
i ■

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Appeal No. 710/2024

S.No. Dale of order 
proctKidiiigs

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

/. 3

27/05/20241-
Thc appeal of Mr. Zccshan Ahmad re-Iiled today 

by registered post through M.Arshad Tanoli Advocate. It is 

IixlhI for preliminary hearing bcibre louring Single Bench at 

A.Abad on 26.06.2024. Counsel for, the appellant has been 

informed telephonically .

By the order ofChairman

KAR



The appeal of Mr. Zeeshan Ahmad received today i.e on 2Z.04,20.24 

i-S incomplete on the follow'ing score which is returned to the counsel for 

the dppeliarit for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Departmental 
unsigned.

2- According to para-6&7 of the memo of appeal, appellant made 
departmental appeal on 26.12.2023, on which advice were sought 
from Horne department vide letter dated.04,04.202.3, it is observed 

that how can.it possible that departmental appeal was.made on 

25.12.2023 and advice were sought on 04.04.2023 much before 
preferring the departmental appeal the same be rectified.

3- Annexure-A of the appeal is illegible.

/S.T. ■

appeal attached with the appeal on page no,20 is'

No.

72024.

REGtSTFtAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

M. Arshad Khan Tanoii Adw 
High Court A.Abad.

/
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7*} BEFORE CHAIRMAN KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. -A/2024

Zeeshan Ahined Junior Clerk sub Jail Dassu Kohistan.

APPELLANT• « ■

VERSUS

Inspector General of Prison, Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 
another.

....RESPONDENTS
SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX

5.# Description Page No. Annexure
1. Service Appeal along with affidavit lto8

32. Copy of order “A”
Copy of judgment dated, 16/11/2022 of this 
Honourable Tribunal

3. “B”

Copy of Execution Petition No.611/20234. “C”.

idCopy of order dated 04/10/20235. “D”«
Copy of order dated 10/03/20236. "E”.
Copy of departmental appeal dated 26/12/20237. “F”<»
Copy of letter dated 04/04/20238. M “G”

Copy of order dated 13/07/20239. “H’V
Copy of departmental appeal dated 26/12/2023
Wal^atn^a

zl10. “j” -

8.

...APPELLANT
Through;

Dated: /2024

(Muhammad Ibrahim Khan)
Advocate High Court Abbottabad



BEFORE CHAIRMAN KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. -A/2024

Zeeslmn Ahmed Junior Clerk sub Jail Dassu Kohistan.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

Inspector General of Prison, Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.
Superintend Sub Jail Dassu Kohistan

1.

2.

RESPONDENTS• • •■

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, FOR

DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT THE

APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MAJOR PENALTY

OF REDUCTION TO LOWER STAGE IN A TIME

SCALE FOR A PERIOD OF 05 YEARS ON(14/l 1/2015

WHICH WAS CHALLENGED BEFORE THIS

HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL VIDE SERVICE

APPEAL NO. 864-A/2019 THIS HONOURABLE

TRIBUNAL ALLOWED SERVICE APPEAL OF

APPELLANT AND IMPUGNED PENALTY OF

REDUCHON TO LOWER STAGE IN TIME SCALE

FOR A PERIOD OF 05 YEARS DECLARED ILLEGAL



K. AND IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 14/11/2015 WAS

SET-ASIDE VIDE JUDGMENT OF THIS TRIBUNAL

DATED 16/11/2022, BUT RESPONDENTS’

DEPARTMENT IS NOT FILING AND; ISSUING

REVISED SENIORITY OF THE APPELLANT. THE

ACT OF RESPONDENT IS AGAINST THE LAW

AND RESPONDENTS ARE BOUND TO FILE

SENIORITY OF APPELLANT THEREAFTER ISSUE
>

REVISED SENIORITY LIST.

PRAYER; ON ACCEPTANCE OF EvJSTANT

SERVICE APPEAL, THE RESPONDENTS MAY

GRACIOUSLY BE DIRECTED TO FIX SENIORITY

OF THE APPELLANT AND ISSUE REVISED

SENIORITY LIST AND THEREAFTER THE

APPELLANT MAY BE PROMOTED TO NEXT

HIGHER GRADE. ANY OTHER RELIEF WHICH

THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL DEEMS

APPROPRIATE IN THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE

CASE MAY ALSO BE GRANTED TO THE

APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth;



1. That the appellant was serving as Junior Clerk

and he was awarded major penalty of reduction in
’

to lower stage in time scale for 05 years. Copy of

order of awarding of major penalty of reduction to

lower stage in time scale for 05 years is attached

as Annexure “A”.

