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Ne- 53 /74

Counsel for the appellant - and Mr.‘.f'Sai‘eem Shah,

Supdt aldngﬂvith Addl ,A.-G for}the‘resnondents present. -

e Vide detalled Judgment of largcr bench placed
on record of appeal No 1330/2010 tltled “Muhammad
Shaﬁq Versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Secretary C&W Department .Peshawar. etc.” thls appeal is

also dlsposed of in terms as spcIch out in the detailed

- judgment. Parties are, however, left to bear their own costs

File be eonsigned to the record room..

! /Z: / ~ Member (Judicial)

Member(Exeeutive)

ANNOUNCED -
£ 02.03.2016
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L '1‘6510:29.1"5 ¢ .. - Counsel for the appellant and 'Mrs-SaIeem Shah; Supdt.

N

Y . _Qlongwi§h Addl: A.G fpr.rggﬂpgn%gnt&g;gsent. Due to paucity of time,
arguments could not b'e’helarAd. Adjourned for final heafing before

Speciél B'eﬁch to 8.2.2016. Registrar“is directed to ensure that the

rosters of S.Bs and D.Bs as well as Special Benches are Systematica!ly

. prepared and cases accordingly fixed. In future responsibility for

* mismanagement would lie on his shoulder.
~ A s Lo ~:.‘<“ .' g,.~“ v

PR S . -
. - , Ch’trman

Member (Executive)

08.02.2016 . Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah, Supdt.
A alongwith Addl: A.G for respondents present. Arguments heard.

Judgment reserved which is to be announced on a date in office.

Ché’?nan

Member{Judicial)

(\—

* Member (Executive)

12.02.2016 " Notices be issued to the parties for pronouncement of

reserved judgment by D.B for 2/9""??’ —20/4 .

Cha%én




wrltten reply/comrnents along\'mth connected'appeals ‘on 13 04 2015
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: 7/@«//\/0 <1
3 . of%.062014 oo " Counsel for the appellant present and heard Counsel for
‘ the. appellant contended that the appellant has not been treated in
o : ’accordance w1th law/rules The appellant ﬁled departrnental appeal
. on 3112, 2014 whrcll has hot been responded w1th1n the statutory
e perlod of 90 days, hence the present appeal on 09 04 2014 He stated‘

) RENPER S .
" that desplte havmg professronal quahﬁcatron and 32 years servrce -

‘ 'the appellant has 'not .been awarded BPS-16 whereas Jumor ‘to the _

BT appellant mentloned m para-3 of the appeal have been glven the
KR ' A ) .beneﬁts of BPS- 16 and'as such the appellant has been drscrrmmated h
: = He further stated that 51m11ar nature case of Mr ‘Abdul Farooq in ;
ol Service' Appeal No 489/2014 has already been admltted and pendmg
: A_ 'before the* learned Bench I for regular heanng, therefore the same
: ,__}may also be club wrth the said appeal Pomts rdised at'the Bar needv
:‘ 'consuieratlon The appeal is adm:tted to regular heanng subject to all

Appellant Deposiied . .. legal objectrons The appellant is’ directed to deposn the ‘security
Security & Pr cess Fee

Rs...L &80,
- Receiptis “w; cd WlﬂZF le. ‘.._to the: respondents for submlssmn ‘of wntten repl‘ on 27. 08.2014

H l

Bk ' _amount and process fee thhm 10 days Thereafter, NOtICC be 1ssued

o "before the learned Bench—I S

"‘&.'J,l

\,\ _ " 2782014 . Appellant ‘with ‘counsel and Mr. Sahm Shah Asslstant on !
- behalf of respondents No 1 and 2 with Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt'

"Addmonal Advocate General for the respondents preSent ertten

has not been received, and request for further time made on behalf'

of the respondents. To' come up for written reply/comments

alongwrth connected appeals on 24.12. 2014




Lt e Form-A
R e FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Case No.___ . 513/2014 e

S.No.- Date oforder ~ | Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings ' | L o ‘ -

17 ] 2 T R X 3‘:..':5

vt T
oa

99/0472014 L The appea! of Mr Irshad Ahmad Khan presented today

v,

by Mr M Asnf Yousafzal Advocate may be “entered -in the
: lnstltutlon reglster and ‘put up to the Worthy Chalrman for

prellmmary hearlng

. heanng to be put up there on
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> BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

-

Appeal No. | b 13 /2014

Mr. Irshad Ahmad Khan V/S C&W Department

S.No. | Documents

Memo of Appeal

Copy of Rules

Copy of Judgment

Copy of Appeal :
Copy of Order (4.9.2003)
Copy of Order (5.12.2009)
Copy of Service Tribunal’s
Judgment.

Copy of Service Tribunal’s
Judgment. _

9. | Copy of Service Tribunal’s
Judgment.
10.| Vakalat Nama

NN DW=

®

APPELLANT
Irshad Ahmad Khan

I

( M. ASTF YOUSAFZAI )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

& éé é
TAIMUR ALI KHAN

ADVOCATE.

THROUGH:




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. Y /3 /2014

VAZE:S ﬁ’mwaﬁm
SR AT g&;ﬂ"‘fj&
%sﬁ ﬁﬁn 9 Z
Mr. Irshad Ahmad Khan, Sub Engineer, w 7/ [(% ﬂé .
O/0 Building Division-I, Peshawar.
. APPELLANT

VERSUS

1- The Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Works
& Services Department, (Now C&W Department), Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar.

2- The Chief Engineer, Works & Services Department (now
C&W), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3- The Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finance
Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE NWFP
SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT FOR GRANTING
B-16 FOR HAVING 10 YEARS SERVICE AND
ALSO PASSED B GRADE EXAM.

{

PRAYER: That on acceptance of this appeal the
respondent Deptt: may be directed to grant

et 40200 | B-16 senior scale according to the rules for
having 10 years service + passed B grade

% Exam with all consequential benefits. Any
V Z/Zﬂ other remedy which this august Tribunal

deems fit that may also be granted in
favour of appellant.




<,
‘4

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1-

A-

That the appellant joined the W & S Deptt: in the year
1981 as Sub Engineer and also passed B grade
departmental exam in the year 1991. Thus the appellant
has more than 32 years service at his credit with good
record throughout. All dates are mentioned in the
departmental appeal of the appellant the copy of which is
already attached as Annexure — C

That according to the rules 25 % of the post of senior
scale sub engineers are to filled in on the basis of
promotion from amongst persons who have ten years
service and also passed B Grade exam. The appellant
possesses the said requirement but despite of that the
appellant has not been granted B-16. Copy of the Rules is
attached as Annexure — A,

That the august Tribunal has also decided such similar 15
appeals on 11.12.2012. As the appellant is the similarly
placed person, therefore the appellant is also entitled to
the relief under the principles of consistency and Supreme
Court’s judgment reported as 1996 SCMR-1185, 2009
SCMR-01. Copy of judgment is attached as Annexure - B

That the appellant also filed departmental appeal for grant
of B-16 on 31.12.2014 and waited for 90 days but no
reply has been received so far. Hence, the present appeal
on the following grounds amongst the others. Copy of the
appeal is attached as Annexure — C,

GROUNDS:

That not granting B-16 as per rules and not fixing the
seniority at proper place is against the law, rules and
norms of justice.

That the appellant has attained eligibility for B-16 much
earlier than those who are enjoying the benefits of B-16,
therefore the appellant has been discriminated and
deprived from his rights in an arbitrary manner.




