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FORM OF ORDER SHEET -

Court of
Execution Petition No. 677/2022
Date of order T Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
procecdings '
2 3
15.11.2022 The execution petition of Mst. Zubaida Hanif

submitted today by Mr. Taimur Haider Khan Advocate. It
is fixed for implementation report before Single Bench at

Peshawar on ‘ . Original file be

requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. The |
respondents be issued notices  to’ submit
compliance/implementation report on the date fixed.

By the Yrder of Chairman "

@ |
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHAWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

/ .
W@Mﬁ / Executlon petition No é'ﬁ z /2022

Serwce Appeal No. 2086/2019
Vides judgment dated 19.05.2022

s

Mst. Zubaida Hannc DEO (Female) ,
_ e a—— e Petmoner/Appellant
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief

Secretary & others e ....Respondents
| - INDEX | .
| Sr# | Description . : - Pages
1. | Execution/implementation petition : j— 4
2. | Affidavit i . - b=
3. . | Addresses of parfies - T B 72—
4

Copy of the appeal No. 2086/2019 alongwith its judgment g”’)Ll
dated 19.05.2022 of this Hon'ble tribghal as well as
application/Reminder to the respondent dagted 30.08.2022
alongwith other relevant documents : /7

5. | Wakalat Nama 4N/ 2<

Appellant/Pe

Through

Taimur Haider Khan
Advocate, Supreme Court
- Taimur Law Associates
Office:  -Office No.37™, 2™ Floor,
Malik Tower, Pajjagi Road,
Peshawar (0346-9192561)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHAWA SERVICE O
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Execution/ Implementatlon petition No. é 7 2 /2022
In ‘
Service Appeal No. 2086/2019

Vides judgment dated 19.05.2022

Mst. Zubaida Ha/nif 'DEO '('Female),' presently Deputy
DEO(F) Mohmand ,Ghallani District Mohmand '
........................ Petltloner/Appellant
VERSUS
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief.
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtnkhwa, Peshawar .
2. Secretary Establishment,  Khyber | ‘Pakhtnkhwa,
. Peshawar. . | o
3. Secretary Educatibn Elementary & Secondary,
Khyber Pakh’cnkhwa Peshawar .
4, Dlrector Elementary & Secondary Education, Khyber

Pakhtn khwa Peshawar

—

e ——— Respondents

EXECUTION PETITION AGAINST THE
RESPONDENTS BY NOT COMPLYING -
WITH THE | _CLEAR cut
DIRECTION/JUDGMENT __OF __THIS
HON’BLE _TRIBUNAL VIDES DATED
19.05.2022,- WHEREBY THE APPEAL
OF THE PETITIONER/APPELLANT HAS
BEEN ALLOWED BY THIS HON’'BLE -
COURT, BUT UNFORTUNATELY SINCE
THE INCEPTION OF THE IBID




JUDGMENT THE RESPONDENTS ARE @
LETHARGIC . TO _ PROMOTE _ THE
APPELLANT ON THE POST OF DEO (F)
(BPS-19) W.E.F. 17.05.2019, DESPITE
THE _FACT_TIME AND AGAIN THE
PETITIONER ___REQUESTED __ THE
'RESPONDENTS _BY SHOWING THE
ATTESTED COPY VIA APPLICATIONS |
OF THE JUDGMENT OF THIS HON'BLE
TRIBUNAL BUT_ THE. RESPONDENTS
ARE TURNED TO DEAF EARS.

- -

Prayer:

It is therefore most humbly prayed by

_acceptance of instant execution petition, on the

basis of expounded subjects, facts the
respondents may’k_in_dly<be directed to comply
with the. clear cut direction of this Hon’ble
tribunal by | promoting the petitioner on regular
basis to the post of DEO(F) BPS-19 w.e.f.
17.05.2019 with all back benefits and also
humbly submit to take stern action as per the
domain of law against the concern respondent by '
not giving the fundamental vested right of

promotion to the petitioner/appellant.

Any other'femedy_ Which this Hon’ble tribunal
deems fit a|,1_d‘ proper may also be granted in

favour of the petitioner.



