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il Appellant in person present and submitted an application M,20.12.2013
v,

for adjournment. Application is accepted. To, come up for

0preliminary hearing on 10.02.2014.■

Member
/

No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Notices be 

issued to the appellant/counsel for the appellant for preliminary

10.02.2014

^ hearing on 20.03.2014.

Counsel for the appellant present and submitted an20.03.2014

application for sine die adjournment. Application accepted. The

case is, therefore, adjourned sine die.
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10.07.2013 Clerk of counsel for the appellant. In pursuance of the X

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunals (Amendment) Ordinance

2013, (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ord. II of 2013) the case is adjourned

on note Reader for proceedings as before on 06.08.2013.

No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Case is06.08.2013

adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 25.09.2013..

' (Member
/

Mr. Gul Nawaz, Advocate on behalf of counsel for the 

appellant present, and requested for adjournment due to pre­

occupation of learned counsel for the appellant in the Supreme 

Court of Pakistan, Islamabad. To come up for preliminary hearing 

on 06.11.2013.

1. J 25.9.2013

i

VP' Since 6*** November 2013 has been declared as holiday by 

the Provincial Govt yide Notification dated 05.11.2013, therefore, 

adjourned to come up for preliminary hearing p^O.12.2013.

OR.l 1.2013

case
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S^Appellant with counsel present and heard..Counsel for lii' 

app| ^tfapntended that the similai' nature cases of colleagues of 

the^Ji^feVare admitted before this Tribunal. .fJounsel for the 

appejfin^illfirected to produce appeal No’s or propci' file of those 

cases  ̂Jbf(||me up for preliminary hearing on 2.^013.

0
23.4.2013

•f
* H

iu rMemberm- }
• r ■1- ► rifc

.i

6.
I

>)
^.C ^sdstant to counsel for the appellant present and requested

m"' V i I £
for'adjournment. Case adjourned to 10.6.2013 for preliminars 

hear||, i j - V '

2.5.2013

I
-1 ?

j.
-■ T
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Member
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’ r \Lurishi to Counsel for the appellant present. In 
t. * * ■

i

6' 10.6.2013
?

pursuance'of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunals 
^ i t " ^^ - y l. : • w c-'
(Ameadment) Ordinance 2013^ (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

iS-

ord^I 6f 2013), the case is adjourned on note Reader for

^edings as before on 10.7.2013.
pro
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% Form- A

F0RS4 OF ORDER SHEET
!

Court of

341/2013• Case No.

Date of order 
• 1 Proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3
;4

04/02/2013' The appeal of Mr.Abdul Kamal resubmitted today by 

Mr..Muhammad Amin Khattak Lachi Advocate may be entered in 

the Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary,hearing. '

1

;

1^1• .

2 This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on ^ O ^ 1

i

I

■»

ft)
. \

\

/

\

\
J

ii



1 ■
'^ihe appeal of Mr.Abdul Kama! son. of Sar Gul Khan received today i.e. on 23/01/2013 is 

incomplete on,-the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion 

and resubmission within 15 days:- ' • ' , - ' ,

1- Appeal may be got singed by the appellant. ’ ' ' ' '
2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.'
3' index of the appeal may be prepared accordingto the appeal. . '
4- Annexures of the appeal may be annexed serial wise as mentioned in the memo of 

appeaj.
5- Four more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

niay also be submitted with the appeal.

ys.T/No. /.

Dt.-

SERVICK TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
IVIR.M. AMIN KHATTAK LACHI ADV. PESH.

li

# .



rC:

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 3^ f 

Mr. Abdul Kamal...........

2013

Appellant
Versus

Chief Secretary, Government
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and another

INDEX
Respondents

S.No Description of Documents Annexure Pages
1. Appeal 1-3
2. Affidavit 4
3. Addresses of parties 5
4. Copy of letter to the Chief 

Secretary with registry receipt
6-8

5. Copy of letter dated 20.03.1982 9-10
6. Copy of notification dated 

14.06.1993
11-12

7. Copy of notification dated 

17,.07.1999
13

8. Copy of notification dated 

08.12.2007
14-15

9. Copy of judgment dated 

11.03.2009
16-21

10. Copy of judgment dated 

24.05.2012
22-27

rt

11. Wakalatnama

Appellant
Through

r

y
Date: /01/2013 Muhammad Amir^Khattak Lachi

Advocate, '
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Office: A-11, Bilal Plaza Shoba 
Bazzar Peshawar 
Cell:0300-9151041

s.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

'f
3^Service Appeal No. 2013

Mr. Abdul Kamal S/o Sar Gul Khan 

Deputy Secretary Judicial/ Home 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. . Appellant
Versus

Chief Secretary, Government Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
Secretary, Establishment Department Government Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1.
2.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE NWFP SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 RED WITH RELEVANT RULES TO
THE EFFECT THAT APPELLANT SENIORITY BE
CONSIDERED FOR BPS-17 wef 14,06.1993 AND FOR
BPS-18 WITH EFFECT FROM 2002 AS ANTEDATED.

Respectfully Shewithi

Brief Facts:

That appellant appointed as Tehsildar BPS-16 through Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa PCS in 1982 and notification was issued on 

20.03.1982 (Copy attached)

That appellant promoted to BPS-17 on temporary basis 

14.06.1993 through notification No. SOS-II (S&GAD) 2 (125)/88 

as a extra assistant commissioner (Copy is attached).

3. That on 17.07.1999 appellant services were regularized through 

notification No. SOS-II (S 8tGAD) 2 (192) /96 (99) in BPS-17 

(Copy attached).3
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r '••-4

4. That on 08/12/2007 the competent authority on the 

recommendation of seiection board service board promoted BPS- 

18 on reguiar basis (Copy of notification dated 08.12.2007 is 

attached)

5. That appeiiant being aggrieved from the seniority on BPS-17 and 

18 with effect from 17.07.1999 and 08.12.2007 fiied department 
appeal before the competent authority but appellant was not 
redressed, finding no alternative, hence this appeal filed on the 

following grounds:
GROUNDS:

A. That notification of the appellant regarding the regularization/ 

seniority with effect from 17.07.1999 and 08.12.2007 are illegal 
and liable to be struck down and considered to be illegal.