That the appellant has”not' been dealt according to law
and rules and has been. discriminated by not extending
the benefits of B-16 and seniority while the same has
been given to the junior officials.

That even the respondent Deptt; has granted B-16 to
many officials vide order dated. 4.09.2003 & 5.12.2009.
Thus the appellant is also entitled to the same relief.
Copies of the orders are attached as Annexure- D & E.

That the treatment of the respondent Deptt: is against the
spirit of Article 4 and 25 of the constitution.

That the rules regarding B-16 are still in field and this
august Tribunal has also granted the same relief in
appeals NO.1685/08, 791/08 decided on 7.5.09, Appeals
NO.531/2001,533/2001, 534/2001, 535/2001, 537/2001
and 538/2001 decided on 6.6.07, Appeal No0.194/93
decided on 7.9.94. and Appeal NO. 27/09. Copies of some
judgments are attached as Annexure — F, G &H.

That the appellant is also entitled to the same relief
according to the principles of consistency and equality.

That the appellant seeks permission to advance other
grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal
of the appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLAN%D

Irshad Ahmad Khan

£ L

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

L
TAIMUR A AN

ADVOCATE.

THROUGH:
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Supcrinlcﬁ;q_“h .

COMMUNICATION AND WORKS b
' SCHEDULE - |

"R Tt Tor il -
recantinent

EPARTMENT

———————

T e
Minism Quahfication for il
ieceuitment or by transfer

Hininom
Quatification for
MPPoINtment

| Method of ‘lcmul-nnlaﬁ

Promotion N S ._ T

y T 4 5 6 - ﬁﬁ_‘“‘“—*\

—M‘—“—h——_ _‘_‘_‘H‘ ———— ——-‘——h—hw-\\
T "1 Ocgreen By scieclion on mc-uh—lr:m IMongst foyr senior most officers of the Ocpar tment, with at feast scventeen yeas

L-'r.giuccying from : expericnce as Government servant, seniority being considered only in the case of officers of practically the sane

. drecognized standard of merit, )
Univcrsilx. : :
) By sclection on merit from amongst the Exccutive Engincers or holder of cquivalent posts in Comnwnication and
Works Department, with at feast tweive Yeas seyvice in Grade-17 and 18, seniority being considered only in the
€ase of officers of practicatly the Same standard of merit, :
__-“h_— A Oy =clection o meri wigy triuc £ 9ard to senlority from amongst assistant Engincers of Communication ang———
- Works Dclmltment_\yj.h ot least six yeas ox rience as such, - : :

“Degree in Civil Efectrical o Ocoaree er Diploma () Senioeity present by initial “recruitment . . ' - :
Mechanley) Engincering from o in Engincering (L) 10% by protnotion, on the basis of senlority cum filness from amongst the Sub Engineers holding 3
recognlzed University ag maybe | from fecognlzed degree is Eﬂghccring. senority to be determined from (he date of acqulring degree of Initial
“pecified by Government for the University o ‘ appointment which ever is Lter,
tespective posts, Institutions, ag () Twenty percent by selection on merit with due reqard to seniority from amongst the Senior Scole Sub

specified in Engireces of the Department who hold a diptoma and have passed Oepartmentay Professional
colmn, : Examination, :

T Oiploma in Twenty five percent of the total number of posts of the diploma hoiders Sub Engineers shall from the cadre of
Engincering from Sealor Seate Sub Engincers and shon be filled by selection on merip wilh due regard to senfority from amongst
¥ recognized Sub Englneers of e Ocpartment, wha have passed tha Oepartmental Examination ang have at feast ten years
Institute, service as such, L. :

T i By sclection on mart vilh Cue regard to senlority from amongst the holders of the posts of Senlor
. | j Superintendent / Superitendants 1y the Departmeng, i
g . - - N ’
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o QUALHCation for izl s

COMMUNICATION AND WORKS DEPARTMENT

SCHEDULE - 1.

Method of recruitiment” ™ .

S —

Mgy
Rlficalion for
APpointment ang
_promotion _
S

Age it for il
reciuitment
e

5

I
3010 1S years

-h_-'—‘hh'___-w
By initial recruitment,

_ . | '

-

————

3010 1S years

S.No. 75&]350‘.{!616'5!]’05(
feceutment o Ly transfor .
L
T T
! 12 - 3
1. Principal Engincer M.Scin Refrigeration lae T
Refrigeration / Air- conditioning from a recognized
Coe conditioning University with 19 ycars .
. — Lxperience, .
. By Mechanical Enginecr with 15
YIS experience with Nationl or
Intentional Organization of
fepule in Design Instaltation angd
funning of Nr-cond-tionlng and
— Refrigeration, .

. .S¢in Highways Englnccn’ng
from 3 recognized Unlversity wath
at feast ten YCars professionag

. cxpenience in 3 Notionat of Inger
: moliond| Organtzation, -
. R .o Masters Degree in Gwvi|
) t’nginccling from » recognlzed
' University witly atlest ten years
L professional experience in g
o . National op international
MR : - . Oiganiratlon,
N .
-

By initial recrutment, \
MR T ——————— s : - .
By initlal recruitment, \“‘h——

-

301045 years

-
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E AR ATERA

. MR, 'Sk ILRAFGAN-
A.Jo! Advo..a.c Gcneral

R Az /«.NWAR'.
Advocate -

.Nuam.u Khdn z-'me’-

MR ‘4UH/\N'MAD AS(FYOU.WZA&,
o Advocate .

'~w 0 MAN/OOR'/\LI SHAH

-
-
=

LR i J_-. 3ER_PAKHTL NG ;“g"RVTCETFxB“N'\L, PESH;
-"prpéal No‘. 9944NEEM"52004 A

032, '2‘604

.Jolc ol’ msbtunon N
' 11 12 2012

- D..uc of Dec;..lon
", '.:.-,-a ! »b.i:

.;‘

I\‘dushud Khan Sub Enqmeer O/O Depuly DzreCtor—

5 v'orhs&Scrvnces DepartmenL Pcshawar g o e (Appellant)

i The Secreta:y, Govemmen* of }\hyber Pakhtunkhwa ‘Noms & Services
. .Dcpartment, Peshawar. SR
2. The Chief. Secretary, Gov{.rnment of Khyber Pakntunkhwa Cw:I Secretanat=
e S“aWur‘ A .. .. "' .
3. The Dcpdrlmcntal Pronouon Cammlttee throug"x 1ts Chaurrran (Rcspondcnt
No.1 .
1. Mr, /)arruliah Khan Sub Engmeer, Work., & Scrvnces Departmen., Ncwshera,
. 5. Mr. Tarig Usman,"Sub Engineer, W8S Department;: Khyber Agency, Jamrud.
6., Muhammad Javed Ruhim, Sub—Engmeer W&S Deptt.-D.I.Khan,
VAN TS Jamshr.d Khan Su3 Eng:nu.r,w&s Departmcnt Buner.
8. Mr. Misal Khan Sub Englneer, presently Assnstant Director Works & ..crv ices
l)cpartmerit Tank \S W Agen'y) e ; ~ (Resoondpnts)

,~~'..'_. L - -

::utw(; APP:AL U‘JDLR :ECTiON 4. OF ms Keivisss
PAKHTUNKHWA *- SERVICE TRIBUNAL ‘*ACT * 1974~ AGAINST 111
IMPUGI\'ED ORDERS DATED 4.9; 2003 AND '19.4.2004 PASSED BY
m..spowowr NO. 1-ON THE RECOMMENDATION' OF RESPONDENT
NO. -3+ "THEREBY "-GRANTED; SENIOR SCALE (BPS-16) TO
RESPONDENTS NO. 4 TO 8. IRRESPECTIVE OF THEIR INELIGIBILITY
GAINSYT “WHICH" HE  FILED:- DEPARIMENTAL APPEAL DATED
13.8.2009":BUT “TME'"SAME WAS " NOT DISPOSCD OF WITHIN
mAnFO&)_Pe__,org,Qr NINETY: DAYS:.