Respectfully Sheweth;

1)

)

That it is rudi‘mentary to bring in to the kind'knowledge
of this'Honfble-trib'unal that'_in order to favour the blue
eyed pe-ople, the vested right of promotion of the
petitioner from BPS-18 to BPS-19 DEO(F) has been
mendaciously pensile due to some. unjustifiable and

P

baseless inquiry.-When the respondents was having no
successful destiny, the appellant has strived from pillar
to post to promote to the ibid post but unfortunately of
no avail and” finally _for. the vested right, the
appellant/petitloner has flled service appeal before this
Hon’ble tribunal. "and after following the legal

.touchstone’ vides judgment dated 19.05.2022 in

service appeal No 2086/2019, this Hon’ble tribunal
has been pleased to allow the same and direction has
been given to promote the petitioner/appellant w.e.f.
17.05.2019 with all back benefits and vice versa for :

~complete detail

“in light of -available record and

argument, presented by learned counsel
of appellant and the learned Assistant

Advocate General the appeal in hand is

allowed and the respondents are

directed to process the promotion case

of the appellant and place it before

provincial selection Board in its next

meeting. They are further directed to

give effect to the promotion from the

date of promotion of erstwhile juniors of
the appellant, that is 17.05.2019, with

all back benefits and release the salary

of the appellant also which has been

stopped since 20.01.2019. Parties are

left to bear their own costs.

(Copy of -.the - appeal No. 2086/2019 -
alongwith its judgment dated 19.05.2022



: of this Hon’ble tribunal as well as

application/Reminder to the respondents
dated .30.08.2022 . alongwith  other
relevant documents are attached

()

herewith) ..

2) That purp‘osely the respondents are dilly dallying the

| promotion matter of the petitioner/appellant even after
-the lapse of 6 months‘of the judgmént of this vHon"ble
tribunal. Déspité the fact the colleagljé's of the
petitioner/appellant. has been promoted oh‘ regular
basis to the post of DEO (F) (BPS-19) in the year
2019, while the jx]riio_rs[ from the appellant/petitioner
has also be/en,prqmoted to the pdst of DEO (F) (BPS-
19) from SDEO (F) BPS-17. So much so, the
respondent has with held the vested fundamental right

for the last 4 years..

3) That the law demands justice may not 'o"nly be done -
but it should manifestly be seen to be' done, keeping in
view the violation of the fundamental right of the
petitioner and ‘most importantly the reluctant approach
of the resbondents is clear from the fact that even they
are not complying with the clear cut direction of this

Hon’ble tribunal.

4) That any other points méy be raised at the time of
arguments for the best assistance of this Honorable

Tribunal. R

- -
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Prayer: | | e @ |

It is therefore most hhumbly prayed by
acceptance of instant execution petition, on the
basis of e_xpoongled subjects, facts the
'respondente ma;/ kindly be directed to comply
with the .clear cut direction of this Hon’ble
trlbunal by promotlng the petltloner on regular
basis to the post of DEO(F) BPS- 19 w.e.f.
17.05.2019 with all back benefits and also
humbly submit to take stern action as per the |
domain of law agalnst the concern respondent by
not giving the fundamental vested right _of'

prornotion to/the,petitioner/appellant.

- Any other remedy which this Hon’ble tribunal

deems f|t and proper may

favour of the petitioner.

Taimur Haider Khan

Advocate, Supreme\Court

-~ . - Faimur Law Associates

Office:  Office No.37", 2" Floor,

o Malik Tower, Pajjagi Road,

S ) Peshawar (0346-9192561)
CERTIFICATE:- ' e

It is stated that no such like execution/implementation petition
has earlier been filed before this Hon'bl ‘
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHAWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Execution petition No.
In

Service Appeal No. 2086/2019
Vides judgment dated 19.05.2022

/2022

Mst. Zubaida Hanif, DEO (Femalej

' ' I SO ..... Petitioner/Appellant
VERSUS o

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thro'ugh Chief

Secretary & others - 4 .................. Respondents

: AFFIDAVIT '
I, Mst. Zubauda Hamf DEO (Female), presently Deputy

DEO(F) Mohmand GhaIIam District Mohmand, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of

instant execut|on/|m ementatlon petltlon are true and

‘,bm |

SRR - . CNIC#35202-6917145:6;
B Cell No. 0344-5026533
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHAWA SERVICE
~ TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Execution petltlon No. /2022
In

