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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 250/2023 Khyher Pakhtukhwa

Sevvice YTribunal

IN ' Diary INO.LLZ&Q

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1231/202 outea ) BooB- 22N

Qaiser Khan ettt rree e ——re e e —— e e e bt e setearesentes eererer e (Petitioner)

Versus !

Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others.......ccoivvivinicicinenininnnnn. (Respondents).

IMPLEMENTATION REPORT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 01 & 02

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH::

1.

That in "light ;(')‘:f'-:'-éiirections of Hon’ble Member (Executive), Khyber bPakht'unkhwa Service
Tribunal contained in the order sheet dated 25-01-2024 (Annex-I), a meeting under the
chairmanship of the Special Secretary (Establishment) was held on 19-02-2024 at 1100 hrs in his
office. Minutes of the meeting may be perused (Annex-II). |

That it is stated that in wake of the 25" amendment in Constitution of Pakistan l97§, FATA has
been merged into the Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Erstwhile FATA Secretariat ‘
Departments and Directorates were shifted and placed under the Administrative Supervision &
control of respective/relevant Departments in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Departments to
ensure better coordination & seamless transitions. Some employees who were at the strength of
Coordination & Administration Department FATA Secretariat were declared surplus as per
Surplus Pool policy of the Provincial Government vide Establishment Department Notification
dated 25-06-2019 (Annex-HI) for their further adjustment amongst various Provincial
Departments/ Directorates. Feeling aggrieved, the petitioners filed writ petition No.3704-P/2019
before the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court which became infructuous and dismissed accordingly.
The petitioners then filed civil appeal 881/2020 before the Apex Court which was also dismissed
as not pressed by directing the petitioners to approach proper forum i.e Servlice fribunal.

That it is further submitted that the petitioners filed Service Appeals 1227/2022 & 10 others
connected cases before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal with the pray that they may be
adjusted at the strength of Establishment & Administration Department as they, were previously
serving in similar Department in FATA Secretariat, which was allowed by the Hon’able Tribunal
vide its Judgment dated 14-01-2022 (Annex-IV). ;

That Mr. Hanif Ur Rehman & four others filed Execution Petition before the Hon’ble Tribunal to
adjust them at proper place at seniority as per judgment dated 14.01.2022. In compliance of the
ibid judgment of the Hon’ble Trib(mal, the petitioners were adjusted corﬁditiofnally against the
posts of Assistants. (BS-16) in Establishment & Administration Departn!lént vide Notification
dated 01-11-2022 (Annex-V) and accordingly were placed at the Sr. No.33:4-338 of the seniority
list of Assistants (BS-16) maintained at Establishment Department vide Notification dated 29-11-
2023 (Annex-VI) till the final outcome of the Apex Court as the civil ;appezlil is pending for
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adjudication. Applicatfon for early heéring and shifting the case from Registry ;Branch Peshawar

to Principle seat Islamabad has already been filed. }'

5. That there are certain complications which create hurdles in implementation of the judgment of
the Hon’ble Tribunal for placing the petitioners at proper place in seniority list.

i.  The petitioners were rightly placed at surplus pool as per Government Surplus Pool
Policy for their further adjustment in the directorates/attached formations. Although
they have been ad]usted in Establishment Department in compliance of the Hon’ble
Tribunal’s judgment yet they have no right of such adjustment. ]

" ii.  As per Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Rules of Business 1985, there is - no concept of
Administrative Department at Ex-FATA Secretariat and by merger' of FATA into
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, the employees of Administration Department of FATA
~Secretariat cannot be merged as they are not employees of Estabhshment Department,
but their services were rightly placed in the surplus pool.

“iii. By giving them seniority at Establishment department will affect the e$jtablished rights
of thousands of Secretariat employees and will lead to series of Li:tigation for the
Provincial Government.

iv.  Respondents have filed CPLA before the Supreme Court of Pakistan which is pending
for adjudication and in this connection application for early hearing and shifting the
case from registry branch Peshawar to Principal seat Islamabad has already been filed.

The implementation will have adverse impacts on the CPLA of the Provincial
Government. ‘ |

|

PRAYER:- 4 |
In view of the humble submissions made above, as implementation Qf the Tribunal’s
Judgment in the Shape of adjustment has been made/implemented and pefitioners ar;e also placed in
seniority list of Assistant. As CPLA is pending for adjudication before the Apex Couft, therefore, it is

humbly prayed to accept the request of the respondents and accordingly dismiss the Execution Petition,

please. !
o D 2, o
o (NADEEM ASLAM CHAUDHARY) il % (SHAHIDCLLAH KHAN)
Chief Secretary, 9] SECRETARY, !
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT
Through, Through
(Kaleem Ulah Baloch) (Kaleem Ullah Baloch)
Special Secretary, Establishment Special Secretary, Establishment

(Respondent No. 01) (Respondent No. 02) |
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 250/2023

IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1227/2020

' QaiserKhan..........‘...‘ .......................... ettt ieeen e aee e Petitioner
" VERSUS. N
Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others................cooo, ..Respondents.
AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Shahid Ullah, Secretary Establishment Department (BS-20), respondent, do
hereby solemnly declare that contents of the Reply in the Execution Petition arge correct to the
best of my knowledge and record and nothing has been concealed from this Honjb_le Tribunal. It
is further stated on oath that in this Execution Petition, the answering Respondent has neither

been placed ex-parte nor their defense/struck up. ]

ONENT

Contact No. 0333,9744944

SAahid ullql,;\_




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
ESTABLISHVIENT DEPARTMENT E f

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Khaliq Ur Rehman, Superintendent (BPS-17), Litigation-1I
Section, Judicial Wing, Establishment Dep-artm.en‘t, is hereby authorized to submit
Reply, in the Hon’able Services Tribunal in Execution Petition No. 250/2023 in
S.A No. 1227/2020 Titled “Qalser Khan VS Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa &
Others on behalf of the under51gned

N
. ) gﬁ\_ /‘\ . !
(NADEEM SLAM CHAUDHARY) 2+ (SHKHIDULLAH KHAN)
hief Secretary, N SECRETARY,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT,
Through, _ , Through :
(Kaleem Ullah Baloch) (Kaleem Ullah Baloch)
Special Secretary, Establishment Special Secretary, Establishment

(Respondent No. 01) . (Respondent No. 02)
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Section Officer (Litigition)
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S .

