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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
Execution Petition No.éﬁé__/ 2024 :
In Kg:?s“fflg(hlt)tnI(h:va c
Appeal No. 698/2018 oo

. procs o LA TLS.

Mr. Daud Jan, Stenographer (BPS-16) - .
i 0/O Directorate of Higher Education Department, Datcdual‘.b/ |
e Presently posted in Government Girls Degree College Yaka Ghund District
= ‘Mohmand.

' errrsrrEra R sEnsrseREsenanEs +.PETITIONER

TP | VERSUS

1. The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Secretary Establishment Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

3. The Secretary Finance Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

4. The Secretary Higher Education, Archives & Libraries Department
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

5. The Director of Higher Educatlon Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. -
6. The Director of Education FATA, FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road,
S Peshawar. ,
i ‘ rervesrerenssaearesanrane RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION UNDER SECTION_7(2)(d) OF
o THE KP_SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974, RULE 27 OF
Fitedte-daY b SFRVICE TRIBUNAL RULES 1974 READ WITH
T SECTIONS 36 AND 51 OF THE CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE
RS i AND ALL ENABLING LAWS ON THE SUBJECT FOR THE

IMPLEMENTATION OF _THE__ JUDGMENT _ DATED

08/12/2020 IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.
R/SHEWETH:

1- That the petitioner filed service appeal bearing No. 698/2018
before this august Service Tribunal, against the inaction of the
respondents by not allowing/granting proper seniority to the
petitioner in the cadre of stenographer in the parent
department of the appellant i.e Higher Education department.

2- That the appeal of the petitioner was finally heard on dated
08/12/2020 and as such the ibid appeal was accepted with
the following terms by this august Service Tribunal:

In view of the situation, the instant appeal is accepted
on the above terms with directions to the respondent
No. 4 to place the appellant on the seniority position,
he was holding in the seniority list prior to bifurcation
of the department and to consider his promotions both
of BPS-16 and 17 from the dates his qther colleagues
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" were promoted with all consequential benefits. ”, Copy
of the judgment dated 08/12/2020 is attached as
ANNEXUICuasssunsasassnsassnssssasansassssarannnssnsssnnrnnsnennnsenransasasassld

3- That after obtaining copy of the judgment dated 08/12/2020
the same was submitted with the respondents for
implementation of his grievance coupled with an application,
but the respondents/ department failed to do so, which is the
violation of the judgment supra.

4- That the respondent department filed Civil appeal No
1556/2021 against the Judgment dated 08/12/2020 but vide
judgment dated 08.11.2023 the supreme Court upheld the
Judgment of this august tribunal. Copy of the ]udgment dated
08.11.2023 is attached as anNeXure....vvsseseessanninens S -

5-  That in light of the Judgments of Supreme Court and Service
- Tribunal the secretary Higher Education directed the
respondent No. 5 to implement the Judgments of Supreme
Court and Service Tribunal but of no avail. Copy of letter
darted 01.02.2024 is attached as annexure..cuersessrssssnsesainsC

6- That petitioner having no other remedy but to file this
implementation petition.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance
of the instant execution petition the respondents may kindly
be directed to implement the Judgment’' dated 08/12/2020
passed in Appeal No. 698/2018 in letter and spirit. Any other
remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be

- awarded in favor of the petitioner. “N—
- | P%ITIONER

THROUGH:

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT

AFFIDAVIT
I, Mr. Daud Jan, Stenographer (BPS-16)0O/O Directorate of Higher
- Education Department, Presently posted in Government Girls Degree
College Yaka Ghund District Mohmand. do hereby solemnly affirm that the
contents of this Execution Petition are true and correct to the best of my
" knowledge and belief and- nothing has been concealed from this Honorable

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

' o K\.h (*l"’:k!;lfi::;:‘““‘
- \APPEAL NO. é% /2018 Serviee Ty

: Diary T‘i0~j—g—7—-'/—
Mr. Daud Jan, stenographer (BPS- 16), - - add -»L”’.Zﬂi? |
0/0 the Directorate of Higher Education Department, S o
Presently posted in the O/Q Director Education FATA, o
FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road, Peshawar.......caeecerssnsinsnnes APPELLANT

