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-: -1 Petitioner absent.-Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney . 

present. Mr. Irshaduliah, Director (Legal) for the respondents 

present. Representative of respondents has submitted copy of 

notification No. S.O(Prosecution)HD/l-10/2019 dated 10.10.2019 

and stated-that.as a resulUof the-said notification the judgment 

dated 17.05.2016 of this Tribunal passed in Service Appeal No. 

1228/2013 has been implemented in letter and spirit.

. 21.10.2019

In view of the- a'bove the present execution petition is 

hereby consigned to record‘room .being not pressed. No order as to 

costs. x<^ /\

0*
Member

Camp court, A/Abad
ANNOUNCED
21.10.2019
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f 21.02.2019 Petitioner in. person present. Mr. Muhammad Bilal, 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Arshad Ullah, Director 

Legal for the respondents present. Implementation report not 

submitted. Learned Deputy District Attorney requested for further 

adjournment. Last opportunity is granted to the respondents for 

filing of implementation report. Adjourned to 20.05.2019 for 

implementation report before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

. (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Abbottabad

20.05.2019 Petitioner in person and Mr. Arshad Ullah, Director Legal 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Bilal, Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Representative of the department stated at 

the bar that the implementation is in process and requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned to 19.08.2019 for implementation report 

before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

M'/j-'
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
. Camp Court Abbottabad

19.08.2019 Petitioner in person and Muhammad Irshad 

Director Legal representative of the respondent 

department present. Adjournment requested on the 

ground mentioned in the preceding order sheet. 

Adjourned for 21.10.2019 before S.B at Camp Court 

Abbottabad.

Member
Camp Court A/Abad
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ICounsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Irshadullah, Director 

Prosecution alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for

17.12.2018

, V •• -

respondents present.

The execution petition in hand was heard at length. As is

evident from order sheet dated 22.06.2017 and 21.09.2017,

-.^respondents were still reluctant to implemerU^a judgment of this

Tribunal dated 17.05.2016. The main grievance of the petitioner is

acting charge appointment to BPS-19 from the date when his juniors 

allowed the same by the respondents. Plea of the respondents 

was that as the appellant was eligible for regular promotion, so his 

case for acting charge appointment in pursuance of aforementioned 

judgment of this Tribunal was not processed. Stance taken by the

were

respondents was against the spirit of the said judgment. His juniors 

colleagues after getting acting ch^e^pointment enjoy'ijg® perks 

and privileges of BPS-19 from 14.(1)2.2013 notified on 17.05.2013^ 

but the same were denied to the petitioner. It is strange that despite

categoric directions of this Tribunal his case was not placed before

the PSB for decision and the respondents acted on

assumptions/presumptions.

Respondents are directed to place the case of the petitioner

before the PSB as per directions contained in the aforementioned

judgment 17.05.2016. Case to come up for implementation report on

21.02.2019 before S.B at camp court A/Abad.

Member
Camp court A/Abad
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■f r18.01.2018 Junior to counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Irshadullah, Director Prosecution 

for respondents present. Junior to counsel for the petitioner seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on 

19.04.2018 before S.B at camp court Abbottabad.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member (E)

Camp Court Abbottabad

04.2018 Clerk of counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Usman 

Ghani, District Attorney . alongwith Irshadullah, Director 

(t.egal) for the respondents present. Counsel for the petitioner 

seeks adjournment. Granted. To come up for further 

proceedings on 28.06.2018 before the g-B at camp court, 

Abbottabad.

(Jnmrman . 
Gamp court, A/Abad

Petitioner. Shahzad Iqbal in person present. Mr. Atiq Ur 

Rehman, Dy; Director Prosecution alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents preserit. Petitioner made a 

request for adjournment that his counsel is not available today. 

Granted. Case to come up for arguments on 29.08.2018 before the 

at camp court, Abbottabad.

28.06.2018 .

Ch^man
Camp court, A/Abad

VJkK >*>- ^
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EP 116/2016

Petitioner in person and Mr. Muhammad Bilal, Deputy 

District Attorney and Mr. Muhammad Irshadullah, Director 

Prosecution in person also present. Respondents seeks further 

adjournment. To come up for arguments on execution on 21.11.2017 

before S.B at camp court, A/Abad.

18.10.2017

/
M

Camp court, A/Abad,

Retitionerfafongwith iQduhsef-ianddAddlCAG^^aJbngWit'fe Atiqur 

Rahihhn^D£|i,utpiDhieetc©lordhe3^esjiQndetits"cp£esfetJIbeanTed’'cod’n’sel for 

the peritioner'Seeks!!adjqum-ni§j?t!;hT6]ir©me.‘uprf0pjairguifieni^b8flexi;cution 

petiti!oiBonathefi3rpjSQBratAaibpli2du£t, Abbottabad.

:2:i.Tl .20117

court, Abbottabad.Camp

20.12.2017 Petitioner alongwith.his counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Atiqur Rehman, Deputy 

Director for the respondents also present. Learned counsel for the 

petitioner seeks adjoummehl. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on execution petition on 18.01.2018 before S.B at 

Camp Court Abbottabad.

(Muhammad Amin BGian Kundi) 
Member (Judicial)

Camp Court Abbottabad



Consequeiitly the respond^|(:|^epartment is direct to
implement the decision of the Tribunf the light of the above 

mentioned observations. To up fpfiimplementation reportcome on
,1:

21.09.2017.
i,

hafnnaii 
a'C^iijaToun, A/Abud

■ 'l;

i' i

Petitioner alongwith counsefi'and Mr. Muhammad 

Bilal, Deputy District Attorney alorigwlth Attiqur Rahman,
21.09.2017

Deputy Director for the respondents present. Implementation
i 'V. ‘'i

report submitted by the representative of the respondent 

department.

The learned counsel for the petitioner argued that the 

present implementation report is not ;in accordance with the 

judgment of this Tribunal as this = 'report only gives 

promotion to the petitioner whereas the; order of this Tribunal 

sought to be executed categoricallyfdifected the department 

to treat the petitioner alike with his: three juniors. According 

to the learned counsel for the petitioner alike treatment can 

only be made if petitioner is promoted on acting charge basis 

alongwith his juniors and then he is paid salary for the said 

period. :•

On the other hand representative of the department is 

of the view that no such order can, be made after regular 

promotion nor any pay can be released in such situation.

To come up for arguments ion execution petition on
' i;

18.10.2017 before S.B at camp couk, Abbottabad.

hai
j CanTf) court, A/Abad.
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Hcijijoner In p^r^RH RlrRpfqi’
Pi-qscgutjoii Enon^vvilh Mr. Miiliqinj-nad SiddiqLjc, SisQP ijip 

rcspqndpntfi prespiil. Iloqqe^lqd Ibr qiiqprnillQiit; '{p. ^Q!lie Mp ibr 
iniplcnienlation report on 22.0$,?017 .lDcrQrc S3 uj canip eoprl 

AbbplUihqci
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Gamp Gpu!n;'A|3bpnabad,
Petitioner in person and Mr.‘ MuH'ammad Bilal, DDA 

alongwith Atiqur Rahman, Deputy Director (Legal) for the 

respondents present. Representative of the respondents submitted a 

notification of the government dated 11.04.2017 where-under name 

of the petitioner is at S.No. 8. According to represenuiiive ol' the 

respondents the judgment of this Tribunal has been executed through
4

the said notification. The petitioner submitted before the court that in 

fact his grievances were against the notification dated 14.02.2013 

where-under 3 persons junior to him were promoted on acting charge 

basis. That he had filed departmental appeal against the said 

notification. That his appeal before this Tribunal was also filed 

against the said notification. That his appeal was accepted and this 

Tribunal directed the.department to treat him ai.paj with those who 

were junior to him and promoted ;on acting charge, basis:

8. 22.06.2017

• 5 ■tAfter hearing the parties and perusing the record it is 

clear that the grievances of the petitioner-was against'notification
I . • :: , n

whereby 3 junior to him were promoted;pn acting charge basis. The

appeal was also decided in the context offthat verv notification and
••... ^

the Tribunal directed the department to jrg^f the petitioner alike with
3 juniors mentioned above. The nofrficktion which has been

.'1 .fi
submitted to-day by the representative of the respondents does notr*
serve the purpose as it is a notification; of regular promotion of the

^ ]•petitioner alongwith others. 1'; •
4

7^^
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. ITS-on Aeung Clmi’ll'

Mngft fProsygiTk?"^ HD/l-lO/ZQlSi
Provincial Selection Board, in

Service Tribunal ludgmcMU
Che
Pakhcunkhvva 
Mr Sh3h*/aci Iqbal as Senior Public Prosecutor

• Basis \v e I I 1 O' Oil i

CO 10-04-2017.

SBCUB’rAOV 
liOME Dlil’AUTMllNT>

fjnflst; No. 8^ date even

Copy forwarded to: - 
I The Registrar, Khyber
2. The Secretary to Governtnent
3. ?Slrccior General Prosecution Khyber Pakliiunkhw...
4 Regional Directors Prosecution, concei ned.
5. District Public Prosecutor, concerned.
6. District Accounts Officer, concerned.

7. s„b.l AtSAs Dc;»rtm0At, P«l>.™r

............ . .................... .
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IMMEDIATE
-"CONFIDENTIAL

'V.'”

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT

NO. SO(PSB)ED/l-9/2019/P-54 
Dated Peshawar, the 02.10.2019

The Secretary..v liOdvt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Home & Tribal Affairs Department. %

SUBJECT: -MINUTES OF .HE MEETING OF PROVINCI^i<^ELE%TION BOARD 
HELD ON 23.vS9.2019*

APPOINTMENT OF MR. SHAHZAD TOBAL ASUSENIOR PUBLIC 
PROSECUTOR BS-19 W.E.F. 14^6:^?2013 %0IN
PURSUANCE OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT DATEDV,", .

17.05.2916
|Dear Sir,

I am directed to refer to B^o^me Dep^JmeH^etter No. SO(Pros)/HD/1- 
14.0c’-.2019 onv-tlje shifiject anftto forward herewith an extract

■|

ljO/2017/Vol-I dated
■of Item No (231 of the ..ainutes/recorh^nen'i^attohs of the meeting of Provincial

' i ■ U;.., '% i
Selection Board held as well as copy of approved summary

wherein the Chief Ministe,;.,being cppipdtieht authority in terms of Rule 4 (1) (a) of 

the Khyber PakhtunkiiwU(i^ppointmdnt, Promotion 85 Transfer) Rules, 1989 has

approved'the recommendUtlQn dPthe PSB, for further necessary action.
.......... ''t-A-'-ttu-- ' . . .

Yours faithfully,

fj. (Abdul Hameed)
SECTION OFFICER (PSB)t

;|
Chcl: As Above

McTjj\

i;

'■c ••



5 PSB meetltiB held on 23.09.2019.
zM NO. (23)

'^'>^eting of"pSB"held on 23.09.2019)

SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT OF MR. SHAHZAD IQBAL TO THE POST OF SENIOR PUBLIC
PROSECUTOR BS-19 ON ACTING CHARGE BASIS IN PURSUANCE OF
SERVICE TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT DATED 17.05.2016 AND SUBSEQUENT
ORDER DATED 17.12.2018.

i Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs 'Department apprised the Board that the case ofj’i ■' I
appointment of Mr. Shahzad Iqbal to the post of Senior Public Prosecutor BS-19 on actingi-

charge basis was placed before the PSB in its meeting held on 14.12.2012. The Board did not 
recommend him for appointment to BS-19 on acting charge basis as an enquiry was pending
against him.

Aggrieved of the recommendations of the Board, he filed an appeal in the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, which in its judgment dated 17.05^^16 directed to consider the 
appellant for alike treatment m^^ed out to his junior colleagues^i^^^i^ of pending enquiry at 
the crucial date of acting ch:;fge'promotion. The-case Law Department for
obtaining the advice for filing of CPLA in the Apex Court^Hb^e^r^he scrutiny committee of Law 

Department in its meeting hbid on 17.06.2016 de^Ved^he%:ase unfit for filing of CPLA. 
Subsequently, the PSB in its rr.’Seting.held on 24.03^2pV7f^erannmended him for promotion to the 
pos't of Senior Public Prosedtlbr'BS-19 on fqgulari^asis, which- was accordingly notified on 

11.04.2017.

2.

1';
( The officer pnce .„again appr^obche^'th|/Service Tribunal for implementation of its 

judgment dated 17.05.2016.'the Admj^istigtiv^ Department placed before the Tribunal his 
Notification of promotipnj refie;:iing r^im asj Senior Public Prosecutor BS-19 on regular basis. 
However, the Tribunal dip nc; .consider^he prayer of the Department and pointed out that the 

: stance taken by the repponc^nts^^^against the spirit of the said judgment. His junior 
colleagues after getting actiRC:-;.ctia|;g'e^ppointment enjoyed perks and privileges of BS-19 from 
14.bi.2013 notified oi^17|o5j,26p’^but, The same were, denied to the petitioner. Hence, the 
Tribunal directed to place tl^f;-^e of the petitioner before the PSB as per directions contained in 

the aforementioned judgmei^dabd 17.05.2016 vide its order dated 17.12.2018. -
The Administratiye Department, upon approval of.the scrutiny committee of the Law 

Department challenged the order of the Service Tribunal dated 17.12.2018 in the Supreme Court 
of Pakistan but, no status quo .has been granted by the Court as yet. Therefore, in the absence of 
such order, the Tribunal may t^ke adverse action against the Department on next date of hearing 
i.e. 19.08.2019.

3.

4.

In view of above,.,the Department has submitted the working paper for placement 
before the PSB for consideiiTicn of his appointment to BS-19.on acting charge basis from 
14.02.2013 to 10.07.2017 in .order to enable him to get financial benefits of that period in 
pursuance of Service Triburiai judgment dated 17.05.2016 and subsequent order dated 
17.1^2018.

5.

I1 t I, eS The Board, thoroughly discussed the case of the appellant and recommended his 
j appointment as Senior Public'Prosecutor BS-19.on acting charge basis w.e.f. 14.02.2013 in light 

i of tie Service Tribunal juijgrpent dated 17.05.2016.I ( -■S

0^

\cCtion

p.^T3biish:r',i-ri‘ ‘
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GOVERNMENT pF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT
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NO. SO(PSB)ED/l-9/2019/P-54 
Dated Peshawar, the, 02.10.2019

{? • •

The Secret'aryJiiiiiTGd^. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Home & Tribal. Affairs Department.. . %

%
SUBJECT: - MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF PROVINCIj%:;SELElariON BOARD 

HELD ON 23.09.2019.
......