B. That the appellant was promoted in BPS-17 on 14.06.1993 and 

appellant performed his duty as extra assistant commissioner on 

the date of notification dated 14.06.1993 so right of the 

appellant are accrued in favoure of the appellant from the date 

of promotion on temporary basis and seniority should be 

considered when the vacancy in BPS-17 were available.

C. That vacancies in BPS-17 were available since 1990 prior to 

appellant promotion to grade 17 similarly vacancy in grade 18 

were available in the year 2002 but promotion was given to the 

appellant in 2007.

D. That appellant relied upon the judgment of Supreme Court Civil 
Appeal No.860,861/2010 wherein it is held candidate cannot be 

punished for any delay caused by the department in processing 

his case for promotion. The order of promotion, therefore, has to 

be antedated to the date on which the vacancy for his turn 

became available or to the date on which he actually took charge 

of the post on officiating/ acing charge basis, whichever is later.



►
E. That by not prompting the appellant antedated violating the 

fundamental rights of the appellant and seniority should be 

counted forrti the first appointment.

That some other grounds may be adduced during the course of 

arguments.

F.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this appeal 
the promotion of the appellant may be considered in BPS-17 from 

14.06.1993 and BPS-18 from 2002 and not from 17.07.1999 and 

08.12.20p7 respectively

Date: /01/2013 Appellant
rough

/

Muhammad Amiri Khattak Lachi
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2013

Mr. Abdul Kamal Appellant
Versus

Chief Secretary, Government

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and another Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Abdul Kamal S/o Sar Gul Khan Deputy Secretary Judicial/ Home

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that the contents of the accompanying appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 

from this learned court.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

2013Service Appeal No.

AppellantMr. Abdul Kamal
Versus

Chief Secretary, Government
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and another Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
PETITIONER:

Mr. Abdul Kamal S/o Sar Gul Khan 

Deputy Secretary Judicial/ Home 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

RESPONDENTS:
Chief Secretary, Government Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
Secretary, Establishment Department Government Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1.
2.

Date: /01/2013
Through

Muhammad Amin^hattak Lachi
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan
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The GhieTS'ecretary,.,,- •• 
Goyepinienl o'rKiiyber Pajditunkli 
Peshawai\

■

*
% vva

Thi-OLigli:,. The ^reuii-y.. ;
Establishment Dt'partmenl.

. , GbV^rnjTieht^fiKhybeTPaKhtunkhvva
Pbshawar'. •

■■E^K---JN;rEp^TJ]NJ<T,xr.C)F SENIORJTV , 
PROMOTION IN PURSUANCE OF THEMUDGMRNT
rHE: <SER:yiGES tribunal PESHAWAR-’:NS:61 2/20
NQj613/2909;;AyD;-^l|pGWENT,OfcTm;SUlRl|Na!: COURT 
QEi PJiVKiSTAN ciyiLi APREA NO.C AS NO ^60’ ]'0

Subject AND
Oi‘

A;

861 or
■

IU\spected Sir.

It is most humbly submitted that

we, namely Aqal Badshali, Atta ur Rehman, SiraJ Aiimad. Amin ui
^ Hiiq, Fazai Kareem, Abdul Kamal. Mujeeb ur Rehman. Inanuillah Khan : 

Basecr'Khan,
;in-

appointed as Tahsil Dar BRS-Ib through Khyber Paki 
ITihlie Service 'Commission in 1982 and

w'cre Lllll-.ii'--

< were promoted to BPS-1?
29-10-1992 (Serial No. I to 4) and 14-06-1993 (Serial No.5 to 9) rc.speci:ivclv . V\ c

regularized in i3PS-.17 on 14-03-97-.and 17-07-99, instead or29-h'}-92 and\\’eie

I4-06-93-. We were promoted to Grade-18 w.e.f 08-12-2007.

2 I he vacancies in Grade-17 were available since 1990 prior in 

■ - promotion to Grade-17. Similarly vacancies in,Grade-! 8 were available since 

2002 but we were given promotion in 2007.

Ota .

'.3. In pursuance of the above cited Judginenls (Copies 

ready relerence) \ye itequest for aniedated seniority w.e.f 29- i 0-92 (Seriai Nn. I 

4} 'and 14-U6-93' (-Seriai No.5 to 9) in BPS-17 and antedated 

promotion w.c.F 2002 in BPS-18 and accordingly in BPS-I9 please.

enetnscu mi

in

seniority and

•a.

iy(V

ATTESTED
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P'-
r- i.

y' ! :
Most of us are going to be retired within coming two to live years'.■*

Our juniors.have bebn pramoted to Grade-19 and are due for promotion to BPS-20 • 

if we are not grantbd^Mhtedated seniority and promotion we will bear irreparable 

, losses,

: ■:

;
\ ■ Cfl4Y %

V

Wit!i:pe|prds.;
;/• I

Yours obediently,
'

; r■.:

3. Siraj Ahma•I 2. Atta uc Rehman1. Aqal Badshah
:

6. Ab>5..

//s

9. Baseer Khan8. Inamullah Khan
i

\

i

s

;

/i

h
I .
w

attested
y .

S^I.

i

t' i \

? L V-'i'. •«*«
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■ . '/ L,. BOARD-OF; RE^VENUE,
, NORTH WEST .FRONTIER. PROVINCE

the ^ /3/j.9;IR- '

■i
j• •.. •<.'.■'

IJU • /Admn: I/ P.Sv ,•r

Fro'Vj':.

Thv S:'c:c-:'t v.ry,
B'j ;rA 'cf .R'.'V- nu-.i-, i'I'.'LFP,,. ••A

^v.i- A;'h T':>;
A,,.-.. :i ■

. Fh.:.,'Px:C Gtor,- :
H'-. :lth S‘--rv-ic vs,'‘-N;^iP,. P.-jh

3i'LE CTION OF' DI'iFCT' TEHSILD-^vR.-C. NDiaffiS/MIDICAO'

9 •

S'.:.::, ...ct
- .

