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Service Appeal No.1431/2018

Muhammad Tariq, Stenographer (BPS 14) Office of the Deputy
Commlssmner District Nowshera. i
..................................... ..................."2.....,.......Appellant)

Versus

I. The Deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera.
2. The Commissioner, Peshawar Division, PeshaWar. !
3. The Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Board of -
Revenue, Revenue & Estate Department Civil Secretarlat Peshawar.
4. Zia Ullah Khan, Stenographer (BPS-14), § Office of the Deputy
Commissioner, District, Nowshera.

s

.................................... .....................g..........(Respondents)
Present: '
Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak, ‘
AdVOCAte. .. .vviiie e, .For appellant.
Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, |
Additional Advocate General................ gFor official respondents
Mr. Muhammad Arif Jan, §
Advocate....... P e ’.For respondent No.4
Date of InStitution. ...................... L....22.112018
Dates of Hearing......................... S 23.11.2022
Date of Decision......................... '%i'...,..23.1 1.2022

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

Serwce Appeal No.1 432/201 8
Anwar Baig, Stenographer» (BPS-14) office of the Deputy
Commissioner, District Nowshera. . :
............... PR R 11) 11 11,13

Versus

5. The Deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera.
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Ser'wce /Ippcal' Nol431/2018 tiled ~“Muhammad Tarig-vs-The depmy Cammlsstoner District Nowshera and

\ others”, Service uppeal No. 1432/2018 titled "' Amvar Baid-vs- The de;iuty Commissioner, District Nowshera und

- others” (md Service appeal No. 1433/2018 titled * Shahi Mulk-vs- The deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera

\3 and others™ decided on 23.11.2022 by Division Bench comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, C) hairman. and Fareeha
b Paul, Member, Executive, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Pechuwar
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4,
6. The Commissioner, Peshawar Division, Peshawar
7. The Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Board of
Revenue, Revenue & Estate Department Civil Secretarlat Peshawar.
8. Zia Ullah Khan, Stenographer (BPS-14),! Office of the Deputy

Commissioner, District, Nowshera. §
RPN SRR ¢ . 0227 /Y T2 (211 ))
Present: ‘
Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak,
Advocate........covviii i i.For appellant.
Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, ‘
Additional Advocate General................ For official respondents.
Mr. Muhammad Arif Jan, {
Advocate........ooooeiiiii ;iForrespondentNo 4
' i
Date of InStLULON. .........eoveeveo . i....22.11.2018
Dates of Hearing......................... o 23.11.2022
Date of Decision......................... f...23.11.2022
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Service Appeal No.1433/2018
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Shah-i-Mulk, Stenographer (BPS-14) o:fﬁce of the Deputy

Commissioner, District Nowshera. %
..l.......'......"'.............‘...'.'................ig'...'.'.'...Appellant)
5
& _
Versus !
¢

9. The Deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera.
10.The Commissioner, Peshawar Division, Peshawar
‘11.The Secretary, Government of Khyber ]?akhtunkhwa, Board of
Revenue, Revenue & Estate Department Civil §ecretariat Peshawar.
12.Zia Ullah Khan, Stenographer (BPS- 14) Office of the Deputy

Commissioner, District, Nowshera. *
ll'.........."l?.".l.....'...l.'..l..“‘.."'.I.I.'.'.j;’l..‘."l.'.(Respondents)
Present: §
Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak, b
Advocate............ooooiii {.For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,
Additional Advocate General................ :For official respondents.
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Service Appeal Noil431/2018 titled “Muhammad Tarig-vs-The depury Commissioner. District Nowshera and
others”, Service appeal No. 1432/2018 titled ‘Anwar Baid-vs- The deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera and
others” and Service appeal No. 1433/2018 tided * Shahi Mulk-vs- The deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera
and others” decided on 23.11.2022 by Division Bench comprising I\ahm Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Farecha
Paul, Member, Executive, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshiwar.

g

Mr. Muhammad Arif Jan, 3

Advocate. ..o, ;.F or respondent No.4
Date of Institution..................... 22112018
Dates of Hearing............... e L. 23.11.2022
Date of Decision......................... % ...... 23.11.2022

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRlBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST
THE IMPUGNED REVISED FINAL, SENIORITY VIDE
NOTIFICATION  DATED 09.11 20]§ WHICH WAS
UNLAWFULLY RECTIFIED ON THE TIME BARRED
APPLICATION OF RESPONDENT NO. 4’FILED ON 06.07.2018
AGAINST THE FINAL SENIORITY LIST DATED 04.12.2017.

A P SR IAN, e S

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN Through this single judgment this

appeal and all the above connected service appeals are decided as all the three

appeals are respecting the same allegations. f

02.  Brief facts leading to the institution of these service appeals are that the

appellants were initially appointed as Junior S;cale Stenographers in the Co-

g
g

operative Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and wer declared surplus and then

adjusted in the DCO office Nowshera on 13.12.2iOOi and 01.08.2001; that in the

4
§

year 2013 a tentative seniority list in respect (f;f stenographers was issued by

H

respondent No.1, wherein the names of appellant v§/as at serial No.1,2 and 3 and the

§ .
name of respondent No.4 was shown at the bottom, the same was not objected by

é
¥

any official concerned, therefore, on 10.12.2013 final seniority list was issued with

3

.- . - . g . . . - ~
the same position; that similarly in the year %2017 tentative seniority list of

stenographers was again issued by the respondent No.1 and the seniority position of

b
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Service Appeal Nol431/2018 titled Muhammad Tarig-vs-The depufy Commissioner.. District Nowshera and
others”. Service appeal No. 1432/2018 titled **Amvar Baid-vs- The dej,i)uly Commissioner. District Nowshera and
others" and Service appeal No. 1433/2018 titled * Shahi Mulk-vs- Thé deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera

and others” decided on 23.11.2022 by Division Bench comprising l\a/un Arshad Khan, Chalrman und Farecha
Paul, Member, Executive, Khyber Pakhtunklnva Service Tribunal, Pe_shuuar :

the officials concerned reiriained the samé “as pjer the final seniority list dated
10.12.2013 which was then not objécted by anyon:ie concerned and in pursuance of
which final seniority list was issued on 04.12.2017,:5; that after lapse of seven months

of the final seniority list dated 10.12.2017, the resﬁ)ondent No.4 filed an application
dated 06.07.2018 wherein he claimed that appellaf)t and others were junior to him;
§ .

4
€
1

that the application of private respondent No.4 was processed and the same was

£

accepted on 26.10.2018, in pursuance of which -"'ithe resporident No.1 issued the
impugned revised final seniority list ot stenographers vide notn‘lcatlon dated
09.11.2018 wherein the appellants were shown junior to the private respondent

No.4, hence, this service appeal on 22.11.2018. 3

3. On receipt of the appeals and admissiqns to qu hearing, the
respondents were summoned. Respondents put apﬁearance anéd contested the
appeals by filing written replies raising the;ein ri_ﬁmerdus lejgal and factual
objections. The defence setup was a total der%ial of the claim of the

appellants.

4, We have heard learned counsel for the:, appellants and learned

Additional Advocate General for official respondents No.1 to 3 and learned

counsel for private respondent No.4.

e

5. The Learned counsel for the appellants§ reiterated the facts and
grounds detailed in the memo and grounds of the?;appeals while the learned

AAG and learned counsel for private respondent No.4 controverted the same

by supporting the impugned order(s).

vty s T AR s EOK T 2R

06. At the very outset the learned counsel for private respondent No.4 as well as
; R
learned Additional Advocate General objected Ehat there was no departmental
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Service Appeal Nol431/2018 ritled *Muhammad Tarig-vs-The deputy Commissioner. District Nowshera and
others”, Service appeal No. 1432/2018 titled *Amwar Baid-vs- The deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera and
others” und Service appeal No. 1433/2018 titled “ Shahi Mulk-vs- Thé deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera,
and others™ decided on 23.11.2022 by Division Bench comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman. and Farecha
Paul, Member, Executive, Khyber Pakhtunkinwa Service Tribunal, Peshc?war.

representation filed by the appellants against the f_impugned seniority list of 2018.

H

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that a:s the impugned seniority list was

: . . .
prepared/revised on acceptance of the departmental representation of the private

3
»

respondent, therefore, no need to file departmentail representation on the same was

felt. He added that the respondent department heéd not even heard the appellants

betore revising the séniority list as previously tzhe appellants admittedly ranked
senior to the private respondent. As there is no deéartmental representation filed by
the appellants, therefore, we deem it appropriate, fln the interest of justice, that let

Ky,

these service appeals be treated as departmental: representations and sent to the

departmental authorities for their decision in accordance with law and rules within a

b

period of sixty days of receipt of this judgment unider intimation to the Registrar of
this Tribunal. The respondents shall also intimate tl;‘le date of reéeipt of the judgment

to the Registrar office of this Tribunal. Disposed oif accordingly. Costs shall follow

' i
the event. Copy of this judgment be placed in all thge connected appeals. Consign.

TN AT

07.  Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our hands and
; A

:
the seal of the Tribunal on this 23" day of Novem?)er, 2022.
3
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KALIM ARSHAD l}"HAN
Chairman

¥
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FAREEHA PAUL

Member (Executive)
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- 23v Nov, 2022 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for official respondents

%
§

and counsel for private respondent No.4 present.

NPTORRUPR.

2. Vide our detailed judgemen‘é of today placed on file this
éppeal and the connected two appeals%, we deem it appropriate, in the
interest of justice, that let these iéervice appeals be treated as
departmental fepresentations and sen -"to the departmental authorities

for their decision in accordance with law and rules within a period of

sixty days of feceipt of this judgment under intimation to the
Registrar of this Tribunal. The respondents shall -also intimate the
date of receipt of the judgment to the Registrar office of this
Tribunal. Disposed of accordingly. Cﬁopy of this judgment be placed

in all the connected files. Costs to follow the events. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under our

3

hands and seal of the Tribunal on thif‘ 23 day 5f November, 2022.

(Kalim A¥shad Khan)
Chairman

T \‘ :
(Fareeha Paul)
Member(Executive)
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31.03.2022
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~ Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

ngd\@tional Advocate General for official respondents No. 1 to 3

present. Private respondent Noﬂ. 4 alongwith his counsel present. -
Appellant requested for. adjournment on the ground fhat’ .
his counsel is out of station due to some domestic engagement
It appears from the record that SO many adJournments have
been granted upon the‘reque..st of the appellant/counsel for the
appellan't, ‘th‘efefofe, last ’opbortunity given; To come up for

- arguments before the D.B on 26.05.2022.

-

ST

(Rozina Rehman) (Salah-ud-Din)

Member (J) Member (J)



14.01.2021  Due to COVID 19 the .case is adjourned for the
same on 19.04. 2021 before D.B.
R ADER

- 21.04.2021 . Due to demise of the Worthj} Chairman, the Tribunal is
non-functional, = therefore, case is adjourned to
-13.08.2021 for the same as before. T

"
13.08.2021 | None present on behalf of appellant.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional AdvocategGeneraF for

official respondents present. Private respondent No.4” present

This is an old appeal. It appears from previous proceequs in
the order sheets that the trend of adjournment is tllted to the
appellant. Therefore, appellant and counsel be put on notice for
_ensurihg their presence to argue the appeal on the next date

: positively. Absence of the appellant and his counsel shall be deemed
- as their having lost the interest in pursuit of this appeal and the
same shall be dismislsed in default. Copy of this order sheet be sent

to them alongwith notice. To come up on 14.12.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) . Ch n.

Member (J)

coa
f}—-,
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" 16.06.2020 . Nemo-for the parties.

On’ the last date of hearing the matter was -a_gij‘oufned
through readers note. ;T:he ofﬁge shall, therefore, issue notice to the
- parties for next date of hearing.

o Adjourned to 31.08.2020 before D.B.

MEMBER

31.08.2020 Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned to

05.11.2020 for the same as before.

@@p |

05.11.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addi. AG'for
the respbndents present. B N '

The Bar is observing general strike,'therefére, the-

matter is adjourned to 14.01.2021 for hea'ring before the

D.B.

(Mian Muhamma
Member
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A ,26.12.2019 . Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Jan,

rid -
SRE DDA for official respondents and private respondent
A b '

| ) no.4 with counsel present. Appellant seeks adjournment
as his counsel is not available today. The appellant
dragged the private respondent but is not prepared to
argue the present service appeal and the same s
bein adjourned on the request on behalf of the
appe'?l

which to be paid by the appellant to the private

ant, hence, adjourned at the cost of Rs.3000/-

respondent. To come up for arguments on 28.02.2020
before D.B.
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23.10.2019

“~

. . . . \".’
‘Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, DDA
alongwith Mr"."'.f Zahid 'Gﬁl,' P.S -for respondents present-'.'

Appellant seeks adjoux‘mhent due to general strike on the call of

~ Pakistan Bar council. Adjourn."To come up for arguments on

23.10.2019 before D.B.

=

Member ‘ ember

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Zia
U!Iah Iearned Deputy District, Attorney for the official
respondents present Private , respondent No.4 in person

present.
EARS Loy "

T Learned counsel for the appellant requests for

~

Y

adjournment in order to further prepare the brief. Learned
counsel for the prlvate respondent No.4 is also reported to be

_ engaged before the Honourable High Codrt today.
Adjourned to 26.12.2019 before D.B.

y e y

Member Chairma
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11.03.2019 Clerk of ., counsel for. the. ‘appellant present Mr Kablrulla‘f"S
Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Zahid Gul Private Secretary for
official respondents No. 1 to 3 and private reSpondent No. 4 in person
present. 'ertten reply on behalf of respondents not submitted. Learned
Addltlonal AG requested for further adJournment for filing of written
reply. Adjourned To come up for written reply/comments on 15. 04 2019

“before S .B. , 7w
S (MUHAMMAD;AﬁJIN KHAN KUNDI)
i | + MEMBER .
b (I i
15.04.2019 ; Appellant in person ‘present. Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak

" learned Additional Advocate General alongthh Zahid Gul P.S

‘ for official respondents present. anate respondent No.4 in

[T

person present. Written reply submltted. To come up for

R rejoinder/arguments on 17.06.219 before D.B-

v

s ‘Member

17.06.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and l\/ir Zia Ulloh learned
Depuity District Attorney for the respondents present. Leamed-
coun’%el for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourhed. To come
up for arguments on ‘08.08.2019 before D.B. :

AL

- .

Member




Service Appeal No.1431/2018 " : ’ ’

application be also given to the-respondents for the date alrcady
fixed. ‘T'ill the next date fixed, fate of the further prom‘otio'm-of the
. parties to the next- hlghCl poql/gladc shall be subject to -the

outcome of the present service appeal.

IV | &r
LR R -

D waeams Member

12.12.2018 - Appellant in person present. - Mr. Kabirullah
| Khattak, Additional AG.for the respondents present. Notice

to respondent No. 3 éould not be issued due to non-

furnishing of copy of memo of appeal. Appellant is

directed' to furnish the copy of memo of appeal for

respondent No. 3thereafter, notice be issued to respondent

No. 3 for filing of written reply. To come up for written

reply/comments on 22.01.2019 before S.B.

Muhamrr/g/mm Khan Kundi

Member

>‘2A2..O'1 2019  Appellant in person present and requested for time to
furnish copy of appeal for~ respondent No.3. Three (03) days
h grante-“d for doing the néedful, thereafter notice be issued to
respondent No.3. Arif Jan Advocate present and subniitted
wakalat nama in favor of respoxz‘iderﬁ No.4 and requested for
time to f{]rnish written reply ‘Wrilten‘ reply on behalf of
1esp0ndcnts Nol & 2 not bubmlltcd notice be issued to
respondents No.1 & 2 Wlth /dxrectlonh to furnish written reply.

- Adjourn. To come up for written leply on 11.03.201% before
S.B. I

\(\l*/\

Member -
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Lcarned counsel for the appellant present.