APPOINTMENT OF MR. SHAHZAPJfOByjLL:;. A^ji^ENIOR PUBLIC
14^02^2013 %0 %10.04.2017 INPROSECUTOR BS-19 W.E.F. :
C-.V .PURSUANCE OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT DATEDi

I am dir;cted to refer to itpme Dep%,tm'en^ietter No. SO(Pros)/HD/1-
' , ii I
j' |]|q/2017/Vol-l dated 14.06.2019.^mthe s%@ect anBto forward herewith an extract 

iof: item No (231 of the nhnut;|s7reco^^inen^a.ti'ons of the meeting of Provincial
' 1 ---------- '''P' :
Seiecuon Board held on..>^o';'b9.^..19 || well as copy of approved summary 

wherein the Chief .^'^ims!% bei^g'^co^mpt^^ authority in terms of Rule 4 (1) (a) of 

the Khyber Pa.khturik{%a-fA|)pointmlht, Prornotioh & Transfer) Rules, 1989 has ■ 

aonroved-the recoinrhendc.’tion oCthe PSB, for further necessary action.

j

17.05.2016 1
t

Yours faithfully,■ '■•n- V• ,

V'

(Abdul Hameed)
SECTION OFFICER (PSB)\

i ' Enel: As Above
(
I <iIr

ii . w• ; I
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PSB meetim held on 23.09.2019.. * i:iVI m. (23)

/X'

, . (Meeting Of PSB held on 23.09.2019)

APPOINTMENT OF MR. SHAHZAD IQBAL TO THE POST OF SENIOR PUBLIC
PROSECUTOR BS-19 ON ACTING CHARGE BASIS IN PURSUANCE OF
SERVICE TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT DATED 17.05.2016 AND SUBSEQUENT 
ORDER DATED 17.12.2018.

mmmm
/

/ .SUBJECT;
/
/

/

i| Secretary H|Ome & Tribal Affairs Department apprised the Board that the case of 
appiointment of Mr. Shahzad Iqbal to the post of Senior Public Prosecutor BS-19 on.acting 
charge basis was placed before the PSB in its meeting held on 14.12.2012. The Board did not 
recommend-him for appointment to BS-19 on acting charge basis as an enquiry was pending ^ 
against him.

!

2. Aggrieved of the recommendations of the Board, he filed an appeal in the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, which in its judgment dated 17.05^2016 directed to consider the 
appellant for alike treatment meted out to his junior colleaguesJ^^qcti^ of pending enquiry at 
the crucial date of acting charge promotion. The case Law Department for
obtaining the advice for filing of CPLA in the Apex Court.^Jib^e^^TOe scrutiny committee of Law 

Department in its meeting held on 17.06.2016 de^trld^he\case unfit for filing of CPLA, 
Subsequently, the PSB in its meeting held on 24.0^01^^,/ecOmmended him for promotion to the 
pos;t of Senior Public Prpsecutor BS-19 on rejulaW’^asi'l', which was accordingly notified on 
1104.2017. ; ^ X
3' ’ The officer |once again appi-pacH’ed^^l^|S^Service Tribunal for implementation of its
judgment dated 17.05.2016. The Admj^istr^tivg Department placed before the Tribunal his 
Notification of promotionj reflecting ;,Himls^^SehTor Public Prosecutor BS-19 on regular basis. 
However, the Tribunal did not coh|^e^the'^rayer of the Department and pointed out that the 
stance taken by the reppond^nts^^s%against the: spirit of the said judgment. His junior 
colleagues after getting ac|ing.^cfe|;g'e"'^appointment enjoyed perks and privileges of BS-19 from 

14,02.2013 notified onJ7^|)5.20j3'^'but, the same were denied to the petitioner. jHence, the ' 
Tribunal directed to thel(?^§s‘s of the petitioner before the PSB as per directions contained in 
the aforementioned judg,^^|Qated 17.05.2016 vide its order dated 17.12.2018.

The Administrative Department, upon approval of the scrutiny committee of the Law 
Department challenged the order of the Service Tribunal dated 17.12.2018 in the Supreme Court 
of Pakistan but, no status quo r^as been granted by the Court as yet. Therefore, in the absence of 
such order, the Tribunal may take adverse action against the Department on next date of hearing 
i.e. 19.08,2019.

4.

5, In view of above, the Department has submitted the working paper for placement 
before the PSB for consideration of his appointment to BS-19 on acting charge basis from 
1fp2.2013 to 10.07.2017 in order to enable him to get financial benefits of that period in 

. piirsUance of Service Tribunal judgment dated 17,05.2016 and subsequent order dated 
M7,1Z2018.

i: : 6! The Board horoughly discussed the case of the appellant and recommended his 
)pointment as Senior Public Prosecutor BS-19 on acting charge basis w.e.f. 14.02.2013 in light 
the Service Tribunal judgment dated 17.05.2016.

a
0

0^
Section

(5ovi: of Khyfcer Pskhiur.khwa
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22.12.2016 Petitioner with counsel and Mr. Liaqat Ali, ,DPP 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique Sr;GP. for the

respondents present. Requested for adjournment.Xasf 

opportunity granted. In case the judgment is not 

implemented then further coercive measures till be
%

taken against the respondents. To come Up for 

implementation report on 16.02.2016, before S.B at 

camp court, Abbottabad. i

’X

Camp.court, A/Abad
an- 1 \

i

:
■ *•

‘ 7

16.02.20! 7 Petitioner in person and Mr. Liaqat Ali, Dy. 

Director (Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique 

Sr.GP for the respondents present. Representative of the 

respondents submitted before the coun that working
-v. '

papers regarding promotion of petitioner alongwith other 

officials prepared and the case is pending before the PSB. 

OfLcial respondents are directed to expedite the matter 

and submit implementation report on the next date. Case 

is adjourned to 20.04.2017 for irpplemdnlation report 

before S.B at camp court, Abbottabad. /

IMEMBl^ 
Camp Cou^A^

;

i

i
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET

116/2016Execution Petition No.

Order or other, proceedirigs with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The Execution Petition of Mr. Shahzad Iqbal submitted to-day 

by Haji Sabir Hussain Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for f^oper order please.

25.07.2016

/
RHGISTiURs

This Execution Petition be put up before 'i'ouring S. I3ench at' %2-

A.Abad on

CHAltfMAN

Petitioner with counsel present.' Notices be issued 

to. the respondents. To come up for implementation 

report on 20.10.2016 before S.B 

Abbottabad.

18.08.2016

at camp, court,

Cha^^Tman
Camp court, A/Abad.

20.,10.2016 Petitioner in person and Mr. Irshadullah, Deputy 

Direetor alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique Sr.GP for 

the respondents present. Requested for adjournment. To 

come up for implementation report on 22.12.2016 before 

S.B at camp court, Abbottabad.

Chc^man 

Camp Court, A/Abad



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

C.M No. /2016£2^

Shahzad Iqbal Public Prosecutor Abbottabad

...PETITIONER
VERSUS

Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF JUDGMENT
INDEX

S.No. Description of Document Annexure Page No.
' /

1. Application alongwith verification and affidavit 1-3

2. Attested copy,of judgment dated 17.05.2016 “A” . 4-6

3. Copy of application to respondents “B” 7-9

4. Vakalat Nama 10

Through:

CZ,
(HAJI SAfilRluJSSAIN TANOLI)

Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Abbottabad.

Dated:- /2016
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA^^*^!^'^ 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

f^-'fr'hh h t\/p

Shahzad Iqbal Public Prosecutor Abbottabad

1 Diary TNo__T,-

%

C.M No. 72016

..:petitioner

VERSUS
1) Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2) Secretary, Home & Tribal Affairs Department, Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3) Director General Prosecution, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar..'

4) Director Legal Prosecution, Directorate of Prosecution, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF 

JUDGMENT / ORDER DATED 17.05.2016 IN SERVICE 

APPEAL NO.1228/2013 TITLED “SHAHZAD IQBAL VS 

CHIEF SECRETARY KPK AND OTHERS”.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That, the petitioner / appellant filed an appeal before 

this Honourable Tribunal bearing No.1228 of 2013.

That, this Honourable Tribunal had allowed the 

appeal of the appellant / petitioner on 17.05.2016. 

(Attested copy of judgment dated 17.05.2016 is 

annexed as Annexure ‘"A”)

2.
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That, the petitioner submitted an application for 

implementation of judgment of this Honourable 

Tribunal through proper channel on 01.06.2016 to 

respondents alongwith attested copy of judgment of 

this Honourable Tribunal. (Copy of application is 

annexed as Annexure “B”)

3.

That, no implementation of the judgment of this 

Honourable Tribunal is made by the respondents so 

far, hence the instant application for implementation 

of judgment of this Honourable Tribunal.

4.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

respondents may kindly be directed to implement 

the judgment of this Honourable Tribunal and 

matters ancillary thereto. Any other relief which this 

Honourable Tribunal deem fit and proper may also 

be granted by the respondents. ( 1

...PETITIONER
Through:

\
__

(HAJI SABIR HUSSAIN TAMoLI)
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 

Abbottabad.

Dated:- /2016

VERIFICATION:-

Verified that the contents of the instant application are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing 

material has been suppressed from this Honorable Court.

Dated:- /2016 ...PETITIONER
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TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

T

Shahzad Iqbal Public Prosecutor Abbottabad

... PETITIONER

VERSUS

Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others

.... RESPONDENTS

application for IMPLEMENTATrON

AFFIDAVIT

1, Shahzad Iqbal Public Prosecutor, Abbottabad, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of forgoing 

application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

and nothing has been concealed therein from this hon'ble Tribunal

Identified By

DEPONENT

O
i

(Haji Sjrbir Hussain Taholi) 
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 

Abbottabad

L
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A
S.No. Date of 

Order or 

proceedings.

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge 
that of parties where necessary.of

.. j N
proceed
ings C/. i

1 a/ f>>
I cj2J

before IHE_KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA AL
CAMP COURT ABBOTTARAD 

APPEAL NO, ]22X?01^

ShahzadlflM^ig^hiefSecre^^^^ Pakhtiinkhw. PpcI..,,,..
and others.

'n

judgment

17.05.2016 M.Ui-IAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI CHAIRMAN-4

5
1

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Siddiqi 

Government Pleader alongwith Liaqat Ali, Deputy Director (Legal) 

official respondents present.

le, Senior

for
\
'I
i

2. Shahzad Iqbal Public Prosecutor hereinafter referred to as the
X.

a
r

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against impugned order dated I

12.07.2013 vide which departmental appeal of the appellant against the 

original impugned notification dated 14.02.2013 was rejected.

2
Biiel tacts of the case of appellant that the appella^it

appointed as Additional Public Prosecutor in BS- 17 on 04.04.2003 and 

promoted to BS-18 on 18.12.2008. That his

are was

name was enlisted in the

seniority list at S.No. 11 while those of private respondents No. 

■"....enlisted at S.No. 12 to
6 to 8

14 but the appellant ignored at the time of acting 

charge promotion despite his seniority and the said private respondents 

piomoted to BS- 19 vide impugned notification dated 14.02.2013.1

. -A
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f constraining the appellant to 

instant service appeal.
appeal followed by the

4. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant 

initially subjected to departmental

shape of censure and stoppage of 2 i 

tmally challenged before this Tribunal 

21.06.2011 this Tribunal directed the 

fresh order after serving the appellant with a fresh show 

the light of recommendations of the 

enquiry was purposely delayed and 

appellant and putting the private respondents i 

for a fault and negligence not attributed to appellant

was

enquiry , and minor penalty in the

inciements was awarded which was

and vide Judgment dated

competent authority for passine

cause notice in :

enquiry committee. That the ;

made basis for deferment of

•! advantageous positionm

5. Learned Sr. Government Pleader 

appellant could not be processed

argued that case of the

as enquiry was not completed which 

stood co.upleted vide office order dated 30.05.2013 and minor penalu

was awarded to the accused officer/appellant, 

appellant has been considered 

promotion and as such the 

appellant for promotion to BS-19 is hr process.

t

\
in the shape of censure 

He further argued that the
’d'

and
recommended to P.S.B for

case of the

6. We have heard arguments of learned 

perused the record.
counsel for the parties and

7. It was not disputed before us that the penalty of 

be considered a hurdle in promotion of an officer. No doubt the 

pending against' the appellant

censure cannot 

enquiry

at the time of acting charge 

promotion of private respondents No. 6 to 8 to BS-19 but the delay in

was
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conclusion of the said 

appellant and, above all, the said 

punishment of

30.05.2013 which is not a hurdle i 

appellant for promotion to BS-19.

enquiry was not found attributable —1to the

enquiry culminated in the shape of 

censure issued to the appellant vide order dated

m considering the case of the

8. In view of the above the appeal is accepted and it is directed that 

the respondents shall consider the case of the appellant for alike ^

treatment meted out to his junior colleagues irrespective ofpendenc 

enquiry at the crucial date of acting charge promotion 

to beai their own costs. File be consigned to the

V of

• Parties are left

record room.

ANNOXJNC.....
17.05.2016

HHe of Presesiafeoa csf Applica-fton ^CSerfi/i
■ftiiaguaB

Kumber of Word:-:-. 
Copyin 

Urgent 
Total
Nar:e of flot 
Daix of Coiij;

of Delivery cf Coo v

• y‘‘RKhyl C'

/o~
i

c
■p



lO/V

ii2lNo; /2()16ADPP/ATn
Distnct Prosecution\} m

Dated Abbottabad 
Phone & Fax # 9310383 ■

Email: dppatd@cTma.i 1 
dppatd@hotmai1 .com

June 1, 2016

com,
--- --- --

To

The Director General Prosecution 
Honie & Tribal Affairs Department
KhyberPakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

Subject: -vr.
^MESTFQMMPLEME^^^ of JUUGMKNT/non^o r.,

DECinF.n niv r-, n.^
i'mM
4

Dear Sir

I have the honor to 

Iqbal Public Prosecutor 

alongwith its enclosure for further

enclose herewith application

on the subject above 

necessary action at your end please.

of Mr.
Shahzad

Abbottabad

Faithfully Yours
G^//V/Z•( r/s.

■ District Public Prosecutor 
Abbottabad

Kg

M.
m
%



To

The Chief Secretary Government of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

%

Through Proper Channel

Subject: gEQUEST FOR IMRLEMENTATION OF .11 mnn/lFMT/npncp 
IN SERVICE APPFAl -------------------------------NO- 1228/2013 DECinFn ON
17.05.2016

Dear Sir

I have the honor to submit as under:-

1- That the petitioner in the seniority list of Public Prosecutors BPS-18 atwas

serial No. 11, but at the time of promotion on acting charge basis, the

petitioner was deferred.

2. That the juniors from the petitioner 

who at that time were at serial No. 12, 17 and 18.

3. That the petitioner preferred the departmentai appeai, but the department 

ignored the said representation

were promoted on acting charge basis

■

on the reason that the petitioner was under

inquiry.

4. That feeling aggrieved the petitioner approach Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunai vide appeai No. 1228/2013, which was decided in favor of 

petitioner on 17.05.2013, whereby the petitioner was considered for alike

treatment meted out to his junior Prosecutors with all back benefits w.e.f

14.02.2013 i.e from the date of impugned 

(Copy of judgment/order dated 17.05.2013 is

notification of the promotion.

enclosed herewith for ready

reference).

>.

■i'i'lv
tv.

. »
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It IS, therefore, humbly request, that in the light of abovementioned 

circumstances the judgment/brder dated 17.05.20li 

Service Tribunal may kindly be implemented,
of honorable KPK 

so that the petitioners may be 

saved from further mental agony and litigations and obliged please.

Faith^ly^Yours
y

fl
•:2

Shahzaeftlqbal 
Public Prpsecutor 

Abbottabad

!

