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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 295/2024

Amjad Ali Shah .......coceeeviiiveeeciscisssessinsssessessessessossesscses APPELLANT

REPLY/COI\'IMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 05, 14, 16, 17, 31
33, 35, 43, 63, 65. 68, 79, 80, 320

PRELIMINARY .OBJECTIONS .

1. That since no departmental appeal has ever been preferred against.the final
seniority list dated 15.01.2024 as such the Service appeal (the appeal)is not
maintainable within the meaning of Section 4 (a) of the Act. ‘

2. That since .an appeal against the Tentative Seniority List is provided to
departmental authority under Section 22 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil
Servants Act, 1973 (the Civil Servant Act) and rules made there under as such the
appeal in hand is barred under the provisions of law including S. 4(a) of the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunals Act, 1974(the Service Tribunals Act).

3. That since the Computer Operators are not impleaded as a party to the appeal as
such the appeal is bad for nonjomder of necessary party. "

4, That the appeal in hand is not preferred within a period of 30 days, and after lapse
of time period of 90 days so prescribed for departmental appeal, as such the appeal

in hand is not preferred within the time limits prescribed i in Section 4 read w1th
proviso (a) of the Service Tribunals Act.

ON FACTS:

1. That Para No. 1 of the appeal is incorrect. The appellant is a civil servant of
District Cadre.

2. That Para No. 2 of the appeal is superfluous and needs no detail reply/comments.
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3. That in response to narrations made in Para No.3 of the appeal it is respectfully
submitted that under the garb of the esteemed order of Peshawar High Court,
followed by the order of Service Tribunal, appellant and others are makmg

. successive attempts to fraudulently, 1llegally and unlawfully capture the status of
Senior Scale Stenographers without undergoing the criteria prescribed by the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appointment, Promotion and Transfer)
Rules, 1989(APT Rules).According to the judgment and order of the High Court
dated 16.03.2022, SMBR was directed to look into the petitioners’ applications

and decide the same in accordance with law and rules on the subject within a

period of two months positively. That in compliance with the same and while

acting in accordance with law and rules on the subject, SMBR has rejected the

said applications vide judgment and order dated 13.05.2022.

That the appellant and others (i) concealed the alaove judgment and order of

SMBR and(ii) arranged a manipulated notification dated 01.07.2022.for (iii)
portraying the same to have been issued contrary to the spirit of the Judgment and
order of the High Court. That (iv) the same was connivingly challenged Before the
High Court in COC application bearmg No. 474-P of 2002 in WP No. 3087-P of
©°2019.That Vide Judgment and order dated 08.12.2022, and while dlsposmg the
said COC appl1cat10n the High Court has directed that if the petitioners are stzll

aggrieved, they can approach the proper forum.

That thereafter, an appeal was preferred before the Service Tribunal

wherein none amongst the private respondents were impleaded as a party, and by

twisting' the facts and through misrepresentation and by exercising fraud, order
dated 5™ October 2023 was secured from the Serv1ce Tribunal. That since the
private respondents were not 1mpleaded as a party in the said appeal as such the

same is neither binding nor enforceable against the private respondents.

That despite the fact that the said order of the Service Tribunal was
implemented by the authority, though illegally, and the appellant and others were

adjusted by ihsei‘ting their names at the margin of joint Seniority List of Regular

Assistants &Senior Scale Stenographers, however and for protection of the rights

of private respondents the appellant and others were placed on the bottom of the

P

seniority list.

(Copies of the order of SMBR dated 13.05.2022, Notification dated
01.07.2022, COC application dated 12.11.2022, Judgment and order of the
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High Court dated 08.12.2022 and that of Service Tribunal dated 5™ October

2023 are respectively attached as annexure “RA to RE”).

4. That in response to narrations made in para 4 of the appeal it is respectfully

submitted that appellant was initially appointed as Computer Assistant in BPS-11
and was finally appointed/upgraded as Computer Operator BS-16 and was placed
in the Technical Cadre of the said group of Civil Servants.

That the right place of the appeilant is suitably providedj in the Seniority list
of Computer Operators of the office of Deputy Commission of the concemed
district. According to entries at S. No. 2 of Notification dated 23/01/2015 1ssued in
pursuance of sub rule (2) of Rule 3 of APT Rules, 1989 a Computer Operator
becomes eligible to promotion as Senior Scale stenographer on the basis of
Seniority Cum -ﬁtness from amongst the Computer Operators with 5 years
experience as such in the office of respective Deputy Commissioner of the

District.

- That the inclusion of name of the appellant in the Joint Seniority list of
Assistants and Senior Scale Stenographers is not the result of any promotion of the

ai)pellant under APT Rules but inserted by the deparﬁnent and placed at the

margin of the Seniority list of the Assistants and Senior Scale Stenographer to

comply with the orders of the Service Tribunal without affecting the vested rights
of private respondents, joining the combined Seniority list after attaining

appointment/promotion under APT Rules.

It is respectfully added that despite inserting his name-in the seniority list of

Assistants & Senior Scale .S'tenographers on the premisé of judicial orders, the

appellant has not appliéd' for removal of his name from the seniority list of

' Computer Operators meant for their promotlon to the post of Senior Scale

Stenographers Private Secretary etc.

That 'Existence of name of appellant placed in the said list under the

directions of the Service Tribunal is to remain penphcral and on the margm of the
list till the appellant qualifies for his regular enlistment by(3) securmg _

‘recommendation for promotion as Senior Scale Stenographer from Departmental

W
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- Promotion Committee, (ii) followed by approval of such recommendations by the

a.

Authority, and (iii) then notification of his such promotion in the official gazette.

(Copy of seniority list of Computer Operators, alluding the name of
appellant and Notification no. 2074/Estt:1/II/135/SSRC Peshawar dated
23.01.2015 respectively attached as annexure “RF” &“RG” relied).

: SR

. That in response to Para 5 of the appeal it is submitted that against the said final

: senion'tj list and after rejection of the objections vide the said order of SMBR

dated 15.01.2024, no departmental appeal as envisaged in the law has been

preferred by the appellant and hence the appeal in hand is not maintainable.

That Para 6 of the appeal is irrelevant and superfluous and, therefore, answered

accordingly.

That the appellant has admitted in Para 7 of the appeal that he has received the
order of departmental authonty regrettlng his request on next day, i.e. on -

16.01 2024 That agamst the said order, the appellant has failed to prefer any

.departmental appeal and as such the service appeal is not maintainable and,

moreover, by the efflux of time limitation, the impugned seniority list has attained

finality and the relief claimed has become inco gnizant and time barred.