§;Ws.v.~~'?..«'eq~"-f. FL # (Ma.g«»

The appellant (Stcnogrdphcr Office  of the  Deputy

Commissioner Nowshera) has filed the present service appeal
against the revised final seniority list issued vide Notification

dated 09.11.2018.

Main argument of learned counsel for the appellant is that in all
the earlier seniority lists the appellant stands senior to the private
respondent No.4 and as such the seniority of the appellant vis a

vis respondent No.4 has been disturbed for the [irst time vide

‘sen-i(!)rity list wherein the appellant has been placed junior to the

private respondent No.4.
Preliminary arguments heard. File perused.

Note as given in the impugned final seniority list of the
Stenographers of the Deputy -Commissioner Office Nowshera is
sel f-explanatory. According to the explanation as given in the satd
seniority list, the appellant was appointed as Junior Scalc
Stenographer in the Office of Budget & Accounts Office Co-
Operative Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and was

declared surplus and then adjusted in the DCO Office Nowshera

con 13.12.2001, while on the other hand the private respondent

No.4 is the permanent employee of the DCO Office Nowshera
who was appointed on 15.08.1997. In thesc circumstances the

appellant was rightly placed below the private respondent No.4 in

“the impugned seniority list, for the reason that his cadre was

changed. However m view of the contention of the learned

- -

counsel for thc dppcllam as mentioned dbovc and in the interest of
‘justice the present service appeal is admitted for regular hearing

subject to all the legal objections. including the issue of

maintainability. The appellant is directed to deposit sccurity and
process fee within 10 days, thereafter notices be issued to the
respondents for written reply/comments. To come up for writien

reply/comments on 12.12.2018 before S. B

Application for interim relict is also anncxed with the

memortandum ol the present service appedl. Notice of the said

5 &



Form-A .
FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of - ~ s
Case No, /2018 -
S.No. | Date of order Order or other p?oceeding’s with §ignatdre of judge
proceedings - . . . o ‘
1 2 3
1 26/11/2018 As per'directioh of the Worthy Chairman this case is
submitted to the S. Bench for decision on office objection. To be
put up there on _258/11 /K5 . |
SR oy
REGISTRAR =~
28.11.2018 Iearned counsel for the appellant present and
contended that the impugned revised seniority list
was issued as a result of departmental appeal of the
private respondenf No.4 hence there was no need to
file depalﬁ_nc'rital' appeal against the same. Tn view of
the above contention of learned counsel for the
appellant, the office objection is removed for the
time being.
. xmber
-8\l 201 Tie case o ewtusted to S Rend,
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Tarid S:;é'nOgrapher Office of the D.C Nowshera received
today i.e. on 22.11.2018 is 'i'n:c‘ér'rig‘i;l'ete o‘ri“l't‘f‘\"é”'ifalllbwing score which is returned to the
counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Copy of departmental appeal/review petition against the impugned nptification dated

09.11.2018 is not attached with the-appeal which may be placed on it.

No. 2 S.T,

Dt. 24 2018.

REGISTRAR 25 \1 |19
SERVICE TRIBUNAL WA ‘

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

M. Khushdil Khan Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Muhammad Tariq

The Deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera

Service Appeal No[ Q 3] /2018

VERSUS

INDEX

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

.........

Appellant

Respondents

S.No

Description of Documents “ . Date

Annexu
re

Pages

Memo of Servicé Appeal

14

Application for restraining the
respondents from considering the
case of promotion of the
respondent No.4 on the basis of
impugned seniority list with
affidavit

5-7

Copy of covering letter with
Tentative  Seniority & List  of
Stenographers (BPS-14) as stood
on 01.11.2013 wherein the name
appellant is at serial No.1 while
the name of respondent No.4 at
serial No.4

08.11.2013

Copy of covering letter with Final
Seniority List of Stenographers
(BPS-14) as stood on 01.12.2013
wherein the name appellant is at
serial No.l1 while the name of
respondent No.4 at serial No.4

10.12.2013

10-11

Copy of covering letter with
Tentative  Seniority  List  of
Stenographers (BPS-14) as stood
on 01.11.2017 wherein the name of
appellant is at serial No.1 while
the name of respondent No.4 at
serial No.4

01.11.2017

12-13

Copy of covering letter with Final
Seniority List of Stenographers

04.12.2017

14-15




‘_S.No N Descnptlon of Documents a Daté An?:xu Pages
A' (BPS-14) as stood on 04 12. 2017
wherein the name of appellant is
at serial No.1 while the name of
respondent No.4 at serial No.4
Copy of  application of
7. |respondent No.4 (Ziaullah Khan) | 06.07.2018 E 16-17
against the final seniority list
Copy of letter of respondent No.3
addressed to respondent No.2
S therein the application of 23.10.2018 F 18
respondent No.4 was entertained
Copy of letter of the respondent
9. No.2 addressed to requndept 26.10.2018 G 19
No.1 for necessary correction in
the final seniority list.
Copy of the covering letter with
the Impugned Revised Final
Seniority List as stood on
09.11.2018 wherein the name of '
10. respondent No.4 was placed at 09.11.2018 H 20-21
serial No.1 while appellant was
relegated to junior position at
serial No.2
11. | Wakalatnama
Date:/7<///2018
Appellant
Through \ /
ushdjl Khan
A Vﬁtle Supreme Court.
&
_)\s\__,_,__S“(Q
Ashraf Ali Khattak

Advocate High Court.



1

BEFORE THE SERVICES ‘";F-R'IB'U'NAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Service Appeal No. /2018

1. Muhammad Tariq,
Stenographer (BPS-14)
Office of the Deputy Commissioner,
District Nowshera..........cooovierinii Appellant

VERSUS
1. The Deputy Commissioner,

District Nowshe;a.

2. The Commissioner,
Peshawar Division Peshawar.

3.  The Secretary, ,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Board of Revenue, Revenue & Estate Department
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

4. Zia Ullah Khan
' Stenographer (BPS-14),
- Office of the Deputy Commissioner ,
District, Nowshera .........cccooceniiiiininnn. e Respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE

 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED REVISED -
lﬁh«*._

FINAL SENIORITY VIDE NOTIFICATION DATED

09.11.2018 WHICH WAS UNLAWFULLY RECTIFIED
ON THE TIME. BARRED APPLICATION OF

RESPONDENT NO.4 FILED ON 06.07.2018 AGAINST

THE FINAL SENIORITY LIST DATED 04.12.2017.




Respectfully Sheweth,

The concise facts giving rise to the present service
appeal are as under:- -

1. That appellant was initially appointed as Junior Scale
Stenographer in the Co-operative Department Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa. In the year 2001 under devolution of power, he

" was declared surplus but later on adjusted in the office of

" District Co-ordination Ofﬁcer, Nowshera on 31.12.2001 and
since then he was working as such in the office of respondent

No.1.

2. That in the year 2013 a tentative seniority list in respect of
stenographers was issued by the respondent No.l therein
name of appellant was at serial No.1 and the name of
respondent No.4 was at bbttom. Since the same was not
objected by any official concerned therefore on 10.12.2013 final
seniority list was issued with the same position. Copies of
tentative seniority list dated 08.11.2013 (Annexure A) and
final seniority list dated 10:12.2013 (Annexure B). 4

3. That similarly in the year 2017 tentative .seniority list of
stenographers was again issued by tﬁe reépondent No.1 and
the seniority position of the officials concerned was remained
the same as per the final seniorify list dated 10.12.2013 which
was then not objected by anyone official concerned and in
pursuance of which final seniority list was issued on
04.12.2017 therein also the senior position of appéllant
remained intact which attained finality. Copies of tentative
seniority list dated 01.11.2017 (Annexure C) and final
seniority list dated 04.12.2017 (_Annexure D).

4. That after lapse of seven (7) months of the final seniority list

~dated 10.12.2017, the respondent No4 filed an application



{
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dated 06.07.2018 therein he claimed that appellant and others

are junior to him ahd he be given senior pesition in the

" seniority list by revising it. Copy of application: Dated -
#06.07.2018 of réspondent No.4 (Annexure E).

. That the application of respondent No.4 was processed and in

view of letter of respondent No.1 dt 23.10.2018 (Annexure-F)
the application was accepted as per letter dt 26.10.2018
(Annexure G) of the respondent No.2 in pursuance of which
the respondent No.l issued the impugned revised final

seniority list of stenographers vide notification dt 09.11.2018

(Annexure H) wherein the position of the app-ellant was

changed and he was relegated to junior position and placed
him at Sr. No.2 of the fevised- final seniority‘ list of which he -
has grievances and submits this service appeal on the

following amongst other grounds:-

-

GROUNDS:-

A.

That respondents No.2 a‘nd.3 have not acted in ‘according to
law and rules on subject and unlawfully entertained the
application of respondent No.4 which was hopelessly time
barred and even no request for condonation was made by the
respondent No.4. Thus the orders dated 23.10.2018 and
26.10.2018 of respondents No:2 & 3 and the subsequent

- impugned notification dated 09.11.2018 regarding the revised

final seniority list are iHegal, without lawful authority, of no
legal effect and inoperative on the rights of appellant and

liable to be set aside.

~ That respondent No.1 has rightly assigned senior position to

appellant in the seniority list issued in the year 2013 and the

same position was continuously remained intact in the

subsequent seniority lists issued from time to time without
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any objection by any concerned official which attained finality
and became a past and closed transaction which could not be
reopened on the mcompefént application of the respondent

No.4.

C.  That the continuity of senior position of the appellant in all the
“ seniority lists created vested right in his favour which could

- not taken away under the principle of locus poenitentiae.

D. That respondent No.4 is estopped by his own conduct that he
~accepted his junior position to appellant in all previous
seniority lists and he has no legal justification to claim his
seniority at this belated stage and he has lost his right if any
under the idem i.e. delay defeat equity.

It Ais therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
service appeal, the impugned orders dated 23.10.2018,
26.10.2018 and the impugnéd notification of the revised final
seniority list dt 09:11.2018 may graciously be éet aside and the
original' final seniority list dt 04.12.2017 may kindly be

restored therein the name of appellant to be at serial No.1.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances
of case not specifically asked for may also be granted to

appellant.

Dated: [4 /11/2018 ) ﬁppgilant
Through / ’
/ \\,, /

"\ Khush Dil Khan
ate,

Supreme Court of Pakistan

& .

‘A s \_J_ff\ Yo
Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar



BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Misc Apiﬁiiéation No. /2018

IN

Service Appeal No. /2018
'- Muhammad Tariq........................ TP Appellant
VERSUS
The Deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera......... Respondents

* APPLICATION _FOR__RESTRAINING _THE
RESPONDENTS __ NO. &2 _ FROM
CONSIDERING THE CASE OF PROMOTION
OF RESPONDENT NO.4 TO NEXT HIGHER
POST/ GRADES ON THE BASIS OF REVISED
FINAL SENIORITY LIST DATED 09.11.2018

' WHICH IS UNDFR CHALLENGED IN THIS
HON'BLE' TRIBUNAL BEING RECTIFIED IN
VIOLATION OF LAW AND RULES BASED
ON_MALAFIDE JUST TO FACILITATE THE
PROMOTION _OF _RESPONDENT NO.4 IN
ILLEGAL AND UNFAIR MANNER AS WELL
AT THE RIGHT OF APPELLANT. |

| Respectfully Shewith,

1.

That the above titled service appeal is being filed today which

is yet to be fixed for hearing.

That the facts alleged and grounds taken in the body of appeai
may kindly be taken as an integral part of this application
which make out an excellent prima facie case in favour of

appellant/ applicant.



3. That the impﬁgned orders as well the revised final seniority
list passed and prépére'c"l" in glériﬁé violation of law and rules
on subject and also based on malafide intention just to

 facilitate the promotion of respondent No:4 at the r1ght of
appellant/ applicant which is not tenable and likely be ‘set
aside by this Hon'ble tr1bunal therefore he requests to restram
respondents from entertammg the case of promotion of the
- respondent No.4 to next higher post/ grade which has been
initiated by the office of respondents. Moreover all the
requisite ingredients fall in favour of applicant for the

requisite interim relief.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that 6n acceptance of the
instant application, this Honorable Tribunal may graciously
be pleased to restrain the respondents from making

| - promotion of the respondent No.4 on the basis of impugned

seniority list till the final decision of the accompanying appeal

Through

Advocate Supreme Court.
. & ' ) .

Js\.———-—-" \‘i“v‘}’

Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate High Court.

Dated: M;‘” /11/ 2018
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" BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |

Service Appeal No.__. /2018 -

Muhammad Tarig................ - ............................. Appellant
VERSUS
The Deputy Commissioner, District Nowshera......... Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Tariq; Stenographef '(BPS-M) Office of the Deputy
| Coﬁunissioner, Disti'ici Nowéhera, do heréby solemnly "affirm aﬁd
declare on Oath that the contents of this application are true and
correct to the best of my knoWiedge, and nothing has I;een concealed

from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

Deponent
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E DEPUTY COMM\S \ONER NOWSHFRI-\

'OFFICE OF TH
0. qo08e” gz 123/EA/DC/NSR

ated 111/2013

To:
(Al concerned).

TENTATIVE SENIO

Subject:
1.11.2013.
Memo: o
ted seniority list 5mongst the Steno Graphers (bPS~ 14) bf this
.l to you in

The above (uO
for verification as well as
if any must reach thi
nal seniority

{o examine all partlcu\ars relate
s office by 20.11.2013 posnlwdy

s hereby circulated
list wilt be issued.

e . all columns. Your ob]ections/observattons i
for decision by the competent authority and subsequently fi
' Al

office i

Accounts Offlccr
pc Office NOWaheld .

ation pleast. -

Even NO &.date
copy forwarded 10 the following for informa
/// |
\ 1. The Depuly Commissioner Nowshera.
: 2. The Assistant Commissioner Nawshera. !
/ ':'
/ - k;_a/‘/.-"'f/

/ W e s
Accounts OffiC(_I’

- @[:—:K /7. DC Office Nowshem a
M i a ;“\,i:“"'

o L |
. : ) . TR
. Cﬂ[\ ;w,."' 4

\ 1
o | JW”"‘

b 0 \1\‘ i ) ? (/7’7 ? A7 /
A ?r\ - (/5(’3“( q ) //PM YL e
) ey 3 be Chuck f
( "M 5 (9/,/ 274 &%:/ (3 ' 1/"“,?/'1,@{,(‘_‘2‘@’.. 3 ff C




DEPUTY COM MISSISONER OFFICE NOWSHER

T “‘TENTATIVE SENlORlTY LlST OF STENO GRAPHER (BPS 14) AS STOOD ON 1ST NOVEMB’:R 2013.

Total Sanctioned Post of Steno Grapher (BPS 14) No -5.

“T Name & Demgnat_uon Date OfBll’th Dlstrlct of Quallﬂcatlon Date of - L o :-~of Date o‘fi Remarks.
‘ Domicile 75 Eniry into | Appointment / yitment | Refirement
: Govt: Service | Promotion to the . ' '
- present post '
Muhammad Tarig 21-4-1964 Nowshera | M.A ' 12-7-1987 12-7-1987 20-4-2024
Shah-i-Mulk 15-10-1960 | Nowshera F.A 14-9-1987 14:9-1987 - 14-10-2020
. T Anwar-Baig- ~—— - - [8-2-1966 Nowshera |D.Com 17—9;1985 as |2-9-19%0-as 7-2-2026
: LDC Steno rmotion
: gintment ,
Zia Ullah Khan 10-4-1975 Nowshera | MAA 15-8-1997 15-8-1897 i 9-4-2035
, Q.o‘mtme. £ |
7 e
v

Deputy Commissioner,

'(/9‘ Nowshera.
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Anneruve-B

| Office of the -  —
DEPUTY COMMISSIONELR,
NOWSHERA. |

- (Ofﬁcc Phornc#0923-9220098-99, 1711)\'#0923-9226159)

No. 2441 —4B/EA-23/0C/N5R

|
l Dated [6 _ December, 2013
To: : |
- The Assistant to Commissidnér (R/GA)
Peshawar Division Peshawar
Subject: - FINAL SENIORITY LIST OF STENOGRAPHERS (BPS-14) AS STOOD ON 1!
. DECEMBER, 2013 " B - |
Reference: * Sub para (5) of Section 8 of Civil Servants-Act 1973.. ,
| Enclosed please find herewith a copyl of Final Seniority. List Ul
tenographers (BPS-—M),of_ this office as stood on 1-12-2013, duly signed for necessary
action please. | | | |
i

S Vel i
e |

Deputy Compnissioner
9 Nowsheru

‘/

]

£ven NO Dat

Copy forwarded (o the following for information please:

Additional Depuly Comumissioner Nowshera
Assistant Commissioner Nowshera
All Concerned

[ES I I

v

~ Deputy Cominissione:

“2 " Nowshera.
e




O

this office
.. zelated to
© office by 20.11.2017 positively for

Anexuve -G
- Offace of the

(Office Phone#0923-9220098-99, Fay
. Email:

N -

dconsrgk@yahoo.com)
0.