' ■■ ■ M' ■"r

.i:

On the recommendations of the Public Service'Commission 

NWH-',-.P£s’: iW5r-» the following persons have been selected as 

direct Tehsildar Candidates' fGfade-16)
A

\
■

i.-'

§11 No^-.;,: . ,Name_,it^ AMTJias^ y:-;; it
Mr. ^-ibdul Monix'Khen 'S/0. jehangir'’Kh'an, 'Tncom 
Tax Inspector,-Circle Novl, Peshawar,

:
,1.

2. . „ , Mr. Aqal, Badshah , S/O Noor Gul<, C/0 Munawcx Khan, 
Laboratory/attendant, Ciyil Engineering 

■_ Department., Engin.eering.University Feshawar...

Mr, /»tta-ur_Rehman: 3/0.. Abdul Ghafoor Village 
- Da'gal, P.O. Lund^ Khwar,. Tghsi}. District, Mardan.

3

mli1
I

4. Mr, Sirej ahmed .S/P Nisar /.hmed, Mohellah-Khuidad 
Khil,, Village Si P.O.Marghus, Tehsil Swabi, Distt: 
Mardan, (Le-ctuier Pplitic.al Science Department- 
University o'f Peshswer. •“

Mr. .-imin-ul-Haq S/O Mohammad Junaid,. C/0 Depart­
ment of Psychology, University of Peshawar.

i5. m
6. Mr. nnwar Zeb S/0 Jehanzeb, Mohallah-: Piran', ' 

Villcsge 2, P.O.Pabbi, District Peshawar.-

Mr. Fazli Karim S/0 Sahibul Haq, Senior'Clerk, i 
Deputy Commissioner' s Office"-Dir ■ at Timargara.

Mr, /ibdul Kamal S/0 Sar Gul Khan, C/O Yar Moha­
mmad Steno Typist, Agriculture Directorate,, 
Peshawar,

■ Syed Myjibux :RGhman.-3/0 Syed. Faqirullah, Village
■ Mazara, P-.O.Shabqadar Fort, Te.hs.il Charsaddd^ 
District Pes^'^war.

Mr.' Inarnullah' S/U Haji Oadar.lul,. Village Kharkai 
P-.^O.Dargal, Malaka-n^- Rgency,

Mr. Basir Khan--S/0. iMohamma.d Nawaz. Khan, Political 
Science-Department,,i .Peshawar University...

7.

8
a

■^n
9.

>
p

10.

11.

g»i''

Pace 2 .



■■'I

Mohamniad Mhan jS/0 Kh^wr.j
8. P..w.;jaff2Mr^ Mussarat Hussain

, MohallalT Jejori, Village
and District Man.sc his.

Tehsil >M2. i

j :,CommissidnG::^. Keraranzeb S/0 Jrhanzsb Khan 
Ismail i'-hcH.Ivir,13. DsraHouse t

medical examination of
requested that necessaryIt isf.

2/ arranged and-reportbesendidstes rn^y pieaeeabove mentionedthe forwarded t<J fhe undersigned
(in duplicate)rof the medicalfitness

at an early date.confi^dentially medical examinationgs-xd -to theInstructions vjit’i*'re
3/

the c-andidate-s*communicated toma,/ be directly

SEGU*' Tvl®
OF REVENUE, N.liliF.t’

J

^ 30. vHD

b'^°
^ , .. . /.vc3mh:l/239;

'v2at 6 - 3 -
t.ndst*.Ho._

• Cdp.y forwarded to
V.'

with the direptibn- to
office gf the Director, Health Sehices 

-contact tne offi ^ ^ instructions'about the
N.V'J.F.F.;' Peshawer^for turr
ifiedicai ekaminatiori

\ir direct Tehsildars candidates &
i. 4 J>

li I
immediately ^ mk IIf’ersohal File.- ;v

2 iVM.'“i
bff-io's order file..3. .

I . <,*

mi■yh-s^
SEC^t.iRy;

GF REVENUE i N
f

h;FiF-
1

'<.1—,L.

'll MimAMTR QASIiV^M 
• -■ .R. ..

18-3-19825 .

.i'V' ,c|

K'

i.
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N*W.F .P.
SERVICES AND GSNBSfc&^M-S^j DEPARTMENT 

(SERVK3S ¥ir^G)
murn^4^L,/■

ifs|;

il
«•

;■ i •^■-

; Dated ^993 ^
*'.*■ MNgriFICATXON St'f)

C-^--

fffQ«S05‘.*II(S&GAD) 2( lS5)/88,^j^ :Vti"a;|M(y»ier?ipr-;NtfFP in consultation 

with the Erovihcial Selection Boar^ii^iaipleased to order the (V/

promotion of the follovriji^ Tehsiiiai®, <^S-l6) As Extra
.,'^'

Assistant Commissioners (BPS-I7) |nit^e former PCS (SB) Cadre,
wit h.-:lwittOdia to -of f-oot < on purely -i^agwiar^hasis-Uinti ^op 

gap arrangement until further order^ i- N

i) Fatal /
il) Mr Abdul

^ iii) Mr *Inamullah Khahk j : 
iv) lir Abdul Baseer Khasi* ,

{

'

1

1
. The above promotion will 31^ confer,, on them any right

of regular, appointment or seniority iEs Extra Affstti ^
B

On ,their promotion as Extra^Assistant Commissioners * 
■the-_f oil owing postings/transfers are hereby ordBrOd with
3- -vf;

immediate effect m;*•-

.KSI ;
No I Name of officer From« To5

1 . ; Sil..Mr Pazal Karim,
Tehsildar- Munda •

On promotiiTOi Services placed at th^
' disposal of Commisai-oner 

Kohat Division for . 
fiirthor posting* !
Services placed at the. 
disposal of Commissioner 
Bannu Division for 

: further posting.
^rvices placed, at the 
disposal of Comoiseion^

: Haaara Division for 
further posting.

IpiMm0im
2. Mr Abdul Kamal, 

Tehsildar' Kohat
-do- >

v”

i3* Mr- Jhaomilah -Khan, " 
Tehsildar Daggar.