In response to Para 8 of the Service appeal it is submitted that the appellant is not

entitled to promotion to the post of Tehsildar on mere insertion of his name in the

list, and without promotion u(zder APT Rules as a Senior Scale Stenographer:

GROUNDS:k

No detail reply/comments warranted. The name of the appellant is to remain on
the margin of seniority list and is to be given appropriate position after attaining -
his promotion as Senior Scale Stenographer. Moreover, by poftraying his conduct

in the above manner, the appellant has opted for his career progression by joining

~civil administration as Tehsildar via the pathway méant, for Senior Scale

" Stenographers as such, he cannot seek promotion to other positions such as Private

Secretary etc. and his name is liable to be struck of from the Seniority list of

Computer Operators.

That official respondents are bound to follow the prox)isions of law including

Section 8 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 and Rule 17 of Appointment, Promotion
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& Transfer Rules, 1989. In view of exercise of his option, the name of appellant is

-~ liablé to deletion from the Seniority list and is to be placed at the appropriate place

after his promotlon to the post of Senior Scale Stenographeér.

. Incorrect. The note' given in the Seniority list of the Cadre of Assistants and Senior

Scale Stenographers is meant for clarification of the complex situation emerging

as because of the implementation of the Judgment of the Service Tribunal vis-a-vis

extending protection and treatment in ‘accordance with law to all including the

private responidents who were condemned unheard and against whom proceedings
were initiated and conducted unfairly, illegally, unlawfully and in negation to the
notion of right of fair trial so vested in the pnvate respondents by Art. 10-A of the
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

. The story mentioned in ground “D” finds no support from any provision of law

and rules The appellant 1 may certamly be ﬁndmg a nght place when he qualifies
the prescribed criteria, undergoes the assessmentsmeant. for his evaluation and

promotion as a Senior Scale” Stenographer, followed by a notification of his

_promotion in the official gazette. Answered accordingly.

- l

. Incorrect. The appellant is pursuing illegal gains in the name of treatment in

accordance with law. He is seeking advancement of his career without undergoing

and without submitting himself to the assessment criteria of promotion meant and

‘ prescnbed for becoming a Tehsﬂdar That for enabling the Authorlty to place his

~ name in an ascending posmon of the joint seniority list, he is to acquire promotion

at the first instance, as Senior Scale stenographer.

. Incorrect. A detailed reply has been given in the above paras.
. Needs no reply.'

. The appeal is not mamtamable barred by law mcludmg time limitation prescribed

for such appeals.

PRAYER:

It is respectfully prayed that while dismissing the appeal, orders for deletion of
name of the appellant either from the Joint Seniority Llst or Seniority list of
Computer Operators may gracxously be passed.

Y
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

'SERVICE APPEAL NO. 295/2024

Amjad Ali Shah
. VERSUS

.Senior Member Board of Revenue and Others

REPLY FOR AND ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS TO AN
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY INJUNCTION.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;

1-

2-

Para No 1 needs no reply.

Para No 2 & 3 is incorrect.
Appellant has got no prima facie case. An appeal against the Tentative

- Seniority List is provided to departmental authority under Section 22 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973 and rules made there under as
such the appeal in hand is barred under the provisions of law including S. 4(a)
of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunals Act, 1974, Besides, appellant is
making successive attempts to fraudulently, illegally and unlawfully capture
the status of Senior Scale Stenographers without undergoing the criteria
prescribed by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil ~Servants (Appomtment
Promotlon and Transfer) Rules, 1989

That Para No. 4 is incorrect.

Balance of inconvenience will tilts towards Answering Respondents if an

interim order is granted to the Appellant and adversely affect their vested rights
secured to them under the Civil Servants Act, 1973.

Tt s, therefore respectfully prayed that the apphcatlon of the
AppelIant be dismissed.

~ Respondents

Throughﬁ%fé’>

/____*?
» Muhammade/Azeem Khan Afridi

Advocate High Court(s)
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BEFORE TI-[E KHYBER PAKHTUNIGIWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL —
PESHAWAR,

SERVI_CE APPEAL NO. 295/2024
Amjad Ali Shah
VERSUS

" Senior Member Board of Revenue and Others

~ AFFIDAVIT:

do hereby solemnly affirm on oath that the/ontents of the attached reply are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept concealed from
this Honourable Court

eponent
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BEFORE THE SENIOR MEMBER BOARD OF REVENUE ’Q A
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :
MJS. Azhar Igbal Mughal and Usman Akhtar, Computer Operators-(BPS-16) and i
ohters, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Haripur, . - -
A (Appellants)
Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others '

o | (R'(_espondents)
ORDER.
1. Facts of the case are that the Peshawar High Court has disposed off Writ Petition

No. 3087-P/2019 with LR with CM No. 277-P/2020 with Chief Minister No. 532-P/2021
with CM No. 2331-P/2021 with the direction to look into the Petitioner’s application and
decide the same in accordance with law and rules on the subject within a period of two
months positively,

2. Iri"'cémpliance with the order of hon;ble Peshawar High Court the petitioners
Azhar Igbal Mughal etc, Computer Operator s were called for personal hearing on
18.04.2022 before the Senior Member, Board of Revenue.

3. The applicants contended that they were appointed as Computer Assistants and
lateron were merged together with the post of Key Punch Operator (BPS-OS),{)ate Entry @U
Operator (BPS-09) and Computer Operators (BPS-10) vide Finance Department
Notification dated 12.07.2010. That all these different categories were illegally merged
and were given the nomenclature of Computer Operator and were upgraded with a unified
BPS-12. Fm%ﬂcr contended that again the post of Computer Operator (BS-12) were
merged with the post of Data Processing Supervisor (BPS-14) and were upgraded to
(BPS-16) with the nomenclature of Compufer Operator vide Finance Department
Notification dafed 29.07.2016. That the applicanis were initially appointed as Computer
Assistants and the nature of job was the same as that of office Assistants. That by having
illegal and imprudently been merged with the distinetly line cadres in a unified scale-and
'similar nomenclature, the petitioners have been envisaged with formidable consequences
as having no further prospects of an_y' further promotion as against Office As’s.istams who
got tremendously bright future as having sepvice structure of getting further promotion as
Superintendents/Tehsildars under 15% quota in Tehsildari Rules, 2015, As the natue of
job of the applicants is same as that of Assistants therefore, the applicants 'n_lay be merged
with the seniority of Assistants in the office of concerned Deputy Commissioners to get

benefits of legal ]Sromotions.