‘Service Appeal No. 2086/2019

Vides judgment dated 19.05.2022

Mst. Zubalda Hanif, DEO (Female)

- -

VERSUS

‘Government .of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief

Secretary & others e, ......Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PART 1ES

APPELLANT:

Mst. Zubaida Hanif, DEO (Female), presently Deputy
DEO(F) Mohmand, Ghallani DIStrICt Mohmand. ‘

RESPONDENTS:

T e e — P etitioner/Appellant

1. Government. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtnkhwa, Peshawar. .

2. Secretary.. ‘Establishment, Khyber Pakhtnkhwa,
Peshawar. .

3. Secretary' Education, Elementary & 'Secondary,
Khyber Pakhtnkhwa, Peshawar. .

4. Director Elementary & Second y ducation, Khyber

Pakhtnkhwa, Peshawar.

" Appelfint/pétitioner-
Through /

Taimur Haider Kha
Advocate,

Supreme Court of Pa ista
Taimur Law Associates
Off: 37", 2" Floor, Malik .
Tower, Peshawar '

Cell No.0346-9192561
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER Preise
| PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR ] (S? —

-

Service Aépeal No. 2@2 ) L{ /2019

Mst. Zubaida Hanif, District Education Officer (Female) resident of Toheed
Colony Near Habibullah Colony, Abbottabad
...APPELLANT
VERSUS

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief “Secretary, 'Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & others. o

...RESPONDENTS
'SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX
S. # Description Page# | Annexures
1. | Service appeal alongwith affidavit . 1to9 .
2. Copy of transfer order dated 09/08/2019 | /o 75 // | . “A”
3. Copies of Evaluation and Performance |, . “B”»
Certificate R 5 ,q
4, Copy of minutes of the metting of PSB . “C” & “D”
dated 17/05/2019 and formal order of |32 :6 ﬁ \S‘-" '
conducting enquiry against the appellant ‘
letter dated 28/05/2019 B -
5. Copy of the departmental appeal = W4 b >y “E”
| 6. Wakalatnama | 39 |

| / 'Through _
Dated:/%gz’?z". 2019 S



PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER /\
5

Service Appeal No. ‘2@25 /2019

Mst. Zubaida Hamf District Education Officer (Female), resident of Toheed
-Colony Near Habibullah Colony, Abbottabad.

Ty,
Son St hl"llh?:{\wg :
APPELLANT
Biasw 1y {,

VERSUS %MM 7

1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Secretary Establishment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshéwar.,

3. Secretary Education Elementary & Sécondary Education Khy'b'ér
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4.  Director Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar. _

...RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, FOR
DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT THE
" APPELLANT IS SERVING IN BPS-18 IN
MANAGEMENT CADRE AND SHE WAS
ELIGIBLE FOR PROMOTION FROM BPS-18
TO BPS-19 BUT HER PROMOTION WAS
DEFERRED BY THE PSB IN THEIR MEETING o

DATED 17/05/2019 ON THE SOLE GROUND

A I
A vivhrer BPartciss adihnos
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THAT AN ENQUIRY ‘WAS PENDING

AGAINST HER. AS PER LAW, PROMOTION

OF THE APPELLANT CANNOT BE
DEFERRED ON THE BASIS PENDING

ENQUIRY. BESIDES, AT THE TIME OF

'DEFERMENT NO ENQUIRY WAS PENDING

AGAINST THE APPELLANT, HENCE,

DEFERMENT OF THE APPELLANT IS

ILLEGAL, AGAINST THE LAW ON THE

SUBJECT.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE . OF = THE .

