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i 13" June 2022

- Counsel for the: petitionér present.  Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl. AG alongwith Murtaza Khan, Superintendent

for the respondents present.

5 Representative of the respondents produced copy of

the order dated 15.06.2022, 1mplementmg the judgment of this

Tribunal. Therefore, this petition 1s dlsposed of accordingly.

Consign.
4. Pronbunced in open court in Peshawar and given under
my hana’ ana’ seqal oj=t Trzbunal thzs 15" day of June, 2022.
| (Katim Arshad Khan)

Chairman



S

- 24;02.202.2' - Dueto fetire,ment of the Worthy Chairman, ‘the

Tribunal is Ad'efunét, therefore, case is adjourned ‘t;‘o

09.05.2022 for the same as before.

j |

Reader

09.05.2022 ; Petitioner present through counsel.

o Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate
General alongwith Noor Badshah Litigation Officer and -

Murtaza Khan Superintendent for respondents present. -

File to come" up ‘alongwith connected execution
" petition No0.390/2021 titled Ayan Ali Vs. Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 12.05.2022 before S.B.

Zina Rehman) "
Member (J)

12.05.2022 ~ 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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A - Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Execution Petition No._____ ‘ 401/2021
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings :
1 [ E 2 3
1 27.12.2021 The execution petition of Syed Hijab Hussain subinitted t6d'ay
by Mr. Abdur Rehman Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court f(\properorder please.
M
REGISTRAR *
7. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at Pe.shawar
on_olo(ha- . ‘ |
- CH AN
& \;‘
28.01.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. N

M

;.

;.

uhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Notices be issued to the respondents for submission
nplementation report.  Adjourned. To come
nplementation report on4:.08.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammg
Member(E)

of
for

d)




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR . .

o
Execution petition NoLw 2021

“In

Service appeal No. 671/2018 - ’ A

'~ SOHAIL KHAN
VERSUS |
THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, CIVIL
SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS. ‘
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S.N ‘ o
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h 'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Kh"v’f‘ﬁr r—.,,%?-

- . . ’ "kC . BV o ) - " N
Execution petition NoL(pD 12021 ] iee Frius. ,
In 4 ' ' » ‘ Diary MNo._ L&_&- .
Service appeal No. 671/2018 : :
: Datcd..m‘Z/Z / 2072 |

SOHAIL KHAN S/O GULA JANSYED R/O GHS SRA MELA DISTRICT
AURAKZAI GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA EDUCATION -
DEPARTMENT ...oovvvvevenennnnns B PETITIONER.

-~ VERSES

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

2) THE SECRTERY EDUCATION, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

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

- 4) DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER' AURAKZAI AT
HUNGU.....ccoeeririannnnn, e ......RESPONDENTS.

EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT OF THIS HON’ABLE TRIBUNAL' IN
APPEAL NO. 671/2018 DECIDED ON 14/07/2021.

- Respectfully Sheweth!
- 1) That the above mentioned appeal was decided by this Hon’able -
Tribunal vide judgment dated 14/07/2021. (Copy of the.

judgment dated 14/07/ 2021 is énnéxed as annexure-“A”).

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 respondents are legally and morally bound to .obey-
the 6rder 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/ Oé/ 2021 to respondent No-04 for i)romotion of SST
to the poét of SS/HM where applications/ dééuments élong

“with ACR -for~ SS/HM promotion have been reqﬁested to be
| subAmit'ted of entire SST period along wifh separate documents
| file of those male SSTs who are "due fqr promotion to BPS?I.'f ‘
and .‘having appointing vup to 3‘1./.11 /'2.0 15 ac;‘cérding to
updated /revised seniority list of SST who _are'working under
jurisdictibn of respondenté. office within one month (Copy of

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

- 5) That"the petitioner has’ no 6thé1‘ option but l‘to file the instant"
petition for implementation of judgment of this Hon’able

| Tribun.al becaqse if the judgment of this Hon’able Tribunal is |
not Aimplem.ented on time the petitioner may not be inCluded in
the-sen’iority list asked for promotion to thé post of SS/HM,

hence will suffer irrecoverable loss. ! o ’



'\

e,

6) That there is nothing which may prevent '_this Hon’able

Tribunal from implementation of its own judgment.