@ CamScanner

- arfsTED




~ no merit are rejected/filed.

B T 2 . bt wmana - ren

-4, Applicants heard and record of the case. perused which revealed that the
applicants initially were appointed against the post of Computer Assistants. Lateron they
were merged together with the post of Key Punch Operator (BPS-08), Date Entry

Operator (BPS-09) and ‘Computer Operators (BPS-LO) vide the Finance Department

Notification dated 12.07.2010. The post of Computer Operators (BS-12) ‘were again
merged with the post of Data Processing Supervisor (BPS-14) and: were “upgraded to

(BPS-16) with the nomenclature of Computer Operator v1de Fmance Department

Notification dated 29,07, 2016. The Finance Department merged the posts as these were -

fall in the category of technical posts. The District’ Cadre Mlmstenal Servxce Rules
revealed that the Computer Operators have40% quota for promotlon to the post of Senior

Scale Stenographer ‘Once they promoted to the post of Semor Scale Stcnographer BS-16,

they will get further promotion to the post of anate Secletary as well as Tehsildar,

'I‘herefore the questnon of no furthér promotion, raised by the apphcants is not justified.

5. Furthermore, the merger Notifications were 1ssued by Finance Department

which were not challenged by the petitioners till 2018, Likewise, inclusion of Computer

Assistant in the seniority of the Assistants of the District is not the mandate of Board of

Revenue as all these technical posts were merged by the Finance Department. - The

applicants have no locus standi to agitate the merger notification issued by the Finance

Department before this Department, therefore the appli"'clatidhs- the applicants having

2 ‘s am Afridi
' Senlor Member

Announced
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The Honorable Senior Member Board of Revenue, ’ ?//) 2

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ol
/;?/M

Subject:  Review application Against the Order dated 13.05.2022 of Worth
Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Benign Sir,
It is very glamously subimitted:-

1. That the petitioners had initially moved appllcatlons / appeals on 22.10.2010
through proper channel (copics annexed as "Annexure “A” and on
20.12.2018 (copy annexed as Annexure “B) to this worthy office with
respect to bringing inline the cadre of the Petmoners with ‘that of their .
brothers i.e Office Assistants. ‘

2. That as those applications / appeal has not seen the gracious sight of your
2, —  goodself office  for considerable long period which constrained the

"~ petitionhers to approach the Honorable Peshawar High Court Peshawar for-
@_ 22- " redressal of their grievances and bring them at par with their brother cadre

M Office "Assistant .and soliciting for a joint séniority list with them a good
wnty omen for their future prospective plomotlon in the next cadre of
OLw e M Supermtendent/ Tehsildar.

O\Jz, 3. That the Peshawar High Court Peshawar was -gracious énough by holding
W the petitioners as intact in their right and sent the case to your goodself
office “for deciding pending list before yolir goodself office being the

?’7/5"/ 2027 relevant and the only competent forum. '

4, That when the case was fixed for hearing before your goodself office in the
light of the directions of the Honorable Peshawar High Court Peshawar,
instated of giving a benigene consideration, the same have simply been

tumned down by your goodself order dated 1305 2022 (copy annexed as
Annexure “C”,

5. That feeling aggrieved and being occupying the parental Chair, your
goodself is once again being approached by the petitioners for reviewing
the order dated 13.05.2022 (Annexure “C) upen the following grounds.

a.  That the Local Government System was introduced in 1the-'Y¢ar 2001 with
the inception of the Local Government System, District Coordination

CS CamScanner




Officers came into being. In the DCO’s Establishment; posts of Computer
Assistants (BPS-11) were created under the title of Computer Assistant,
which were equivalent to Office Assistant BPS-11 of that time.

That the appointment criteria, qualification and other eligibilities for both

pests ie Computer Assistant and Office Assistant. Subsequently the posts of -

Computer Assistants and Assistant were simultaneous!y upgraded.

~ that initially, the title of the post under which the petltloners ‘were appointed-

was Computer Assistant, but later on by virtue of Notification bearing No.

KC/FD/SO(FR)/? 3/2001 dated 12.07.2010 issued by Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department Peshawar, the nomenclature of
the post was changed as Computer Operator, whereby "the Computer
Assistant who were initially appointed effected due to this introduction of
new title as the merger of the post under new title as Computer Operator
instated” of Computer Assistant effected the promotion prospect of the
Colnpui:er Assistarit, who were primarily ajjpoint"e‘d as' Computer Assistant
with the intent to equate them vis-3-vis Assistant, As no structure was

framed meaning by they shall be treated under the prevaleht"appointmént '

promotion and transfer rules-1989 by providing them equal opportunities for
promotion parallel to Assistant of Board of Revenue working either in
Provincial Offices, Divisional Offices or District Offices of worthy SMBR,

~Con'umsmoners and Deputy Commissioners respectwcly

That 1t is pertinent to mention here that the Computer ‘Assistant BPS-11,

KPOs,” DEOs, Cos (BPS-8,9,10) were 1nel‘ged and titled as Computer
Operator (BPS-12) vide Notification bearing: ‘No. KC/FD/SO(FR)/7-3/2001
dated 12.07.2010 issued by Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance
Department, which is amounting to injustice’ by thwartmg the promotion
prospeot of the pctxtloncls

That the irony of fate is that initially when the posts of Computer Assistant
were crated it was meant as step brother of Office Assistant and for the same
purpose not only the nomenclature was assigned ‘the same, but rather was
given and placed in the same BPS-11. This brotherhood was devastated
when up-gradation of the’ KPO, DEO and Computer Operator were
upgraded. Now When this cadre of KPO, DEO and CQ were upgraded, the

cadre of the petitioners was separated from Office Assistant and was brought

and clubbed. together with these newly upgladed posmons in a gleamingly
illegal and void manner, - :

That the nature of job for which the Computer Assistant had been recreated
remains the same in-spite of being clubbed together with distinctly lying
cadre under the common title of Computer Operator as that of Office
Assistant for all intents and purposes including vb"ut- not limited to Office

g!g CamScannér
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Assistant training, Office Assistant Jobs description and Office Assistant Job
responsibilities whether it be nota noty or any other reSpon31b1hty assigned
to Ofﬁce Assistant,

g, That inspite of all these facts and cncumstances the case of the petitioners
was tumed down for no good reason.

h.  That your goodself office is the only competent forum of the instant issue
and as per law only' the concurrence of Finance and Establishment
Department are required otherwise the proposal for subject matter, its
justification, requirements and essentialities as well as approval all within
the competency of your goodself office whose examples are lying in the
office of your very goodself office whether it is the creation / reservation of
the 20% quota for the Post of Tehsildar for Office Assistant or its further
bifurcation between Office Assistant of Board of Revenue and
Commissioner'/ Deputy Commissioner Offices or whether its the creation /
reservation of 5% quota of the Post of Tehsildar for Office Assistant
working in the office of Senior Member Board of Revenue. In all these cases
this is your goodself office which is competent forum in principle.