VERSUS

"N

Vf_ The Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary
) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2- The Secretary Estabhshment ‘Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
| Peshawar.
o 3- The Secretary Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
i 14- The Secretary Higher Education, archives & Libraries Depdrtment
| | / Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4.5~ The Director of Higher Education Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
N _ Peshawar.
i 6- The Director of Education FATA, FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road,
: Peshawar.

rteeasreenverisssreeressisaneesssesnrersssressassnneerrrsissees RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECYION -4 OF THE KHYBER
. PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE
. "INACTION OF . THE RESPONDENTS BY NOT
ALLOWING/GRANTING PROPER SENIORITY TO THE -
APPELLANT IN THE CADRE _OF STENOGRAPHER IN THE
PARENT DEPARTMENT OF THE APPELLANT IL.E. HIGHER
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT AND NOT IMPLEMENTING THE
CLEAR DIRECTIONS OF THE RESPONDENT No.2, 3 & 4
ISSUED VIDE LETTERS DATED 27.4.2018, 17.4.2018 &
7.5.2018 AND AGAINST NO 'ACTION TAKEN ON. THE

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITHIN THE -
STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS

PRAYER:

That on acceptance of this service appeal the respondent
- No.5 n‘iay be directed to allow/grant proper semeraty to the
appellant in the cadre of Stenographer in the pareant
- ATTESTEDBepaﬂrreewt of the appellant ie. Higher Education
Department by implementing the directions of tie
respondent No.2, 3 & 4 issued vide letters dated 27.4. 2018,
w®, 17.4.2018 and 7.5.2018. Any other remedy which thm
; hwaugust Tribunal r'eams fit that may also be awarded in favor

-t

L, Gfthe appeliant.




Serwce Appeal No 698/ 2018

S Date of Institution:- 21,05, 2018
e - Date of Decrsuon 08.12. 2020

| Daud Jan Stenographer (BPb—16) 0O/0 Dlrectorate of ngher Educatlon Department :
presently posted in the Q/O Director Educatron FATA FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road :

- Peshawar ‘ _
. (Appellant)
" VERSUS | _
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Khyber,Pakhtunkhwa and '
five others | : - g , L :
(Respondents)
- Mr. Noor Mohammad Khattak ‘ L
Advocate - : .. For Appellant . -
Muhammad Jan |
Deputy District Attorney | - . For Respondents
" Mrs. ROZINA REHMAN I MEMBER (J)
M, A'l‘IQ REAMAN WAZIR .. . - MEMBER (E)
 JUDGEMENT: - o

- Mr. ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR: - Appellant Mr Daud Jan, stenographer of Education

Department has assailed the mactlon of the respondents by not allowrng/grantmg

~ proper seniority to the appellant in the cadre of Stenographers in the parent
department of the appellant, not implementing the clear directions of the respondents
No. 2 3& 4 issued vrde letters dated 27-04- -2018, 17-04-2018 & 07-05- -2018 and |

. agamst no action taken on the departmental appeal of the appellant within the

statutory period of ninety days.

;
7

2 Brief facts of the caee ‘are that the appellant was initially appointed ’as'
stenographer on 22-11- 1986(BPS 12) in the Directorate of Educatron (Colleges),

subsequently allowed selectlon grade (BPS -15) on 15-05- 1991 In 2002 his services .



: e ¢ "{ ' R _ _ . -‘ ' - {

o 4 \werelplaced at. the d:sposal ol’ Dlrectorate of Educatlon FATA, where he served Uﬂtll.
merger of FFATA lnto the Provrnce “The ngher Educatlon Department promoted o
A Assustants/ Stenographers to the post of Supermtendent and the appellant was |gnored -

- - under the pretext that the appellant is not enllsted in any semonty hst of stenographers
“in higher educatlon department after his transfer to dlrectorate of educatron FATA The'
appellant preferred departmental appeal on 23- 01 2018, whrch was processed at the
level of Establishment: Department Flnance Department andi ngher Eclucatnon |
-"ADepartment with ‘instructions to Directorate of ngher Education to place the appellant

at the nght position in the seniority list and process hlS case as per hIS request, but the

Dtrectorate of ngher Education dld not respond ‘hence the instant service appeal{f i E STFD

