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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKH I UNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2588 of 2023

1. Mr. Muhammad Nawaz,
Assistant Settlement Office Deputy Commissioner Lower Chitral office

VERSUS
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
2. Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
3. Director Land Records/

Chief Settlement Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Appellant

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Tariq Ali Khan, Director Land Records, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, do- 
hereby solemnly affirm on oath that the contents of the attached reply to the Service Appeal No. , 
2588 of 2023 are true and correct to the best of knowledge and belief that nothing therein has been 

concealed or withheld from this Honorable Tribunal.

It is further stated on oath that in the instant appeal the respondents have neither 

been placed ex-parte nor their defense is struck off. C
t,.
^DeponeiQy

Identified by



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2588 of 2023

1. Mr. Muhammad Nawaz,
Assistant Settlement Office Deputy Commissioner Lower Chitral office

VERSUS
t

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
2. Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
3. Director Land Records/

Chief Settlement Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Appellant

.....Respondents.

;

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Mohsin Ali, Assistant Director Land Records, Revenue & Estate Department 
is hereby authorized to appear before the Service Tribunal in the Service Appeal No. 2588 of 2023. 
on behalf of the respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required documents and replies 

etc as representative of the respondents through the Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

r
/II

Director LanmRecords 
Khyber Pakiit inkhwa

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2588 /2023

Muhammad Nawaz S/o Ameer Baig
Assistant Settlement Office of Deputy Commissioner, 
Chitral Lower..............................................................

KS!y!»er PaUhtiikhwt* 
Service Tribunal

Appellant
Diary No.

VERSUS
DaleU

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
Peshawar Respondent

2. Senior Member Board of Revenue (SMBRI
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Respondent

3. Director Land Records
Revenue & Estate Department, Board of Revenue, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar Respondent

JOINT PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. Oi & 03

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.
1. That the appellant has got no cause of action..

2. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

3. That the Supreme Court of Pakistan has already set aside vide civil appeal No. 239, 274 & 

283 of 2020 dated 14/07/2021 (Against the judgement dated 27/09/2016, 17/07/2018 and 

14/11/2018 passed by the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar in Writ Petitions No. 767-P, 

1674-P of 2016 and 3108-P of 2018) the impugned Judgement of Peshawar High Court 

vide writ Petition No 3108-P/2018 dated 14/11/2018.

4. That appellant has not come to this. Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.

5. i’hat the appellant is estopped by his own conduct.

6. That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

7. That the appeal of the appellant is hit by Resjudicata.
FACTS:

1. Pertain to record.

2. Pertain to record.

3. Incorrect, as Settlement is in project mode and their employees have been recruited on 

contract basis, therefore cannot be considered for promotion as Tehsildar. Furthermore, 

there is no provision in the Service Rules of Settlement Employees for promotion of 

Assistant of the office of Settlement Operation to the post of Tehsildar. Besides, none of 

the officials of the Settlement Operations Chitral have so far been promoted as Tehsildar 

(BPS-16).

4. Incorrect. His illegal promotion was rightly withdrawn. As stated in para-3.

5. incorrect. Perusal of all relevant records it is crystal clear that the Settlement Officer has 

misinterpreted /.misused the Judgement dated 18/09/2014 passed by the Peshawar High 

Court & order dated 19/03/2011 passed by the Senior Member Board of Revenue, as well 

as Notification dated 15/10/2020. There is still no provision in the rules iivfield to promote 

Settlement Assistant to the post of Tehsildar further, Settlement Officer should have 

consulted previous record of that Departmental Promotion Committee chaired by Senior



/
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Member Board of Revenue on 11/08/2015 where the appellant case was discussed but due 

to no provision in Rules. His case was referred to Establishment Department & then to Law 

Department for advice. Even in the presence of Rules, Promotion of an Assistant to the 

post of Tehsildar is not the mandate of a Settlerhent Officer, rather it is the sole competency 

of Senior Member, Board of Revenue, to promote an official to the post of Tehsildar / Naib 

Tehsildar through proper Departmental Promotion Committee.