In the light of submission mentioned above, your goodslef is pleased to
gracious enough to review_and revisit order dated 13.05.2022 and got it set-
aside and by doing so the petitioners be bring at par with Office Assistant by
separating them from Computer Operator and bring them in the joint -
seniority list of Office Assistant and Senior Scale Stenographer in the office
of Commissioners / Deputy Commissioners with further prayers of paving -
ways for further promotion to the post of Superintendént / Tehsildar with
same ways as that of Office Assxstant with all back bencﬁt since from the
date of initial appointment. - A

Petitioners

| W .')'C’D/’Z’-‘ .
‘@0 oS
Mr. Azhar-Xgbal Mughal & Others

Computer Assistant/CO (BPS-16)
DC office , Haripur

F:S CamScanner




~ GOVLRNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
BOARD OF REVENUE,
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.

[ PeshawarDatedthe () ] 072022

4

et
(8] eonsnm

NOTIFICATION:
No. Estt:II/WP/3087-P/19/Azhar Iqbal Mughal/: [552&-2,( Consequent upon the

acceptance of ‘}{eview Petition in connection with the order of the Peshawar Hiéﬁ Ccﬁtrt Peshawar
issued on 16.03.2022 m ‘Wri.t Petition No. 3087-P/2Q1§ tiiled’ Azhar Igbal ;vlughal and
Usman Akhtaf, Co:ﬁpﬁter:Assistmts Versus Government of AKhyber'Pzikhtulﬂ-(hw;x and othe;s,
the Compefeni Authority is pleased to adju;st names of the petitioners (Thirteen 13 i.:r'lAJ‘mmbers) in
the jgint ééniérity list of Assistants and Senior Scale Stenc;gfzb\ph.ér:sybfﬁccs of thé Cohmissioner‘s

and Deputy Commissioners at Provincial level with immediate effect.

With the approval of
‘Competent Authority

No. & Date Even.

Copy forwarded to the:-

Commissioners of the respective Division.

Deputy Commissioners of the respective Districts.
_PS to Senior Member Board of Revenue.

PS to Member-11I Board of Revenue.

PS to Secretary-I Board of Revenue.

Officials concerned:

Office order file.

po

Al ol e

(NOOR KHAN)
© Assistant Sceretary (Estt)
Boatd of Revenue
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PESHAWAR,
COC No. __ /2022

In
Writ Petition No. 3087-P/2019

.C
JIS

. 1. Azhar Igbal Mughal, Computer Assistant.

WX
2. Usman Akhtar, Computer Assistant.

....... Petitioners

VERSUS

Mr. Zakir Hussain Afridi, Senior Member Board of Revenue (Revenue &
Estate Department) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. '

Respondents

APPLICATION UNDER ARTICLE Bé\é OF THE CONTEMPT OF
COURT ORDINANCE, 2003 READ WHTH ARTICLE 204 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC RPEUBLIC OF PAKITAN, 1973

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the Petitioners had earlier filed a Writ Petition No. 3087-P/2019
which was disposed off by this August Court vide the order & judgment
dated 16-03-2022. (Copies of Writ Petition No. 3087-P/2019 &

Order & Judgment Dated: 16-03-2022 is annexed here as
Annexure “A & B")

2. That the Petitioners had filed their Petition titled as “Azhar Igbal versus
Govt. of KPK” in order to derive the attention. of this August Court
towards the fact that the Petitioners had been appointed as Computer
Assistants in BPS-11 (initially at the time of devolution of offices of
DCOs/DCs) be equated to the Assistants and to struck down the.
thwarted/halted prospects of promotions of the Petitioner and to include
the Petitioners in the joint seniority list of Office Assistants and Senior

Scale Stenographers for purposes for promotions and relevant service
structures and rules.

3. That the Petitioners submitted at the bar that if the Hon'ble Court issue
directions to the Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, to decide the
Petitioner’s application pending before the Respondent, so the Petitioner

would not press this writ petition. Hence, on that note, this August Court
was aracious enouah to diract tha Racnandantc .fn" InAY  intn  tha




COC474-2022 Azhar Igbal Mui |I| VS Zakir Hussain CF.pdf

4. That thereafter the Respondent vide Notification no. Esttll/WP/3087-
P/19/AZHARIQBALMUGHAL/18628-35 Dated: 01-07-2022 pronounced
the adjustment of the Petitioners in joint seniority lists of the Assistants
and Senior Scale Stenographers offices of the Commissioners and Deputy
Commissioners at provincial level with immediate effect. but up-till now
after the issuance of above notification at Annexure “C”, the SMBR has
not issue Revised Joint Seniority List under the Appointment Promotion &
Transfer Rule 17(3). (Copy of the Impugned Notification no.
EsttII/WP/3087-P/19/AZHARIQBALMUGHAL/18628-35 Dated:
01-07-2022 & Rules is annexed here as Annexure “C & D")

5. That in-spite of clear cut directions from this August Court, the time has
lapsed, but the adamant Respondent has not issued the seniority lists, 3!
not only this but the requisite time to decide the matter was encompassed ]
and restricted to two months and the matter in hand should have been:
dug and decided back in the second quarter of the year 2022, but actions
on part of the Respondent has rendered himself liable to initiation of the i
contempt of court proceedings against him. b

It is therefore most humbly prayed, on acceptance
of the instant application, the contempt of Court
proceedings may very graciously be initiated against the
Respondent, and be punished accordingly.

’ d

It is further prayed, that the respondent be directed
to implement the reverend judgement / order of this
August Court in letter and spirit.

Dated: November 12, 2022 | _
Petitioner 2

Through
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IN THE HON’BLE PESHAWAR HIGH coum'
PESHAWAR

1

CoC No: /2022

In -
7 19
w.pNo 22880 7 .