/
i I

SI
m
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/ k. l^^pajL^ ^(L<\H.c£

WAKALATNAMA
■> , In the Court of/

%

of20l<^In Re
A hh^ijsio^

^ VERSUS

f \<LplL ^ ^ .

(SUsik^^d BY TfflS POWER OF ATTORNEY, I, WE

The above titted case do hereby constitute and the appoint HAJI SABIR HUSSAIN TANOLI 

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN, ABBOTTABAD as my / our ATTORNEY on 

my / our behalf to appear, act and plead and do all lawful acts and things in connection with the said case, 
to sign, verify, file or withdraw all proceeding, petitions, appeals, affidavit and application for the 

compromise or withdrawal or for submission to arbitration of the said case to withdraw and receive 

documents and any money payable to me / us during course or on the conclusion of proceeding and to sign 

proper receipts, to engage or appoint any other advocate when he thinks proper.

And hereby agree to ratify whatever the Advocate do in the proceedings that the shall be entitled to 

withdraw from the prosecution of the case if the whole or any part of the agreed fee remain unpaid. Read 

over and accepted correct by me / us this day of 20

K
Signaturmf Executant (s)

Accepted subjecMo tenns mentioned above:
Haji Sabir Hussain Tanoli

Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan, Abbottabad
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m BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBFR 

PAKHTUNKHWA at ABBOTTABad

EXECUTION PETITION NO.116/2016

SHAHZAD IQBAL PETITIONER

VERSUS

THE CHIEF SECRETARY, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS

RESPONDENTS

IQINT PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENTS NQ.l TO 4

Respectfully Sheweth.

PRELIMINARY OBIECTIONS:

That the present petition is not maintainable in the eye of law.

That the petitioner has got no cause of action. ,

That the petitioner has got no locus standi to file the petition in 

hand.
That Petitioner has not come to this Honourable Court with clean 

hands.
That the petitioner has concealed material facts from this 

Honourable Tribunal.
That the petitioner is estopped by his own conduct to bring the 

present petition before this Honourable Tribunal.
That the petition is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of 

necessary parties.

1.
%

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

PARAWISE REPLY:-
;

Para No.l needs no comments.1.

Para No.2 is correct.2.

Para No.3 is correct to the extent that the petitioner submitted 

application for implementation of the judgment and the same was 

received by respondent No.3 on 07-06-2016. It is pertinent to 

mention here that the petitioner alongwith other Public 

Prosecutors of BPS-18 filed a writ petition No.811-P/2015 in the 

Honourable Peshawar High Court, Peshawar for their 

up-gradation and the same ■ was accepted by the Honourable

3.
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Peshawar High Court, Peshawar vide judgment dated 07-06-2016 

(Armexure-A). In compliance with the judgment of Peshawar 

High Court, Peshawar case was taken up with the Finance 

Department for up gradation of the Public Prosecutors from 

BPS-18 to 19. Meeting of the up-gradation committee at Finance 

Department was held on 21-11-2016 and the decision of the 

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar mentioned above was taken into 

consideration and recommended their case from BPS-18 to 19 and 

the notification regarding upgradation will be issued shortly.

r

Para No.4 is incorrect. As mentioned at para No.3 that the up 

gradation of the petitioner from BPS-18 to 19 has been 

recommended by the up gradation committee of the Finance 

Department in line with the judgment of the Peshawar High 

Court, Peshawar. It is worth to mention here that some of the 

Public Prosecutors of BPS-18 have challenged the final seniority 

list and the issue is pending in the office of respondent No.l being 

the competent authority to decide the objection filed by the Public 

Prosecutors. Moreover, as the petitioner has been up graded to 

BPS-19, so the instant petition becomes infructuous.

4.

PRAYER:

In the wake of above submissions the petition of petitioner is devoid of 

merit and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed being infructuous.

^ Secretly to Govt 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Home & TAs Department 
Respondent No. 1 and for Respondent 2

Director General Prosecution 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Respondent No. 3

Director Legal Prosecution 
Directorate of Prosecution 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Respondent No.4



a*=*^ 1

IN THE 'PESHAWAR HIGH COUR" PESHAWAR
1,;

y_y'

■k

W/rit Petition No. /^// — \:■ _•::■■•■■■

/2015
|l?l

i •:

I <■; .-'
t-'

'■/

1. Zafar Abbas Mirza

s;“: 1“^
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Muhammad ZulfiqarAli
Public Prosecutor ^......... ......... ...
Anti-Terrorism Coutt, Peshawar.

Muh--;mt,iad Ayub 
Public Prosecutor 
Anti-Terrorism Court, Bannu.

4. Saqib Sultan Jadoon
Public Prosecutor 
Mansehra

5. Muhammad Irshad
Public Prosecutor 
Anti-Terrorism Court, Mardan

■

6. Irshad UlIahAfridi
Public Prosecutor
Directorate of Prosecution,Peshawar

7. Bashir Muhammad
Public Prosecutor 
Abbottabad

S; Muhammud Knaiid 
Pu’blic Prosecutor
Court of Anti-Corruption, Peshawar.

9- LiaqatAli
Public Prosecutor

^^'^^^^'Jtion,Peshawar
/

I* .

•ikT ; >,

r.

V
'A
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lO.Raza Khan
Public PosGcutor 
A.ntiTTt:rr‘jrism Court;
Swat

ll.NisarAlam
Public Prosecutor 
Swat

12.Atta-ur-Rehman
Public Prosecutor 
Peshawar

13. Abdul Hameed 
Public Prosecutor 
Anti-Terrorism Court, 
Abbotabad

lA. RastBaz Khan
Public Prosecutor 
Bannu

153hehz?dlqba|'v 
" public Prosecutor 

Abbottabad

f? ; ;
' ■

• r •: r
16. Anwar Ali

Public Prosecutor 
Bunner

■r

PETITIONERS

R S U $

Government of Khyber PakhtunKhwa

Through Chief Secretary,
Peshawar

1.

The Secretary

. A.S;>n-Horr:ej&:Tribc:l Affairs Department, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

2.
FlLEmODAY

uMAR'eniB
ni<; trill'

Finance Department

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Through Secretary Finance,Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3.

■fV

r".

; :>
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■

Judgment
BEFORE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT,

PESHAWAR.
! i'

Judicial Department.

Writ Petition 811-P of 2015

Petitioners.Zafar Abbas Mirza & others

Vs

Respondents.Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

.........................V'” June, 2016...........................

Respondent(s)•

Date of hearing.. 

Petitioner(s) by..

’.'7 .

WAQAR AHMAD SETH, J:- For the reasons recorded

in connected writ petition bearing No. 110-P of 2015, this writ

petition is allowed.
,X-V ■

■;f- /' A- !■■■:■"4 T

L

Announced. 
7“' .Tune. 2016
Tariq Jan.

ATT F .SJT E

E X A ;
Pesnov^Coiiri

tX/UN 2016
l

.#•

I
r

■

■ 'Wm

/

. ■■■:

i
• - m: ____________
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Judgment. .■'h

BEFORE PESHAWAR HIGH COTIRT 

PESHAWAR.

Judicial Department.

:iy: >

Writ Petition 110-P of 2015! .:

V'

Miati Aziz Ahmad & others Petitioners.
Vs

Govt. ofKhybcr Pakhtunidnva and others Rcspondenls.i:4:;V:;
A-

Date of hearing 7^^ June, 2016

Petitioner(s) 

Respondent(s) by.

-T.. Ccd/%)
' /J)

< >
!■

/
/ XCefrr-i/n.. JtJ:/. (J.ddt..

/: ->
;

WAQAR AHMAD SETH. ,J:- Through this • single

judgment we intend to dispose of the instant writ petition •as

well as connected writ petition No. 811-P of 2015, as common

:. question of law and tacts are involved therein.

2. Mian Aziz Ahmad & 10 others, hereinafter called

the petitioners, have invoked the constitutional jurisdiction of

this Court, under Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic

i ■Republic of Pakistan, 1973, with the prayer to declare tlici V

notification dated 15.12.2014,' as illegal, without law-'fal
;

authority; restrain the respondents iTom changing the
/

ipmenclature of Assistant Public Prosecutor to Deout\' Public

.1

r
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P n g C ; ^

direct the respondents to upgrade the post of

Deputy Public Prosecutor to BPS-I8 like others already 

upgraded in other Provinces; whereas in the connected WP No,

8I1-P if 2015, filed by Public Prosecutorsl3 are seeking up-

gradation from BPS-18 to BPS-19.

2
l-acts. in brici; relevant for the disposal of this ^v^it

petition are that, petitioners who were, appointed as Deputy

Public Prosecutor in BPS-17 are performing their duties since 

seeking up-gradation of their post to PBS-IS on 

the analogy that the post of Deputy Public Prosecutor has been 

up-graded in other Provinces since, 2004/2007 and they 

being discriminated. It is averred that the post of Additional

r/

2010 and are:y:4

are;

1'

government Pleader / Government Pleader, similar in function 

and qualification to petitioners has been upgraded from BPS-17

to 18/19. Further averred that through writ petition No.
I? 241 of1/
ii/

2011 this Court while accepting the writ petition directed the

respondents to upgrade the post of Assistant Public Prosecutor 

from BPS-16 to BPS-17 which

111

ip

was upgraded vide notification■■ ‘

■V f-

dated 11-11-2014; that despite CM / complaint before H 

Right Cell, constitution committee and

fof redf£g;5a] ofiiie gric

4
Liman

(]

e constant assurance2 ,y.. »
f:

I i 1/ • Hvccbih to 110 avhi hence, having no
r'

A
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M. Page 1,3

other efficacious and alternate remedy petitioners have filed the

instant writ petition.

4. Comments were called from respondenis which

they furnished and denied the assertion of petitioners and stated 

post of Assistant Public Prosecutorthat the
BS-16i' was

upgraded to BPS-17 on the direction of this Court; that the

judgment referred to iIS past and closed transaction and the

present writ petition, moreover, the 

officers benefited by the said judgment have also

same• I

has no relevancy witli the

I
I:

not been;

arrayed as party in the v\'rit petition. iiuU the Directorate of

Pi osecution has already 

officers from BPS-17

processed a case of up-gradation ofIf
it

to BPS-18 and from BPS-] 8 to BPS-19

and shortly a high level7
committee, in Establishmentii

Department constituted under the Chairma 

Secretary, Kiiyber PaklitunkJiwa,

^^ship of Chief

notified for the purpose and

will decide the up-gradation.

3. We have heard learned counsel tor the parties and

penised the available record.

6. At the very outset learned counsel for petitioners

abandoned his claim regarding the declaration that letter dated

: 15.12.a014 be declared as illegal, without lawful authority and 
A >> E: C

■ -v. (-■>

- 4
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coi-um non judice, confined his arguments only to the extent of

upgradaton of the post of Deputy Public Prosecutor to BS-KS as

similarly placed Additional Government Pleader / Government

Pleader in Khyber Paklitunkhwa and similarly placed

Prosecutors in other three Provinces have already been
f-

t •f: upgraded. In view of which the CM No. 231-P of 2015 filedII?;..:
;L' •

on

behalf of beneficiary of order dated 15.12.2014 have become im

fructuous and as such disposed of.

I 7. Petitioners who are posted as Deputy Public$
I
I'

Prosecutors in various district of the provinceI
I are seeking up
I

gradation of their post from BPS-17 to 18 as they were initially1
I

appointed in BPS-17 in the year 2010 as Deputy Public

4
I

Prosecutors, whereas, Assistant Public Prosecutors of their

department, who were appointed in BPS-16, after the
•A :

>
acceptance of their writ petition No. 24I-A of 2011 

judgment dated 21.11.2013 have been upgraded 

presently both the cadres i.e their cadre of Deputy Public 

Prosecutor and that of Assistant Public Prosecutor

vide4
I

to BPS-l 7 andit

I
4

t!;• are in one

if and the same grade.■

Ii

I
it[ 8. Record■} suggests that Additional Government;;:*•

/
///■

Pleader / Government Pleaders who are having tlic same

>

4
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qualification and are performing their functions exactly that of

petitioners, while representing the Provincial Government iin

civil cases have been upgraded to BPS-IS & 19. Record Ihrther

suggestive that Prosecutor / Deputy District Attorneys in BPS-

s- (i
17 in the Province of Punjab have been upgraded to BPS-If

I
o

i'

b since 2004 and in the Provinces of Sindh and Baluchistan they5

I
!i I ■

i'. have been upgraded to BS-18 in the year 2007. The stance of

respondents / government is that they have constituted a

; Committee to resolve the issue of up gradation of the post of
■'V

Deputy Public Prosecutor, but since then till today the

discriminator^' treatment milted out to the petitioners has not

been rectified, inspite of the fact that tliis Court in WP No

241/2011 decided on 21.11.2013 has dilated upon the core

issues which are involved in the present case, as well.

9. Article-38 (e) of the Constitution of Islamic

I1 .

Republic of Pakistan 1973, reads as under:-
i ■
r .

“Reduce disparity in the income and 

earnings of individuals including person in 

the various classes or the 

Pakistan”.
service of

»

;
10. We have before us, order No. SO (Prosecution) /> y

/5 \
.'!w

IID / 1--10 / 20O9 / Vol-V'^ dated 3.8.2009 wlierebv saiiciioned Oi
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the ■i^fovincial Government has beeji ‘Accorded to the up
gradation of the

posts of Directorate of P
rosecution Khyber 

and at serial No.
PaklitunJch with iimmediate effect9

n, 14
posts of Deputy Public

Prosecutors to be re-designated as
Public Prosecutor from BPS-17 to BPS^IS and even that
notification has

"Ot been implemented 

'nspite of the fact that the

to the oxtent of
petitioners i

said order to tl^0 extent of

Poenitentiae would 

Assistant Public P 

being Deputy Public

ed, as such law of locus

come into play. At present it seems that

rosecutors are also in BPS 

Prosecutors

G7 and petitiojlers

^‘re also in the same grade
which Would create great anomaly within their 

ofjob when

ranks. The '
^ualification and nature

compared / equated with
other three provinces tvould ii Justify the claim> of petitioner for

op gradation to BPS-IS Deputy Pubhas
c Prosecutor.

Moreover, the
constitution of Islamic

in its article 2, 3 -

^^epubiic of Pakistan,
■1

I o.- 25, 37 & (e) in1
particular1

onequivocaJly guarantees that equal pay fo^ equal work it'ith

5-8.2009

no
discrimination. The notification dated

notified one
step up-gradation but since then there i

no order m practical
? ■ neither there is

anything ony record sho\ving that said
notification dated

O.S.2009 has been withdrawn or rescinded.

«

/' 'j
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Tile employees of law departmentw . who are performing almost
t;

simjiar duties in civil side have been•I
Upgraded on 9.8.2012■mI?f-

whereas petitioners iiave been denied theIk i CQuaJ treatment.•t

11.•2I fi#! !l The concerned department of

p-epared working papers for up-gradation of all the 

posts of the

f theii respondents

existingf
prosecutors in BPS-17 and 18, 

and .confirmed that they 

step up-gradation but the government lacks the 

an order in time.