\ 2

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
- NOWSHERA.

#0923-9220159,

/EA-23/DCINSR/2017

Dated 8.1/ // jo017

To
(Al coﬁcerned).
Subject’-  TENTATIVE SENIORITY LIS
: STOOD ON 01.11.2017.
I\’Ieﬁloi

amongst.the Stene
on .as well a
objections/obge
decision by the
1ssued.

The above quoted seniority list
15 hereby circulated foy verificati
you in all columns. Your

subsequently final seniority list will be

-~ Additio

Even No & date

5 Lo examine all particul
rvations if any must pe

L OF STENO GRAPHER (BPg-14) AS

- *

Graphe; (BPS-14) of
ars
ach thig

competent authority and

Commissioner

Copy forwarded to the folloWing for information please: -

1. The Deputy Commissioner, Nowshera, | .
2. All Assistant Commissioner, Distriet Nowshera.
3. All Concerned.

AW

SNo wshera'

]

—/

uty Commissione,

e e

l';

& ,/,74 Sty - Yores




Anneam&-} | .L‘.‘.L

\ - Office of the
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

NOWSHERA.

(Office Phone#0923-9220098-99, Fax#0923-9220159)
Email: dconsrpk@yahoo.com

Dated _p LF December, 2017

No_g 24+~ /EA-23/DC/NSR/2017. In " pursuance of Section'8 of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act 1973, read with Part-VI, Rule-17 of Civil Servants
(Appointment, Promotion & Transfer) Rules 1989 and para-6 of Estab: & Admn:
Deptt: (RW) No. SOR- I(E&AD)1-200/98 dated 8-6-2001, final seniority list of Steno
Grapher (BPS-14) as stood on 04.12.2017, is notified and circulated among all