- —t et

")-ﬂ—'l i Sy i “‘.r

* o~

ror appellant.'

.(HA'ITAK i

! For pnvate respondcnts No.
46,7 & 8

“MEM BE'R

xoon /\u KIU\N EER ' 'MEMBER. .

SYED MANZOOR ALT

ThlS appeal has been filed by
I nder Sectxon 4 of th(.. _Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ervice

: nd ordcr daucd 19 4 2004,
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/ ,\: . jussed by r&pondent No..;, whercby on the recommendabon of Departmenta!

o l’-.vr'mon Commrttcc, pnvate rcspondents No 4 to 8 had been granted Scenior
Lol (13P§ 16) lt has been prayed that on acceptance of the appeal the impugned
Craers may be set a5|de respondent No 1 may be drrected to consrder name of the

S . .
appeliant rorScniorScale (81’5-16) T

. Brigf lqc‘t.sf;o:fi. t,r;e'. casc ‘are -that the appenant joined the respondent
. r.Lpu. ment asSub Engrneer on 28 S. 1980 and in thc ycar 1991 qtralmcd C ade-0

ang A eagamina'b':onf.i:q‘t)ge' years 1996 and 1997 rcspectwcly Final senidrity list of
31 12 1998 rssued wherern Name. of the appellant

,“, ld\s "

.SO;,whrlc the names*of private respondents No 4 lo 8 were

S = LR e

" 63 72: and 236 It shows that the appeilant was senior to

Private rcspond_cnts “No:- 4 t'i.,,8 whoawere allowed Senror Scale BPS-16 by
R “.V.‘ﬁ l’ c.c; '-t|~\l

. -rcspondent No’ through orders dated 4 9. 2003 and 19 4 2004 while the appeliant
“hag bccn drscnmmated thn the appel!ant carne to know about the impugned

- tders, s0 he, rmmcdrateiy t‘ ied departmenta! appeal on 13 8. 2009 which clicited no
) rf-sponse wrthun the statutory. pcrlod of nlnety days hence hc r led scrwcc appeal

ot et
p O—Q-
ot ' 'A'- '1 "

“The appcal wal ) drmttcd (o] regular heanng on 6 1 2005 and’ notcces have
trui.nrssucdtg,thf:&ies f"he respondenzs have F !ed their: wntten replies and
iContésted the’ appeal ‘The appt.llant a!so ed :r.ejoinder{ irfi:re;bﬁtt"a! \/rde order dated
was d rm':sed by thi el p e g

‘ ‘ ”,‘. REXY .‘

r I'-d Crvrl Petztzon No' 312-P f~20 7_.' before the august Supreme Court of Pakrstan

,..n\:. .vh- 1o *;:q,, AR

\'nde order dated 3 20{95_&:@&:?553'5.35'5?6?}' rem_ended in the fpuowing terras:-

R e

bunal Feel!ng aggrreved the ap-ellant

. Lcarncd counsel appearmg fpr the!

<d

in rcspt.g‘gfpcgodo finy ) "frfmental,appeal, the

- Tribunalica cp‘, ental appeai.is

- barred: byﬁ gpgre;-g,gge;e. pugned judgment,
H gisjg "fresh alter \

(TR T

. ';.f.casc be remanded‘

ed. as g ‘result
S_ rvrce Trrbuna!l‘or
hc:nng to ‘voth
pr'nod of throe

R i
Lo 'whereof that..cés“
P 2% UCC@!Dn:afresh,;a :
- the Srdos y
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/ . 4. . Alter rccc:pt of the appeal from the august Supreme Court of Pakistan and

S0 dohq
RITTLNA

i [IsK lics znd their counsel wue summoned for arguments Arguments heard at
: THW G :
s in . '

fnapih. Rusord puu..l.d. ] :1‘. o .o
R LR counsel for lne appellanl argued lhat Lhc appellunt was
SINRNRLY DY A v_.«.pondcn' dcp‘.rt.fnent as Sub l:ngnncer on 28 .1580 and passed

------ ’ Yo

FHIR N ORY m.mnnauon.: Scnxonty lus' of Sub Engmccr:. 28 lL sl.ood on 31.12.1994
.su(.d wnuem n.:mc of the appellant appeared at: S No 50 wnlle the names of
P Teled
,...mle zc..pondcnts wcrc at S No. 52,,61*‘ 63 72 and 235 respecuvely The pnvate )

ERTEES c"‘ fs‘\"' Sein (’..fl-'d. u" : : .
-....pondcn.; wcr(. consudcrcd for Scnlor Scale BPS 16 wl'ule the appellant has not
: el © A .-qal**‘t':‘," St Tl ] edin e T
il 'l;ez‘n COnbld(‘de and~ngnore wa :appellant }ﬁas not consldered by the DPC duc to

SR RR s PN " 0

poor lus mcomplete rccord It was' the responsnblllty of tne respondent department to
' j:.'CVI‘JC....ﬁ..lg! ic cord~of thc appellant}and sent hIS wse to the Departmenlal

= "mollnn { nmmuttoc .r'or conszderapon of,hls name against Senlor SCE}IL. BPS 16. If

——— e e ade

, ‘.‘ \l.o‘.

Use n.cord was not avadable, the appellant could not be sulferred for the lapses and
fscll of the re:,pondcnt department. JUl'llOl‘ to the appellant had been promolcd
whiler he ha: nncn dcpnved 91’ hls legal nght for no fault on his behalf The learned
munscl l'nr lhe appcllant further argued-that the benel‘ns of Sennor Scale Bl’S-lG .

aced person ano the appellant lS also enutled to

wadt l"‘-"‘ .u

h Jearned counsel for -

‘ho ,amc ch‘.tmert under«the rlncxplas* f‘qqnsigten@

""" ""—"“5‘- ¢Qﬂ ""u&l"«lm B 5 it SR SR (R

.Ult. .nppc:lanl rel:ed on:ZOOG-SCMQ.~108 -2007-PLC(C 683

! . RIS 4§ \Y*YQ‘V"" ..t,‘&" ‘*‘;-{f"‘ i

:..f;J';t;-s‘.-;;.:;.,,;' L
)00/ PLC(C ) 152 and Judgment dated

'75 ~2009 ‘of this-T1 nbunal in slmular appeal
o, /91/7008 dcc:ded ,gn xgu of:appellz

0 .The learne counsel for tne appellant
¥ mer argued h"ldl. un thejrnatter of promotlon and pay, questlon of lrmxtauon does

l;.‘ u

rat dnse llc rcllcd on 2007-PLC(C.S)' 1267 2002—PLC (CS) 1388 and 2003-PLC (CS)

‘t"‘

o e, ln i 'opo*'.ed judgmcnt ol' the'august Supreme/Court of Paklstan as reported

>;".l) 2003- 5uprcme Court 724 decisnon ol‘ the. cases on ments always to oe

TR - m:.lcad of non-suuhng the lltlgants for,,techmcal -reasons including

LR

uman. He rcquested that the appeal may be accepted as’ prayed for.

a..uo.npl Le 50 rv-u.' ccord -~'l'he':appellant dldinot challengesthe senlorury earlier

-mnunty lists nor sclecuon grade/SennorScale aL lhe relevant tlme and the present

." -""I

itz dy been w:thdraw:‘.by tne Provmcnal Governmenl wef 1.12.2011, vide
CNERCE Deperunent l(.uers datcd 1.> 11 2001 and 64—2003 and in the prevalant
i - -.n l.allSulll(.l“a, the present appeal haa become mfrucluous. He requcsu.d that the

-0
- .
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Cipual may b dzsmzsscd The learne -AAG also supported arguments of the k

.....