“ 30 Wntten reply/comments were submitted by respondents

| - 7 Paxhrunkh
neard and record perused. - o | § srvice Fribunal,

4. Argumen
: g Peshe s

Leamed counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was mltrally :
\/J appointed as stenographer (BPS-12) on 22-11- 1986 by the Directorate of Colleges and
C was awarded selection grade (BPS- 15) with effect ffom 15-05-1991. Learned counsel
_for the appellant contended that the appellant served for elghteen years ln the
Durectorate of Colleges and it was in the year 2001,, when his services were placed at
| fthe disposal of Dlrectorate of Education FATA. Services of the appellant were, placed
-' back at the dasposal of Respondent No. 4 on 27-06- 2013, but his arrival report was not
: accepted as hIS name was not available in the seniority list. It was also observed that
the senronty of ministerial staff (BPS-5 to BPS-15) working on FATA side shall be
maintained by the Dlrectorate of Elementary & Secondary Education. In view of the
situation, his services were placed at the dlsposal of D:rectorate of Elementary &
- Secondary Educatlon on 09- 08-2013 which also responded with the same observations
that name of the appellant does not exist in the seniority llst of steno typrst workmg on
thelr strength, hence the appellant remalned posted at the strength of Directorate of

Education FATA. The Iearned counsel for the appellant further argued that during the




' course,’ the appellant preferred numerous appeals to the high ups for his p’acement m

Tl

the correct posntron in the senronty llst of stenographers, but no heed was paid to hrs“- .

| requests In the meanwhrle the appellant found that Respondent No. 4 promoted. | )

—

B .Assrstants/Stenographers to- the post of Supenntendent (BPS-16) on 27-02 2014 and

rgnored the appellant msplte of the fact that the appellant stood at senal No 9 of the

- -provincial senronty lrst |ssued on 30 06 2001 whereas hrs Junlor who were promoted B
' on 27- 02«2014 were at Serial No 17 20, 21 28 & 29 of the said semonty lrst The -
o learned counsel contended that Section 8(4) of the ClVI| Servant Act, . 1973 provides

: that clvll servants who are selected for promotion to a higher post in one batch shall, on thérr

-t

: promotlon to the hlgher post, retain therr inter se senlonty as in the lower post" He further argued

: that Respondent No 4 deleted hrs name after placing his services at the drsposal of the .

Dlrectorate of/FAT,tT in 2001 which is contrary to ruIe 8(2) of CMI Servant Act, 1973,

e

N\W/hl(: OVldeS that Senlonty of a civil servant shall be reckoned in relation to other civil servants’ .

belongmg to the same service or cadre, whether serving in the same department or offrce or not
|

Feelrng aggneved the appellant preferred appeals before the parent department for

: promotron and ﬁxatlon of senlonty at the right position but to no avail, hence the
A appellant preferred appeal before respondent No. 1 on 23 01- 2018 for the ° same
: purpose, whrch was processed at the level of Respondents No. 2,3 &4 and after due
:delrberatlon Respondent No 2 lssued its advrce to Respondent No 4 that since the

appellant was appornted as stenographer in the dlrectorate of education (Colleges) and

subsequently placed his servrces at the dISposal of directorate of educatlon (FATA), his

prevnous servuce as such has been W|th the Directorate of Education (Colleges) before

: blfurcatron of department of School & Lateracy, so directorate of Hrgher Education shall

mclude his name in the seniority list in the cadre/service in the relevant pOSlthl‘l in light
of Sectlon 8\2) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 read with Rule- 17(1)( a) -

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (apponntment promotron & transfer) Rules~ :

41989 Respondent No. 4 commumcated the advice of Respondent No. 2 to the

Dlrectors'a}te 6of Hrgher Educatron for rmplementatlon, but' the same'was not
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. ‘rnplemented, msp:te of senes of correspondence between respondent No. 4 & 5’
. including warmngs to“ respondent No-5 for |mplementatron of the' dlrect:ves Learned'- -
‘Vz_‘»‘counsel for the appellant further argued that |nsp|te of clear dlrectrons respondent No. k
'-'_5 in utter dlsregard of\layv and rules is not wrllmg do the same.. That the appellant
having no other remedy but to file the lnstant appeal: That the 1nactlon of reSpondent
No. 5 by not rmplementlng the directions of respondent No. 2,3 & 4 regardrng semonty'-ﬂ 3
~of the appellant is agalnst the Iaw, facts and norms of natural ]ustlce Learned counsel
. A-f.:for the appellant further contended that respondent No. 5 now. promoted the appellant
- 4-,Aas Senror Scale Stenographer (BPS-16) wnth |mmed|ate effect, who however was .
. already in grade 16 on selection grade basis and if he had been granted promotion

from 2014 to BPS&<

6 on regular basis like his other colleagues, he would have been in .