•d,

miAi

pi
w\ml

,V

4* Mr Abdul Baseer Khan, 
Political Tehsildar 
Alizai (Kiirram Agency)

■0-dO’ Services placed at the • 
disposal of ConaKiesioner 
Kohat Division for 
farther posting. Wi

i. r-5« Mr Ihsan All Khan Section OfE^r .Services placed at the 
(Leave Resave) disposal of Commissioner 
S8tG4B.

pii
11

Idalakand Division for 
further posting.

V,' \(\K \ mSRAT^tgTEP ^ CHIEF SECRETARY, 
GOVT.OF N.v7,F.P.

EndstsHo.SOS—II(S&GAD)2(125)/B8 Dated Peshawar,the 14-6—1993 

A copy is forwarded to ;
. 1) Senior Member Board of Revenue

2) Secretary to Govt.of h«/FP,,
3) Secretary to Governor rv^»/FP,
4) Secretary to Chief Minister H^P*

Peshawar. 
Hdeie: 8t T.As Department,

• I

P,T.O,
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GOVERNMENT OF N.-W.F.P. 
ESTABLISHMENT & ADMINISTRATION 

DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the 8^ December, 2007

j

NO.SO(E-I)E&AD/4-2/2QQ7 'ihc Conipetent Authority on the 

recommendations of the Provincial Selection Board is pleased to promote the 

following officers of PCS (Executive Group) from BS-17 to BS-18 on regular basis

with immediate effect:-
;

S.No. \ Name of officer
Hr. Sadlq Hussain Jadoon1.
Mr. Aqal Badshah2.
Mr. Sirai Ahmad3.
Mr. Amin-ul-Haq4.
Mr. Mutahir 2eb5.
Mr. Zakaullah Khattak6.
Mr. Aamir Latif7.
Mr. Ghulam Muhammad8.
Mr. Anwar Zeb Khan9.
Mr. Fazal Karim10.
Mr. Abdul Kamal11.
Mr. Mujeeb-ur-Rehman12.
Mr. Inam Ullah13.
Mr. Baseer Khan14.

The officers on promotion will remain on probation for a period of 

year in terms of Section 6(2) of NWFP Civil Servants Act, 1973 read with 

Rule-15(l) of NWFP Civil Servants (Appointment, Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 

1989.

2.

one

Xjk . .

Consequent upon the above, the following adjustments are made3. .
henceforth:-

■ y •

Name of officer | ToFromS.No.
D.O. (R&E) Haripur 'D.O. (R&E) HaripurMr. Sadid Hussain Jadoon 

(PCS EG BS-18)
1.

Deputy Secretary, 
Home &T.As Deptt: 
against vacant post.

Mr. Aqal Badshah 
(PCS EG BS-18)

OSD E&AD2.

Director, Local Govt: 
Civil Sectt: FATA

Director, Local Govt: 
Civil Sectt: FATA

Mr. Siraj Ahmad 
(PCS EG BS-18)

3.

DCO, Battagram DCO, Battagram In his 
own pay and scale

r/Mr. Amin-ul-Haq 
(PCS EG BS-18)

4.

J*Deputy Secretary, 
Home & T.As Deptt.

Deputy Secretary, 
Home & T.As Deptt.

Mr. Mutahir Zeb 
(PCS EG BS-18)

5.

I Deputy Secretary, 
Home & T.As Deptt.

Mr. Zakaullah Khattak 
(PCS EG BS-18)

Deputy Secretary, .
I Home & T.As Deptt.

6.

Next Page
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government OF N.-W.F.P. ^

ESTABLISHMENT & ADMINISTIIATION
department .

Paae-_2

DCO, Lakki Marwat in
his own pay and scaje

.'x

DCO, Lakki MarwatMr. Aamir Latif
/^prc; FC BS-18') _
Mr. Ghulam Muhamrpad

7.
EDO (F&P) Chitral in
his own pay and scale 
against vacant post. _ 
D.O,(R8iE) Mansehra

D.O. (Finance) Chitral
8.

D.O.(R8iE) MansehraMr. Anwar Zeb Khan 
(prq FG BS-18) ^
Mr. Fazal Karim 
fPCS EG BS-18)
Mr. Abdul Kamal 
(PCF, FG B5-18) _
Mr. Mujeeb-ur-Rehman 
fPCS EG BS"18)
Mr. Inam Ullah Khan 
(PCS EG BS-18)

9.
D.O. (R&E) Dir UpperD.O. (R8£) Dir Upper

10.
ACO, PeshawarACO, Peshawar

11.
APA Lower Kurram,
Kiirram Agency______
Deputy Secretary,
Zakat, Ushr Deptt. 
against vacant post. _
Deputy Secretary, Civil
c;acretariat FATA 

APA Lower Kurram,
Kurram Agency _ 
Awaiting posting

12.

13.

Deputy Secretary, Civil
Secretariat FATA _Mr. Baseer Khan 

(PC_S EG B5-18).
14.

'T "*

CHIEF SECRETARY,
government of n.w.f.p.

. s
■

cnHcfr. No. & date even 
Copy forwarded to the:-

5 All Administrative Secretaries in NWFP 
7’; Officer, Haripur/Battagram/Lakki Mamat/Chitral/ Mansehra /Dir

: FATA

Upper/Peshawar

10. Agen^TcS 0^“^'

Marwat/Chitral/ Mansehra/ Dir

»•
C-r'

E&A Deptt:

(t
(Abdul jalil)

SECTION OFFICER (E-I) 
PHONE & FAX # 091-9210529

\
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pope TUP MWPP SERVICEJiaBI INAI, PESH/jflM
•BE /

■fo:’V:.-/
■ Appeal No. 612/2008 . li\

\ i V ■■/
y • 16^4.2008, 'V,^, 

- -13.03.200?' Date of Institution. 
' Date of Decision

• I

■ I .> • . .'•.
Muhammad Iqbal;Khattak, Ari«nr\/
Assistant Political Agent, Khar Bajaur Agency.

(Appellant)

VERSUS
Establishment Department, 

(Respondents)
Goyernment Of NWfP through Secretary, E:

2. dovt^of NWFP through Chief Secretary, Peshawarr
1.

So\nTMFNTAL APPEM,«DISMISSED.