[P IR

l’elm?nm in.pcrson ‘present. M.r Muhammad

-

lan I)lelrxct Emmncy alongwnth Arshad Kama] S.0

l.-;

(. 1lxg,atl<)n) and Khahqm Rehman SLlpcnnlendent for. the s

,rcSpQggcnls present.

02. Representative of the respondents requested for
some time for adjustment of seniority list. Fle is directed to
adjust the petitioner at his proper place in the seniority list
by consulting him and to come up with a feasible and
W S ch Y,
acceptable oplion lon the hext date. Casc is adj0urned to
20.02.2024 before the S.13.

PP given to the partics.

' (Fare 2aul)
Member(L:)

~

01, Junior to counscl for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad JanyDistinet Attorney alongwith  Mr. Arshad

Kamal S.0O (Litigtion) lor the respondents present.

02. ‘chrcscntat'ivcs of the respondents produced a copy

of mmutcs of mcclang, dated 19.02. 2024, vide which certain. |

n.comm(,ndallons have been framed which have becen

submitted 1o the competent  authority. chrcsentatives

requested for tin}'c to submit proper. implcméntation repdt. To
»
come up f01 1nqplci1ncntatlon report on 01.04. 2024 before the

N

$.B. PPy L,lvcn t\otlhc partics.
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING IN_CONNECTION WITH SERVICE

‘},\H”PEAL NQ. EXECUTION PETITIONS NO. 248/2023. TO 252/2023 TITLED

HANIF-UR-REBMAN & OTHERS VS GOV'I

In hght of dnectlons of Hon ble Membel (Exeoutlve) Khybex Pakhtunkhwa

Service Tubunal ‘contained 1 in the 01del sheet dated 25 0l 2024 a meetmg under the

chairmanship of the Specxal Secxetaly (l:stabhshment) was, held on 19-02- 2024 at 1100 -

hrs in his office. The fol Iowmg attended:-’

1. Mr. Kaleem Ullah han ' (Chair)
Special Secretary (Establis hment).
Establishment Department.

2. Mr. Saeed Ullah, .
Additional Secretary (Reg-1I),
Establishment Department.

3. Mr Irshad Khan, 5,

Deputy Secretary (Iudma])
Establishment Depar tnaelht

- 4. Mr. Saglain Khan, 4 m
Law Officer, ~ T
Law Department.. " ,‘(

5. Mr. Siraj Muhammad,

“Section Officer (E- IV)
thabl1sl1n1e11t Department.

6. Mr. Arshad. Kamal
. Section Officer (th-II),
Establist mlent Depar tment

/\ﬁer 1emtatlon, the chair welcomed the pamclpants The foxum was

mfonmod that in wake of thc 25Ih amendment in COnstllutlon ofPal<1stan ]973 FATA has

been merged into- the* P10v1ncc of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Erstwhlle FATA Secmtarlatn

Departments .and Dlrcctolates were shifted and placed under the Admlmstlatwe
Supcwxslon & conhol of 1espectwcflelevant Departments in: Khyber Pakhtunkhw1
Government Departments {0 ensure better coordination &*seamless uansmons Some
employees who were at the strength of ‘Coordination & Administration Department
FATA Secretarial were declaxed surplus as per %mpius Pool policy of the Provincial
Govemment vide Lstablxslnnent Department Not1ﬁcat10n dated 25-06-2019 for their
{urther adjustment amongst vanous Provincial Departments/Directorates. Feeling
aggrieved, the pcutlonets filed wmépctmon No0.3704-P/2019 beflore the Hon’ble
Peshawar. High Court which bem%l& infructuous- and dlsmlssed accordingly. The
petitioners then filed civil - appeal 881/%’070 before the Apex Comt which was also
dismissed as not pressed by dnoctmg thc\petltxonels to app:oach proper forum i.c Service
Tribunal. _ . ‘

The forum was further informed that the pétitbheré filed Service Appeals

1227/2'022 & 10 Other‘s.conhected_"_céses béférﬁe Lhe-‘Khyber ‘Pakhtunkhwa, Service

... Section Offlcer (Litigitiont
. ‘ Government of KP .
1" Establishment Department

T



Teibuns! with the pray that fl ’uey may be ac!justed 11. the su'cngih of Establishment &

adimaaisiration Depaiiment as ihcy were p;cvmus1y mvmg in similar T)f‘n rtment in

¥

FaTA Secretaniat, which was allowed by the Hon’able Tribunal vide its .ludg,mcnt dated

P

BRItV
M. Hanif Ur Rehman & foun others fled: L\ccuuon Petition before the
fon’ble Tribmnal io au}ust them at proper place at scmonty as per judgment dated
14.01.2022. Ta compliance of the ibid judgment of the Hon’ ble Tribunal, the pelitioners
were adjusted conditionally against the posts of Assistants (]38-16) in Establishment &
Adiminisitation e partiment vide \Iotlﬁcatlon dated 0i-11 7022 and accordingly were

e St No.334-338 of the seniority list of Assistanis (BS-16) maintained at

ynent Departiment vide Notification dated 20-11-2023 ] the final outcome of

the Apex Court as lhe civil appeal is pridmg for adjudication. Application for early

e,
heating mu shifting the casc ﬁom chxsn‘y‘

ranch Peshawar o Principle seat Islamabad
has already bem filed.. :

R
Jter 1lneadba1e dlSCUSSlOI

theie are cerfain. comphcauons wlnch cmates hmdkcs 1n ' npleme tation: of the udgmem;('. SR

of the Hon’ble Tubunal for placmg the peuuonms al plOpCl place St semouty list.”

Pool Tobicy : for . theu further adJuslmcnt i the dncoimatcs/altached
formations. Al‘chounh thcy have bcen '1d|ustecl inE slabhshment Department mn
compliance. of the Hon’ ble, Tubunal S_]UC gmem yet they have-no ug sht of such.
-adjustiment. - R : LT

As per Khyber Pakhtunklww,,Ru es of Busmcﬁs 1985 thelc s 1o concept of
/‘mmlmstmhve Dcp‘uimcnt al Ex-FATA Sccmtauat and by merger of FATA
into Khybei Pal khiunkhwa, "the ‘employees - oF Administration-Department of
FATA . Secretariat cannot . be .mer gcc as they. are not employees of

Tsiablishment Department, but their ‘services were nghtly placed in the
suipins peol.