6. Incorrect. The appellant was assigned the Additional charge of Tehsildar only for the, 

exigency of Settlement Operation white could confer him no right for the adjustment on 

Revenue side. His assignment of the work of Tehsildar was only for the exigency of 

Settlement Operation like a project activities. As far as the notification 15/10/2015 

concerned it was for the purpose of making Appointment / Selection and promotion to the 

post BPS-01 to BPS-15 including the upgradation posts ofAssistant& Computer Operators 

Board of Revenue, at the cadre strength of Settlement Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

and the Settlement Officer, nominated as a chairman of the Committee.

7. Incorrect. The appellant was not validly appointment on regular basis, but purely on 

contract basis as Assistant in the Settlement Operation (Chitral) and temporarily assigned 

the additional work of Tehsildar only for the exigency of Settlement Operation it is further 

submitted that the appellant time & again approached the Competent forum & existed his 

remedy last judgement of the apex Supreme Court of Pakistan dated 14/07/2021 

(Annex-A).

8. Incorrect. The appellant was initially appointed as Assistant purely on contract basis & only 

for the exigency of Settlement Operation & temporary assigned the charge of Settlement 

Tehsildar. Which could confer him no right for adjustment on revenue side his appointment 

was purely on contract basis in the Settlement Operation like other Settlement officials.

9. Incorrect. The appellant time & again existed his remedy last judgement of apex Supreme 

Court of Pakistan dated 14/07/2021 (Annex-A).

10. Incorrect. As explained in para 5.

11. Incorrect. The appellant has already existed his remedy in the Supreme Court of Pakistan 

vide Judgement dated 14/07/2021.

GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect. The appellant rightly treated in accordance with the provision of rules / law.

B. Incorrect. The appellant was basically appointed as Assistant & temporary assigned the 

charge of Tehsildar only for the exigency of Settlement Operation. Furthermore, the record 

reveals that the Establishment / Law Departments also opined that in case of non-provision 

of rules a Departmental Promotion Committee meeting cannot be convened for the 

promotion, because a provision providing even for promotion an official if any office of 

Settlement Officer, is to be made in the rules first and thereafter the Departmental 

Promotion Committee meeting is to be convened accordingly.

C. Incorrect. The Settlement Officer, has misinterpreted / misused the judgement dated 

18/09/2014 passed by the Peshawar High Court & order dated 19/03/2011 passed by Senior 

Member, Board of Revenue as well as notice dated 15/10/2020 there is. still no provision



' f
in the existing rules in field to promote Settlement Assistant to the post of Settlement
Tehsildar.

D. Incorrect. A fact-finding inquiry was carried out through Secretary-1. Board of Revenue,
and recommended that: -

1. Departmental Promotion Committee on 03/02/2022 and promotion notification of 
Muhammad Nawaz as Settlement Tehsildar Chitral has no legal standing* as the 
Settlement Officer Chitral has no authority of heading DPC for promotion of 
Settlement Assistant to Settlement Tehsildar, hence may be considered as NULL and 
VOID.

2. Notification of Board of Revenue dated 15/10/2022 which Settlement Officer Chitral 
has based for chairing this DPC is very much clear which states that the following 
Departmental Promotion / Selection Committee for the purpose of making 
appointments, selection and promotion to the posts from BPS-1 to BPS-15 including 
the upgraded post of Assistants and Computer Operators at the cadre strength of 
Settlement Officers in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. In light of the above-mentioned 
notification, Settlement Officer Chitral cannot promote Mr. Muhammad Nawaz 
Assistant (BPS-16) in Settlement Operation Chitral to the post of Tehsildar 
(Settlement).

3. Hence the charge of illegal promotion of Mr. Muhammad Nawaz Assistant to the post 
of Settlement Tehsildar order dated 04/02/2020 is proved. I'herefore, Settlement 
Officer Chitral Mr. Fida-ul-Karim may be immediately transferred from the post of 
Settlement Officer, Chitral.