, I

i

- MR. SmKEEL'AHMAD, 
-Advocate ■ -

For appellant.

MR. ZAHID KARIM KHAUL, ■ 
Addl. Government Pleader,. ' m

, t
■ - CHAIRMAN.

member. .MR. justice'(R) SALIM KHAN, 
MR. BISMILLAH shah. attested

!

IIIDGMENT

iiicrhrF (RY SALtm i^han. CHAIRMAN.-The present appeal No.: : 

^ 6l2 of 2008 by Muhatnmad Iqbal Khattak and appeal No. 613 of 2009 by 

Ahmad Khah involved-similar questions t)f law, therefore, these are taken

together for-arguments and disposal.
^-5 L».

»

/Muhammad iqba| Khattak was promoted as Teh5!lgpp^^^p 

basis vide order dated 28:12.1988. He was promoted to: PCS(pJ3) (B?S^17)i|;^

on temporary basS.vide BoWicatiqndated-06.03.p96? He contended ttetVf
ny posts beame vacant, bufthe appellant was promoted to (BP5-17) on

19.2.2008- with immediate effect, instead of ante-dating of
fell to his turn in the

c
3

2.3

ma
regular basis on 

-fiis promotion to the date on which the vacancy



ft «

2
/ /

’/ seniority lists of officers of- PCS (E.G)r His de^rtrnental appeal was rejected . 
on 22.03.2008. The present appeal was filed on 16.4:2008 which is within 

time. The case of Ahmad Khan . (Appellant) is similar to the case of 

Muhammad Iqbal Khattak on facts also. His appeal is also within time.'

.. /.

/

■3. The respondents contested the appeal on many grounds,
including the ground .tha_t no one could claim a vested right in promotion or 

in the terms and conditions for promotion to a higher post.
r

We heard the arguments and perused the record.4.I

5. The learned counsel for the appellants contended that the
appellants were temporarily posted- to BPS-17"post on 06.11996, but they 

remained silent, because they, did not have a vested right for promotion to a 

higher post. The appellants have already been considered for. promob'on and.
•l

have beea found eligible and fit for regular promotion to BPS-17 post, 
therefore, the principles embodied in the judgment of the August Supreme
Court of Pakistan reported' as 1990 SCMR. 1321 are not applicable to their

(:• ^:early as., on -sarillMS; an^ ' it ’ 'wa^rth^ ■

respondents.to.expeditiously deal, with the cases of the appellants for their
1r.

■ regular promotion.'The appellants could not be punished for no fault on their 

side, or for deiay caused by-the official respondents in processing the cases 

■ of the appellants. He relied on 1997 PIG .(C.S-)-77, wherein it has been held 

in para.3 as under:- . . -

- \f^
\

ATTESTED

-;

"On behalf of the Government it is contended that no civil servant 
has a right to ciaim that he should be promoted from a back date 
even though a vacancy may be existing on the date from which' 
the promotion is being ciaimed. This is no doubt true but there 

are no orders by the Government that the ,r^pondent^^^,.
. peddoners should be held up forsome time. The delay in. making l^^Mfli^ 

■ the__ promotions, occurred entirely-due to the reason that^e^^^^^lM 
. officials of the Education Department could not carry but a fbirty'‘l‘^ll^%0S 

simple 'exercise within a reasonable period. In the circumstances ; ' T
if-wiH not be appropriate for this Civil Petition to interfere with the 

. order of the Service Tribunal. Leave is refused."

This judgment was in the petition for leave to appeal against the judgment 
dated 19.02.1995 of the Punjab ServiGeTriburial. It is worth-mentioning that

■ • "I'.

■« •

*0
rt •
31 -ni . a-p

c

- -
■»
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■r

the judgments cited as .1990 SGMR 1321 and cited, as 1997 PLC (G.S) 77 are

- on two different aspects of the same subject. T*

/

, after consideration of the candidateAnte-dating; of promotion 

aspiring fof such- promotion, after he was found eligible and fit for such . 
■ promotion'ahd is prorfibted, is an estabfished principle.pf.law-

cannot be. punished for any delay caused by the department in ..
, therefore, has to

.6.

- candidate
processing his case fOr promotion, The order of promotion 

be ante-dated to the date on which the vacancy 

available or to the date oh- which he actually took charge of the post on

. for his turn became

' offidating/actihg charge basis, whicheverjs later.

'e present appeals were miserably 

'’opped by their own conduct to 

embodied in- the-judgment

t
the A.G.P contended > 

time-barred and both the appellants w.
. . 7.

. file the pfeseht ’appeals... In fact, the 

■ reported as 1990 SGMR 1321 was applicable to the cases of the appellants 

063.1996 to 18.23008. They eould not claim promotion as of right.from
The pFinciple embodied in the judgment reported as 1997 PLC (C.S) 77

when their cases were considered for promotion, they were found eligible , 

and fit for promotion,and their promotion orders were issued, though with 

immediate effect. They filed their- cTepartmental appeals within time from the 

date of the impugned order dated 19;2.2008, and their appeals were 

22.3.2008. They filed Service Appeals on 16.04.2008. The

Ir
ATfi:SXEI> ■. •; i

- \ .[ejected on
\^;departmental appeals as well as the Service Appeals were well within time. I

f ic»>

The A.G.P further contended that, according to the proviso 

'"contained in. sub-sertibh (2) of Section 22 of the N.W.F.P Civil Servants Act 

1973, "no-representation

m-l1 .

L'

3
shall lie on matters relating to the det|gnato|y

fitnbss of a persoti to hold a particular post or to be
1990 SGMR 1321 .was,, then,-applicableli

tti

post er grade.". Judgment, cited as
and appellants could not file representation. This stage has already passed.:

(j- / the appellants have been corisidered for-holding the higher post after their
and their fitness for such promotion andpromotion to. that higher post,

rjofiirminpd. The ludoment cited as 1997.1. . u..
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. I
<- ■ -.