Y

» By giving them seniorily at Establishment deparunent “will affect the
established rights of thousands of Secretariat employees and will lead fo SCries
of ngatlon for hc Piovumal Govcmmcm

Res pcmdcnt'; hdvc ﬁled CPLA befmc the: Suplemc Couxt of P kistan whlc
“pending for. ad|ud1cat10n and fn: this connect]on appllcatlon fo1 early: he’umg

v

and shifting- the . case ﬁom Legxsuy blanch Peshawau o, Pnnmpal seat
Isiamabad  has- allc'xdy bccmlﬁlcd The: 1111plement1uon wnll havc ddverse -

impacts on the CPL A of theth,mvmcml Govemment
5 lsl

The lomm conckuc led that smcc thc vamcnl GO\VCI nmem has challenged

the Judgiment of Hon’ bic Scwme Tnbuml befow Lhc Ape*( Coun hcwfme _.he

Jisiablishment depw tment may wait_ il thc ﬁnal outcomc of the de<:1510n of the Apex -

Court,

- The 1né'eti11g:e';idjécl‘»'\iiﬁh a vote of -tﬁéxﬂ;s fl_'gnﬂ- éhd';to‘ith@c]iaii".‘

7

Section Officer (Litigition)
Government of Kp
Establishment Departmen;

;' the fomm was of thc consxdmcd view that

» The pmmone;s wmc 11ght1y placcd At sm plus pool as per Govcuuncnt Sulplus '
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- CGOVE OF KHVBER PARITUNKIIWA =, 5
HSTABLISTIMENT & ADMN: DEPARTMENT e

(REGULATION WING) S
- Duted Peshasar, the 25 jupe 2019
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NH:‘S(M()&M}/!C&/\'f)./.?_fu.-l-‘S-?Q‘l‘Jil:‘): I pursunnee of integration und merper of crstwhile
I:‘Al/\l with Khyher Pakbiunkhwi, the Campetent Autliority is pleased 10 declire l!'nC'
ml(m\jng H7 eimployees. appoinied by crstwhile FATA Scercuring os “Rurphus™ und plice
111;471 inthe Surplue Pal al"Esinblishiment und Administention Department for their (urther
adjustment/placement we.r, 01 A7.2009..
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CIFHCR"SIC(".‘!ZIC'!'AI{V
GOVE OFRNIYBIR i'/\?(iF'I'UNKIl_"WA
Lndst No,SL Dige) Byen

Copy ;-
'/

. :
EZndditionsd Chiel Seeretary, P& Department,
Additiona] Clitel Seeretary, Muerged Arens Seereturiat,

Ao Sendor Mombor Bonrd of Revenue,

do Peincipal Seerctary wo Governor, £hybar Pathtunkhwi,

S Ptmup W Seuretiey 1o Chiel Mmmv r. Khylior Paldhtunklwa,

O A Administrotive Seerctaries, Khyber Pukhilonkhwa,

7. The Accountant General, Khyber Pakbiunliwa,

Nooseerelry (ARCY Merged Areas Seeretariat, '

O, Additional Seerctaey (A1) Merped Arcas Seercturial with the !L(]l’t%’ 1o h mcI"
aver the refevimt record of the aboave staft o the Esfublishiment Department for
further necessary aetion and taking up the cose with the Finunce I)u.pdtlrmnl with
vegand to finaneial implications of the stlTw.e .l 01.07.2019,

HOC AR Divistonal Cammissioners in Kl.yhu Pakhtunkhwa,

CL AT Deputy Commissioners in Khyber Pakhtunichwa,

12, Director General Informntion, Khiyber Pokhiunkhw,

/U. PS to Chiel Scevctary, Khyber Pakhiunkivwa,
P Deputy Seeretary (Lista hlmhm nie Estabisliment Department far neces RHIRY

action, | A
i [N ,u.'!r'nn OfTeer {1-1), Iis nhlml}‘xﬁﬂ epariment. _
L 6. Section Officer (B-1HH 1 smhl..{;:; it Department for neeessary action,
1 17, Su.(mn Otficer (1-1V) Faiablishiment Departaent,
: PSS (o Secretiry Bslablishient 1.:;.;];{.7&1 eI '

19, PS (o Spectal Seerctary (Regulnsion), Hsin llf‘.hm(.m Departiment,
240,08 W Specind Seeretary CEstablishment), Establishment Depghss

U{ AR AL } /ﬁ//)

FIiCE (’}&.M)
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Servlce Appeal No 1227/2020

21 09 2020

14-’01 202.!.

(Appellant)

(RESpondents)

Syed Yahya Zahid Glilanl Talmur Haider Khan &
. Ali Gohar Durrani . .

S

Muhammad Adeel Butt
Acld:tuonal Advocate General

L AHMAD SULTAN-TAREEN" -

ATIQ—UR-REHMAN WAZIR f_:

JUDGMENT

ATIQ- UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EJ -

B L e N L L L L T

o fts-aoaaem"sfes

CHAIRMAN Ak

MEMBER {t:.XECUTIVE)

A
.

