
BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 310/2024
IN

SERVICE APPEAL NO.946/2019

APPELANTMr. Akhtar Hussain
VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary, Environment Peshawar
2. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment Department Civil 

Secretariat Peshawar
3. Director General, Pakistan Forest Institute, Peshawar

RESPONDENTS

INDEX

S. No. Particulars Annexure Page No.
1. Reply of Execution Petition 1

2. Affidavit 2

3, Copy of CPl_A NO.238-P/2024 A 3-12

CMP No,346/20244. B 13-15

. ,r,.,>-’rOifiC2r(G)
PakisiQi. i-uieii Institute 

Peshawar

oh

i

»
f-



«
# ■

BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR^..,».o^ pakataJ^Hwa
Service 'I'r5b-Ji3i2!!

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 310/2024 .nry Ko..IN
SERVICE APPEAL NO.946/2019

i iqed

APPELANTMr. Akhtar Hussain
VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary, Environment Peshawar
2. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment Department Civil 

Secretariat Peshawar
3. Director General, Pakistan Forest Institute, Peshawar

RESPONDENTS

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:

That Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has filed CPLA No, 238-P/2024 in 

August Supreme Court of Pakistan against the judgment of Hon’ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 02-02-2024 in Service Appeal No,946/2019 (Annex-A), 

Furthermore, CMA No,346/2024 in the said CPLA regarding suspension of operation of the said 

impugned Judgment of the learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar and 

maintaining status-quo till the final decision in the said CPLA has also been filed in 

August Supreme Court of Pakistan (Annex-B).'

In view of the above explanation / reply, it is humbly prayed that the instant 
Execution Petition may kindly be dismissed / adjourned sine die till decision in the above 

mentioned CPLA.

/ '

Secretary,
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pakistan Forest Institute,\ 

Establishment Department ' ^ Peshawar
Respondent No.2 Respondent Nof 3

e.euv U ((aIi Wo*. Director General
Pakistan Forest Institute

Secretary,
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

CCFE & W Department
Respondent No.l

Director General
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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 310/2024
IN

SERVICE APPEAL NO.946/2019

Mr. Akhtar Hussain APPELANT

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary, Environment Peshawar
2. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment Department Civil 

Secretariat Peshawar
3. Director General, Pakistan Forest Institute, Peshawar

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Khalid Ilyas, Director General, Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI), Peshawar, 
(Respondent No.3) do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of reply are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 
and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Court. It is further stated on 

oath that in this appeal the answering respondents have neither been placed 

ex-parte nor their defense has been struck off.

DEPONENT
Mr. KHALID ILYAS 

CNIC: 17301-5173935-7 '
:ell No. 03^15-3336070. iirector ueneraf^^^

,P^tan Forest
Peshawar"
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN 

(Appellate Jurisdiction)

i -i • /2024CPLA No,
r,

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Climate Change, 
Forestry Environment & Wild Life Department Peshawar & others

------------PETITIONERS
S'

V
A.

VERSUSS'
•RESPONDENTAkhtar Hussainr

5 i-
CONCISE STATEMENT

Promotion to the post of Superintendent BPS-17 from January, 
2015 along-with all back benefits till 19/01/2019

Subject matter and 
the law

11
The respondent was retired from service as Provincial
Government employee on 17/01/2019 whereas service 
rules of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) were notified on 
16/04/2019, therefore, the respondent was not considered 
for prorholibn as Superintendent BPS-17. Against which 
respondent filed Service Appeal No.946/2019 before the 
learned Service Tribunal, Peshawar which was accepted 
by setting aside the impugned decision of the 
Departmental promotion Committee (DPC) dated 
27/05/2019 and remanded the case to the DPC with 
direction to consider the case of notional promotion of the 
respondent under rules in vogue at the occasion before his 
retirement accordingly, which is against the law,_________

Controversy between 
the parties

2

f.'

i-

1
t •. .
v"

Government / petitionersWhich side has filed 
this petition

3.I
Who filed it and with what resultDate of 

ajlnstitution 
b) Decision

Court/Forum4.-1
'I

Respondent filed Service Appeal which
was accepted.

a) 16/07/2019
b) 02/02/2024

Khyber
Service

Learned 
Pakhtunkhwa, 
Tribunal, Peshawar

5.