Lsrncg counscl for the pnvate respondents N ce s ‘ ) -
£ L ";é : o N \
£ Ihe Tribunal ‘opser\)és‘bc_zing',fcmfgﬁd ?:pnditiqg of service, this Tribu.-al has
¥ -r'r~ Jurisdiction to’ cntcrtzm Lhe bresent agpeal..ln the matter of promobon and '
1. ,y, question or hm;tauon docs nor anse The august Supreme Courl of Pak;stan in
i judg ginent as rcportcd .-gLD 2003-Supreme Court 724 dec:s:on of the Cases'on e

LECTAIRS e, "1

. n.c.nts always to be encouraged mstead.of non-sumng the ht:gants for tachnical

rtasons mcludmg hmuaaon. anate respondents have been ‘granted Senior Scale
l..'S' 16 the appcllant berng smalarly placed person a!so cntnt!co for the same

b ‘nehit as per - Judgment oI’ thc. august Supreme Court as reported in 1996-SCMR-
1165, - R

0°: ,wde Serwce Appeafs ’ ¢ ).'\N'o..
}QL’!,'Malook,-(B) No. 510/20

1072010,
";_::‘_L'ih:a:rﬁrjié@.Tari:c{,_g'(S) No. '$12/2010, mafic

L

Shakic l’crvcz, (sj' ‘Np‘.’v's,7g}7:26"1"'6_:"ﬁpﬁa'mrﬁg'q Zahir Shah-TIT, (7)' No. 101472010,
ubammad Zahie Shat'! (8) e .1236/2_‘5;9,?&@5f':',", | Atique”F '
1817/2010, Tarig - Yous'r!(m)"-' 0. "1818/2010,

uov/zmo /\Jmal Anwar (2] . No: 312 :
1) ‘_16’/5'/7011 N
also dlsposc or thc 5foreqicnho : envice o

/\NNQUN.CCD
11122012




;
To'
o The Supenntendmg Engineer
' C&W Circle Peshawar
o Subect- ~ APPLICATION FOR UPGRADATION,
o

OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER >
~ BUILDING DIVISION- PESHAWAR. =

No. 1/ £/ 1/2 &

dated?/ /1212013,

An appllcatlon (in orlgmal) which is self explanatory in respect.of Muhammad Igbal Sub

Engmeer & Irshad Ahmad Khan Sub Engmeer attached to this ofﬂce is submitted herewnth for onward
. submission to the competent forum for favour of further necessary actlon please.

‘ Copyvforwarded to the:-

1- y:ﬁammad I'qbal Sub Engineer for information.
2-Mrsh

Q‘, P

v
7

S

ad Ahmad Khan Sub Engineer for information.

/

'EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

%

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER




BETI'ER COPY

. .4._:, Annex_ure-D
GOVERNMENT OF N W.F.P, '

" WORKS & SERVICES DEPARTM ENT .

Dated Peshawar the 04, 09 2003
ORDER

—-—“

No SOE—W&SS/4-2/2003/S S Consequent
recommendatron -of the_;Departmental{ ?

- LM, Muhammad Anf Sub E'lgmeer O/O the XEN Dev; caw
~ Division Mattanr atChat.. -

. 2. Mr. Missal; Khan Sub Engrneer O/O the XEN Dev Cc&w
: Drvrsron SWA at Ta

R -_;.:.“..:.—.'-‘:: P Ce Sd/-
T T * SECRETARY TO GOVT.-
R T T _ OF NWFp :
el e Snoili o WORKS & SERVICES
LR "jDEPARTMENT ‘
Endst No SOE~W&S/4-2/2003/SS ;'

Copy forwarded to the

1, Accountant General N WFP Peshawar S
2. Chief Engrneer works &Servrces, Peshawar Etc etc




. | BETTER Copy
S - G VERNMENT OF Nyyip

0]
COMMUNICQTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

Dateqd Peshawar, the pec 05, 2009

’ Chief Engg; caw Peshawar
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. BEFORE THE NWFEP SERVICE TRIBUNAL p L @
Ky . - > - -~ .
/ - -

.
H

ESHAWARS .. o
. A ; ~ o
o : N .o .k
- & o  Appeal No, 791 072038 Ny )
. R . ,1, . " /
Date o7 Insiinuzion. St 22.05.2008 R :’,'..:;:?/
Déic 0f Decisjon, 07.05.2009 - \g.\? _ gailr
. ) ’ . |
lkr::mu!!ah-u, Sub Snf"nccr, ollice of the Depury Dirccror.1[; :
Works & Serviees Dcpanmcm, City Disiric; Governmen; Peshawy, (Appel HHT))
: ) VERSL'S‘
’ b
] Sccrctazy to Governmen; of NWEp Works & Services Dcomment, Peshawar
. ?
<. Chicf Bngmcpr Works & Services Dcpartmenr, Peshawar
3. Misa] Khan-J1 sor, of Yous_af.Khan, Sub Engmccr, Assistan; Director
(Builo’ings) Works & Services Deparimen; Tankand 4 others, (Rcspondcnts)

Serviee Appeal 'ﬁﬂdcr Section 4.0f the
25ainst the Sehiority list of Syp Engineers in BPS.16 and BPS.1]
R Wing in Works and Serv;

Crvices Dcp:!rtmcnr as it stood op 30.11.2'007, issued
g ¥ respondent No.2 op 08.1.200s Whereby Tespondents No 3to ave-been
5 shown at S.Nos. 82, 8s, 8, 89 and 90 fespectively while the appellant has.

: Es / - b2en shown ar S.No.122 despite the fac; that in i Ii

11 the Senjory, st issued in the
year, 1999, e appellant was o S.No.54 while
were at’ S No. 236, 237 '

. "For official rc's‘pondcnts.
Advocars, i S respondesis No.3, 50 7.
» : . . -
. . ) .' AP . .
MR.JUSTICE]R) g5 i KHAN, - CHAIRMAN,
MR- ABDUL JATTL Ky RS MEMBER.
N i T S




S seniority list of, 1999, the appellent was a;

FLEN

sspeciively <Ghile the 2ppellent has been shown 2t S.No. 122, According to the

S.No. 354 while respondents No. 310 7
were 1 S.Nos., 236,237, 6 1, 63 and 72 1o

appellant was not disposcd of, The present apoeal No, 791 of 2008 was filed by

soectively, The dcpartmcmal‘gppcul of the

IReamullah, 2ppellant on 22.5.2003,
‘ .
2 Sher Wai; Jang, 2

opcllang wiy 2ppoinicd 25 Sub Enginccg on 14.2,1931,

while respondep: No.s' was so 22poiated on 16.2
D

1981, fespondeat No. 5 on
01.4.1981, respondent No.6§ op 22.11.1981 -nd respondent No.7 on 22.3.1988. The
senierity list of January, 2008 sho{v.s 't,h;:t BPsS.