This sangle ]udqment

shall dispose of the mstant servlce appea! as well as mu toliowlng connected

service BPPEBIS,\as comron quastlon of Iaw and facts are 'nvolved therein - R il

© 1. 1228/2020 titled Zubalr Shah
| 2, 1229/2020 titled Farooq Khan

| 3. 1230/2020 titled Muhammad Amjad Ayaz

»

1?31/2020 titled Qalser Khan

5. 1232/2020 tiLIed Ashiq Hussaln : :

6. 1233/2020 titled Shoukat Khan ., -

7. 1244/2020 titlid Haseeb Zeb"

& -
S
M
il BE
1 -
o
i .
i
-
A
i
E)

Secﬂoﬁﬁ'fc’e’, ( thlgmon)
... ™y Govérnment of Kp:

Estabhshment Debartment

Pt
TE T L

EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESH'AWAR

‘,;'Haﬂlf ur Rehrnan, Assistant (BPS 16),' Dlrectorate' of Prosecutlon Khyber-',ff-
3'}.-“_‘pachtunkhWa ot e T - ‘

I’Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through lts Chlef becretary 3 Civll':??"."' B
e SECreLarlat Peshawar and others ok :”_g: .f;',;r-:- S
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9

l

+ o ljudgment dated 07- 11—2013 With” effect rrom 01-07 2ooa i ;ompllance wrth';

- lln Writ Petitlon No. 696/2010 dated 07 11 2013

— .
e T

s

,l o . w, ,.. ' YA ".. - ..'.‘ R j'_;‘il'-:.l'.“:
1245/2020 titled MuHa'ni'ma'd'Zahir Shalﬁ“" "

: 10. 11 126/2020 tltled Touseef IQbal

' j0'2 ‘ Brief facts of the case are that- the appetlant was lnitlally.'

mfructuous, which’ was challenged by the .appellants’ ln the supreme court of <

) dated 04-08-2020 rn CP No. 881/2020 Prayers of the appella‘rts are that the

o rmpugned ofder dated. 25-06 2019 may be set astde and the appellants may be

retamed/ad;usted agalnst the secretarlat cadre borne at Lhe strength of
Establlshment & Admlnlstratlon Department of Civil - Secretariat Slmllarly

senronty/promotlon rnay also be glven to the appellants ~,Ince the rnceptlon of

thelr employment in ]he government department with oack beneﬁts as per e

Judgment tltled Tikka Khan' & ‘othéts Vs Syed: Muzafar Hussarn Shah & others

';(2018 SCMR 332) as well as ln the lrght of 3udgment of Iarcer bench of hrgh court

11125/2020 tttled Zahid Khan s A

: ‘ "‘.of Ex-FATA -with’ the Provlnce, the appellant anngwrth others were declared'w

;surplus vide order dated 25-06 2019 -Feeling aggrleVed the appellant alongwlth )

= fPaklstan and the supreme court remanded thelr case to thls Trlaunal vide ofder .

!03. Learned counsel for the: appellants has contended that tl—e appellants has

e :not been treated In accordance with Taw,. heénce thelr” rlghts secured under the

4

Constltutlon has badly been- vlolated that the impugned order has not been

- ;Sectlon Ofﬁeer (ftr rtron)
P Governmentof KP -
SR Esrablrshment Department

PP

Asslstant (BPS-11) on- contract basls in Ex-FATA Secretarlat vlde order dated 01-'3,.5

12~2004 ‘His services were regularlzed by the order of Peshawar ngh loUrt vlde'{ e

' %cablnet declsion dated 29~08 2008 Regularlzatlon of the appel!ant was delayed"i';,.'. Sl

o by the regpondents for quite Ionger and in the meanwhlle, ln the wake of merger"f’i”-':: e

L :others filed writ petltlon No 3704-P/2019 ln Peshawar hlgh Coutt,’ but in the" e
A e the appellant alongwrth others were ad]usted In varlaus drrectorates B

hence the ngh Court vlde Judgment ‘dated OS 12 2019 declared the petltlon as .o |




L :"never opted

. I .
LB merged/erstwhrle FATA Secretariat dedartrnents but unfortunately de

‘passed in accordance with law, therefore lq not tenable and llable to be set aslde NS,

that the appellants were appolnted - Ex FATA Secretarrar on contract’ basas vlde' 17

Z‘departments in Provlnclal Government that placlng the appellants ln surplus pool

j "Pakhtunkhwa Governmlant Departments whereas the appellants Were declared B

unjustrr“ able, lllegal and unlawful lmpugned order dated 25 06-2019, whlch I8 ot .

[ |

fdndamental rlghts of the appellants belng enshrlned m th Constltutlon of

Pakrstan, wlll serlously affect the promotlon/senlorlty of the appellants, that""_::f'",,'-7‘,':.5-:';»

22 03-2019, whereby other ernployees of EX'FATA wert not placed ln surplus"‘?"' "

1pool but Ex-FATA Plannlng Cell of P&D was placed and merged mto Provmclal' -

e Sectron
| Government of KP
Establishment Department

ficer lLrtrgrtlonr o

~_korder dated. 01 12 2004 and in- compllance wlth Federal Government derlsron:'"":‘-i".g'f"“'i". 5
dated 29- 08 2008 and ln pursuance of 1udgment of Peshal.rvar nghh 5ourt dated :
07- £1:2013; therr .,ervlces were regularlzed wlth effect from 01 07 2008 and the:
_~ appellants were’ placed at the strength of Admlnlstratlon Dt.partment of Ex~l‘ATA v
L “:Secretarlat ‘that the appellants were dlscrtmmated to the effect that hevl ‘were
'Tplaced in surplus pool vlde order dated 25 06-2019 whereas serwces of slmllarly' y

':plar:ed ernployees of all the departments were transferred to the1 -'-respectlve’f.:;"

"iwas not- only lllegal but contrary to the surplus pool pollcy,'as the appellants oo
¥ e placed in surplus pool as. per sectlon 5 (a) of the Surplus Pool 'i
2 of 2001 as amended in 2006 as Well a5 the unwllllngness of the appellants“:‘::; o '-
. .u also clear from the respondents letter dated 22 03 2019 that by dolng so, the e

o fmature servlce of almost ﬁfteen years may spoll and go ln waste that the rllegal Y 1' :
Ll .’jand untoward act of the re5pondents lS lso evldent from the"f'notlﬁcatlon dated":

. ‘;08 01-2019 where the erstwhlle FATA Secretarlat departments dnd drrectorates*hf TR

' 'l'v.'i_‘:—"ha\/e beeﬂ shifted and placed under the admlnlstrathe control of l\hyber‘;:

- fgsurplus, l:hat bllllOl’l of rupees have been granted by the Federal Government for SR

B same cadre of posts at clvll secretarlat the respondents have 'carrled"out the.:‘ .f'

only the vlolatlon ol‘ the Apex Court ]udgment but the san .e wrll also vlolate tlwe",:,'}..ﬁ':"."". -

drscrrmlnatory approach of the respondents ls evldent l’rom the notlﬂcatron dated




piptp—— .._-‘. T

- _'i.'.:per Tiis

‘ ‘-"j»"‘:forthcom:ng to the eH‘ect l:hat the appellant rel’used to JE ansorbed/adgusted : :', |