. V>"%: fV /' • -.^i .^.-;

. .% V- ^;

LC (C.S) 77 Jhas &Gme, applicable after deteritiinabPn of fitness of the

is not the determination df fitness
. - c/

appellants. Thd question Tn thfese cases
/ but is the right df ante^dation df their promt^ion. The appellants had vested 

\f ' right for cbnslderatioh bf'pPomdtion orftheit^turn, whenever it was, .and,

- when found fit dr. deterrhinatibn of fitness, at any, stage,they had a right to
" ^ Claim anidaiian: of..their, promotion to the dates which me, 

■ ■ were available fortheir-fespective turns or frorh me dat65Gn;whlc^|p^g 

took the charg4 of their respfective. posts, whichever were later^ in

/
f

actually-

time/.'

The A.G.P also contended that according to-sub-rule (6) of Rule 

j . 9 of the N.W.F.P Civil Servants (Appointnient, Promotion and Transfer)
I Rules. 1989 "acting charge appointment shall not confer any vested right for

•' regular promotion to the.post held on acting charge basis." The appellants.
never' daimed .any vested, right for regular promotion to the post which

, on the basis of acting charge,,appointment; \

J

:
haveA-

they held oh'actirig'charge basis,
: in facC'they did riot have such a right. They remained silent for. a long time,

■ knowing..that they did not have such a right on the. basis of acting charge 

appointmeht.. they; ;however, had a vested right, as civil servants, for

for promotion against the vacancy. No other person could .De-CQps!dejed,j,mi^^^ 

the appellants were so considered. They, therefore, had a vested right for 

dation of their promotion only when they were regularly promoted, but

^asitbldSriid mm.
-•i

f
t >

. f

ante"
from the date when the vacancy became available for their turn.

the A.G.P further conteaded that, according to the North West 
Frontier Province, Provincial 'Management Service Rules, 2007, notified on 

-■ . 11.05.2007 vide No. SOE.II(ED)2(14)2007, The NWFP Provincial Civil Service ..
' (Secrkariat/Executive Group) Rules, 1997 were repealed. He was of the 

•_view that the N.W..F,P Provincial Management Service Rules, 2007 had come ^ 

into force at orice w.e.f; ll.05.2007, while the orders of.
. appellants were issued-on 19.02.2008. He submitted that: the;.prornoti|^ 

orders were coyefed by the'new rules, therefore, the appellants could not,g 

benefit out of the already repealed rules of 1997. In -order, to 

necessary to reproduce the relevant Rule. 8 of 
ihcial Management Seivice Rules^ 2007 which is as under:-

A -
10.

I

r=ai

claim any 

. clarify this controversy, it is.

the N.W.F.P Provi
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X'
'T-

Provinciai Civil\ ^ *RegM- 'The North-west Frontier Provinc^^^^^
Service (Secretariet/Executive Group) Rules, 19 
repeaied after the S|/ % '

the retirement of the last such incumbent

"8.

)

/

-:•
• . V |-

i ■.■/
, by itself, clarifies tjiat ^he rules of 1997 shalj no| stand

ina incumbents of both the; cadresThe above rule
repealed before the retirement of the existing 

. of Secretariaf/Executive Groups, ^nd shall remain in force till thq retirement

It further clarified that separate seniority list of 

maintained under the existing rules. The existing- 

N.W.F.P Provincial Civil Service

;■

of the last such incumbent.

both the cadres shall be- 

rules for such incumbents are the
also clarified that such(Secretariat/Executive Group)“Rules, 1997. It was 

incumbents shall be promoted at the ratio of 50:50. It means that outof
vacancy shall be given to Secretariat Group, while 

Executive Group. Further clarification
each two vacancies, one 

another vacancy shall be given to the
incumbents of PCS (E.G) and (S.G) into the effect that the existing

of last such incumbent. Both the appellants belonged to the^-

LiSSZi&/^dfereji

retirement
Executive Group of Civil Servants. They were to'be governed under the

. i/lA- - Provincial Civil Service (Secretariat/Executive Group) Rules, 1997 

before 11.05.2007, and they have to be governed under the above 

mentioned rules of 1997 till the retirement of the last incumbent of a post in

N.W.F.P
ED

Secretariat Group/Executive Group.

The cases of the appellants are, therefore, to be governed in 

accordance with the provisions of Section 8 (quoted above) of the new
11.M-

r:

>
'N.W.F.P Provincial Management Service Rules, 2007. The record shows that 

^ vacancies were available for the appell^ts but they were no^T^^^g^ 

° the due time and their cases for promotion, were delayed -Mnnepessarliy;
I. ^ J

1 ■

without any fault of the appellants. They, therefore, are'entitled-to ante--

dation of their promotion, against the first available vacancy falling to the
- f-aWnn nuor ^hp rharoe of that

n

Ll____
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/
12. In the light oi' the above, v;e accept both-the ,appeal.s,' and direct '
the orricial respondents to ante-date'the promotion of each of tl]e two 

appellants to the respective bfates on vvhich a vacancy became ayailapie for 

the respective turn of the appellants pr from the respective dal^s of their 

taking charge .of such vacancy on pffi^ating/acting charge basisfit^lheyeriK 

-s later. The appellants are entitled toThe costs of their respecti^ l©on ' 
from the official respondents.
ANNOUNCFn
11.03.2009

«•
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-U- • i•5b '
'■ IN ThF; SUPREME COURT OP PAKISTAN • 

{APPELLATE: j ui'^isbicTiON) ; ■1 ■
■ /

PRES'ENT:
MR'. JUSTICE EJA2 AFZAL KHAN.
MR. JUSTICE MUHAMMAD ATHER SAEGD

t'
//

k

;
•i

' C. As. No. 86Q tD;86.1 of, 2.Q1.0. ■i
(On Sppe2l against: th&. judgment dc- • 

• U.3.2009 imstci by HWEP/Tsrvire
Tribunal, Peshft'A'ftf in'AppeuU Mo, 6.;.2 
and <jl 3-or 2003);

■u
i

fcovt. cf NWFP thi'i Secy. Esti-jbUsliiiVent and another. (in both cases)
,..Appellants •

, ' ’ 1 Versus, !
(inCA.-860/10) 
(in CA.861/10) 
...Respondents

1

Muhammad Iql^arKHattak. 
Ahmed Khan. ;

H ■■i

Mian MuhibuliahJ<akakhel, Sr.ASC. 
.Miss. Tehmlna Muhibullah, ASC. ' 
Mir Adam Khan, AOR.
(in both) I

•iI".:;.- die appellants:
;

!I

Hafiz S;. A. Rehman, 'Sr.ASC. 
, Mr, Shakee! Ahmed, ASC 

(in both).