2. That the appellant filed Service Appeal No.864- 

A/2019 before this Honourable Tribunal, which

was allowed vide judgment dated 16/11/2022 by

this Honourable Tribimal. Copy of judgment

dated 16/11/2022 of this Honourable Tribimal is

attached as Annexure “B”.

That the appellant filed Execution Petition3.

No.611/2023 before this Honourable Tribunal for

implementation of the judgment dated

16/11/2022. Copy of Execution Petition

No.611/2023 is attached as Annexure “C”.

4. That, thereafter Execution Petition No.611/2023 

was disposed off by this Honourable Tribunal

vide order dated 04/10/2023. Copy of order dated

04/10/2023 is attached as Annexure “D”.



5. That incompliance of judgment dated 16/11/2022

of this Honourable Tribunal, the respondents’ 

department restored Ihe period of reduction in 

lower stage in time scale for' 05 ye^s of the

appellant vide order dated 10/03/2023 subject the

final outcome of CPLA pending decision before

August Supreme Court of Pakistan. Copy of order

dated 10/03/2023 is attached as Annexure “E”.

6. That after setting aside the reduction in time scale

for 05 years, the respondents’ department did not 

fix seniority of the appellant. Therefore, the

appellant filed departmental appeal on 26/12/2023

but of no avail. Copy of departmental appeal

dated 26/12/2023 is annexed as Annexure “F”.

That the respondents’ department sought advice7.

from Home Depmtment KP vide letter dated

04/04/2023. Copy of letter dated 04/04/2023 is

attached ■ as Annexure “G”. Resuitantly

Government of KP Establishment andAnd Admin

Department (Regulation Wing) letter dated

13/07/2023 wherein it was clarified that as per

Para-IV (i) of promotion policy is quite clear

which stipulates that subjudice seniority would



not debar the competent forum to make

recommendation, however such promotion will be 

conditional and subject to out come of court 

decision but even then the respondents’ 

department is not restoring the seniority of the

appellant. Copy of order dated 13/07/2023 is

attached as Annexure “H”.

8. That in the meantime respondents’ department did

not restore seniority of the appellant for 

promotion. In this regard the appellant preferred 

departmental appeal on 26/12/2023. Copy of 

department^ appeal dated 26/12/2023 is attached

as Annexure “I”. Therefore the instant service

appeal is being filed on the following grounds;

GROUNDS; -

a) That the conduct of respondents’ department

towards the appellant is discriminatory and not

insertion of name of the appellant after

restoring his seniority in the seniority list is

illegal and against inalienable right of the

appellant.



■'><

b) That respondents’ department is Avillfiilly not 

restoring seniority of the appellant just to 

damage his service carrier as well as to make 

monitory loss to him. It is further submitted that 

when law allow a thing to an employee that 

must be given to him in letter and spirit at the 

earliest.

i. -

c) That the appellant is eligible to be promoted 

after restoring his seniority in the revised 

seniority list. Because die penalty of reduction 

to lower stage in time scale for a period of 05 

years was set-aside by this Honourable Tribunal

vide judgment dated 16/11/2022.

d) That the appellant is entitled for promotion 

once, his 05 years seniority is restored with all

service back benefits.

e) That the instant service appeal is well within 

the period of limitation this Honourable

Tribunal has jurisdiction to entertain the lis

under Article 212 of the constitution of Islamic

Republic of Pakistan.



f) That tile valuable rights of tiie appellant are■'K

involved.

g) That other points shall be m*ged at tiie time of

arguments.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on the 

acceptance of instant service appeal the respondents may 

graciously be directed to fix seniority of the appellant and 

issue revised seniority list and thereafter the appellant 

may be promoted to next higher grade. Any other relief 

which this Honourable tribunal deems appropriate in the 

circumstances of the case may also be granted to the 

appellant.