4. Proper formal inquiry may be initiated to probe the matter in details.

By now the formal inquiry is being carried out by the Additional Secretary 

Home «& Tribal Departmental Khyber Pakhtunkhwa against the officer / official involved in the 

instant case.

E. As stated in Para-D

F. As explained in Paras-5 & 6.

G. As state in Paras-5 & 6.

H. As state in Paras-7 & 8.

I. As state in Paras-5, 6, 7 & 8.
j. As slate in Paras-5, 6, 7 & 8.

K. Respodents will also seek permission to advance
arguments.

additional grounds at the time of

It is therefore requested that on acceptance of the instant Parawise comments, 
the appeal of the appellant may kindly be dismissed with cost.

Senior Member Board of Revenue 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
(Respondent No. 02)

- - - ---- '

Director Landmecords, 
Khyber Pal^tAnkhwa
(Respondent t/o. 03)

Mi)
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PR(j)3:niN^i.^
MR. JUS'l'ICE GULZAR AHMED, HCJ 
MR. JUSTICE IJAZ UL AHSAN 
MR. JUSTICE MUNIB'AKHl'AR

VTK 1

CmL APPEALS N0.239, 274 AND 283 OF 2020. I
(Against the judgment dated 27.09,2016, 17,07.2018 and. 
I't.l 1,2018 passed by the Peshawar High Court, Peshawarin Writ 

'PeUiiojxsNo. 767’P, 167'1-P of 2016 and 3106-P of 201^.

■fj
I

Government of Kliyber Palditunkhwa through Secretary
Public Health Engineering, Peshawar and others, 
fm CA.239/2020}

i

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others.
(in CA.274/2020)

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and others.

CA.283/2020)

H

...Appellant(s)
Versus

■'I

Abdul Manan and others.
('tn CA.239/2020)

Ijaz Ali Shah and others.
(inCA.274/2020)

-JMuhammad Nawaz and others. 
(in CA.283/2020)

■1...Respondents)
. I

4Mr. Shumail Ahmad Butt,
A.G. KP.
Mr. Atif Ali Khan, Addl. A.G. KP. 
Barrister Qasim Wadood,
Addl. A.G. KP.
Mr. Irum Shaheen, DD. HED.
Mr. Asif Khan, Litigation Officer, 
HED.
Mr. Amin Jan, AD, Fisheries, KP. 
Mr. Gulzar Mahmood, A.D. 
Fisheries, KP.
Engr. Falak Niaz, AD (Dost). 
Rajbar Khan, SDO, PHE, KP.
Mr. Saadullah, Asstt. Secretary, 
BOR, KP.

For the Appellant(s):

!■;!

: 1

A

t.
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-
Mr. Faheern Ullah Khan, Sr. Law 
Officer, KPPSC. ,
Mr. Asaad Ullah Khan, SO, P&O,

r- /. .i

Dcpartmeni;.
Qurcshi,
Finance

Arnana-tuilahMr.
Deputy Secretary, 
Department, KP.

Mr. Khaied Redinum, ASC.
CA.27'f/2020)

Mr. M. Ijaz Khan Sabi, ASC.
(in CA.2a3/2020)

For the Respondent(3):

U’llN.R.
(in CA.239/2020)

25.11.2020 (Judgment Reserved)Date of Hearing;

JUPGMBN^r

J.- Through this single 

intend to decide Civil AppeaJ,s No. 239, 274 and

: I
IJAZ uh AHSAH,

judgment, -we

283 of 2020 (hereinafter referred to as “CA”) as they involve a

common question of lav^.

Through the instant appeals, the Appellants have

of the Peshawar High 

Writ Petition No. 

Writ Petition No. 1674- 

Writ Petition No. 767- 

as ^‘Impugned Judgments”).