I Treatment of points in the impugned
judgment

Points/Questions noted in the impugned 
Judgment

6
s ■
5 It is admitted position that petitioner

department devolved upon the province 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, in the year 2011, 
but on account of none framing of service 
rules by the province, the respondent case 
for promotion was not considered. 
However, it is adnaitted fact chat before 
framing of Provincial rules, the services of 
the respondent was governed by the 
previous rules framed by tlie Federal 
Government. Under such civcumstance, 
when the right of promotion has accrued 
to the respondent, when he was in service 
and that time, the rules framed by the

Learned counsel for the respondent argued that
respondent has not been treated in accordance 
wi^ law and rules. He further argued that the 
respondent has a vested right to be promoted to 
the post of Superintendent BPS-17 from the year 
2015 as the respondent is the senior most in the 
seniority list. That the respondent had already 
performed duty as Superintendent and also held 
entitled for the promotion of the said post, lastly, 
he submitted that respondent was retired from 
service on 17/01/2019 as such he is entitled for 
promotion since 2015 till the retirement along- 
with all back benefits.

I
t

v
I
?•

Conversely, learned District Attorney con',ended

jyes
‘T
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s- fi •
. » that respondent had been treated in acco;-dance 

with law and rules. He further contended that 
PFI was declared as attached department of 
Environment and on 09/01/2018 aU the 
employees including the respondent were 
provincialized U/s 11-B of the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Amendment) Act, 
2015. He further contended that due to 
devolution of PFI, all the appointments and 
promotion were become defunct to the extent of 
PFI, therefore, promotion case of the respondent 
could not be made. Respondent filed writ 
petition which was decided on 11/12/2018 
wherein petitioners were directed to place the 
promotion case of the respondent before DPC, if 
he otherwise deserved to be promoted. His case 
was placed before the DPC, wherein the 
committee considered his case and observed that 
aU the employees of PFI including the 
respondent were on deputation to Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa province U/s 10 of Civil Servants 
Act, 1973 as the respondent was retired from 
service as Federal Government employee on 
17/01/2019, whereas service rules of PFI were 
notified on 16/04/2019, therefore, the DPC did 
not find him fit for promotion as Superintendent 
BPS-17.

Federal Government were in field. He 
applied for his promotion in terms of the 
rules applicable to him at that time, but 
with no response, despite directions of the 
High Court and stood retired from service 
on 17/01/2019.
The record reveals that respondent had 
already attained the status of a permanent 
employee, absorbed employee, on account 
of implication of law before order of 
worthy Peshawar High Court, Peshawar 
dated 11/12/2018 and tlie rules in vogue 
at the occasion of judgment of worthy 
Peshawar High Court, Peshavvar, but the 
Departmental Promotion Committee did 
not consider the respondent's case in view 
of the same rules, which were tlie proper 
rules on the subject. Therefore, the appeal 
in hand is accepted by setting aside the 
impugned decision of the Departmental 
promotion Committee (DPC) dated 
27/05/2019 and remand the case to the 
DPC with direction to consider the case of 
notional promotion of the respondent 
tmder rules in vogue at the occasion before 
his retirement accordingly.

r
i
!
:

i

\

5
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1
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1
I
I
! 7 Question requiring consideration & decision by the Supreme Court

1. Whether the service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) notified on 16/04/2019, 
were applicable to those employees who was retired from service before 
notification of service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI)?

2. Whether the employees of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) including the respondent 
were not on deputation to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province U/s 10 of Civil Servants 
Act, 1973 as the respondent was retired from service 'from Federal Government 
employee on 17/01/2019 whereas service rules of PFI were notified on 16/04/2019, 
therefore, the DPC did not find him fit for promotion as Superintendent bPS-17.

3. Whether the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshav.-ar has not 
legally erred by directing the petitioners to consider the case of notional promotion 
of the respondent under rules in vogue at the occasion before his retirement 
accordingly?