""L-'_ '|mm|sterla| staff of ex-FATA Secretanat’._

!
1

1

senionty m the 1ntegrated Hst he shall loose : .

under the surpius pool pollcy Df the QOVemment thu.. the aPDeIiants were:'f:"“'

'l

‘ 1section 11(a) of the Civii Servant Act 1973 thal so far aJ |-= |ssup of..mciusuon of

|- ER I
|posts f BPS 17 and above of erstwhlle agency plannmg "L“S, P&D Departmenl S

' x.SectIOn Offrcer ﬂ-tt!gstloh
~ GovernméntoiKP
Establishment Department




z L"‘?f"‘ pesp—

o
SR record G "f'.“ S S

B _”5‘06’;:“ Before em‘barking upon the issue In hand At wod‘

explain the background of the case Record reveals that’

- status order 197& Presldent Oder No. 13 of 1972), tho cmpioye

.clepartments in pursuance of request of establ =hment depdrtmem Whlch WEIQ LU
‘noL meant for blue eyed persons as'is aIIeged In the appt.a», that the appeilants'—ff” R

has been treated In accordance with \aw, hence their amedis belng d(,\fcnd of"' SRR

I

imerlt may be dismlssed.

?05. ' We have heard Iearned counsei for the parties tnd Havei 1

-renewcd from tlme to tlme by |ssumg off" ce orders and tu thas a_ffcct the ﬁnal_‘ S
;extensron was accorded for a further perlod of one year wth effect from O.} 12- g

."2009 In the meanwhlle, the federal government declded bnd iSSJed Instruchons: A

P 'Efrom BPS 1 to 15 shaii be regulanzed and decrsion of cab'nat'would ,-be dpphtable'f:_'

b fto contract’ employees working in ex-FATA Secretartat thruugh CAFRON Drvnsionfﬂ:?” L

~ 'fappllcations for regular!zatnon of thelr apponntments as ppr cablnet decision, but SR
.fsueh employees were r!ot regu!arlzed under the pleas that vide rotlﬁcatuon dated :

}21 -10-2008 and In terms of the centraily administered tn‘)a! areas (employees' S

dated 29- 08 2008

Sectlon Offrcer(thrgltron)‘,-' S

‘Government of KP -
Establrshmenti Department

order dated 21 11 2019 and 11 Ob 2020 created post., ln the admlnlstratlve

avé’r‘_.‘p"ert‘rsed'f't'he:-":'.-"‘ T

worklng m‘:-"”“ e




In 2009, the prbvmcral government promulgated re

07. gularlzatlonifofn servlce

.

-,,) PR
s he

2!

Act, 2009 and ln purLuance,.the appellants approachec the addrtlonat chlef

secretary ex- FATA for regularlzat:on of thelr servlces accorclngly, but no actlon‘

was taker) on their requests henice the appellants f“led writ petltlon | 'o"eae/zoio"ii'-‘ |

for regulanzation of thelr servlces, which was allowed vrde Jlt .dgment dated"30 11-':»‘:,

2011 and servlces of the appellants were regularlzed underi tne regularlzation Act

l T
»2009 agalnst whlch the respondents Fled cuvrl appeal No 29 P/2013 and the'z:‘.

Supreme Court remanded the case to the ngh Court Peshawar wlth dlrectlon Lo**;

lrel-examlne the - case and the ert Petltlon No 9&9/2010 sl lall be dee

éd o ';b"é'}j Sy
pendmg A three ember bench of the Peshawar ngh (_ourt declde the lssue A

Vlde judgment ‘dated” 07 11+ 2013 ln WP ND 969/2010

appella were regularlzed and the respondents were gnfcn three months trme to'flv; PR

TR

e e T
repare servlce structure so as to |egulate their permaneqt employment ln ex-

S FATA Secretarlat vis<d a-vis thelr emoluments, promotlons, retlrement beneﬂt_s and :‘f. :
:Etrnter—se senlorlty wlth further dlrectlons to create a tasl( force‘ to ach!eve the.::
‘ ob]ectlves hlghllghted above The respondents howcver delayed thelrt'iﬂ
; '."regularlzatlon; hence they ﬂled coc No.. 178 P/2014 elrnd In compliance the'[ i s

[ respondents submrtted order dated 13 06 2014 whereby sewices"f of the",':f*:'-ﬂ- 18

appellans were regulanzed vude order dated 13 06 2014 V»rf.ﬂ effect from 01 074-} ¥
- 2008 35 well s a. task force Commmittee: had - been ronstltuted by Ex FATA",'; o

Secretarlat vlde order dated 14-10 2014 for preparatlor oF servlee structure or'_'_f'-- .

‘o such employees and sought tlrne for preparatlon of servic ce rules ThemppellantS"i L ;
:5 ~aigain  filed CM No. 132 P/2016 w1th IR ln coc No! 178 P/2014 m’ WP No':‘_,,ff:‘:::'.i“if"?'.

: 969/2010 where the learned Addltlonal Advocate Genera alongwlth departmental'-i‘

- representatlve produced letter dated 28 10- 2016 whereby servlce rules for l.he - ‘
secretanat cadre employees of Ex~FATA Secretarlat had been shOWn to be"-.-
formulated and had been sent to secretary SAFRAN for approval hence vrde

| _Judgment ‘dated oe 09: 2016 Secretary SAFRAN Was' drrccted to lrnallze theiff'- ok

‘matter within one- month but the respondents rnstead of dolng the needful:v'.r;";’:n

o Sectron Offrcer (thlgltron) i
Govelrnment of KP
Estabﬂshment Department

I
|
|

\d:‘* R




AN

declared all’ the 117 employees Inctuding the appeliants 3., surplu., vrde order

dated 25-06-2019, agalnst which the - appellants ﬂled Wnt Detltlon No 3704-'
P/2019 for declaring the lmpugned order as set, asrde and’ retarntng the appeilants |