I one step, which are
v

reproduced belowr are entitled to•i:' one
•a ■

k
courage to pass

i

1

i.
“Prosecution is the main plank in the chain 

■ Effectiveof Crin,in,al Justice System, 
links pro.sccuiion

up investigation by the Poiice 

delivery by the judiciaiy 

which is involved ivitJi 
time when

with justice 

.and it is the Prosecution
the criminal justice from the 

committed to the
i: a cnmc is 

final verdict delivered
■i:
7a moment of

and eve therefore. It is 

assails the decisions in the

y ■
V'

' f prosecution who 

superior courts if not 
provision of law.

j
iP made in■a conformitj' with the 

process of 

- investigation 

quality iu^-cstigation, 

courts, leads witnesses, 
support of the

S
It supervises the 

mvestigation, gives opinions to the i 
agencies, issue guidelines for

I',''

i-
i'. Ii

Prosecu(e.s criminal in the 

produces
I.

case laws in 

version, assists the
prosecution 

Thus the job of the 

justice system is

courts etc.
prosecution in the criminal i 
parental and supervisor in nature.

;iv-. With a vibrant prosecution
.-ernment has channel to counter check all the
n oimation pertaining to crimes and crime trends 

provided by the police.

sers-ices, the

f-/

Effective Prosecution not

•k, 'i

-•j > ;
-i -
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only improves qualit}' 

supervising the
of investigation by 

process as per the Khybcr 

Pakhtunlihwa, Prosecution services ( Constitution, 

Function and Powers) Act, 2005, but also acts as a
filter to weed jut M'eak cases at 

which on one side reduces burden 

improves conviction rate on the other side.

an early stage 

on courts and

In a very short span of time tlie prosecution 

has recommended thousand of weak cases for
discharge, thus the burden upon the courts is 

reduced on one hand, whereas the other hand, the 

innocent are protected from the agony of trials. 

Further in tlie preceding years, the conviction ratio 

in the province has considerably been increased not 

only ill the cases before the courts of session oi'

Magistrate but also in the Anti Terrorism cases.

Similarly the cases registered under Anti 

Terrorism Act 1997 the ratio of conviction has also 

been improved. To evaluate the performance of the 

Prosecution a Monitoring Cell is established wliich 

vigilantly supervises the operational activities of the 

prosecution. The information regarding criminal 

cases is shared with different agencies including the 

Superior Courts, Provincial government, Donors 

etc. Further a Reference A: Research Cell is also 

worldng in the Directorate of Prosecution for the 

research oftlic latest case hn^'s supporting th 

ol the prosecution and amendments in the statutes.

'■•.r

•!

•;I;

e cause

In the year 2003 the prosecution in Kli^ bcr 

Pakhtunkhwa have conducted the prosecution of 

more than 100 thousand cases wherein as discussed 

above, the conviction ratio can be matched with the 

prosecution service of the Developed Countries.

In the year 2009 the Provincial Government 

of Ivliyber Palehtunkhwa vide notification No. SO 

(Prosecution) HD/ l-10/2009A^oI-V dated 5.8.2009, 

upgraded certain pusts of the prosecutors, but
/

&

A
A '



mF- m Page I 9

Without incumbents, thus, none of the prosecutors 

was bcneiiftcd from the same. In 2011 after 2 

of up-gradation those

mm &‘1! - years

prosecutors who became 
othcnvi.se eligible for regular promotions i.c

'■ ..JUj.i

I'l completing length of service, senioriry, PERs etc,

their cases for regular promotions were sent to BPS 

for consideration, thus the Criteria for regular
piomotion was opted. Tiiosc who were foundmw
eligible for regular promotion their 

considered for promotion and they were promoted 

on regular basis.

cases were
•y;-'

:

I The provincial Government of IChyber 

Palditunlvliwa, has upgraded all posts of District 

Judiciary twicely. Likewise, in the other three

piovinccs of the country ^he posts of prosecutors 

have been upgraded step. The prosecutors 

working in different part of the country whose 

posts have been upgraded one step arc having 

similar qualification and job descriptions with that

on
t

of the prosecutors ivorking in this province. The 

Notification of the up gradation of the sister 

provinces as discussed above are appended.

fn the year 2004 ^ide notification dated 

27.9.2004, the provincial government has detached 

the directorate of Prosecufion form law department 

anu placed tiie same under the administrative 

control of tiomc Department as 

department.
its attached

Recently, the Government of the Khyber 

Pakhtunldiwa, has upgraded al post of Government 

Pleaders and additional Government pleaders 

. step vide notification No. K&A (LD)17- 

I7/AGP(II)/2012 dated 9,8.2012. Pertinent to 

’highlight that most of the upgraded Government 

Pleaders either have worked in subordination to 

majority of the Prosecutors or '.lere their juniors 

when the prosecution was the subject of the law

one

/
Av'
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cJepartmeiit. Further, by tiic 

Government Pleaders 

that of those ;vho 

law department. The

up gradation those 

are not in higher ranks than 

were earlier their superiors in the 

up gradation policy 2010, 
paragraph III (i) & (ii) provides the following.

ilh lip^gradation of post proposed 

principles of Dar^t^^
on grounds nf

“While processing the 

proponent department seeks
cases were the 

up gradation of
certain posts to a higher pay scale on the analog)' of 
similar posts in some other departments in this

province created with same nomenclature the 

into account followingcommittee shall take 

parameters;

i) Ascertainment of full details about all 
such posts
nomenclature by any other department 
in addition to those departments whose 
analogy has been quoted by proponent 
department.

created with same
w

ii) i>omenclatiire shall not he the sole
criterion for determining parity / 
comparability of posts. Other details i.e 
the job description and prescribed 
qualification would necessarily be
examined.

The prosecutors in the 

similar qualili cation
province are Imving 

with that of the 
Government Pleaders. Their job is also to defend 

the cause of the Government in the courts. The 

duties assigned to the Prosecution

the

are rather more
challengeable / demanding.

The total number . of posts in PBS-I7 
required to be upgraded being 42 wdicrcas, in BS-18/

the number of such posts being 39.

i-
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12. The Assistant Public Prosecutors writ- petition 

aliovved by this Court, in which exactly siniihr discriminati ■ 

and entitlement, but from BS-16 to 17 was dealt with, wliereas 

in the instant case exactly same reasons and justification, the 

claim of Deputy Public Prosecutors from BPS-17

\\'as

ion

to 18 has
!■

been made. While allowing the writ petition of Assistant Public

Prosecutors was held verbatim as under:

I he Court could not be asked to presume that there 

mu.st be some undisclosed or unknown reasons for

subjecting certain individuals to discriminatory 

treatment, for in that courts would be makingcase

a travesty of the fundamental right of equalit}' 
before law enshrined in Article 25 of the 

Constitution. Mo doubt, State is not prohibited in 

treat its citizens on the basis of Article 25 of the

Constitution that every citizen is to be treated alike 

in all circumstances however, it would be 

applicable on the persons similarly placed 

similarly situated. Reliance in this respect is placed 

Lordmark Judgment of I.A Sherwani Vs 

Government of Pakistan reported as 1991 SCMR 

1041.

or

on

Under Article 38 of the Constitution the
Government ivould secure \vill being of the people

by raising their standard of Ii\'ing and by ensuring 

equitable adjustment or rights between the 

employers and employees and provide for ah 

citizens within available resources of country- 

facilities for works and adequate iiveliJiood and
reduce disparity in income 

individuals.
and earnings of/

.A'"

I
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In the case of Govci*nmcnt of Baluchistan through 

Additional Chief Secretary Home Quetta Vs. 

AzizuIIah Memo and another reported in ?*<LR 1993 

SCJ 527 it was held as under:-

u r
:[■

a:-
'mj-m

K'.S

w Art. 25. Equal Protection of law forbids 
class ic[ slation but permits reasonable 
classification for purpose of legislation. 
Permissible classification is allowed by Art. 25 
provided classification of founded 
intelligible differentia which distinguishes 
persons or things tliat are grouped together 
troni others who arc left out of groups. Such 
classification and differentia must be

Ww

on

r

an
rational relation to the object sought to be 
achieved by legislation. There sliould be a 

between classification and objects of 
legislation. This principle symbolizes that 
persons or thing similarly situated cannot be 
distinguished or discriminated Avhile making 
or applying law. It has to be applied equally 
to persons situated similarly and in same 
situation. Any law made or action taken in

nexus

;

violation of these principles sold be liable to 
be struck down as violative of Art. 25. Law 
clothes any statutory autliorit)' or functionaiy 
with unguicled and arbitrary power enabling 
it to administer it in a discriminatory manner, 
such law would violative equality clause of 
Art. 25. Substantive and procedural law and 
action taken under if

i.•f;:

can be challenged as 
violative of Arts. 8, 25 on ground of absence
of reasonable classification.

The policy of up-graclalion of the pro^•incc is not in 

line with the legal requirement nor there exists any 

reasonable classification for not allowing BS-I7 to 

the petitioners, thus it is licld that petitioners 

discriminated. The writ petition is allowed and 

respondents are directed to upgrade the post of 

Assi.stant Public Prosecutor from BPS-I6 to BPS-I7 

w.e.f2010.

are

i
13. Indeed, anomaly has cropped up in the sense that

/
A' Assistant-Public Proseciiior have been upgraded to BPS-17 vide
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. f
the Court oraei wherca^ petitioners being Deputy Public

r

.y
f/

Prosecutors are' also, in?BPS-.17 and since in other three
t '.. .

provinces the post oCDephty iUblic Prosecutors has 

been upgraded to, BPS-IS and petit.oners are performing tirpir 

duties exactly as is done bj the Deputy Public-.^

Other threb' proyinces therefore,

already.

roseciitor in

the analogy of similarly 

placed employees with p*o^ reasonable element of reasonable

on
.*

classibcation the petitioner^ also entitled for up-gradation toare

BPS-18.

14. In view of above.this writ petition as well as the

connected writ petition, are allowed, Respondents are directed to

issue .the notification of pelitioncrs in BPS-IS as Deputy Public

Prosecutor and petitioners of connected writ petition in BPS-19
‘I

l

as Public Prosecutors, with immediate effect.
' r

\

Announced, 
7‘‘' .lime, 2016 I

TBpi:; Jan. n
A Ly D G ,E7xr-'.

.■!
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■ t®i: BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA AT ABBOTTABAD
!■

EXECUTION PETITION NO.116/2016

PETITIONERSHAHZAD IQBAL
ii VERSUS;;
'i-

THE CHIEF SECRETARY, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERSi!'-

e RESPONDENTS?'

o •

TOINT PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF 

RESPONDENTS NQ.l TQ4

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRET TMTNARY QBIECTIQNS:

1. That the present petition is not maintainable in the eye of law.

2. That the petitioner has got no cause of action.

3. That the petitioner has got no locus standi to file the petition in 

hand.
That Petitioner has not come to this Honourable Court with clean 

hands.
That the petitioner has concealed material facts from this 

Honourable Tribunal.
That the petitioner is estopped by his own conduct to bring the 

present petition before this Honourable Tribunal.
That the petition is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of 

necessary parties.

PARAWISE REPLY:-

1. Para No.1 needs no comments.

2. Para No.2 is correct.

i/

i''
■i

^4 4.
I

5.
t

6.

7.
1 f.. •

If

Para No.3 is correct to the extent that' the petitioner submitted
same was

3.
application for implementation of the judgment and the 

received by respondent No.3 on 07-06-2016. It is pertinent to 

mention here that the petitioner alongwith other Public 

Prosecutors of BPS-18 filed a writ petition No.811-P/2015 in the
Peshawar for their

f
rit-n

Honourable Peshawar High Court 

up-gradation and the same wasI '■

accepted by the Honourable

—' - A
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J
lfl tea Peshawar High Court, Peshawar vide judgment dated 07-06-2016 

(Annexure-A). In compliance with the judgment of Peshawar 

High Court, Peshawar case was taken up with the Finance 

Department for up gradation of the Public Prosecutors from 

BPS-18 to 19. Meeting of the up-gradation committee at Finance 

Department was held on 21-11-2016 and the decision of the 

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar mentioned above was taken into 

consideration and recommended their case from BPS-18 to 19 and 

the notification regarding upgradation will be issued shortly.

fiWkI)

m
%

> •

Para No.4 is incorrect. As mentioned at para No.3 that the up 

gradation of the petitioner from BPS-18 to 19 has been 

recommended by the up gradation committee of the Finance 

Department in line with the judgment of the Peshawar High 

Court, Peshawar. It is worth to mention here that some of the 

Public Prosecutors of BPS-18 have challenged the final seniority 

list and the issue is pending in the office of respondent No.l being 

the competent authority to decide the objection filed by the Public 

Prosecutors. Moreover, as the petitioner has been up graded to 

BPS-19, so the instant petition becomes infructuous.

4.
i- i

.i' r.

’■ fe:•:
M

■i -1

lit.
ft

PRAYER:• Pil
'>• -

In the wake of above submissions the petition of petitioner is devoid of 

merit and legal footing, may kin^ be dismissed being infructuous.
y

•S
i m '
i
? S: 7 Sechet^y to Govt.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Home & TAs Department 

Respondent No. 1 and for Respondent 2

If;.-ft

i '

1^-

Director General Prosecution 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Respondent No, 3

Director Legal Prosecution 
Directorate of Prosecution 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Respondent No.4iis

i it ^
t ■

> if- •!

i
I? ii t:.

Vi
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)N THE ^ESHAWAR HIGH COUR" PESHAWAR
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D
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■
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pi Writ Petition IMo. /^/f -/>
■ \/2015 / : y.w'

JlSi
.... i.y

J
V

•<
• ‘

•r

f
■/

k1. Zafar Abbas Mina

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshav^ar

2. Muhammad ZulfiqarAli
Public prosecutor 
Anti-Tcrr,orism Court, Peshawar.

Muh-imi.iad Ayub
F ubiic Prosecutor ...
Anti-Terrorism Court, Bannu.

4. Saqib Sultan Jadoon
Public Prosecutor 
Mansehra

5. Muhammad Irshad
Public Prosecutor 
Anti-Terrorism Court, Mardan

6. Irshad UllahAfridi
Public Prosecutor 
Directorate of Prosecution,Peshawar

7. Bashir Muhammad
Public Prosecutor 
Abbottabad

>•,>;

• ^
S; Muhammad rvhaiid 

Public Prosecutor 
Court of Anti-Corruption, Peshawar.

9- LlaqatAli
Public Prosecutor

Fiji *^''^^®^^iion,Peshawar

/

' VI W 201SB
£

f;'

-f2i
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2

lO.RazaKhan
Public Posecutor 

: AntiyTurrorism Court 
Swat

ll.NisarAlam
Public Prosecutor 
Swat

12.Atta-ur-Rehman
f Public Prosecutor 

Peshawar

13. Abdul Hameed
Public Prosecutor 
Anti-Terrorism Court, 
Abbotabad

14.RastBaz Khan
Public Prosecutor 
Bannu

I
15;,Shehzr dlqbal ^ 

Public Prosecutor 
Abbottabad

16. Anwar Ali
Public Prosecutor 
Bunner PETITIONERS

VU'E R S U S

Government of Khyber PakhtunKhwa

Through Chief Secretary,
Peshawar

1.

1

The Secretary

^;:;;n,Hon'.ei&:Trib£ l Afta’rs Department, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

2.
FlLElXtQDAY

UMAR'2015

nictrai

Finance Department

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Through Secretary Finance,Civil Secretariat,

3.

