Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of
Implementation Petition No. 437/2024
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge . )
- proceedings ,
1 2 . 3
1 | 03.06.2024 The implementation petition of Mr. Kashif

has been informed telephonically.

By the order

Rehman re-filed today by registered post through Nlr
Muhammad Anwar Awan Advocate. It is fixed for |-
| implementation report before touring Single Bench at
D.I.Khan on 19 .08.2024. Original file be requisitioned.

AAG has noted the next date. Counsel for the petitioner




The execution petition in appeal no. 894/Neem 2014 received today i.e. on
25.04.2024 is returned to the counsel for the petitioner with the following
remarks. ' = '

1- A copy of applica'tion moved by fhe petitioners to competent authority
for the implementation of judgment is not attached with the petition. If -
the application has already been preferred and reasonable period of 30
days has been expired be placed on file, If not, the same process'be -
completed and then after épproach to this Tribunal for the
implementation of Judgment. |

2- Two more copies/sets of the petitioner along” with annexures i.e.
complete in all respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

No. (:4\7{___7 /ST, | o - a;p |
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REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

M. Anwar Awan Adv.
High Court D.!.Khan.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

H ' '
Case Title: w_ﬁ; ani,CK LIST L é\gu j— @7‘? /4 p/¢ :Q
__ NO L

Al : CONTENTS YES
b 1| This Appeal has been presented by:

t 2 Whether CounseI/AppeI!ant/RespondentKOeponent have signed

E ‘‘‘‘‘ __| the requisite documents? ‘

Whether appeal is within time?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed
mentioned?

3

4

5__1 Whether the enactment under whicH the appeal is filed is correct?
6 | Whether affidavit is appended?
7

8

Whether  affidavit s duly attested by competent Qath
Commissioner? -

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?

9 Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
subjeet, furnished? -

10 | Whether annexures are legible?
11 | Whether annexures are attested?
_12 | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?
i 13 | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? :
? 14 Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested
and signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?

* 15 | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?
.16 | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?

;. V| Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

, 18 | Whether case relate to this court?

I 19 | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?

20 | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?
21 | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
22 | Whether index filed? -

23 | Whether index is correct? |
24 | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On Al

Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules

25 | 1974 Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has |
been sent to respondents? On

% Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

1

SN NN NN N N R
I

_2? Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to //M;; o
opposite party? On

It is certified that formalities/document

ation as required in the above table have been
fulfitled.

Name: Hwk&wwN?lLJﬁyﬁUﬂ“M ' ﬂgﬁ’_ |

|
Signature: b R V% ;

Dated: \\_..\!sx\‘w _/Ply

;,!.(/9(( /’Lﬁz/lf




BEFORE THE KHBER PAKHTOON KHAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
” PESHAWAR CAMP AT D.LKHAN.

Implerrién.téil'ionfExecutioﬁ Petition NO.H . Z l ..... of 2024,

Kashif Rehman VERSUS  Govt. of KPK and others

INDEX

No. | Particulars ' Annexure | Pages

1 | Implementation /Execution Petition (- -

2 , | Judgment dated; 20-12-2024 - - | A 3 }2)
(3 | Wakalat Nama & Applic.dions B 1619

" Your humble Petitioner

Datcd;ng[};,;q | -  . | B | | @O,s/zﬁ’)

. Mohammad Anwar Awan

|
L : B _ * Kashif Rehman
- Advocate Supreme Court.
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BEFORE THE KHBER PAKHTOON KHAWA SERV]CE TRIBUNAL

1.

PESHAWAR CAMP AT D l KHAN

Implementallonﬂixecunon Pc,tltlon No. (‘r} 01 2024
In

Appea] NO; 894/Neem Of 20 1 4 Khyber Pnkh!ukhwa

Keowice Tibaynnt

i o J22EE

Kashif Rehmanﬁ DPE RPDC.D.I.Kh.an. - zbﬂ ?,9

'VERSUS

1. Director Elementary and Secondary EduéatiuﬁlDeptt: Peshawar.

2. District Education Officer Elementary a.ln(.i' _ Secnndéry Education
Deptt: D I khan |

3. District Account Officer Kachery Road Dera Ismail Khan.

4. Government of KPK through secretary Elementary and Secondary

Education Deptt: Peshawar, e

IMPLEMENTATION PETITION/EXECUTION PETITION
OF _JUDGMENT - DATED; 20-12-2023 REGARDING
PROMOTION OF PETITIONER W.E.F 21-10-2006.