2.

sought to challenge the judgments

Peshawar dated 14.11.18 passed inCourt ;•!
3108-P/2018, 17.07.18 passed in

P/2016 and 27.09.2016 passed in

P/2016 (hereinafter referred to 

Through the impugned judgments, the Respondents had

challenged the action of the AppeUants to not regularize Ihem.

allowed, and, the Appellants
iC

Their respective petitions

ordered to regularize the Respondents in their respective

were ly'

were

posts.

■T

SeniOT Couj^-A^ciaiti, 
Sup^CT^trvAH:^; of o,,ikistan'. 

Isliiiiuibtid !
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// Hio l)i’l(!r rMOl;M I'ivin/j; rlMn l:o t;lyl(i lOi mi'm I'.IimI. l:lto 

KoMponcU;nl;H In CA of :;^OWO wtu'n npiJiilnlxMl (;iKulrii:il: 

dilTcrcni: poHbi on n (jonlriml, IxuiIm.' 'ri'ioy wcii’n

wll;Ii cilTtml; riDin yOOM and not I'roni lim dalna <)! 

their reuiicetive inll.lal i:ii)poin,l,rneril;(.i. 'I'ho ,Ro(,ip()ii.d<.mlM In CA, 

283 of 2020 wore appointed an OlTiee AMMldtunl:, 'l.ypiMl:i nrai 

Naib Qasid, Respondent; No. 01 in, CA 28.3 of 2020 wan later 

promoted out.oi’ turn mi Scttlerncnl: 'i'c'/i/ji/fia/' in 2009 and 

later on, was demoted, because the eorreel: riiechaniarri to 

appoint him as provided in Section 7 of the Civij Servant 

Promotion and Transfer Rules, 1989, wao not followed. 'Ihe 

Respondents in CA 274 of 2020 were appointed in the project 

Imovm as “Capacity Building Phase-II” and, after the expiry of

l3.
i

f-i
f;•
I

! i;

/!
I'/f

ir

r
I

/
I

■ I
I

1I lifI r/

I

ij
2

rt-)i ,..r .r-.;'-

their respective writ petitions before the learned High Court, 

which were allowed. The Appellants are aggrieved and luive

f V, * Vy

r

approached this Court.
•I

Leave to appeal was granted by tliis Court 

vide order dated 09,03.2020 which is reproduced below

4.

for ease of reference:

“The learned Additional Advocate General, Khyber 
PaJditunlzhwa contends that all the Respondents in 
these petitions were employed either on project posts ' 
or on contract basis or were employees wider Section 
42 of the Companies Act, 2017 and in no 
circumstances their services were to he regularized.

. He further contends that in all impugned judgments, 
the learned High Court has merely allowed writ, 
petitions on basis of similarly placed persons, - but 
without at all adverting to the facts and circumstances 
of each and every case separately and vAthout 
applying Us mind to the same. He adds that even the 
laws under which their appointments were made^

I'i

i;

eSTEE]ti1-^'
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c^vn, v.i'>, Ji^ rtNi' a.'':i or ■jtijo li

'I .
•/tv'- 'm iiiora ridf aduaricd to. Ha nubnillti LliaL l.lw 

l^oapoiuUmtii who ara cmploiiacu on projar.L't ■ or 
amtnwl ampUnioan or Sav-Uon amplomivu ware not 
lUibla h) JurwanUirhed (Uiff tlmh lhalr rapnlarbiailon 
bii (Ju: laaiiuHi CAimV. f/irf)itr//i tim Iinpngnod
,}\iilnmr.nt in Ibnr.t^ pelUiann n)nr. alt.O(ii'lhr-r Ulofial. In 
impport oj Ihu i.“OfUe/iUu/i.'j, Llia iaaitiad law ijJJ.Loor Uw.. 
tvfam'.d io a thraiHUtnnlior Jncl{iinant of thli.i Court 
dated 2d.0liSJ0Ul panned in Appeal No.OHY oJ 
201d (Goucrnmant of KItybvr, AyrhuUura, Llnontoch: 
find CuppctxiiitJa Department thmiujli iU.i Sooratarij 
and othorn p Ahmad Din and anothar).