In the Clvil Secretariat of establishrnent and admrnlstratron onpartment ha\/lng the '

similar cadre of post of the rest of the civll secr etariat emplowees o

08.  During the course of hearing, the respondents produced copres cof

notlﬁcations dated 19:07-2018"and 22-07- 2019 that such emp!oyees had been-"l~

of the provlnclal government and would be treated as’ ..uch for all mtent and ST

. ‘ regarding any matter that ‘could not be Iegally withm the framework of the satd

emoark upon to entertarn the same. Needless to mention and we eXpect that " |
keeping in vlew the ratio as’ contalned in the }udgment trtled leka Khan and
others Vs Syed Muzafar Hussaln Shah and others (2018 SCMR 332) the semonty Lt

WOUId be determined aCCOfd‘“Q'Y, hence the petrtlon was dcciared s }nfructuous R

and was dismissed 3s such Agalnst the’ Judgment of Hrgh f‘ ourt the appeﬂants .. |
“filed CPLA No 881/2020 n the Supreme Court of Paklstan, wn!ch was dlsposed of . -

vide -judgment dated 04—08 2020 on the terms that tm. petrtroners should L

approach the service tr!bunal a5 the 1ssue belng terrns a..d conditlon of therr',:

service, does fall wrthrn the ]urisd!ctlon of service tribuna: nence ‘the- appeilant S

filed the instant service appeal R 3

Sectlon Officer (thrgltron)' o
Government of KP
Establishment Department

| Lama—

-adjusted/absorbed in various dapartments ‘The ngh Court vlde JUdgment datea

rOS 12-2019 observed that after their absorption AOW they are regular employees S

':rnvo[ve deeper appreclatlon °f the vlres °f the POHCY, which have not been

S Impugned m the writ petlt]on and 1n case the appellants stlll feel aggrleved SR

pollcy, they would be Iegally bound by the terms and conditions of sarvtce and in o

' v!ew of bar contalned In Artic!e 212 of the Constltutron, thls court couid not

/5’




by the same oft‘ce with the same: terms and condltlons vn.ie app -

: where by all those: employees workmg i FATA on contract Were' ordered l.o be.:f} e

B 8 ) v R \\.l'ii/l‘

Sl
ol

posts in administration department Ex-FATA hence thelr dér{nces were requlred

1

“to be transferred to Establlshment & Aclmlnlstratlon Department of the plovlncial -

qovemment llke other depaltments of Fx~FATA were merqed‘ ln tt'el:

department “Thelr second stance is that by derlarrng trt.'n surplus and. thelrf.",fi;;-_

subsequent adjustment In directorates af‘fected them in mor.rtory te ms as well ‘as’ IR

their senlorlty/plomotlon also affectcd belng placed at the bottom cf the senlor!ty ';f- -y

;llne

llO. In view: of the foregomg explanatton, in the F iry pl'ac ,

__—(ﬁ s

ay%’ count the dlscrlmlnatory behavlors of thc responc,ents Wlth the R
ellants, die to whlch the appellants spent almost thve years in protracted "' '

Iltlgatlon rlght frol'n 2008 tlll date The appellants were uppoint\_d 0"""'c0ntract .

wing but thelr servrces Were not regularlzed whereas SImilullY appointed-persons :-':?;"f:

order dated 17 03-2009 hence the appellants ‘were dlscrlmmated rn regulanzatlon el

prefroentla[ Order a5 dlscussed above, ‘they ‘are etnr).oyees of provmcual”f"",:‘.-.:;.:f-'j’

,-.

goveriment and only on deputatlon s FATA" bt wathout deputatlon allowance R

Sectlon Officer (thrgmon)
Government of KP. .
Estabtrshment Department

09, Mam concern of the appellants m the l rstant servu.e 3ppeat ls that ln the :; AL

ents orders

 first place, declarlng them surplus is rllegal as they Were servlng agalnst regular 5

. espectrve RN

| basrs after fulﬂllrng all the codal formalltles by FATA Secruartat admlnrstratlon o

© i dated 08- 10-2004 Were regularlzed vrde order dated 0,, 04-2009 srm'alarly &

T g
!

: E 'batch of another 23 persons appornted on contract were. rcgularlzed ) de orderj:f.

: ‘_Edated 04-09-2009" and st|II 3 batch of another 28 person' were regulanzedv‘vlde

' "-:'j - of therr sérvices wlthout any valld reason In order to regularlze their seerces “the
o appellants repeatedly requested the respondents to consrder thern at par wrth'.'j~'.f"','-'-_ '
those ‘who were regularlzed and Fnally they subml ed a:pllcatlons for

' mplementatlon of - the dec;slon dated 29 08-2008 of thc federal government SRS

B regulanzed but thelr requests were decllned under the plea th:t by vrrtue of”.',‘;‘i"rf L




//r.

- ?",; 'hence they cannot be regularized. the fact however reman s that they were not 7

SO empioyee or provinclal govemment and were appoin‘vnl bv’:"‘administration

L deoartment of Ex-FATA Secreianat but due to malafide o| me

spondent.s thev

:‘-. S s were repeatediy refused reguiarlzation which however Wis r,ot warranted In the
meanwhile, the provincrai government promuigated Reguiarization Aci 2009 by';ll..‘; j_--.-'“: =
} B :‘. vrrtue of ‘which all the contract empioyees were reguiarizai but the appeilant ey

| s
were again refused reguiar:zation, but WIth no' piausibie rearon, hence they were‘,;‘- ;

again dlscriminated and compelling them to ﬁle Writ Pet‘tion ii"i Pes ha ar:?i—iigh":,'-i';

Court, which was allowed vide Judgment dated 30 11 ZOsJ without any debate,ﬁ"’-‘:{::‘; .

as the respondents ha airc.ady deciarecl them as provinciai empiovees ahd therei'::'.,

'was no reason whatsoever to refuse such reguiarization but t'ie respondent‘--i

jinstead of their reguiarization, i‘ ied CPLA in the SUPI‘EI ig COLrt o 'P"" Jstan

: hyﬂ@on, which again was an act of discriminatron and rnalai~ de,k“_, :

/J | | where the respondents had taken cR piea that the high Court had alioweci-'r;_'"._:.,f
L
,.!reguiarlzation un er the reguiarization Act 2009 bui uid not discuss thelr:j,;.' kN