FOi' the respondents;

!y
I

: ■ • ■

24.05.2D;2.-Date of hearing: ■f

■ j U D G. M E! N T

■' ■ ~ EIAZ a'fZaI khan,. )■ — These appe^s'with the leave of the'

Court have, a'isen out-of the judgment dated n.3.300,9 of the Service 

Tribunal wheraby'appeels'filec! by the respondents were allowed. ,

The :polritS'raised and'noted while granting leave .read as

i:

; .!

r

; .under:: ;
;

■"We hiiv? heard the I'e'amed counsel at some length, We are

idciined to grant leave iriter-alla on the'point as to wh'ether 
' i ■. '• • ! - i • !l . • ■
the legal'.k^nd.faclual-..aspects of the controversy have been •,
djlated'u^ll&id.de'cidedhy the Tribuna! In accordance with - 

. -relerant liflefTe, Rulelis of-the -NWFP, Rrovi/ici^ ;ciUl . 

Service (Seb^eta'riaVEjcecuCive Croup) Rules, 1997 and Rule
■ ■ • .■iwii.J,:'-'- • ■ . ‘•I' . _

9(6)-oAtlS^.k&JWFP Civil,SiirvOTTts lAppcii uirent, Promotion
. .'•li-'.i-r'-'. ” i; ' -

• and Ti'3n^eryi'Rule,A.'l989. it is »Ao tb' >1 examined as to 
Th'itA; :

^ . - whether ;t^|tihop-gap'arrangemant can .be. equated to chat of

. o'iimtolion and basides that the order passed by the
' ' learned sll^fbe Tribunal icould be made applicable to

■ i I

J
M :;

1

;\ N ;•'

. attested i

t

i

^ s
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■ ■ H;

i.
■d^''•y

CAf.^SO-'t (j i/tO 1 ('

i.'ii"•
, :.nce ei ahort'T^hsiidii'S wl'iirr^Tre'aw-ii-iin.i’ tl':?ir dk: I'lOtiOi 

QLM=5iipn of law' involved in Ihe mailer,, therefore, the.case
limitruion. in the

/■

/... ■ i '-
/ 1•rbii liaiecl c'lte.r foui' wer-l^s liubjeci lo

,i! ihi-.'■ liVipuy'ii'inci iiiclgniciit shiill ■iI iiln opvi’-ll'on 
remain suspenclRcl .j.

4Y./ :
■' .,. v li/!

• . -IViC, h.

-■di*
on'’-behali‘ -of the appellants 1Learned 'counsel _^aii3p-eariil^3.

contended that though the Governot of the Ptovince iiTcoSsultatiop with the

order the promotion of the
1. 1' :

Provincial! Selection Board was pleasred to

■I'frespondents;in BPS- ifi sk- htfii Assistant Commissionehin BP5-17 in thejx- i. i
!

PCS (E.B) Cadreivvith irfimediate effect.on purely temporary oasis vide ; ■

notfficatiU.dated Peshawar 6'" March, 193fi,^ yel it could not earn them any n -y -
i

•1

f^nefit or-entitie-tben-t' tovested “‘right nol'//ith5tiihdin3..i;hGy have been ■ 

promote^ oiT regular" basis with irnmeduite effect \icle notification dated 

■ 19.2.2008. Th'=y,fthc learned counsel added, could not have claimed any

?n’on the occurrence of any vacancy in such'seale

I,

■'1 fU 

' ?i,!i
; ■ 5 ■

;
.i

ante-dated profpotion ev_en 

in violation of Sktion a,of the Civil Services, Ad or f:iRule 9 of NWFP Civil '.1,

■I '• i.-
f. Service!(Executive Croup) Rulel, 1997, as decidedly promotion is not a 

, ight: Appeal before; the departmental authority, the learned counsel 

or before the Tribunal cfaiming ante-dated promotion was, therefore,' . 

miscon;ceive'd. The-learneclCribunal, Lhe’leamed counsel maintained^ could

•:,

■ ested
i

'V added,

• • A i
;■.i

alldwed such appeal when it tended to malr the seniority of many

support di:s contention placed

not have
[

"others in the run._TJ'ie learned-counseLto 

mlianJe on.'the- cases of. ^'-Waiohafjlussauv.JilE at’ ^iirectoQ Social ■

‘I
Welfare, uhore. and mthers- Vj

)
•y. .
A/

s'. Province of the' Punjab, through •I‘

m':,cnri.-'l W-ei&Cg'.and Zakati’Uhore a_nci 81 iotherr (PLP 1991 S.C,■ Secret'bry/i 'fm 

Plh
i

02},. ^ch_/:anW ~ H Assista^ .pirect^^ .'

Vc A'ivprnment ofithe Pun-fab .thi^QUfith-Secretary^ Labour ;

Deoartmerit Sind 0tiih;t1985 iSCMR-. 1201),, :2^azeer Ahmed.,

^ rne'm ChieFSecretrv SindfL.Karachi and Z others^;

■iCl
*^v.,

'■.f' f. • »■

}

iri ,•

■.}
A •• !

•);I ’ft
Govern tl

' (2001 _SCMR 352):.CyjG'overnm£nt Establishn}.^. ^ ^ ^ r:-;v;,|

'll' , i ' ■■
A

1• \ Isj
;■

■i

'Mi' :i, au J^nt3hd®iit .r't/'- 
r P'«vr'jii.'ifif//oitrr Af Paklsuil»' ' '

' !:
?.