...APPELLANT
Through;

Dated: /2024

(Muhan
Advoc ii

la^
ourl of Pakistan

&

(Muhammad Ibrahim Khan)
Advocate High Court Abbottabad

VERIFICATION:-

Verified that tiie contents of foregoing service appeal are true and correct to 

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

APPELLANT• • •



BEFORE CHAIRMAN KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.__^ -A/2024

Zeeshan Ahmed Junior Clerk sub Jail Dassu Kohistan.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

Inspector General of Prison, Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 
Miother.

RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Qazi MuhammadNaseem LHC (No. 27i), District Police^ Mansehra, do

hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of forgoing service appeal are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

concealed therein from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE; ^UMARSHADKHAN..! 
SALAHUDDIN

Service Appeal No.864/2019

.vv CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (ExecuUve)

'^■

r

I
I

■ '. >•. ;■ Zeeshan Ahmed, Junior Clerk, Sub Jail, Dassui Kohistan.
V

(Appellmi)

. •• 'fe,.
i.

J,

Versus
.*

1. The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs! Department, lOiyber
PaWitunkhwa, Peshawar. i

2. Inspector General of Prisons, Khyber Pakhtui^wa, Peshawar.
3. The Superintendant Sub Jail, Dassu Kohistan.i.P:

..S,

(Respon dents)I

i
>
i.

Present:

SMr. Arshad Khan Tanoli 
Advocate....... ................ '

>•
‘.y>■

...‘i.For appellant.
i

iV'* >-
Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For respondeits.

i
f

01.07.20-.9
.16.11.2022
.16.11.2022

Date of Institution 
Dates of Hearing.. 
Date of Decision.. I

f, il

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IldPUGNED 
ORDER DATED 04.11.2015 VIDE ANNEXURE ‘A’ WHEREBY, 
THE MAJOR PENALTY OF REDUCTION TO A LOWER 

STAGE IN A TIME SCALE FOR A PERIOD OF FIVE YEARS 

HAS BEEN IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AND THE 

PERIOD OF HIS ABSENCE FROM 01.02.2015 TO l!>.03.2bl5 (43 

DAYS) HAS BEEN TREATED AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY.

I

t

s
'

'
I',.

V. •. ..
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Senice Iv^ I

^< •
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JUDGMENT
rreni,
alim
tihpCHAIRMAN!. T^e aRpellant is aggrieved

of order dated 04.11.2015, ;
whereby major penalty of reduction to a 

lower stage in a time scale for a period of five Vears was imposed upon 

him and tine period of his absence from 01.02;2015 to 15.03.2015 (43
m \f'-

tr-; '■■

days) had been treated as leave without pay. j
1

; ■■■ ■ f
;

I

According to the appeal, the appellant- was serving as Junior 

Clerk, in the Prison Department and was in Sub-Jail Dassu, Kahistan;

1 2.

.V'

;
;

that because of his involvement In a criminal case, he remained absent

was awarded major penaltyfrom duty for 43 days, because of which he :i;

of reduction to a lower stage in a time scale for a period of five years
j

and his absence period was treated as leave without pay vide impugned 

order dated Q4.11.2Q15; that, the appellant was acquitted from the 

the learned Additional & Sessions Judge, Lahore”* *

♦

oncharge by

19.02.2019 and he filed departmental appeal which was not responded

within the statutory period, hence this appeal. ■
■ .1 1:

4
I;

On receipt of the appeal and its admission to ful hearing, the

summoned, who, on putting appearancfj, contested the
■ 1

raising therein niimerotts legal and factual
;

total denial of the claim of the

3.«

respondents were

appeal by filing written reply 

objections. The defence setup was a

appellant.
J -

v;-'-V>' '•

.
t

'■

.*r

i



>

-I'.' ^ • ■*...*

■ '

Serylcc 
f'/'i’bar 
't’-ilmd JO,

Appeal
f]okhrunkhi 

Chotr,

'■ ■■ \ '‘T:|llif. lilltd ••

Cm, Jii""■ '-"“"■ma/i a,I,I r I P<her", dicldeTim'^l^i^'^n'^ Worn* A Tribal dffalri Dcpariminl,
‘x-r.^.baiiabad, '

'V r^' 4 have heard learned
%'

counsel

voeate General for the respondenis.
for th? appellant and learned

Additional Ad W.

i •Pm i
1

5. The learned 

grounds detailed in the 

learned Additional 

supporting the impugned order.