concerned after issue of tentative seniority list vide No. 8005-07/EA-

23/DC/NSR/2017 dated 01.11.20'17,wh'ﬂe no objection / observation received.

~~~~~ e e K | | ' : 57. 2 r/W,..w ,

Deputy Commissioner
Nowshera

Even No & Date z

Copy forwarded to the followmg for information please:-

Additional Deputy Commissioner Nowshera.

All Assistant Commmsmner District Nowshera.

All Concerned. .

OB =

92 //\;/\.wff/?
Deputy Commissioner
Nowshera. Q

L TORE UPP AR




DEPUTY CONMMISSISONER OFFICE NOWSHERA

“"Novem ber, 2017.

TENTATIVE SENIORITY LIST OF STENO GRAPHER (BPS-14) AS STOOD oN *‘*.fj

Total Sanct:oned Post of Steno GJher (BPS-14) =

an _ Date of Dtstnc.t of | Qualifications Daie of : FMe hod of Date of Remarks.
pesignation - Birth Domicile 15t Entry Appointment / Recrwtment Retirement
into Govt: Promotion to
Service the present
B ' : post
T | Muhammad Tarig 21-4-1964 | Nowshera | M.A 12-7-1987 12-7-1987 | By Initial 20-4-2024
' o : apy omtment
Shah-i-Muik 15-10-1860 | Nowshera |F.A 14-9-1987 14-9-1987 : 14-10-2020
Anwar Balg 8-2-1966 Nowshera | D.Com 17-9-1985 as | 2-9-1990 as 7-2-2026
_ _ - . ' LDC Steno
Zia U!J'ah Khan - 10-4-1975 Nowshera | M.A 15-8-1997 15-8-1997 9-4-2035
: ' ' , appomtment

B ~ Deputy Commissioner
Y Nowshera.

\$

T AR




DEPUTY COMMISSISONER OFFICE r\ovaHERA e

P FINAL SENIORITY LIST OF STENO GRAPHER (BPS-14) AS STOOD ON 157

DECEMBER 32013

= No. -5.

Total Sanctioned Post of Steno Grapher (BPS-14)

Qualifications

F—

Name & Designation | Date of Birth District of Date of 21} Date of Remarks.
Domicile 1 Entry into | Appointment ] | -Retirement
Govt: Service | Promotion to the et
‘ presentpost I 1
Muhammad Tariq 21-4-1964 Nowshera | M.A 12-7-1987 12-7-1987 20-4-2024
Shah-i-Mulk 15-10-1860 | Nowshera | F.A 14-9-1987 14-9-1987 14-10-2020
Anwar Baig 8-2-1966 Nowshera | D.Com 17-9-1985as | 2-9-1990 as SR 7-2-2026
LDC Steno Ej’,}%motlon
! , & ‘é{u_-’?r%ment
Zia Ullah Khan 10-4-1975 Nowshera | M.A 15-8-1997 15-8-1997 . 9-4-2035




\ .

DEPUTY COMI\}HSSISONER OFFICE NOWSHERA

.....

FINAL SENIORITY LIST OF STENQ GRAPHER (BPS-14) AS STOOD ON 04, DECEMBER, 2017. ' ~..

Total Sanctioned Post of Steno Grapher (BPS-14) =05

T Name & Date of- District of Qualifications ‘ Date of ' Method of Date of Remarks.
Designation Birth .| Domicile 75T Entry Appointment / Recruitment | Retirement
into Govt: Promotion to ’
Service the present
: . post
I Muhammad Tariq 21-4-1964 Nowshera | M.A 12-7-1987 12-7-1987 By Initial 20-4-2024
‘ appointment |
"1 Shah-i-Mulk : 15-10-1960 | Nowshera F.A 14-9-1987 14-9-1987 By Initial 14-10-2020
R _ appointment
Anwar Baig - 8-2-1866 Nowshera D.Com 117-9-1985 as | 2-9-1930 as By Promotion 7-2-2026
‘ LDC Steno appointment
/ Zia Uliah Khan 10-:4-1875 Nowshera | M.A 15-8-1897 15-8-1397 By Initial 9-4-2035
- : ' . | appointment

| | ¢ ")
Deputy Commissioner
Nowshera., .=
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The Commissioner,

] ; -
Peshawar Division Peshawar. i '/}[ c (-~

Subject: APPLICATION  AGAINST _ THE IMPUGNED SENIORITY LIST __OF
STENOGRATPHER _ BPS-i4 _IN__OFFICE OF DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
NOWSHERA.

T8

Respected Sir,

With due respect it is staled that the applicant was born on L=+ -

1975 and appointed against  the vacant post of Stenographer (3Ps-12) alter

P declaration by the Public Service Commission, Peshawar in office ol the Depuly

) Commissioner, Nowshera and subscquenlly posted/tran:ﬁl‘crred in olfice of the

/ ' Assistant Commissioner, Nowshera.(Copy of Appoinument Order & Arvival
Report is Annexcd as (Annex-A)

in the year 2001 Office of The Deputy Commissioner was abolished
and the applicant was posted/adjusted in office of the then District Offcer
/‘/ R&T)/ Collector, Nowshera, The said office later on also abolished on G1-1.2-

p H012 and Uhe old st up te oilice ol Deputy Commissionct, Nowshera restoretd
L and I was aguin posted to ofhce of the Assistant Commissioncr, Nowshera e

Gl date serving in this ofhice.

L the meanwhiie on 1-1-2013, while the old sclup of the then ofhice

ol the Deputy Lommissioner, Nowshera was restored and the @ pplicant jpiuaced

“at bottom in the Final Seniorily List of Stenographef (BPS-14) by the Depuity

\Commissioncr, Mowshera instead of the fact that in the covering letler No.8730-

e 31/EA-23/DC/ NSR/2017  dated 4 12.2017 whereby the Scniorly s

' covered with 1T )-l-'r::js-‘—b-t:rtbnf)i:—'i-n—prr;rr:tica\tl’i‘n"\ plemented (Copy ol Sentorily List
2017 is annexed as Annex-B). 7

e

It is further submiltted that no doubt the following Stenograplers
were scnior from the applicant but they were appointed in other departiments
whereas Loy ware declared surplus during 2001 and subscquently adjusted i

office of the then DCO, Nowshera w.el the dates mentioned agaiins cich

below:-
Sh | Hame of .{’:'au'pl 15 “Date of Parent Depuartment
Stenographer Adjustment
- - i‘; 1):3_1:[_ |_____._ —— e e e o e men TR IS
01 I Mubammad Farig | 31-12-2001 Co-Opcrative prepartinent |
' w o Peshawar. L. |
02 | Shaht Mulk -do- i Co-Opcerative Socicties
I ' : Peshawar
| 03 | Anwar Baig 1 08-08-2001 LG&RDD Peshawar

The above Stenographers (BPS-14) were Hlegally adjusted on T3
the Final Scniority List of Stenographer (BPS-14) by Office of Lthe Doepiity

Commissioner Nowshera which s a Tlear violation of the “nolicy for declaving

Government Servant as surplus and subscquent abgorption/adjustment of
Government o WPK Dstablishment and Administratici: Depasrtmen

repulation wing Para 6(b) of Notification No. SOR-1{E&AD|YL-20U/5E ela ks
O8-06-200 L Annex-C7.




_ - Under the provision ol 11(A) ol Civil Servants
Appointment/Promotion &  Trdiisler Rules 1989) adjustment ol above
Stenographers on TOP [rom the applicant in the Final Seniority List of
Stenographer (BPS-14) are clear crystal violation of Law/Rulcs and policy of the
Provincial Government quoted abid. :

In view of above detail justilications, it is requested to set-aside the
existing Seniority List of Stenographer (BPS-14) -issued by  the
Commissioner, Nowshera and pass good ord
[resh Seniority List for placement
Right/Legal duces under the Law.

Doputy
er ol your excellency [or issuance ol
name of the petitioner on TOP o gain e

it is further requested that.the Petitioner may kindly be allowed Uhal
all the relevant Laws/Rules which are not quoted in the instant pelition please.

=

(Zia Ullah Khan)
Stenographer (BPS-14)
AC offlice Nowshera.




Awsexuve - F i

R T —

GOVERNMLNT GF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
BOARD OF REVENUE,
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

" No. EsttflScniority tist Fiielfs S/(.S_Q_D

lPeshéweLr dated thc;g;; N(/2018,

The Commissioncr,
Peshawar Division, Peshawar. \

SURJIL T APPLICATION  AGAINST  THE IMPUGNED SENIORITY LIST OF
- STENOGRAPHER (BPS-14) IN OF FICE OF DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
NOWSHERA. . - . '
" Dear §1
_ T am dncc{ed 1o refer w0 your letter No. 6/4’FA N1/12828 dated 02, 102018 and 1o
state th |y - Ziaullah Junior Scale Stenogzapher is the pemlment employee of your office who was
appoint: 5 such on {2.07.2001 while the remaining 3 Junior Scale Stenographers wers adwstui
© from o:i ¢ epartments. According to para-6(b) of the surplus poel policy “in case, however he is
~ adjuste} i his respective cadre hut in » dep‘ﬁrtmcnt other than his parent department, he
) shall -b-‘[ y ced at the bottom of seniority list of that cadre” thercfore. they are net entitle o
claim scl ¢ ly with eifect [rom their first appoinument in other depariment.
| am further directed Lo 1equwt vou to {ix their seniority st u.t}y in au.uxdanu with

the guid) § s of the Provineial Government ple-asu..

a

B D vaead Lo .,:--\— R -—.--1 . . , e
{Secy: k o

foarms = e s i

AC S (2

A RO,

pa— Ll

p B v

mn,nm;‘-‘——- - "
Pers 0 ' oL
e -
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o ICE OF THE
2 ; COMMISSIONER PESHAWAR DIVISION
. PESHAWAR

D C / :Lf 0 O?C(
1" & . No. 64/ EA/LL/
%) Dated; 26.10.2C18
| - )0’20 -
\ 2
‘o l". :
3 -
The Deputy C ')mrmhlonm,
Nowshera,
ubject: APPLICATION AGAINST _THE > _IMPUGNED SENIORITY LIST OF
STENOGRAPHER {BPS-14} IN OFFICE OF DEPUTY COMMISSION_ER
NOWSHERA.

I am direcled to refer Lo your letter No.617C/EA-23/DC/NSR/2018
¢« ued 08.08.2018 on the subject cited above and to enclose her?:with a copy of
¢ isistant Secretarv (Est), Board of Revenue, Revere & Estate Deparumert, Gove
Khyber Pakbtunldiwa letter No Isiedl) ’Semm/‘ﬁhv File /35320 dated @ 23.10.2015

- mfounaunn anrnd compliancc p'c‘ubc‘

ASS[STAW@ISSIONER (REV/GA}

PESHAWAR DIVISION PESHAWAR

C8/4/EA/T Mﬁbo?f

Cdpy forwarded te Assistant Secrgleany {Est), "RBoard of Revenue,
% sente & Estate Department, Govt. of Khybefs 'htmi'tlwa w/r w above guoted

2 er. : pS

. ASSISTANT T, OMMISSIONER {REV/GA)
PESHAWAR DIVISION PESHAWAR
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Annexuve - 1

" Office of the
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 NOWSHERA.

A(Ofﬁ(‘:e Phone#0923-9220098-99, Fax#0923-9220159,
Email: dconsrpk@yahoo.com :
No.2 /| 8:& ~3 [ JEA-23/DC/NSR/2018

- _ | Dated 2§ / 7/ /2018

NOTIFICATION e

Nod/FE -3 z’ /EA-23/DC/Nowshera. In purs‘uan:ce of Section-8 of - Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Sefvants Act 1973, read with Péri-VI, Rule-17 of Civil Sefvants
Oprdintmeﬁt, If_romotion & Transfer) Ruies 1989, :Revised Final Senioi'ity List of
Junior Scale Stenographers (BPS-14) as stood on 07.i11.2018, is hereby notified after
approval upon Para-1, recommendations of the comi)étent authority decision letter
No. EistthI/Sen‘iorir.yAlist /36320\ dated 23.10.2018. T;he name of Mr. Zia.Ullah Khan
Junior Scale Stenographer is placed on Top from S/No. 04 accordingly, and is hereby

circulated amongst all concerned. |

}

This office notification No. 8730-31/EA-23/DC/NSR/2017 dated 04t

December, 2017 is hereby ;'epealeol . ; A i
beputy mmisdioer
) i Nowshera?
Even No & Date a ‘ L ' ,
Copy forwarded to the following for information please:- -~

1. The Assistant to Commissioner (Rev/GA) Peshawar Division Peshawar
w/r letter No. 6/4/EA/II/15024 dated 26-10-2018.
2. The Assistant Secretary (Estt) Board of Revenue, Revenue & Estate
" Department Peshawar. l
Additional Deputy Commissioner Nowshera
Assistant Commissioner Nowshera l
All Concerned - '

w

o

Iy .

Deputy 18sioker,
! Nowshera

! ' 7
f

I
i
|
|
|
|
|

EERvS——

[PSERRP
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L0 UL AAAMIVEIODIOWVINGA UL TIUE INUWORRRA ’

REVISED FINAL SENIORITY LIST OF STENO GRAFPHER (BPS-14) AS STOOD ON 09. NOVEMBER, 2018.

W
X

sanctioned Post of Steno Grapher (BPS-14) = No. 05.

Name & Date of District of Qualiﬁcations Date of Method of Date of Remarks.
Designation Birth Domicile 1st fntry into | Appointment / | Recruitment | Retirement
' Govi: Service | Promotion to ' .
R the present post
Zia Ullah Khan 10-4-1975 Nowshera | M.A - 15811997 15-8-1997 By Initial | 9-4-2035 See note
' appointment below.
Muhammad Tariq 21-4-1964 Nowshera | M.A 12-7-1987 12-7-1987 By Initial -. | 20-4-2024 | See note
S = ‘ % appointment‘" below.
Shah-i-Mulk 15-10-1960 | Nowshera | F.A 14/9™987 14-9-1987 By Initial 14-10-2020 | See note
@’ " appointment below.
Anwar Baig 8-2-1966 Nowshera | D.Com 17-9-1985 as | 2-9-1990 as By Promotion | 7-2-2026 See note
LDC Steno appointment below.

E:-
Muhammad 1q was appointed as Junior Scale Stenographer in the office of Budget & Accounts Office Cooperatwe Department Khyber_

tunkhwa Peshawar, and was declared surplus on 01.12.2001, and adjusted in the DCO office Nowshera on 31.12.2001, Mr. Shah-i-Mulk was appointed
mior Scale Stenographer in the office of Budget & Accounts Office Cooperative Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, and was declared surplus
1.12.2001, and adjusted in the DCO office Nowshera on 31.12.2001, Mr. Anwar Baig was appointed as LDC on 17.09.1985 appointment / promoted as
or Scale stenographer on 02.09.1990, in the office of Director LG & RDD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and was declared surplus on 31.07.2001, and
sted in the DCO office Nowshera on 01.08.2001. And Mr. Zia Ullah Junior Scale Stenographer is the permanent employee of this office who was
inted on 15-8-1997.
NS

This Revised Final Seniority List of Junior Scale Stenographers (BPS-14) of Deputy Commissioner Office Nowshera, issued after approval upon Para-
commendations of the competent authority decision communicated by Assistant Secretary (Estt) Board of Revenue, Revenue & Estate Department
ver Pakhtunkhwa vide letter No. EsttI1I/Seniority list /35320 dated 23.10.2018, through Assistant to Commissioner (Rev/GA) Peshawar Division
awar vide letter No. 6/4/EA/II/15024 dated 26.10.2018. Under the provision of Sub para (b). of para 6 of Government of NWFP Establishment &
inistration Department (Regulation Wing) No. SOR-1(E&AD)1-200/98 dated 8 Jun, 2001, thé-niame of M1 Zla Ullah_ Junior. Scale. Stenographer is

:d on Top from S/No.04 accordingly.

™

Deput is¥oner
Nowshera. q
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4 WAKALAT NAMA

IN THE COURT OF __f< -‘ﬂld .ng‘a }AM |
P 1t rrrirnad T oviy

Appellant(s)/Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
1 < Bv2t S

M,/ 0/&0’) | Respondent(s)

JWe Mmé/ “72~i )~ __do hereby appoint

Mr. Khush Dil Khan, Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan in the above
mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in .
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and
any other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions,
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any other
documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for

~ the conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that may

be or become due and payable to us during the course of
proceedings. '

W2

AND hereby agree:-

a. That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from
the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part
of the agreed fee remains unpaid. '

In witness whereof 1/We have signed this Wakalat Nama
hereunder, the contents of which have been read/explained to
me/us and fully understood by me/us this

: Attested & Accepted by ' %

'Signature of Executants

A

hush B/ Khan,
Advocate,

upreme Court of Pakistan
-B, Hargon Mansion
OfETet! 091-2213445

S YR
As\f\m\ A\‘\



FROM :SMER OFFIC ' '
MER OFFICE FAX ND. :@919213599 26 Mow. 2018 1:83PM PL

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
BOARD OF REVENUE
REVENUE AND ESTATE DEPARTMENT

No. Estt:I/DPC/
Dated Peshawar the M_/ll/ZOlS

1. The Special Secretary (Regulation),
Establishment Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

2. Additional Secretary (Regulation), :
Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION COMMITTEE MEETING

1 am directed to refer to the subject and to state that a meeting of Departmental
Promotion Committee is scheduled to be held on 29.11.2018 at 11:30 AM in the office of
Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in his office.

The following cases will be discussed in the méeting.

i. Promotion of Senior Clerk (3S-14) to the post of Assistant (BS-16} in the 6ffice of
Deputy Commissioner Kohistan Upper.

ii, Promotion of Junior Scale Steriographer (BS-14) to the post of Senlor Scale
Stenographer (BS-16) in the office of Commissioner Malakand Division.

iii..  Promotion of Junior Scale Stenographer (BS-14) to the post of Senior Scale
Stenographer (BS-16) in the office of Deputy Commissioner Batagram.

iv.  Promotion of Junior Scale Stenographer (BS-14) to the post of Senior Scale
Stenographer {BS-16) in the office of Deputy Commissioner Hangu.

V. Promotion of Junior Scale Stenographer (BS-14) to the post of Senior Scale
Stenographer (BS-16) in the office of Deputy Commissioner Bannu.

Vi, Promotion of Junior Scale Steri'ographer (BS-14) to the post of Senior Scale
Stenographer (BS-16) in the office of Deputy Commissioner Nowshera.

2. 1 am further directed to request you to make it convenient to attend the schedule
meeting on the date, time and venue specified above.

e

3. Working papers are enclosed.

Assistént Secretary (Estt)

No. EsttI/DPC/ 372237 -lo

Copy alongwith copy of working papers are forwarded to the:-

Comimissioner Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat. They are requested to depute a well
9. Deputy Commissionets Kohistan Upper, Batagram, Y conversant officer not below the rank
Hangu, Bannu and Nowshera. : of BPS-17
3.  PS to Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa.
4. PA to Secretary-l, Board of Revenue, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa.

istant Secretary (Estt)
Esttill7-3-8 . ( (L)
161




WAKALATNAMA

mh LY  Leyuiie %M/@A/v

M - Tavii, L __ (Petitioner)
S | (Plaintiff)
g ~ (Applicant)

(Complainant) -
S (Decree Holder)
VERSUS -

. - . s |
(DS rewy { ol _(, (Respondent)
o _ (Defendant)

(Accused)
(Judgment Debtor)

-~ Case_ SV /W\:’%‘/( /(a //Zﬂ?