Azhar igbal Mughal & Other - P
VERSUS

Zakir Hussain & Others

AFFIDAVIT

|, Azhar igbal Mughal S/o,Mi.ihammad Zardad Khan

R/o Muhalla, P/o Mankray, Tehsil & District Haripur,

do hereby solemnly affirm & declare on oath that all

contents of instant petition are true and correct to the

best of my know!edge and belief and nothing has been
- concealed from this August Court

CNIC: 13302-6836424-5 v
Cell No: 0332-5482015

Identified b'y

, JayedTgbal Gulbela P :
o ' ' Lerunied that the above was verified on solemniy
dvacate, Supreme Court of : 4
. . _ _ affirmation hefore me in offlce this
Pakistan : day of... YV, "f:/‘ ......... M"’ 7’»‘ ..........
sto. IV 2arded M‘ HArJ.Ph*
who was ident. - J‘I”‘/ /64
| Whois perscnaily # 1. W

A STEp
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PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PESHAWAR.

 FORM ‘A’ | | ',_g
'FORM OF ORDER SHEET

- [Date oforder. | Order or other proceedin@ith the order of the Judge |

| 08.12.2022 | COC No.474-P of 2022 in W.P.No.3087-P of 2019.

Present: - *Mr.Javed Igbal Gulbela, advocate for the
_ petitioners. :

Mr.Asad Jan Durrani, AAG alongwith I I
- Mr.Sadullah Khan, Assistant Secretary on | . ’
behalf of the respondent. ‘ o

LAL JAN KHATTAK, .L As the order of tﬁis court

|. dated 16.03.2022 has been complied with by-the
respondent by issuing the deéifed Notification dated

01.07.2022 whereby names of the petitioners in the joint

seniority list of Assistants ‘and Senior Scale
Stenographers wofking in the offices of the .
Commissioners and 6eputy ‘Coipmiséioners at provinciél

Jlevel have been included, therefore, this petition has . %

. achieved its 'goal and is dismissed as such. Howeye;r. if
the petitioners. are still éggrievéd, they can approach the
| proper forum for the redressal of their grievance, if so

advised.
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Sewtwce Appwal No. | T9R2022

B L
' v -
QRINLE - | - c N
SR 2020 ) Leamed counsel for the appellam present. Ms. Asif

Masoud ANl Shali, Deputy District 'Mtomoy alongwith. Mr |
Ghulam Shabir, Assistun Secrotary for ofticial reypondents No

b oand 2 and counsel for impleaded respondents No 3 1o 17

present

2 Atthe vary outset, learned counsel for the appellant
referved 10 notification dated 01.07.2022, issued by the Board of
Revenue, Revenue and Estte Depantment, Government of
Khyber I’akhtunkhwnl, wheroin the competent authority had |

stutedly odjusted the names of the appellants and others in the |

joint senority lst of -Assiswms and Senior Scale Stenographers
at the offices of the Commissioners and Deputy Comunissioners
ut the provincial level w.c.fthe dato of issuance of the notification

* but there wass no such seniority list prepared, circulated or handed

Ly <.

"over 1o the persans listed in the lisl. Nor any such, is produced

beforc this Tribunal. Learncd counse! for the appellant says thar .
appellant would be satisfied if a direction is given to- the

~ respondents o issue seniority list, in compliance of notification

dated 01.07.2022, within fiftcen days. It is, however, funher'
requested by the leamed counsel for the appellant that unless

issuﬁnce of the seniority list further promotion may not be made.

fr b s In this respect it is observed that the depariment shall make
"\' prp

ot '
promotion from the seniority list which is prepared in the hght of )

e,

LETETITR

b3 J




S - .

Notilication dated 01.07.2022 und ulimately finalized. Copy of -
the same be handed over 10 all the persons so listed in tie list. .

Divpared of in the abuve terms. Connign. y

| Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under -

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on thl: 5" day of Oclaber

024
|MuhmnmJ[ML Cfe/ (Knlun Arshad Khun)
. Member (E) Chairman
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TENTATIVE - SENIQRITY LIST OF COMPUTER OPERATORS WORKING AT THE £STABLISHMENT OF
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, HARIPUR AS IT STOOD ON 31.12.20 3

& No. Name & Designation. Date of Qualification. | Date of Ist Dute of Regular Method of Department
: Birth. eatry into Appointinent/ Recruitment. i
Govt: Promotion
Service, As Computer
. _ Operator. .
1. Mr. Saad Khan 145-11-1976 M. Se 21-05-2003 24-05-2003 Dircct F&P. Haripur i
p Mr. Mohammad Afzaal  §42-11-1982 | MBA 21.05-2003 21-05-2003 Direct P&D. Harpur ‘
3. Mr, Azhdr Igbal Mughal | 45-03-1973 __MA 21-02-2004 21-02-2004 ‘Direct D.C, Haripur - 1
3. Mr. Nasit Mehmood Khan | 23-03-1983 B. Sc. 19-06-2006 19-06-2006 "Direct F&P Haripur
S, Mr. Muhammad Muneer | 06-03-1981 B.Com 30-06-2006 . 30-06-2006 Direct _F&P. Hafipur
6. Mr. Usman Akhtar 23-05-1983 M.A (IR) 25-09-2006 25-09-2006 Direct D.C. Haripur
7. Mr. imran Khan 19-07-1983 M.A 01-07-2013 01-07-2013 Direct F&P, Haripur
-8, Mr. Aadf hrar 15-02-1938 M.Com 24-03-2016 _24-02-2016 Direct SDC. Haripur
T 9, Mr. ZanubSultan 06-03-1991 MSc(CS) 23.02-2016 24-02-2016 Direct SDC. Haripur
% 0. ! Mr. Adnan Bashir 29-10-1987 _BS(CS) 25-02-2016 _25-02-.2016 Direct SDC. Hanisur
1. | Mr. Fah¢em llvas 13-02-1991 BS (CS) 26-02-2016 26-02-2016 Direct ) SDC. Haripuwr
2. 1 Mr. Kamil Ahmed 19-01-1992 BS (Hons) 26-02-2016 _26-02-2016 Direct _SDC. Hanpur
13, i My, Zc?n.::-?— Bilal _ 1 28-03-1993 B.Com 6-02-2016 __26-02-2016 Direct —SDC. Hasisur © -
4§ M, sﬁ&ﬁ— Basit 16-01-1992 B.Com 29-02-2016 __29-02-2016 Direct SDC. Rarimur ~
~_15. | Mr. Faizan Romail 28-08-1995 B.Com 28-09-2013 29-02-2016 | Dinect SDC, Hanwsr
L1611 Me Muhammad ljaz (H-01-1990 BSe 25-07-2016 03-09-2019 Direct : SDC. Haripur -
t 17, 1 Mr. Hilal Tan _121-11-1993 BS (CS) . 05-09-2019 03-09-2019 Direct SDC:Harimar i
- I 18I Mr. Hamid Tanohi 02-02-1995 BS (CS) 05-09-2019 05-09-2019 Diet c.» Haripur o u
P
A U%:fyera.. AN
. , | zua._v.:..
No. AE/Scniority/ m...mls&% MDCH) Dated: %t / .thuk\
Copy tu the: w . . A
1. Additlonal Depury Commissioner (F&P). Haripur. g S
2. Officials concerncd. \ .,,/ . ‘
. Depy .5:74,..,"”2:,._..\ o i
Haripuy.