7 like his other colleagues accordlng to previous rules, whereas the case of

' appellant ’was processed under new rules, hence deprived the appellant of his valuable | }

| rrghts accrued to hlm at that particular time. Learned counsel for the appellant prayed
that respondent No 5 may be dlrected to allow/grant proper seniority to the appeilant

' )_'|n the cadre of stenographers in the parent department’ of the appellant i.e. Higher

. Educatlon Department by. 1mplement|ng the directions of the respondents No 2, 3f%TTF STE}

A_promotrons from the dates his other coileagues were promoted.

“esh ey

| 6. The Iearned Deputy Dlstrlct Attorney appeared on behalf of ofF cial respondents
contended that the appellant has ailong history of protracted litigation under various |
pretext in the Hrgh Court, Supreme court of Paklstan as well as in thrs Tribunal. The
learned Deputy DlStl'lCt Attorney however admitted that the appellant was initially
appornted on the strength of Dlrectorate of Colleges, hence is employee of the Higher
Educatron Department but so far as promotion is concerned promotion is always made
toa post and not to a scale. That after blfurcatlon of School & theracy Department 1n"

‘ 2007 rnto Elementary & Secondary Educatron and Higher Educatron Department a |

'commlttee was constrtuted on 12-11-2007 to resolve the issues ansmg as a result of .



\t\nfurcatlon amongst the mmrsterral staff (BPS—S TO 15) and the appellant was supposed
:tto consult the satd commlttee for resolutron of hlS senlonty issue, but he remarned o
’ rlent trll 2014 He further contended that the appellant was stenographer in BPS- 15 on ,-
- selectlon grade and was promoted to the post of Senlor Scale Stenographer (BPS-16)
on 11 12- 2019 by respondent No 5 as. well as lssued tentatrve SQI’llOl‘Il’y lrst of
stenographer as stood on 24-02 2020 where the appellant is placed at Serral No 1 of‘--
the senlorlty list. Now he will be on probatlon as per (Appomtment Prornotlon &
-Transfer) Rules, 1989 and after completion of hIS probatson period, can be consrdered
., for promotron to the next grade as per avallabrhty of post and senrorlty cum. ﬁtness His

‘ promotron order and tentatrve senrorrty list were submntted to the Court The learned

De.puty"_Distri Attorney explained that the appellant wanted to be promoted from -

to grade 17, which is not possnble under the prevailing rule and law o - .'

7. Thrs Tnbunal examined the facts and grounds mentloned in the memo of appeal
and the documents annexed thereto as well as the Para wise comments of the
respondents and the arguments of the learned counsel for the part:es in detail. The
Trlbunal observed that untll 2007, ‘School & theracy Department was a unified unit,
holding Dlrectorate of School & Lrteracy and Directorate of Colleges :separately. The
appellant was lnrtlally appointed dated 22-11-1986 on the strength of D;rectorate of
Colleges and from his initial appomtment onward, the appellant served the directorate
untrl 2002, when hlS serwces were placed at the d|sposal of Durectorate of FATA. Last
Jomt senlorrty list pertalnlng to the year 2001 in respect of stenographers issued to this
effect and available on record shows name of the appellant at Serlal No. 9, where after ‘
his name was deleted from the seniority list by respondent I\lo 5 with understandlngl
that now his seniority will be maintained at the level of directorate of FATA, not
'knowmg the fact that all employees working in the directorate of FATA and even in the
whole FATA Secretanat to thls effect, belong to the Province and are cons»dered as on.

deputatron, but wrthout deputation allowance as per policy. Such employee& h‘avmg‘gge‘g ,

' thelr own parent departments in the provrnce where seniority, promotion and other{

I
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. \allred rssues of their servrce are taken care of at the level of their parent department In

e - the nutshell, the appellant was employee of Drrectorate of Colleges (Now Drrectorate of

E—'Hrgher Educatlon) after brfurcatron of School &:Literacy Department In case of the

_ ‘appellant respondent l;:; 5. violated Sectron 8 (2) of the Crvrl Servant Act 1973, by
deletrng his name from the senrorrty list, whlch however was mcumbent upon

~respondent No 5 to maintain his seniority at the level of his drrectorate as perl.'

provrsrons contained in Section 8(2) of CIVII Servant Act 1973

In 2007 Schoo! & theracy Department bifurcated into two Departments i.e.