)i
i

i

V

\!
i

i
8. LAW/RULING ON THE SUBJECTi

I FOR AGAIN.STI
1. I CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN-1973 1

!
CERTIFICATE)! Certified that, we, the undersigned prepared the abqt^ conci'se statement which is correct.

t
i

(Muhammad Ajmal Khan) 
Advocate-on-Record 

Supreme Court of Pakistan
For Government

Additional Advocate General) 
Khyber Pakhtuiikhwa
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Ifi. 9 IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PARIS TANi

(Appellate Jurisdiction)«s
t
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I CPLA No. /2024
f
f 1. Goverrunent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secreteury Climate Change, 

Forestry Environment & Wildlife Department, Peshawar
2. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment 

Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar
3. Director General, Pakistan Forest Institute, Peshawar '

!
i

PETITIONERS
VERSUS

Akhtar Hussain S/ o Abdul Khaliq Khan R/ o Regi Aftizai, Peshawar Ex- 
Look-after Superintendent at Pakistan Forest Institute, Peshawar

RESPONDENT

f
CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL lUNDER ARTICLE
212f31 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF

PAKISTAN. 1973 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED TUDGMENT
AND ORDER OF THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA;■

I
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR DATED 02/02/2024it
PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL No.946/2019

i '
!;• RESPECTFULLY SHEWETHS,

Substantial questions of law of general public importance and grounds, inter alia, 

which fcills for determination of this august Court are as under:-

•'1.:
Whether the order dated 02/02/2024 passed in Service Appeal No.946/2019 

of the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar is not 

against law and facts of the case and has properly followed, applied and 

interpreted the law in the subject case?

1.
1

Whether the service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFl) notified on 

16/04/2019, were applicable to those employees who was retired from 

service before notification of service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute -^PFI)?

pesha'W’^*

f

1
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. • 3. Whether the directions issued by the Hon'bie Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar in W.P No.3987/2018, the case of the respondent had not been 

placed and observed unfit by the Departmental Promotion Committee 

(DPC) as Superintendent BPS-17?

:

I
t'

4. Whether upon devolution of Pakistan Forest Institute, Peshawar, the 

previous recruitment rules had not become dysfunctional to the extent of 
Pakistan Forest Institute?

:

5. Whether upon devolution of Pakistan Forest Institute, all the appointments 

and promotion were not become defunct to the extent of Pakistan Forest 
Institute?

f

!

i. 6. Whether the employees of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) including the 

respondent were not on deputation to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province U/s 

10 of Civil Servants Act, 1973 as the respondent was retired from service

from Provincial Government on 17/01/2019 whereas service rules of PFI
I ■ '

were notified on 16/04/2019, therefore, the DPC did not find him fit for 

promotion as Superintendent BPS-17.

i

7. Whether the learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal has not 

entertained the Service Appeal of respondent in disregard of law, rules and 

policy?

I

Whether the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshav/ar has 

not legally erred by directing the petitioners to consider the case of notional 

promotion of the respondent under rules in vogue at the occasion before his 

retirement accordingly?

8.

9. Whether the Hon'bie Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

properly construed the record and material in its true perspective?
r

FACTS

I Hr Facts relevant to the abo\'e points of law, inter alia, are as under:-

1

i
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. • I That the respondent was serving as Assistant in BPS-16 in Pakistan Forest 

Institute (PFI) which was the attached department of the Ministry of 

Environment, Islamabad till 30/06/2011. Consequent upon the ISthe 

Constitutional Amendment, Ministry of Environment, Islamabad ceased to 

exist w.e.f. 01/07/2011 therefore, Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) was 

devolved to the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and all its employees 

including the respondent were transferred to Goverrunent of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa on deputation basis in their own basic pay of scales under the 

civil Servant Act, 1973. Subsequently, in light of the Guidelines issued by 

the Government of Pakistan Establishment Division Management Services 

Wing, Islamabad vide Office memorandum dated 2"=* November, 2012 all 

the promotion cases may be withheld till the promulgation of the enabling 

law.

1.
1

1

;
V

..?■

f

f

That the Provincial Goverrunent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa declared Pakistan 

Forest Institute (PFI) as an attached department of Environment (now 

Forestry, Environment & Wildlife) Department and on 09/01/2018 all 

employees of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) including the respondent, were
I 1

provincialized under section 11(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa civil Servants 

(Amendment) Act, 2015. It is further added that due to devolution of 

Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI), and in light of Government of Pakistan all 

the Appointment, Promotion & Transfer Rules becaine dysfunctional to the 

extent of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) and the promotion cases of the 

Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) employees (including the respondent) could 

not be made.

. 2.

i
I

;
!
.
■-

’

,

I

' That the respondent was assigned the look-after-charge of the post of

Superintendent BPS-17 and got retired from government service on
--r.

attaining the age of superannuation w.e.f. 17/01/2019, and the fresh service 

rules of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) were notified on 16/04/2019 i.e. after 

retirement of respondent. Moreover, the respondent while in service had 

filed Writ Petition No.3987/2018 before the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court 

for promotion to the post of Superintendent BPS-17.

