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25.10.2022

Petitioner in person present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak-,. learned Additional Advocate General

alongwith Waqar Khan Section Officer for respondents present

who submitted Notification dated 24" October, 2022 vide which
the competent authority conditionally changed tBe nomenclature
of the post Horticulturist (BS-17) to Agriculture Officer (BS-17)

to the effect of the present petitioner in the office of District

Director Agriculture, D.I Khan with retrospective effect i.e. w.e.f.:

-01.02.1997 subject to the final outcome of CPLA filed by the .

Provincial Government in the Supréme Court of Pakistan. The
notification is silent in respect of back benefits, therefore,
representative of respondents is strictly directed to make sure the

production of proper implementation report on or before the next

~ date, failing which, coercive measure would be taken against all
. concerned. To come up for submission of proper implementation.

. repdrt on 23.11.2022 before S.B at Camp Court, D.I Khan.

-~

(Rozlina‘ Rehman)
Member (J)
Camp Court, D.I.Khan
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26" Sept 2022

Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad

- Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for the respondents present.

Learned AAG has submitted written app-lication that the
implementation was in proéess and will soon be finalized were-
after proper report will be submitted. As regard the lést order
sheet wherein learned AAG had informed the Tribunal that

implementation was made, he submitted that that was a

‘misunderstanding as according to his thinking the department

had implemented the judgment whereas the implementation .
was under process and because of some technical issue the
implementation might take some time. Let a fair opportunity be :

granted to the respondents to submit implementation report at '

the earliest possible. To come up for implementation report on

25.10.2022 before S.B at camp court D.[.KhanQ

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
Camp Court D.1.Khan
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22.08.2022 ‘ “DUE to sumimér Vication, tour to (,dmp Court D.I. Khan *
‘has been cancelled. To come up for the’ samc on 26 09 2022

belore b:li at camp court, D.1.Khan.

Reader

06" September, 2022 1. Mr. Muhammad Adecl Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Mr.
Asad-ud-Din Asif’ Jah, Superintendent for the respondents-

present. '
5

2. This casc was lixed for 26.09.2022. On the applicatioﬂ of
the learncd Addl. AG for rclease of saleflrics of the Secretary.
Agriculture  Department  Khyber Pakﬁtunkhwéa Pcshawar,
Sgughny Finance Department Khyber PdkhlUﬂkth PLSdedI‘
and the Director General /\g,nculturc; Dcpartmcnt Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, it was rcqumtmncd for today. The
oround for relecase of salary of the : rcspondcntq is that

e implementation of the judgment of the lrlbundl has been made

| and report has been submitted. thrclorc lct the salaries of the
‘nawnwte

.‘.scurclar;iﬂes Agriculture  Department, Pc§hawar, and Director
General Agriculture  Department Kbybcf | I%khtunkhwa,
Peshawar be released. To come up on ihc date fixed ie. on
26.09.2022 before S.B at Camp Court, 1).1&.Khan.

(Kalim Arshad Khan)

. Chairman
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30" June, 2022
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Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Farhaj Sikandar,™ s, 4

District Attorney for respondents present.

Despite clear directions given on the previous date,

respondents have not submitted conditional implementation

* report. This Tribunal has no other alternative but to take action

against respondents. Salaries of the respondents i.e ‘Secretary

Agriculture, Live stock, fisheries and Co-operative Department,

- Peshawar, Secretary Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -

PeshaWar and Director General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Agriculture Departm‘c;nt, Peshawar are attached till further
ordé}s by this Tribunal. Copy of tﬁis order sheet be éent to.the
Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa for complianc'e and

to submit report that salaries of the above officer are attached on

order of the Tribunal till further order.

To come up on 22.08.2022 for further proceedings at

camp court D.J.Khan.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) |
Chairman
Camp Court D.I.Khan




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

.

Execution Petition qu37/2022 in service appeal No.1513/2019 Muhammad Aslam v/s . .

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others.  iayber Payhtukbwa

Service Privuanal

Bisry No. l,\_m_k_ Appellant

VERSUS . ___é#_&,[éézz

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture & Others, -
Respondents

IMPLEMENATION REPORT IN LIGHT OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWHA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL CAMP COURT D.I KHAN QRDER_SHEET DATED 30.06.2022 PASSED IN
EXECUTION PETITION NO.37/2022 IN SERVICE APPEAL NQ.1513/2019 TITLED
MUHAMMAD ASLAM V/S GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS.

The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Camp Court DI Khan on
30. 06 2022 passed the following orders i in the above titled case:-

“Despite clear direction given on the previous date, respondents have not

submitted conditional implementation report. This Tribunal has no others

alternative but to take action -agairist respondents. Salaries of the

respondents i.e Secretary Agriculture,- Livestock and Cooperative

Department ~ Peshawar, ~Secretary Finance Department Khyber‘.;

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and Director General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa-

Agriculture Department, Peshawar are attached till further order by this
Tribunal” (Annex-I)".

02. The Above order has been passed for non-submission of implementation
report of the following order paesed in Appeal No0.1513/2019 which is reproduced
below:- |
"The instant appeal is accepted. The impugned order dated 16.10.2019 is
set aside with direction ta the respondents to change the nomenclature of
the post of the appellant from Horticulturist (BPS-17) to Agriculture Officer
(BPS-17) by awarding him all back benefits from 01.02.1997 (the date of
posting of appellant as Agriculture Officer in his own pay & scale)”.
03. This department has filed CPLA against the judgment/ order dated

27.01.2022 passed of this Tribunal (Annex-II). However, now through order dated
30.06.2022 (referred to above) the Hon'ble Service Tribunal has ordered the
attachment of salaries of the Secretaries Agriculture, Finance and Director General
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. |



A
(referred to above), this department moved a note for competent authority i.e (F¥¥omte

It is pertinent 'to rhention here that on the order Vof‘ this;Hon’ble Tribunal

Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkha) regarding conditional change of the nomenclature of the
post of the appellant from Horticulturist (BPS-17) to Agriculture Ofﬁcer (BPS-17) by
“awarding him all back benefits with retrospective as well as implerhentation of the
orders of the Hon'ble Tribunal vide (Annex-III). Therefore, the order of the Sérvice |

Tribunal is fully implemented in letter in spirit.

05. In view of the above, implementation report duly signed:and stamped by
the undersigned is submitted with the request that the salaries of the. respondents 1,2
& 3 i.e Secretaries Agriculture, Finance and Director General- Agriculture (Extension)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa may kindly be released please. %
. . : >/ -

-~

~ Sy

her PakbtesEROR)
' / of Kt B eo: Dewth
Secretary to Govéfritent My%er Pakhtunkhwa -

\ Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries & Cooperatlve
. % ‘ Department Peshawar

| | (\]UW ' (Respondent No.01)
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/ xecutlon Pctitxonf No 3} ot 2072

- pammad Aslam S/O Maehai i Thrahim, R'O New Chora Pelot Sharifl

D.LKhan serving in District Director Agleulture Extension. D.L.Khan.

. VERSUS

Secretary Agnculture Live stock fisheries. and Co;operative :Departnlerlt.

u

" Peshawar.
2. Seeretary Fma.nce DepartmentKPPeshawar we ‘. L S

3. Director General Agriculture Extenswn Department KP Peshawar

IMPLEMENTA iy ION PFTITION/EXE CUTION PETITION -

OF IUDGMENT DATED; . 27-01-2022 REGARDING
'CHANGING OF NOMENCLATU’RE OF THE POST_OF
APPELLANT FROM - HORTICULTURIST BPS-17 “TQ

AGRICULTURE OFFICER BPS-17 BY AWARDING HIM L
(AN

T A R L A
P b BEEE .

3
ALL BACK: BENEFIT FROM 01 -02- 1997 , ' R
i That the ‘brief facts of the case. are as under' - o ':_;",", SRR P

4 1. - That petitioner initially appomted as Hortucultunst BPS-13 on regular basis in -

Hazara: development authorlty Abbott Abad but after abohshmg of post he was

y / deputed-to food and vegetable development board Peshawar
% " . 22-01-1996. Consequent upon the abolishing of the .board, the petmon was;_-

vude order Dateo‘

adjusted as Agricultural Off' cer vude order Dated; 25-02-1997 and "till now he is, Tl L

.working in the- Agrlcultural Department the Petitioner file Writ Petmon and
s tegular appointment on the post of

there - after coc Petltlon seeking. hi
e Order Dated 29-01-2013 The

/ grlcultural Officer’ whlch was: disppsed’ off vid

~Respondent instead of adjusting thq Petutloner on the post of Agricu-tural Offlcen' ) ‘

oner fhed another S

ted; 14-03-

adjusted him at- the post of Hortlculturist BPS 17 The Petm

Wnt Petatlon befote thgh Court wl'uch was allowed vide Judgmem Da

~ 2016. which was assa;led before August. Supreme ‘Court of Paksstan but was
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Pyisirict Atorney Tor respondents present

\\
Despite, clear dircelions given on. the previous €

[ t“ "“ -
respondents h'{l\'(: not -submitted  conditional ilhplpﬂl@:\lﬂtit}l)
report. This Tnbuml.has no other alternative but to‘t'ake' action
against teﬂmndents Salanesaof the respondcnts 1.c becwr\n;
Agriculture, Live smck hshcnes and Co-operative Depaltment
Puh’lwar %ccrctarv Fm’mcc Deparlmcnt K hyber Pakhtunkhwa
|)c<hu\\';n' : a’n(l DIH.(.EOL. (ucncnal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

o e . _; X

/\"‘IILlIItUIL I)c.p’ulnu.m .Pcslnwzu are atlached ll* further
OldClS by thlS Tribunal. Copy of thlS order sheet_ be sent to the
Accountant General Khyben Pﬁl\htunkhwa for comphance and

to submit report that salmts ot the 1l)0vc. officer are attached on .

order-of the Tribumaldill further order

o come up on 22.08.2022 for further proccedings at

camp court D LIKhan

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
Camp Court D.1.Khan
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THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

Servz,ce Appeal No. 15-13/2019

- Date of Institution ... .11;1,1.2019_"

Date of Decision ..~ 127.01.2022 -
' Muhammad Aslam son of Muhammad Ibrahlm
Post Office Billot Sharif, Tehsil Paharpur, Distri

Hortrcuftur:st BPS 17 in the Office of District Di
hhan :

. resndent of vllage new Choora .
ct D.I.Khan; . presently servmg as
irector Agncu!ture Extension, D.I.

. (Appellant) .

VERSUS

Secretary Agncufture Lfvestock Fisheries and Co- operatlve Department Khyber
: Pakhtuhkhwa Peshawar and one thirty others , (Respondehts)_ :

Muhammad Ahwar Awah

- Advocate For Aphe!!ant‘

Muhammad Adeel Butt

Additional Advocate General For ofﬁcia.l re,sandents .

Mukhtar Ahmad Maneri - 'Fo’rpr‘ivat‘e respondents
- - Advocate - ‘ =

. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN - .CHAIRMAN:

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR = . MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) [
\//M// ' “"““"f'f""f"f"';""""j‘""-
a JUDGMENT , .
g ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Bnef facts of the -
3 Case are that the apaeliant was mstzally appointed as Hortrculturrst BP‘S—‘l'SJ on
; raguiar basis in a.aara Deve*ear1 it Aad“ozr‘y Abbottabad, but after abolition of
- the post of hortlculturrst ne was deputed to the Frurt & Vegetable Developmeht
L o Board Peshawar vide: order dated 22 01-1996 and was pested as FVD Off“cer
?J | BNC 17\ im hie Acs A B . - -




v

agalnst the post of agr |culture officer and respondent No 1 Vlde letter- dated 07+ -
01- 2003 informed that no such post exist in BPS- 13 in agnculture department |
henice he was allowed to contnnue agalnst the post and apply afresh. for the post o
as and when post is advertlsed The appellant filed-an appllcatlon followed by a
Writ Petition No. 713/2011 seekmg his legclal apporntment on the post of }
‘agnculture ofﬂcer (BPS 17) wrth effect from 01 02-1997. The wnt petltlon was'
dusposed 'of vide order dated 07 04- 2011 dlrectlng the respondents to decrde the.