H respondents took a U turn and agreed to the pomt that the appeilants‘had been", [y

. '-drscrimanated and they wril be regulanzed but sought timr for crea on' of posts'f{

,'and 16 draw service structure for these and other employees to reguiate their';", S

e permanent empioyment The three member bench of the High Court had taken 3

P B Telr A _‘SectionOf((iungmon;f". i
Government of Kp
Estabiushment Department




VLl e e i 0

S _‘ but the appellants suffered for years for a slngle wrong ref'u-

. 1 L
- commltments are part of the ]udgment dated 07 -11- 2{}1 of Pes war ngh

: | lSEClFﬂial'lat lnto Provmcral Secretarlat ail the departments‘
. merged mto provmclal departments. Placed on’ record ls notlficatlon.dated ,08 01-:
: 2019 Where P&D Department of FATA Secretarlat was nanded OVEE 10 rovmclal_

= P&D Department and law & order department merged lrto :'Home __epartment:.‘:-f
!llvlde order dated 24«01 2019 and slmllarly all other department llke Zakat & Usher":

- others were merged lnto respectlve Provrnclal Departments ' bu'” 'th'

:;Secretarlat and not of the provlnclal government In a- rna'nner, the, ppellants A

voat ‘. ,,.,. '
I

were wrongly refused thelr rrght of regularlzatlon under the Federal Government’.:j,

Pohcy, whrch was conceded by the respondents before three members bench

Il‘., :

. respondents, who put the matter on the back burner and on the ground of sheer o

' techmcalltles thwarted the process desplte the repeated dlrectlon of'”‘he 'federal"_',fi

government ‘as’ well as’ of the ]udgment of the courts Frnally, Sewlces:“'of the.{

' ‘ appellants were very unwrllrngly regularrzed ln 2014 wlth effect from 2008 and

. that too after contempt of court proceedlngs Judgment of the three member'.‘,.:‘f‘f; B

bench is very clear and by vurtue of such Judgment the respondents were:-','::-_"

requrred to regularlze them In: the . first place and to o\Nn them as'i' herr ownfi.;.’: S

employees borne

unabated as nerther posts were created for them nor selrvrce rules wer

for them as were comrr tted by the respondents before tne ngh Courtﬂand such‘j;‘:"-';”'

Court In the wak of 25th Constrtutlonal amendments ano upon merger of FATA:- S
|

' staff.were":

'f'. vide notlﬁcatlon dated 16 01 2019, Flnance departmert .nerged Into'provlnclal-'ﬁﬂ:‘:f’.---‘-"f‘j

:i'.'_..'-'lFlnance department v:de notlrcatton dated 24-01 2019 leducation department‘:f'fr':':"'

I
1 :.'t
lbemg employees o the admlnlstratron departrnent 6f ex-FATA

into- Provrnclal Establlshment & Admlnlstratlon Departm' ,__at'h‘er:_,;“h'éyfffwer'e:":4"_.-‘-L'. =

Sectzon dffrcer:(l.rtrgmonl
Government of KP

Establrshment Departmem

|
l
|

- the strengthof establrshment and ad 'nlnrstratlon department.'}: T

Secretarlat, . but. step rnotherly behavlor of the respondents contrnued




'\. I -»S i

urnmery" S
|

*asked to ensure payment of salaries and other ob\lgatory expenses, inciuding';fl“

o l; I ‘terminal beneﬂts as well of the employees aga1nst the regolar sanctioned 56983';,

I \“yeﬁflnistrative departments/attached dl!’ECtOId*’ES/f' eld formattons of'”

sanctioned posts and they were required to be smoothly merged w1th the"-'

Section Officer (Litigition)
Government of KP
, Establashmeqt Department

|
|

% deolared surplus, whlch was dtscrtminatory and based on malaf‘ de,l as there was i{ - o

:-:‘ no - réason for declarlng the appeliants as surplus, as I.ULB' strength ft.FATA""- |

o N amongst whlch the number of 117 employees inc!udlng |the ’fappellants were i

granted amount of 'Rs. 25505 00 ml!lxon for smooth trans tlon of the emptoyees Tk

was submltted by the provtncnal government to the Federal Go\/ernment 'wh!ch"lfz'{]"....'-,"?'f

was accepted and vlde notlﬂcation dated 09- 04 2019 provlncial governrnent was'}".kf SR

erstwhile FATA, which shows that the appellants ‘were also work\ng agalnst i

ostabhshment and admintstratlon department of provlndai government but to'.:"f"-.-i e

departments of ex: FATA but here agaln the appeilants were dlscrtminated ancl no " SRR N
| 'E‘%pest was created for them In Establishment & Admlntstration Department and']:"." S
: they were” declared surplus and later on were’ adJusted ln"?vanous directorates,’vli if:-

~ lwhich- was detrlmental to the!r r:ghts In terms of monetary beneﬁt.,,‘ as the




| | . surplus p ei’olicy applied on thern was’ totaily Iliegai Moreover t1e concerned
\jk/kﬁme/‘dcounsel for the appetlants had aidded: to thelr miseries hy ccntestrng their

cases In wrong forums and to this effect, the supreme court of Pa(istan 1n their“ , B

delay in accordance with law. To this effect we feel that the delay o»:curred_due to

;..
l

limltation shall not’ debar the appellants from the rrghts acc1:rued to th m..

condone the delay occutred dLie to the reason mentioned aL Ve

L -'Sectlon Officer (Litigmon) S
- Governmeht of KP
Estabirshment Department

' fa"ctors, which cannot be ignored and whlch shows that injustxte has been done to :
e the appeliants. Needless to mentron that the resoondents faiicd to appi eclate that :
-t ."Ethe Surplus Pool Pollcy-2001 did not appiy to the appelianu slnce the same was-f-"-.":"‘
E specifically made and meant for dealrng with the i.ransltion \.-F distric* system g 1
" |resultant fe- structurrng of governmentai off"ces under thr devo|ution of powwsi—l
from provincial to local governments 2s. such the appel!ants' service in erstwhile :.j' E :
FATA Secretariat (now merged area secretarlat) had no nexus whatsoever wlth