' Department of Elementary & Secondary Educatron and Higher Education Department

-~

with separate Directorates as such. As per formula devrsed for the purpose, sen:onty of

‘staff (BPS-5 to 15) belonging to college side will be dealt with by the
irectorate of Higher Education, but the directorate disowned the ap'pellant, when he
~ was repatrrated back in 2013 to his parent department with the understandmg that
| since his servnces were placed at the dlsposal of Directorate of Education FATA, hence
'hrs senrorrty shall be maintained by the directorate of elementary and secondary
educatron whereupon he knew that his name is not available in the semonty list elther
~of Drrectorate of Elementary & Secondary or Hrgher Education Department, as both the
~ directorates refused to adjust him due to non-availability of his name on their list.
'Simultaneously the Directorate of Higher Education promoted his colleagues to BPS-16,
which further aggravated the issue and the appellant agitated the issue at various
‘forums. Respondent No. 4 after obtaining advice from Establishment Department |
realized that request of the appellant being genuine need to be inserted in the correct_
posrt{on and for the purpose drrected respondent No. 5 that the name of the appeliant
shall be mcluded in the seniority list in the cadre/servrce in the relevant posrtron in light
of Section 8(2) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act 1973 read with Rule 17(1)(a)
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt Servant (Apporntment Promotton & Transfer) Rules

1989. In order to conceal its own omission, respondent No. 5 was still- adaman:{?”

defendlng hrs earller stance On the other hand respondent No 4 in a":§enes




| correspondence finally dlrected that fallure ln |mplementatzon of the directlves would

- entail penal consequences, but stlll the respondent No 4 failed to comply w:th the )

-:orders ll'l ltS true splnt Flnally, respondent No:-4 constituted @ committee under the

\\

..Chdll‘ of Speaal Secretary ngher Educatron Department wrth representatlve frorn
~respondent. No. 5 to resolve the issue of mclusron of appellant in the sen:onty llst in
relevant place and promotion to the post of supenntendent TheI forum observed that B
due to non inclusion of his name in the relevant position, the appellant was depnved of
Ahls due nght for'a long period of seven years. Last Para of the. report is reproduced as

under' “after threadbare discussmn, the forum unanimously decrded to give the due right of seniority to‘

~ the appellant in light of Establishment Department, Finance and Elementary & Secondary Education

Departme:%subject to the condition that he wull W|thdraw his appeal pending before Seawce ‘

\/s \‘\_Trlbylz he forum also directed Director Higher Education to immediately include/place h|s name at the

appropriate position ln the seniority list in Iight of Establishment Department advnce and notlfy the same
within one week posmvely W|thout fail. The Director Higher Educatlon shall submlt workmg paper for

promotion of the. appellant Mr, Daud Jan, stenographer within two days of the issuance of seniority list

to DPC", Respondent No. 4 again dld not place the appeliant in the relevant position in

the seniority list, as by doing S0 he would have face issues like his promotion from the
, date when his other colleagues and juniors were promoted to BPS- 16 in 2014 and

again promotnon to BPS-17, the way his other colleagues were promoted, so to avoid

.such complications, the appellant was promoted to BPS-16 on 11 12-2019, which was

requwed to be on 27-02- 2014 when his other colleagues and juniors were promoted.

Equity demands that the appellant shall travel together with his colleagues as reflected

in the last senlonty list lssued in 2001, where name of the appellant was at Serial No. 9,

but obstmate approach of respondent No. 4 deprived the appellant from his nghtfuhEbTED

claim of seniority as well as promations, hence subjected the appellant to resort to the

lnstant Iltlgatlon.