_I matter Wlthln two months and upon fallure the appeilant flled COC Petmon NO' .
275-P’/2012, which was _also_-dlsposed of vide order dated 29-03- 2013 on
assurance of the respondents that the' matter would be' res'olved wlthln thirty

days in pursuance the respondents submltted a worklng paper to the relevant

forum with the proposal that the post of hortlcultunst (BPS- 13) may be up- b
_graded and re- desrgnated as Agnculture Off“cer(BPS 17), but post . of the_’
appellant as Hortlculturrst (BPS 13) was up graded to BPS 14 rxae ‘minutes of the _ |
meetlnc dated: 08 01- 2014 The appellant seekmg l’llS adJustment in BPS 17 with -

effect from 01- 02 1997, filed ahother Writ Petltlon No 245~ D/2014 before"

Peshawar High Court D L Khan ‘bench, Wthh was allowed wde }udgment dated
L4 -03- 2016 agarnst which the respondents ﬂled CIVll Petatlon whlch was
decllned vide order dated 13 10 2017 For mplementatron of the }udgment of.
Pestiawar High Court dated 14+ 03- 2016 the appellant ﬂled COC Petltlon No 366~
- D/2016 but in the meanwhlle post of the appellant was up graded as .
Horticulturist BPS-17 vide order dated 20-03-2017, hence the COC Petrtlon was’
disposed of vrde }udgment dated 03- 05 2017 The appellant submltted
'applrcatlons dated 04-05-2017 and 13 10 2017 to respondents for grant of BPS-
17 with effect from .01-02- 1997 on the post of agrlculture off"cer but
respondents did not consider the sald appllcatlons Feellng aggneved of h|s

%L 4 kh ’ *.\..g } ¥
\ posting as horticulturist and not changlng his nomenclature as agnculturc oﬁ’cer

F




Officer (BPS-17) by awardlng hlm all back benet”ts from 01 02- 1997 (the date of

postlng of appellant as agnculture oft‘cer in hlS Own Pay & Scale)

lequu'ed for the post of agriculture ott'cer is 2 DlVlSlOl’l M. Sc/B Sc (Hons)

g, hay,pgf'M S"(Hons), M, Phrl and PhD in hortlculture thus the appellant is ellgtble
and entltled for hrs adJustment on the post of agnculture otﬂcer with effect from

01-02-1997, particularly when the appellant has already. sewed on the said post

grant of BPS 17 w:th the - post: of hortlculturlst wrth lmmedlate etfect to the

T
R TR
1
)

20 years servrce on the post of agnculture ocher has not been taken into

account, hence a great |nJustlce nas been done to the appellant; that prevrously

el

the appellant applied for the post of agnculture oft‘cer but he was dropped from

i

Department and the sald post has been created only for the appellant as a- dylng

i - !
,‘{f) i R - -l RECE P ) S P 1)

‘the rnstant serv:ce appeal Wlth prayers that. the |mpugned order dated 16 10-'
= 2019 mat/ be set aside with dlrectlon to respondents to change the nomenclature B

of the post- of the appellant from Hortlculturlst (BPS 17) to that of Agrlrulture.'

02._ Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the appellant smce

01-02-1997 till 03-05-2017 served on the post of agrlculture ofl’cer BPS- 17 and
during the penod pertormance of the appellant remalhed up to the mark that

the appellant from 04-05-2017 onward i servrng against - the post of

for almost 20 years and proved to be competent enough to hold such post that'-

appellant amount to career assass:natlon of the appellant and thereby hrs pastl

the recruitment process on the ground that appellant is already in-service as

agnculture officer; that there IS no post of HOl’thUltUl‘lSt in Agnculture '

horticulturist, but performmg the duty of agrlculture officer: that qualrt‘catron '

Degree in agriculture trom a recogn:zed UTll\/el’Slty, whereas the appellant is
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~Learned Addltlonal Advocate General for the ofﬂcral respondents has_-' o

contended that it is correct. that the appellant was adJusted agalnst the vacant:

. post of agnculture offlcer BPS 17 £.1.Khan tempolarlly in his.own pay and scale._ )

il ava'lablllty of a regular Agrlculture Ofﬂcer vrde order dated 25~ 02 1997 that

the appellant ‘submltted' app_llcatlon -for his postrng as Agrlculture Ofﬂcer in .

regular basns Wl‘llCh was turned down on the ground that nor such po‘st of BPS-13-‘

was available in Agnculture Department aga;nst whrch serwces of the appellant

_ ‘could be regularlzed that no such provrsron was avallable in rules for promotron
. of the appellant from BPS- 13 to 17; that the appellant was permltted to contlnue

: hlS job agamst the post of Agrlculture Officer in his own pa\/ and scale tlll arnval‘

of regular agnculture officer, but the appellant served agalnst such post for a
longer period of time wrthout any dlsturbance that the appellant was also

permltted to apply afresh for the post of Agrlculture Ofﬁcer as and when the post -

“is advertized; that- in compllance wzth orders of the court post of the appellant

was up- gladed from BPS- 13 to 14 and’ agaln to BPS- 17; that departmental' .

appeal of the appellant was re]ected belng devord of ment

N—"05. We have heard learned"counsel‘for the partles, and have perused the

record.

06. Record reveals that consequent upon abOllthﬂ of the post of hortrculturlst
the appellant rendered surplus and ‘was deputed to the Fruzt & Vegetable

Development Board Peshawar vide order dated 22-01- 1996 but the Board also

. abolished in short span of tlme and the appellant agaln rendered surplus who

later on was adJusted as Agnculture officer vide order dated 25-02- 1997 in
agnculture department who served against such post untrl 2017 The appellant
flled an appllcatlon followed by a Writ Petrtlon No.’ 713/2011 for seeklng hls

regular appointment on. the post of agnculture ofﬁcer (BPS 17) with effect from |




, the appellant l'“led COC Petltlon No. 275 -P/2012, whlch was also disposed -

of vrde order dated 29 03- 2013 0N assurance of the respondents that the matter

' would.be resolved within thlrty days. In pursuance the reSpondents submitted a..' '

worklng paper to the relevant forum Wlth the proposal that the post of.""
!lortlcultunst (BPS 13) may be up-graded and re- desngnated as Agnculture
Officer (BPS -17), but post of the appellant as Horticulturist (BPS 13) was up-
graded to BPS 14 vide mlnutes of the meet;ng dated 08-01- 2014 The appellant |
seeking his adjustment in BPS-17 Wlth effect from 01 02-1997, fled another Writ
Peutlon l\lo 245-D/2014 before Peshawar ngh Court D. I Khan bench Whll h was
allowed vide judgment dated 14 03 2016 agalnst ‘which the responden S ﬁled |
Civil Petltlon, “'which  was decllned vide order dated 13—10—201/ _ Fo'r )

|mp|ementatlon of the Judgment of Péshawar High Court dated 14 03-2016, the-

appellant filed COC Petition No -366- D/2016 but in the meanwhlle post of the
appellant was up- graded as’ Hortlculturlst BPS 17 vrde order dated 40 03- 2017 L
hence the COC Petltlon was disposed of vade Judgment dated 03-05- 2017 The .

appell/t/submltted appllcatlons dated - 04-05- 2017 and 13 10 2017 to4-'
e

l{\/respondents for grant of BPS-17 with effect from- Ol 02 1997 on. the post of

o
i1
gl
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agnculture oﬁ‘"cer but respondents did not consrder the sald appllcatlons Feel ng

' aggneved of his posting as hortlcultunst and not changmg hls nomenclature as
Agriculture Otf‘cer the. appellant t"led a Writ Petltlon No 254 D/2018 which was
decided on 17- 09 2019 by convertlng the writ petltlon into departmental appeal

and sent to respondent No. 3. to decrde the same’in accordance wrth law, The .

S

respondent No 3 vide order dated 16 10- 2019 rejected such deparcmental ,

appeal hence the rnstant service appeal

07. We have observed tnat the appellant fought a long legal battle for almost .

R 20 years with the contention that the appellant was adJusted agalnst the post of

-_—-t IJ...,. .,I‘K‘...-. 1 ] t ~ oo . P ' . . -
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% Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment dated 23~1VO~2.O‘1'7 have held tha.t the.

professrona! capabrlrtaes hrs stance was accepted by the court wrth drrectron o

the respondents to resolve his. rssue at the. earlrest but the respondents rnstead
of his regularization against the- post of agriculture ofﬂcer, created a post of y. _
Horticulturist in Agriculture Department, which in fact'was a dt?ing cadre and w’as-_’-

abo_tished in rest of the departments, which was against'the spirit'of ‘the court
directions. The -appellant was serving"against the post of agriculture' officer, but_ h
nomenclature of the post was retarned as hortrculturrst and such post was up-

graded to BPS-14 v:de order dated 11-04- 2014 and iater on to BPS 17 vide order

_dated ZD 03- 2017 wrth immediate. effect

08. | Record. would reveal that the a-ppeI!ant also applied for the'post- of
agriculture officer, who was also called for interview vide letter dated 08-02-2008 .

and his name also reflected at serial No. 81 of the merit list, but hei was not

considered due to the reason- that he was aiready workrng agarnst the post of L

agnculture off‘cer but upon his repeated requests hrs case -for rcgularrzatzon of'_

his services agarnst the post of aguculture ofﬁcer was not taken into

- consrderatron On the contrary, the respondents regularrzed the servrces of other

ad-h%agrrculture _ofﬂcers vide order - dated 04-_03-2010 and their name's were
included in the seniority list of the regular agriculture ofﬂcers as issued on 01-07-
2019. A working paper-" placed_on record wouid show' that' the:respondents

recommended the post of agrrculture off‘cer for the appel]ant and not

_hortrcu!turrst but on the contrary the post of hortlculturrst was revrved whrch' ’

waC detrrment to the mterest of the appeilant Stance: of the appeHant'

.throughout rrght frorn High Court up to the Supreme Court of Pakrstan was hrs

regularization against the post‘of agrrcu!ture officer, which wasaccepted by the’

Superior Courts but was neve’r‘impiemente.d‘ by the respondents. The august

AT At A0/ 1IN A -~ Lot Lo -~ ."a [T T
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promotlon are clear-than crystal on the sub]ect and also the practlce |n vogue

the:efore they should not worry about it.

09.  We are of the consrdered oplnron that stance of the appellant to the effect k-
that he vwias entitled for the benef ts'of agnculture offi icer w:th effect from 01 02~
'1997 hold force, as post of the appellant was up graded to BPS-17 on 20- 03-.' |
2017 with lmmedlate effect Wthh means that the appellant deserved such:
treatment on the strength of hlS professronal competency as well as hls actual _- |
~work against the post of agrlculture officer for alrnost 20 years and denial of hrs

right and subsequent grant of - hlS nght at a belated stage is unlawful and he

must avail the benefits of the. post right from the date when he was adJusted .