Peshawar.FT

■I??:

r>

k-'' 4- -, >
. ^

f
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Judgment.
BEFORE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT,

PESHAWAR.

Judicial Department.

Writ Petition 811-P of 2015

Petitioners.t Zafar Abbas Mirza & others
!

■;

Vs

Respondents.Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

.........................7“’June, 2016...........................

Respondent(s) by. .-..aukk'n...

Date of hearing.. 

Petitioner(s) by..

■;

;

WAOAR AHMAi) SETH, J:-» For the reasons recorded

connected writ petition bearing No. 110-P of 2015, this writin

petition is allowed.

!
V Announced, 

7*^ June. 2016f

Tariq Jan.
!

I.

i-

j.v-

^ •

V

>

/

Wi. 7.

__
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Judgment.
before PESHAWAR HfCH POTTOt

PESHAWAR.
I

Judicial Department.

Writ Petition 110-P of 2015

miM

11 Mia.'i Aziz Ahmad & otliers Petitioners.
Vsif:

if: Govt, of Khyber Palditunldnva and others Respondents.

Date of hearing 7“' June, 2016..

Respondent(s) by. .^bb/

I

/

WAQAR AHMAD SETIL J:- Through this single

judgment we intend to dispose of the instant writ petition as

well as connected writ petition No. 811-P of 2015. as common

question of law and facts are involved therein.

...I

2. Mian Aziz Ahmad & 10 others, hereinafter called

the petitioners, have invoked the constitutional jurisdiction of

this Court, under Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic

■Republic of Pakistan, 1973, with the prayer to declare tlic

i
notification dated 15.12.7014. as illegal, without lawful

authority; restrain the respondents from changing the
/

/}'/.
nomenclature of Assistant Public Prosecutor to DeDut\' Public

/ '1
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Prosecutor; direct the respondents to upgrade the post of

Deputy Public Prosecutor to BPS-] 8 like others already 

upgraded in other Provinces; whereas in the connected WP No.

8I1-P if 2015, filed by Public Prosecutors are seeking up-

gradntion from BPS-18 to BPS-19.

I'acts, in brief relevant for tlie disposal ol'lliis writ 

petition are that, petitioners who

. i ^■I
i 1

were appointed as Deputy 

Public Prosecutor in BPS-17 are performing their duties since 

2010 and are seeking up-gradation of their

'h
••

I5I post to PBS-IS on

the arialogy that the post of Deputy Public Prosecutor h 

up-graded m other Provinces since, 2004/2007 and they 

being discriminated. It is averred that the post of Additional 

Government Pleader / Government Pleader,

I

tt.i
i

as been

>■

are

i
|4

similar in function

and qualiiication to petitioners has been upgraded from BPS-17 

to 18/19, Further averred that through writ petition No. 241 of'i

llH 2011 this Coun while'4 ‘ accepting the writ petition directed thet
I
I respondents to upgrade the post of Assistant Public Prosecutor 

from BPS-16 to BPS-17 which

■1i .si

f.!

?
i

upgraded vide notification^v^s

r dated 11-11-2014; that despite CM / complaint before 

f^ght Cell, constitution uf committee and

ofilie gric

I HumanK
■i’

I constant assurance

.<v Ihce, Dui fo no iivti.il, hciice, hfiving no
■:

{ V 'i.'

i

i 1; ri
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Other efficacious and alternate remed)
petitioners have filed the/

instant writ petition.

4. Comments were called from 

they furnished and denied the

respondents which

assertion of petitioners and stated 

post of Assistant Public Prosecutorthat the
BS-16m wasI

upgraded to BPS-17 on the direction of this Court; that the 

judgment referred to is past and closed transaction and the same

■j ■

1. f
I ■

has no relevancy with thej- present writ petition moreover, tlie
t

officers benefited by the said judgment have alsoI not been

arrayed as party in the writ petition. Tliat 

Prosecution has already processed 

officers from BPS-17

die Oircctoraic ofI

a case of up-gradation of
!hf f.--

to BPS-IS and from BPS-IS to BPS-1 9
■ih and shortly a high level:X

committee, in , Establishment
I

i
I

Department constituted under the Chairma 

Secretary, Khyber PakiitunkJi

aship of Chiefr

i:1 : wa, notified for the
^ ■ purpose andI
[■

will decide the up-gradation.

t). We have heard learned counsel for thei
parties and

i:
perused the available record.i.

6. At the very outset learned counsel for petitioners

abandoned h.'s claim regarding the declarati that letter datedon/

15.12.7014 be declared .-'Vas illegal, without lawful authoril}'' and
i

1 'v...

:•t E rt

i; '.-V
[■

L

■ H
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comm non judice, confined his arguments only to the extent of

upgradaton of the post of Deputy Public Prosecutor to BS-18 as

similarly placed Additional Government Pleader / Government

Pleader in Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa and similarly placed

Prosecutors in other three Provinces have already been

$

ivi upgraded. In view of which the CM No. 231-P of 2015 filedI on
a

behalf of beneficiary of order dated 15.12.2014 have become in

fmctuous and as such disposed of.

5I 7. Petitioners who are posted as Deputy PublicI
I

i Prosecutors in various district of the province are seeking up■i-
■•5

I
gradation of their post from BPS-17 to 18 as they were initially

appointed in BPS-17 in the year 2010 as Deputy PublicD

Prosecutors, whereas, Assistant Public Prosecutors of their

I department, who were appointed in BPS-16, after the 

acceptance of their writ petition No. 241-A of 2011 vide 

judgment dated 21.11.2013 have been upgraded

i

I i
f -•

I
to BPS-i7 andit

iff presently both the cadres i their cadre of Deputy Public 

Prosecutor and that of Assistant Public Prosecutor

i.e

it

1 f'hj are m one
it ■■

3
!

if

and the same grade.

8. Record suggests that Additional Government
/

AV
Pleader / Government Pleaders wlio are having the same

:D

H'i'

■ .1
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qualification and are performing their ilinctions exactly that of

petitioners, while representing the Provincial Government in

civil cases have been upgraded to BPSG8 & 19. Record liirther

suggestive that Prosecutor / Deputy District Attorneys in BPS-

m I
I

(
17 in the Province of.Punjab have been upgraded to BPS-IS

S'l 'f

since 2004 and in the Provinces of Sindh and Baluchistan theyI t? i iiI
have been upgraded to BS-18 in the year 2007. The stance of5'

I ■

respondents / government is that they have constituted a

Committee to resolve the issue of up gradation of the post of
■S.

4c
Deputy Public Prosecutor, but since then till today the

1
discriminatory treatment milted out to the petitioners has not

r '

r been rectified, inspite of the fact that tins Court in WP No.
1-

•V

241/2011 decided on 21.11.2013 has dilated upon the core

;
issues which are involved in the present case, as well.!:

9. Article-38 (e) of the Constitution of Islamic

^ •ip Republic of Pakistan 1973, reads as under;-
r '
1,-
p

“Reduce disparity in the income and 

earnings , of individuals including person in 

the various classes or the 

Pakistan”.

It>

i!
service of!

i

r
10. We have before us, order No. SO (Prosecution) /

i
/L

A*'
!;

; •’

HD / i-iO / 2009 / Vol-Vdated 18.2009 whereby sanctioned'c Oi

1

1.'-

’•R-.i'. ^ fi
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the ^'j-ovinciai Govern

, has been accorded to the up
g^radation of the

posts of Directorate of Prosecution Khyber

PaJditunkhwa, with immediate effect
and at seriai No. n. !4

posts of Deputy Public

Public Prosecutor

Pi'osecutors to be i’c-designated as

from BPS-17 BPS-18 and even that
notification has

not been implemented 

tnspite of the fact that the

to the extent of
petitioners i

said order to the extent of
certain employees h

ave been implemented.
ns such law of locus

Poenifentiae would
come into play. At present it seems that

Assistant Public P
rosecurors are also i DPS-J 7 andm

petitioners
being Deputy Public Prosec

utors are also in the
same grade

which would create great anomaly within their
ranks. The

fiualification and
nature of job when compaj-ed / equated with

other three provinces ^vould justify the claim
of petitioner for

np gradation ^0 BPS-18 as Deputy Publi
e Prosecutor.

Moreover, the
constitution of Islamic

its article o -

Pepublic of Pakistan
^^73, i

37 & 3s (e) in particuiar
unequivocally guarantees that cqcal pay for equal work

^vith no
c^iscrimination. /The notification dated 5.8.2009 notified one

step up-gradatioi^ but since then there î s no order in practical
neitiier there is

anything 

dated 5.8.2009

on record showing that said
notification

been ^\'ithdrnwn 1or rescinded.
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Hie employees of law department ^vho 

similar duties in civil side have been 

whereas petitioners have been denied the equal treatment.

are performing almost

upgraded on 9.8,2012

II. The concerned department
of the respondents

prepared vvorkiing papers lor up-gradatio.n of all the existing
Si.
I posts of the prosecutors in BPS-17 and IS,r

one step, which are1.

reproduced below and confirmed that they are entitled toil one
r ■

:ii-
step up-gradation but the government lacks the

courage to pass

an order in time.

r- ■it
It

“Prosecution is the main plank in the chain 

Effective
i of Criminal Justice System.

links
prosecution 

with justice 

and it is the Prosecution

up investigation by the Police 

delivery by the judician’ 

whicli is involved witli the cri 

time when

1.1

i
if

- criminal justice from the 

a crime is committed to the
/•P

iii, moment of 
and eve therefore. It is tpe 

assails the decisions in the

I ! final verdict delivered:

prosecution who 

superior courts if 

provision of law.

it

not made in conformity ivith the 

It supervises the
-!

process of
investigation, gives opinions to the i 

agencies, issue guidelines for
r - investigation 

quality investigation, 
prosecutes criminal in the courts, leads ,vitnes.scs. 

produces case laws i

L;

b'

f

I m support of the 

le courts etc.
prosecution 

Thus the job of theversion, assists the

prosecution in the crimimal i 

parental and
justice system is

supervisor in nature.
■ fo'

With a vibrant prosecution services, the
government has ehannel 
information

I to counter, check ail 
pertaining to crimes and

the

crime trends 

prosecution not
provided by the police. ■ Effective

I

.’i
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only improves quality of investigation by- 
supervising the process as per the Khybcr 

Pakhfunkhwa, Prosecution services ( Constitution, 

Function and Powers) Act, 2005, but also acts as a 

cases at an early stage 

on courts and

filter to weed jut weak 

which on one side reduces burden

improves conviction rate on the other side.

Ill a very short span of time the prosecution 

has recommended thousand of weak 

discharge, thus the burden upon the courts is 

reduced on one hand, whereas the other hand, the 

innocent are protected from the agony of trials. 

Further in the preceding years, the conviction ratio 

in the province has considerably been increased not 

only in the cases before the courts of 

Magistrate but also in the Anti Terrorism

1 cases for
f

session or

cases.

Similarly the cases registered under Anti 

Terrorism Act 1997 the ratio of conviction has also 

been improved. To evaluate the performance of the 

Prosecution a Monitoring Cell is established which 

vigilantly supervises the operational activities of the 

prosecution. The information regarding criminal 

cases is shared with different agencies including the 

Superior Courts, Provincial government, Donors 

etc. Further a Reference A Research Cell is also 

worldng in the Directorate of Prosecution for the 

research of the latest case la^^ s supporting the 

ot the prosecution and amendments in the statutes.

i

:■

I'

cause

In the year 2003 the prosecution in k'liyber 

Pakhtunkhwa have conducted the prosecution of 

more than 100 thousand cases wherein as discussed 

above, the conviction ratio can be matched with the 

piosecution ser-v'icc o( the Dc\'c!opcd Countries.

In the year 2009 the Provincial Government 

of Khyber Pal-ditmikhwa vide notification No. SO 

(Prosecution) HD/ l~10/2009A^o!-V dated 5.8.2009, 

upgraded certain posts of the prosecutors

■: ;■

/

but
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without incumbents, thus, none of tiic prosecutors 

w'as bcnelittcd from the same. In 2011 after 2 

of up-gradation those
“ years

prosecutors who became 
otlicnvise eligible for regular promotions i.c 

completing length of service, seniorify, PERs etc
their cases for regular promotions were sent to BPS 

for consideration, tiius the Criteria for regular 

were foundpromotion was opted. Those who 

eligible for regular promotion their 

considered for promotion and they were promoted 

on regular basis.

cases were

r. The provincial Government of Khyber 

Palditunlvliwa, has upgraded all posts of District 

Judiciary twiccly. Likewise, in the other three 

pi evinces of the country <^he posts of prosecutors 

have been upgraded on step. The prosecutors

a

worldng in different part of the country whose 

posts have been upgraded one step arc having 

similar qualification and job descriptions with that

of the prosecutors working in this province. The 

Notification of the up gradation of the sister 

provinces as discussed above arc appended.

In the year 2004 vide notification dated 

27.9.2004, the provincial gov ernment has detached 

the directorate ol Prosecution form law department 

and placed the same under the administrative 

: control of Home Department as its attached 

department.

i.

Recently, the Government of the Khyber 

Pakhtunldiwa, has upgraded al post of Government 

Pleaders and additional Government pleaders 

step vide notification No. E&A (LD)I7-

Pertinent to 

’highlight that most of the upgraded Government 

Pleaders either have worked in subordination to 

majority of tlie Prosecutors or vvcrc their juniors 

when the prosecution was the subject of the law

one

I7/AGP(n)/2012 dated 9.8.2012.

/
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department. Further, by the 

Government Pleaders 

that of those ivho 

law department. The

up gradation those 

are nut in higher rank.s than 

were earlier tJieir .superiors in the 

up gradation policy 2010, 
paragraph III (i) & (ii) provides the following.

Ml

np-gradation of 

princinics of narits>.
post proposed on grounds of!

mm. ■ “While processing the cases were them? - proponent department seeks up gradation of 

certain posts to a Iiigher pay scale

/Ii
on the analog}' of 

similar posts in some other departments in this 

province created with
w

same nomenclature the 

into account followingcommittee shall take 

parameters;pi
i) Ascertainment of full details about all 

such

',

; riM' posts
nomenclature by any other department 
in addition to those departments whose 
analogy has been quoted by proponent 
department.
Nomenclature shall not be the sole 
criterion for determining parity / 
comparability of posts. Other details i.e 
the job description and prescribed 
qualification would 
examined.

created with sameW'A
i' ■

ii)I.

necessarily be

The prosecutors in tiic 

similar qualification
pro^•incc arc having 

with that of the 
Government Pleaders. Their job is also to defend 

the cause of the Government in the courts. 'Ihe 

duties assigned to the Prosecution

the

arc rather more
challengeable / demanding.