That the brief facts of the case are as under:

That the appeilant being eligible and having required qualificatien was appointed by the
Divisional Director Educati_on, Elementary. & Secondery Education D.I.LKhan after due
course/ process of recruitment on 14.04.1994. The appellant is working as PET in (B-15)
having qualification of BA/SDPE and his promotion was due in.iOOG along with his other
colleagues from PET (B-15) to DPE (B-16). That _the case of promotion of appellant was put
before DP'C_'but_was deferred due to non-completion.'ef ACR of 2005 of appeliant by the
department and other c0|_le_agues as well as ju__hi_o_r te-the appellant were promoted. The
appellant eontacted s_evel;é.lll time to the departrﬁenf- _fer 'tompletion of his ACR and his
promotion end higher authorities always assure. that.eppellants was promoted from 2006
after completion of His record. On 13-11-2007 tﬂe Govefnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa up
graded all the posts of DPE from B-16 to B-17 a'hd alI.-tl"\e colieagues and'appellant juniors
are now wo.rlking in 3'17-. The petiti_on'er w'ae promoted as Senior PET, BPS-16, vide
notification dated; 29-05-2013. During the period mehtion above the appellant contacted

several time to his high-ups who always recomm'end_e'd his case and lastly appeilant was



. ﬁu*’
promoted as DPE B-16 but with immediate effect and he was not granted seniority from

J 2006.

2. That after communication of the promotion order with immediate effect, feeling aggrieved
of the above éction in violatipn- of law and princ.ipal of natural justice, the appellant filed a
departmental appeal dated‘ 2_.0‘-03-2014. After the lapse of the requisite period, the
appeliant filed an appeal before The Khyber Pa'khtphkhwa Service Tribunal Camp Court
D.I.Khan which was dismissed vide judgment dated; 2_0_-12-2023; Copy of the Petition and

Service Appeé_ll is Annexure A.

3. That aftef‘_tl’ie lapse of more than four months, the Department is hesitating to
issue promotion order the accdrding to Judgment of the Hon’ble Service Tribunal
dated; 20-12-2023in Service Appeal No. 894 Neem of 2014 so the petitioner has

no other re‘r_n_ed\f but to file implementation petition.

In view_bf the above, it is, thérefore, most respectfully prayed
that on acceptance of .this petition, rhaj kindly implement the
judgment dated; 20-12-2023 issued in Service Appeal No 894
Neem of 2014. Any other appropriate rélief this Hon’ble court
'may deelp fit in the best interest of justice may also be granted

to the appellant.

YOU

AUMBLE APLICANT

Kashif Rehman
Through Counsel

Dated;"_9.3/l[/wzk | | | &&J‘/"y

Mohammad Anwar Awan
Advocate Supreme Court.

AFFIDAVIT.

Kashif Rehman do hereby solemnly affirm and dé(_:lare on OATH that the contents of
the same are true and correct to the best of my knowledge'and belief and thatmothing has

been concealed from this honorable court.

Deponeli.
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Service Appeal No. 89472014 tided "Koshif Ur Rehman versus Dircctor Elemeniary & Secondary Educatic \Jll!f
Departmans Peshawar and others™. decided ou 20.12.2023 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Afshads g

h .
Khan, Chairman, ond &r.Saloh Uk Din, Mewmber Judicial, Khyber Pnkhu.-nkhna Service Tribunol. Pes, fudr ¢ /_\" L
Cump Court, D.2.Khan, e Ve awd \ iﬂg‘f‘,;‘l"' -
. - ARG s . gU

J—

T AT CAMP COURT D.L KHAN

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN
SALAH-UD-DIN “ ... MEMBER (Judicial)
Service Appcal No.894/Neem of 2014
Date of presentation of Appeal.............. 30. 05. 2014
Date of Hearing...:o..ocooeuinninns SURORPON 20.12.2023
Date of Decision..............oo... PUDUPDR .~~20 12 2023

Kashif Ur Rehman, Dz'L, B i6 GHSS Lar D I Knan ........ {Appeiliani)

Versus

. Director, Elementary & Secondary Education Department Peshawar

District Education Officer Elementary & Seeondary Educatlon
Department, D.1.Khan. 2

District Account Officer, Kachery Road Dera Ismail Khzm
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Elementary -

& Secondary Education Department, Peshawar............. (J?espondents)
Present: : _ .