‘bench vide judgment dated 14-03-2016 allov.'ved“such up-gradation in clear term,
: ‘agalnst which the respondents'-ﬂled Civil Petition‘, whiACh was declined.. vide order -
dated 13-10-2017, but was not implemented in the mood 'ahd manner as

prescribed by court,

10. In view of the foregomg, the rnstant appeal is accepted The |mpugned

order dated 16. 10 2019 is'set asrde W|th dlrectlon to the respondents to- charge -
the nomenclature of the post of the appellant from Hortlcultunst (BPS 17) to'v
~  Agricuiture Officer (BPS- 17) by awardlng hrm alI back beneﬁts from Q1. 02 1997
; | (the date of posting of appellant as Agnculture Offcer in hrs OWR: pay & scale)

Partles‘are left to bear their own cost. File be consigned to record room.

' ANNOUNCED
27.01.2022

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) - (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)"
CHAIRMAN s .. v - MEMRER (F)

against such post in his own pay and scale. -Peshawar 'ngh Court D.I‘.Khan SRR
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GOVERNMENT OF

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
AGRICULTURE LIVESTOCK & COOPERATIVE DEPARTMENT

NOTE FOR SECRETARY FINANCE

Subject: IMPLEMENTATION OF EXECUTION PETITION NO. 137/2022 IN
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1513/2019 OF JUDGMENT DATED 27.01.2022
REGARDING CHANGE OF NOMENCLATURE OF THE POST OF
APPELLANT FROM HORTICULTURIST (BS-17) TO AGRICULTURE
OFFICER (BS-17) BY AWARDING HIM ALL BACK BENEFIT

| Muhammad Aslam, Horticulturist (BS-17) office of the District Director
Agriculture, D.J Khan has filed Service Appeal No. 1513/2019 in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal, Camp Court, D.I Khan which was accepted by the hon’ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal, Peshawar with the direction to the respondents to change the nomenclature of
the post of the appellant from Horticulturist (BS-17) to Agricultural Officer (BS-17) by awarding
him all back benefits from 01.07.1997 (i.e. from the date of posting of the appellant as Agricultural
Officer in his own pay & Scale) vide (F/A).

02. ‘The subject case was placed before the Scrutiny Committee of Law Department
and the Scrutiny. Committee declared the case fit for CPLA. Accordingly, CPLA has been filed in
Supreme Court of Pakistan by Advocate on Record, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (F/B).

03. Later on, Muhammad Aslam, Horticulturist filed Execution Petition No. 137/2022

in Service Tribunal, Camp Court D.I Khan, wherein the respondents were directed to implement

the said judgment or get stay from the Apex Court & submit conditional implementation report as

the Court have no other alternative but to take action against the respondents. The salaries of
respondents i.e. Secretary Agriculture Department, Secretary Finance Department and Director

General, Agriculture (Extension) are attached (F/C).

04. The Finance Department also advised the Agriculture Department for
conditional implementation of the judgment dated 27.01.2022 before next date of hearing
i.e. 22.08.2022 (F/D). '

05. In view of above, Secretary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is requested to approve
the conditional Change of Nomenclature of the post of Horticulturist (BS-17) as Agricultural
Officer (BS-17) in the office of District Director Agriculture, D.I Khan with retrospective effect
Le. we.f 01.07.1997 subject‘to final outcome of the CPLA filed by Provincial Government in

. Supreme Court of Pakistan

06. proposal contained in para-5 is submitted for approval, please.

(MUHAMMAD ISRAR)
SECRETARY AGRICULTURE

SECRETARY FINANCE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

e
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02. The subject case was placed before the Scrutmy Comxﬁittcc of Law Department

and the Scrutiny Committee declared the case fit for CPLA. Accordingly, CPLA has been filed in

Supreme Court of Pakistan by Advocate on Record, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (F/B).

03. Later on, Muhammad Aslam, Horticulturist filed Execution Petition No. 137/2022

in Service Tnbunal Camp Court D.J Khan, wherein the respondents were directed to implement
ubmit condmonal 1mplementation report as

the Court have no other alternative but to take action against the respondents. The salaries of

respondents i.e. Secretary Agriculture Department Secretary Finance Department and Director

General, Agriculture (Extension) are attached (F/C).

04. The Finance Department also advised the Agriculture Department for

conditional implementation of the judgment dated 27.01. 2022 before next date of hearing

i.e. 22.08.2022 (F/D).

0s. In view of above, Secretary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is requested to approve
the conditional Change of Nomenclature of the post of Horticulturist (BS-17) as Agricultural
Officer (BS-17) in the ofﬁce‘of District Director Agriculture, D.I Khan with retrospective effect
ie. w.ef 01,07.1997 subject to final outcome of the CPLA filed by Provincial Government in

06. proposal contained in para-5 is submitted for approval, please. /} >

(MUTIAMMAD ISRAR
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©23.05.2022

Petitioner -in person ‘present. Mr. Assad-ud-Din

Asif Ja, Superintendent alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel
Butt, Additional Adyocate General for the respondents

" present.

Representative of the respondents stated at the
bar that the judgment under execution has been
challenged through filing of CPLA before the august
Supreme Court of Pakistan, He further stated that

- either restraining order offimplementation report will be

| Subfrorrni srons'® T
F sope

Elébduced on the next date. Adjourned. To come up for Subrissor
fimplemehtation report on 30.06.2022 before the S.B at

Camp Court D.I.Khan. Z )

) . (Salah-Ud-Din
N S , Member (J)
A L Camp. Court D.I.Khan_
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Couﬁéﬁeh—aifeady—constrtuted—and—_has—heard—ther arguments on.

AForm- A

Q\RMOFORD RSHEET . - . %
s a corollary, the appeal in hand is posted before a

ehehalfofdhaappellant. 137/2022
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with 5|gnature of judge
proceedings (M. Hamid Mughal) - Chairman
1 2 “Member 3
' 1 10.03.2022 N The execution petitlon of Mr. Muhammad Aslam submitted
' today by Mr Muhammad Anmﬂﬁgm gﬁaﬁ)ate may be entered in
the relevant register aJnd put up el t for proper order pIease.
REGISTRAR V2 * ™
2 . ’ _ This execution petition be put up before to touring S. Bench at
D..Khanon 2-4 .3 222~ . 9
CHAIRMAN
29.03.2022 Counsel for the petitioner present.

Notice be given to the respondents-for the next date.
To come up- for implementation report on - 23.05.2022
before S.B at camp court,-D.I.Khan. .

CHAIRMAN, -
Camp Court, D.I._Khan
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BEFORE THE KHBER PAKHTOON KHAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
| PESHAWAR CAMP AT D.LKHAN.

Implementation/Execution Petition No.. l 3} .. 0f2022,
| - ’ - N
Muhammad Aslam VERSUS Secretary Agriculture and others *
INDEX o
No. | Particulars : ‘ Annexure-| Pages
1 Implementation /Execution Petition , 1) - 2
2 Judgment dated; 27-01-2022 A 3 - / /
3 | Wakalat Nama . B ‘ /2

!

Your humble Petitioner

/

Muhammad Asiam

Dated; 10-03-2022. : | ‘ ,
’ : /%
N

Mohammad Anwar Awan
Advocate Supreme Court.
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i ' BEFORE THE KHBER PAKHTOON KHAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR CAMP lA'I D.IL KHAN

Implementation/Execution Petition No.... 3:}— of 2022.

v

Muhammad Aslam S/O Muhammad [brahim R/O New Chora Belot Sharif

D.I1.Khan serving in District Director Agrrculture Extension. D.I.Khan.

'VERSUS

|

. Secretary Agriculture, Live stock, fisheries and Co-operative Department

Peshawar !

2. Secretary Finance Department KP Peshawar

3. Director General Agriculture Extensron Department KP Peshawar.

{MPLEMENTATION PETITION/EXECUTION PETITION

OF _JUDGMENT DATED; 27-01-2022 REGARDING
CHANGING OF NOMENCLATURE OF THE POST OF
APPELLANT _FROM HORTICULTURIST BPS-17_TO |
AGRICULTURE OFFICER BPS-17 BY AWARDING HIM ‘
ALL BACK BENEFIT FROM 01-02-1997, |

That the brief facts of the case are as under:

1. That petitioner initially appointed as Horticulturist BPS-13 on regular basis in )
Hazara development authority Abbott Abad bur after abolishing of pest he was
/ deputed to food and vegetable development board Peshawar yide order Dated;
%}“#’ 22-01-1996. Conseauent upon the abolishing of the board, the isetiﬁon was
adjusted as Agricultural Officer vide order Dated; 25-02-1997 and till now he is

working in the Agricultural Department the Petitioner file Writ Petition and
there after COC Petition seeking his regular appoiniment on the post of
Agricultural Officer which was disposed off vide Orcler Dated; 29—61—2013. The

Respondent instead of adjusting the Petitioner on the post of Agricultural Offi;éer ~

adjusted him at the post of Horticulturist BPS-17. The Petitioner filed another
Writ Petition before High Court which was allowed vide judgment Dated; 14-03"

2016 which was assailed before August Supreme Court of Pakistan but was
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". declined. To implement the Judgment the Respondent Up-Graded the post of
‘,Petltloner Hortlculturlst BPS_ 17 The Appellan: agdin submitted An Application
for Grant of Agrlcultural Offlcer by changmg the Nomenclature of post but was

not consrder by the Department so Petitioner filed Writ Petition which was
converted into Departmental Appeal and send to Respondent No.03 for

- Decision. The Respondent No.03 rejected the Appeal hence petitioner file service

| Appeal before Hon'ble Service Tribunal which was allowed with direction to the
Respondents to change the Nomenclature of the post of Appellant from

Hortlcultunst BPS-17 to Agriculture Officer BPS-17 with a!l back benefit from 01-

~ " 02-1997. Copy of judgment dated 27-01 2022 is Annexure A 2—
| Z

- 2. - That after the lapse of considerable time Department is hesitating to implement , f

| the Judgment of Hon’ble Service Tribunal dated; 27-01-2021 in Service Appeal - ~ :

‘No. 1513/2019 so petitioner has no other remedy but to file implementation

petition. ‘ ’

In view of the above; it is, therefore, most respectfully prayed
that on acceptance this petition, may kindly implemeht the
judgment dated; 27-01-2022 issued in Service Ap'peal No
1513/2019. S |

YOUR HUMBLE PETITIONER

Muhammad Aslam
Through Counsel

Dated; 10-03-2022. - | &t Y ‘

Mohammad Anwar Awan
Advocate Supreme Court -

AFFIDAVIT !

Muhammad Aslam, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on OATH that the contents
of the same are true and correct to the best of my kno'wledge and belief and that nothing
has been concealed from this honorable court.

| Depgnant. 4

1




BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
CAMP AT DERA ISMAIL KHAN.
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L BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 1513/2019

Date of Institution 11.11.2019 B
" Date of Decision ... 27.01.‘2022‘ .

Muhammad: Aslam son of Muhammad Ibrahim, resident of village new Choora,
Post Office Billot Sharif, Tehsil Paharpur, District D.1.Khan; presently serving as
Horticulturist BPS-17 in the Office of District Director Agriculture Extens'ion, D.L
Khan. - S (Appellant)

| ~ VERSUS
Secretary Agriculture, Livestock: Fisheries and Co-operative Department, Khybé:r_ |
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and one thirty others. : - . '(Respondents) .
Muhammad Anwar Awan, S . ‘
‘Advocate o . e For Appellant
Muhammad Adeel Butt, ‘ e :
Additional Advocate General . . ...+ For official respondents
Mukhtar Ahma_d Maneri , : , .. . “For private respondents -
Advocate ' '

‘ AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN |

\ ATIQ-UR-REHMAN W Yo MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

S

JUDGMENT ' 8 o ‘
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the =

case are that the appeIIanf was initially appointed as . Horticulturist BPS-13 on .

regular basis in Hazara Development Authority, Abbottabad, but after abolition of

the post of horti.cu'lturist', he was députed to the Fruit & Vegetable Development .

