Chief Secretary, Khyber PakhtunkhWa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
27) Semce Appeal bea||r|ng No. 657/2018 titled “Mst.- Shah Begum Vers}gs Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
28) Servrce Appeal bearmg No 658/2018 trtled . Munir Khan Versus Chref Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ClVIl Secretanat Peshawar and others | .
29) Servrce Abbeaf bearmg No 659/2018 t|tled "Mst. Fahmeeda Begum Versus Chief
Secretary, KhyberrPahhtuhkhwa CMI Secretarlat Peshawar and others” e e
30) Servrce Appeal bearmg No 660/2018 titled “Muhammad Baz Versus ‘,C\hief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Clvri Secretarlat Peshawar and others”.

e

31-)'522"""?9_-, Appeal bgar}ng No. 661/2018 titled “Hanif Jan A\,/e_rsus, Chief;-Secre'tary,
klﬁyber,Pa,kht‘unkhwa'; Civil Secretariat, Peshaivi - Iothers”.- . ... 4. ..
32)-S,{ervi_c,eA,Appeali_,bear:ir;:;g No. 662/2018 titled “iter Afzal Versus Chief Secretary,

_ Kh;y_ber Pakhtunkhwa:}éCi.vil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.
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‘ 33) Serv:ce Appeal beanng No 663/2018 tltled Mst D;I Ta] Begum Versus Chlef

1
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i.t'_‘ e lA:| S

Secreta-ryy Khyber Pakhtonkhwa, Civil Secretarlat Peshawar and others

34) Service Appeal beéring No. 664/2018 titlec! “Raees Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
) khyber Pakhtunkhv\;e, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

35).~Service Appeal be'arihg No. 665/2018 titled “Syed Hijab Hussain Ve?us Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others".

36)'Service Appeal bearing No. 666/2018 titled “Eid Muhammad Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pékhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,

37) Service Ar:?geal bearing No. 667/2018 titled “Fazal Hakeem Versus Chief
.Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar an-d others”.

38‘), Service Ap&aL—bearing No. 668/2018 tittled “Syed Zamir Huséain Versus Chief
Se ary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

39) Service Appeal bearing No. 669/2018 titled “Janat Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

40) 5ervice Appeal bearing No. 67072018 titled “Ayan Ali Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

41) Service Agoeel bearing No. 67‘1/2‘013 titled “Sohail. Khan Versus Chief Secretary,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,

02. - < Briefificts of thecase are fhat the appehants are priridrily aggtieved by
inacffi)o‘h‘ of fhe’:'r’e§i56nd"éhpf§1"€5" the efféct that Promotichs af the dpseliants were
delayed for no good reason, which adveréely affected th'éir"§eh'ib'rfﬁy§pos e RE R
as sustairied financial loss. The Hppailait! Mr. AfZAT Shah ahd 18 others were serving
under Agency ‘Eftidation Offi cer, Mohmand ‘Agency (Now/ Bistritt=fislmafiai§ shd ths'
appel!ant Mr! Khaista Sher and <22 others were servmg uhdér’ Agency Education

Offi cer ‘Orakzai Agency (Now D|str|ct Orakzal) Al the appellants were promoted to

the post of Secondary School Téachers (SST) (BPS-16) vide order dated 11-10-2017,

Which, as per ‘stince of the ‘appellants ware required to be to bef‘rgrno'tedgﬁh 2014.
. k,
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Feeli‘ngfaggriev.ed;athe 'falffpellants;pr;eferred -respective departmental appeals against
the l"f'npugned order dated 11-10-2017, which were not responded to, and hence the
appéllants filed service Eappeals in this Tribunal with prayers that promotions of the
appellantsmay be considered from 24507~2014- or the date when other employees

serVing in settled districts were promoted along with all back benefits.

- 03, Written r'eply/comments were submitted by the respondents.

04. - Learned courise! for the appellant Mr. Afzal Shah and 18 others has
contended that the appellants have not been treated in accordance with law and

their rights secured under law and constitution have been violated; that the

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

ected their seniority positions and made them junior to those, who were
prontoted at settled distr_ict level in 2014; that the delay- occurred due to lethargic
attitude of respondents,: otherwise the appellants were equally fit for promotion like
their counterparts workijng in settled districts; that the appellants were discriminated
which is highly deploréble, being unlawful and contrary to the norms of natural

]us‘tice that mact:on on’ part of the respondents have adversely affected financial

rlghts of the appellants as protected by the Constrtutron He furtl%%r added that the |

\-"

appellant be treated at: par like other employees of drstrlcts 'who were promoted in
N L/[,l l‘;.(l- =1o] ,_‘t R

2014 in pursuance of notlf catlon dated 24-07- 2014 and shall equally b‘e dealt'wnzh in

.,j |!Il [ ":".. VE' Lha ,\ ‘--!;.1:. P s : . h,. -

accordance with law and rules.
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05. A ‘l__earned:counsel. f,or.“.the_sappellant Mr. Khaista Sper and 22 o_thers mainly

relied; on the arguments. of the learned. counsel.for the appellant Mr.. Afzal, sghah a:nd,,
18 others with further arguments that departmental appeals_ ‘,of _t,he .appe_lla_nts were
not considered and{:t_he' e;ppellants were condemned unheard; tha_,t.,as.per constituti;on
every.citizen .is.l,to_,t)e,treated equally, while the appellants, have not been treated in

accordance with. law, which-need interference.. . - . - ... ...
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06.” Learned Assnstant Advocate Ge ral appeared Bn behalf of respond ts

: el e e o &oandd {inaty Poe, apeaton
has contended that as per Para-VI of promotron pohcy, promotlons are always made

wuth lmmedlate effect and not with retrospective effect; that promotion is neither a
vested right nor it can be claimed with a retrospective effect. Reliance was placed on
200§ SCMR 1742, Learned Assistant Advocate General argued that promotions of the
appellants were made in accordance with law and rule and no discrimination was
. 'made. He further arguéd that some of the appellants submitted successive appeals,
vvhidh is violation of Rule 3(2) of Appeal Rules, 1986. Learned Assistant Advocate
Generai prayed that appeals of the appellants being devoid of merit may be

disrrlissed.

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

record / /

08. - A perusal of record would reveal that all the appellants were employees of
the provincial government, who were deputed to serve in Ex-FATA under the control
of Dfrector of Education Ex-FATA, whereas their other colleagues working in settled

districts were working dnder the control of Director of Education at provincial level.
*1‘:‘4 ACOTENCC, e Lo N £ (S B Tl E=TARR TR B I SEEIR A S E SRR
The provmcual Govemment vides NotIF cat:on dated 24 07 2014 had fSSUGd crlterla for
promotron of teachers to next grades whlch was equally applrcable to provmcral as
Dowde oy e o g0 zls o s Yl T et s sy ers TRt promhiations o e
well as employees workmg in Ex-FATA To thIS effect the provincial d|rectorate of

aoa mmad e cheoeytz ogar, sthes pppee

Elementary & Secondary Educatvon KP wde Ietter dated 07 08 2014 had asked the
Directorate of Eddcatlon Ex FATA to f" il in the vacant posts of SST in Ex-FATA by
p'romotion of "ii-service teathsrs undér the existing defvicd rules. The said letter
lingered in the Directorate of ,Ex-FATA for almost seven months, which finally was
- conveyed to :,a'tIAAgencfy, -Education Officers vide .letter dated 09-03-2015 with
direc'tion_s“to'submit category wise lists of candidates for promotion .against the-pest

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

submitting such_;informa:tion to the directorate of Ex-FATA and ﬁnall.'.t;r‘e appellants
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were promoted Vide order dated T1-16-2617. On the GtHaf Rafd. the office of the
District Ediication Offickr ini tha séttldd district took fimely sieps and the pgamotsofns
were madle possible in:‘ the same‘ year i.e. 2014. Placed on record is a Notification
dated 01-11-2014 i'ssue;d by District Education Officer Charsada, whereby promotions
had been made in pur:;uance of the Notification dated ‘24-07-2014 in the same vear,
whereas promotions inz Ex-FATA were made in 2017 with delay of more than three
years. Placed on record i$ another Notification dated 14-03-2017 issued by
Direotorate of Educatioh Ex-FATA promoting Certified Teachers (CT) (BPS-15) to the
postof Senior CT (BPS-16) w.e.f 20-02-2013, negating their own stance that
promotions are always% made with immediate effect. Similarly placed teachers was
extended the benefit of their promotion with retrospective effect, however the
respondents are denying the same to the appeliants for the reasons best known to

them. The material availab!e on the record, would suggest that the appellants were
" .

\/J treated with-eflEcrimination.

09.  The appellants are primarily aggrieved by the inaction of the respondents |
to the effect that all the appellants were otherwise fit for promotion to the post of
SST, but their 'p‘r'én%ti'aﬁg ‘were: delayed” dué to slackness of the diréétorate of
e‘du'catic‘)h';" Which *adVersely *affectéd ‘their seniofity position as” well as?sufferéd -
ﬁn‘a'ncially"due' to intentional'delay in their promations. Tﬁe""'r’es{po‘hdéht's alsd dld ‘ot

KA

object to the point of their fithess fof furthér promotion Bt that partlcu!ar time. =~

10. o We have observed that semorrty of the appellants as well as thelr other
. : S R R f T

counterparts workmg at Dlstrlcts Ievel had been malntamed at Agency/Dlstrlct Ievel

before the|r promotlon to the post of SST whereas upon promotlon to the post of
R L L T HEE R P . Lol oy K

SST the senrorlty |s mamtamed at provmcraI IeveI and the appellants who ‘were

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

deF mte!y F nd place in the bottom of the seniority list maintained at provincial level

wrth drm future prospects of their further promotions, as well7as they wére kept
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deprived of the financial benefits accrued to them after promotion for no fault of

them, hence they were: discriminated. It was noted with concern that the only reason

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

FATA and its subordina;te offices at Agency level, which had delayed their promotions

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

11, In view of the foretjoing discussion, the instant appeals are accepted and

-~

~ all the appellants are held entitled for promotion from the® date, the first batch of

their other colleagues ‘at provincial level were promoted in e year 2014 with all

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

record room.

ANNOUNCED
14.07.2021
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'DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY anp SECONDARY EducATION -

2 leYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR . 7 -
=L ok dated_ 30 / 09 /2021

o
o
- Deputy Diréctors DCTE/PITEINMD (Male)j; o
- Elementary ang Secondary Education Department,
. KhyberPakhtunkhwa._ PR B
' ' : it
oo SUBMISSION OF APPLICAT, T

P SS/HM PROMOTION - B . .
Memo:- - o L e 0 A

. All District Education Officer I

~ each given below) of thoge male SSTs who areidue for prc:n'motion to B-17 an
upto 31/11/2015 according to'.updated/revlsed;seniority Of SST, who are o
jurisdiction tg this office within one month positively, : Ce
The relevant documents hle will be li:onSistfn 1ofi o
Bio Data, CNIC attested copy, | ntment order, ﬁegular Appointment SST, Service
- Certificate, Noninvolve'ment certificate {duly countersigneg . ¥ DEQ), Last five

slip, Synapsis (11 coples) (SST Period), Aji cettificate’ /Degree with DMCs (Duly*Attesteq by
- authorized guzzated ofﬁcer},'DomicileL v RN o : -

N ACRS/PERs file Wil be consistir of: ... e
ACRs/PERs of entire SST Period dyly Countersign by Repo:rtin'g Oﬁicer/Countersigning‘ Officer..
of his in chajr Period, Noninvolvement certificates, Service Cértfﬁcate, Servic '

e History, ‘Synapsis
{one copy), Promotion/regularization Order of 3T Period, and Aj Transfer orders during the
period of SST, ' : E I :

General Instructions; . LoD R
Combinatio, for Promotion to Subject Specialist U e
8. S8 (Bio & Zoology) in B.S¢ + Botony in M.Sc OR Botor?ly inB.Sc+ 7o
.-b. ' 8§ History-cum—Civics is history in BA+ Pdiiticay Science in MA OR-p
BA + History in MA OR Master degree in History-+ poiitical Science
: - Those that not have the inati
- (H/Civics)post., R

stated that those whe are not wfmng" for Promoticn written dn stamp Paper may also be
annexed. : ’ o T : L

Note; By hand/lndividual ACRSs/PERs file will not be oolléct'edlrecaived by this office. All
irec A i .

) $ mat accern s, Concemet I's through foca) person
alongwith coving lettér in consolidate format accordingly, .~ . .| R . T

v

A tant-Director (ACR C
. L o Directorate of Elémentary ang Secondary )i
) : - Education KhybeHgPakhtunkhw'a Peshawar
Endst: No, Y o ) - AR ] )
Co::gy@&b;e;abbve is forwardeqd tother: - . P "

3. Assistant Directoy (Establishmenty LOcél'Diréc':torété;;r'..",'":,:; 1ol
-Ato Director of Elementary and Secondary Educatjbﬁ KhybergPakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

4
o Assistaritﬁifébé’(ACBf )
Directorate of Elementary ang Secondary -
ducatio? Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

s

Yyear results, Pay .

—_— e e
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