Mr. Muhammad Anwar Awan, Advocate......................For the 'appe]lant -
Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney........................For respondems

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBFR
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 o

JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN FBClb of the cabe of the-

appellant galhered from the memorandum and -grounds of appeai are that -

the appellant was appointed in the year 1994 as Physical Educati_on .Teaehe_r_ -

(BPS;IS). After taking over charge he started pefforming'dufyj" While

working as PET in BPS-15, promotion of the appellant was due in the year
2006, however, he was deferred by the Departmental Promotion Conﬁmittee
for want of his ACRs for the year 2005 and other celleagues of the appellant

were pro;hoted. That on. '.13.11.2007,_the post of DPE (BPS-16) was

Khyber ; khlukhw'
Suervice Fribranal
- Peshaswar
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Service Appeal No. 88472014 tidded “Kashif Ur Rehman versus Director Elementary & Secondary Educalion
Depariment Peshawar and others™, decided on' 0. 12.2023 by Division Beuch comprising of Mr. Kalimr Arshad

< Khan, Chairman, and Mr Saleh Ud Din, Hember Jlfdfcm! Khyber Pakhtunkinva Service F rifrnal, Pe.xhrmar at .
Camyp Court, D.4.Khan,

upgfaded-_ to BPS-17. That Ivid'e- impugned order dated 0'7.03.2'014,_"the_

' appella.nt was promoled to the post of DPE (BPS-16) with immediate -effect

and not from the year 2006, when his junior colieague’s were protﬁqted io the
said post. Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental _ap'pea'l., which was not
responded; hence, he filed appeal before this Tri_bunal,.Which was dismisséd.

The appellant then approached the Supreme Court of Pakistan in Civil

'Appeal No0.502/2023 and the Supreme Court allowed the .appéal of the

3 _
“appellant vide order dated 05.05.2023 by remanding back the appeal to this

Tribunal in tk.le following marnner:

T

_ In wew of the afore-noted contention of the. learned
- counsel for the pe!z!zoner we asked Jor the response of the
learned Addl Advoca:e General, KPK, who acknowledges. that
the merits of the case have not been dealt with by"the'.fmplugned
| -.order dated 25.03.20j9_ .passed. by KPK Serﬁi'ce_ Tribunal-
( *‘Tribunal”)' In the c:'-rcumszances we consider that to be fair |
and appropriate, the maiter be remanded back o the learned
Tribunal to examine the queat:(ms raised by the' petitioner. The
- parties shall be at liberty to file further documents in aid of their
respecr please. ' .'
Accordingly by consent this petition is allowed and
converted into appeal and the matter is remanded to _I_Ihe B

Tribunal.”

02. We have heard learned coun.sel for the appellant and lemned District

Attorney for the respondents.

g
- Pol htukhws
) Service ll|bunaﬁ
Peshawae
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Service Appeal No. 894/2014 tisled “Kashif tUr Rehman  versus Director Elemeniary & Secondary Education 5
Department Peshowar and others”, decided on 20.12.2023 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Katim Arshad -

Kkan. Chairman. and Mr.Solah Ud Din, Member Judicial, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Scrvice Tribwual, Peshawar ai

Camp Court. D.1Khan. : ' : . -

03. The learned counsel for the appellém reiferated the facts and grounds
detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal while the learned District

Attorney controverted the same by suppbrting the impugned order(s). |

04. . Perusal of rclcord_reveals that the éppeklant was admitiedly .eiigible for
promotion, however, he. _\#35 deferred -a-nd _adnﬁﬁedl?,_ 'hi.s. jﬁﬁio_rs v;fere
pfomoted vide Notification issued In 2006. In the said Notification 'pf
promotion, the néme of the Ié.:ppc_llant wés not included on the ground that his
PERSs for the year 2005 are miss_i.n.g.. | )

05. Deferment is neithef a punish’ment nor a final order; as .and whe_n_'ihé
reasons for defcrment cease to ‘éxist, the employee is to Be_ promolted..from

the date when his juniors were promoted.

06.  Explanation-IIl of Rule-17 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants

(APT)' Rules, 1989, also stmngthens the case of the appellant. The ‘said
explana’fi'on of Rule-17 is rcp“roduced'_t.)elow: o
“If a junfor person in a Iowe::; | post fs'. promoted to a higherl post by |
| supérséding”a senior person and su.bsequen..zly that Sé.n'i.(;-r- ple};s-.fm._. z.fs
_ .also pro&zotéd the person promoted first shall r@:nk senior .;o the
person promoted Subse(juenliy,‘ provided that junior _p_e_rso& S.hal.[ -no't.
be deem_ed 10 have supersréded Ia senfp?-péfson if the case af the .';‘eniof'
| perso&. is d}eferred for the time being for want of certain infoﬁﬁa;z’on or
Jor incompletion of re;cor_d or for any other reason nc;t attributing 10

his fault or demerit.”