‘/%LW /{LU'L«., do heleby appoint and conqutute -

4 Muhammad Arif Jan Advocate High Court, Peshawar, *o appear.

Plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration to me/ us *
- as my/ our Counsel in the above noted matter, without" any liability
-. for their default and with the authorlty to engage/ appoint any

other Advocate /' Counsel at my/ our matter.
Attested 8 Accepted  CLIENT/S

Muhammad A¥if Jan : /57)9,// 4
Advocate, High Court, Peshawar. g / : ,4,/'(./
Office No. 6, 13t Floor | _ .ﬁgflﬂoﬁ’)/ /’/’¢
 Pabbi Medical Centre, G.T. Road : 4

- Peshawar.
g I‘JI0511€ 0333- n912213




/48 BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

LT T o B | W
e A

# , "PESHAWER.
"Muhammad Tarigq (Appeal No. 1431/2018).......' ................... ..Petitioner
Versus
- Deputy Commissioner Nowshera etc ..........cevvuennnnn.... Respondent

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

That the Appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

That the Appellant has filed instant appeal just to pressurize the respondents.
That the instant appeal is against the prevailing circumstances and rules.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form and also in the present
circumstances of the issue.

. The appellant has filed the appeal in non-proper form and may be dismissed.

The appellant has not come to the tribunal with clean hands. -

7. The appellant has been stopped by his own conduct. The instant appeal is
nothing more then to waste the precious time of the Honorable Court.

Lo o o=

o ot

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENCE NO. 1 TO 3:-

FACTS

1. Pertains to record.
2. Pertains to record
3. Incorrect. No violation of laid down policy/rules have been made while reflecting
on top 1n seniority list the name of impugned Stenographer in accordance with
the devolution of power-plan Rules/Policy, “Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhws
Establishment and Administration Department regulation . wing Para 6(b) of
Notification No. SOR 1(E&AD)1-200/98" datbd 08-06-2001, which is reproduced
below:-
“In case an employee is adjusted in his respective cadre but in a

department other than his parent department he shall be f)laced at bottom of
seniority list of that cadre.”

4. Correct. Impugned stenographer made an appeal to commissioner Peshawar
Division Peshawar for setting aside the previous seniority list. After processing
the case the Board of Revenue accepted his appeal and his name was put on top

- and thus a revised final seniority list of Junior Scale Stenographer (BPS-14) was
1ssued.

h)

-



(a)

(b)
(0

(d)

Pertains to record ' N " ; ;.

GROUNDS

|
|

Incorrect. While dealing with seniority list case proper rules/régulation have been
adopted. ‘ '

Court matter.

Correct. Prev1ously no structure of service for promotion etc of Junior Scale
Stenographer (BPS-14) had  been framed and now proper structure of service of
Junior Scale Stenographer (BPS-14) has been devised. O |
Incorrect. Seniority list has been dealt with as per spirit of rules / pohcy of

devolution of power plan 2001 L

Hence this appeal may not be entertained and may be filed and dismissed.

l Nowshera 4

DEPUTY COMMSSSIONER
- NOWSHERA

Senior Member Board of Revenue ]
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa '

Peshawar
Senior Member

Board of Revenue f
¥hyber Pakhtunkhwa

wooo .
S
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Inre:

S.A.N0.1431/2018

Muhammad Tariq
Versus

D C Nowhsera

- Written reply on behalf of respondent No.4

Respectfully Sheweth

1.

1.

PRELIMINARY OBJEC TI ONS:-

That the appellant has got no Iocus standl to ﬁle
the instant appeal. |

- That appellant 'has not come to the Court with
- clean hands, but in fact the present appeal is

nothing but just to deprive the respondent No.4
from his legal ~and lawful right of due
promotion | | |

That the mstant appeal is barred by law and*
tlme

That in a fact, the respondent No.4 rightly
promoted on his turn after fulfilling all the codal

. formalltles ‘moreover, the respondent No.4 not

vuolated any right of other employee including
the appellant. '

ON FACTS |

Para 1 needs no comments does not pertams
to respondent No.4.




Para-2 is also incorrect, misleading and against
the facts and circumstances. The appellant
intentionally concealed the  seniority list since
2001-2012 and again intentionally with his
dishonest attitude concealed the seniority list
for the year 2014-16 and this act of the
appellant clearly shows the malafide and
dishonesty, thus the appellant badly failed to
establish his right in the seniority list since 2001
till 2018, except to place on file the seniority list
for the year 2013 & 2017.

Para-3 is incorrect, brief mentioned in the
“above para. - |

Para-4 s totally incorrect, misleading,
respondent No.4 has rightly promoted on his
own turn being senior most and top of the list
after fulfilling all the codal formalities by the
competent authority and under the Provision
- of Para-11A of Appointment, Promotion &
transfer Rules, 1973, and sub-para(b) of
‘para-6 of Provincial Govt Policy of
‘declaring ‘Govt. servant as surplus and
their subsequent absorption/ adjustment
vide E&AD, the appellant was adjusted at
the bottom from the respondent No.4.

Para-5 is incorrect, detail reply already
mentioned, furthermore, the appellant badly
failed to submit the necessary documents,
despite the fact, but the appellant took the
innocent excuse of flood of the year 2010 for
his failure, but in fact it is event establish from
the -conduct/ efficiency of respondent - No.4
where the seniority list of the year 2004, 2005,
2006 and 2011 were provided from the office of



respondent No.4. The respondent No.4
submitted - all the ACRs before the DPC
members well within time and after scrutinizing
the documents the respondent No.4 was
declared fer fit for promotion, being eligible and
entitled in all respects. It is. worth mentionihg
that the other cadre promotion has also been
dealt and they all submitted their seniority list
well after the year of Flood 2010, but they were
promoted, which clearly shows that their record
‘was not destroyed due to flood, hence the
innocent excuse of flood raised by appellant is
false and illegal.

GROUNDS

‘Grounds “A” to “D” raised in the appeal are

totally illegal, unlawful, against the facts and
circumstances, the appellant intentionally
concealed some material facts from this hon’ble
Tribunal for the sake of to ~deprive the
respondent No.4 from his due right of
promotion without any reason and justification.
The "appellant was appointed in the office of
Director Local. Government,' he was declared
surplus in his parent office for one time and was
adjusted first time in other department/ DCO
Office Nowshera, where the appellant was again
declared as surplus and readjusted in the office
of respondent No.1, whereas, the respondent
No.4 since his appointment till now working in
his parent department and thus placed at top of
the seniority, whereas, due to adjustment and
readjustment the appellant -was brought on
bottom of the seniority list. Hence not entitled
for promotion well before the respondent No.4.



e

It is, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
mstant reply, the appeal of the appellant may
‘graciously be dismissed with cost throughout.

Any other remedy deemed appropriate in
the circumstances and not specifically asked for
may kindly also be granted.

Respondent No
Through

Muhammad. Arif Jan
Advocate Htgh Court

AFFI DAVIT

I, Zia Ullah S.tenographer,' DC Office Nowshera
(respondent No.4) , do hereby affirm and declare on
oath that the contents of the instant Written Reply

- are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief and nothing has been concealed from this
H n’'ble Court.

0 ou S~

- S—
Deponent
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2010 -S'C MR 450

[Supreme Court of Pakistan|

Present: Javed Igqbal, Ch. Ejaz Yousat and Sardar Muhammad Aslam, JJ
Mrs. RASHIDA ASIF----Pctitioner |

Versus |

Mrs. AASIA GONDAL and othAcrs-—~—Rcsp0nclcnl‘s

Civil Petition No.1206 of 2008, decided on 19th June, 2009.

(On appeal from the judgment, dated 30-6-2008 passed by the Federal Service
Tribunal, [slamabad in Appeal No.43(R)C.S.) o[ 2005).

Civil Servants Act (LXX1T of 1973)---

————— g 8---Constitution of Pakistan (1973), Art.212(3)---Seniority---Determination---
Grievance of petitioner was that respondent was junior to her but she had been pluced
senior to her in seniority list---Validity---n provisional seniority list and final seniority
list, petitioner was shown as junior to respondent and that position was never objected
or challenged---Petitioner got up from deep slumber alter so many years for the reason
best known to her-—-Supreme Court found it 0o late to reverse existing seniorily
position which was determined in year, 1995---It was not discretion of competent
authority to change seniority position assigned to a government employee without any
lawlul justitication---Petitioner failed to raise substantial question of law ol public
importance and in absence whercof leave 1o appeal might not be granted---No infirmity
or illegality could be pointed out in the judgment passed by Service Tribunal and the
same being unexceptionable and well based did not warrant inferference---Leave 10
appeal was refused. . « :

WAPDA 'v. Abbas Ali Malano 2004 PLC (C.S) 1; Ikram Bari and 324 others v
National Bank of Pakistan through President and other 2005 SCMR 100; Bashir
Almad v. Mahmud Ali Khan PLD 1960 SC 193: Syed Ali Hasan Rizvi v. Islamic
Republic ol Pakistan 1986 SCMR 1086; Muhammad Azhar Khan v. Service Tribunal,
Islamabad 1976 SCMR 262, Water and Power Development Authority v. Abdur
Rashid Dar 1990 SCMR 1513; Sher Bahadar v. Government N.-W.F.P. 1990 SCMR
1519: Nazakat Ali v. WAPDA 2004 SCMR 145; Muhammad Igbal v. Secretary 10
Government of Punjab 1986 SCMR 1; Karamat Hussain v. Province of the Punjab
1982 SCMR 897: Razia Sultana v. Government of Punjab 1981 SCMR 715; M. Yamin
Qureshi v. [slamic Republic of Pakistan PLD 1980 SC 22: Irtiga Rasool Hashmi v
WAPDA 1980 SCMR 722: Dilbar Hussain v. Province ol Punjab 1980 SCMR 148;
Yousaf Hussain Siddiqi v. Additional Settlement and Rehabilitation Commissioner.
Peshawar 1976 SCMR 268; M.A. Majid v. Governmenl ol Pakistan 1976 SCMR 311;



|

Director Food v. Rashid Ahmad 1990 SCMR 1446, 1990 SCMR 560; Province of
Punjab through A. I. G. P. . Lahore v. Rao Abdul Jalil Khan 1989 SCMR 330; Sattan v.
Rani 1989 SCMR 1677; Government of Punjab v. Khalid Hussain Gill 1989 SCMR
748: Abdul Razaq v. Province of Punjab . 1980 SCMR 876; Muhammad Yaqub Sheikh
v. Government of the Punjab through Secretary, Local Government and Rural
Development 1987 SCMR 1354 and Babar Gul v. Sohail Ahmad Sheikh 2002 SCMR
581 rel.

Muhammad Shoaib Shaheen, Advocate Supreme Court for Petitioner.
Qari Abdul Rashid, Advocate Supreme Court for Respondent No. 1.
Safdar Shah (1-Officer) for Respondents Nos.2 to 4,

Date of hearing: 19th June, 2009.

JUDGMENT

JAVED 1QBAL J.--- Pursuant to the order dated 4-6-2004 and 5-6-2004 and as a
result of revised seniority list, the seniority position of Mrs. Aasia Gondal (respondent
No.1) was changed and she was placed junior to Mrs. Rashida Asil (petitioner). Being
aggricved a departmental representation was made by Mrs. Aasia Gondal on 1-7-2004
which could not be decided in spite of two reminders which culminated into Appeal
bearing No.43(R)(C.S.) of 2005 which has been accepted by the learned Federal
Service Tribunal by means of judgment impugned which has been assailed by Mrs.
Rashida Asif (petitioner).

2. Preciscly stated the facts of the case are that petitioner was appointed as Information
Assistant (B-11) along with six others but Mrs. Aasia Gondal could not be appointed.
Mrs. Aasia Gondal was, however, appointed against leave vacancy for 66 days by
means of order dated 14-9-1986. The seven posts of Information Assistant (B-11) were

“got sanctioned for a period of 6 months [or the clection publicity and subsequently the

seven posts being temporary and got sanctioned for a particular object were abolished.
The prominent features of the controversy is that petitioner continued as Information
Assistant (B-11) against the different short term vacancies which remained avaitable
with the Information Department till 1990, 1t reveals [rom the scrutiny of record that
on 20-1-1990 an advertisement was made against 13 vacant posts of Information
Assistant (B-11) against which Mrs. Rashida Asif (petitioner) and Mrs. Aasia Gondal
(respondent-1) were selected vide order dated 6-10-1990 and Mrs. Aasia Gondal was
shown at serial No.2 whereas Mrs. Rashida Asif was 'at serial No.8 in the merit list on
the basis whereol a tentative seniority list of Information Assistant (B-11) was
circulated on 7-2-1995 and Mrs. Aasia Gondal was shown against Serial No.g while
Mrs. Rashida Asif was at Serial No.14. The provisional senjority list was converted
into final seniority list of the Information Assistant (B-11) and circulated by means of
Officer Order dated 23-11-1995. 1t is worth mentioning at this place that no objection
whatsoever was filed by any of the Information Assistant against provisional and fimal
seniority list including the petitioner.



3. Mr. Muhammad Shaheen, learned Advocate Supreme Court entered appearance on
behalf of petitioner and contended strenuously that legal and factual aspects of the
controversy have not been appreciated in its true perspective by the learned Federal
Service Tribunal which resulted in serious miscarriage of justice. In order to
substantiate the said contention it is confended that the appeal preferred on bebalf of
Mrs. Aasia Gondal (respondent No.l) being barred by time should have not been
entertained by the learned Federal Service Tribunal as the time limit prescribed in the
Statute cannot be condoned without any sufficient lawful justification which was
lacking bul escaped the notice of the learned Federal Service Tribunal. It is urged with
vehemence that petitioner was appointed in 1995 and respondent No.l was appointed
in 1990, hence the question of her being senior does not arise as respondent No.1 could
not qualify for the post of Information Assistant in the year 1985 and being a regular
employee with effect from 11-2-1985 the petitioner by no stretch of imagination can be
considered as junior to respondent No.l Mr. Muhammad Shoaib Shahecn, learned
Advocate Supreme Court contended that the petitioner had attained the status of a
regular and permanent employee in view of the dictum laid down by this Court in case
titled WAPDA v. Abbas Ali Malano 2004 PLC (C.S.) 1, [kram Bari and 524 others v.
National Bank of Pakistan through President and others 2005 SCMR 100. It 1s
contended that ad hoc services can only be continued for a limited period and if it
remains intact for an indefinite period, such appointments can be equated to that of
regular appointment for all intended purposes, benefit whereof must be given to the
petitioner whose service remained uninterrupted. It is argued that the judgment
impugned i1s in consonance with the rules laid down in Office Memorandum
No0.3605.EG-11/49 dated 18-9-1949 as well as the provisions as enumerated in
Fundamental Rule 9(30).

4. Qari Abdur Rasheed, learned Advocale Supreme Court enlered, appearance on
behalf of Mrs. Aasia Gondal (respondent No.1) and controverted the view point as
canvassed at bar by Mr. Muhammad Shoaib Shaheen, learmed Advocate Supreme
Courl for the petitioner with the submission that no specific mlirmity or illegality
could be pointed out in the judgment impugned and in the absence of any substantial
question of law ol public importance which is sine qua non for grant of leave as per the
provisions enumerated in Article 212(3) of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of
Pakistan.. The question of grant of feave does not arise. Qari Abdur Rasheed, learned
Advocate Supreme Court has supported the judgment mmpugned for the rcason
enumerated therein and argued that the seniority being a valuable right cannot be
changed without any lawful justification which at all was no available to the
Competent Authority speciatly when no objection whatsoever was raised against the
provisional and {inal seniority list by the petitioner wherein admittedly she was shown
junior to Mrs, Aasia Gondal (respondent No.1).

5. We have carefully examined the respeclive contentions as agitated on behalt of
parties and perused the judgment carefully. We have also examined the entire record
madc available. The controversy had got a chequered history, perusal whereof would
reveals that |3 posts of [nformation Assistant (B-11) were advertised and Mrs. Aasia
Gondal and Mrs. Rashida Asif were selected by means of order dated 6-10-1990 and
placed at serial No.2 and Serial No.8 respectively in the merit list which was never