The total number of posts in PBS-17 
required to be upgraded being 42 whereas 

the number of such posts being 39.
inBS-18j

f
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12. The Assistant Public Prosecutors writ petition was
i

ai lowed by this Court, in which exactly similar discrimination 

and entitlement, but from BS-16 to 17 was dealt with, whereas
E

\
i

in the instant case exactly same reasons and justification, the 

claim oi Deputy Public Prosecutors from BPS-17 to 18 has
r

■;1
been made. While allowing the writ petition of Assistant Public

i<
Prosecutors was held verbatim as under;-

1 he Court could not be asked to presume that there 

niirst be some undisclosed or unknown reasons for 

subjecting certain individuals 

treatment, for in that
to discriminatory

* courts would be maidiig 

a travesty of the fundamental right of equality 

before law enshrined in

case

1Article 25 of the 

Constitution. No doubt, State is not prohibited in

treat its citizens on the basis of Article 25 of the

Constitution that every citizen is to be treated alike 

in all circumstances, however, it would be 

applicable on the persons similarly placed or

similarly situated. Reliance in this respect is placed 

Lordmark Judgment of LA Sherwani Vs 

Government of Pakistan reported as 1991 SCMR 

1041.

on

?

Under Article 38 of the Constitution the 

Government would secure will being of the people 

by raising their standard of living and by ensuring
i

equitable adjustment or rights between the 

employers and employees and provide for all 

citizens within available resources of country 

facilities for works and adequate li^’elihood and
; reduce disparity in 

individuals.
income and cai'nings of

.//•
i

1
1
I
i,
i;I
f

A

I
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in tlie case of Government of Balucliistan through 

Additional Chief Secretary Home Quetta Vs. 

AzizuIIah Memo and another reported in NLR 1993 

SCJ 527 it -vvas held as under:-

Art. 25. Equal Protection of hnv forbids 
class kv 'slation but permits reasonable 
classification for purpose of legislation. 
Permissible classification is allowed by Art. 25 
provided classification of founded on 
intelligible differentia which distinguishes 
persons or things that are grouped together 
from others who ai-c left out of groups. Such 
classification and differentia must be an 
rational relation to the object sought to be 
achieved by legislation. There should be a 
nexus between classification and objects of 
legislation. This principle symbolizes that 
persons or thing similarly situated cannot be 
distinguished or discrijninated w'hilc making 
or applying law. It has to be applied equally 
to persons situated similarly and in same 
situation. Any law made or action taken in 
violation of tlicsc principles sold be liable to 
be struck dow n as violative of Art. 25. Law 
clothes any statutory authority' or functionary 
w’ith unguided and arbitrary power enabling 
it to administer it in a discriminatory manner, 
such law' would violative equality clause of 
Art. 25. Substantive and procedural law and 
action taken under if can be challenged as 
violative of .4rts. 8, 25 on ground of absence 
of reasonable.classification.

!

¥
h

■

‘-V,

The policy of up-gradntion of the province is not in 

line with the legal requirement nor there exists any 

reasonable classification for not allow'ing 3S-17 to 

the petitioners, thus it is held that petitioners are 

discriminated. The writ petition is allowed and 

respondents are directed to upgrade the'post of 

Assistant Public Prosecutor from BPS-16 to BPS-I7 

w.e.f2010.

I 13. • Indeed, anomaly has cropped up in the sense that

/' -• As.sisrant Public Prosecutor have beer, upgraded to BPS-17 vide.-r'

A
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. •

order '.vherccy petitioners being Deputy Publicthe Court j

r;

>;■

Prosecutors are’also in.f,BPS-,17 and since in other, three
»

provinces the post orOeptity Public Prosecutors has 

been upgraded to, BP§-IS and'pelitioners arc performing llviir 

duties exactly as‘is done.b;^- the Deputy Public-S

already

1a-osecutor in
t

other three' provinces therefore.- the analogy of similarly, 

placed employees with ;i'o_ reasonable element of reasonable 

classilmation the petitioners are also entitled for up^gradation to

on

BPS-18.

14. In view of above this writ petition as well as the
; i

connected writ petition, are allowed. Respondents are directed to
I
ithe notification of petitioners in BPS-IS as Deputy Publicissue 1

I

1
ion in BPS-19 ■i

as Public Prosecutors, with immediate effect.

AnnouncQcl. 
7'" .lime. 2016

Jp.n.

j D G .D
/)

■;

1
'

i'
J L - o c.
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""/A- CHARGE ASSUMPTION REPORT UNDER PROTEST

In compliance with notification bearing No.SO (Prosecution) HD/1- 

10-UP/2017/VOL-] dated: 02.02.2017 of Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Home 

and Tribal .Affairs Department Peshawar, upon the upgradation of the post of Public 

Prosecutor from BPS-18 to BPS-19. 1. Shahzad Iqbal Public Prosecutor Abbottabad 

(BPS-18) do hereby assumed the charge in BPS-19 as Public Prosecutor. Abbottabad. 
However, assumption of charge in BPS-19 is under protests so as, to save my service 

from breakup, as Service Appeal of undersigned has also been allowed vide .ludgment 

dated 17-05-2016, .wherein directions have been issued to concerned departments to 

consider the case of undersigned for promotion in line with thosevvlx'^ have been 

promoted in February. 2013. ( i_•

I

y
SHAIIZADIQBAU
Public Prosec^ilor 

AbUottabad

f

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT PUBLIC PROSECUTOR ABBOTTABAD
' c

No.2^7^7 /DPP ■ Dated Abbottabad the 03/02/2017

. ■ lonca.rdedTo,;
>■ ■

■:

The P.S Secretary, to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Home & Tribal Affairs Department Peshawar for information.
The Director General Prosecution Governmeni of KPK, Home & fribal 
Affairs Department Peshawar.
The Accountant General Government of KPK.
The District Accounts Officer Abbottabad.
Office Copy.

2

4.
a.

2
SYEDAMJADALI

District Public Prosecutor 
Abbottabad

v •-

..'
I

'.V-

I.

.1

-'j



Most Immediate/Court Case/d

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkh\ 

Home & Tribal Affairs Departmerr
NO, SO (Pros)/HD/l-10/2017/Vol-!

Dated Peshawar the 30*'' January, 2017

The Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Establishment Department, Peshawar. 1

Subject: WORKING PAPER FOR PROVINCIAL SELECTION BOARD (P.S.Bl

Dear Sir,

I am directed to forward herewith Working Paper along with its enclosures, which 

is self-explanatory on the subject cited above for further necessary action, please.

Yours faithfully,

/

Section Officer (Prosecution) Sy 
Ph:# 091-9210541 
Fax;# 091-9210201 -•■I

End:as above

CC
iThe Director General Prosecution, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. PS to Secretary Hpme & Tribal Affairs Department, Peshawar.
3. PS to Special Secretary, Home & Tribal Affairs Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar, ^
/'

C
i7

/
N vlC

!

9

I

I
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^r^^n^l^Fji^FI€:ERS;jEOB^
Remarks^('nse (ir 

nny) in 
nny court 
Ilf I ,nw 

incitiding 
■ NAB/ 

plcu 
bargiiinin 

g with 
NAB

Present
posting

ReseaMand
atory

trainin
gfor

Discipli
nary 

proceed 
ing (if 
any)

MissiQuan
tified
Score

WhethDate of
regular

appointme

Date of l^'
entry into 

Govt 
Service

Date of
Appointme 
nt to BS-

Date of ^ 
Birth

Name of
Officer

with
Qualificati

Seni
ority

rchS.No nger PapersPERsfulfill
(ifthent / s17 promoany)promotion 

to the 
present 
scale

prescr
ibed

length
tionon

of
servic

e 1615141312111098765 Demoted
from BS- 
19 to 18 

vide 
order 

dated 29- 
01-2015 
(Annexu 

re-F)

4321
Mr. Gul
Waris
Khan,
B.A, LL.B Lakki

MarwatNANA09/01/2001 NoNo09/01/2001 No5310/07/1968 Yes29/01/201511.

Director
Provincial
Services

Academy.

Mr. EligibleNANA14-02-201319/04/2002 NoNoNo19/04/2002 55.8903/03/1968 YesZulfiqar 
All Khan22.
B.A, LL.B
Mr. Saeed EligibleNA SwatNA19/04/2002 NoNo19/04/2002 No56.3610/03/1966 Yes-do-Naeem, 
M.A, LL.B

2



Mr. Yes,
pending
process
order

(Annex
ure-(t)

Not
Eligible 
due to 

pending 
Inquiry

Farman
Ullah,
M.B.A, M.A 
&LLB

15/01/19654 19/03/1992 19/03/1992 Yes 54.64-do- No NA NA Kohat

Mr.
*.Kamran 

Khan 
Wazir, 
B.A, LLB

04/02/19685. 5 19/04/2002 19/04/2002 Yes 50.69-do- No No NA: No NA EligibleBannu
Y ■ 0

Muhamma
d 20/09/19676. 6 Jehanzeb 
Sheikh, 
B.Sc, LL.B

Yes , No19/04/2002 50.26 No19/04/2002 -do- No NA NA EligibleD.I.Khan

• 'iMr.
Jehanzeb
Khan,
B.A, LLB

25/12/19677. 7 19/04/2002 19/04/2002 Yes 52.68 No-do- No No NA NA EligibleMardan

Mr..Shehz 
ad Iqbal,
B.A, LL.B

08/06/1967 Abbottaba8. 8 Yes 53.39 'No04/04/2003 04/04/2003 No No NA NA14-11-2008 Eligibled

Mr. Qadir 
Baksh,
B.Sc, LLB

09/05/19599. 9 11/09/1989 Yes 51.3911/09/1989 14/02/2013 No No No NA NA EligibleD.I.Khan

Mr. Fazal 
Noornai,
B.A, LL.B

01/03/197010. 10 04/04/2003 04/04/2003 Yes 47.91 No No30/04/2013 No NA NA EligibleSwat

Mr. Arif 
Biial, 
M.A, LL.B

23/03/1968II. 11 04/04/2003 04/04/2003 Yes 52.25 No No-do- No NA NA EligibleSwat



Mr. Zahid 
Amin,
B.A, LLB

No Buner
20/04/1972 04/04/2003 04/04/200312 NoYes 44.78 No30/03/2011 NA NA Eligible

Mr. Atta 
Ullah 
Shah, 
B.A, LL.B

No
25/11/196813. 13 Yes 47.9604/04/2003 No NA NA Eligible04/04/2003 30/04/2013 No Karak

■ -yi

Mr. No
Faheem
Khan,
B.5c,LL.B

03/03/196914. 14 Yes 52.06 No NA04/04/2003 04/04/2003 -do- No NA EligiblePeshawar

Mr. No
Jamshed
Khan,
M.A,LL.B

15/08/196515. 15 52.65Yes No No04/04/2003 04/04/2003 -do- NA NA EligibleKohistan

Mr. Malik 
Zaheer- 
Ud-Din 
Babar,
B.Sc,LL.B

No
12/07/196816. 16 Yes 55.13 No16/09/2003 16/09/2003 -do- No NA NA EligibleKohat

Mr. Mian 
Shahid-

No
06/10/197117. 17 NoYes 48.93 No NAUr- 16/09/2003 16/09/2003 -do- NA EligibleBattagram

Rehman,
B.Sc,LL.B
Mr. No
Muhamma 
d Zulfiqar

J 20/04/196818. 18 Yes 54.03 No No NA NA16/09/2003 16/09/2003 14/11/2008 EligiblePeshawar
Ali,
B.ALL.B
Mr. No
Muhamma 
d Ayub,
B.A, LL.B

12/11/196819. 19 Yes 51.57 No16/09/2003 No NA NA16/09/2003 -do- EligibleBannu■)

1,



N ■ ■

:

Mr. Saqib 
Sultan 
Jadoon, 
B.A,LL.B

No
27/02/197120 16/09/2003 16/09/2003 -do- Yes 55.72 No No NA NA EligibleHaripur

Mr. Irshad 
Ullah,
B.Sc, LLB

No Directorat 
e of

Prosecutio
01/01/196621. 21 16/09/2003 Yes 57.0716/09/2003 -do- No No NA NA Eligible

n
Mr. No
Muhamma 
d Irshad,
B.A, LLB

05/12/197022. 22 16/09/2003 16/09/2003 Yes 59.57-do- • No No NA NA EligibleMardan

Mr. Bashir 
Muhamma

No
05/11/1960 Abbottaba23. 23 16/09/2003 Yes 55.87 No16/09/2003 -do- No NA NA Eligibled, d

M.A, LLB
Mr. No
Muhamma 
d Litaf,
B.A, LL.B

13/02/197124. 24 16/09/2003 16/09/2003 Yes 57.95-do- No No NA NA EligibleNowshera

Mr. Not
Muhamma 
dKhalid, 
B.A, LLB

Eligible 
due to 

incomple 
te PER

20/08/196925. 25 16/09/2003 Yes16/09/2003 -do- 54.60 Yes No No NA NA Peshawar

Mr. Alam 
Zeb Khan,
B.A, LLB

No
12/12/196426. 26 26/09/1991 Yes 59.3014-02-2004 -do- No No NA NA EligibleMalakand

Mr. Liaqat No Directorat 
e of

Prosecutio
Ali, 30/01/1970 14/02/200414/02/200427. 27 56.22Yes-do- No NANo NA EligibleBSc, LL.B

n
Mr. Raza 
Khan,
B.A, LL.B

No
09/01/1970 14/02/2004 14/02/200428. 28 Yes 55.44-do- No No NA NA EligibleSwat
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Mr. Abdul 
Hamid, 
M.A, LLB

!-01/01/1961 30/07/199129. 29 r
/■" ■ 14-02-2004 Abbottaba-do- Yes 56.64 No No No NA NA Eligibled

<Mr. 1

Muhamma 
d Younas 
Khan,
M.A, LLB

10/01/1966 13/07/199130. 30 14-02-2004 “do-, Yes 56.87 Yes ■ No No NA NA EligibleSwabi .

;

1. Certified that the officers included m the panel are eligible for promotion in all respects (Except at-S'No. 04 & 25), while officer at 
hr.No. 03 namely Sibghatullah of the notified Senior«st (Annexure-D), has already been retired vide notification (Annexure-G).

' y /

/.--A-
/ )Signature:

Designation:

Date:
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GOVERN 

HOM___
3ER PAKHTUNKHWA 

.. IRS DEPARTMENT
Peshawar, dated the ll’" April, 2017.

V/... .V<
'HA

NOTIFICATION

riG,50 (Prosecution! HD/l-2/2017/Vol-l: The G^overnment of KbyberTTRakhtunkhwa 
■.'( oniinendations of the Provincial Selection Board is pleased to promote the following Senior 

Prosecutors/District Public Prosecutors, ,BS-19 (Acting Charge)/Public Prosecutors (BS-19) 
.0 11:0 post of Senior Public Prosecutors/District Public Prosecutors, BPS-19 on regular basis with 

, ■’'■'■I'cdsate effect’ .

on the

• S.» j Nair^ of the officer
I Mr. Gul y^ris Khan 

2 I .Mr. Zulfiqar Ali Khan 
Mr. Saeed Naeem 
Mr. Farman Ullah 
Mr. Kaniran Khan Wazir 
Muhammad Jehanzeb Sheikh 
Mr. Jehanzeb Khan 

vS _ _Mr. Shahzad Iqbal 
Mr. Qadir Bakhash

• ^3zal Noorani
1.1, I Mr, Arif Biial ...

Mr. Atta Ullah Shan 
Mr. Fa'neem Khan 
Mr.Janished Khan 
Mr. M.iUk Zaheer ud Din Babar

1.