Jerétite Tribunud
Feshawer



=

»~=v%

1 & «
" K . é Rt g
: : N Service Appeat No. 89420114 m!ed ‘Kash f Ur Rehunan  versus Direcior Elementary & -Secondary Edumhﬂn o
' " . Depariment Peshawar and others”, decided on 20.12.2023 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshod :
., . Khan, Chairman, and Mr.Salah Ud' Din. Member Judicial, Khyvbar Pakhminkhwa Service Tribunal, Pe.;}rmsar Y

.2.. Camp Court, D.1 Khan, _ !

07. This Trlbunal in Serv;ce Appeal No. 1397/20}9 tltled “Muhammad
Arshad Khan VS, The Secretary Education & others” decnded on 7"1 March

2{}23, whlle dealmg with almost snmllar case, has fcnmd_as_ under:

. *‘;5. s undispﬁted that deferment is nc_)t.a punishmeni‘lrj_athe}; a
téfﬁpbrdry halt be_caus.e;'of some deﬁbiencja Th_é deﬁc:’eh;:y may be
because of the emp]oj)ee .-:sz il_‘ méy be becausé of the departmenr.'
Iln- ez'fher case when the deficiency is }‘e;%zoved rhe-ewhployeé had ro .
get his due from the date of entz';lem‘ent dlong wft_h the resultant
benefits. This is -ad}nitredljl a caseﬁ of defernﬁent and fhe deﬁc;'encj
was _$aid t;) be nén—p;‘od;zc'tion of service book, lei_u'ch‘ ihe appellant
claims to have praduced but some entries rlzefezn were doubted b)lz'
the DPC and an enqu,ry | was conducted to verzjjz the doubted
signatures, which enquiry gnded in fg‘vour'of ?he appellqnt as he
was dec{ared Iinnocen{ émd-' was -acé’érdingly' ei'onera;e'cf._- -_.The'

respondents admit the factum- of entitlement of the appellant for:

promOtiOn; frbm 25.07.201 7 .when his o.rher' coileagué;;xfz?n:'ors o
were proﬁzoted but corﬁf‘_end | théz.t' .bleca-use of non_~prbdﬁct1‘on of the
service book, h‘f could ”9‘_333 promaotion bn_. rhe.‘ dué'date;: 'th(f}% | i
Surther admit that, when the deficiency was remo've'd, the appél(dnt
was prbmotéd. The above state of affaz‘rs shows and‘provés that z‘hé

appellam was not freated in accordance with [aw and he'wa_s made

to suffer for none ¢ f his fault In a case t:fled Capt /ahoo;

Page.4'

-Ahmad Khalzl Versus (;overnment of Pahsfan through Secr stary

e

. EX NER
Kbhybheorfe, <hetukhwe

Serviee Tribunwd
P&Pbaw“r
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Service Appeol Nu. 89472004 ntled “Kashif Ur Rehmon  versus Director Elementary & Secondary Education

Department Peshawar and others”, decided on 2112.2023 by Division Benck comprising of Mr. Katim Arshad

Khan, Chairman, and Me.Salah Ud Din. Member Judicial. Khyber Pakhmnkhwa Service Tribunal. Peshavwar at
Canp Court, D1 Khas,

Establishment Division Islamabad and another” reported as 2018 :
PLC (CS) N 170, the honourable Peshawar High Court was
pleased to have found as under:

“13. Thus, the deferment by itself refers to certain
shortcomings, which, in due course of time when fulfilled, the
officer is re-considered for promotion and is allowed promotion
with effect from the date when he was deferred. To the
misfortune of the officer he stood retired from service w.ef.
14.01.2015 and thus, remained deprived of the promotion to BS-
22. The august Supreme Court of Pakistan, in the case of Orya
Maabool Abbasi v. Federation of Pakistan through Secretary
Establishment and others (2014 SCMR 817), held that "Although
promotion was not a right but a civil servant fully qualified Jor

promotion, has a right to claim that his case may be considered
for promotion strictly following the eligibility criteria laid down .
by the authority, and that "though the officer not meeting
eligibility criteria for promotion, could be deferred but the
deferment could not be arbitrary and not supported by the
service record. In this case, the apex Court further held that
"Board failed to take into consideration the PER Reports for the
reasons not tenable under the law and their such findings were
clear violation und departure from the promotion pofs‘cy because
once the officer have fulfilled the criteria, their cases have to be
" considered to assess the fitness and suitability to share higher
responsibility mostly based on subjective criteria i;lzs'read of
denying promotion to them for the subjective consideration”.