8. In view of the situation, the instant appeal is accepted on the above terms thh ’es}hw"

e dnrectlons to the respondent No 4 to place the appellant on the seniority position, he
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,ﬁns promotions -both of BPS 16 and 17 from the dates his other co!leagues were

promoted with all consequentlai benef‘ ts. No orders as to costs File be consagned to

' reggrd_ room. _

ANNOUNCED
08.12.2020

‘ Urgent —. .._.q_ o

\.mﬁ% R'REHMAN WAZIR)

. MEMBER (E)
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e . IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN -
{Appellate Jurisdiction) '

Bench .
Mr. Justice Jamal Khan Mandokhail
Mr. Justice Muhammad Ali Mazhar

Civil Appeal No. 1556/2021 & CMA No, 212-P/2021
{Agamst ithe judgment dated 08.12.2020 of Lhe KPK Service Tnb:,uml passed
in Service Appeal No. 698/2018)

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thr. Chlef ...Appe‘llant(s]‘
Secretary, Peshawar and others

Versus

Déud Jan and another - ...Respondents)

For the Appellant(s): ‘ Mr. Zahfd Yousaf Qureshi, AOR
For the Respondent(s):  Mr. Zulfikar Khalid Maluka-, ASC (R-1)
Date of Hearing: 08.11.2023

ORDER

.Jamal Khan Mandokhail, J. The learnea counlsel,for the
: appeilagts states that the judgment of the Khyber f’alghtunkhwa- o it ..
Se‘rvice.'Tribunal Pe:shawa% has beeh implement‘;ed' bﬁr%uant to
wh:ch the xespondent No 1 has been promoted to BPS-16 on

11, l’) 20]9 and to BPS-17 on 06 07 20”3

n view of the above, the petition and the CMA stand
~ disposed of. -
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
HIGHER EDUCATION, ARCHIVES AND

-

x, " Lo
T G s e N s T
§ s 5 s e

LIBRARIES DEPARTMENT
NO.SO(C-IV)/MED/19-7/ tawood Jan/Supdt/Court Case/promotion/2073
Dated Peshawar the, February 1, 2024
To .
The Director,
Higher Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. O
SUBJECT: , : -
1556/2021 ALONGWITH CMA NO, 212-P/2021 -’

i.'t

I am directed to refer your letter No. 413/CA-VII/Estt: Branch/A-167/Dawood
Jan Steno Fata dated 23.01.2024 on the subject noted above and reproduce the conclusion ..

pan? of the judgement dated 08.12.2020 of the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as .. ?
under:- i

2. In view of the situation, the instant appeal is accepted on the above terms
with the direction to the respondent No. 04 |.e Secretary HED to place the appeliant on the

-~ seniority position, he was holding in the senlority list prior to bifurcations of the department

and to consider his promotion both of (BPS-16) and (BPS-17) from the dates his other -
colleagues were promoted with all consequential benefits.

3. The leamed Counsel/Advocate on record stated at the Bar before the Apex.” .’
Supreme Court that the judgement dated 08.12.2020 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service o
Tribunal Peshawar has been implemented vide judgement dated 08.11.2023 of the Apex- "
Supreme Court of Pakistan. i

4. It is, therefore, requested that in the light of judgement of Service Tribunal, ..
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa dated 08.12.2021 and Apex-Supreme Court of Pakistan dated. i
08.11.2023 may be implemented and his seniority position be placed on proper place with . ..
his colleagues and the same seniority list may be fumished to this office for the perusal of h
competent authority, In case of failure, if the petitioner file contempt of Court in the . *
Supreme Court of Pakistan the responsibility be fix at your end, please. ;O L

(ZAHID KAMAL) P
SECTION OFFIGER (C-IV) ~~.
Copy forwarded for information to the:- .
1. P.S to Secretary, Higher Education Department. o
2. Master File. / ’

SECTION OFFICER (C-IV)

System-] §7|: .



< VAKALATNAMA
'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
 PESHAWAR.
e Sen No_ /202@_’(
| (APPELLANT)
Dawd Jan B (PLAINTIFF)
| (PETITIONER)
VERSUS | |
(RESPONDENT)
Coud ot X9IC ek (DEFENDANT)

/W DO\MX laia
Do‘ hereby appoint and constitute Noor Mohammad Khattak
Advocate Supreme Court to appear, plead, act, compromise,
withdraw -or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other
Advocate Counsel on my/our cost. I/we authorize the said
- Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all

sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the
above noted matter. -

Dated. [ ]202

CLIENT

ACCEPTED

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK -

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
WALEED ADNAN :

$

UMAR FAROOQ MOHMAND

& A% N
, MEHMOOD JAN
OFFICE: : ADVOCATES
Flat No. (TF) 291-292 3 Floor, _

Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar Cantt.
(0311-9314232)