I-'

counsel for the appellant 'reiterated the facts andtv
li

i
;memo and grounds of the appeal while tV,e 

Advocate General controverted the same by• . .:.

^v\ ■ ■

i

!

16. The first moot point for determination before us was question of

limitation but that had already been settled vide-the admitting note dated

13.07.2021 in the following manner:-

‘^However. in the impucned order, competent 
authority deviated from his own tentative decision 
and imposed major penalty of reduction to a 
lower stace in a time scale for a pt>riod of five 
years. Apart from the said major yenaltv. tlie 
period of absence of 43 days tvfls _also treated (js 
leave without nav. The imouened order on its 
face, for the reasons of absence of formal char^_
sheet at the time of commencement of entiuirj
proceedines. and on account of deviation of the
rnnrpptpnt authority from its tentative decision_jtf
imposition of minor penalty indicated in the s/iqtv 

-/ \ nni/.yg notice, is likely to suffer from voidness^Jf
fcv sufficient material and

jiistipcation bv the respondents. Thus, f/igrgjs
nnrertainiv as to whether the question of
tiniUntinn will have anv bearins or not”.

*r ^.s .4,

(
i...

1

'' / * ;•..

;■

.-i'.

i

■

asI i i
t

'V ItOti/i,:

■' !,k

. ■ .'-r-: :■

■ ~ .

The only question remained before this Tribunal for 

determination is whether the impugned order ;Of reducticn to a lower 

stage in a time scale for a period of five yekrs. It is in this respect
I)

observed that the very and only charge agaihst the a])pellant in the
I

statement of allegation was that he remained; absent from duty wx.f

7.

.*
<

’•*. •

• iT V

..

t
■r.i

*1-
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.prtiSS*IV(« /(flueo/ NO36-I/30I9 n'lled a, a
Khykcr />»*/«,,.,«,iio, Ptthmmr *'''""'5' »<>>"« >« TV/fca/ /(/Kilrj Ot.iortimni,

ATAn/t, *C/ra/Ar/ina, atiJ Salah Ud ?*'. hy Division tUiKhltemprlsIng Kaltin
. Coiirl/ihbanubnd, Khyber PakhiiinhJnTa Scvvict Tribio.'at, Camp

»
I *

01.02.2015 to 15.03.2015 that is i -43 days and ‘period of absence of 43 ■v'i'
i

ys s treated as leave without pay,!jhe competent authority had thus 

Itself regularized the absence of the appellantiby treating the same a; 

leave without pay, therefore, there existed 

awarding the impugned penalty to. the 

this appeal and

no legal justification for 

appellant. We, therefore, allow 

set aside the impugned order bated 04.VI .2015^ Costs 

e event. Consign.

*/

shall follow th ■'

*

1

i :,i

8. Pronounced in open Court at Abbotfabqd and given under 

hands and the seal of the Tribunal 

2022.

our
4
tj !

this'll'' (lay of November.
'}

5 on
i
.

1

KALIMARSHAD KHAN 
Chairman

Camp court Abbottabad

■i I*;

v
P ■'

SALAH UD DIN 
Member (Judicial) 

Camp court Abbottabad
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\ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCK 

1'RIBUNAL GAMP COURT. ABBOTTABAB

CM No. -A/2023

Zccshaii AJiniad .lunior Clerk Sub Jail Dassu Kohistan.
...PKTITIONKR

v!:rs\js

1. Inspector CJcneral of Prison, KJiybcr Pakhlxinkhwa, Pcshawai-. 
Superintendent Sub Jail, Dassu, Kohistan.2.

...RESPONDKNTS

SERVICE APPKAL

APPIJCATION 1-OR IMPLEMENTATION OE

JUDGMI'NT DAT!-:!) 16/11/2022 IN SERVICE

APPliAL NO. 864/2019. RESPONDENT VIDE ORDER

DA'lIiD 10/02/2023, 'ITIE PUNISIIMENI' OF

RliDUCTION TO LOWliR S'lAGli IN TIME SCALE

1-OR PERIOD OF 5 YI-ARS WAS SET-ASIDE BUT

Sl-NlORny AS Wlil.l. AS PROMOTION IS NOT

BliiNG GIUVNTED TO riu^

AJ^PLICANT/APPl'l.LANT WHICH. IS THE

VIOLAnON OF 'FI Hi JIROGMENT DA'iDD

16/11/2022 OF Tins ilONOURAI3LE TRIBUNAI..