4.
5.
6

1 7

15
2h_i_d_uj^Reh man 

Muf;^mn-trtd Zulfiqar Ali 
Muhannnad Ayub

19, I Mr. Saqib Sultan Jadoon
20, ■ Mr, Irshaduliah 
21 , Muhammad Irshad

17.
IS. >

22 iJSa^hir Mufiammad

Uie ohicers oii proinotio sliali I'enidiii on piobation for a period of one year 
■■lonmibiu fur nnother year, m terms of Section G(2J of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants Act, 

ru Iff wii.li Pule 15(1) oi Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servants (Appointment, Promotion &

11

■'U'.'.'I ; Pules. 19S9

Chief Secretary 
Kfiyber Pakhtunkhwa

fcnusi: No. & date even

1 !he Secreiciry to Government of \)iyber Pakhtunkhwa, Esiablishment Department, 
"e'.hawa'

I hi.' PSt) to Chief Secretary, Khybei Paidiiunkhwa, Peshawar.
‘ i'e L)ii i.'cioi Gericral Prosecution Khyber Pakfitunkhwa,
I lie Accuuntant General Khyber Paklitunkhwa Peshawar.
Uie Advocate Ojeneral Kliyber Paktitunkhwa, Peshawar.
All District PuDlic Prosecutors in Klivber Pakhtunkhwa.
All District Accounis Officer in Khybei I'akfitunk 
‘fS to Seiieiury i-(6nie w iril’ja! .Affair, Department Peshawa 
•-‘5 1SpL’c uii beCf ei ary Heme & 1 ci bu' Affairs Depar in itru. Posit a war

■!

■ ti

I twa.

t,

Section Officer (Prosecution)

j

-r
1

.-.A-
1
(■
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fIThe PSB, being competent authority, vide Minutes of the Meeting (Annexure- 

B), has not recommended/considered the applicant/petitioner for his appointment 

acting charge basis due to pending inquiry against him. It is pertinent to mention that 

applicant has not arrayed members of the PSB (except resp* 
mandatory for implementation of any order/judgment pi 

Tribunal. Ihus. the replying respondents were only supposed' 

applicant/petitioner to PSB for consideration of his appointment on acting charge 

basis, which they did. Plowever, his name for such appointment has not been 

considered by the competent authority i.e PSB. Thus, legally implementation of 

judgment to the effect of alike treatment meted out to his Junior colleagues of the 

applicant/petiiioner was supposed to be carried out by the PSB, being having domain 

over the issue. However, petitioner has not impleaded them as party neither in a

!

on
S

! [>::

Ii-

iwas
II) !•1; ■'tj!V

■ vS
ill!

i

•;
I-

iJ
MlB. • r

UA ii1efore the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar at Abbottabad m'.a
'llIn Execution Petition No.116/2016. IS•4
U.n

■^1Shehzad Iqbal, Public Prosecutor, Abbottabad
-'1VS . .’I

• ii
The Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others

-I
f ifIMPLEMENTATION REPORT ON BEHALF
W•;5'Vi-OF THE RESPONDENTS IN EXECUTION

PETITION OF SERVICE APPEAL NO.
-i*.

1228/2013.
j'v

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That, in the year 2012, the respondents No.02 & 03 forwarded working paper 

(Anne\ure-A) to Provincial Selection Committee (hereinafter referred to PSB) for 

the appointments of the Public Prosecutors (BS-18), on acting charge basis to the 

post of Senior Public Prosecutor (BS-19), wherein, name of the applicant/petitioner 

was placed at Serial No.l 1 of the same.
2. That, the PSB is the recommending authority and have a sole domain to decide the 

fate of every sort of promotion cases of the officers in (BS-17) and above and is 

■working with following composition.

i. Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.....................

ii. Additional Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

iii. Senior Member Board of Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

•i
i'.
'<•
J

*

Chairman.

Member.

Member.

iv. Administrative Secretary concerned (in the instant case Home
Member. •iSecretary) n

, \
Member/Secretar)^V. Secretary Establishment Department

■:
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lii'W m'I:
4j The PSB, being competent authority, vide Minutes of the Meeting (Annexure- 

B), has not recommended/considered the applicant/petitioner for his appointment on 

acting charge basis due to pending inquiry against him. It is pertinent to mention that 

applicant has not arrayed members of the PSB (except respondent No.02), which
.. I

was mandatory for implementation of any order/judgment passed by this honorable 

■ Tribunal. Thus, the replying respondents were only supposed to forward name of the 

applicant/petitioner to PSB for consideration of his appointment on acting charge 

basis, which they did. However, his name for such appointment has not been 

considered by the competent authority i.e PSB. Thus, legally implementation of 

judgment to the effect of alike treatment meted out to his junior colleagues of the 

applicant/petitioner was supposed to be carried out by the PSB, being having domain 

over the issue. However, petitioner has not impleaded them as party neither in a 

service appeal nor in execution petition.
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3. That, the applicant/petitioner is already promoted to the post of senior Public 

Prosecutor (BS-19)'on a regular basis vide notification No. SO(Prosecution) HD/1- 

2/2017/Vol-I dated 11-04-2017 (Annexure-C), his due seniority is given to him. 

The other junior colleagues who were appointed on acting charge basis are still 

junior to applicant. Thus, grievances of the applicant has been fulfilled by the 

replying respondents. It is relevant to mention that when the instant judgment dated 

17-05-2016 was passed by this Honorable Tribunal, then by that time requisite 

length of service of the applicant/petitioner was completed for promotion to the post 

of Senior Public Prosecutor (BS-19), therefore his case could not be forwarded to 

PSB for his appointment on acting charge basis rather the replying respondents have 

moved promotion case of petitioner/applicant on regular basis and accordingly he 

has been promoted to the post of Senior Public Prosecutor (BS-19) on regular basis. 

Thus, in the scenario the instant petition has become infructuous. Needless to 

mention that the appointment of junior colleagues of applicant/petitioner on acting 

charge base was, only made on the basis of the stop gap-arrangement and when the 

officer got promotion on regular basis to higher grade then how his case could be 

processed for appointment on acting charge base.
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14., That to the extent of domain of replying Respondents implementation of judgment 

dated 17-05-2016 has been made.

It is therefore, requested that the prayer of the applicant/petitioner is complied 

with by the respondents and keeping in view his regular promotion to the post of 

Senior Public Prosecutor (BS-19), his stance in the execution petition may kindly not 

be considered being infructuous.

-1,-1
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Chief Secretary
(Respondent No.l)

,K er Pakhtunkhwa

■:4i■immM/ Secretary
Home & Tribal Affairs Department, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

(Respondent No.l)

Director G 
Directorate m Prosecution 

(Respondent No.3) il:'ii
'laili
■IP

Mill
‘EliDirector Legal 

Directorate of Prosecution 
(Respondent No.4)
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WORKING PAPER FOR PROVINCIAL SELECTION BOARD (P.S.B>
'y.

'Tf
H'partment: HOME & TRIBAL AFFAIRS. ^1 i
Tfr f ^

District Public Prosecutor/ Senior Public Prosecutor (BPS~19) tNomenclature of the post/ Basic Scale
Service/Group/Cadre
Sanctioned strength of the cadre

Prosecution Service)■ 2
40 posts: J.

Promotion TransferDirect

’ rli) Percentage of share4.I

f v" b1007orfe'-
t No. of post allocated to each.^,^ 

category
(iiiI

0

: *TiV.22f Present occupancy position(Hi)V.

18‘7 ;
' * No. of vacant vacancies in each,> »

category.
H(^' did the vacaricy (s) under .■ 
promotion quota occurand since . 
whenf' : I

I'lV)

38 posts of Public ^Prosecutors (BPS-18) were up-graded in 
BPS-19 for proiwcullon service vide Notification No. 
SO(Pros)/ HO1 1-10/.2009 dated 05:08-2009, out of 65 posts in’ 
BPS-18 (Anitexure-G), while 2 posts of Senior Public 
Prosecutors ln;.BPS-19 v/ere approved by the Honourable 
Chjef\Mlnislwr''Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on dated 24-03- 
2011(Annexure-H).

Khyher Pakhtunkiiwii Prosecution Service Rules-2005 
amended in.20m(Annexure-E & F). ^ . ■

By proruotion on the basis of seniority cum-fitness from 
amongst the public prosecutors/ Assistant Director (Admn/ 
Finance) with at laast twelve years service in BPS-17 and 
above.

The officer at bT.No.i to be promoted on regular basis has 
conipibied 12-year® oppioved service in BPS-17 and above, 
Iherefc-re his case for pro.MOtion may be considered on 
regular basis,Mvije the.rest of olficers have not completed 
the requisite lefiglh of sovice of 12-years, therefore, their case 
for promotion may be considered on acting charge basis as - 
per the mandate of first proviso of Rule-9 of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appointment, Promotion & 
Transfer) Rules, 1989.

(V)

}

■

w*' \
#
i

R,?cruilment Rules 

Require length of service

wi) • ♦A-,-

1 v' (vii)

Whether to b«j pioihotdd on 
regular basis or appointed on 
acting charge ba>is7\ ...

i
N.Ayandalory training, if any 

rvtinimum required score on El

(«x) ‘V-
I#

707o(x)
«

r

r •

Secretary to Gpvevnment<»f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Home & Tribal Affairs Department

\
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V
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■ PANEL OF PUBLIC PROSECUTORS (BPS-18) FO^CONSIDFRATinM
PSB-II■

Same of Public Prosecutors Remarks__________  - - . ..

Eligible for promoUon on regular bael^aej the officer has completed 12-vear8
approved service in BPS-17 and above. ^ i^ywrs

ffor promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed more
then lO-years approved service In BPS-17 and above, however. PER of the officer 
for the period from 30-09-2011 lo31.12-2011 Is Incomplete "

_________________________________________________________________________________________________ '. ■

Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed 
then 10-years approved service In BPS-17 and above.

__________________________ -______________
Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed
then lO-years approved service In ePS-17 and above.

\ • Vf Nasrullah Khan *• ;/
i
t

Syed Imtjaz-Ud-Oin Mansoor

Mr. Gul Waris Khan
more

I

Mr Zulfipar All
U' '.; (M'. ^ more

;
5. Ml Sibghal Ullah Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has comoleted

then lO-years approved.:;ervlce In BPS-17jind above.

^iglble for promotion on acting charge, basis as the officer has completed
then 10-years approved service In BPS-17 and above.

' ' ~
Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed
then 10-years approved service In BPS-17 and above.
___________________________ ______________________
Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed
then 10-years approved service In 6PS-17 and above.

, ^ •________________ _______________
Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis.as the officer has completed 10-vears
approved service In BPS-17 and above.^|^^ , ^

Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed 10-vaars
approved service In BPS-17 and above. 'v

more

6 Mr. Saeed Naeem

w-V
■ I more

7 Mr, Farmanullah
more

8 Mr, Kamran Khan Wazir
more

t

9. Muhammad Jehanzeb

10. Mr. Jehanzeb Khan

>7t-
11. Mr. Shahzad Iqbal Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed

then 9-year8 approved service In BPS-17 and above.
'■

Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis.as the officer has completetf 9-vears 
approved service ln BPS-17 and above. ^

i.%.

more

12. Mr. Qadir Bakhsh

-<•»
13 Mr Pazali Noorani Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed more 

then 9*year8 approved service in BPS-17 and above, however, PERs of the officer 
for the years 2010 and 2011 are Incomplete.

14, Mr. Arif Bilal Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed more
then 9-years approved service In BPS-f7 and above, however, PERs of the officer 
for the year 2011 are incomplete.

t 15 Mr. Zahid Amin Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed 
then 9-year8 approved service In BPS-17 and above.

\• I more
€

16 Mr Atta Ullah Shah Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed more
then 9-year8 approved service In BPS-17 and above, however, PERs of the officer 
for the year 2010 and from 01-01-2011 to 31-05-2011 and from 01-10-2011 to 31-12- 
2011 are Incomplete. V

:■ V'.i

17. Mr, Fahim Khan Eligible for promotion on acting charge-basis as the officer has completed 9-vears
approved service In BPS-17 and above.'

Eligible for promotion on acting charge basis as the officer has completed 
thjn 9-years approved service In BPS-17 and above.

.f!-’ .

*

-------

i

18. Mr. Jamshed Khan
more

4CERTIFICATE §
!

certified that all the officers included in the penal for promotion:- 
Hold ihe lower post on regular basis and non of them is holding on ediKK basis; 
T he beniority list notified as final and not disputed;

It IS

a.‘S'!.wy o.

mi mNo criminal/ ludicial proceeding is pending against the officer;

No disciplinary/ departmental proceeding is pending against the' pffiaBr except the officer at SI.No.11, against 
whoni Depanmental Proceeding is pending.

c

<]

,‘iP'
*3;

-.v.. V
•r^--3=SecYxtary to-Gdvernmerit of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

. e

Home & Tribal Affairs^Oepartment

-S'. - tr- . 3T'■ r.. , ,
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I|^^M%128.12,2012

i
■;€

^|ii■I|sm
\ii 1-f.The Secretary to

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Home & TAs Department

i-j.

( a»A8567 :v

• h j 5*'^/ sAi) SUfUECT- - MTNTJTES OF THE MEETING OF PROVtNC?.AL^SELECT-ION BOARD HELD
■ ' ' ON 14.12.2012 ■ ; '

AI.^POINTMENT OF PUBLIC PROSECUTO^fesdsferO^THE POST OF 

DISTRICT PUBLiC' PROSEOUTQR/ SENFbR^PJJBL^C^EROSECUTOR B_g-. ^ -

TAs SO (Pros)
dated

)
■'

■ !

-A.
;.<•.

. fI:.- 19 ON ACTING CHARGE BASISt ■ \C^
>;f Dear Sir, !y

directed to refer''tb H
O8.1I2OI2 & letter No. SQ

1 amr

f. HD/U m/2012 dated
i2.12.2012 on the subject and to forward herewith an No.27 of the ,

:.rvir.!Jtcs/recommendations of the meeting of

.. ('^1 <'

[

i.-.
i

Board held on!.

r .:t!■:. 12.2012.f- • / •■RyS f’fam
■'lam further directed to request that the case^^^ng their acting charge, 

appointment may send for approval of the competent auth^^Hpwever notification in" 
respect of Officers from S. No. 11 onward may be kept pend^gWacation of stay orsJer ,|||

of the court. i ■ ^1*
1 'iisYiwrv. ■ '

r
*

i
;t 4-:',

Y^SfaithfullyI f5?r

t-

ft'-
j'r-
■jd

t

SECTIOmOFFICER (PSB)

■AEr.ci: As Above 
Encist. of even No. fit- dale. ■m:i'i • is forwarded to the Section OfficSPro.s), Govt of Khyber . 
Pakhtunkhwa Home-& TAs Department. He is requested his representahve-to /
collect wotJting papers from this office immediately. .^^,5 ;•

A copy!
I!

I

■■ '■SEG^^POFFICER (PSB)
.‘.V .I ) ■ •

[•
r . <

•7

i-

i. i

iI
i?
•t

r.
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#1A^%^HbME &-TAs DEPARTMENT

5pS™"«f»sf^sl
a3g, „,.,.k„.i;!3g^teaii.T

DISTRICT-PUBLIC PROSECUTOR/^ SENIOR-: PUBLIG^PROSECUTOR BS- 
19 ON ACTING CHARGE BASIS. '

-;y'".