challenged. The provisional seniority list was issued on 7-2-1995 whercin Mrs. Aasia
Gondal was placed at serial No.4 while Mrs. Rashida Asif at Serial No.8. No objection
worth the name was made by Lhe petitioner against the provisional seniority list which
converted into the final seniority list by means of Office Order dated 23-11-1995
which again went unchallenged by the petitioner. As mentioned hereinabove the
provisional seniority list was converted into final scniority list on 23-11-1995 but
neither objection was made nor any representation was filed by the petitioner. The
question as to whether any representation was filed or otherwise. being a question of
fact has been dilated upon by the learned Federal Service Tribunal determining that no
such representation was ever {iled. The Tribunal alter having gone through the entire
record observed that in particular context that "the record does not satisfactority depict
if the respondent No.4 made any departmental representation against the said seniority
list. Although the appellant has' placed on the record a copy of the representation dated
20-2-1995 followed by reminders dated 26-3-1995, 13-4-1995 and 3-5-1995 there is no
corresponding proof that the same were communicated to the departmental appellate
authority and if so in what manner”. The representative of the Department, however,
mentioned before the learncd Federal Service Tribunal that Mrs. Rashida Asif had
made one representation dated 31-11-2002 whercas the final scniority list was
circulated by means ol order dated 23-11-1995 hence it would not render any
assistance to the case of petitioner.

6. We arc not persuaded to agree with the prime contention of Mr. Muhammad Shoaib
Shaheen, learned Advocate Supreme Court on bchalf of petitioner that she was a
rcgular Information  Assistant (B-11) since 1985 whereas respondent No.! was
appointed in the year 1990 and hence the question of her being senior does not arise for
the reason that Mrs. Rashida Asil was never appoinied on regular basis against any
substantive vacancy of Information Assistant. [t is worth mentioning that the posts of
Information Assistant were created in 1985 on purely temporary basis and only for the
clection purposcs and for a stipulated period of 6 months and subscquently abolished.
There is no doubt that Mrs. Rashida Asil” was allowed 1o perform her dutics as
information Assistant but against temporary vacancics and she was never appointed or
absorbed against any substantive vacancy of Information Assistant. There is no
denying the fact that abolition of temporary posts meant for election purposes was
never challenged. In our considered view the petitioner who had performed as
Information Assistant (B-11) as stopgap arrangement against (emporary vacancy
cannot invoke, the provisions as enumerated in Fundamenwal Rule 9(30) and Oflice
Memorandum No.3605.EG-11/49 dated 19-9-1949. Mr. Muhammad Shoaib Shaheen,
lcarncd Advocate Supreme Court on behalf ol petitioner was asked pointedly that it the
posts of Information Assistant (B-11) were sanctioned in the year 1985 then how come
that no seniority list whatsoever was preparcd but no answer could be given and rightly
$o because no seniority list whatsoever was prepared as the temporary posts got
sanctioned in the year 1985 for the purposes of election were abolished hence the
question of preparation ol any seniority list does not arise. As mentioned hereinabove
in the provisional seniority list and final seniority admittedly the petitioner was shown
as junior to that of Mrs. Aasia Gondal (respondent No.1) and that position was ncver
objected or challenged. The petitioner got up from a deep slumber after so many years
for the reasons best known 1o her. It is 100 late in the day to reverse the existing
seniority position which was determined in 1995, It is not a discretion of the
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Competent Authority- to change the seniority position assigned o a Government
employee without and lawful justification. It is to be noted that "every officer in a
graded service has a vested right to a proper place in the seniority list. That is of the
highest importance to the officer, as well as to the maintenance of proper discipline and
order within the service and consequentially to the public interest which is deeply
involved in the maintenance of a proper spirit of order and discipline within the
service". Bashir Ahmad v. Mahmud Ali Khan PLD 1960 SC 195. Seniority has been
considered as a vested right which cannot be reversed without lawful justification and
in case titled Bashir Ahmad (supra) the principle of the vested right of the seniority
were determined as follows:---

"(1) Every officer in a graded service has a vested right to a proper place in the
seniority list.

(2) This is of the highest importance to him, as well as 1o the maintenance of
proper discipline and order within the service, and consequentially to the public
interest which is deeply involved in the maintenance of a proper spirit of order
and discipline within the service. '

(3) Seniority rules are not of the same nature and quality as the great body of
departmental rules applicable to the conduct of officers and other such matters
relating to the service as a whole, which are capable of being altered by the
Government, These rules are of the highest validity and have the qurality of
settling the important matter of seniority among officers of service.”

7. We have also adverted to the question of limitation which has been addressed to
properly by the learned Federal Service Tribunal in the judgment impugned, relevant
portion whereol is reproduced herein below for ready relerence:---

"The objection raised by the learned counsel for the respondents that the appeal
is barred by time and that there is no ground for condonation of delay has not
impressed us. Admittedly the departmental appeal was filed on 1-7-2004. When
the same remained un-actioned the appellant after submitting two reminders
filed the present appeal on 11-1-2005. During the pendency of the appeal, a
legal notice dated 5-4-2005 was issued to the respondents once again calling
upon the departmental appellate authority to decide the departmental appeal as
per law. In response o the said Legal Notice, the Deputy Director (Admn.),
Press Information Department, Government of Pakistan, Islamabad vide letier
dated 6-5-2005 intimated the appellant that her appeal was still under process in
the Ministry of Information and Broadcasting and that it will be forwarded to
the Establishment Division. -1t was also asserted that "it may be pertinent to
mention here that justice will be done at all cost”. No further action appears 1o
have been taken by the department thereafter."

8. The Tribunal has rightly exercised its discretion in condoning the delay in view of
the peculiar circumstances of the case's mentioned hereinabove. "It hardly needs
any clucidation that sufficiency of cause for condonation of delay being question
of fact is within the exclusive jurisdiction of learned Federal Service Tribunal and




once the discretion concerning condonation of delay was exercised judiciously by
the Service Tribunal it cannot be disturbed by this Court without any justification
which is lacking in this case." In this regard we are fortified by the dictum laid in
Syed Ali Hassan Rizvi v. Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1986 SCMR 1086,
Muhammad Azhar Khan v. Service Tribunal, Islamabad 1976 SCMR 262, Waler
and Power Development Authority v. Abdur Rashid Dar 1990 SCMR 1513; Sher
Bahadar v. Government N.-W.F.P. 1990 SCMR 1519 and Nazakat Ali v. WAPDA
2004 SCMR 145.

9. We may mentioned here that no substantial question of law of public
importance is involved and in absence whereof leave to appeal may not be
granted. In this regard we are fortified by the dictum laid down in the following
cases:---

Muhammad Igbal v. Secretary to Government of Punjab 1986 SCMR 1,
Karamat Hussain v. Province of the Punjab 1982 SCMR 897, Razia
Sultana v. Government of Punjab 1981 SCMR 715, M. Yarnin Qureshi v.
Islamic Republic of Pakistan PLD 1980 SC 22, Irtiga Rasool Hashmi v,
WAPDA 1980 SCMR 722, Dilbar Hussain v. Province of Punjab 1980
SCMR 148, Yousaf Hussain Siddiqi v. Additional Settlement and
Rehabilitation Commissioner, Peshawar 1976 SCMR 268, Muhammad
Azhar Khan v. The Services Tribunal, Islamabad 1976 SCMR 262, M.A.
Majid v. Government of Pakistan 1976 SCMR 311, Director Food v.
Rashid Ahmad 1990 SCMR 1446, 1990 SCMR 560, Province of Punjab
through A.1.G.P., Lahore v. Rao Abdul Jalil Khan 1989 SCMR 330, Sattan
v. Rani 1989 SCMR 1677, Government of Punjab v. Khahid Hussaim Gill 1989
SCMR 748, Abdu! Razaq v. Province of Punjab 1980 SCMR 870,
Muhammad Yaqub Sheikh v. Government of the Punjab through Secretary,
Local Government and Rural Development 1987 SCMR. 1354 and Babar
Gul v. Sohail Ahmad Sheikh 2002 SCMR 581."

10. No infirmity or illegality could be pointed out in the judgment impugned
which being unexceptionable and well based does not warrant interference. The
petition being devoid of merit is dismissed and leave refused.

M.H./R-10/SC Petition dismissed.
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Facts giving rise to the instant appeal are that

" the appellant was appointed as Jinior CI

erk vide order dateq 16.08;1987 in Cooperative
| . . M__.

Department. That on 24.07.2002 the appellant was declareq as surplus from Coopcra‘tivc



Departrnent and adjusted in the District Coordination Office Nowshera vide order No. 411-

19/DCO/Estt: 08/NSR dated 25.01.2003 as Computer Operation (BPS-11) in his own pay
- o ) :

—_——

& scale (BPS-7) for the purpose of pay &' allowances. Later on, vide order dated

31.03.2012 he was edjtlsted and posted against.the same cadre post of Junior Clerk in the

DOR Office Nowshera. However, during adjustment as Computer Operation in DCO office
at . ~ ,
i and further posting as Junior Clerk in DOR office Nowshera, the official was not assigned
al ' |
iij , : tinv specrﬁc posmon of his seniority in the seniority list of Junior Clerks. Subsequently,
ud 3
PR

appellant was promoted as Senior Clerk (BPS-9) but in pursuance of BOR decision/order,
his order of promotion as Senior Clerk was withdrawn. He was given another opportunity

.« of postmg as Assistant Inspector Excise & Taxatlon Department Nowshera but was

readjustcd as Junior Clerk in the DOR Ofﬁce agamst his ongmal post. Against the
_ " : 1rnpugni:d order appellant filed the departmental appeal ‘which was accepted by the
% l , ' '_ L 'compét;m authority and seniority of the appellant was adjusted accordmgly Tl‘nt’
\ ‘t . respondents No. 4 to 7 filed appeal against the decision of respondent No. 2 before
{r.8 I\ : mSpondent No. 1 which was accepted and the decision of the competent authority wasl set-
g\}:{' ' . aside iltild again the seniority of the appellant was disturbed. That feeling aggrieved from
N :‘z" '4' lthe m:pugned order appellant filed the mst’mt service appeal with a prayer that on
MR
MR. 4
5

acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 20.06.2014 passed by respondent No. 1
o o ‘

A and notixﬁeation dated 03.07.2014, may kindlyE be set-aside and the decision/notification

dated 31.01.2014 by the respondent No. 2, in representation in favour of the appellant%
oo
; . vl

kindly be maintained as the same was in accordance with law and rules on the subject and

the niority of appellant may kindly be reckoned from the date of appointment.
|
D 2. The Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant was,

Ay} Wy

.appointed as
B Junior Clerk in Cooperative Department ot 16.08.1983 vhereas private respondents No. 4,
‘I,E_.' . l =
; 5,6 and 7 were appointed as Junior Cletk ¢a 01.10. 1999, 15.09.1990, 07.08.1990 and O
i 25. 09 }991 respecti

vely. He further argued that.as a result of restructurmg of Coopeérative
Department the appellant was” rendered surplus on 01 -07.2002 and ‘was adjusted as
Lo '

. Cgmb er Operator in the office of DCO Nowshera in own pay y scale on 25.01.2003. He N

v
further contended that appellant was adjusted as ASI in Excise & Taxation Department on




27.08.20i1which order was subsequently withdrawn on 06.09.2011. The appellant was
there-

after formally adjustéd as Junior Clerk (the cadre to which he belonged) in office of
DOR No"wshera.on 31..03:2012 and he was placed at the top of seniority list of Junior

Clerks of .the office of Deputy Commissioner Nowshera notified.on 7™ January 2014, The
: i -~

' -T\ » . e
learned counsel further argued ‘that private respondents contested the said seniority list
l "

before Co‘mm'issio'ner E;eshav.iar Division who vide his order dated 20.06.2014 accepted the

i
appeals of the private respondents for correcting of their seniority according to the date of

their regular appointmen

t as Junior Clerks and appeliant was relegated to S. No 17 of the’
. .

seniority list as stood on 01.12.2013. He further argued that impugned order dated

20.06.201;} was against the law and the APT Rulles 1989 made there under and prayed that
. $ - . '

on acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 20.06.2014 and notification dated

03.07.2014 may be set-aside and notification dated 31.01.2014 of respondert No. 2 may be
restored by placing the appellant at the top of the seniority list of the Juﬁior Clerks. He

relied on 1993 SCMR 609, 2001 PLC (C.8) 710, 2007 SCMR 886 and judgment dated

28.12.2010 of Supreme Court of Pakistan passed in Civil Appeal No. 140-P of 2010,
3. Pri\;/ate respondents while arguing the case in person resisted the appeal and argued
that lthe)} were origin:z’ﬂ employees of the ljeputy Commissioner office whereas the
appellant Wasi rendered surplus from Cooperati;\/e Department on _01.7.2002. They argued

. that thg appelllant was {irst adj.usted as Computer Operation in own. pay scale and was later
'. on appoint;:d as Jﬁnior Clerk in the‘ofﬁce of ]501'{ on regular basis on 31.03.2012. They

further argued that on revival of office of D

CO in the year 2013 tentative seniority list of
i

Junjor Clerks was circulated where appellant was placed at the top of seniority list with

reference t6 his date of initial appointment as J{mior Clerk in the Coaperative Dép

|
J

o~
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correct plate and prayed that the appeal being:devoid of merits may be-dismissed. They
H . . . 1
' relied on 1999 SCMR 1039. te . :
' 4. ! The learned Assistant Advocate Gcnera_l endorsed the arguments advanced by the
- . , 2\ . ‘
"' " private respondents.
;:; 41”.1 5. ‘ ' Axgumené he#rd and record perused. o |
: " ' ) N ’ ~ :
6. From perusal . of the record it transpired that the appellant who was initially. K
§ v . . -~ |
(- appointed as Junior Clerk in the Cooperative Department was rendered surplus as a |
\ -

consequence of restructuring of his parent department on 01.07.2002 and was adjusted as
Computer Operation (BPS-11) in his own pay scale in the office of DCO Nowstera on

25.01.2003. He was subsequently appointed as Junior Clerk on 31.03.2012 in the said
1

office nd his seniority was required to be fixed at the bottom of the said cadre according to

rule-17 of APT Rules 1989 read with the surplus pool policy of the Provincial Government.

The claim of the appellant for reckoning his seniority as Junior Clerk tom the date of his
initi_ally appointment in the Cooperative Dep'iu'tment is therefore .n.ot valid and is not

i .
covered under the relevant APT Rules as well as surplus pool poticy of the Provincial

i . .
Government. We are therefore constrained not to interfere in the case and the appeal being

. . . . . 3 . . L—_i . K
de_v?ld of any merits is accordingly dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File
- . :

be consigned to the record room. o ) YA
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SSTABLISHMENT & ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT '] % oy oy e
(REGULATION WING) s -

' NO. SOR-EGAD)1-206/98,

Dated Peshdwar she 8™ June /2001 . ' zi :
o -} W . :
' : il' 1 (:
. a . A i S r |
All Administrative Sccretaries in NWFP. . 'j" . " N .
o The Secretary.to Governor, N.W.F.P. . P b
ot ] e 3) Al Copunissioners inNW.EP, ' . ' i .
W“?’n 4) Al Heads of Attached Departuicnt in NP RN R A e P
A TARS 5) All Heads of Antonomous/Semi-Autonomous Bodies in NWEP.» s~ -,'_}./ Co . . - .
cea i 6) The Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. - . Sk o o
S ) All Districts & Session Judges in NWFP. . ‘ oL
AT T §) Al Deputy Comntissioners/Political Agents in NWEFL. ‘ . o Lot et s s o
- J‘ e o 9) The Secretary, NWFP Public Service Conunission, Peshawar. b PR .
Voat s o 10) The Director, Anti-Corruption Establishinent, Peshawar. : ) . > ) '
AR 11) - The Reglstrar, NWFP Service Tribunal, Peshiuwar. - . o . , o i
RS ‘ . . s ‘
L 3SUBIECT. POLICY PORDECLARING GOVRENMIAT SERVAN, P .
R T THEIR SUBSEQUENT ARSORPTION/ ADIUSTMENT, .