1 Selection Grade was Sranted to the
Privaie respondents, The 2pplication of the 2pp

cllant dated 27.;?.2008 was refused on
C 08.4.2008. The ‘Aacpazjtmemgl éppcal dated 21.5.2008 of the

appellant was por
decided, X - -

-

»

3. Tae respondents contcsted the appeals. In the cage of Iaamullah, they
contended that the Works & Services Depariment hag Created a s ¢ tire (iic

‘ - .
. 1o investigate the matter, which decided that bory the tic

Senior Scéle'sglb Engineers. (BPS-16) would be declared senior 1o Sub Engineers in
BPS-11, Thc); %uxfhcr cdntcndcg th.az the case of I.l:;-amullah Was not considered by
the Dcparrm'cn.t‘gl Promotion C@mﬁai_ e ‘

éf sclection :g;adc '

: ezed' by the Provineia]
Govemnment ; w.e.f, ‘1.12,2001° vide'

Ifi%az;cc -Department Notification dated
iU 1501.200] 2nd 06.4.2003, Iy the case of She
 issucs and U:e'g'samc objections, T}
sclection gra'c!'g';.to 25 :
“B" Grade c:g;amizia‘xion, and
~Dcpmmcmal;P:omon:op(C
. >
A - . v
We heard the arguments
P
;;;I'hé question of sén;‘on' ty
.+ - grede which Jfas Provided gains to the

. and perused the record,

3. is related to the question of grant of selection
privaie Iespondents ang continuoys loss to the

appcllants. The case of the appellants had.to be considered 2 the time whei thej;

fespective immediage Junior was Sranted selection grade. The cases of bo

th the




¢ offizia! respondant 0 compleie the 7820r¢ of tha éppallanis a5 carly zs was

. - ot
;‘.‘.’:.‘i::“.’)i;‘. i0 Considar !.’2.‘1!’ asss lor g.'.’.r.. o: b.l»s 0N 3TATC, 1 el ‘fo.;C 0 er

G, . The cases of 0oih ke epacilanis have 1o be considered in :he light of
tiwe rules/policy B vogue 2t the time of grant of selec ction grade 10 mctr_;nmors after
completion of &y fecord. Each of the a 2ppelian: Q“lf found senjor 1o any of tbc private
‘ fespondenys, sbéll have 10 be greaicd selection 8ade w.e.f the caie on whxch the
SR wag gra..t.d 10 his next Junior, by ; Issting an order, with ante.- -dated effect. The'
merger of the wo SCis of Sub E :;n"mccr/  and the oxscontmuancc/ﬁccxmv ot‘ the grane

I3

o selection r'r..dc shall aoi, at thjs Stage, prejudice the rights of the 2ppel Iams {0 the
sruant of sele cnon‘ §rade-and io thejr scmom)" I acco.c..n.c With the origina] dates of
sl appoi.am meat, Tc. sclc.t'on srade, for the 5 uzpos.s of pay and bension as wj)
#5 other financia) b ncfixs of the 2 aopcllants: ;shall be € counted from the time when :hé
SEMIC were 1o be 3iven 1o them | in orpfc'n*“ of their ju uniors, in accoraance wih the
vl of decision of urst D.p.C mecting, Which had fecommended selection grade for
their next juniors, and from the ¢ dates op which scleciion grade was oranted 10 their
DEEL juniors. The dis-cominuancc o-»m.. sclection grade, 2fier Such grant, shal] be
CleClve ig the Same manper as it Is cifeciive for-all other Civil servanis, The
- Selection gr::rf'* 30 granicdto the pellanis sha)) merge in their salary for 2]i ferure

MPoses ip “ccordance wun tn. dis-cantinua ance ordcrs and policy of the

Governmeny, Thc appeliants shall, thus, regain their originaj seniority, and the
. ,u.:om) lists sha IJ. be cor: c:cd/moomcd accord'rnly

In vxcw of the abovc we ccco* both the a2ppeals in t'gc above terms,

Wil the azrucuons ‘1o ‘hc official ; ‘cs‘oonocn.s to aci as per ooscrvatmns as mentioned

sbove, The anp.l]anxs are also cmulcd to tn* COsts of thejr litigation in their present

| c....t.s from the ofu?u.l rcspoaocms —{%// m@ ‘5‘//// //Z/dea
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seeedingi . . ._f__?roceedmgs R B and llut of panies or counscl where nccessari, ez
I‘ — - - .: - " :' K . A' R et w8 cams
07.5. . Counsel fox the.
‘ - B 2rim) alongwi ..h Anuerel Hag, . ; ’
[ ! ’ ! N :
. . spendeats sné counsel for, !
) S o
L ' s : 1
_ . , present. Arguzents heard 3
M) . H
. - - i . . ‘ M
e Vice our-daigiled :
REISE ;juasc:c-zv-o to-da/ in conncctcd Sc:vmcc\.
T -Appea" No. 7291 0f 2008, -ntled ""'kramullah .'
: PR Versus Secrc»ar:( to Covgrmrent of Nl , :
e Tl wl ’ 3
U Wo:ks.&_Sc:Viccs Depo *-men*.: Peshawar ete. !
.. e e 3 ', ~"'«' o . . .
. . I .- - . N
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BEFORE THE NWEP sn'ml'rcr. TRIBNUNAL PESHAWAR:

K

Appual \o "'7/09 : . :
atc of nsmuuon - ”7 09.2008 .
. ' Dm of dgcx.xmn 23,04.2009 N ~
\s’orI\s ..nd Sc*vxcc: Xohal'...... rerreaad A oo*'l..nt :

.~

Syed Surdar Shah, Sub §pg§g'écr
‘ E VI:RSUb

The Chu.l' Sccrcm.ry I\\\'I-‘PPcsh:mar.

L. L

2. The Scerclary Works and Services Dcpu \‘\\'FP P‘.sha\s..r

3. The Chicf Engincer Works and Services Deptiz-~ ~*- . -

4. The Seerctary Finance Depit: NWFP Peshawac......eniin Respondeats.

Appeal \U/S 3 of the \‘\VF Scrvxcc Tnbun‘.la Act 1974 feor sranting B 16 2s per

anruntal aoneal or‘thc appellant,

Mr. M. Asil Yous..1 Zax Advocaic........ Seseerezie s For Appcliant,

Mr. Ghulam Mustafa, A.G.P.................. T RSP For Rcs_pondcnts.

MIG ABDUL JALIL w505 i SREST O . MEMBE

MR. SULTAN \ALHMQOD umjrah .

..... ME\(IBLR. .