Board Peshawar vide order dated 22-01-1996 and waé_t ‘pbsted as F_VD Officer

(BPS-17) in his Own Pay & Scéle. .Consequent upon abolition of the Board, the

bpellant was adjusted as Agriculture officer vide order dated 25-02-1997. The

ellant vide abplication reqUested respondent No. 1 for his regularization‘




against the post of agrrculture officer and’ respondent No 1 vide Ietter dated 07-
01-2003 informed that no such post exist in BPS-13 in agriculture department

hence he was allowed to contlnue agalnst the post and apply afresh for the post

as and when post is advert;sed The appellant filed an appl:catlon followed by a

Writ Pet|t|on No 713/2011 seeklng his regular appointment on the post of

agrlculture oft' icer (BPS-17) with effect from 01 02- 1997. The writ petltlon was

dlsposed of v:de order dated 07 -04-2011 drrectlng the respondents to declde the

matter within two months and upon failure, the appellant filec'.l COC Petition No

275~ P/2012 Wh]Ch was also dlsposed of vide order dated 29- 03 2013 on

assurance of the respondents that the matter would be resolved Wlthll‘l thlrty

days in pursuance the respondents submitted a workmg paper to ‘the relevant

forum with the proposal that the post of hortlcultunst (BPS-13) may be up-g _

graded and re- de5|gnated as Agrrculture Ocher(BPS 17), but post of the

appellant as Hortlcultunst (BPS 13) was up- graded to BPS-14 vzde minutes of the:

meeting dated 08- 01 2014. The appellant seeklng h|s adJustment in BPS- 17 wrth‘

effect from 01-02- 1997, filed . another Wr|t Petition No 245- D/2014 before

Peshawar High Court D.I.Khan bench, WhICh was allowed vide judgment dated

/L4-03 2016 against whxch the respondents fi Ied CIVI| Petition, which was

declmed vnde order dated 13-10-2017. For |mplementat|on of the Judgment of
Peshawar High Court dated 14- 03 2016 the appellant fi led CO( Petition No 366-
D/2016 but in the meanwhlle post of the appellant was up graded as
Hortlcultunst BPS- 17 vnde order dated 20- 03 2017 hence the COC Petltlon was

dlsposed of vide ]udgment dated 03 05-2017. The appellant submltted

appllcattons dated 04-05- 2017 and 13-10-2017 to respondents for grant of BPS- _

‘ f-STEDU with effect from 01-02-1997 on the post of -agriculture officer, but

4 respondents did not consider the said appllcat|0ns Feelsng aggrieved of his
Mm or

& .
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posting as horticulturist and not changing hrs nomenclature as agriculture oft‘ icer,

the appellant filed a Writ Petltlon No. 254-D/2018, which was decided on 17-09-

2019'>by converting the writ petition into departmentalappeal and ‘sent to-

3

-
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smm@adre post WhICh shall automatrcally be abolrshed upon retlrement of the

. et

respondent No. 3 to decude the 'same in accordance W|th Iaw The respondent

~ No. 3 vide order dated 16 10 2019 re]ected such departmental appeal hence

the lnstant service appeal wuth prayers ‘that the |mpugned order dated 16 10-

2019 may be set asrde with drrectron to respondents to change the nomenclature

of the post of the appellant from Hortlculturlst (BPS 17) to that of Agnculture -

Officer (BPS- 17) by awarding hrm all- back benefits from 01- 02 1997 (the date of

postmg of appellant as agrrculture oft‘ icer in hrs Own Pay & Scale)

‘02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the a.ppellant 'since: |
01-02-1997 trll 03 05-2017 served.on the post of agnculture oﬁ" icer BPS 17 and
- during the perlod performance of the appeliant remarned up o the mark ‘that
the appellant lfrorn 04-05- 2017 onward is- servmg agamst the post of -
horticulturist, but performmg the duty of agrlculture officer; that qualrt‘ catron :

requrred for the post of agrlculture officer is 2" Division M. Sc/B.Sc (Hons):

Degree in agrrculture from ‘a recognrzed unrversrty, whereas the - appellant is

havi 'S¢ (Hons), M.Phil and PhD in horticulture, thus the appellant is ellgible.

and entitled for his adjustment on the post of agrrculture officer W|th effect from

- 01-02-1997, partrcularly when the appellant has already served on-the said post

for almost 20 years and proved to be competent enough to hold such post that

~grant of BPS-17 with the post of horticulturist wrth |mmedrate effect to the-
appellant amount to career assassrnatron of the appellant and thereby his pastg

20 years service on the post of agrrculture officer has not been taken into

account, hence a great |n]ust|ce has been done to the appellant that prevrously

the appellant applied for the post of agnculture officer but he was dropped from

the recruitment process on the ground that appellant is already in service as -
m agrrculture oﬁ" icer; that there is no post of -Hortrculturrst in Agrrculture

Department and the said post has been created only for the appeilant asa dyrng

appellant, moreover the post of horticulturist is havmg no service structure; that

malafide on part of the respondents is evident from the fact that the department




| ‘ on 19-04-2013 forwarded a summery to the Chlef Mmlster for regularlzation of
| the service of the appellant Wthh was approved on 26 06 2013, pursuant to

wh:ch a notification dated 30- 10 2013 was |ssued whereby recommendatlon

with respect of up-gradatlon of the post of hortlculturist BPS-13 to-AgricuIture'

Offi cer BPS-17 was accorded but the respondents has wrongly, malafi iedly-and. |

li.egally devrated from their prewous track by awarding up- gradatron to appellant

on the post of horticulturist BPS-17 with |mmed|ate effect; that the order dated .

16-10-2019 is illegal void and without lawful authofity and  action of the

.. respondents are discriminatory and iIIegal.

03. Learned counsel for private respondents has contended that the appellant

was initially appomted as Superwsor BPS-11 in the l:teracy and mass educatron ’
commission V|de order dated 10-03- 1987, late on the appellant was appornted as’
Horticulturist BPS-13 under provmdal urban development board Vlde order dated

02 08-1994; that due to abolltlon of post of hort:cultunst the appellant was
\\f}'\ﬂ/@; the fruit and vegetable board with effect from 11-01- 1996 on
: - deputation basis on 22-01- 1996 that upon wmdmg up of the frwt & vegetable'
board, the appellant was ad]usted agalnst a vacant post of agr:culture ofﬁcer till

availability of regular agrlculture ofﬁcer wde order dated 25-02-1997; that appeal

uf the appellant was turned down due to the. reason that no such post: of

_ hortlculturlst was avallable in Agnculture Depart*nent nor any such prov:sron
avallable in rule for promotlon of the appellant from BPS-13 to 17 and to thls

effect the appellant was informed vide order date'd 07-'11-2003' th—at po*st of the

appellant was up- graded from BPS 13 to 14 vide order dated 11-04- 2014 and

later on such post was up-graded to BPS-17 wde order dated 20-03- 2017 with |

immediate effect; that the post has been up- graded personally which will stand '

abollsh upon retlrement of the appellant from service; that as per exustlng service




04. Learned Addltlonal Advocate General for the ofF cial respondents ‘has
contended that it is correct that the appellant was adJusted against the vacant
post of agrzculture officer BPS 17 D. 1.Khan temporarlly in hlS own pay and scale
tllI availability of a regular Agriculture Officer vide order dated 25 02 -1997;. that
the appellant submltted appllcatlon for his postmg as. Agnculture Offcer in
regular basis. Wthh was turned down on the ground that no such post of BPS 13.=
was available in Agriculture Department against.which servrces of the appellant
could be regularrzed that no such prov:suon was avallable in rules for promotion
of the appellant from BPS 13 to 17; that the appellant was permltted to contlnue ;
‘ his job agamst the post of Agriculture Officer |n hlS own pay and scale tlll arrlval
of regular agrlculture offi cer but the appellant served agalnst such post for a -
longer penod of time W|thout any. dlsturbance that the appellant was also
permitted to apply afresh for the post of Agriculture Off icer as and when the post'
is advertized; that in complrance with orders of the court post of the appeliant ‘

was up- graded from BPS-13 to 14 and agam to BPS 17; that departmental

appeal of the appellant was reJected belng devoid. of merlt

\'\}] | 05.  We have heard i.earned--counsel for the .parties‘ and have perused the

record.

06. Record reveals that consequent upon abolltlon of the post of |‘I0l’t1CU|tUI’lSt
~the appellant rendered surplus and was deputed to the Fruit & Vegetable
Development Board Peshawar vude order dated 22 01 1996 but the Board also
abollshed in short Span of time and the appellant again rendered surpEUS who
later on was adJusted as Agrlculture ofﬁcer vide order dated 25 02- 1997 in

agriculture department, who served agamst such post untll 2017 The appellant

—— regular apporntment on the post of agnculture off cer (BPS 17) with effect from

‘ eumwhvw
bL! VRCU B hpn gy f

Bestamny - 01-02-1997. The writ petition. was d|sposed of ' vrde order dated 07-04-2011

dlrectlng the respondents to decrde the matter wrthln two months and upon
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fariure the appellant fi Ied COC Petltlon No 275 P/2012 whrch was. also d sposed
of vide order dated 29 03- 2013 on assurance of the respondents that the matter
would be resolved wrthln thirty days In pursuance the respondents submrtted a

| working paper to.the reievant forum  with the proposalv that_the post of
Horticulturist (BPS-13) may be up-graded and re-designated as Agriculture.
‘ Ofﬁc_er. (BPS;17), but. .pos_t of the appellant as 'Horticulturist (BPS-t3) was. up-
graded to BPS- 14 V|de minutes .of the meetlng dated 08- 01- 20 l4 The appellant
seekrng his ad]ustment in BPS- 17 with effect from 01~02 1997, fi led another Wnt_
Petrt:on No. 245 D/2014 before Peshawar High Court D L Khan bench, which was
allowed v:de judgment dated 14—03 2016, agatnst which the respondents fi led-
- Civil Petrtlon which was dechned vrde order dated- '13-10-20417 For
rmplementation of the Judgment of Peshawar ngh Court dated 14-03- 2016 the |
appellant filed COC Petrtron No 366 -D/2016 but in the meanwhrle post of the
appellant was up- graded as: Hortrcultunst BPS 17 vide order dated 20-03- 2017
hence the COC Petition was dlsposed of vrde Judgment dated 03-05- 2017 Thel. |

' '- appellan ubmltted applications dated 04-05-2017 .and 13-~10-2017 to

\\‘/J *N%onde:' for grant of BP-S-17‘.with effect from 01-02-1997 on the post of |
' agriculture offi cer but respondents did not cons:der the sald appllcatlons Feelrng
aggrleved of his posting as hortlculturrst and not changing his nomenclature as

. Agnculture Officer, the appellant filed a Wrrt Petrtlon No 254 -D/2018, whrch was
‘decrded on 17-09-2019» by converting the writ petltson into 'departmental appeal
and sent to respondent No. 3 to decide the same in accordance with law, The

respondent No. 3 vide order dated 16 10 2019 re]ected such departmental

appeal, hence the mstant service appeal

07. We have observed that the appellant fought a long legal battle for almost
20 years wrth the contention that the appeilant was ad]usted aga:nst the post of .

agrrculture officer, who worked agarnst the post for a longer period of time and.