VO gt e ; -
§ it Sin, ' ' 1 ~
i‘ i S . ' . C e qi
A "A.,-‘,. . { am dirccred to refer 1o the subject noted above and 10 say that the Provinclal - ! Bt
.‘\‘ .-,_~:§;"“}Govcrmncnt has been pleased to make the following policy Jor absorption/adjusiment of Governnicn! b .
B3, aServants daclared oy surplus in view of the transition of District System and resultant re-striciuring B i { i
o e of the Government Organlzations/Departments efc: : . P : ‘i . ¢
AT S . . . R . ‘. y
Serrhoadds, o POWER WITH REGARD TQ TIIE DECLARATION QF POSTS AS SURPLUS, . e l } ‘! H
. e , . -, , . . . . : ‘. B l,': L N - .
, The Finance Department in consultation 1ith Department concerned and withithe. - " - e <1
=y approval of compeient authorlry would declde with regard to the declaration.of a particular - . ‘' . . <
et "..organization, set up or individual post as rcﬂuqdam or inessential. : S N . ot SN ! ‘
W, ' ’ . o - Db . S
: : T . e S SR '
CREATION QF SURPLUS POOL - . e W
: ’ ' . T | IR i
‘ww. '3 . There will be a surplus pools cell in the E&AD. After abolition of such posts in-the . * . ‘ L'JP“ o ‘,: " -
o uvoncerned deparment, duly notified by the Iinance Depariment, cqual number of posts-in the . ; T b AU
21 corresponding basic pay scales would be created in the EGAD  for the purpose of drawl of pay qu AP T RS SN l
-'{q!lmyancc: et by the employees declared surplus as such. : . et S (AR \ )
o B : Jhoee T ) R i
- IMPLEMENTATIONMONITORING Cril. N T i .
}"{5{ R For the purpose of coordination and to ensure proper and cxpeditions adjusiment /. N 0
"ﬁgf' ’-!’.LE"”_ab:ormion of surplus staff, the Government of NWEP has been pleased to constitule the following .~ = AL A
R cpmz;u‘m:cu . . . . . . .- rd !
: - . %
a. Additional Seergtary (Establishment) ESAD . . Chairinan. - . :
b, Deputy Secrciary LG& RD Depuriment. veeeee . Member. L
c. Deputy Sccretary Finance Department. v Member. s
| d. Deputy Secrciary (Establishment) E&AD. s Secretary
# L
T e T : o oo oo
. ' . N
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. L .'OC!:'DUR/? I"OR A DJUS"I‘ME/‘/?'OF .S“U}';'I’L(/S FAPLOYEES.

: Nouwithsianding auytlxmg con!mm'd inany other law, rules or regulation to.the
n}n;;uj’ fur the time b‘,mg in foree, the following procedure for the adjustment of surplus staff would-
¢ fo owcd : o :

Before mm.rfenmg al cmplayce fo rl'" surplus pool, he should be givel option by the - S
concerned depaitmens - _ S . ' ‘

(i) to pruceced on retirement with normei retiring benefits under tlxe'cq:isting rules,

e s

(i) to opt for readjustment/absorption (rr’amst a fcmu(' vac*mcy of lus .stams/BPS
which may not necessarily be i in his or wma/ C(I([I L/(I('/)m tent,

Mﬂ% who opt for' Jcﬂrcmenr would bc ‘entitled for mual pension and gratuity - ‘ ,
according to thc existing Government Scrvants Pension and Gratuity Rules of the " g S
Provincial Government, Those who opt for abmrpnon/re -adjusiment, a category-wise - Depur: ‘
seniority list will be caused in the Surplus Pool Jor their praduc! adjustment against .~ ;
_the future vacancics as and when occiirred i any of tiw: Government Depariments.”
These adjustment shall be ou seniority-cum-fitness basis, For this purposc the seniority L L
list will he caused category-wise with reference to their respective dates of SRR
“appoiniment in the cadre, In cose-vihere daies of appoiniment of two or niore persons . A
are the .mmc, the person older in agc .flzallmnk acmo; and shall be adjusied f st . -
Adjmr:rwnr shail be madc on vacant pu..f pertaining to initic! recmitmcnt 'quom Jrom ' ' ’
those in the surplus pool n lhcfo[(owmg manner: - ’ T
. |
(i) In case of occurrence of vacancics in thei ir cvumpanrlmg po,\m in m:y
Governunent Department/Organization, 1 enior most ciployee in the surplus R
pool slnould be, adjusm(l j’ ret” - _ _ e

B N 2
(ti) Iﬁ'casc of cross cad/e adn{.mrcnr, t/a;n.rrons with such minimin qualification” ™+
' as prescribed in the relevant Service Rulds for the pa.rr in question shall be, -~ : :

'mljnstcd Lccpzng in view their seniority position. - L
!

If an 'u.pfoye,c.lpas.\m rhc basic acedomic. qualificatlon but lacks lhc\r‘”'*'--'?'-w"*-*-zl'i :
p/ofc.ssronal/mchmcal qualtf‘ cation, he may i;c m[/mrul against such post - S
- .\‘Ilbj(.C! lo unpamug the requmlc training. A

JOIR VR

{a)  The .mtplu.\ émployees holdiny; s-:ch posis w/.zc/: fall to promorion:quota. . 1+ Lo X
in about all the Depariments,, he shall lunam in the surplus pool tt(l the - 3 ,~5&djusrr§1b. ) '
. avallabthry of. a pa.ft in thc pafentr/cpar.‘rm.m absorptic i

Ao
' - L o g oopost
. . R . 1 . ! [
|

t

|

P .
v

‘ :'.--1 e ()."i o .
ST o ~ : b CE&AD S
(b)  Where ng equivalent post is aviriluble the civil servant may be offered a o S e

lower post in such manner, and subject to such conditions, as may be’
- prescribed and where such civil servant is appoinited to a lower post the pay ‘
- being drawn by him in_the post mmurlmrcly pmcccdmg his appomrmcnr wa

lower post .rhall remain proteeted.
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i _~’ Depariment from lime 10 timie, giving. cogent reasons/justification. Against the
3 : resndint revivalrestoration of the posi, the concerned Depariment will place d
ii. . requisition on the ESAD fur ransferving of @ suitable surplus empluyec against the
b suid post. .
R {g) Unless the surplus cmployees W Class-1Y arc Jully (l{lj.‘lSlt’fU(leOrbL'd against their
k o - respeclivt gmdcd posts in various Govenuneit! Dcpar:'mu.'n:/Organizalion.r, the general
f e e policy of the Finance Department regarding conversinn of BPS-1 & 2 posts 1o posts in
W o fixed salary @ Rs. 2000/~ per mouth for contraciual appointed showld be resiricted to
TR A the abave cxient. .
Lo e .
"1 PR . .
: e T FINATION OF SENIQRITY '
1 ‘ -
Ot o The infer-se scniorily of the surplus cmployees afier their adjustment i variols |
o o ., Depariment will be determined wccording to the following principles::
R I : (a) Incasc@ surplus employee, could be adjusted in the respective cadre of his
s parent depariment he shall regain his original seniorily in thut cadre.
’L ; 4 ', \/(b) In case, however, Iic i:‘adjmled i, his respective cadre but in o Depariment
I TS "\ other than his parent Department, he shall be pluced ¢t the bottom of seniarity
FERe g list of that cadre. ' .
RITTR I Y . : . .
i{‘ R (c) Incasc of his adjustment against a post in a corresponding basic pay scale with
Yoo differemt dcsigua!ian/nomcnc!alurc of the post, cither in his parent depariment .
T' R . ' or in any other departuient, he will be placed ¢t the bottom of seniortty list.
. ;t\,‘” IR NOTE:
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vacant/revived post, such a posi would be filled up by Jnitial recruitment in the
preseribed manner after geling clearance from the E&AD. ) o

(o), Surplus staff should be adjusted prcfcrmy i their home Districi(s). If not pos':iblé,

then within the same Division, if staff is adjusted awiy from their District of Domicilejl
in the first instance then on availability of post they should be considered for\
adjushnent near 10 their home station. g

To Jacilitate the adjustment of surplus “staff, it will he incumbent upoht the
Administrative Deparipent to take up the case with Finance Deparinicni Jor revival of -
the essential posis 50 reirenched as a resull of general dircctive issued by Finance

In case the ofﬂccr/aﬂ’tctai declines 1o be 'adjuslcd/absorbcd in the above manner in
accordance with the priority fixed as per his scniority in the integrated list, he shall

{oose the Jacility/right of adjusmwnl/ahsorpti(m andl would be required (0 op! Jor pre--

©omatire retlrement from Governmenl service. _
Provided that if e does 6l Julfilt the requisit qualifying sepvlee Jor premature

‘rc:irc.'mcnr he may be compulsorily retived from service by the competent authority
AR y .

AUTHORITY TO OTIFYIORDER ADJUSTHMIE

* After the sransfer of services of surplis cnployee 1o @ Department " for
t a vocani/revived post,. the Caompelent Auhority 10 notifyforder his
«ant, rules for the

Provided that the dcci:igu.of adjuslmanl/absarp!iou uf surplus employees by the

" IB&AD shall be binding upon the respeclive appointing authorities.

Yourg Qbedient Servid

IR\ 4300}
(MULABINAD TTAMYUN)

PR N
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Copy [m‘n'{?i'dc(! fothe:

COS HQ, 11 Corps, Peinawar Cantt:
HQ PMCS C/0 1IQ Enjincer 11 Corps, Peshawr Canit; _
All AddVDeputy Secretaries in (Establishment) E&AD, . '
Deputy Secretary (Admn) ELAD,
Director, STI, Benevolent Fund Building, Peshavar, '
The Accountant General, N\WEF, Peshawar., v :
Deputy-Secreiary Benevolent Fune Cell, E&AD.
All District Acconnts Officers in NWEP. /_,-{
. " PR
1l

~ (GRULARFJILANI ASIF)

. DrErUTY SECRETARY (REG-1)

~ Lpdst: cven No. & date

Cupy funvarded to:-

T B el

=~

NS

All Scction Officers in {Establishment )E&AD,
All Section Officer in General Administration E&EAD.
The'Estate Officer, E&AD.
Py to Chief Secretary, NWFP,

DS 10 Seeretary (Establishmens) EEGAD.
PS 10 Secretary {Genceral Administration) E&EAD.
Librarian, EEAD;, -] —

LT mz‘;i@mmg&zﬂ {7
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s —ve——ts T =

1 S 4
( //1 ’\ '
, o=
v (ILEGULAI‘IO\' ‘.’NG) L ' L , S
) NO SOR-l(S&.GAD)l 200/9!:(\’0] I) T C s '::'t
) Da\cd Peshawar the 13““ Aubu't ').001" ’ . A
3 . . . . R ] v ‘<.
. .o . \ Ly
Sy N : . .. Y e e A :
o 18+ "All the Administrative Sceretarics A Co 0 ' y
L . to Govermment of NWFP, T Lt s s . N
. T2 Sccrelary 1o Govemor, NWFP, ~ o AR . f oo :
g Ly 3 All Head of Autached Dcpmmcms i NWFP, - - N 3 .
: - o4 0 Allthe Dmncl Coord_mnnqn ,Ofﬂcc{s in NWFP, p N
N . . . .3 .t R S R T B : - . N
. K " . . . R :.‘.__ _:._': _‘__, ,.. o ,.. - L Lo " , . '{
v Subje:,t. DECISIONS. OF THE MEETING OF CHIEE- SECRETARY - wrra o T s :
1 RO DISTRICT COORDI'N:\TION QFFICERS, ON THB ISSUE OF . .o ]
_g“"w}., L !T{P, Sp O . . . . T ¢ o
Ty . o Sy R T R - .
i R A : . Hl B .
; S . , , - ‘ e
N 1. ] am dlrcclgd to tefer to lhc subjcct cited above :md (o s::y tha& . . i
- 3 R s . -
W'-s hcld on 4 8.2001 in the Cabmct Room le Sccretania: undcr lhc chnu-manstup of ’ . . -
: Clncf Sccrcnry, NWFP to° dlscuss thc |ssucs rclaunv 1o '\djuslmcnl ot‘ i !
! DA 1 X
rcndcrcd surplus duc to rcslmclunng of the Govcrnmcm D p.u‘lmcnts and Dcvoluuon of ) y
4\\"1' P, 2000, The l'ollcwmr dcclsxor\: were taken in the said mccmg L f '
L R . ‘
PR ) I Adminisimlivc Departments may rcconsidcr adjustments alrcady made . : -
A e :\Lamt the available posts at District level, The guiding principle for - . e ’ .
I L 1..vu.wm§ the adjustment would be aimed at avoiding dislocation of the' . . o ' . SR
e cploycgs lothc poss:blc extent. . B . ; " .
-t i) The ' DCOs will maintain the surplus pool of l}‘.c c'-\ployccs “declares T no ' A '
! surplus in the District cadres and their subscquent .‘djus‘n ot ngamst the - - R :
vacant posts (Dmnct Cadxcs) Tt ‘must be ‘ensurcd it only the junior .« - : .
most cruployees in Wie seale in the cadre be deciared surplys, At the stage - ) Lot
v of adjustment of CIJS.\‘W posts,. thL senior mosl rbc: ad)uskcd ﬁrsl.. ' | )
oo However, for olhcr posis besides' scn-o.xty, the bacnbtound ‘of the . ' -
1 -, ipdividual and requisite expericnce of the posts'shall bc kepti ul view. The . R
D surplus poel of Divisional ‘cadres bc m\mnmcd hv thc DCOs. postcd wl . I e,
~ ’,- © M divisional headquarters., T, AR - . ( [
v, "' * P y "‘ * ‘?- ' N . ' ‘a‘
. “ . ' t .
: e
. / |il) The surplus pool of the cmployccs ‘of the Head Ofﬁccs be hainiained by - i Ca R vy
Tt Tthe Head of the concemncd Altachcd Deparbment, Declaring cmployces- IR RN
[P ! surplus and their subscquent ‘adjusiment be made strictly accordmg to the TR . .
SRR ™ spiritof the policy of the Provincial Government issned vide circulir letter N L
D oa e No.bOlU(h&.G:\D)l -200/98, dated 8.6.2001, - . to T ' 1 Lo
N : PIEY - ‘ f ' ' P \ e !
S v Th-.. surplus pool of n\c Secrctariat be maintained by the 1% .lnl:h..lum.lll i DR
! 4 Department in consultation with the Depastment soncemed. i "
; ' !
The salarics of the surplug cmplo vees Le d-:lwn-" aheough i reievant ' v .y
0ffiscu fon the time being. . : ' .
1 ) o i !
. PEES H
b S
, . i»: [ 1
rsaantasns a1 - o o . ) r.‘y
T DI TS SIS 00 A C e ¢ oo R
‘.
5 ' te
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Il \-'as ul;o felt that Ihc enncuo:}t,d shf" for the ofﬂcc of DCO nnd oth(‘
offices is not .sufficient, The mlmstuml staff has no nppropﬂatc ticrs, for
the purposeof control and prometion i.c. Scnjor Clerk and Supcnntcndnent

cte. The post of Chowkidar/Sweeper dees not exist in the officc of DCOs -

nnd other offices. Even the other required staff docs not meet. the bare
‘minimum,” The DCOs will, therelore, (orward the fequired plopoa i for
consideration. of Finance Dcpartmcm Thc budgel lorithe sune can be -
arranged from the available savmgs duc to phasing qwny of mngxstracy '

clc. :

.« LG&RD Dcparunuu may reconsicer the -ltijllb(mt.ui of lhc cmployucs o
wi'the Local Council Board, so as to find out whether an'y such cmployccs
have been adjusted against the rcguh.r Govcmmcnt posls fundcd from thc
Provmcml Con:.ohdalcd Fund. . R,

PREREEA N

- For adjustmcnt of rcguim‘ Clnss IV (BS* 1-4) Govcmmcnt scrvnm i f .
- Surplus Pool, Finance, Department” may con.s1dcr convcmon‘ of hxcd
pa,'/connacl posLs m:o rcgula:., Lo S

. s requested tha at’ dcc1s'ons la}..n durm[, lhc mcc.lmr' huld on 4.8, 2001
may 'r:inldvlylhc implemented by all’ concemed with Tetter and sprit & complmncc rcpo~1 bc :

fnizhed accordingly.

Ty “Your Oocdzcnt Su'v:ml

0

(MUH t\\/IMAD HU\AA‘I
-\udl ‘Scerctary’ (chulauon)
Ph No: 9210069

1‘\11 '\ddl /Dcputy ccxct:mc.. i Bstablishment and -\dnum:.tmuon D(.p.utmun
‘) Al Scetion Officers in F_stabhsluncnt and Administ allon Dcpmtmuxt o g
1S to Chicl Sceretary,. NWI-P . .
Ps 1o Sccxcl.uy UZs..tb]lsnn enl) Establish aeat and Aumnmsu
“P§ 1o Seerclary (Administration) Es .mllsl.mcm and z‘\ommibl..mon Dy Jarlmmt

- 11 11Q Coips, Peshawar Cantte *) . , P

ation Dupmlnu.m.

PMC ..ngm Cering C/O 11 }IQ Corps Push.u nr'Canu. o . .

- ——— e m e e

‘-_J'.I
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, T OF MWEP - .
0T 6 ADRM: DEPARTMENT ' P
AV HG) T S e
SR AADYS 2005 . R :
. e P 7, e 5% Felbuary 2006 . . .
. R e ]
Al Adminisirative Segra ’ . : L e
The Seeretary to Gowm.rr g ) ' ’ I
The Scerelary 1o Chinf ki ' 1 b
At District € uos\lm.lho.. o e '
The Registear, Pe: .
The !\cglail [, W , .
Al Head of Atashe (i R
CThe Scabtary, MW .
e Scerctary. € . : . w3
All Heatds of Awona: . et n

» Dear i,
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et
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that Surplus Pool Policy circulaiod wide iolter No. No.SOR-1(ESAD)1-

[ {d)i In c_-)eol adiprsiment anainst a post lovier manlvsongmal.,calc S
 Ltf- 1 | o shelt be placed ot e top of senicrly hsloi\ha\cwuc £0asi0 | e

-'I'hc Direeior Anti-Gosg -
’ . , . i
\MENDMENT TS : ;
' . s . - - ., o
. ' v : L.
| am directed o reler to i subicat cited above aad to stale _ ,

.200/98, doted 8" June 2001 has hion shviewed. ithas been decided by S BN
Lo \ R ‘
" the conmpetetit authority to add Totkovsig L paris @ e relevant paras of o S
' the policy: - ' s Co Tl
(1) Sub narg LZ.)” ’
. . vs
! Ty} In case an cpioyen i i against o !a\"cr past is : ) AR
“duclad suipius asalin, ."... Sl\n| [DOR* a lis ofiginal pay seate. . ' L
X . i) . Sub para{d) ; ddv'l lopam ) . . o ) v

save him from being rentiees M"I. s qain & becoming junior 1o | : -
i juniors, . B . . : v

- . T R
e \";w Ea:l.\lull : Sl w
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OFFICE OF THE
COMMISSIONER PESHAWAR DIVISION ™

4/ BA/I

No. é_—/e ‘
Dated: 26,10.2018

The Deputy Commissioner, : T '
Nowshera. '

L P
Subject: . APPLICATION AGAINST THE IMPUGNED SDN]ORITY LIST _OF
BTENOGRAPHER (BPS: 14) IN QFFICE OF DE‘PUTY COMMISSIONER

i NOWSHERA.

I am directed to refer to your letter No 0170/EA 23/DC/NSR/2018

dated 08, Ob 2018 on the subject cited above cmd to encluse herewith a capy of

Assistant %=le<m {Est), Board of Revenue, Revenue & E-suuc T)epmtmem Govt.

of Khyber Pakintunkhwa letter No,Esu: ll/\c-mn' T F]If/% 3 20 dated 23.10.201%
for information and compliance picase.

M / e
ASSISTAWOMMIS?IONER (REV/GA)
PESHAWAR DWISION PESHAWAR

No. 6/4/EA/11/ [j?ﬁa?_f" ) : §§_ o !

Copy forwarded o Ase sistant Scer Board of Revmuf‘

Revenue & Estare Department, Govt, of Khybe Chiunky wa w/T 10 above quoted .
letter. .

tary, (Esit] t

ASSISTANT T OMMIbSIONER (REV/GA)
PESHAWAR DI'VISION PESHAWAR

B R P

e ;C(

il
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GOVFRNMUENT OF KHYBER PAI\HT‘ I 1\[ Twa
- B()ARD OF R_EVLA\UE
e REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARI of !‘i'JT
| i | -
No. Estt:l/Seniority list Fi e/ES . ll L? ¢

Peshavax dated the) 3 /1012018

e .

The Commissioner,
Peshawar Division, Peshawar.

SUBIECT: z\PPLICATIU\I AGAINST THE IMPUGNED bENlURITY : ‘ IST OF -
HTF\'OOK‘\I‘UER (BPS- 14) IN' OFFICE OFF DEPUTY COM\ 'l 3SIONER C