JUDGMENT

ABDUIJ ALIL, \ﬂ'-‘\‘TBER' ’I'h:s ..pp;al h..s bu.a ﬁlcd b)' the apucllant for grant

of B- 16 n; per n.lcs and agamsl nol lakmg acuon on the dcpartmcmal appcal of the

appellant. He has prayced th tthe Rcsponduus may bc dxrcct»d to grant BPS-16 to him on .
.u.qumng, szloma ..nd B-grdc c.\ammauon m. p..r Rulc; irom hxs duz dalc

Bru.l i’acts of Lhc casca.s namlcd in ihc mcmo ol appcal arc Ihat lhc appcllant was

-

.:ppomlud a.s Ro..d Inspcclor in lhe Rcspondcnt Dc.paruncm vxdc ordcr dated 17.4 198‘7

The .:pps.llam was promotcd as .Sub Engmccr (B ll) wdc order dau.d 28.3 3. 1990 The
appellant has also passed B-gadc dcpanmcmal u.\ammauon on 17.11. 1991 and h"s more
ua.m 10 years scwxcc at his crcdu. Somc Jumor Sub Engmccrs werc ‘granted” B-16 on
4.9.2003 and 19.4 "004. ‘I‘hc *ppcll:mt f' lcd a dcp..nnumal ..ppcal against those order on

|.»,.. T

1.3.2004 which was not r«.sPondx.d 1h;.rcforc ll‘c app»lianl ulcd & service anpcai bcarmg R

"Ne. 607/2005 in thxs Tnbunal Thc saxd appcal was ﬁnally dwpo;cd of on 15.12.2006 i in

(s that xhc appcllam b.. cons:dc.c.d tor BPS 16 1: he o;herwzse clmble and quahncd *

l_
LAY




Tabunal (he Responden;

VLS Wante

nid o file
. Ui the'. Suprense Court’ by, the same i decaled uag Oy the Law Departmen; on
i § ' R

22.1.2007. 'l'hcrcaﬁ‘_cr‘.thc appéuaz;’('E"‘Icc'{.j\mp}c‘i.ﬂcn:au’on Peiition in (his Tribun:11: T;:c said
imp!;.-;n..-m:m".m Petition u:; filed os':. 28.42QOS alier feceiving L’;c» decision of the

Reparimen ::cga§y9 on .2.5,4.2008. Then the ;-:ppcllr':nz
f A .\\'ahcd for 90 ¢ .

filed 2 dcpamncnt:! appeal and
S DUl 0 reply pog been’ rece

ived by the appellant 5o sap Hé.-.cc t’hc
present appeal, - SR S o R
.o hc_.'rcsponc.lcé';g:‘:_v..:g}'é:js_'.:z:r;‘g-}oﬁcd. ifhcy appeared théugh lheir GC:cscmativ:s,
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR '
APPEAL NO. 513 OF 2014
Irshad Ahmad Khan, Sub Engineer - --- Appellant
O/0 XEN Building Division No.|
Peshawar
Versus
1 . Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa - Respondents

C&W Department, Peshawar

2. Chief Engineer (Centre)
C&W Department, Peshawar

3. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Finance Department, Peshawar - - .

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We the respondent hereby affirm and declare that all the contents of the reply

aréﬂ"cor_rect'to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed.

(\
O ' ' Govt of Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa
?,o C&W Department
I
,a\&
| \’&




\ . BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, |
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR. |

Service Appeal No.__513 /2014

Mr. Irshad Ahmed Khan V/S C&W Department

o«

-------------

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

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objet_:tions:

(1-6) All objections raised by the respondents are
| incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped to
raise any objection due to their own conduct.

FACTS: !

1 Admitted correct by the respondents, so, no

~ comments. |

2 Incorrect and Misconceived, while Para-2 of the
Facts of Appeal is correct.

3 Incorrect, while Para-3 of the appeal is correct.
More over ensuring the availability of record was
the duty of the Deptt: and not of appellant and as

_ such the appellant cannot be deprived from his
~legal rights due to faults of others.

.4 Incorrect and not replied according to Para-4 of the
appeal.

' |
GROUNDS: |
A | |

A) Incorrect, while Para-A of the ground of appeal is
correct.

'B) Incorrect, while Para-B of the ground of appeal is

correct.




0)

D)
E)

F)

G)

H)

of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

Incorrect, The appellant has been deprived of his
right in an arbitrary and fanciful manner. More over
limitation factor is not attracted in cases of
monetary benefits of high scale/grade.

Incorrect. As explained above.

Incorrect as explained above.

Incorrect. The appellant has been deprived ofg his
right in an arbitrary and fanciful manner. More over
limitation factor is not attracted in cases! of
monetary benefits of high scale/grade. |

No comments has been admitted by the
respondents, so no comments.

Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal

APPELLANT |
Irshad Ahmed Khan |

Through: Q

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder: are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

o

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No.ﬁ_SlB_/ZOlél

Mr. Irshad Ahmed Khan V/S C&wW Department ‘

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

REJOINDER ON BEHA; F OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFUL LY SHEWETH:
________*____hf___f_

Preliminary Obiection_s_: .

(1-6) | All - objections raised by the respondents are
incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped o
raise any objection dye to their own conduct.

FACTS:

1 Admitted correct by the respondents, sq no

, comments, *

2 Incorrect and Misconceived, while Parz-2 of ‘the
Facts of Appesl is correct,

3 Incorrect, while Para-3 of the appeal is correct
More over ensuring the availability of record was
the duty of the Deptt: and not of appellant and as
such the appellant cannot be deprived from his
legal rights due to faults of others.

4 Incorrect and not replied according to Para-4 of the
appeal. _

GROUNDS: | |

A) Incorrect, while Para-A of the ground of appeal is

' correct. '

B) Incorrect, while Para-B of the ground of appeal is

correct,




O Incorrect, The appellant has been deprived of his
right in an arbitrary and fanciful manner. More over
limitation factor " is not attracted in cases of
monetary benefits of high scale/grade.

D) Incorrect. As explained above.
E) Incorrect as explained above.
F) Incorrect.. The ap;ﬁellant has been deprived of his

right in an arbitrary and fanciful manner. More over
limitation factor is not attracted in cases of
monetary benefits of high scale/grade.

G) No comments has been “ admitted 'by the
respondents, so no comments. '

.H).  legal.

v

It,is, fherefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for,

APPELLANT
Irshad Ahmed Khan

Through:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZALI )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT




E— e e T e

AT G

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
APPEAL NO. 513 OF 2014

- Irshad Ahmad Khan, Sub Engineer - Appellant
_.0/O XEN.Building Division No.l
“Peshawar
Versus
Secretary to Govt of Knyber Pakhtunkhwa . Respondents

C&W Department, Peshawar

Chief Engineer (Centre)
C&W Department, Peshawar

- Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Finance Department, Peshawar

Joint Parawise Comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1 to 3

Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminary Objections

oA WS

7

*‘That the appeal is not maintainable.
. That the appellant has never challenged in time any order in which his rights were ignored

That the appeal is premature.
That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
That the appeal is time barred.

That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non-joinder and mis-joinder of
necessary parties

.- T Thatthe appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal
- Facts'

1.

2.

Subject to proof

incorrect. In fact the selection grade BS-16 @25% of the total posts of the
Diploma Holder Sub Engineers (BS-11) was allowed by the Government with the
. condition that'._> =7 ““othe post shall be filled by selection on merit with due
regard to semorlty from amongst Sub Engineers of the Department, who have
passed the Departmental B-Grade Examination and have at-least ten (10) years

" service as such. The same facility has been discontinued by the Provincial

Government w.e.f. 01.12.2001 vide Finance Deptt letter No.FD(PRC)1-1/2001
dated 06.04.2003 (Annex-lI). The Establishment Deptt has issued a circular to all
Administrative Secretaries and directed to clear all left over cases of Govt
servants who were eligible for selection grade/move over on or before
01.12.2001 (Annex-ll). Consequently the Respondent Department granted
selection grade (BS-16) to 10 Sub Engineers in the year 2003 and 2004

., (Annex-lll). who were eligible and posts were available/vacant before

©01.012.2001. Although the name of the appellant was at Sl.No. 63 of the

seniority list of Sub Engineers dated 12.12.2000 (Annex-1V), the appellant was
not considered by the Departmental Promotion Committee due to incomplete
record, therefore, in the prevailing circumstances, the plea of the appellant is
‘infructuous.