having qualifi catron more than the rest of Agrrculture Qfﬁcers in the department,

hence he is entitled to be regularized against the post. Keeping in view his




v ‘ professronal capabrlrtres his stance was accepted by the court W|th direction to
| the respondents to resolve hls issue at the earlrest but the respondents mstead
of his. regularlzatron against the post of agnculture oﬁ'"cer created a post of
Hortlculturzst in Agriculture Department Wthh in fact was'a dymg cadre and was
abollshed In rest of the departments which was against the spirit of the court
dlrectlons The appellant was serving against the post of agnculture offlcer but

nomenclature of the post was retalned as hortlculturrst and such post was up--

graded to BPS 14 vide order dated 11-04- 2014 and Iater on to BPS 17 vide order

dated 20-03- 2017 with 1mmed|ate effect

08.  Record would reveal that the appellant also applred for the post of .

agrlculture off icer, who was also called for mtervrew vide Ietter dated 08- 02 2008

and his name also reflected at serial No. 81 of the. merrt I:st but he was not -

consrdered duelto the reason that he was already work;ng agamst the post of

agriculture oft‘ cer, but upon hlS repeated requests his case for regularrzatlon of

his services against the post of agrrculture off cer was not taken mto* ‘

A consrderatlon On the contrary, the respondents regularlzed the services of other

. | , L/Mure ofﬁcers vide order dated 04-03- -2010 and therr names were -
\/j' included in the seniority l|st of the regular agrrculture officers as |ssued on 01 07-'
2019. A workrng papet placed on record would show that the respondents
recommended the post of agrlculture ofF icer for the appellant and ' not
hOl‘thUltUl’lSt but on the contrary the post of hortlcultunst was revived which

Was detrlment “to. the mterest of the appellant. Stance of the appellant:

throughout, right from ngh Court up to the Supreme Court of Paklstan was hls
regulanzatlon agalnst the post of agnculture of’r‘ icer, wh:ch was accepted by the

TED Superior Courts but was never rmplemented by the responden_ts. The .august

Supreme Court of 'P.akistan in its judgment dated 23-10-2017 have held that the

CPLA No. 1861/2016 petitioner Dr. Muracl Ali Khan and others under some -
mrsconceptlon and apprehendrng that they would be placed Junror to the

respondent Muhammad Aslam As the rules W|th regard to seniority cum




/@,///

promotion are cIear than crystaI on the subJect and also the practlce in vogue,

therefore, they should not worry about it,

09. We are~of.th'e considered opinion that-Stance of the appellant to the effect

that he was entitled for the benefits of agriculture officer with effect from 01-02-

B 1997 hold force, as post of the appellant was’ up-graded to ESPSfl7 on 20403-‘

2017 wrth immediate effect WhICh means that the appellant deserved such
treatment on the strength of his profess:onai competency as well as his actual,

work against the post of agricuiture officer for almost 20 years and denial of his

‘ right and subsequent grant of his’ rxght at a belated stage is unlawful and he’

must avail the beneﬁts. of the post right from the date,-‘when he was adjusted
against such post in his own pay and scale. . Peshawar High Court D.L Khan‘:

bench vide judgment dated 14-03- 2016 allowed such up- gradahon in clear term

against which the respondents fi Ied Civil Petition, whrch was declined vide order

dated 13-10- 2017 but was not |mplemented in the. mood and manner as‘

prescribed by court,

10.- In view of the foregoing,fthe,instant apbea! is accepted. The impugned

order dated 16.10.2019 is set a'sid_e with direction to the respondents to change :
the nomenc':lature of the post of the appellant from- Horticulturist (BPS-17) to

Agriculture Officer (BPS-—i?) by awarding him all back benefits from 01‘.02'.1997

'(the date of po‘sting of appellant as Agrit’ulture Officer in his own pay & sc,al'e).

Parties are left to bear their own cost. File be consigned to record room.

ANNQUNCED -

27.01.2022.
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN)@;.  (ATIQ- UR-REHMAN WAZIR)

g : .
CHAIRMAN e e . MEMBER (E)
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VAKALATNAMA

BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
' CAMP COURT D.I.KHAN

M . A s VERSUS | 5‘0%5’(‘29' W‘Z’:jﬁ

TITLE El)(c c'u//‘w“’?' /Vt‘fi‘o)«
/WE , Celotiomet

The Above Named M- As po‘.%\ : hereby appoint

MUHAMMAD ANWAR AWAN ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT,

in the above Captioned Cases to all or any of the following Acts Deeds & Things.

¥

R

v' To Appear, Act & Plead for Me/Us in the above mentioned cases in this Court/Tribunal in which’
the same may be tried or heard or any other proceedings out of our connected therewith. _

v To Sign, Verify, File OR Withdraw all proceedings, Petitions, Appeals, Affidavits, Applications for
Compromise OR Withdrawals OR for the Submission of Arbitration of the said case OR any other *
Documents may be Deemed Necessary OR Advisable by them by the Conduct, Prosecution OR
Defense of the above case at all its stages. ,

v" To Receive Payments, Issue receipts for all moneys that may be OR become Due & Payable to
us during the course on Conclusion of the Proceedings.

v Todo all other Acts & Thmgs, Which may be Deemed Necessary OR Adv:sable during the course
of Proceedings.

AND HEREBY AGREE: '

"To Ratify Whatever Advocates may do the Proceedings.

» Not to Hold the Advantages Responsibilities if the said case be proceed Ex-parte OR Dismissed

in Default in Consequence of their Absence from the Court when it is called for Hearing. _

That the Advocates shall be entitied to withdraw from the Prosecution.of the said case if the 4
Whole or any part of the Agreed Fee Remain Un-Paid. : . ‘
» That Advocates may be Permitted to argue any other point at the time of Arguments.

v

%

In Witness Whereof I/We have signed ti'us Vakalatnama here under the Contents of whlch
have been Read/Explained to Me/Us which is fully understood by Me/Us. / e/ f
) ok

M. Al — —=

Dated: _6( [3]2p2A %&.&
- Accepted By: ‘ » P é) - SIGNATURE.OF EXECUTANT (5)
_. ~ Wh | 121073 - 0&9937( -5

MUHAMMAD ANWAR AWAN
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT . OE (.t L‘ Q( 9 (% ? G 3“

03339962231
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GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Forms-22.09.21/PHC Jobs/iForm AKB Ser. Tribunal/1n2

B I
- B

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

Ep o ,37/}2 ' 12 DK

Appeal No................... p— /S13 . of 2007
. /97‘94 ﬂ” 277, M/ .- /{7&5 ‘/ﬂm .............. Appellant/Petitioner
Versus
. gﬁ DIV £ ‘J 7. / ER & f cll e Respondent
Resbomlent No.......... / .................................

Notice to: — gfgr@{m/j /45" v CWﬁ/{G [ fveSfocl -
" Fishvies and oo perahve D eftl  feshat

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issuc. You are
hereby informed that thc’saiq, appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
*ON.... .l .. s ,2@)) ..... at 8.00 AM. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in
this Court at least seven days before the. date of hearing 4 copies of written statement
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appcal/petition will be
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeadattashed. Copy of appeal has alrea(a'mrmﬂ't'm-yvu vide this

office Notice No....... rereeressersessesserssessesnsensnnnnnnscdated

.........................................

Given under my hand and the scal of this Court, at Peshawar this......ccoeu......... .

Day of................ eeeereeteetreeaeriereaeeassantaennseserannnasansnnnrnesrnnsobees 20 )’2
LF o e

Dippe

Khyber Pakhtunkiva Scrvice T'ribunal,
Peshawar.,

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence. .




GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Forms-22.09.21/PHC JobsiForm A&RB Ser. Tribunalff2
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N\
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL; PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYB;R ROADr

Ep' Ao TP 1B DI
/5/3 )9

/ pzc;% - / ..... fff [/&W ................... of 20

........................................................................ Appellant/Petitioner

Revpondent NOooie i D P
Jm ey re DefH FeShar

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyher H2akhtunkhwa

Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for.con isideration, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered te ) issue. You are
hereby}n_arrm d trh@;‘ﬂw/gmd appeal/petition is {ixed for hearing beforz the Tribunal
1)  TEORO OO PPPOTRRIRON at 8.00 A.M. If you wish {o urge anythi ng against the .
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or anyjoth er day to which
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised represent ative or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefone, ra:quired to file in
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies:af wt itten statement
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please als@ tak ¢ notice that in
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner-afor 'ementioned, the
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of thisappcal/petition wiH be
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of amy change i your
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address,and further
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent Lo you vide this
office Notice NOu..ccovcreeerecrvonccreriresnnnans eeeenanenee AALCanrenrirreerennneees cemeereameaseens

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this.....c..cooo .

2 2
Da %)p./ﬁ//)ff ..............................................
9,
P [ [Chas Y
- § Re strar,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa $Service Tribunal,
Peshawar,

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any co;respon_dence.
R
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GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Forms-22.09.24/P1C Jobs/fForm ALR.Ser. Trihunal/P2
- 114 B ?2?
¥ .

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL; PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

Fp NSTBYBE™ TE DIK
Appeal No.........p.... YL . fZ(/ ?

.....................................

N Pobprrricd Aelzrpr

1 Respondent No......... 7.

D!%’M/?'D’ éjéfz ;%/[/ ﬁﬁmzu/furé

Notice to: =

£ tension ettt FPeshans

- v—————

Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for considératic yn, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. Yo u arce
hereb jgfgr (d jg% }t/ic said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before-the Tri” bunal
L007's TOUTRA R SN S o < PP POPPN at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to-urge anything again st the
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixedj or any other<ay to which
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorisedi nepresentative or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required te ) file in
this Court at least seven days before the date of hecaring 4 capies af written sta (tement
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Plcase also take. motice that in
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementio ned, the
appeal/petition willbe heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of thisappcalipetiti-on will be
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registracof any changfe:in: your
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address containedin this notice whi ch the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your cornect address, aad fiurther
notice posted to this ad s by registered post will be deemed sufficiend for the pur pose of
this appeal/petitigp~

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has aircady been sent Lo you wide this

-~ office Notice NO..cocrreerrericricsersoraaeanien renreeennans dAted.cmeeeeneeeeereeeaneesnaenes vneeann
Given under my hand and the seal oi"’ this Court, at Peshawar ths/“
> 2
Day OF oeveeeeeeeerasneeeess@Presacssonensfosssnsvanassassesnssnnasassnsasassssissionses 20 .

Regigtirar,
Khyvber Pakhtunkhwd Service Pribunal,
Yy
Peshawar.

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.
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Judgment dated; 27-01-2022

Wakalat Nama
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© 7 7 "Dated; 10-03-2022.

A o2 2O T B ST T St ot T o 5 S S S L 54, e s Ve oD 2 TP g 5

v

4

3

[ A

: T | .
Your humble Petitioner

ad Aslam
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Mohammad Anwar Awan
Advocate Supreme Court.
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BEFORE THE KHBER PAKHTOON KHAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL o

PESHAWAR CAMP AT D.LKHAN. | '

< |
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. Implementation/Execution Petition No............. of 2022.

| v
H b
i

S e ot e e e b [

R Muhammad Aslam S/O Muhammad Ibrahim R/O New Chora Belot Sharif ™

D.[.Khan serving in District Director Agriculture Extension. D.I.Khan.