14. It merit mention that the High Powered Selection Board
remained stuck up with some report in the National Management
Course (NMC), held from 3rd March, 2008 to 24th March, 2008.
Though thereafier, the petitioner was promoted to BP5-21 in the
year 2010, and those were considered and ignored, it seems that
the High Powered Selection Board has not conducted itself in
the manner required under the law. We are thus, fortified in our
view by the judgments of the apex Cowrt in Tarig Aziz-ud-Din
(2010 SCMR 1301), Muhammad Rahim Khan y. The Chief
Secretary, N.-W.F.P. and 4 others (1999 SCMR 1603), Orva
Magbool Abbasi v. Federation of Pakistan through Secretary
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Service Appeal No. 89472014 tiled “Kashif Ur Rehman  versus Director Elemeniary & Secondary Edueation
Deportment Peshwwar and others”. decided on 20.12.2023 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kotim Arshad

Khan, Chairman, and Mr.Salah Ud Din. Member dudicial, Khyber Pakhtunkinca Service Tribunal Pe.shanar ai
e ':mp Court, DL Khan.

Establishment and others (2014 SCMR 817), 2017 SCMR 969
Federation of Pakistan  through Secretary, Establishment
Division and others v. Dr. Muhammad Arif and ofhers'. »

6. In 2020 PLC (CS) 826 titled “Linquat Alj Khan versus,.
Federation of Pakistan through Secretary Establishment Dz'vision
Islamabad and two other_‘s ” the'honourablle Islamabad High Court

,. ha§ held thar:

“6(sic) In both petitions, the petitioners are civil servants and '
were not promoted due to non-availability of their Performance
Evaluation Reports. The contention of the learned Deputy
Attorney General was it is the obligation of the employee/civil
servant to provide Performance Evaluation Reports or af least
he is jointly responsible with the employer, is not tenable.
Reliance is placed on Pervaiz Akhtar v. Federal Government
[2014 PLC (C.S.) 326] where the Honourable Lahore High
Court observed that non-availability of record for promotion
including Annual Confidential Report by the concerned
department was not the fault of the civil servant for which he
could be made to suffer. Similarly, the Honourable Lahore High
Court in case reported as Mirza Lutuf Muhammad Khan v..
Government of Pakistan [2006 PLC (C.S.) 85] Honourable
Lahore High Court though did not interfere in the matter but
directed the respondent to complete the PER of civil servanis. In
Secretary, Revenue Division and others v. Muhammad Saleem
(2008 SCMR 948) the Honourable Supreme Court of Pakistan
held that law provided that it is the duty of the respondent
deparrment to prepare. the Performance Evaluation Reports of
officer 10 keep and maintain the same so that it could be used for
the prescribed purposes at the time of promotion of the
concerned official. It was further observed that as the
department has neglected in its duty to complete all the PERs of
the civil servants, therefore, he had no alternate remedy except
to approach the High Court for relief.”

7. In another case reported as 2018 PLC (CS) Note 126 titled
“Aurangzeb Khan versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

through Chief Secrehﬁry and two others”, the honourable |

e { ]
Khyl M htokbwe
Se ce Tribunw? -

Loshaswer

Peshawar High Court ﬁ)uhd that:
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Service Appeal No. 89472014 titied “Kashif Ur Rehman versus Director Elemeniary & Secondary Education e 9 o

Department Peshawar and vihers”, decided on 20.12.2023 by Division Bench comprising af Mr. Kalim Arshad
Khon, Chairman, and Me.Salah Ud Din, Munber Judicial. Khyber Pokhtwokinea Service Tribunol, Peshawor at -
Camp Court. D{.Khan. : .