k




SENIORITY LIST IN RESPECT OF co_nggu‘r_eg‘ QPERATORS” {BPS-16) OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER KARAK AS STOOD Ot 31-12.2021
/rsz Nanmips D.0.B Qualificatign | Domicile | Qate of 15t entry into | Date of tegylar appom:mcht/ ficthed  of < _ﬁ“[r;'ar'i; )
Gowt: Scrvice pramotion to the present post {Sclection/ Pvumononi %
1 | Abdus Samad 12/02/1981 | BA Karak 10/03/2003 10/03/2003 Durect |
2 Munir Hassan 02/02/1970 | MA Karak 15/09/1591 17/07/2004 Ourect ‘
3 | Jamshid Ali Shah 03/03/1978 | DA Karak 26/12/2002 04/11/2008 Direct -
4 | Fazeh Uliah 22/01/1981 | MCS/MBA | Karak 15/09/2005 -| 15/09/2005 Direct -
S | Zahig Ullah 07/03/1981 | MC$ Karak 15/09/2005 15/09/2005 - Ditect
6 | 2atig Kamal Akhtar 01/03/1988 [ BCS{Hons) | Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 Direct o
7 | Naseullah Khan 30/12/1988 | Msc Karak | 25/03/2016 | 25/03/2016 Dreat
S Khald-ur-Rehman 25/02/1988 | BBA({Hons) Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 Direct N
9 Muhammad Aatef 01/04/1989 | BCS{Hons) Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 Direct
10 | Tarig Ullah 01/04/1986 |M.A | Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 Direct
11 j Naseeb Ullah Khan, 14/09£1991 | BE(IT) Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 Direct |
12, Tahsr’j Mehmood 07/02/1885 | M.A [Alamia) | Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 1 Direat !
113 | tjaz Ahmed 30/08/1988 | M.A Karak 25/03/2016 - 25/03/2016 Duect !
, 2 | ZizUllah Khan 15/03/1979 | M.A Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 [ oirect |
{ 15 | Zand igbal 06/04/1591 | BS(CS) Karak 25/03/2016 25/03/2016 Durect ] -
[ 26 Amir'r\ﬁehmood 02/04/19890 | MCS Karak | 20/03/2016 20/04/2010 ' jDiwti i i

Endst: No. _/_i_%__/EA/DC-Karak/Seniority

Copy fprwarded to the:-

s %

1. Commissioner Kohat Oivision Kohat.

2. Assistant Secretary (Admn), Board of Revenue, Revenue & Estate Deptt Khyber Pakhtupkhwva, Peshawar.

3. All the Computer Operators’ DC's Office Karak.

Deputz mmsssumcr..__

Dated: {9—% /2022

Oeputy Commissioner .

Karak

Karalk
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LA C H
NOTIFICATION ™" BE

Tt

- g . . e - f - ‘ : [’cshawar,‘éafé'c’}ﬁ? 01'-203.5‘ ) . . : . ; B
% No. 1942/Est:1/135/SSRC. In pur.quance of the provisions contained in sub-ryje (2) of rule 3 of the North West i-‘ro:itier Province Civil Servants (Appoinunem;_ Promoticn and |
N ’ . ' . . s - - . & 0' » . . . - .

the Revenue and Estate Department, in consultation with the Establishmen and the Fifidnce Depariment, hereb)z lays down the method of Tecruitment, qualification and other
A ) . »
conditions spgciﬁed in column 3 1o 7 of the Appendix to this Notificition and applicable to pgsts bom on the cadre strength of Revenue and Estate Department specified in
_ “\J\ \ column 2 of the sajg appendix:- L , C o Lo
N o T APPENDIX S
' K -3 2 R 4 5 16 ’ 7
S.No | Nomenclature of Appointing Adinimum : Minimum r Age limit Method of recruitment .
the post Authority” - Qualification for Qualification i - o ’
: - | appointment by for appoiniment . -
| iritial recruitment or by promotion Co . _
g : | by transfer ' T N :
L. I'Tehsildar Administrative | Second class L}ggc,f,g.,d 21-30 . 3) /Twenty percent by initial recruitment: ang .
(Bpsie) | Secretary Graduation from any "‘?""j""’ ‘ Years ® " Sixty percent by promotion, on the. basis of joim seniority-cum-fitgess
: . . ".J(SMBR) . University con For injtial from amongst Naib Tehsildars, District Revenue Accountants, Disttict
Gl . recognized by the ‘ : Tecruitment Kanungos and Sub-Re‘gistra\'r With at Jeast five years service. .
ngher.EtEiucauon B , (©)  Tweny percent by promotion on the basis of joint senjority-cum-fitshss ‘
, / + | Commission _— ‘ j ~ from amongst Assistants of the Office of Board of Revenue, officel of
J ' a J Commissioners, Deputy Co;mnissioners and Political Agents havipg five

ars setvice as such.