3.

5
I

:

That the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar in its judgment dated 

11/12/2018 had directed the petitioners to place his case for promotion
Vi

sVituleVPaVistan Fou
fc Peshawar
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before the Departmental Promotion Cominittee(DPC), if he otlierwise 

deserved to be promoted and in compliance of the Hon'ble High Court 
directions, the case of respondent

. •

was placed before the Departmental 

Promotion Committee on 27/05/2019, wherein the committee considered

his case and observed that all the employees of Pakistan Forest 

Institute(PFI) including the respondent were on deputation to Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa under Section-10 of Civil Servant Act, 1973. The official

■ retired from service as Provincial Government employee w.e.f. 17/01/2019 

on superannuation, whereas the service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute 

(PFl) were notified on 16/04/2019. Therefore, the service rules were not 

applicable to those employees who retired from service before notification 

of service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute, therefore, the Departmental 

Promotion Committee did not consider him fit for promotion as 

Superintendent BPS-17.

'

r

hn

5. That the respondent then approached to the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar and filed Service Appeal No.946/2019 and 

claimed promotion to the post of Superintendent BPS-17 from January, 2015 

wherein Para-wise reply was asked from the petitioners which was filed 

and denied the stance of respondent on legal and factual grounds.

f'

1:I
I

6. That the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar

accepted the Service Appeal No.946/2019 of responc ent and set aside the
■ &i impugned decision of the Departmental Promotion Committee (DPC) dated 

27/05/2019 and remanded the case to the Departmental Promotion 

Committee with direction to consider the case of notional promotion of the1/
respondent under rules in vogue at the occasion before his retirement 

accordingly vide order dated 02/02/2024.

1; 7. That the petitioners being aggrieved from the impugned judgment and 

order of the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar 

dated 02/02/2024 passed in Service Appeal No.946/2019, prefer this CPLA 

before this august Court.

-fk
r

t
it
V
•i 8. That the petitioners seek leave to appeal against the impugned judgment 

and order of the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar 

dated 02/02/2024 passed in Service Appeal No,946/2019.

\I
!

©
I peshaviat
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. • t
It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition, leave 

to appeal against the impugned judgment and order of the Learned Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 02/02/2024 passed in 

Service Appeal No.946/2019 may graciously be granted.

.

i

I'

i if. (Muhammad Ajmal Khan) 
Advocate-ori-Record 

Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

t.I

NOTE:
Learned Advocate General, KPK/ Addl. AG shall appear at the time of hearing of 
this petition.
ADDRESS
Office of the Advocate General, KPK, High Court Building, Peshawar. (Telephone 
No.091-9210119, Fax No.091-9210270)
CERTIFICATE Certified that no such petition has earlier been filed by Petitioners/ 
Government against the impugned judgment mentioned above.

4-
Advocate-On-Record

&
\CERTIFICATE: Certified that all the legible copies of the illegible documents 

attached with this petition have been compared word to word with original and 
found correct in all respect.

B.'
I
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Advocate-On-Record::
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate Jurisdiction)

v •
CMA No. /2n?4

I

IN

> 2 -'FCPLANo. 72024
}

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Climate Change, 
Forestry Environment &: Wild Life Department Peshawar & others

---------- -PETITIONERS
1 r
;
!

VERSUSi;
5 Akhtar Hussain ^—RESPONDENT
i
t

& APPLICATION FOR SUSPENSION OF OPERATION OF THF 

^yrPUGNED JUDGMENT AND ORDER OF THE LEARNFD 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR DATED 02/02/2024 PASSED IN 

SERVICE APPEAL NO.946/2019 AND MAINTAIN THE STATUS- 
QUO TILL THE FINAL DECISION OF THF CA^F

It

!
i

:
!
I

i
(
?