“6.........According to the law of the land, ‘dejfermént is neither a
punishment nor a final order, as and ‘when reasons for deferment
cease to exist the officer is promoted from the date, when his
Jjuniors were promoled and to be considered for promotion is the
job of the Service Tribunal under section 4 of the Tribunal Act,
1974....7 - - BT
5. The upshot of the above discussion is that we allo_w this
appeal directing the rlespondenrs lo give effect 1o the promotion of
the appellant to the post: of SST BPS-16 (General) froin 25. 074201 7
that is the date of his deferment when his cofleagues{;‘unio}'s were -

promoted and he was not. We direct thal the costs of the appedl |

shall follow the result. Consign.”

- 08.  In the absence of any solid reason and conviﬁcing response by the

respondents, the claim of the appellant is bonafide and just and he is held
entitled for promotion to the post of DPE (BPS-16) w.e.f 21.10.2006 i.e; the
date his juniors were promoted. With the observatioh_é herein—abox;e“,. the
appeal in hand is-accepted'as prayed for. Consign.
09." Pronounced in open Court at D:d.Khan and gz've.n under our hands

and the seal of the Tribunal on this 20" day of Décember, 2023:

-

- Date of Delivaiy oo, . 2 ,-—cr/,-— -

TRRREE
. ) L S

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN S 1t

Chairman” Q| SN
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<Q | The Princlpal, R PD¢ (7)) - { ;2, —~

Dera tsmall Khan.

Subject: IMPLIMENTATION OF HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
_DECESION DATED 20-12-2023

Respected Sir,

it Is requested that | am serving In Education Department since 1994,
and was appointed as PET In BPS-15. | serve in Education department at different
station. | was promoted from BPS-15 to BPS-16 w.e.f 07-03-2014, but my colleges
were promoted from BPS-15 to BPS-16 w.e.f 2006, but | was deferred due to non-
submisslon of ACR by the then DEO (M), Dera Ismall Khan.

Laped o

Now the service tribunal on accepting of my appeal No_894/2014

entitled Kashif Rehman v/s E&SED , and entltled for promotion w.e.f 2006, with

my other colleges

PR Ity .

_ ‘Hence it is requested to please forwarded my case to the DEO (M}
DlKhan for the Implementation of Honorable Service Tribunal dated 20-12-2023

please.

Thank you, sir,

) ¢ M
» - ’ 1 .
.
Co . Y
NITLPARA) B £ reed .t G}

KASHIF REHMAN,

SIPE, (BS-18)

RPDC (M) DIKhan.

. OFFICE.OF.THE.PRINCIPALR.P.D.C {MALE) D.I.KHAN

“{Phone &Fax 0966-715768, Emall; fitemaledik@gmail.com

No.. AN ~a5 Dated DiKhan theoj'/or/2024.

Copy of the above Is forwarded to :-

1. The Director, DPD,'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. District Education Officer (M) DIKhan.

ICIPAL
/ R.P.D.C (Male)

P han

r Nli\l"\é,ll.ln :: lisw®
¥, ‘_ RPN .
AdVOLda _-' L 8

Dist. g, J';(‘;]Ou:t
LKhan
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OFFICE OF DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (MALE) D.LKHAN

b e st
@ hm PRLNRAT w0 § Wiy
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No:  S371 | - Date ©2/04/2024

To

The Director,

E&Se, KPK Peshawar

Subject: Implementation of order of Honoerable service Tribunal date 20/12/2023

Memo: It is stated that Mr. Kashif Rehman is serving in Education Department as SIPE Bs — 18 in RPDC
D.I.Khan He was Appointed in the year 1994 as PET  (BPs - 15), his promotion from BPs - 15 to BPs -
16 was due in the year 2006. He was deffered by Departmental promotion committee in 2006, but his colleague
were Promoted in 2006, from BPs -135 to BPs — 16, He was deffered due to want of ACR and the post of DPE
is upgraded from BPs — 16 to BPs — 17. Later on the Kashif Rehman was promoted from BPs -15 10 BPs~ 16
as DPE dated 07/03/2014, With Immediate cffect not from 2006 Actually he was entitled for the promotion
w.c.f 2006 Now the Honorable Service Tribunal on accepting his appeal to promote the applicant w.e.f 2006

for the post of DPE BPs — 16-w.¢.£21/10/2006 i.c is the date of his Junior were promoted.

Hence the case of Mr. Kashif Rehman SIPE BPs — 18 may please be take up in the light of decision

honorable Tribunal vide appeal no 894/ Neem of 2014 dated 20/12/2023.

s -e . {;_’

. Saiid malsch

Advocat: Hh vourt
Disti Lo ot ahan
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