INSTANT.  SERVICE  APPEAL  THE

' RESPONDENTS MAY KINDLY BE DIRECTED |
() TO PLACE THE NAME OF THE
APPELLANT IN THE WORKING PAPER

FROM BPS-18 TO BPS-19 IN THE NEXT PSB

MEETING (I) TO PROMOTE THE

APPELLANT W.EF THE 'DATE = OF

PROMOTION OF HER JUNIOR COUNTER

PART EMPLOYEES IE 17/05/2019, (III). TO

PAY SALARY OF THE APPELLANT W.EF
JAN, 2019 TO TILL DATE FORTH WITH: ANY __

OTHER RELIEF WHICH THIS HONOURABLE -

TRIBUNAL DEEMS APPROPRIATE. IN THE



[

3

S ‘ CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CASE MAY ALSO O
| . ' )]

BE GRANTED TO THE APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the facts forming the background ~of the instant

service appeal are arrayed as under; - -

1. That the appellént is serving as District fEduc.g;ltion
Officer (Female).at District Shangla and. is serving
with due diligence and upto the.requireld standard

-of respondent department. Copy of 'tr.ansfer ‘order™”

* dated 09/08/2019 1s attached as Annexure “A”.

2. That the appellant earned performance evaluation

“report in Column “B” Besides, the appellant was

R

awarded certificate of excellence‘ By thé DiSil‘iCt'
Administration as well as by the respondent,
Department. - Copies of Evaluation ~ and
- Performance Cgrtiﬁcate are attached as Annexure

“B”

- 3. . That overall performance of the appellant is duly
recognized - by the respondents depaftment but

contrary to the facts that she was deféﬁéd by the -




4

- PSB on .17/015:'/2.019 with the remarks 'Athavt? thé @
“Secretary ipfofmed the bpar@ that an 'enquify ,has
been initiated agéinst her”. Hence, the. board
recommended is differed her_prémotiori frorﬁ BPS-
18 to BPS-19 vide minutes of'the meeting of“PSB
dated 17/05/2019 and a formal 'iettefj for
conducting of enquiry_lag'a‘inst the appellanttwas
issued on 28/05/2019. ,C(Spy of minutes of the
metting of PSB dated 17/05/2019 and 'formal order
of conducting enquiry ‘again.st the appel_lant letteil
dated 28/05/2019 are attached as A;mexuh_e O &
D, o

4. That the appellant feeling ’aggri'eyed | fll_edh

departmental appeal 'again.st | “the 'iinpugned
defer.rr.xent on 29/05/2019 but respdndent;-No. 1 did

| no£ send reply to the apiaellaﬁt.sb"far. Copy of the
departmental appeal is attached aé'AnneXure “E”, )

“Therefore the irisfant service appeal is béing filed,

' inter-alia on the following grounds;-

GROUNDS:- -

a)  That- deferment bf ‘the appellant is 'illlegal

against the law because when law prescribes




b)

a thing to be done in a particular manner that

‘must be done in that ‘manner. and. not-
- otherwise. There is no fetters/ clog on

- promotion during pendency of enqui.ryl._ As

stated above, the enq.uiry‘ ‘was ordered
against the appellant after the deferment of
the appellant from profnotion: which is

contrary to the law and is malafide.

That_:the appell‘éht is breséntly s'erVing‘ as
District Education Ofﬁcér Female, against .
the ~p§st of BPS-19 in District Shanglé.-It is
further submitted th_a'; the applicahf bemé
BPS'-'IS Management‘cadre officer after isi
serving against the. ié)ost of BPS_;19' as
DEO(E) since 2013 to til date. |
Tilat this fact may not Ee left fo fade in |
oblivision that the petitioner was and is
eligible for »promotion ih all respect but the
promotion of fhe' petitioner has been
defefred  without lawful justiﬁcatiofl; :
whenever vthe ‘ap}:;ellant is. considered for

promotion from B

£

PS-18 to BPS-19° that

A

AN E TR T




d)

,muét be given effect. w.e.

A
date of ‘her N

deferment.

That respondents department has led the

appellant to the place which is utterly

unknown to the principles of jurisprudence |

natural justice, good governance and fair

p'lay.' Respondent departrhent during the

PSB meeting ‘has miserably failed to -

appreciate the law on the subject and caused

irreparable loss to the appellant in terms of

pay and allowances in BPS-19.