2

r- 'P-/5RcspoctfuUy Shewclli:-

1. 'I'hat tile applicani/appcllant filed 

appeal No. 864/2019 regarding illegal 

reduction to the Lower Stage in time scale 

for a period of 05 years. Copy of Service 

Appeal No. 864/2019 is attached as 

. Annexure “A”.

sciwice

2. Thai, this Honourable tribunal accepted 

service appeal of the appellant/applicant 

vide judgment dated 16/11/2022 and set- 

• aside the impugned order dated 04/11/2022. 

Copy of judgment dated 16/11/2022 of this 

Honourable Tribunal is attached as 

Annexure “B”.

3. Thai, a Her . passing of judgment dated 

16/11/2022 by tliis Honaurablc 'I’ribunal, 

respondent did not bother to implement 

judgment dated 16/11/2022 in its true spirit 

As a result, tlie applicant/appellant filed 

implementation petition before this. 

Honourable Tribunal, following this, 

respondent No. 1 implemented the judgment 

vide oi-dcr dated 10/02/2023 and the '

punishraent of reduction to. f.owcr stage in 

the lime scale for a period of 05 years was 

set-aside. Copy of order dated 10/02/2023 is 

attached as Annexure “C”.

A’



Ih):h
4. I’hal once, ihc punishnicnl of reduction to 

Lower Stage in a lime scale for a period of 

05 years ivS .set-aside then promotion as well 

as rcsipration of seniorily as a matter of right 

is to be allowed to the applicant/appcllant 

but the respondents’ dcpanmcni arc neither 

rectifying the seniority list nor promoting
V' ■ • j ''

the petitioner which i.s clear violation of
------------------------------------------

■judgment dated 16/11/2022

\\

of this
Honourable tribunal which amounts to
contempt of court. •

In view of the above, it is prayed that respondent 

may be directed to allow the seniority of the petitioner 

and place him on the right place and thereafter promote 

the appellanl/applicant to the -next higher rank 

designation failing which contempt of court proceedings 

may be initialed to punish the respondent.

/T

... APPLICANI /PETITIONER:3sTAt)bonab5ti

Through

Dated: /2023 .

(Mu
irgh CK)urt’f Abbottabad

&

)
(Muhammad HyfaHmTKhan) 

Advocate Migh Court, Abbotlabad
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SEKVTCF. 
TIHBUNAE CAMP COURT. ABBO i 1 AKAn

CM No. -A/2023

Zccslian Ahmad Junior Clerk Sub Jail Dassu ICohisian.
...PEimONER

VERSUS

Inspector General of Prison, Khybcr Pakliliinkhwa, I'cshawar and another.
f

) ...IHCSPONBENTS

APPLICATION

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zeeshan Ahmad Junior Clerk Sub Jail Dassu Kuliistan, do hereby 

solemnly alJiini and declare that the contonts of Ibregoing application are 

ti uc and concct to the best of my knowledge and belici and nothing has been 

concealed therein fi-ora this Monoiirablc Court.

.4
'"'a

1) E P O N E N T

./f y 1 •• ■>
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D‘Vmn^A.-;4?il. ^'ISv:
.: -M •.. <.?

..SiN

fis; xec^iiOnPciitioii No.611/2023 liaed^iSccsIiun Ah^d Vs; IhspccWr
PftSQns, Khykr Pflkliiunkltwa, Peahawa^ and olltert"

Learned (ijunsci for the petitioner undMr. Asif Masttod. Ali 

Shah learned Deputy District Aiiomoy atongwiih Mr. iiuleman

Senior InsiwciOT for lhe respondents present.

2. AlUiDugh, the subalantial compliance of the order was made 

by production of btder dated 10.03.2023 but the: consequential 

benefits were not, stated lb, have been acUiaily; granted and Utc 

learned counsel for the pedtiooer has'mtcd.ihai diQ process whicli 

ought to have been compieted before submission of compliance 

repon, wits started alter submission of the order dated 10.03.2023. 