NOWSHERA, - | : ‘»,
;4 g

Desr Sir,

g

L-am directed w0 refer w your letter No. 6/4/EA/NV/12828 dated 02,1, '-']18 and to

staje that Mr. Ziaullah Junior Scale Stenggrapher is the permanent e iployee of your ¢ 1™ | whe was
appointed ay such on 12.07. "OUI while the remaining 3 Junior Scale Stenographers - s | Jd]llf:lt'd
~—frem other departments, According 1o para-6(b) of the swplus peol policy “in ecase, 113 qrver he i

udjumd in his lCi])ﬂlthL cadre but in a department other thaa his purent deg ¥ ]monvt ‘he

siiall he placed at the bottom of seniority list of that cadre” therelore, lhev are wf-entnle to

claim seniority with effect from their first appointment in other department. o

L am further dmnlui te.request you fo fix their seniority slnctly n ag;
the guidelings of the Provincia bovunmeur Pplease,

T 0 _.lmcc with :

g -
‘i
’ 15""’
St i o
..___..-‘:r !F-"‘_,.———-- i
SR ry (Bsu)
e
|
t
|
l”&-{’fﬁ)’ | il 2 1 | ;f":{- |
Dlary no. [ 1100 = d
Date: Iy L)’j{ DAy
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199239220191 - 1 Jan. "EJEWZI 1:15AmM Pi

O_ﬁ?ce of tﬁe | g

.,' NOWSHERA. . W

(Office Pl&one#0923-9220098~99, Fax#0923- 9220159)

. Gmail: dconsrpk@yahoo.com ! :
No. -M’LA 2.%/[)(“/1\1\1’/20 18

Damd /__3‘-/‘?0 18

‘ 1. M. Tariq Khan Steno Ghrapher
2. Mr. Shah -E- Mulk Steno Ghrapher
3. Mr. Anwar Baig Stenp Ghraphey .

4. Mr. Zia Ullah Steng thmpher N .

Subject: -

OFFICE OF DEPUTY COMMISSIONER NOWSHERA.EBQLLAOU]
TO 2010 ,

Momo:

© You s are hereby dlrocu,cl to provide. copies of the Fmal Semorltv List of
Steno Ghrapher (BPS-14) of the then DCO Office Nowshéra and this office Nhlled to
you by name fmm '1001 to 2010.

[l
o

shoutd reach this office by 23.07.2018, othorwise ex- party action awill be taken under

the provision of Provlm.nl Government Policy. far adjustment v1de lottcr No. SOR: -

I(E&AIN-200/98 dated 68,06, 2001

qnd Section’ (10) (Appmntment |Promotmn anﬂ
chmsfm) rules 1974,

It is pertinent.to mention that the t'lood of 2010 hrw&- wmplotgv

destroyed your ACRs /Smmmty list, maintained by this office.
I

L uty Commwsmnc; Office
Nowsbemjl_

.......

(,opy forwarded for mformntlon tot |
1,

The PS o Deputy Commissioner Nowshera

» Additional Deputy Commissioner Nowshera.

3. All Assistant Commquunem Distriet Nowshera.
4. Oftice File

FINAJL SENIQRITY LIST OF STENO GHRAPHDR BPS-14 IN THE

Your (.omplow :epnrt ! copies of the requ1=.1to Final S(Anlonry List

..o»....pa_.A.-A..,"F.-...-o-.-l-- o
oy
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The Superintendent,
: ‘DC Office, Nowshera

P'

1
b S
",l I,;- ' \'!A .
Ly >

l

FiNAL SENlORiTY LIST OF STENO GRAPHER BPS 14 1N THE

OFFICE OF DEPUTY CONINH SIONER NOWSHERA FROM 2001 TO
~ 2010, , _. ‘ T S ‘ L
| R/Sir, - 3 ;' Co oy T
: o Kmdly refer to your office letler No. 0957 64/E/\ 23/DC:NSF\/2018 c’utcd -}'; SRR
L . 22- O? 2018 on the subject cited above. -
1

The undersigned have no copy of semonty ltst for the perlod from 5001 lo
‘ 2010, however, a copy of seniority list issued by ASSIstant Commnssmner Nowshera @n
L 19:02-2013 s send herewuh as desired please. 11 : SR
o b | o =
o ) » /A’f/ ST
. . o | ', ' - (Zia Uliah Khat) R
: ‘ : _ el Steno Ac Office, Nowshera R
| o
: ’i I | %, R I
I‘| - : ‘\ “'"t./“
| Dy \\b e dan
l 1| ‘e k
g e
| - bx‘ |
¥
| i 5
i f
i | .
ql ‘ | i
i . } :
..:-\ N i 'i ] “ 1
: ; 5 2 i .
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o .. OFFICE OF THE DIST Rhﬂ OFHCER (R & EVCOLLECTOR NO\\'SH[{R;&

o ) FINAL Rl-,\'lORlTY LIST OFJU\IOR SCALE STE\OGKAPHER (BPS:-14) AS STOOD ON3I- 12-2012; ' R
T \.\_u \ ame & D:str:ct Of Qual:l‘catlons Date oflstEnti) “Method of | Dateof . [ Placeof - Ty
f Designation Domicile and ' Into Govt. FEI vice Recruitment Retirement Present _
i C ‘date of Birth posting
o ‘ 7in Ullah Khan i - A B i o - . I AC Office i ]
. Junior Scal Steno - Nonshera M.A 15-08-1997 . ~ Direct 09-04-2035 .| Nowshera . -
! Grapher (BPS-14) 10-04-1975 , A

Dated 19/02/2013
‘Assistant C‘orr{mi",:i&nerg.. el

%( Nowshéra

e s -

L
¥ e 3

\
| e,
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OFFICE OF THE
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER,
" NOWSHERA |

(Ofﬁce Phone# 0923 9220098 Fax # 0923, 9220159 Email: dconsrpk@gmall com) : j o

K No. 83] /EA/23/DCINSR/2018
: . D_% November 2018

T
3

The Secretary, . . S A S S
Board of Revenue, ‘ . . - i ’ :
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Y
A

SCALE _ STENOGRAPHER (BS-16)
COMMISSIONER NOWSHERA.

Memo:; .

Enclosed please find herewith synopsis of ACRs alongw:th onglnal ACRS ",‘ ,

SUBJECT: - DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION COMMITTEE FOR THE POST OF SENIOR '
IN_THE OFFICE OF DEPUT;Y,--,,

I
ST

FRETIRY

TR e DTN
S TaTad

raraned,
Do

e

b

W

T R R TR

S

eag

A PRI T2

-Wokag Paper as well as Non- Involvement Cemflcate for conduct of Departmen&al»- e -~r-~'l-‘»

- Promotion Commlttee amongst the Junior Scale Stenographers of th:s| offlce o

Nowshera "

- o
-
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WORKING PAPER . S /

. f

1 V . o . - : iis

SUBJECT:— PROMOTION OF JUNIOR SCALE STENOGRAPHER "(BS-14) '}' N
= THE POST OF SENIOR SCALE STENOGRAPHER. (BS-16) | N

’ DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, OFFICE NOWSHERA. -

1. in terms of the provision of Notification _No.2074/Es"i;.t/il/35/SSRS,

dated 23.1.2015, thé following method of promotion has been prescribed for the post
of Stenographer (BS-16) o o

a) Sixty percent by pro_motioh‘ on the basis of seniority-cum-fitness

from amongst the Stenographers with atleast five years service : o ? o
as. such in the offices of Deputy Commissioner and Political ;
1 Agents. o i
" . b) Forty percent by promotion, on the basis of':senioriiy-cum-

" fitness, from amongst the Stenographers (BS-14) wii,h atleast
five years service as such in the offices of Deputy
_ @ommissioners and Political Agents. ’ ‘ :

L.

A SRS LESIN 1
'=, 2. There is only (01) newly created sanctioned post of Senior Scale .
Lo Stenographer in the office of Deputy Commissioner Nowshera.

- The details of post is a's_ under:- R L .
l'rSanptioned posts | Existing working strength | Vacancies -
O - k 11 | |

. .l
va ' " The post is required to be filed in by way of ptomotion under the
~Z provision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant (Appointment,” Promotion ; and

Transfer) Rules, 1989. A panel of the Junior Scale Stenographers -according 1o .
Seniority list is given below: ’

\S '1Name Seniority | Date  of | Whether  or | Whether or Present C
No. | Position | promotion jnot 5 years | not aiready place ~ ~of | -
11 to the | length of \-appointed | posting. *." | © .
, l . present service as ACB S
, ! ’ : | o | post completed ,
1] Zia Uliah Khan \15' - Yes 1No Tae—e«ae
' - \ Nowshera
2| Muhammad Tariq . |.2™ - -~ |Yes . | No ‘ JDC Office
l - e [ . _\,__‘_ Nowshera__ | .
3.!1 Shahi Mulk 3 ‘ lYes "No \ DC Office
T ‘ _ ‘ Nowshera’
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suitability of one Junior Scale Stenographer (BS- 14)
Senior Scale Stenographer (BS-18) on reguiar basis.

4. 1t is certified that:-

1. The offrqals have completed the prescribed minimum Iength of qualifying’
' ser\nce experience as required under the service recrunment ru!es

2. Nelther d|s<:1pl|nary/Departmental proceedmgslNAB case’'is pendly

agamst any official nor any penaity imposed upon them durmg the last
years. ,

-

3. They are the regular member of the service/cadre and presentiy worklng in
therr respective semce cadre.

14 Semonty list of Junior Scale Stenographers (BS- 14) of Nowshera District
as stood on 9.11.2018 is final and not under dispute.

' ‘ E-.

(5) Detail of Synopsrs of ACRs as well as Non-involvement Certificate is as ?f

under:- - ‘f’*

Name ' ACRs Position | Synopsis i Non-Involvement .

1 Position Certificate - . i

Zia Ullah Knhan | Available Available Available . B

_Muhammad Tariq | Not Available | Not Avallable | Not Avaiiabie
1.ShahiMulk [ NotAvailable | NotAvailable Not Available:

e AR

The Departmental Promotion Committee is requested to determme the . ‘
for. promotion ‘to the post ofe——

e

'Deput oMmiss ner, .
Nowshera

s
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o | DEPUTY COMMISSISONER OFFICE NOWSHERA'
s . - T :

% 7.7 _REVISED FINAL SENIORITY LIST OF STENO GRAPHER (BPS-14) A‘AS“STO(:)D ON 09, NOVEMBER, 2018.

"Igtal Sanctioiled Post of Steno Grapher (BPS-14) = No. 05.

S#s- -'Nﬂme & Date of . Distriqt of | Qualifications - Date of Method of | Date of
Designation Birth Domicile , I* Entry into | Appointment / | Recruiument | Retirement
Govt: Service | Promotion to R
- o Lthe present post : -
I Zia Ullah Khan 10-4-1975 Nowshera [ M.A 15-8-1997 1 15°8-1997 , | By Initial =~ [,9-4-2035 See note
- - ' - ' appointment | | below.
2, ‘Muhammad Tariq 21-4-1964 Nowshera | M.A 412-7-1987 - 12:7-1987 By Initial  -|.20-4-2024 | See note
-_ o ' _ | appointment below.
3. Shah-t-Mulk 15-10-1960 | Nowshera | F.A 14-9-1987 14-9-1987 By Initial 14-10-2020 | See note
‘ ' . appointment below.
A ~{ Anwar Baig 8-2-1966 Nowshera [ D.Com - 17-9-1985 as | 2-9-1990 as By Promotion | 7-2-2026 See note
LDC - | Steno appointment - below.
NOTE: - _ ‘ ,_ < \
L' Muhammad Tariq was appeinted as Junior Scale Stenographer in the office of Budget & Accounts Office Cooperative Department Khybet 9“‘

Palkhtunkhwa Peshawar, and was declaved surplus on 01.12.2001. :ind adjusted in the DCO office Nowshera on 31.12.2001. Mr. Shah-i-Mulk was appointecl @*
as Junior Scale Stenographar in the office of Budget & Accounts Office Cooperative Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, and was (lcclm*t;d surplus
on 01.12.2001. and adjusted in the DCO office Nowshera on 31.12.2001, Mr. Anwar Baig was appointed as LDC on 17.09.1985 appointment / promoted as
Junior Scale stenographer on 02.09.1990. in the office of Director LG & RDD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and was declared surplus on 31.07.2001, and
adjusted in the DCO office Nowshera on 01.08.2001. And Mr. Zia Ullah Junior Scale Stenographer is the permanent employee of this office who was

appointed on 15-8-1997. ' [
2. This Revised Final Scntority List of Junior Scule Stenographers (BPS-14) of Deputy Commissioner Office Nowshera, issued after approval upon Para-

ompetent authority decision communicated b Azsisiant Secivetary (Extt) Board of Rovenue. Revenue & Estate Depavtmeni
letter No. EztcllUSeniority lizt /35320 dated 23102018, thraugh Assistan: 1o Commissiono R /GA) Peshawar Division o
HEAATLZ02L dated 26.10.2018. Under the poovision of Sub para (b of pava 6 of Governnient of NWEFP Establishment &
SOR-HUE&LADIT-200/95 dated S Jun. 2001, the name of My, Zia Ullah Junior-Scale Stenographer is

I, recommendations of the
Khuvber Pakhiunkbhwa viede
Peshawar vide letior Noo o -
Administration Departmen: (Regulation Wing) No.
placed on Top from S/No. 04 accordinglv.

=
> : == ;{"""; R - ey
<o T ¥ B e e e . ] ! - -
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Office of the
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
NOWSHERA. :

(Office Phone#0923-9220098-99, F&V#09i3u,9220159,
Email: deonsrpk@yahoo.com .

Dated '@y _/ 7/ /2018
NOTIFICATION - .

1

/EA'ZB/DC/NOWShela In  pursuance of SecuonS of  Khyber

No.27, ~—"~/-'r- 3/

: Pal hLunLhw'l Cwq Servants Act 1973, 1ead with Part VI, Rule-17 of Civil Servants

(Appointment, Plomouon & Transfer) Rules 1989, Revised Fnal Semoulv List of

Junior Scah. Stenovmphus (BPS-14) as stood on 07.11.2018, is hemb) notified after

approval upon Para- 1 1Lcommend1t10n<s of the competent authonty deciston letter

- No. Bott.I]/Sunorxty list /35320 dated 23.10.2018. The name of My Z'm Ullah Khan

, Jumol Scale- Stenogl apher is placed on Top from S/No. 04 accmdmgly, and is hou.by

circulated amongst all concerned.

‘ Tlns office notification No. 8730-31/EA- )B/DC/NSR/ZUll
Deu,mbel. 2011 is hereby 1epe’11¢ol ‘

Depufy
' , Nowshera7
Ewn No. & Date :

‘Copy forwarded to the following for mfonnatmn please:-

1. The Assistant to Commissioner (Rev/QA) Peslmwm Dlvmon I8

wir letter No. 6/4/EA/11/15024 dated 26-10- 2018.
The Assistant Secretary (Estt) Board of hevenue I\evenuo & E\ldl.(,
Department Peshawar. ,
Additional Deputy Commissioner Nowshera
.- Assistant Commlssmnel Nowshem
~All Ooncemed

eshaway

3
c 4
5.

Délal;ty issioker

- "Nowshera

3 ‘? o

No. 2/ A -3 [ [REA-23/DCINSRIZOLS

dated Q4th :

o e '._q.-.-._....._..i». =


mailto:dc6nsrpk@Yahoo.com
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B [ . OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER NOWSHERA :
SYNOPSIS OF CHARACTER ROLL IN RESPECT OF MR. ZIAULLAH KHAN JUNIOR SCALE STENOGRAPHER
- | - .
¢ | 'VEAR | REMARKS OF THE REPORTING OFFICER . | ADVERSE REMARKS
.| (1997 | Honest Obedient, Intelligent. Hardworking and Compeiest... . ] — ] Nil
i %—?Q'Q'é_w’;"ﬁfé_afﬁéial - honest and dedicated to his job. He carries out Ta<k assigned to him with sincerity and devotion. He is well | Nil
© |, ldressedand well mannered. - - o
§ 1999 | The official is hard working and intelligent. I—!e is a grip over his job. He has good manners and polite in dealing with public | Nil
ot and his colleagues. - : : . .
2000 A very efficient, hardworking and honest employee who has always delivered in difficult circumstances. o Nil
¢ | 172001 | Adeeply religious person. .. - - T | il
2002 No Remarks. - o Nil
mg_qg_?:_.___i\@_wnest, devoted, hardworking and-gentleman. _ N Nil
2004 Efficient and well conversant in his job. He is religious minded official and-is very honest. Nil
2005 Efficient and obedient. Honest and religious minded, additional quality of computer knowledge. ) Nil
2006 __ The official is obedient, polite, hard worker, having command on his work. . Nil
2007 | A thorough gentleman having a good reputation. He has command on his work. He is cooperative with the staff as well as Nil- -
_ general public.
» | 2008 An obedient official. His work was found satisfactory during the period under report. Nil
2009 An obedient, efficient, hard worker. Found satisfactory during the period under report. Nil
' 12010, R Nil
. {2011 He is cooperative and trusted official works well in a team. During the period under report, his work was found satisfacto Nil
© 12012 He is punctual and hard working official. Performed his duties regularly during the period and due t fit for further promotion. | Nil
2013 No Remarks. ! Nil
2014 | Mr. Ziaullah performed his duty as Steno during the period. He was found efficient and trustworthy. His honesty was up to the | Nil
mark. He dealt the public in a well manner. : : ,
2015 Mr. Ziaullah Khan worked devotedly as Steno in this office. He is very helpfui to the general public in resolving their problem. Nil
2016 Mr. Ziaullah, Stenographer is as experienced official who handles the official matters in all types of situations in a very Nil
dignified manner. He knows his job and performs up to the satisfaction of high-ups and public.
2017 | The official is hard working. He knows his job well. He achieved all the target assigned to him in the period under report. Nil
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'OFFICETO-F‘TH-'E’ DE

UTY COMMISSIONER NOWSHER

ER ROLL IN RESPECT OF MR.IHSAN ULLAH JUNIOR CLERK.

.

.o .

"SYNOQPSIS OF CHARACTER RO

EMARKS OF HIGHER AUTHORITY

YEAR .| REMARKS OF- THE REi’ORT ING QFFICER - R
5004 - | He is dutiful and hardworking. - . 3 ~ [lagee
2005 He 13 hardworking and trustworthy official. L 4 - I’agree
2006 A trust worthy official, who discharges hiz duties to the satisfaction of his superior. without any Agree.
complaint. :
2007 He is hard working and punctual official could be of great help at hours. i ~ [ agree with RO
2008 | Hard workerefficient he takes keen interest in official work honest official ‘Agree
| 2009 He know his job well he efficiently fulfill all-assigned task. Hard worker-and his-attainted is very good | Agree
: with office collagens and superiors. :
2010 He is trustworthy and-punctual official. Agree
2011 He is punctual and honest official. He can-be trusted in'confidential and secrew matters. | I agree with RO
2012 He is punctual and honest official. He can be trusted in confidential and secret matters. I agree with RO .
2013 The official hard worker. Punctual and good manner. Fit for promotion. . I agree with RO
2014 He is hard worker and trustworthy. Servant is inteligence / Punctual and fit for promotion: Agree. )
2015 The official is hard worker and.trustworthy., Intelligence / cooperative and fit for promotion. Agree. :
2016 He is known his job well. He is very hard working and interest with duties. Recommended for [ agree with RO ' 1 -
promotion. : - ‘ '
2017 Official is hard worker. cooperative and intelligence according his office record. The undersigned [ agree with RO
recommendation for promotion. : ]

LA,
s %
e

7

- . .
Additional lzedugﬁf Commissioner

Nowsheral) .
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