That it is worth mentioning 4Jiherj’_e_ that

respondent department without any reason

- has estopped salary of appellant w.e.f Jan,

2019 to till date. Tt is further submitted that

the salary of Civil Serva'nt can not be

vstopped by th_é whims and wishes of_tl—l,e"

high-ups. Non p'aymeht of salary against thé .
services 1'eﬁdercd by a Civil Ser;ant is 't.he _
negation of . .fu'nd»afnen.tal, | rights..' Law ~
demands that the appellént .may be paid |
sélary for' Se?Vices réndered,by her towards

the department.




g)

h)

7 e
~ s

That the only source of bread and butter of

the appellant is her monthly salary. As a

result, the appellant is" hardly J‘ meet the’
unavoidable hOus‘e‘ hold expenses of her

dependant- children.

That no stretch of the iméginatioh disentitled
the appellant vfor profnotion. The promotion
of the appellant has bel:en»'defefred without
lawful justification Whenever appellaﬁt s
considered for pfomotion_ from promotion -

from BPS-18 to BPS-19 that must be given

effect from the date of her deferment.

That this fact may be left to fade in oblivion

that the appellant is séwihg against BPS—19

~‘post as DEO (F) since 201§ to 2018. It is

further submitted the pe# perforrhance of the

. .appellant although out her carrier remained

excellent which is also reflected from PERs

and performance certificate.

- That there is no other prompt, efficacious

remedy, available to the appellant except the

instant service appeal.




8 ‘ Y
i) That the instant appeal is filed well within

time.

1t is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance
of the instant service appeal the respondents may ki,-ndly
be directed (I) to place the name of the appellant in the

working paper frOm BPS-18 to BPS—19‘ in the' next'-PSB

—

meeting (II) to plomote the appellant w.e. f the date of
promotlon of her ' junior counte1 part employees ie
17/05/2019, (III) salary of the appellant w.e.f Jan, 2019
to till date may be paid to the appellar.ltdforth with. Any
| other relief which this . Honourable tribunal deems

appropriate in the circumstances of the case deems fit.

Dated: /§ /1212019

VER]FICATION -

Verlﬁed on oath that the contents of foregomg appeal are true and correct to
the best of our knowledge and belief and nothlng has been concealed therein
- from this Honourable Court.

';///
M//

.
Lauwlu u) Ly



- 'BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR -

%4

Servicé AppealNo. .~ -~ = /2019~

Mst. Zubaida Hanif, District Education Officer (Female), resident of Toheed
Colony Near Habibullah Colony, Abbottabad.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

Govt. - of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & others, - 3

....RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mst. Zubaida Hanif, District Education Officer (Female), resident'-’,:o‘ff-
Toheed Colpny Near Habibullah Colony, Abbottabad, do he;reby solemnly -
affirm and declare that the contents of foregoing service appeal are true and
correct to the best of my knpwledgé and belief and nothing has.‘been

concealed therein from this Honourable Court.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 6.
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD. ‘

Service Appeal No. 2086/2019

BEFORE: MR. KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN
MISS. FAREEHA PAUL MEMBER(E)

~ Mst. Zubaida Hanif, District Education Officer (Female), R/O

Toheed Colony Near Habibullah Colony, Abbottabad.
. (Appellant)

Versus

. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thrdugh Chief Se’cretaﬁy,

1
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Secretary Establlshment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
3. Secretary . Education Elementary & Secondary Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. '
4. Director Elementary & Secondary- Educatlon, thyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. S
‘ , . (Respondents)
Mr. Muhammad Arshad Khan Tanoli
Advocate _ For appellant -
Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel

Asstt. Advocate General S For respondents

Date of Institution................ - 24.12.2019
Date of Hearing......cccccoveeveinvn. 18.05.2022
~ Date of Decision.........ccccevvneu.n. 19.05.2022

JUDGEMENT

FAREEHA PAUL MEMBER (E) The service appeal in hand has been

instituted under Section ¢ of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

Act 1974. The appellant has challenged the defeEmEnt of her prom'o“t'i'on_' ‘

from BPS-18 to BP5-19 by Provincial Selection Board in its meeting held

on 17.05.2019 on the ground that an inquiry was pending'again'st her.:

2.