.'.■s -, .
■>

: -i/
f

Secretaiy Home & TAs apprised the Board that due topj^dation^jghteen (18) 
posts of District Public Prosecutor/senior Public Prosecutor BS'49^^S^^^,8>v%^|- Inter-se- 

j' seniority of Public Prosecutor at S. No. 11 onward of the senioritj|li|^|ped^gTdr decision 
i‘ in the Khyber Palchtunkhwa Service Tribunal in service appeal!Baz Khan 

Public Prosecutor BS-18 wherein the Honorable Tribunal int^i^;|o^r^aicd|28.03.2012. 
directed that the promotion case of the officers may be processed|gu^,)pr^m^oignotification 

Tdc not issued. Therefore the promotion notification of tAc officers\^<^^^i^^nward will 
be issued till the decision of vacation of stay order. ,

According to service rules the post is required to be
By promotion on the basis.of seniority-cum-fitnessv||tf^^^qngst the public 
prosecutor / Assistant Director (Admn/Finance) witfe^^g^^ear service,in 
BS-17 and above ' ‘

§
m-
ftlf-

^ l-:/ *9 inot‘

2.

i-

The service record of the officers included in the pen^^^j^^^^^^ed as follows:• :
3.

« .;
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE______ __________________
His date of birth is 10.04^XSl53MHe joined
government service on 13.08.197^^e)^^promoted 
to BS-18 on 30.03.2011. He ha^pMetgcompleted 
probation pericfd.

r S-.NO NAME OF 
OFFICER 
Mr. Nasrullah 
Khan

(.
I

1.
■i
i

The Board did not recommend him'3M3jromotion V

His date of birth is 12.1O.0§^He joined
government service on 09.01.200l4^f^S 17. He 
promoted to BS-18 on 14.11.20q^8:|H|':has not yet 
completed prescribed-length of s^ce= for regular 
promotion to BS-19.'No enquiry gfjjending against 

His PER for the period^l6.02.2010 to 
30.04.2010 and 26.05.2010 to Sllalj^OlO were not

Syed Imtiaz ud 
Din Mansoor

; 2. ;was j
■ »

him.
-'f

written as his posting period wUi^ach reporting 
officer was.less than 03 monUisJIHif PER for the 

30.09.2011 to 3i#2;2011 is not

I

1
I A*?period frop 

available.
j^*'V

I*4

The Board did not recommend appointment
on acting charge basis.

;
■r‘-

!

His date of, Urth is 10.0.m94?v He joined 
government service on 09.01.2Q.0J|^^BS 17. He 
promoted to BS-18 on 3O.O3.20J^l|e has not yet 
completed probation period,

Mr. Gul Waris
Khan

3 was iti

:• •...
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"y:

' V

'
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-The Board did not recommend him for appointment
His dale of birth is^sOS.OS. 196^ He joined
government service on 19;04.2002 in BS 17. He was 
promoted to BS~18 on 14.11-2008. He has not yej 
completed prescribed length of service for regular 
promotion to BS-19. Nofenquiry is pending against 
lim. His service record uptd2011 is generally good..'

I
The Bo^d recommendedrthe officer for appointment 
to BS-19 on acting charge basis.

of birth” iy^Ol.01.1957. He joined 
government service on 19.04.2002 in BS 17. He was 
promoted to BS-18 on 14.11.2008. He has not y^t 

* - completed prescribed length of service for regular
promotion to BS-19. Norenquiry is pending against 

PER for tHe^ period 16.02.2010 to 
30.04.2010 and 26.05.2010 to-'31.07.2010 were not 
written as his posting Iperiod^with each reporting 
officer was less than‘'03 months His remaining 
service record upto 2011-is geiierally good.

The Board recommended,the officer for appointment 
to BS-19 on acting charge basis

i
y

'i,Mr. Zulfiqar Ali 
Khan

/

His dateMr. Sibghat 
Ullah

:

, »vci 4

■ him. His
i-
'd'

His date of birth ie>>19.03.1966. He joined
government service on 19.'04.2002 in BS 17. He was 
Promoted to .BS-18 on, 14.11.2008. He has not yet 

completfed prescribed length of service for regular 
promotion to BS-19. NoTenquiry is pending against

thei* period 16.02.2010 'lo

Mr. Saeed 
Naeem

6.

:

His PER formm.
30.04.20.10 and 26.05.2010 to 31.07.2010 were ri^t 
written ■•'as' his. posting’^period with each reporting 
officer was'less than 03 months His service record 
upto 2011 is generally good.

. 1^..*, -

The Board recommende^Hhe officer for appointment 
to BS-19 on acting charge basis
His date of bir,th is 15.01.196^ He joined 
government service on 19.03.1992 and appointedHo 
BS-17 on 19. 04.2002 He was promoted to BS-18^.dn 
14.11.2008. He has not yet completed pfes.crihjtd 
length of service for regular promotion to BS-19.'-No 
enquiry is pending against him. His PER for ^le 
period 16.02.2010 to 30.04.2010 and 26.05.2010Jt^ 
31.07.2010 were not written as his posting period 
with each reporting officer v/as less than 03 months 
His remaining service record upto 2011 is generally
good. I

Mr. Farman 
Ullah

7.

I

A./

n ' 'fhe Board recommended the officer for appointment
-v ■

-- •'V.''.'*'!’'
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.n- I^ -ito BS-19 on acting charge basis
is 04.02.^968.^ He joined 
19.04.2002^m BS 17. He was 
14.11.2008.tHe has not yet

His date of birth
government service on
promoted to BS-18 on _ . - ,
completed prescribed length of service for regular 
promotion to BS-19. No enquiry,as^pending again^^ 
him His PER for the period-^16.02.2010 to 
30.04.2010 and 26.05.2010 to 31.07.2010 were not 
written as his posting period with,^each reporting 

' than 03 months^His remaining

Mr. Kamran 
khan Wazir

8. r;

!

:•

I

!
I

officer was less 
service record upto 2011 is gener^y good.

immended the officer^f^ippointment 
tiig charge basis |f

The Board reco 
to BS-19 on ac

17

completed prescribed length o%sei;«ce*for regular 
promotion to BS-19. Nb enquiryiis-pending against him. His PER for the period%16:02.2010 to 
30 04.2010 and 26.05.2010 to 31.0^010 were not 
written as his posting period wa^^ach reporting 
officer was less than 03 month^Hjs^ervice record 
upto 2011 is generally good. wIK

f Muhammad
Jehanzeb
Skeikh

9.
-;n

I II
i!l?
r.i;il « *
V'

*
0^

; •
The Board recommended the office^r appointment 

keting charge basisip^p: _________
j

to BS-19 on5 M 'He joinedof birth is 25.12.1967.
11.09.1989 and appointed to

? ..A

His date
government service, on . no lo ««
BS-17 onl9.04.2002. He was promoted to BS-18 on 
14.11.2008. He has not yet completed Presmbed 
length of servlet for regular promotion to BS-19. No 
enquiry is pending against himJ.His service recor4
upto 2011 is generally good.

Mr. Jehanzeb 
Khan

10.

mV

■i.*‘k 3
IThe Board recommended the officer for appointment 

to BS-19 on acting charge basis;^
ujc date of birth is 08.06.1967. 
goLnment service on 04.04,2003 in BS 17. He was 
promoted to BS-18 on 14.11.2008. According to 
Lme department an enquiiyjjis pending against

He joined
Mr. Shahzad 
Iqbal

I
11. I

him.
‘i-

mmend him for appointed onThe Board did not reco 
acting charge basis.
Svernment °service^n 04.04.2003 in BS 17. He was

to BS-18 on 14:11.2008. He has notj^

.1

is 09.05,1959. He joined H-Mr. Qadir 
Bakhash

i;12. .

- i

. 1
il-

y 1-'

'm i'i
‘ll'i

itutrh rij

•«
• p //

. >
!»J
f .•

I.'' a; !



rA' ■ fi.I ' O*
•:•• '■
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completcd,;pre^ribed Uchgthto^^r^e. for regular
against

'tam4His.?==PERa.fqti|H^penqd^ to
l3g«iSi|i?35a6-P5;2^^|«^0 were not 
:written as! his <posling r'penpafeOTeach: reporting 
;::6fficer--was lesst th^ 03 mp^#His,^rem^irig 

£rd upto 2011, is gen^j^^clfl^-g^:

i> . \•: -

■ -.Mm
■>5iiSSEis

!;;• ^■i
. ■■:.

;:• service rec
i.■.•■'.i

promoted to BS-18 on 14.11';2m8gHMHas|not yet 
completed prescribed length ^jMem^^for^Jregular 
promotion to BS-19. His and
2011 are also not available.

P
■i-i

■ .it ^'■1?^ I' :i U 

: IMr. Fazal
Noorani

13

-1A
)■:

!
V-

The Board did not recommend^^^^^ppointment 
on acting charge basis.

ri
■; ■

•'!■;s-
;il

«' Mr. Arif Bilal His date of birth is 23v03>i96^^^He joined
-government service on 04.04.2‘Gff3|m|B^ji7. He was 
promoted tp BS-18 on 14.11.2M8j@5fas not yet 
completed iprescribecj length btfem^/for regular 
promotion to BS-19. No enquiry|is'|pjnding against 
him. His PER for the period'S^praJoi^.’G 1.2008 to 
31.07.2008 is not available whij^’js'ffiefore of his 
promotion- fo BS'18. His PERffof§ff^^period from 
16.02.2010 to 30.04.2010 ^^dp2$^G5.2010 to 
31.07.2012 were not written Mfliis'^osting period 
with each reporting officer w^^legs than three 
.months. His PER for the is also
available.

■i14
. ^

#: ■

}■?=• I
h, ' : * -

KC-;
*. ■

II '.-1
■2:-,.-r

;•

i.v
not i I ).i w %

mThe Board did not- ffecpmmend him^for appointment 
on acting charge basis; I ■:;

Mr. Zahid Amin His date of birth is 20.0^1972. He joined 
government service on 04.04.20(^5ih BS 17. He was 
promoted to BS-18 on 30.03.2gtlf He has not yet 
completed probation period.

15
\A^-

f* ^
j '

'!
I
;
1The Board did not recommend^l^t for appointment 

on acting charge basis.
I

* i /■

His date of birth is 25^1vl¥l9,68. He joined
government service on 04.04.^Gi03';ih BS 17. He was 
promoted to BS-18 on 14.11J20d$| He has not yet 
completed prescribed length'|;of^ervice for regular 
promotion to B5-19.- No enqui^^sIp^^^^^^f’E against 
him. His PER for the year 201^^d for the period 
from 01.01.2011 to 31.05.20M^nd 01.10.2011 to

Mr. Atta Ullah 
Shah

16

5

I
1:

’I ■■•5.'-

\
A ly.

h-- r.^’y I•i- ... '.VO
>1- ■ mI V!?'

55!
J

....... ym\i\✓ /rp-

mi€*? Plli il
.1-^

I

MmSm ’*■



■{

‘W' ^0
\-

■<i. H.
/w^^^^?-Jlca2.201-l-are not available. -

•^iSFahirlra^l ;His^;date: of tirth ' ’is 03vg®a69^H%j6ined

\l='.-•' • BS-18 on 14.11.2pp8:^H^h'a®not yet
prescribed length ’!^«^^!^®egialar 

■ No enquiplf®iS#against
^thim^Hisi-PER for the pel^ilP%P^ to 

E'30..0,4:;2q:10.and. 26.05.2010 tom^07";2'0Ab?were nuii^iarsf s'5:^^s:i
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I^. Jams^^ lli^pp^^irth-^ 1^^9»e joined:
Khan igoyemment-service on 04.04.2g0.3Jjm|BS^7. He was'^%^p^oSoted, to BS-18 on 14.11:^^^3 not yet 

.- completed prescribed length .-.bftem'Mlfor regular 
promotion to BS-19. No enqui^g^nding against

peno.a%16;.p2.2010 to 
30.04.2010 and 26.05.2010 toMfO'^Mlo were not 

posting periodf^tMeach reporting officer was less than 03 mori^sfeHis; 
service record upto 2011 is gener^;^ood.
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him. His PER , for the %
1-

I written as his
remaining .»■

lA I■ .i

The Board recommended ;the officCTlfofv'appointment 
to BS-19 on acting charge basis^^lf-
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Prosecutors/District Public . Prosecutors, 3S-19 (Acti^;Charge)/Public-Prai^OtoriMBS-l^ 
:-' iP.c.wosi of Senior Public Prosecutors/District Public PrSsecutors, BPS-19 on rei*ular basis wit

effect;•■• ■•■.•:••;

U -X.
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S.fi j Name oMhe officer 

21 '! Mr;~Zulfiqar^:^i, Khan

1
-1I •i:.•i’^h

f -
i.

■5
J. Mr, Saeed Naeem 

‘" I Farman UHah 
5. ■ Mr. Ka_nira'~n Khan Wazir ;
5 Muharhrnad Jehanzeb Sheikh 
'• ' Mr. JehanFeb Khan "
3 Mr.'Shahzad Iqbal • ' ....

^ ^ ; Mr':..Qadjr Bakhash.
Nporani^

1 i; j MK;Arif Bilaf
I IJljah'Shuh

. l.i. I iVU. Faheeiri Khan 

1^. I Mr. Jainsfied Khari 
■V^:. ^aHeer ud Din Babar

rs, ^ Muhaniinad'Ayub 
i.S?:./Sultan Ja.doon 

20 .^J^l Ji'shaduliah. - .

[ Mj^v^nniad Irshad-'
; 22. i Basl'ir Muhammad
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• tie oMiceri on prornuuon shah remdin on probation for a period--of one

, I

•year .s
for .■inc:-lhe.;.y.tv:;f, hi terms oi :)eelion Gi:*) of Kbyber-Pafthtunkhwa, CivilServants Acti>; 

ir,/d Will. Kuf;;. 15(1) oi^ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Servaritsi-(Appointment, Prom6tion.-&#3

‘-.^'i-f-'Dn.iles. MJ89 •■ ! '1$
I ■ . . ■ ' ' ' V--■•■.•■■"r

■ f Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

- fA

1 Ihe Secreury to Go.yernment of Kltyber Pakhtjnkhv^a|5;Establishntent Deparff^ent;|
t'e'.hciwj' ^

.' ! h‘‘,PSO 10 Chief SecVeiary, Khyber Pakfuunkhwa, Peshdwar.% ‘ ' '
: ■ ''UjOit General Prosecuiioii Kfiyber Pakhiunkfiwa.
! iheAccoNiUdiii Genet a! Khyber PaKlUunkhwa Peshawar.

riiejAdvocate Genera) Kiiyber PaklnuCikhwa, Peshawar, 
h /Ji District t^ublic Prosecutors in Ktivbor Pakhtunkhwa.
/' All OiStrici /\ccoorit.s Otl.icer in Khyber Pakfilunktiwa. 
s S to Sei iv'lriry Hor-ic* ii iribal Afloii's Departnient Peshawa.. :
V i-'S to SiK'ciHi Secreic.-y Hume ii Tnbii' Affairs Oeparimfeni. Peshawar
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