WP3087-201 9; Azhar Igbal VS GOV‘t KP ‘Full PG 51




2 217 7 . 3 - 4 5 § - - : 7 . -
L “1-A | Reader 10 Senior Administrative o ' : . 1By transfe frdm amongst the Tehs)idars . Q
- Member/ . Secretary ‘, - . B o ! ' ‘ LLI
" [ Members Baard _(S:\-IE{L - " - - ] ’ - - ’ S : f
of Revenue E . . ) ' . o Lo ) N :
“1-B “{ Inspector of Administrative By transfer from amongst the Tehsildars ) )
Stamps - Secretary ' . o ' : : S -
- (SMBR} g : , ’ o . 5 J
2. | Naib Tehsildar Administrative | Second class pcted 21 =30 (a) Fifyy percent by mitial Tecruitment, through NWFP Public Service
. (BPS 14) * | Secretary Grédi.latiqn from any . — years Commission based on the result 6f a Competitive Examination conducted by it v '
J\ - (SMBR) University . |Forinitig) |in sccordancewith syllabus,and - oo : o
C\k E : o .+ .. [Tecognized by the | ecrpx_tméml (b) twenty five percent by promotion on the basis of Seniority - cum ~ fitness
' ngher’Ec_lucanon o e from amongst Kanungos with at least Five Years Service as such, who have
Commission S .Ppassed the Departmenial Examination of Naib Tehsildar. N ‘
N R : 2 : (c) fifteen percent by promotion, on.the basis.of joint Seniority - cum ~ fitness
' : - : from amongst Senior Clerks of the office of Board of Revenue, Commissioners
I C . o : ;o ' ’ - { and Deputy Commissioners Offices in the Division concemed; and . o
Lo (d) Ten percent by promotion on the basis of sediority cum fitness from
amongst Junior Clerks as Political Mubhanirs of the offices of Political Agents

with atleast ien years service.™;

[~ . ‘ B »

3. | Disiriet Administrative | . , - . - By promotion on the basis of scnion'ty~cum-ﬁ1ness, from amongs ihe Kanungo
Kanungo Sccretary ’ = o 1. of the concemned District with at-least thrccAyears‘se'rvice as such .
(Saddar - [ (SMBR) S ' o R 5 - '

Kanungo) (BPS
14) . .- , ;

4. | Head Clerk . |- - _ - - | By wransfer from amongst Naib Tehsildar (Deleted)

Revenue . i ’ (Post has ben abolished) .
(BPS ~14) : , S .

. . - . . . T _. . - : . . ° .
o . . ‘ ’ * .
-~ 3 “:iﬂ s . .
. . . ’ y . .
. - - .

' WP3087-2019- Azhar Igbal VS Govt KP Ful! PG 51.
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i ‘ ' '
S e L) . &
. T_ (i) aspeed of 50 words per minute in shorthand in English and
35 words per minute in typing; arid . N
(11) knowledge of computer in using MS Word, MS Excel. .-
6. ) Senior Clerk o o : : By promotion, on the basis of seniority-cum:
(BPS-14) - . fitness, from amongst the Junior Clerks of the : C)
' | district concerned with atleast two years service as : LL’
. '. such, A
7. | Computer (i) Atleast Second Class Bachelor's Degree in Computer Science’ | 18-to 28 vears | By initial recruitment from amongs: the candidaie;
Operator Information Technology(BCS/BIT four years), from a of the district concerned, o
(BPS-12) . -recognized university; ' ‘ '

(i) at least Second Class Bachelor’s Degfee from a recognized
University with one year Diploma in Information Technologv
from a recognized Board of Technica! Education

8. |Pesh Imam !  Sanad in Dars-e- Nizami or a Sanad of Fazail-e-Arabi 18-10 32 vears | By initial recruitment from amongst ine candidates |

| (Br3-i2, o _ f! 106 Hie GISITKT Cunvimica. ) |
| Note: Preference will be siven Hafiz-e-Quraa. - . . .
¥ | Sub Engineer | Diploma in Associate Engineering in Civil Technology from Raoard i 18-30 years | By initial recruitment from aman 2s1 the candidates i
(BPS-1h) of Technical Education with certificale in C aimpuier Aided Design i : of the district concernad. ' ;
(CAD) from recognized Institution. ‘ ’ ' : : ]
19. | Junior  Clerk | (i)At least Second Class Secondary School Certificate or ;1810 30 years {(a) Thirty three percent by promotion, on the basi
(BPS-11) equivalgnt qualification from a recognized Board; and ‘ of seniority-cum-fimess, from amongst the
Qasids and ‘Naib Qasids inciuding holders of

other equivalent posts in the disinct concerned
with two years service as. such, who have
passed  Secondary - School  Cenificate
Examination; and -

(i)  aspeed of 30 words per minute in typing.

- m——— e

(b) sixty seven percent by initial racruitment Zrom ;

WP3087-2019- Azhar lgbal VS Gowvt KP Full PG 51
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{ to him possession the requisite qualification shall

thc candldates of the district concermed. ’
Note: For the purpose of promotion there shall be
maintain a common seniority list of Qa51d and
Naib Qasid etc with reference to the date of their
appointment:

Provided that no separate seniority list of
Matric and non-matric BS-1 (Class-Iv) employees
can be maintained being single cadre. Their

" seniority shall be fixed with refcrence to the date "
ofthel.r regular appomtment . .
Provided further that where a senjor ofﬁc,al - .

does not possess the requisite quallﬁcauon at the |
time of filling up a vacancy, the officia] pext junior

be promoted in preference 10 the senior off c1a] or
officials. - : —

: Reader/Record | At least second division in Secondary School Cesificaz or

1810 20 years

By initial recruitment from aniongst the cand1d ates | .
of the district concerned.

{eeper equivalant qualification Som a recognized Board.
(BPS-7) )
12.- | Alhamad Al least Second CIa_c,, Secondary School Cc"hﬁcate or equivalent | 18-30years | By initial recruitment from amongst the Candldates

| 1{BPS-35) qualification from a recognized Board.  ~ of the district concerned.

- 13. | Driver .| Literate having LTV driving license issued by the competent| 18-32vzars | By initial recruitment from amongst the cand:dates
{EPS-4) authority. Preference will be given to these who have sufficient . of the district concerned. .