Brief facts of the case, as per memorandum of appeal, are that

the appellant was serving as District Education Officer (Female) at . |

e




i
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2 @
Shangla. Her overall pe‘rfo’rmance‘"“h'a'di. been duly recogni;ed_ by the
respondent department but she was deférred by Provi_neial Selection
Board in its meeting held on 17.05.2019 with the- remarks, “Secretary
informed the board that an |nqu1ry has been lnltlated agalnst her.” On
the basis of that the board recommended to defer her promotlon A
formal letter for conducting the mqunry against the appellant was issued
on 28.05.2019. The mqwry commlttee submltted its report based on B
which a notlﬁcatlon dated 10.12.2021 was issued and the appellant was
exonerated. from the charges Ievelled against her. The appellant filed

departmental appeal to the Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa against

the |mpugned deferment on 27. 05. 2019 but it was not responded The

res‘pondent department without any reason stopped the salary of the "

appellant w.e.f 20.01.2019 till date.

3. Res‘pondénts were put on nbtice but reply/comments were not
submltted desplte repeated directions, hence the nght of submnssnon of

written reply/comments waS/struck off. We have heard the learned

counsel for the appellant as well as the Assistant Advocate General and

perused the case file with connected documents minutely and

thoroughly.

4. The learned counsel for the appellant contended that the case of
promotion was deferred on the basis of a pending inquiry which was
ilegal and that instead of promoti'ng_'the appellant the respondent

department stopped the salary .also. He afﬁrrned that th'e'a‘ppellant was
\_?.

-\?“”awarded certificate of excellence by the District Admlnlstratlon and the

-

respondent department. She has been graded “good” and “flt for
promotion in her PERs. The- learned A55|stant Advocate General could

not deny the. fact that promotlon of the appellant could not be deferred

0,



on the basis of a pending inquiry in which the appellant was exonerated

also.

v

‘5. In the light of available_ record and the arguments 'presented by
learned counsel for the appellant and the learned Assistant Advocate
Generél the appeal in hand is allowed and the respondents are directed
- to proce's_s the hromotibn case of the appellant and place itv before
Provincial Selection Board in its next meeting. They are further direg:tc_ed
tQ givé effect to the promotion from the date of provmotion, of erstwhile |
 juniors of the appellant, that is 17.05.2019, with all back benefits and
release the sa'lary of the appelllant also which hasbeen .'stc‘>ppévd since

20.01.2019, Parties are left to bear their own costs. Consign.

—

6. Pronounced in open court in Abbotabad and g/ven under our hands
and seal of the Tribunal this 19 day of May, 2022.

Mg@

(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN) \
Chairman

: -
D{l | "11/ (FAREEHA PAUL)
(C o o ‘Member (E)




- N \‘-' . . ’ . R .
,;fii‘!ﬂp\fi‘c.‘&‘ Appeal No. 2086/2019 L ’ @
Mr. Muhamimad Arshad Khan Tanoli, Advocate for the appellant
present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, ‘Assistant Advocate

General for the respondents present. 'Arguments heard and record

) perused.

2. Vide our detailed judgement containing 03 pages, we have arrived
at the conclusion that this appeal is allowed and the respondents are
directed to-process the p'romotidn case of the appellant andi place it -
before Provincial'Selecti'on Board in 'its next_meeting. The_y are further
directed to give effect to the promotion from the date of promotion of
-e;st'whilé juniors of the appellant, that is 17.05.2019, with all back
"benefits and release the salary'of the appéllant also which has been
stopped since'.?_O’.Ol.2019. Parties are left to bear th‘eir. own costs. .