•r-.r-
■i,

■v

fl
!

)

2. We note t/mf some of the petitions are time barred 
and i/i one of the petitions even no condonation oj 
delay l\as been filed. The learned Law Officer states 
that such will be done by thepeiidoners.

3. The contentions raised by the learned Additional 
Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhvja need 
consideration. Therefore, subject to limitation, leave to 
appeal fs yranfed in these petitions to consid.er inter 
alia the same. The appeal stage paper bool^-shall be 
filed within a period of one month with permission to 
the parties to file additional documents if any. As the 
matter relates to service, the office is directed to fix the 
same expeditiously preferably after three months.

4. In the meantime, operation of impugned judgment(s) 
shall remain suspended.’'

■ii

ii

The Learned Additional Advocate General, ICiyber 

Palchtunlchwa (hereinafter referred to as “ICP”) contends that 

the Respondents in CA’s 283 and 274 were project employees 

with no right to regularization. He has further argued that the 

Respondents being project employees are not covered under 

the KP Civil Servants (Amendment) Act, 2005 (hereinafter 

referred to as the “2005 Act”) because the 2006 Act 

specifically excludes project employees from its purview. 

Further, that the KP (Regularization of Services) Act, 2009 

(hereinafter referred to as the “2009 Act”) also specifically 

excludes project employees from its applica.tion, and, as such,

5.

>v

;

1

I• ;
1

the Respondents are not covered under the 2009 Act. I-Ie ad^

\T¥SSTE
- .■,~.ii-B.r;»i!iTfrx:,--..rnireCT;'M.'rii.’n?iirw'i?;iii;iirnn:ii[CMCTriWi!iirJllliTOnnnMr.nnw,!iiuWJii;ii'inritnilh1p'lin;ri!iiiIIIII!lintlllEI)rilil!mmiMEIll!yM'Jl|iJll!iillJ» '
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5

thul; the Reapondent in, CA 239 of 2020 was appointed on a
T ' * . ' ' '■

ai.op“[;ap auangeincnl; which ia not. covered for regularization
i*
1

I

r:
under Section 19 ol the ^^005 Act. As such, the High Court 

erroneously held tliat the judgment rendered in W.P 

fi54/2000 applied to the said Respondent's ease because the 

said judgment applied to employees of Dislrict Swat only. He 

further submits that, whenever a position is advertised, it has 

to be filled after following correct procedure and formalities. 

As such, the Respondents could not have been arbitrarily 

appointed against tlieir respective posts without following tlie 

procedure of transparent appointment or, the procedure 

provided by the KP Public Service Commission {liereinafter 

referred to as “KPPSC”).

i;
I '

i •

II

: .i

i

I

I6. The learned ASC appearing on behalf of the 

Respondents argued that other similarly placed employees 

were regularized whereas the Respondents were not, as such 

this amounts to discrimination on part of the Appellants 

which is impermissible under the law. He further argued that 

all Respondents were validly appointed and, the Appellants 

could not relieve them from their positions arbitrarily when 

they have regularized other similarly placed employees. He 

■further submits that the Respondents in CA 239. of 2020 

should have been regularized from the date of tlieir initial 

appointment as opposed to 2008. Since the Respondents had 

been worldng against their respective posts before the 

promulgation of the 2005 Act, they ought to have been 

treated as civil servants and thus, regularized from before

!!
• ■;

:

!

1

;

1
■ !

. ’

;
;

ti
i'i

i

i
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'SiO'l.u.92. I-Jc adtia tlmi; jioi; cjciioni.Hii/,' iMnudil'i l;fj ‘ tho 

Reapondonbi in CA 2.39 or2()2() IVotn 04. i :l .92 nm.MjnOi t;o on,
ii \

I

il!c.'gnlil:y vvlien l.ht; aornc, bcnnCil.M Imvc hcou oxboidcd l:o ollic/' 

cmploycoa wlio atood on Uio aoino looUng.
t \

' V

I

\7. We have lieord (;lj{‘ leurtujd AAG ^'i.oo l;ho 

learned Counsel Tor the Reapondento, 'I'he qi.KjnfJonii wl:iif;ti 

fall before this Court for detenriination are a/i iollovyn:-

\

I

■«• I

\' i

(i) Could the KcaponcksitH be rcgulari/,cd . under 
the 2009 and 2005 Acts;

(ii) Could the Respondents in CA 239 of 2020 bo 
regularized with effect from an earlier date as 
opposed to 2008.