] | VERSUS

P U B e T v st g N VS _— PV S A PR, e [SEI

'ﬁrefﬁz‘éﬁt‘i‘?}?ﬁiﬁﬁéﬂ{i;%wﬁwn&mﬂm\;«:"s—%@ﬁz“?ﬂ%',n":%?ﬁ'«!ﬁ“‘!\x'l-'ﬂTL-\aﬁ?"*é»f‘-l*-?%M‘tﬂ'-“'P;’i. A o S o~y SN B S oM S VB St A A s e R T M B R
1. Secretary Agriculture, Live stock, fisheries and Co-operative Department |

Peshawar.

|
2. Secretary Finance Department KP Peshawar. »

| i
Director General Agr multm e Extension Department KP Peshawm

h :
‘ |
IMI"LEMENTATION PETITION/EXECUTION PETITION
OF JUDGMENT DATED 27-01-2022 REGARDING
| CHANGING OF NOMENCLATURE OF THE POST OF
: APPELLANT FROM HORTICULTURIST BPS- 17 TO
AGRICULTURE OFFICER BPS-17 BY AWARDING HIM
* ALL BACK BENEFIT F ROM 01-02-1997.

Ll

That the brief facts of the case are as under:

1. That. petitioner mutnally appointed as Horticulturist BPS 13 on regular basis in

I
‘Hazara development authority Abbott Abad but after, abollshing of post he was S

/ - deputed to food and uvegetgble development-board-Peshawar’vlde iorder"Dated; -
%@y }22-01-1996 Consequent uﬁon the abolishing of the board, the |pe'ci'cior\ was
adjusted as Agrlcultural Offtcer vide order Dated; 25-02-1997 and tlll now he is
working in the Agrlcultural Department the Petitioner file Wnt Petltlon and
there after COC Petition seeking his regular appointment on .the post of
Agricultural Officer which was dfsposed off vide o?é;‘t"b}a\t’ed '29"01 2013, The

PR LERR TR L SRR PN s R e ke T weer o s AT Y e S R .

Respondent instead of adjusting the Petltloner on the post of Agricu!tural "Officer

Writ Petition before Higﬁ Court which was allowed vide Judgment Dated; 14-03-

|
2016 which was assailed before August Supreme Court of Pakistan but was

.

: - adjusted him at the post of Hort:culturlsg- BPS-17. The Petitioner filed another
|
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o : ,' |

. i " M' . . I
o -1

I
ideclined. To implement the Judgment the Respondent Up- Graded the post of

ixz; ‘(: ;
Petitioner, Horticulturist BPS 17 The Appel!ant agam submitted An Apphcatlon

for Grant of Agricultural Offlcer by changmg the Nomenclature of post but was
'not consider by the Department so Petitioner filed Writ Petrtlo'!n which was ‘
-converted into . Departmental .Appeal. and. send. to Respondent. No.03 for = . = . '
: |Dec15|on The Respondent No:03- rejected the-Appeal hence petltloner file service e
|Appeal before Hon’ble Servuce Tnbunal which was alfowed with d| 'ectlon to the ]
lRespondents to change. the Nomenclalure of the post of Appellant from

i
—sorhcu!*un‘“t BPS-17 to Brriculture Officer BPS 17 with =il kack bencfit fren 07

|
:02-1997. Copy of judgment dated; 27-01-2022 is Annexure A. ll
' : : i

That after the lapse of considerable tnme Department is hes:tatmg to |mplement B

SO SN L._w_.‘» RS

the Judgment of Hon'ble Servnce Trlbuna] dated 27- 01 2021 |n'Serwce Appeal

t
No. 1513/2019 so. petitioner has no other remedy but to file implementation

~petition.

iy at"*o n“-acceptan ce*th1s~‘pettt|0‘rr-’may’"kmdly”mrplement”th*e%*

judgment dated; 27-01-2022 lsued in Service Appeal No

1513/2019. S

YOUR HUMBLE P

| . / S
| - “7,é ——
S | A - Muhammad Aslam :
‘ Through Counsel |

Dated; 10-03-2022. ‘ b L

- Dwslopun = -
' Mohammad Anwar Awan -
- Advocate Supreme Cdurt

TITIONER

——— _; - ———— m ——

AFFIDAVIT E

--__>__.._<_“___l__t_ -

\
Muhammad Asl'tm, do hereby solemnly afﬁrm and declarc on OATH :that the contents’

R L J e B LT NP PR L N P X

e ofwthe~same-are~true~and*correct*~to the«bestﬂof*rny»knowledge-and“bel1cfaand‘~that¢nothm s
. i

e L RN S S PR NV JRe v - S - ....._..--M:,-Z--..._

has been concealed from this honorable court. .

Depgnang, 4

e e,
,wv’f ¥ 4 ‘!{ (ﬂ_'u" '3,"3" lgg o '"".,,. .
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BEFORE 'I‘HE Kp’ SERVICE TRIBUNAL,-PE HAWA
B Ey Leovee g .r.‘istvknw'\

e C’AMP"A’T‘S""WAI'L'KHAN ot
. MBaeyis e l'lbllﬂﬂl
I“‘i/h«e Appeal No. —.Lil; ,)__.___ of 2019 _ - '.Dim‘y N o.-..{..éQg/

i DamdlL_JL 7

’:ux»ammad Aslam son of Muhammad Ibrahim, resmicnt of village new .
Choora, Post Office BlUOl Sharif, Tehsil Pahdrpuv L)mrlct D.I. Khar-

presently serving as! Horticulturist BPS 17 in the Office of D'
Director Agnculturc Extcn&mn D.L Khan

R_,‘ e i e e TR

t
I
VERSUS O
l : : ‘ ~
1) Secretary, Agriculture,  Livestock, - FlShCI‘ICS and- _
s cpartmem Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar . -
. VA .
2) Sceretary, Finance ,Depa’rtment, Khyber . Pakhtunkhwa,
' Peshawar., ' :
. ]
A . . : 1 . ,
i Uirector General, Agriculture -Extension,. “Khyber’ Pakhtunkhwa, o
Peshawar! ‘ . g ~ ]
! 1
| o
f sy
T .Service ..Appzal. under~SeLtlon“04”~“of- -uﬂ eyber -

§ Palktunkiiwa Sérvice i‘ubuneﬂ Act, against r‘*"m : '
Fiiadaa-2ay ’
1! : order dated 16/10/2019 passed Ey Respondas i
S ey e i
Hegiatydr 03 vide which the a ppeal of appellaat regar.ﬁwg
Wit serq _
§/ - ¢k anoe of xtcmenclature of post as Horapultun‘xstm .
S BPSTIYtee to-AgTica lturm_Oﬁlcar BPb--l«/—-alangw:atIr'ﬂ? S S R S
el "‘:W
ik and fe-tare benefits.
: o ’ i
Ly lieily Siiewsin,
5. L’rw f’xctq of Lhc prcacnt Pchtsmm arc'thdt the . appe Han lu.' Ct:.-ll‘]llkl']’y T e e
"3'1}'\)!'1[."‘("1 as Hori ac,ulfnrmt oPS-13 on ,cgumr Basis in’ the l-ia:-.'a,.z‘s; :

Development J.lutont» '\'l hottabad; and 11“(‘&... e was -.‘}r.:':'.:'utc;:r.'i by b

! o
fruit &Vegetable I.-)cveim]lwncrzi' Board (FVDR PC“xhd‘K’-Ll wi(‘ of ﬁCl, (.)rm :

. . i _
Jaled 22.01.966 and was posted as FVD Cfficer ,j Wy

1o QW oy &

W
- .

wale L BPS-13 woed 11,0119 Q . Cony o‘ orders are .’-\'u"‘\l.'ll‘ G A.

FL P

» " L“' vy




» :'ert Petltlon No 713/2011 seeklng his regular appomtmenl

- N Al e o LgmeTin Fa i 43 |
¢

e ¥t gt

. assurance of the respondents that the matter would be resolved within thirty _' l

AR R4 Gt B .
against the post of agriculture officer and respondent No 1 vrde letter dated 07-

01 2003 informed that ‘10 such post exist in BPS- 13 in agrlculture department

hence he was allowed to contmue agalnst the post and apply afresh for the post

as and when post is advertrsed The appellant filed an appllcat |on followed by a

PR R I BLEL |
on the t‘)'ost of

_agnculture ofﬂcer (BPS- 17) with effect from 01-02- 1997 Th== writ petttlon was:
dtsposed of vrde order dated 07 -04- 2011 dlrectlng the respon dents to declde the

matter within two months and upon fallure the appellant ﬂlecl COC Petition No

PO

=r275 P/2012 ~wh:ch"‘was‘*also dlsposed ~of vrde order‘ dateld 29?@3@&1@?‘5{:@;.
|l

days in pursuance the respondents submitted a worklng paper to the relevant

forum with the proposal that the post of horticut tUl‘ISt (BPS 13) may be up-
. graded . and re desrgnated asmAgnculture.-Ofﬁcer(BPS 17),Mbut post-of—~the~- P e
ACRL R BTy
appellant as Horticulturist (BPS 13) was up- graded to BPS-14 vrde minutes: of the
meeting dated 08- 01 2014. The appellant seek:ng his adjustment in BPS-17 with’

effect from 01-02-1997 “filed .another Wnt Petition No 245~D/2014 before

~. Peshawar High Court D.L Khan bench wh:ch was ailowed vrde ]udgment dated

3 -Nin;
"/é-l SETSTTI Y

ACEYS TNy

s?t"M& 1811y
L4~03 2016 against. wh:ch the respondents fi Ied CIVl| Petltron whic was

|
d 13-10-2017. For |mplementat10n cf the Judgment of

decllned v1de order date

Peshawar High Court dated 14-03 2016 the appellant ﬁled CO( Petltron No 366-

~ |
D/2016 but in. the meanwhlle post of the appeliant was up graded as
Hortlculturrst BPS- 17 vide order datecl 20-03- 2017, hence the. COG Rawlgrm WS [

disposed of vide - judgment dated 03 05-2017. The ap }ellant submltted

4' applrcatlons dated 04-05- 2017 and 13- 10-2017 to respondentsl. for grant of BPS-

317 with effect from 01-02-1997 -on the post of agrrculture officer, -but

espondents d|d not consrder the sald a llcations Feellnc; aggrieved .of his
resp pp : .-ggmmuuﬁm ]
v

»posting as hort:cultunst and not changlng h|s nomenclature as jagriculture officer,

l |
the appellant filed a ert Pet|t|on No 254- D/2018 wh:ch was decided on 17-09-

2019 by convertmg the wrrt petltion into departmental appeal and ‘sent to

N YR YLt T T

R R R T EEEEEEEEEEEEEEE—G————




e A L
\‘1’”"»1&: 7 AT

moadre post which shall automatlcally be abollshed upon

. L ‘|

respondent No. 3 to decrde the same in accordance W|th lav

No 3 vide order dated 16 10- 2019 reJected such departme

wrrmutta( I

v. The respondent

1ta| appeal hence

the instant service appeal wnth prayers ‘that the |mpugned order dated 16- 10-

2019 ray be set aside wrth dlrectlon to respondents to change. the mamlatme bop

I
of the post of. the appellant from Hortlculturlst (BPS- 17) to that of Agrlculture

Ofﬂcer (BPS—17) by awardlng h|m all back benef ts from 01- 02

posting of appellant as agnculture oft' icer in h|s Own Pay & Sca

02..

-1997 (the‘date of

!
e).