3 A?the same,. as nelther any department was abohshed ror any po t, hence thef :

case in civil petition” No: 881/2020 had also noticed that .the D@titiOI‘lQI‘S bejng.'
pursuing thelr remedy before the- wrong forun, had Wasted much of their time" K

and the service Tribunal shall justly and sympathetlcaliy consnder the questlon of :

wastage of time before wrang- forums but the appellants continuously contested - .. |
. therr case without : any break for gettlng jUStice We feel that their case was.f '_:;:'-3‘.5;2

aiready spoiled ljy the respondents due to sheer technrcaliues and without‘.."._U‘j_f,j;ftff,,

touchlng merlt of lthe case. The apex court Is very cEear onrthe pornt of iimitatron"‘l‘;.j X g

that cases :should- be considered on - merlt and mere technicallties Inc{uding'.ff,"'.if:.3"35'{5.‘

In the'i-'-_'; g

‘ mstant case, the appellants has a strong case’ on merlt hmce we are mciined to'{'.'fli R S

We are of the consldered Opinlon that the appeilarts has not been treated b

L ,in accordance W|th Iaw as they were empioyees of administratron department of




L government on the ana!ogy of : other employees transferreu to thelr respective B

departments n- provinciai govarnment and in case o non avallability‘-of post SR

':'5-_:Ftnance department was requlred to create posts rni':‘: Establishment & "

servlces to the establtshment and admlnlstration department roF

respective department Ie Establlshment & Adminlstratlve Department and to

: structure/rules and creatlon of posts despite the repeated dlrections of the three’:l_-.":.".':.'-""-;»-5,
' '; member bench-of Peshawar High Court in its’ Judgment dated 07 11 2013 passed
- |n Writ Petition” NJ 969/2010 The same dlrectlons has lrtnl no! been !mplemented e g

. and the matter was made worse when Impugned order of placrng thern In su;-pius"‘ i:‘..:l-;"

P .ff:"EStabnshmentDenanmen T

appellants and dectaring them surplus ‘was: unlawfui and based on malaﬂde and A . |
“on this score alone: the' rmpugned order-Is llable- to- be set asrde The correct":f--""'-'
course would have been to- create the “same number of vacancies m theh
post them in their oWn departrnent and Issues of thelr senionty/promotlon wasr'{-jfl

required to be settled in accordance wlth Lhe prevarlmg Iaw and rule

12. We ‘have observed that grave Injuetlce has been meted out to the"
appellants in the sense that after contestrng for longer for thefr regu!arrzatlon and R

r“nally atter gettlng regulanzed they were stiH deprlved of the sewlce"_'-:t:"""

pool was passed whlch dlrectiy affected thelr senlorlty and the future career of e

the appeilants after putting In 18 years of servrce and half of thelr--servrce has

a!ready been wasted ln Iitlgatron. S s

o ..Sectton ofﬁcer ‘(Lrtrgrtton
Govemment of KP+




1.aTransfer) Rules 1989 Needl

| Servants (APPOINtmenh Promotlon & Transfer) Rules, 19\.19 it partlcuiar y. 'Sectlon-"'f.f

17(3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Appolntment Promotlon & ¥

room,

ANNOUNCED
714.01.2022

CHAIRMAN
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBRER ‘PﬂmNﬂ(HWA
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMES T

~ (Establishment Wing)
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\

NOTHIIAATION

No. 5 -V (E8ADY1-2/2022: - - :‘ | -I'n purs;L'Jance of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tribunal judgement in Service /-\‘ppelf No 122712020 dated 14.01.2022 and subse:quent
aied 26.07.2022 in Senvice Appeal No. 1227/2020
dated 14.01.2022, in compliance of the orders passed by Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Sérvfce

Execuiion Faiition No. 242-252/20

Tribunal Mi Shoukai Hussain, Assistant (BS-16), presently working as Assistan! in
Direcioraic of i~~Jighe{* zducaiion Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is hereby conditi(i)naily
adjusied as Assisiant (B5-18) in Civil Secretariat, Peshawar till final judgement of
Supreme Court of Pakistan in CPLA No., 358-P/2(O22 dated 25.04.2022 which is pending
adjudication before Supreme Court of Pakistan.hE '

2. His seniority and other claims will be settled in due course of time, '

CHIEF SECRETARY ,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Endst: Bven Mo, & Daie,

Copy of the above is forwarded to: -

1. Accountani General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

2. Secrelary to Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa: Higher Education Department.

3. Director, Directorate of Higher Education, Higher Education Department.

4. Section Officer (Admn), Administration D@ﬁartment. .
5. Section Officer (Secret), Establishment T@"ﬁ?f’fhi@ﬂt. - |
6. Seciion Officer (Lit-IH), Establishment De@é‘ﬁment for further necessary action.
/. P.S o Secretary Zstablishment Department. '
8. P.Sto Special Secretary (Estt), Establishment Depariment

9

- PA 0 Addl: Secretary (iEstt), Establishment Department.
10.P A to Deputy Secretary (Estt), Establishment Department. .
1. Official concernad. . /

/ !

Section Officer (Litigition) ‘
‘Government of KP :
Establishment Department

paates
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
... ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT
B i {Establrshment Wing)

ST Beshawar, the 20.11.2023

. NOTIFICATION

v No. SO E-IV (E&AD)/1-2/2022: - * ~ . In continuation of this Department's Notification
© dated 07.10.2022 in respect of Mr. Hanif Ur Rehman, Assistant (BS-16), the competent
- authority has been pleased to place him at Serial No. 334 of the Seniority List of

“ Agsistants maintained in Establishment Department, subject to final judgement of the
upreme Court of Pakistan in CPLA No.385-P/2022 which is pending for adjudication.

CHIEF SECRETARY

“ ) KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Endst: Even No. & Date.

Copy of the above is forwarded to: -

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Section Officer (Gen), Environment Department.

Section Officer (Secret), Establishment Department.

Section Officer (Lit-1), Establishment Department for further necessary action.
P.S to Secretary Establishment Department.

P.S o Special Secretary (Estt), Establishment Department

P.A lo Addl: Secretary (Estt), Establishment Department. .

P.A to Deputy Secretary (Estt), Establishment Department. -
Official concerned.
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Section Officer (Litigition)
Government of KP
Establishment Department