Consign. : - L e

3. Pronounced in open court in Abbotabad- and givenA under our
hands and seal of the Tribunal this 19" day of May, 2022. '

. ' /
(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN)
' " Chairman

v -

(FARBEHA PAUL)
Member (E)
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Respected sir, .
The applicant humbly su

bmils as under:

1, Thatlam anDDEO{FjﬂP&I-a w.ef201

2. That in the past PS8 mesting held ot 170520191 as oo
promolion being alygible on the basis of buseless . ohclges
Annaxed as “A%. The said inquiry was basdd o_rt‘ptmoﬂ“‘ g] o
which uas (oo much delayed ?l"dt _ a!nau:i :;' ': :mwm

'rswuhngxagsiruatm jnally the uniae whvy
tyf::baséless allegation on 10% o aon with clean hand
‘ Annaxed as "B ‘ :

3. Continuously, ) b ;
baseless allegations which (s not i my Juns °
penalty imposed for the sack of anonymous wwbut rs
as °C & D). Now ! was eligible for MMIM . b’. B e may
situation for me that Whan | requested that my pmhe ;;" b of EASE
sent for the coming PSB. I was astonished when h: la-it'wwyﬁﬂf- THis
informed me that anather inguiry is g for the 1 . e
inguiry is also based on Soms personal interest which was iNNGIE
during my service al District Kolai Palas on anony
{Voice of Students] _ L
Whereas in that inquiry the undersigned submitied reply well in tinhlz |
before 11 Months fo Ex.DEO (M) Kogisr_an é.:wer i
was’uumemberofmeinquﬁ-yan Ex. DG ar,
Asfanyar Khattak was Chairman in the said nquiry. Still the inquiry

and no further progress i3 here Pu; nfhxs regard.

mous complaint

is kept pending
Respected Sir, there is no fault and pendency on My ot and |
4. Sir All my second and third stage juniars have been Pmm‘?'e“on e

being senior most and have more than a!es{en years 56
same scale, only differed again and again on pending base
. inquiries from the last four years.

Honorable Sir, :
n situation, { was to Honorable Service Tribunal
Peshawar KPK in Service Appeal No.2086/2019 with title Zubaida
Haneef DDEO FEMALE VS Gout: of KPK. The Honorable service
Tyibunal KPK delivered crystal judgment and issued directions (o all
official Respondents to inchude the name of applicant in the upcoming
PSB along with all back benefits and Seniority W.EF 17.05-2013.
IT COPY ANNEXED AS *D"}, ’ _

e Therefore, you are requested to kindly consider my promotion case in
light of aforementioned facts with Honorable Sepy Tribunal KPK Judgment on

itarian ground, please.
(82 ' Zubaida \
/‘,’:?/ DEO (F) Dis 2 5({:"‘
,/, A PSOTUHonombIeC}ﬁefSemtmy. ovt: 4 KP, o i z -. ‘\.x'r ‘
o /2 Director EASE KPK, PESHAWAR . "‘1\\%
2" 3. Registrar, Honorable Service Tribunal war.!_ .

4. Honorable Direction, ESED, KP,Peshawar
tion Officer PSB, KPK, PESHAWAR /

RS W sasc sardm
7N ulslor—
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Block-“A” Opposllc MPA's Hostel, Civil Seeretariat l’t.shuwur
Flne Nu. M) U“HK& i

Dated Peshawar 2" November, 2022

NOTIFICATION
NO.SO(MC)E&SED/4-16/2022/Posting/Transfer/MC: The followmg posting/transfers

are hereby ordered with immediate effect, in the best public interest:

Romarks

Mst. Bibi Haleema | Deputy DEO (Female) | Deputy DEO
Sadia Karak (Female) Bannu Vice S.No.2
(MC BS-18 a.c.b) ‘ ~
2. | Mst. Nadia Begum | Deputy DEO (Female) | Deputy DEO ' o ,
(MC BS-17) Bannu in OPS (Female) Karak in - Vice S.No.1
- OPS =
3. | Mr. Riaz Khan SDEO (Male) Lachi, | Deputy DEO (Male) Vice S.N0.6
1 (MC BS-17) Kohat ' Bannu in OPS o
4. | Mr. Tarigq Khan SDEO (Male) Bannu SDEO (Male) Serai '
(MC BS-17) Naurang, Lakki Vice .S.No.5
' ‘| Marwat
5. | Mr. Arshad Khan SDEO (Male) Serai = | SDEO (Male) ,
(MC BS-17) Naurang, Lakki Marwat | Bannu Vice S.No.4
6. | Mr. Dilawar Khan Deputy DEO (Male) SDEO (Male) 1. Vice S.No.3
" | (MC BS-17) Bannu in OPS - | Lachi, Kohat T

Compliance report may be submitted to this office within Seven days positively.