The appellant’s right has not been effected due to the reason that the grant of Senior

.- Scale BS-16 awarded during 2003-04 as the seniority of the appellant was at very low
-+ position and was in no way entitled for the grant of senior scale BS-16 as per Govt

policy of 25% posts in senior scale BS-16 of the total number of posts of Sub Engineers
prior to 2001.

Correct to the extent that the attention of learned Services Tribunal is also invited into
the subject chronic issue that as mentioned above, the grant of BS-16 @ 25% of the total
sanctioned posts of Sub Engineers was allowed, which was subsequently freezed in 2001.-
Accordingly the selection grade upto 2001 was allowed against the available reserved quota of

... 25%, however, due to litigation and decision/ orders of leaned Tribunal so many Sub Engineers
.. have been allowed ante-date selection grade only on the basis of their seniority,




whereas at the time of consideration of selection grade cases none of them were
otherwise, suitable for consideration to the grant of selection grade due to
incorrplete record of their service i.e. non-availability of ACRs or pending
inquiries against them. This situation is increasing day by day and the Sub
Engineers who were not consider"’bearlier, indulging themselves into filing of
appeals in the Tribunal. In case the selection grade is granted on the basis of
seniority at this belated stage and by allowing ante date selection grade B-16 to
the Sub Engineers who are now in litigation on the basis of seniority, the reserve
quota of 25% will be increased to 50%, as a number of Sub Engineers have
“been allowed ante date selection grade in the light of the court decision. This
point needs proper consideration by the Hon'able court, so that un-necessary
litigation is avoided in future.

4. No comments
Grounds
A. Incorrect, as explained in para-2 of the facts. Moreover, the appellant was not

entitled to the said scale as selection grade is not granted on the basis of
seniority-cum-fitness rather selection on merit.

Incorrect. The selection grade cases are considered by the Departmental
Promotion Committee as per Service Rules and on the completion of codal
formalities. Furthermore, the orders of selection grade BS-16 in favour of the Sub
Engineers were issued in 2003, 2004 but the appellant remained silent and filed
no appeal against the orders in specified period.

Incorrect. The orders for the grant of selection grade (BS-16) in favour of the Sub
Engineers was legal and according to law/rules.

Incorrect, as explained in Para-B of the ground.

E. Incorrect, as explained in the above parars.

Incorrect. The selection grade cases are considered by the Departmental
Promotion Committee as per service rules and on the completion of codal
formalities.

Incorrect, as explained in para-2 of the facts.

. The Respondents would like to seek permission of this Hon'able Tribunal to

advance more grounds during the time of arguments.

In view of the above, it is submitted that the Abpeal may kindly be dismissed

with cost, as this Appeal is time barred and the same facility has been discontinued
by the Provincial Govt. Moreover, no post of BPS-16 (Selection Grade) exists in C&W

Department.

: X\ T
Chief Engin ?(C hire)
C&W Peshawar -
(Respondent No. 2)

L wel

Secretary to Govt of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
C&W Department Finance Department

- (Respondents No. 1) Ww/owdent No. 3)




- HVEMEDIATE

° GOVERNMENT OF N;w.F.é.,
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT

NO.SO (PSB) ED/1-23/2002
- Dated Peshawar, the 3.7.2004

All the Administrative Gecretaries in NWEP.

All the District Coordination Officers in NWFP.
“All the Political: Agents in the NWFP.

The Secretary Public Service Commission.

The Registrat, NWEP, Service Tribunal.

E.ﬁ:t»bihd-‘

SUBJECT: ~-CUT OFF DATE FO‘[‘{ DISPOSAL _OF ALL LEET QVER
VERISELECTION GRADE

ASES OF MOVE-O

Dear Sir,
b | am directed to refer to this departmicnt fetier of even number
dated 9.6.2003, 30.\ 2004 and 24.4.2004 on the _subject noted-above-.and 10
‘say that the cq.mpetem authority has observed that a number of W01‘king
. papers regarding grant of move over and Selection Grade cases arc¢ still
being rccéivcd which indicates that decistons taken carlier have not been
B implcn'lcmcd with letter and spirit. In order to enable the Departments 10
. process pcndihg cases the competent authority has been pleased to extend
the cut off date upto 31.5.2004. All ieft over cases of Government Servant
who wc;rc‘c\igiblc for Sclection Grade/Moveover before 1.12.2001 may be
placed before pSB/DPC for consideration as per instructions/policy on the
subject at tf\e latest otherwise strict disc'\p\inary action would be taken
against the dcfaulting offictal under the NWFP Removal from Service
(S\éecia\ Power) Ordinance 2000..The Admilﬁs‘.u'ative departiments af¢ also”

advised to furnish/weekly progress report aboul disposal of pending ¢ases of

§ Selection Grade/Move over through pSB/DPC on regular basis.
:
2. 71 am further directed to request that above instructions May

kindly be [ollowcd by all concerncd with letter and spirit.
. ' / }

7= Vours faithfull
-1 xS P \>\ o i Y i

. ‘_d' A ‘ (ﬁ'l'{. .J,,-’-_;“ ' . /i'\ﬁ } ) .»,f.\;...-:-" ".\) \ . o/ . / " (
| “"“““‘ “/‘ | /./ m————— ! ‘)“V:‘/’:-' "I/:} = \.' 4 ‘ C()?\ LJ.“ ’ .
‘ . ;1 ‘ : * ) k,'\/ ;‘_4" ,//\ \ ‘\'-.H . ' <~ .
. ; NG DX
! _ _ . V,‘;.-«"}f.,/a-/(‘.ﬂAROON-UR-RASHID)

| _ ‘\\i\ N," W ‘* - SECTION OFFICER (PSB)

| A / _:i\’..\\{ ‘1\ . \"'l \;‘. ' i . ’

| S \\'\'\-! X \\,
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Dated Peshaw

D/ :23/2002 ar, the 3.7.2004

¥ gadst: No. NO.SO (PSD) o

A copy 15 forwarded 0%
1. The PS 1O Secretary Establishment Department Peshawat.

y /\lein'\su*nlion De ar.

2 The PS 10 Seeretay partment Peshaw
fies N the

Sccrclarielecputy . Secrctd
ation Peshawat.

-1, PAs 10 all Add'\\'\onal

Estab\ishmcm and Administt
and Adm'\nisl\'a\ion

4. Al Section Cfi]ce\' in the Estab\ishmcnl

Department Peshawat.

PR) Government

of NWEP, Tinance Dcpanmem

P
/§EC'HON OFFICER (PSB)

\
o

5. The. Section Officer (
for information.

BB S Lt s
s wf‘.l’wy:,\ PN PN :
. TRNTIER G L -

B




O (BETTER COPY) ]
. ~  GOVERNMENT OF NWFP
| | | FINANCE DEPARTMENT .
. : ‘ , /" NoFDPROI-12003

5 : : , Dated Peshawar the April 6,2003
From Secrctary to Govt: of NWFP : ’
~.Finance Department

To .
All the Administrative Sceretaries (0 Govt. of NWFP
Senior Member, Board of Revenue NWFP
The Secretary to Governor NWEFP, Peshawar
The Secretary Provincial Assembly NWFP
-All Heads of Attached Department, NWFEP.
All District‘Coordination Officer/Political-Agents/
District and Session Judges NWTP
The Registrar Peshawar ‘High Court Peshawar
The Chairman NWFEP Public Service Conunission.
The Chairman NWFP Scrvice Tribunal Peshawar.
0.  The Sceretary Board of Revenue NWFP;Peshawar.