: experience in drivine, repair and maintenance of vehicles. :
! 14, [ Khadim Literate, ; . 18-32 vears | By initial recruitment from amongst the candidates
! (BPS-4) Note: Preference will be given to Hafiz-e-Quran ' of the district concerned. ;

WP3087-2019- Azhar Igbal VS Govt KP Full PG 51
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13 J'Ptocess Server | Literate. ] 18-32 years |‘By initial recruitment from amongst the cand;dates
(BPS-2) .| of the district concerned. )
16. "Qas}i'd - i - By promotion on the basis of Seniority-cum.
(BPS-2) ' fitness, from amongst the Naib Qasids with two
I years as such.
17. I Naib Qasid/ - 18-32 years | By initial rectuitment from amongst the c-ndidates
Chowkidar/Sw | Literate. ' of the district concerned.”.
eeper/ Mali . .
(BPS-1) .
Sd/-
j SECRETARY TQ GOVERNMENT oF
' - KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT
F

WP3087-2019- Azhar Igbal V'S Govt KP Full PG 51
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 No. 2074/ES:I/IN35/SSRC.
Promouon and Transfcr) Rules, 1989 the Revenue & Estate Department in consultazion with Establishunent Dcpartmem and the Finance Department, hereby lay s

0\";1‘,R.N\‘IF \'T OF KHY BER P :\KHTU\'KBWA

. BOARD OF R_E\’ENUD 4 .
"REVENUE & ES’I‘ATE DEPARTI\'[EN’I'

Peshawar Dated the 2301/20)5

NOTIFIC4TION

: ‘xh\, cadre s(rerwth of Deputy Commissioners pecxf ed in column 2 of the said Appendix.

-In pursuance of provisions contained in sub-ryle (2) of rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtun}\hwa, Civil Servants (Appointment,

service in the offices of respective Deputy
Commissioner and Political Agents.

WP3087-2019- Azhar lgbal VS Govt KP Full PG 51

-

do\m the melhod of .ecruumcm quahf canon and other condition specnﬁed in column 3 to 5 of the Appendl). to this Notification and applu;able to po:ts bome oa

‘-——-“-_—."—?-w-—
APPENDIN B
"S.No | Nomenclature | Minithum qualification for appointment by initial recreitment _ Age Limit - Method of Recruiiment
- of posts with : : : ‘
BPS L
1 2 B ‘3 - 4 - ) 5
1. | Superintendent By prometion, on the basis of seniority-cum- |~
(BPS-17) . _ fitness, from amongst ilie Assistants (BPS-16) of {. .
the district Concemed with atleast five years




e

PO
N v

- Lt o

)

iy
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7 b

/

Sénior.‘ “Scale
Stenographer -
(BPS-16)

(1) At least Second Class Bachelor’s Degree, from a recognized
university;

(n) a speed of 70 words per minute in shorthand in English and 4% .

words per minutes in typing; and
(iii) Knowledge of computer using MS Word, MS Excel.

20 to 32 years

\Rw:mi:t if no suitable person i
- | available for p W

(a) Sixty percent by’ prdmotxon -on the basis of |
semonty-cum’ﬁtncss from " amongst the |

: Stcnographcrs with atleast five years service as
such -in" the offices of respective Depury | -
Commxsmeﬂmnﬂ'?mncah\ s:and

(b) forty percent by promotion, on the basis of
seniority-cur-fitness, from amongst * the
Computer Opcrators with atleast five years
service as such in the offices of respective
Deputy Commissioners and Political AOents'

Assistant
DAY

-

‘s DR,
P P

At least Second Class Bachelor’s Degree from a recognized

20 to 30 years

(a) Sevenly ﬁve percent by promonon on the basis

PIRTTPR P S ‘i RO %
\J. )\.;L\.- T e hote o% -

LR TRy R LN
=

Senior Clerks with atleast five vears service as
Junior and Senior Cletk m the Offices of
Deputy Commissioners aad Pelitical Agents of
district concerned; and

S-SR PO

(b) twenty five percent by initial recruitment from
amongst the candidates of the district
concerned.

| Head C"lerk

(BPS-14)

"|By transfer from amongst Senior Clerks (BPS-14)

of the distnct 001cemed

Stenographer

@) At Jeast Second Class Intermediate or equivalent quahﬁcauon
from a recognized Board;

18 to 30 years

By initial recruitment from armongst the candidates

of the district concerned. -

(BPS-14)

WP3087-2019- Azhar Iqbal VS Govt KP Full PG 51




Signatur

" Wasim Ul

YVAKA LATNAMA

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHAWA SERVICES TRIBU'NALS
: PESHAWAR.
- Case No. 295/2024 .
“Amjad Ali Shah Computer Asstt: O/O Deputy Commissioner Mardan” :
vevo Versus ....
Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar s

I Wasim Ullah (Resp # 43) do hereby appoint Muhammad Azim Khan Afridi, Jahanzeb S
- Mahsud, Wagqar Khalll Mian Junaid Sardar, Sajid Mahsud & Saddam Hussain Advocates, in Ce

- the above-mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts; deeds and things:-~

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above-mentioned case in this Court/Trlbunal in

which the same may be tried or heard and any other proceedings arising out of or connected B

therewith. : .
2. To sign and verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions,_appea'lsa affidavits and -

applications for compromise or withdrawal, or for submission to arbitration of the said case, .

or any other documents as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for the conduct,
prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

And hereby agree: :
(d)  That the Advocates shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecutlon of the sald '
case if the whole or any part of the agreed fees remains unpaid.

.
1 ..
Eoeooo

In witness whereof 1 have signed this Vakalatnama hereunder, the contents of which have b‘eenv" :

read/explained to me/us and fully understood by me/us this 30™ day of April, 2024,

of Executant

ah (REp: # 43) L0
Attested & accepted by: %/

thammad Azim Khan Afridi ahanzeb? ahsud :
L‘J“______Q\; : ‘ ,j i
Wagqar Khalil Sajid Mahsud )
Mian Junaid Sardar g:%:fa:lussain



VAKALATNAMA

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHAWA SERVICES
TRIBUNALS, PESHAWAR.

Case No. 295/2024
Amjad Ali Shah Computer Asstt: 0/0 Deputy Commissioner Mardan

.. Versus .. _
Senior Member Board of Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

We, Muhammad Khalid Azmat (R.No.5), Jalil Ahmad (R.No.14), Shakil
Ahmad (R.No.16), Zardad Khan (R.No.17), Inam Ullah (R.No.31), Abdul
Raziq (R.No.33), Naeem Ullah (R.No.35); Abdurehman (R.No.63), Imran
Khan (R.No.65), Muhammad Zahid (R.No.68), Saadat Hussain (R.No.79),
Tariq Ahmad (R.No.80), Mustamir Shah (R.N0.320), do hereby appoint
Muhammad Azim Khan Afridi, Jahanzeb Mahsud, Waqar Khalil, Mian
Junaid Sardar, Sajid Mahsud & Saddam Hussain Advocates, in the above-
mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things:-

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

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

And hereby agree: :

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

In witness whereof I have signed this Vakalathama hereunder, the contents of
which have been read/explained to me/us and fully understood by me/us this 30"
day of April, 2024. ‘
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