RESPECTFULLY SHEWFTH;-t
:
! 1. That the respondent was serving as Assistant in BPS-16 in Pakistan Forest 

Institute (PFI) which,was the attached department of the Ministry of 

Environment, Islamabad till 30/06/2011. Consequent upon the 18the
i I

Constitutional Amendment, Ministry of Environment, Islamabad ceased to • 

exist w.e.f. 01/07/2011 therefore, Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) 

devolved to the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and all its employees 

including the respondent were transferred to Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa on deputation basis in their own basic pay of scales under the 

civil Servant Act, 1973.

iJ
1
;

I
} was
;
?
1

1

1 I

i

J11
i 2. That the Provincial Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa declared Pakistan

Forest Institute (PFI) as an attached department of Environment (now Forestry, 

Environment & Wildlife) Department and
1
i 09/01/2018 all employees ofon]

Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) including the respondent, were provincialized 

under section 11(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa civil Servants (Amendment) Act, 
2015. It is further added that due to devolution of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI), 

and in light of Government of Pakistan all the Appointment, Promotion &:

p'aWisianForesUn.
s Peshaviar
f
f
i
;

-
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Transfer Rules became dysfunctional to the extent of Pakistan Forest Institute 

(PFI) and the promotion cases 

(including the respondent) could not be made.
of the Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) employees

3. That the respondent was assigned the look-after-charge of the post of 
Superintendent BPS-17 and got retired from government service on
attaining the age of superannuation w.e.f. 17/01/2019, and the fresh service 

rules of Pakistan Forest Institute (PFI) were notified on 16/04/2019 i.e. after 

retirement of respondent. Moreover, the respondent while in service had

filed Writ Petition No.3987/2018 before the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court 

for promotion to the post of Superintendent BPS-17. ,
i

4. That the Hon ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar in its judgment dated 

11/12/2018 had directed the petitioners to place his case for promotion 

before the Departmental Promotion Committee(DPC), if he otherwise 

deserved to be promoted and in compliance of the Hon'ble High Court 

directions, the case of respondent was placed before the Departmental 

Promotion Committee on 27/05/2019, wherein the committee considered 

his case and observed that all the employees of Pakistan Forest 

Institute(PFI) including the respondent were on deputation to Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa under Section-10 of Civil Servant Act, 1973. The official 
retired from service as Federal Government employees w.e.f. 17/01/2019 

on superannuation, whereas the service rules of Pakistan Forest Institute 

(PFI) were notified on 16/04/2019. Therefore, the service rules 

applicable to those employees who retired from service before notification 

of service rules of Pakistan Forest Instihite, therefore, the Departmental 

Promotion Committee did not consider him fit for promotion as 

Superintendent BPS-17.
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i 5. That the respondent then approached to the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar and filed Service Appeal No.946/2019 and
i
i
i

claimed promotion to the post of Superintendent BPS-17 from January, 2015 

wherein Para-wise reply was
!;
r asked from the petitioners which was filed 

and denied the stance of respondent on legal and factual grounds.

\

I.-- —jvkv That the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar'y live Officer P , , „
r forest Institute accepted the Service Appeal No.946/2019 of respondent and set aside the

^'>shawar

6.
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0:^ impugrted decision of the Departmental Promotion Committee (DPC) dated 

27/05/2019 and remanded the 

Comrpittee with direction to consider the
to the Departmental Promotioncaser

J of notional promotion of the 
■ respondent under rules in vogue at the occasion before his retirement

case

accordingly vide order dated 02/02/2024.

7. That the petitioner has a good prima facie case and balance of convenience 

also lies in maintaining status-quo.
V

8. That if the impugned judgment and order iIS not suspended and status-quo 

IS not granted the very.purpose of this petition would be lost.

therefore, humbly prayed that the operation of the impugned 

judgment and order of the Learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar passed in Service Appeal No.946/2019 dated 02/02/2024

It is,

>

may
graciously be suspended and to maintain status quo till the final decision of

i.

the case.

- ;

(Muhammad Ajmal Khan) 
Advocate-on-Record 

Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PAKISTAN FOREST INSTITUTE, PESHAWAR 

Ph: +92 91 9221224. Fax: +92 91 9221233
&-1-

No Dated2.;^/^5 / 2024/E.P No.310/2024 in S.A No.946/2019

AUTHORITY

Mr. Farhan Ahmad, Administrative Officer (G), Pakistan Forest Institute 

(PFI), Peshawar, is hereby authorized to submit reply in Execution Petition No.310/2024 

in Service Appeal No.946/2019, filed by Mr. Akhtar Hussain, ex-Assistant, PFI, Peshawar 

in Honlile Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar, on behalf of Respondents.

(MR. KHALID ILYAS) 
DIRECTOR GENERAL 
RESPONDENT N0.3
director 
/^^tan Forest 
‘ '^ '-^..Pesiiawar -