\

It is therefore requésted that on acceptance of this
- petition the respondents niay 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

4

fespondents be restrained from promotion of SST through

letter NO-4258-4300 dated 30/09/2021 to the post of SS/HM

till the implementation of Judgment dated 14.07.2021 and.
.respondents_ may also be restrained from any adverse action

.agaihst petitioner till the decision of this 'petitibn.

‘5///;::

| PETITIONER
THROUGH '

ABDUR RAHMAN MOHMAND
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT PESHAWAR.
DATED:24.12,2021
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Execution petition No 2021
In

Service appeal No. 671/2018

' SOHAIL KHAN

VERSUS

 THE CHIEF SECRTARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA CIVIL -

SECRETARIAT PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

AFFIDAVITE:

I, SOHAIL KHAN S/0O GULA JANSYED R/O GHS SRA MELA 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.

Deponent.' | -§ /M’-::*
CNIC: 21603-9385919-9
CELL: 03069604383
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Service 'Appé,dl No. é a /2018 .

.@1 ot

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA seawce TRIBUfY
| PESHAWAR “

Sohail Khon S/o Gulo Jan R/o :\/|I|oge Sro Mila Tehsil
Lower Qrgkzcu Agehcy ...Appellant

VERSU§

1. The Ch|ef Secre’rory Khyber Pokh’runkhwcz Civil
. Secre’rono’r Peshawar _ .

2. Addmonol Chlef Secre’fory FATA FATA Secre‘ronot
;-Worsok Rood Peshcwor

3. The Secre’rory Educo’non Khyber Pc:kh’runkhwo

'Peshowclr ;

4. The Dlrec’ror Educo’rlon FATA, FATA Secretariat,
Worsok Rocd Peshawar : .

5. "‘Agency Educohon Officer Orokzou Agenc:y |

...... ,.....-....,...............Respondenis

APPEAI. uss 4 OF THE  KHYBER
N PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER/NOTIFICATION
/. NO.54 DATED 13.10.2017 WHEREBY THE
“* 'PROMOTION ORDER OF THE APPELLANT
. TO_SST WERE: ANNOUNCED BUT WHICH
" WAS DUE FROM 31.10.2014 AS PER

,'_?%PRQMOTION 'ORDER  NO.3493-3562/SST

" PROMOTION/ ' ESTABLISHED  DATED
A . | ) ATIFS’]"ED




| .‘i | N . | ) | .

Mr Hldayat Ullah Khattak Advocate for the appei‘"\"

«Muhammad Riaz Ahmed Pamdakhell Assrstant Advocate Gene@gﬁ '

respondents present Arguments heard and record perused

Vrde our detarled Judgment of today, separately placed on f ile, in

;Servrce Appeal No 1266/2018 titled “Afzal Shah Versus Government of

',Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary

Educatlon Secretarlat burldmg Peshawar and elght others”, the instant

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

N .
A [
v

B the date, the first batch of their other coI!eagues at provmcral level were
'. promoted in the year 2014 with all consequentrai benefits, Partles are left

to bear therr own costs. Frle be consrgned to record room.

E -_ANNOUNQE}D
14072021

- (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
" MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

Certifict Jo v ture copy
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- %EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1266/2018

S 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 KHATTAK &

MR.-/}LBDUR REHMAN MOHMAND

Advocates . For Appellants

MR. MUHAMMAD RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEIL |

_Assis‘t‘ant Advocate General For Respondents

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

MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR' o “"MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
\/\’ r'l‘ , R A £ Tl‘,,/'l/i/f:l Lty 1 RV b ‘i“.e'h L e PR

JUDGMENT

gt l--‘w.,

ATIQ-UR REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER(E) - ThiS ]udgment shall drspose of

the lnstant Service Appeal as weII as the followmg connected Service Appeals as

r 207 - N T T = PRy
common questlon of Iaw and facts are mvolved thereln Yo loom o TEL A
e me M AL -~‘:.f.—»‘, ’”""'" "" RIS SR RATRN f R R R (L .
1) SerVice Appeal bearlng No 1267/2018 tntled “Abn Hayat Versus Government of
’ in the yea e

, ]_(hyber_,Pakhtunkhwa \th‘rvo‘ugh Se_cretary‘Elementary and Secondary Educatnon

_ Secretariat building Peshawar and others”,
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©2) Servrce Appeal - beanng No. 1268/2018 titiled “Shams Ur -Rahman. “Versus

_Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Education.Secretariat burldrng’Peshawar and ¢t %

3) aewice Appeal bearing No. 1269/2018 titled “Karim Kb.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
Sécretariat building Peshawar and others”.