Leamed counsel for the appellant has contended that, the appeltaa smel v )

01- 02- 1997 till 03 05- 2017 served on the post of agrlculture ofF icer BPS-17 and

during the perlod perfor1mance of the appellant remamed up

the appellant Hfrom 04 05-2017 onward is- servrng agai
I |

hortlculturrst but performmg the duty of agnculture ofF cer,

required for the post of agrlculture officer is Z”d DlVISlOI‘l

to the mark; that
nst the post of
that qualification

oA PCAL R R B
M Sc¢/B.Sc (Hons)

y
Degree in agnculture from ‘a recognlzed unrver51ty, whereas the - appellant is

and entitled for his ad]ustment on the post of agnculture ofﬁc

M’S—(Hons), M.Phil and PhD 1n hortlculture, thus the appellant is eligible .

er wrth effect from

01-02- 1997 partlcularly when the appellant has already served on‘tHE Gkt ;58“&6 o

for almost 20 years and proved to be competent enough to hold such post that

grant of BPS-17 with the post of hortlcultunst wrth ;mmedlate effect to the

appellant amount to carLer assassination of the appeliant and thereby his past

20 years service on the post of agnculture ofﬂcer has nag. ba@ﬁ(&ﬁ‘ﬁ”{ IR

account, hence a great njustlce has been done to the appella

the-appellant applied for the post of agriculture officer but he

1

nt; that prevnously

was dropped from

the reCruitment process on the ground that appellant is already in servrce as

" agrrculture off‘cer, that there is no post of - Hortlcultur

;t in Agrrculture
A T L R

| Department and the sald post has been created only for the appellant as a dying

T retirement of the

appellant, moreover the - post of horticultunst is havrng no serwce structure that

[ P
i

':,

i|'~" -|
!| . '

| malar” de on part of the respondents is evrdent from the fact that the department

A\‘NNE(UN(!.
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on.19-04-2013 fonNarded a summery to the thef Mlmster fo

I l

& R N Y

r regularization of

-

the service of the appeilant wh:ch was approved on 26 06-2013 pursuant tO- mevmssi -

which a notlﬁcatlon dated 30- 10 2013 was lssued whereby recblhl\‘lérltl%tlﬁh“"

with respect of up- gradatron of the post of hortlcultunst BPS-13 to Agrlculture

Ofﬂcer BPS 17 was accorded but the respondents has wrongly, malat” edly and.

|llegally devrated from their prewous track by awarding up- gradatlon to appellant

on the post of hortlculturrst BPS- 17 w:th |mmed|ate effect that the,p\rd% dat&d b, .

16-10-2019 lS rllegal void and wrthout lawful authority and actron of the

espul Wents are Uruunrmruwry ul'_ld ihcydl.

’ l
03. Learned counsel for private respondents has contended
. !

that the appellant .

was initially appointed ais Supervrsor BPS- 11 in the, llteracy and mass e ldfsatlg‘n
commission ;vide order dated 10 -03-1987, late on the appellant was appornted as’

Horticulturist BPS-13 un( er provmc:al urban development board vrde order dated.

02-08-1994; that due to abolltlon of post of hortlcultunst the appellant was
/ l

ransferred to ‘the fruit and vegetable board wrth effect frorn 11-01-1996 on

ERARRLIE 2R NN

deputatron basrs on 22-01-1996; that upon wmdrng up of the frurt & vegetable

board, the appellant was ad;usted agarnst a vacant post of aqnculture ofﬂcer til

l
avallabrllty of regular agrlculture off icer vide order dated 25-02-

of the appellant was turned down due to the reason that

hortlculturlst was avallehble in Agnculture Depaqtment nor ' 2
' I . o i i ’ i

| available in rule for profln'otion of the appellant from BPS-13

1997; that appeal

no such post: of

"rl‘y" "SUEM Mlobitsheird ¢« o

to 17 and to this

effect the 'appellant;was informed vide order dated 07-‘11-200?3' th'at post of the

| appellant was up graded from: BPS 13 to 14 vide order date

d 11- 04 2014 and

later on such post was up-graded to BPS-17 vrde order dated' 20; Q‘?{,‘ggv mth Co

immediate effect; ‘that the post has been up graded personal

ly which will stand ‘

wivolisn upun |L.tuunuu. ol toe uppulallL fan s viveg, thal ug P\al t.,m.al,ully AUNG:

rules the appellant does not quallfy the Criteria as he has been appomted as

hortrculturlst and that too in compllance with ]udgment of the court

N
|
- |
1
.
1

nf(mt,

Lo
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w.| 04. Learned Addltlonal Advocate General for the oft"cral respondents has

contended that it is correct that the appellant was ad]usted Lga“rfs”t‘fl\&‘vﬁ:&ﬁlﬁt Fod
post of agrlculture officer BPS-17 D.I. Khan temporar:ly in hrs

own pay and scale”

tlll availability of a-regular Agnculture Officer vide order datec 25 02 1997; that

A, ae -

| the appellant submltted appllcation for his postmg as. Agr .ulture Of‘F icer in

regular basis. which was Iturned down on the ground that no such poés % q A(’S e
was ava:lable in Agnculture Department? against. whrch servrces of the appellant
could be reqnlarl;'erl that no Cuch o} nv'sron Wi I.F 1blc in s ol promiotion
- of the appellant from BP'S 13 to 17; that the appellant was perlrnltted to contlnue

his job agamst the post of Agriculture Officer |n hlS own pay and scale till arrlval ‘

Cen S RCACRA R B
of regular agriculture officer, but the appellant served agalnst such post for a -

Eonger period of tame wrthout any. disturbance that the appellant was also
permrtted to apply afresh for the post of Agriculture Oft' icer as clnd when the post
i advertized; that in complrance with orders of the court post of the appellant:

\
- was up- graded from BPS- 13 to 14 and again to BPS 17; that dép'ar&hénlﬁl

appeal of the appellant was re]ected belng devoid of ment ‘E .
e l .

\/\f \‘l\/ﬁ We have heard léarned.counsel for ‘the.partles‘ and have perused the

record,

' sk ORCRE R Ry
06.  Record reveals that consequent upon abOIIthl‘l of the post of hortrcultunst

i the appellant rendered surplus and was depUted to the Frunt & Vegetable
I

Development Board Peshawar vrde order dated: 22 01 1996, but the 80ard also -

: abolished 'in short span of time ‘and the appellant again rendered surplus who .
| :
later on was adJusted as Agnculture ofﬂcer vide order: datrl-d 25%)@%!897*% by

agrlculture department who served agarnst such post untll 20117 The appellant

VR fled an appllcation rollowed by a Wit Petltlon l\lo 713/201i1 for see*klng his .

) ‘ﬂfw regular apporntment on the post of agrlculture off' cer (BPS- 17) with. effect from

v - it

b L VTR SPRVPS
"' Bevanaend

T e s *01-02-1997. The writ petition. was d:sposed of’ v1de order dated ‘q7 ‘OQ %QJF"]‘ Uit

dlrecting the respondents to decrde the matter W|th|n two rnonths and upon




Officer (BPS-17), but. pc st of the appellant as Hortrculturrst (BPS- 13) was. up-

- seeking his adJustment in BPS- 17 with effect from 01 02 1997 ﬁled Ecﬁ*dthér‘ \'/\flﬁt i

. Petition No. 245 -D/2014 before Peshawar High Court D L Khan ‘bench, which was
allowed vrde judgment dated 14 03-2016, agamst which the’ respondents filed

| Civil Petlthﬂ, ~wh|ch was decllned vrde order dated. 13 10120-'17. For

| ‘and sent to respondent No. 3 to decide the same in accordance with faw. The

% . r.t_.,}\,rrrnwura'('h.l

fallute the appellant ﬁled coc: Petltlon No. 275 P/2012 which was also dfsposed

of vrde order dated 29-03-2013 on assurance of the respondents that the matter

\
|

would be resolved wrthrn thirty days In pursuance the respondents submitted a

, N L Y R T
working paper to the ‘relevant forum with the proposal that ‘the post of

Horticulturist (BPS-13) nay be up graded and re-desrgnated as Agnculture

graded to BPS- 14 V|de minutes of the meet:ng dated 08-01- 2()14 The appellant

1mplementat|on of the Judgment of Peshawar Hrgh Court dateid 14 QS\*%E{Q’ r&e, b

appellant was up- graded as: l—lortlculturlst BPS 17

appellant filed COC Petltlon No 366- D/2016 but. in the: mearwhlle _post of'the ‘-
vide order dated 20-03- 2017

| hence the COC Petltron was drsposed of v1de Judgment dated 03~05-2017 The

appell}t/submltted appllcatlons dated 04 05-2017 and 13 10- 2017 to

b A PR R B
l{k/respondents for grant of BPS 17 wrth effect from 01 02 1997 on the post of.

agnculture offi cer, but respondents dld not consrder the sald applrcatlons Feeling | ‘
|
aggneved of his postmg as hortlculturlst and not changing his nomenclature as l

Agrlculture Officer, the appellant fi led 3 Wnt Petition No 254 0/2018 Wthh was

|  decided on 17-09-2019. by converting the writ petrt:on into departnféi‘lﬁa@‘abb@éf ol

I

respondent No. 3 vrde order dated 16-10-2019 rejected such. departmental

|
o .
appeal, hence the instant service appeal.- Ly R

-
1
07.  We have observed that the appellant fought a long legal batf e"l‘c’r"alrhﬁ‘st' ‘

20 years wuth the contention that the appellant was adjusted iagarnst the post of .

agrlculture ofﬁcer, who worked agamst the post for a longer perlod of time and
l
having qual:flcatlon more than the rest of Agnculture Qfﬂcers in the department,

hence he is entitled to be regularized against the post. Keepinge dny yiew &5, .




professronal capabrlrtles hrs stance was accepted by the cou

the respondents to resolve his' issue at the earllest but the respondents instead

of his. regularlzation against the post of agncuiture off icer, created a post of

HNMQ,(.H&{“*
*t with direc thl’I to

L Hortlculturrst in Agrlculture Department wh:ch in fact was a dymg cadre and was ,

“abolished in rest of the departments which was agalnst the’

splrlt ofﬂth“g

drrect:ons The appellant was serving against the post of agnculture offrcer but

nomenclature of thc pos

graded to BPS 14 vide order dated 11-04- 2014 and Iater on to

dated 20-03-2017 with mmedrate effect

08.  Record would reveal that the. appellant also applled

agrlculture ofﬁcer who was also called for mtervrew vide letter

and his name also reﬂected at serial No. 81 of the. ment llst

consrdered due to the reason that he was already workrng ag

his services agalnst the post of agnculture off’cer was

consrderatlon On the contrary, the respondents regularrzed the

- | -
.1ad-ho |culture ofﬁcers vide order dated 04—03 2010 and b

Uik

I

_mcluded ln the seniority lrst of the regular agr:culture Offi cers as

2019. A worklng papef placed. on record would show that

t was retalned as hort}culturlst and such post was up--

S AR} T f-ﬂ“

dated 08- 02 2008

but he was not

regularization of

services- of other

|ssued on 01-07-

the respondents

.recommended the post of agrlculture oft‘cer for the- appellant and not

hortrcultunst but on the contrary the post of hortrculturrst was revived whrch

was detriment ' to. the interest of the appellant Stance or thETARSUMAEE i |

regulanzauon agalnst the post of agrrculture offrcer which was

espondent Muhammad Aslam As the rules Wlth regard to

throughout right from ngh Court up to the Supreme Court of Paksstan was hrs

accepted by the

i
]

N .Superlor Courts but was never amplemented by the respondelnts The . august
supreme Court of Paklstan in'its 3udgment dated 23 10-2017 have hel,d“th@t th%\(
: fZPLA No. 1861[2016’ petltroner Dr. Murad Ali Khan and others under some -

nisconception and appre1endrng that they would be placed Junlor to the
i

seniority cum

ll{

3PS 17 vide order
fof

for the post of .

@:n.str Fﬂé\ PSSl R

agnculture ofﬂcer but upon h:s repeated requests, hrs case for|

not. taken into- -

1eir names were -
poAVPCACRE R By
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w"a‘” |
-.::7" promotron are clear than’ crystal on the subJect and also the practlce in vogue

therefore they should not worry about it.