Bo dial as it may, since the office of respondents has initiated the 

process of the redressal of the desired grievances which were not 

though part of appeal and the judgment of the Tribunal, 

diereforc, this petition is filed. Consign, 

jf. Pronounced in ojxn Court at Abboiiabad and given under 

my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this day of October, 

2023.
k
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Date of rrc'cntaii'^n of 
fjqmber of 

Copying Ptc,w«
Urgent 
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To.
The Secretary to the Government of Khyber PakhtunWnwi. 
Home & TAs Deparm^t Peshawar

APPLICATlON/ADVtCESubject; 
Dear Sir,

/DDo to refer to the subject and state that Mr. Zeeshan Ahmad. Seniof
ClerK {BPS.14) presently posted at District Jail Mansehni vms awarded m^x peoaSy of 
reduction to a lower stage in a time scale for a period of Rve years in a fteparerontel

order dated 04-11-2015 (F/A), Against»« said major penalty, he 
preierred a departnental appeal before ttw Appellafe Authority through proper chrmne) but the 
same was rejected vide Home Department letter (F/B). Thereafter, preferred servioe ai^reai 
No. 864/2019 before Khyt»r Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar which hw been 
disposed off vide judgment dated 16-11-2022 (F/C) and Ore impugr^ed perwfty was set-eskfe. 
Against the learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service TrRjunal Judgment dated 16-11-2022. the 
department filed CPLA in the August Supreme Court of Pakistan, which is sM pending. On the 
other hand, the appellant filed execution petition No. 27r2Q23 before the Learned S«vte 
Tribunal for implementation of Judgment dated 16-11-2022, Resuftantly. the Chairman Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Inbunal issued order sheet dated 22-02-2023 tF/DL toon&rgty. 
judgment dated 16-11-2022 referred to abo\*e. was implemented corxIftiQhi^. ^ibiect to fin^ 

outcome of CPLA from the August Supreme Court of Pakislan vkte Ws dfics order ds^ 10- 
03-2023 (FIE).

Now vide (F/F). the appellant has submitted an appScation, whsr^ he requasfed 
for due seniority f promotion and back benefits yv#i effe^ from 04-11-2015. as 

subsistence period of penalty, soma junior collaaguas were promoted and the appic^ was 
superseded for the above major penalty In his service record.

In view of the above, it is requested that the case of die above named ofSced 
may kindly be referred to Establishment Department for necessary advfoe on fdtewng 

Doints:
a. VN^ether the request for granting due seniority'fpromotion & back benefte of the 

above named appellant can be considered white CPLA is pendlr^ te the August 
Supreme Court of Pakistan against the judgment ibid dated 16-11-2022 or
othenvise? And .

b If the August Supreme Court of Pakistan decided the case m mvor « the 
appellant, men he will be granted promotion / seniwty from die due dale, wfien 
his junior colleagues were promoted during subsistence p^iod of pwaHy or
otherwise?

An early action is requested being court matter FaithfuBy

DEPUTrimECTORfE) 

INSPECTORATE GENERAL OF PRISONS,
khyber pakhtunkhwa PESHAW^

i

Copy of theabov's is forwarded to the Superint^ent District Jail Mansehra for 

ferencQ to his tetter No. &4a\Vt dated 20-03-2023, pteasa.

•--'Abbo^iiiD^'cr

Endst: No..

information with re



j

"■■'Igssubject: - ^PUCATIQN/Anmnp 2 2: .- ;1.*.
*. V :'■ pear Sir -viI

i

■

am directed to refer to your letter No, SO(Pnson)to8-3/KC/ab22 

dated 07.05.2023 on the subject noted above and to state that order of the Service 

Tribunal has already been implemented conditionally subject to final outcome in fiie

.* «.

<•
I •-

CPLA filed by the Administrative Department. Moreover, the official would retain his
04.11.2015. As far as consideration of promotion Isfnter-se-seniority as on 

concerned, Para4V(i) of the Promotion Policy is quite clear which stipulates that
■subjudice seniority will not debar the corrrpetent foram to make recommendations^

™oh pr.™«on -I »a — .«» »bi,» B «1««« « «

(copy enclosed).case

y,

I I :
i /;'‘v

Yours faithfully' *
.{

W^-r

!•**. ;
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p"Wm:m--

I.'*
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