PP S

— o ooa~

P Subject- . REVISION OF BASICPAY SCALL AND FRENCH BENEFITS OF CIVIL
e D PLOY EES (BPS 1.22) OF THE NWFP GOVERNMENT (2001).

Dear Sit,

I am c_lire;;tcd to refer to this Department’s letter No.FD(PRC)1-1/2001 dated Nov:

15,2001 on the subject noted above and to say that clarification given against Para-7 (i) and

* (1i) may be read as under:-

“The Selection and Moveover shall stand discontinued w.e.f. 1-12-2001 in

- stead of 27-10-2001. The clarification’ issued vide the above referred letter

against Para.5(1) and Para 7 (1} & (it) stand modified to this elfect”.

Yours faithfully,

-Sd/-
(ABDUL LATIF)
DEPUTY SECRETARY (REG.)

Endst: No.FD(PRC)1-1/2003 Dated Peshawar the, April 6,2003

A copy is {orwarded for information to:-

i All Autonomous/Semi Autsnomous Bodies/Corporation in NWFP

-Sd/-
(ABDUL LATIF)
DEPUTY SECRETARY (REG.)

A e

L AR
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',meeum hcltl on 12.08.2003, the compclent

GOVERNMENT OF N ‘W.F.P.

WORKS & SERVICES DEPARTM ENT

gonnnm

: No SOE l/W&SM 2!2003/5 s Consequsnt
on Comuuitee of the \hoai\s & oe1v1ces Dep'mmcnt dulmb its

‘Depaiﬂnem'\l Pronoti

Senior Scale (BS 16) in respect of the following S

Services Depal lmenl with immediate effeut -

i. Mr. Muhammad Anf
C&W D;wsron Mattam

2. M. Missal- l&h'\n :

‘Endst. No SOE ]/W&S/4-2/2003/S S .

COpy forwarded to the:-

Managing Director I Frontier Hl;,
Deputy Secretaiy (Reg-m) Estabh
Deputy Secietary (Reg)

R R

Officials concerned.

13. Offiwce Orden/Pelsoml ﬁles

D'ued Peslnwan the 04 09 / 2005

u;on iecommendatxons of the.

authonty has been pleased to thc graut or

ub En";,mcets (BS 11) of the Woan &
’ ~.

Sub Engineer O/o the: }n..N Dev:

at Kohal

Sub Engineer O/0 the XEN Dcv L ‘
C&W. Division SWA at Twnk R

SECRETARY TO GOVT bF NWEP -
woms & SERVI(“ES DEPA‘RTMENT

tcd Peshawal, the 04.09. 200” f

_ Accountant Genelal\IWTP PeshaW'u
. Chief Engineer Works & Services. Peshawar, -
. Chief Engineer Works & Services (FATA) Peshawax

Jiways. Authority- Peshawar.
shment Pepartment’ l’eshawn',. ‘

Finance Depmmcut Peshawal
Al Supcuntendmg Engineer WE&S Depaﬁmcnt
District/ Agency - Accounts Ofﬁcms concem d

“10. " PS to Secretary Works & Sevvices Depal‘unent
t PA to Additional Sect etary Works & Ser VICEs Depamnent

12 . Section Officer (Estt- -1 Wotks & Sewtces Dcpaﬂment '

o \&

(MU TAMMAD AKBAR KH L\N)

R

SECTION OFTICER (ESTT-
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CDated Posthinwear lhc 19 '(hl 130064

')mmlmunl(\n Yromntion Cammitice ol the Works & Serviccs. Department during. its

mecting heldoen 25/03/2004. the compeicnt ,mlhmul\' s been 1)lczts¢.d to the wrant ol
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ll i i "M |\'\uh.num'\d Shah., ':—. ..,_._-._-...._,,...’-.‘5:. .
l i Sub B nineer X0 the repuly chum- s '. .
[ '.(’ll\' Disit;, Govl l’cxn.\\\.u i ’ <oy
B “Chir. Buland lq!ni . S
. ‘» \bub Engineer, O/, the NEN ‘)n.\ ClW i -
‘ | .| Division, Khyber Ageney al hmmd i '
: RN . Hida .\\nll.nh : . . .
| 5 lb Enginecr Qo e l)\.pul" l)irccllolr-li,' R N L
e e ‘4_"11.'-').'....- 90”‘ Peshinyil T ‘ " !
o4 \ dr. Sanaullai, I b N '
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- e ‘
l Me, Tarky llmnan i
\ ! sub Engincer Ofo the \i-\ I)v'v C& \\. )
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! § DY Khano L o o .- ‘ l- :
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Lo isw Engineer. O/u 11& St
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Copy forws .\x(lul w the-

1. Accountant -General NW§ 1‘ l’ul\ \m ;

2 AGPR, Sub Oflice, Peshawvar. .« - - )
3. Chiol'E nuuu,cl Waorks o Smwu.\ Peshawar,

s Chicll snpineer (F ATA) Works & Sernees I)\ pul i'uh.u\ ‘
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S. I\lamnm'- Divecior Frontic ’
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3. Oficials concerned. e _ :
« 0, 'S Scerclay works & Suwxu’ })L*p;u'i.u}wn, Az ‘

10, Qe Ord \:thm sonal tiles.
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-=s~ $0 Mubammad Adris
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.. 64

o

Lo

Malik Nawaz’

- §/0 Gul Daraz

1. 80 MrSultan Sikandar
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-lnamul Hzq .
§/Q’ Shamsul Haq
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Ix"s_had Ahmad Khan
- -$/Q lal Muhammad kb= -7 - v T ITTT
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", Abdul Hakira
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| IN THE COURT OF (M/L{/éc TAL M 79&444M

VAKALAT NAMA

NO. "0

ZW M ﬂW ~_ (Appellant) |

" to.appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us

. Counsel on my/our costs.

(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)
C . WERsUs TR
C CQ/ 6\) D&ﬁ# - (Respondeﬁt)'
| : (Defendant) -
1y hu%w/ Atad o
/wvr/fr Y27

Do hereby appoint and constitute M.Asif Yousafzal, Advocate, Peshawar, (Adv)

as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the: above noted matter, without any liability
for his default and with the authonty to engage/appomt any other Advocate/

I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit; withdraw and receive on"my/ou'r
behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account.in the
above noted matter. The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our -

. ‘case at any stage of the proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is
-outstandmg agalnst me/us.

a0 o ”

" - ( CLIENT)

. ACCEPTED =~ *
M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI '
~ Advocate

" M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI | il AL A7 .
_ Advocate High Court, | /ﬁ/”bf% ALl KRN
Peshawar. . | . E S - ‘
OFFICE: ' ‘ R -

Room No.1,; Upper Floor,

Islamia Club Building, _ _ _ .

Khyber Bazar Peshawar. ‘ ‘ - : . .

Ph.091-2211391- o ot \ - T .
0333-9103240 IR