09, We are. of the considered oplnzon that stance of the appellant to the effecr '
that he was entrtled for the benef ts of agnculture of‘F icer Wlth effect from 01 02-
1997 hold force as post of the appellant was’ up graded to BPS- 17 on 20- 03-

l

2017 w:th lmmedlate effect Wthh means that the appéllant deserved such

trea,tmenti on the strength of his profess:onal competency as well as his actual

work against'the post of agriculture officer for almost 20 years and denlal of his

_right and subsequent grant of his’ rlght at a belated stage is unlawful and he

must avail the benef‘ ts of the’ post nght from the date wl en he was adJusted

against such‘ post in his own pay and scale . Peshawar -llgh Court D.ILKhan

i bench vide judgment dated 14—03 2016 allowed such up- grndallon in clear term,
agalnst which the respondents filed Civil Petatlon whlch was declined vide order

dated 13- 10- 2017 but was not nmplemented in the mood. and manner as
T A ,

prescrlbed by court, - '
i

- 10.- In view of the foregoing, the. instant appeal is accepted. The impugned

order dated 16 10.2019 is set as:de with dlrectlon to the resoondents to change C

the nomenclature of the post of.the appellant from Hortlcultunst (BP5-17)- to
Agriculture orr icer (BPS 17) by awardlng hlm all back beneﬂts from 01 02. 1997
(the date of postmg of appellant as Agnculture Officer in his own pay & scale).

. Partles are left to bear their own cost. File be cons:gnecl to rerord room,

ANNOUNCED
27.01.2022

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

] “};?r‘ ‘!’:j" ) ‘
T |

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREE
CHAIRMAN
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VAKALATNAMA

|
BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

CANIP COURT D.I KHAN

Mopslo  vERsus Seckelaiy W;/;Z{

T S L)(Céu/f‘”wy' /‘V% /("M
I/WE_ 5 | /Ff [iowet - .

The Above Named M . /49 ‘powﬂ-'« hereb\_j appbint
P E o |

-

i . .0 | o
I - : i
MUHAMMAD ANWAR {&WAN ADVOCATE SUPREME (IJOUR’l_‘,

: |
the above Captioned‘Casesigto all or any of the following Acts Deeds‘i
' : - b [ - .
v'| To Appear, Act & Plead for M%L/Us in the above mentioned cases in this Co|urt/Tribunal in which '
the same may be tried or heard or any other proceedmgs out of our connected therewith,
v'| ToSign, Verify, File OR Wlthdraw all proceedings, Petitions, Appeals, Affsdav:ts, Applications for
Compromise OR Wlthdrawals OR for the Submission of Arbitration of the sa|d case OR any other
Documents may be Deemed Necessary OR Advisable by them by the Conduct, Prosecution OR
Defense of the above case at allits stages. '
v | To Receive Payments, Issue recelpts for all moneys that may be OR become Due & Payable to
: us during the course on Conclusuon of the Proceedings. .
-V . To do all other Acts & Thlngs, Whlch may be Deemed Necessary OR Advisable during the course
of Proceedings. - : '

-

& Things.

AND HEREBY AGREE:
> 1 To Ratify Whatever Advocates may do the Proceedings. }

> | Not to Hold the Advantages Responsabalttles if the said case be proceed Ex-parte OR Dlsmlssed
in Default in Consequence of :chelr Absence from the Court’ ‘when it is called for Hearing. _
> That the Advocates shall be entztled to withdraw from the Prosecutmn of the said case if the

‘| Whele or any part of the Agreed Fee Remain Un-Paid. ! ;
> | That Advocates may be Permntted to argue any other pomt at the time of Arguments.

In' Witness Whereof I/We have sngned this Vakalatnama here under the Contents of which
have been Read/Explamed to Me/Us which is fully understood by Me/Us

#sfm - "e/f«f-”“f/h

: S : ol
- _ S
pated: _4/Z/2zp2A - L : <

. Accepted By: L \130']/ é) . SiGNATURE OF EXECUTANT (s)
R A T 02BG37L-
| 'MUHAMMAD ANWAR AWAN '

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT | O’B (((l Q( Q (f ? & 8"

033399622(}1

€
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KHYBER PKKHTUNKWA All communications should be
. : addressed  to  the  Registrar
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR KPK Service ‘T'ribunal and not

any official by namc.

o — R | Phe- 0919212281
No. 23232251 pated 37/ 8 2022 | Fax- 091-9213262

1. The Secretary Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries And Co-Operative Department,
~ Government Of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. '
2. The Secretary Finance, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ,
3.  The Director General Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries And Co-Operative
Department, Peshawar.

SUBJECT:  SHOWCAUSE NOTICE IN EXECUTION PETITION NO: 137/2022 -
TITLED MUHAMMAD ASLAM  -VS- THE CHIEF SECRETARY,
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUKHWA, PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

| am directed to say that execution petition No. 137/2022 was filed in this Tribuna!
against the respondents for disobedience of the order dated: 27-01-2022 passed by this
Tribunal in service appeal No. 1513/2019 titled Mr. Muhammad Aslam VS The Secretary
Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries And Co-Operative Department, Governmeént Of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Others.

That when the above execution petition came up for hearing before this Tribunal on
30-06-2022, the following orders were passed:

“Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, District Attorney for the
respondents present.

Despite clear directions given on the previous date, respondents have not
submitted conditional implementation report. This Tribunal has no other alternative but -
to take action against respondents. Salaries of the respondents i.e Secretary Agriculture,
Livestock, Fisheries and Co-operative Department, Peshawar, Secretary Finance
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and Director General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Agriculture Department, Peshawar are attached till further orders by this Tribunal. Copy
of this order sheet be sent to the Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa for
comipliance and to submit that salaries of the above officer are attached on order of teh
Tribunal till further order.

To come up on 22-08-2022 for further proceedings at camp court D..Khan

You are, therefore, served with show cause notice to explain as to why appropriate
action may not be initiated against you for non-compliance of order of this Tribunal dated
27-01-2022.

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICLE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

All communications should be
addressed to  the  Registrar
KPK Service Tribunal and not
any official by name. '

Ph:- 091-9212281

Fax:- 091-921 3262 .

The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

SUBJICT:-  ORDER REGARDING ATTACHMENT OF SALARIES IN EXECUTION PETITION
~ NO. 137/2022, TITLED MUHAMMAD _ASLAM-VS-THE SECRETARY

AGRICULTURE, LIVESTQCK, FISHERIES AND CO-OPERATIVE DEPARTMENT, .

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

| am dirceted to forward herewith a certified copy of order dated 30.06.2022,

passed by this Tribunal in the above mentioned exceution petition for strict compliance.

I'ncl. As above.

(AAMIR l"/\RO()Q)

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKITTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PISIIAWAR.




KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA = Al communications shauic
: B o ~Jjaddressed to the Registrar &
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR | Service ‘Iribunal and ot
. : ' - | official by name.
| Ph:- 091-921228]1
| Fax:- 091-9213262

No: %7(? /ST i)atcdl&/?%o,zz

= e L

To: : : o
The Accountant General, ‘ ‘ k
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
i
Subject-  SALARY RELEASE OF THE RESPONDENTS IN CASE TITLE MUHAMMAD
ASLAM VS AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT IN EXCQTION PETITION
137/2022 : ' _

| am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of'q"rder dated 06-09-

2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for compliance.

. REGISTRAR
KHYBER!PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICETRIBUNAL

" PESHAWAR.




'\.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.137/2022 in service appeal No. 1513/2019 Muhammad Aslam v/s
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others

Appellant
"VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture & Others.

Respondents

IMPE.EMENATION[ PROGRESS REPORT IN LIGHT OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL CAMP COURT D.I KHAN ORDER SHEET DATED 30.06.2022 PASSED

IN EXECUTION PETITION NO.37/2022 IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.1513/2019 TITLE
MUHAMMAD ASLAM V/S GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS.

The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Camp Court D.I Khan on

30.06.2022 passed the following ordei's_ in the above titled case:-
“Despite clear direction given on the previous date, respondents have not
éubmitted conditional implementation report. This Tribunal has no others
alternative but to take action against respondents. Salaries of the
réspondents i.e Secretary Agriculture, Livestock and Coopérative
Department Peshawar,' Secretary =~ Finance Department Khyber
‘Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and Director General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Agriculture Department, Peshawar are attached till further order by this
. Tribunal” (Annex-I)”,

02. The Above order has been passed for non-submission of |mplementatlon
report of the following order passed in Appeal No. 1513/2019 which is reproduced
belowv-A :
“The instant appeal Is accepted. The |mpugned order dated 16.10. 2019 is
‘set aside with direction to the respondents to thange the nomenclature of
the post of the appellant from Rorticulturlst (BPS-17) to Agriculture Officer

(BPS-17) by awarding him all back benefits from 01.02.1997 (the date of

posting of appellant as Agriculture Officer in his own pay & scale)”.

03." - This department has filed CPLA against the judgment/ order dated
27.01. 2022 passed of this Trlbunai (Annex -II). However,
30.06.2022 (referred to above) the Hon
attachment of salaries of the Secretaries
Khyber PakhturikhWa Peshawar.

now through order dated
ble Service Tribuiial has ordered the

Agriculture, Finance and Director General

Ceagr
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17) to Agriculture Officer (BPS-17) by
|W|th retrospective as well as implementation of the
|de (Annex-111). Therefore,

etter in spirit.
.I
1

awarding him - -all back benefits |
orders of the Hon'ble Tribunal v

the order of the Service
Tribunal is fully implemented in | |

05. It is further added| that the Finance Department has forwarded the same ’

on 26.08.2022 to the Establlshment Department for view/comments and the
Estabhshrnent Department endorsed proposal of Agriculture Department and advised
that opinion of Law Department may be obtained being legal matter. The Finance
Department has referred the note to Law Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on
20.09. 2022 for legal opinion. ,‘
-

I

.

06. - It is important toI mention here that the Agriculture Department Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa vigorously pursu97 follow up the case to till date i.e 28.09.2022.
|

05. In view of the abéve, implementation / IWM is submitted ...
,, —

v ¥

please.
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. GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
\ AGRICULTURE LIVESTOCK FISHERIES &
COOPERATIVE DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar the 24" October, 2022

NOTIFICATION

No. SOEgAD!General/Nomenclature/Aslam/EW/22:’93”11n pursuance " of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar Judgment dated 27.01.2022 passed in Service Appeal

No. 1513/2019 with subsequent order dated 30.06.2022 passed in Execution Petition No.

137/2022, the Competent Authority is pleased to conditionally change the N:()n1enciature of the
post from Horticulturist (BS-17) to Agricultural Officer (BS-17) to the e;ffect of the present

incumbent i.e. Muhammad Aslam S/O Muhammad Ibrahim in the office 'of District Director

Agriculture, D.I Khan with retrospective effect i.e. w.e.f. 01.02.1997 subject to final outcome of

the CPLA filed by Provincial Government in Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Endst. No. & Date Even:
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The Registrar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar. .

The Director General, Agriculture (Extension), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

The District Director Agriculture (Extension). D.I Khan. |

The District Accounts Officer, D.I Khan. '

The Section Officer (Litigation), Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries & Cooperative
Department with the request to pursue the case in Advocate General’s office, please.

P.S to Secretary Establishment Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

P.S to Secretary Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawm )

P.S to Secretary Law, Parliamentary Affairs & Human Rights Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

P.S to Secretary Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries & Cooperatwe Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. .

P.A to Deputy Secretary (Admn). Agriculture, Livestock, l1sherles & Cooperative
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

. Muhammad Aslam, Agricultural Officer (BS-17) office of 1‘he District Director

Agriculture, D.1 Khan.
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