SECRETARY TO THE GOVT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
E&SE DEPARTMENT

Endst' of even No. & date:

“Copy forwarded for information to the: -

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Director, E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Education Officers (Male) concerned.

District Accounts Officer concerned.
Director EMIS, E&SE Department with the request to upload the same on

the official website of the department.
PS to Minister E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
" PS to Secretary, E&SE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa .

- Officers concerned.

Master file. - 0)) d\) n
| | (NASEE@\BBAS KHALIL)

SECTION OFFICER (Management Cadre)
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Education dations
Secong ce Uons of the
™ / Additiona) lementary g

'ediate effect: . l?i’edors (MC Bsqg)m?dm;amled a3 District Education,

'lacﬁngmam.%

8pecific arg .
Promotion a';;’ Appomting Authorny within two m"‘eﬂd&ble for another year with the
3 mu tn 15(2)«%%&“‘““’"’””“&@«:&
‘saued later on, W’wmhmhw&h

above officers wi bg
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

"IN THE COURT OF Aty Ahiyloy ’/75/:4%" e _S'ifit*;l:é %’:ZWL«(

| —7 _ . o ¥
Ref# Yty il Lithegila ton'f, Dfo @eitionen  JE5He

(Appellant)
(Plaintiff) .
: , Versus } '
VG‘&V% é/ /Kﬂ ¢ dlhrs (Defendant)
- (Respondent)

I/'We, the undersigned do hereby nominate and appoint

TAIMUR HAIDER KHAN
.. AD¥OCATE, SUPREME COURT

2l

On behalf of gz ¥ {
Know all to whom these resen Il come that I/We the undersigned appoint; the above
named Advocate in District «zf//i 2 in the above mentioned case to do all the

following acts, deeds and things.

1. To act, appear and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any other court in
which same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review or revision
or application or at any other stage of its progress until its final decision.

2. To present pleadings, appeals, case obiection or petitioners for execution, review,
evision, withdrawal, compromise or other petitions or affidavits or other documents as
shall be deemed hecessary or advisable for the prosecution/defence of the said case at
all stages. ‘ ' e ' '

3. To withdraw or compromise the sdid case or submit to arbitration any difference or

" disputes that shall arise touching or any manner relating to said cause.

4. To employee, authorize any other legal practitioner to assist or exercise the power in

authority hereby conferred on the advocate whenever he may think to do so.

“ﬁ\i«a}e

é\ AND I/We, hereby agfee to ratify whatever the advocate or his substitute shall do in this

0 Valledyipfor hearing, : .
§~ AN e in case of expiry of the said advocate any full fee or part payment thereof, will
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&\Z Wt c uzg: any manner whatsoever, or in case of disengagement of the said advocate will
i YW'}‘ ot mélo y claim regarding fee. '

p ;‘W q-"i;\

) \\ ey Sy | ' (Signature/thumfi sion of the Executany) :
M 9\’ _ ,.{:"‘;‘z;;* ; ! i
X K Dba M pr- 2 A1st- Zubasg emet )

“# Accepted subject of the terms

. Al_ldfullpa)'mehtofSet‘rled‘Fee"ﬂ,?;“’e/fé ) AD& / | ,/)Z;O [F) Mdlé’}m‘ﬂj[

\ Taimur Haider Khan

R . -
Hvocat('a:iupreme Court . 6) }l'dL_ (7 éuxy | D } '512[3." (_71' /L{d,é/)wt/w{

1S

' L .
Y«;f%"’ s

4 Y
I6id L _— o

‘\w Office # 37, Malik Tower 2nd Floor, Pajjagi Roa

d, Peshawar. (091) 6006362