: m• ■,CAj,3.60-/3’6J/',:0'IO
.1

£lh-.^..ed AtMa,. ^1
••^V ' !‘ 

:, ' ;■ ' '.- ')

- •• •''■ !
CPLD 2003 S.d ^lOy ■U

<Macha„,. sca.bv ™*dj|

on a process involving selepfiai. I'" ' 

without such process being

/
The learned ccurisej ■ nG>;t

:•/-/
P'-oo'iohon is not aatomeJic but dependent

, •••5f
■■■:M dierefore, any change in scale il, p * u ' ,

violativeoM.il
■; ■

Tne learned .counseih

ii

relevant' Jaw and 

support Tiis

hF: -1 '■'•'les, ca-nnot be. maintained. i$ ■

cont-ndon plared reliance

indust '

;i J

Product! ■i^.^ment of Pal^fcfb'il.on, •t !
j

' (2005 SCMR 1742). j
■if

4.- -'■ As against that leai-ned 

mspondents .defended the

counsel! appearing on behaff of^th#Jf 
"-PvgSud iudgnsent b, contending ,h=, where af ' ! 

higher scale, ths Civil

t.

i-
vacancy occurs- in ths neKt

Servant officiating or'.'; 4' 

r pfomoi'ibn"'r f*'

attiluce Of the competent authority or any orh '
. ■ : ^ so-calfed, the Civil- ^

.vba„v.und«t tor .chpro.odo^

^ -nor b. deprived otthe-..,, a., other tf

working on acting charge basis th 

^1' (he process'of

■4

ereagaipst i's not cahsidsnd fo Vrt

. post, ^Learhed counsel to 

‘ of CkuQman
support his contention placed reliance on’the^f .b

^-Others. Vs.
■:<

Secretary Educafinr. NWFP anW b r
5 n

■iv 4

:dSeryice (Secretariat 

sul|stituted by Provincial Mans

rights oMhe ^xisti„|ncumfa3nts of both rha cadres

Rulje 8 ofthe lattervlheiii

■ ■■•■!■ \
Croup),: Pules, 1997 have been' i ■;i

■J.
geiTient Service Rules, 200.7 but the

•I’A
have been protected by ^1-

^0uld>at^ffecte5„^;^;,.'- ;^ ]]

■ •' ;■- ■’ -- '-•(■■ V •Ip^

:■ , .'nllJi
i : ' A-I.lll

•;
fho change in rulesore

•j.-:

T'
i

i 1. •tI
•-i!•Ufe 0 's ' %&I'esp.ondGnts 

counsel next' contencTed that 

■i-udgmert- is read' none of-the 

seniority has been affected. ’

Nested w'rilhts accunng'thereunder, The learned 

if the concluding paragraph of the 

rights of any of the. officers including

• a.t:
in^gned. i «

their! ■' tv I Pli, 

IS>: V^l

i-WI
• ■ ■vTfl'-

,' ■■• 'Si; I'

. ;•

♦sr



ir^

gono through' the entire record carefullyyi'ndj 

considered the submission of fheTeamed counsel for.the p-iirlies.

The record reveal.) that'the"Governor of the Province in;, j ,,

-CA5.'?''0-36l/2t:-tC'

We have5.

1: rd:: Vi
Al

■:

6.
•1

consultation with the'Provincial Selection B-oard was pleased to ordef,thg |--.

■ promotion of; the Respondents working in BP5-16 A5Sistan|., ||

Commissiorier in 8PS-17 in Ex-PCS (E.B) Cadre. The respondents^ wereVte|||^ 

doubt, .promoted on ternporary basi/^ in the year 1996, all the same, w^ati- |.T

-I

)■

not done vs'lthoufconsidering.-:Stands out to be taken notice of i;3, that it v'as- ic.
Cl

'■ . their eligibility and without involving .the proces.^ of selection a-s is .evident

.the order itself. When asked v^hether the respondents were

•ji
■ ;

deficient;ity;;.J,h

te/jrrrs of qualification .or experience to hold the post iri the next higher

promoted temporarily, the reply of the learned codnseL;.;, ||, 

When as.ked whether there was any ImpBdirtient - J .r

from'

;
.5

-at the time they were

for the appellant was in no. 
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wakalatnama

INTHE^^^ ✓-

_ (Petitioner) 

(Plaintiff) 

(Applicant) 

(Complainant) 

(Appellant) 

(Decree Holder)

/ '1

VERSUS

_ (Respondent) 

(Defendant) 

(Accused) 

(Judgment Debtor)

Caw A)lJ^'I/Wer.
_________ ________ in the

do hereby appoint and constitute 

Mohammad Amin Khattak Lachi Advocate, Peshawar to appear, plead, 

act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitratio.i to me/ us as my/ our 

Counsel in the above noted matter, without any liability for their default and 

with the authority to engage/ appoint any other Advocate/ Counsel at my/ 

our matter.

above noted

CLIENT/SAttested & accepted

r *

/

Mohammad AmiirKhattak Lachi
Advocate, High Court, Peshawar 

Cell: 0301-8904498

*- ts-
1rt
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BEFORE THE MEMBER SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK.
PESHAWAR

i

AppellantAbdul Kamal

Versus

RespondentsGovernment & others

APPLICATION FOR ADJOURNMENT OF THE ABOVE CASE

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the above title case is pending before this Hon,able1.

Court, which is fixed for today i.e. 20.12.2013.

That the counsel for the appellant is busy in Peshawar2.

in case titled (1) SharifHigh Court, Circuit Bench, Bannu

Khan "'Vs" Islam Badshah (2) Islam Badshah "Vs"

Sharif Khan (3) Abdul Wajid "Vs" Bashir-ud-Din (4)

Aslam Gul "Vs" Khan Shirin) and therefore will not be in

a position to assist this Hon,able Court on the date fixed.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this

application the above case may kindly be adjourned.

Appellant

Through

Muhammad Amin Khattak Lachi
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Date:20/12/2013

w
Through Clerk Abdul Kareem



BEFORjE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHA WAR

In re:

S.A No. '2013

Abdul Kamal Appellant
Versus

Government & others Respondents

Avvlicaiion for sisndai adjournment

Respectfully Sheweth:
1. That above titled case is pending before this Hon,able Tribunal,

which was fixed for 20.03.2014

2. That the promotion of appellant is due and expected and appellant 

wants to sine die the instant appeal.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this application 

the instant appeal may be sine die adjourned.

Appellant

Through
I

Muhammad Amin J^qttak Lachi 
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan