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

Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

5) Service Appeal beari'ng No. 1271/2018 titiled “Stana Gul Versus Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
’ Secretariat buitlding Peshawar and others”.
6) Service Appeal/beging-No. 1272/2018 titiled “Mohammad Idress Versus

Govern M Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

e

Secondary Education Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.
7) Service Appeal bearing No. 1273/2018 titled " Mansoor Ahmad Khan Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and

, , "t'.‘,'. :"j-!ig:.: “I ri{ v~:= 7 ,ﬂ‘ g” i '". ,1"’-.- » fngi* SRR R &‘f o

~

Secondary Educatron Secretarrat burldmg Peshawar and others”.
8) Servrre Appeal bearrng No. 1274/2018 titiled * Khial Zada Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretarrat building Peshawar and others

.9)-. Servrce Appeal: bearmg No: 1275/2018 titled “Nizam-=ud-Din_Versus. Government

ot f R A L.‘a

| of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Educatron

Secretariat building Peshawar and others .

, 10) Service Appeal bearing No. 127.6/2018 titled “Sher qMohammad Govergment of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secre.tary Elementary “and Secondary Educatron

Secretarrat building Peshawar and others”.
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11) Service Appeal bearing No. 1277/2018 titled "Rahmat Said Versus Government of
AKihyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Eiementary and Secohda_ry Education
Secretariat building Peshawar and others”. |

12)’Se'rvice Appeal beariing No. 1278/2018 titied “Javid Akhter Versus Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
S.ecretariat building Peshawar and others”.

13)Service Appeal bearing No. 1279/2018 titled "Munawar Khan Versus Government
of Khyber Pakhtunkbwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education
'Secretariat building l;eshawar and others”.

14) 'Service Appeal bearing No. 1280/2018 titiled “Said Alam Shah Versus
'vaernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and
Secondary Educatlon Secretariat building Peshawar and others”.

.15) Service Appeal/bearlng No. 1281/2018 tltled “Lateef Ullah Versus Government of

\/\) \Y\/per’ﬁ/ htunkhwa through Secretary Elementary and Secondary Education

Secretarrat building Peshawar and others”. g

16) Serwce Appeal bearlng No. 1282/2018- titled “Mst. Khalida Safi  Versus

Khyber whakhtunkhwa: through - Secretary Elementary and

Government, of ..}

-Sé:cgndaryﬁducahoq Secretariat building Peshawar and others”, = - = .am oo
17)7.:&:'>iery§ce .Appeal, bearing No..1283/2018 titiled. “Zar. GultGavernment of Khyber
:Pakhtun khwa throug;h Secretary Elementary- and Sec@m;arw Edueation:Sedretdridt
bundmg Peshawar and others”. .. -. S A e
18)- Servrce -Appeal bearmg No.;1284/2018 titled “Imtiaz Gul Versus Government of
: l_{;hyber ,,Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary’ Elementary- and Secondary-- Education
Siécretariat,building I?eshawar and others”. - S T :

19);~_}Z(ihaista.;Sher, ;Vegsqs:CIJief Secretary; - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat,

Peshawar.and others”. - - N
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T ZO)AiiService Appeal bea’rtng No. 327/2019 titled “Abdul Hamid Versus Chief Secretary,

U

| Khyber Pakhtunkhw:a’, Civil Secretariat, Peshiawar and others”.

Zt)f%Service Appeal b%éaring No. 651/2018 titled “Sabeel Hassan Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber P'akhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

22) Servrce Appeal bearlng No. 652/2018 tltled “Anwar Ali Versus Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”. g

23) Servrce Appeal bearmg No. 653/2018 titled “Javed Hassan Versus Chief

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

24);5ervice appeal b'eia'ring No. 654/2018 titled “Lugman Hakeem Versus Chief
,S?'ecretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

255 Service Appea} /be%a?ring No. 655/2018 titled “Aziz-ur-Rehman Versus Chief
::Secretary,’f;h;ber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

26) Service Appeal bea'r:ing No. 656/2018 titled “Muhammad Muneer Khan Versus
Chief Secretary, Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Civit Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

27) Service Appeal beair'ing No. 657/2018 titled “Mst. Shah Begum Versus Chief
S!ecretary, Khyber PaKhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others”.

28) Servrce Appeal bearlng No 658/2018 tltied “Munrr Khan Versus Chlef Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C|vrl Secretarlat Peshawar and others” e e

29) Servrce Appeal Ihearrng No 659/2018 tltled "Mst. Fahmeeda Begum Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakh'ttrnkhwa CIVI| Secretarlat Peshawar and others" S

30) Serwce Appeal bearlng No 660/2018 titled “Muhammad Baz Versus Chref
Secretary, _Khyber Pa!ghtunkhwa Cuvrl Secretariat, Peshawar-and others”.

31) S:ervrce‘ Agpﬂealtgearmg No. 661./2")_(‘)18‘ t.rt_led "Hanif Jan Versus, Chief . Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunt<hwai Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.. = .. Lot

32) Servlce Appeal bearsng No. 662/2018 titled “Sher Afzal Versus Chief Secretary,

‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa CIVi| Secretarrat Peshawar and others”, .

sl
£
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: 33) Serwce Appeal bearmg No 663/2018 t:tled Mst Drl Ta} Begum Versus (‘h|er

o O . l‘ll RN

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

34) Service Appeal bearing No. 664/2018 titled “"Raees Khan Versus Chief Secretary,
IKhyber Pakhtunkhv\}a, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

35) VService Appeal be'_aring No. 665/2018 titled "Syed Hijab Hussain Versus Chief
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”.

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

37) éewice Appeal bearing No. 667/2018 titled “Fazal Hakeem Versus Chief

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

" 38) Service Ap)l/beanng No. 668/2018 tittled “Syed Zamir Hussain. Versus Chief

W\/C"e{/ ry, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Cuvrl Secretarrat Peshawar and others”.

v

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

4(l))- Service Appeal bearing No. 670/2018 titled “Ayan Ali Versus Chief Secretary,
'Khy_ber Pakh\tunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,

41)ASem. 2 Appeal1 b:e:_a_ring No. 671/2018 tit!ed “thaiI Khan Versus Chief S:ecretary,

Khyber rr-"rt:htpnkhwa,/ Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others”,

02. - - ieffacks o'f‘l"'th"é‘case"are' that the dppellants aré prifarily agdfieved by
inaction . the ‘fespondents to the effect that promiotions of the dppeilants were
delayed fof n6 good reason which adversely affected their senio srity posmon‘g as well
as sustained financial [oss. The appellant, Mr, Afzal Shah 5id 18 others vyere serving
under Agency Eduéation Officer, Mohmand Agency (Now Dibtrict” Mghmandy'and tha
appeliant Mr. Khaista Sher and 22 others were ‘servirig' Urider Agency Education |
O'f‘ﬁcé'r" Orakzai Agency :'('Ndrw 5i'stric't”_0rakz.ai)" All the appeliants were prorrtotedto
the post of Secondary School Teachers (SST) (BDS 16) wde order dated 11 10-2017,

Wthh as per stance of the appeilants were requrred to be to be prr)znqote:d ".h 2014




accordance with law, whiich. need interference,
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. Feelfnéjraggrieved;,»\the ap'pellants preferred respective departmental appeals against

the impugned order dated 11-10-2017, which were not responded to, and hence the
appellants ﬁled service .appeals in this Tribunal with prayers that promotions of the
apoeilants may be considered from 24-07-2014 or the date when other employees

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

03.. - Written reply/comments were submitted by the respondente.

04. - Learned counsel for the appellant Mr. Af

contended that the appellants have not been treated in accordance with faw and
their . rights" secured under law and conststutlon 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, \ripo were

promioted at settled district level in 2014, that the delay occurred due to lethargic

~ attitude of respondents,f otherwise the a'ppellants were equally fit for promotion like

their ‘counterparts workilng in settled districts; that the appellants were discriminated
which is highly deplorable being unlawful and contrary to the norms of natural

]UStICe that inaction on part of the respondents have adversely affected financial

rlghts of the agbellants ;s(protected byr the Constltutlon He further added that the”
appellanty be” l'treatle]d“;at :par Itl:e other employees of dlstncts who were promoted in
2014 in pursuance ~ofpnont|f" catlon dated 24- 07 2014 and shaII equally'be de*alfc‘ wrth |n‘
accordance w;th Iaw and ‘rule‘s: T

PR y‘,- e e T Lo

05. - Learnedp.counSel for the. appellant Mr. Khaista Sher and 22 others mainly

, -relied_-on the arguments of the Iearned.counsel for the appellant Mr. Afzal Shah and

18 ojthers with further arguments that departmental appeals, of the appeliants were
not c'onsidered_._and_-:the appeijants were condernned_ unheard; that as per constitution

everift;-citizen,is to be treated eqdatly,-whi!e the appellants have not.been treated in

“Earic
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08T e Resiotant Advodate General appsared 3 behaF o reliondaits
"hés";é’dnférfciééé" that 4s per Para-V1 of promotion policy, promotions are  alwghs made
with;}immediate effect and not with retrospective effect; that promotion is neither a
vest'ed ‘right nor it can 5e claimed with a retrospective effect. Reliance was placed on
ZOOS SCMR 1742, Learned Assistant Advocate General argued that promotions of the
appellants were made |n accordance with law and rule and no discrimination was
made He further argued that some of the appellants subm:tted successive appeals,
~ which is violation of Rule 3(2) of Appeal Rules, 1986. Learned Assistant Advocate

General prayed that appeals of the appellants being devoid of merit may be

dismissed.

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 D‘trector of Education Ex-FATA, whereas their other colleagues working in settled

dlStI’ICtS were worklng under the controi of Dlrector of Education at provincial’ Ievel

: ‘H TR doaettn mflg = CH’!’?”"’!‘ s S IS e

The provmcual Government vndes Notmcataon dated 24 07 2014 had issued cntena for
i rrrae trro macd v s

‘| ., i .. |A‘|k~"j -

promotton of teachers to next grades whlch was equally appllcable to provmua! as

I R T TN s T 3y . ie L

weII as employees work:ng in Ex- FATA To thls effect the provmaal dlrectorate of

NE i Ty Tre Al TeTToe vt ST EHT A R

Elementary & Secondary Educatlon KP wde Ietter dated 07- 08 2014 had asked the

‘l)‘ ot Ai L

Dlrectorate of Educatlon Ex-FATA to F in the vacant posts of SST in Ex-FATA by

,
“l‘a-.,. ’-‘.-.l

promotlon of ‘in-Service: teachers under the exast:ng Se'tvrgerrﬁ‘!egqtrhe said Ietter
Ilngered in thev_Dl,r,ectorate of [Ex-FATA for almost,seveni rmbaths;rhich fitally was
con\./‘eyedl,to :aIIz-Agency.w.r Education Officers vide '1etteradatec?la.rOQ:-OSl‘ZO1‘55.'with*
dll’eCtIOI‘\S to submit category wise lists of candidates for promotion’ dgainst the’ post
of: SST “Agency: Educatlon Officers took another two years and seven months, ‘while

submlttmg suchrmformatlon ‘to" the directorate of Ex-FATA anq f nally thé ap ’pellants

Tep.




nraer

‘were promoted Vide order dated 11 16-2017. On the other hand the office of the

District Educhtion OFfcer in thi settldd district took trely' steps and the Bromotions

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

dated 01-11-2014 issue"d by District Education Officer Charsada, whereby promotions
had been made in pursuance of the Notification dated 24-07-2014 in the same year,

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

. years. Placed on record is another ‘Notification dated 14-03-2017 issued by

Direotorate of Education Ex-FATA promoting' Certified Teachers (CT ) (B'P5415) to the

post, of Senior CT (B_PS-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 appellants for the reasons best known to
them. The material available on the record, would suggest that the appellants were
treated witbadtﬁ:ﬁ;ation.

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
SSf,' but their-'promottons were ‘delayed due to slackness of the directorate of
edueation, ‘which ;adve‘rselyaaffected their, seniority position.as well -asgiuffered

ﬁnaneiallyedue to intentional-delay-in their. promotiefis. The respondents also-did not

. objeet to the point of .th‘eir fithess for further promotion at that particular time.::: - -

0. . We have observed that semorrty of the appe!fants as weII as thesr other

,,A.' i’ Jr ":"1“' ..."_..[ . - - . .Yt. B 3"‘""

counterparts workmg at D;strzcts level had been malntamed at Agency/Dlstrlct Ievei.
o “ : t sty orbge T TN T T e .1- Trmoun s F‘ .
before the|r promotron to the post of SST, whereas upon promotlon to the post of
I R LR T T (X S T

SST the semonty is malntalned at provmc;al Ievel and the appel!ants who were

C e aner te

promoted in 2017 in comparison to those who were promoted in 2014 wouid

deﬁmtely find place in the bottom of the seniority list maintained at provincial fevel

.....

- with dim futire- prospects of their further promotions, &s wel! as tﬁeypwere kept

) TPD




deptived of the financial benefits accrued to them after promotion for no fault of

’ther‘n, hence they were discriminated. It was noted with concern that the only reason

for their delayed promotion was slackness on part of dir ~f educatibn Ex-
FATA and its subordinate offices at Agency level, which had delayed their promotions

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

11, In view of trjme foregoing 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 the year 201;}, with all
consequential benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be ;onsigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED

14.07.2021
- / | \-/\/M-/
+(SALAH-UD- DIN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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;' DIRECTORATE oF ELéMENTAR;iY ECONDARY E
HHYBER PAKHTUNKiWA PESHAWAR .~
' No b2 SR faar PR dated 32 / o9 jp34
.. Al District Education ofcer PRI ‘-
- Deputy Directre DCTE/PITE/NMD (Mae)j -
* Elementary gng Secondary Education Department,

2. - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.. o o
 Subject; | - SUBMISSION OF APPLICATIG UMENTS

) , SS/HM PROMOT!ON ’
Memo:- . ’

L-am directed fo refer to the- subject citeq i
ire SST periog a!bngwftlh
each given below) of those male SSTs who are

‘ . (due for prd,
upto 31/11/2015 according to ubdated/revisedisenioﬁty of
jurisdiction to this off y '

Separate documents.ﬂle (detail of
otion to B-17 and having appointed
SS

T, who are working under your
ice within one month positively. . - . : .

o The relevant documents file will be consisting of: - SR
Bio Data, CNIC attesteq copy; 18t appointmeht_ order, ‘Regular Appoiritment SST, Service
. C‘értiﬁcate, Noninvo!ve‘me‘nt certiﬁcate'(duly countersignad Dy DEQ), Last five year results, pg
slip, Synapsis (11 copies) (SST Period), ‘

. ! y
Al cel:tiﬁcatej‘/Delgree with DMCs (Dujy"Attested by
authorized Quzzated officer), ‘Domicite; T o

C b b T
‘ ACRS/PERS file wiil e Consisting o " :-
ACRS/PERs of entire SST period duly countersign by Reporting O
of his in chair Period, Nonfnvolvement Certificates,
{one copy), Promotion/reglﬂaﬁzaﬁon

t

'Service Cértificate, Service Histary, ‘Synopsis
Order of SST'pedod,

and Afl Transfer orders. during the
period of SST 1, . :

General Instructions: TN ETRTR
Combination for Promation to Subject,Speciaiist. 1 I
& S8 (Bip & Zoology) inB.Sc + Botony in M.Sc OR i
- 0. - S8 Hist ivies | y

BA + History in MA OR Master degree jn History + political science
Those that“n.ot.have thé.'above__combgnatiqn"are hot eligible for sg (Blology) & $s

. (H/Civics)post - s
1. Candidate having mGSter:.‘in; N

~ Funt ‘ _
been retired, dieq, selecteq against angther post, jon deputation, ‘went abroag nd left the
epartment may arso‘clearly-be indicated with exact datess justification ang annexﬁ,rgs. itis also
stated that those who are not willing for promotiof'n wiitten n stamp Paper may algg be
annexed, : T . :

Note; By handllndividual ACRs/PERs file will hot bg coiléct'ed/received by this offica, All

DEOs are directed to Submit ACR/PERg file of the: c¢ d SSTs through focg person

alongwith coving letter in consolidate format accordingly, P . '
’ document.must be compiete i all faspect. o

. NG 4::"' a Ty
o C ' ! Assistan Director (ACR) .

Directorate of Elemenitary ang Sécondairy .
. : - Education KhybeniPakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Endst: No. : ) A

Copy of the above s fdrwarde'd tothe: . -.. . 1 b

3. Assistant Diregtor (Establishmenty Locéi:DfréCtor'a;eii:'/ R . '
P.A to Diregtor of Eiementary and Secondary Education M'nyber'Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
~ L R L

P> ‘ .:.‘A:\ssis'tantﬁlre‘ or (ACRy" .
Tor Directorte of Elementary anq Secondary
Educatiop Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

o |
- —— __.m.-.%k.;_..__._.:-...

T ————

labove ‘and to request YOu to submit .

ceFlCountersigﬁinQ’ Officer -

——— e
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