5

!

COULD THE RESPONDENTS BE RECrOLARI^BP UNDER
THE 2009 AND 2005 ACTS?

;
.;
;i• (

i8. The learned AAG submits that the 2009 Act was
I

inapplicable to all of the Respondents because they were 

project employees. To examine this issue, Section 3 of the

2009 Act is reproduced as under for ease of convenience:-
i

“Recfular-ization of set-vices of certain empUniees.—
All employees including recommendees of the High Court 
appointed on contract or ad-hoc basis and holding that 
post on 31^^ December, 2008 or till the commencement of 
this Act shall be deemed to have been validly appointed 
on regular basis having the same qualification and 
experience for a regular post:

I

Provided that the service promotion quota of all 
service cadres shall not be affected f ... i ;

t

f
A J iC V y

the 2009 Act supra which is produced as under:-
'•1
i..

" ‘"employee” means an adhoc or a contract employee 
appointed by Government on adhoc or contract basis or 
second shift/night shift but does not include the 
employees for project post or appointed on workdiarge

....| . rf.*J.*,*!* !i,i. . . *1 < ■*,.
••I <!• .................. .................................

S-'nior Court Associate
Scanned wiih CamSoannor
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ip^;"
basis or who arc paid out of contingfmdea:" ((Jndcrlining 
is ow’s)

A bare pet*uanl ql‘ t;he afbrcnoLecl proviniori of l:iie '2009 

Act reveals ihat, to be rcgiilarlj^ed riTicler l.lic '2009 Act the

(•ontryct;

I•1

1/ ^I- ' 11:y>.

/ 1
/W- IW- employee in quesbon uuiy l)e an ad hoc or a 

employee who must be appointed by the Government, '('here 

tliree categories of employees who cannot take bencHt oi 

Section 3 supra and claim regularization. First, project

I

/i

I'
areIf

i 1]
i.lemployees, that is, employees who are appointed against a

to an end

4
/ ;

project post. Whenever the said project comes 

unless otliei*wise provided, the posts in the said project too 

end and all appointees stand relieved. Second, 

work charge basis. Third, those

:
I (n)ii

ii ■. • I

■ .li come to an

employees appointed 

employees who are paid out of contingencies.. The last proviso

on a

■ U

t
is perhaps there because funds for contingencies are Umited 

mostly time-bound. As such, whenever the contingent

be relieved, by following the

Nlfl and

funds run out, employees may 

proper procedture.

)

admitted fact that the Respondents in CAIt is an

274 of 2020 were project employees. Section 2(b) of the 2009

Act specifically 

therefore, by no 

High Court have read into

9.
;

excludes project employees from its purview, 

stretch of the imagination could the learned

i;

"J
•I,

) the 2009 Act what it does not
•I

the intent of the legislature is

, the n.iles of

I

specifically provide. When ",
Imanifestly clear from the wording of the statute

that such law be interpreted a,s it is byinterpretation require 

assigning the ordinary English language 

words used, unless it causes grave

and usage to the 

injustice which “'mT i-rE,s'rar;
1

j

sisiii
v.p
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8

'.t

u'leiuuuiciLjiu ur luaaa lu absurd situations which, couid 

have been intended by the legislature. Only then, the Court 

may see the mischief which the legislature sought to remedy 

and interpret the law in a manner that meets the intent of the 

legislature. We £ire therefore of the view that the conclusion to 

tills effect reached by the High Court is quite erroneous and 

unsustainable in law.

%/not

I

;i

10. The learned High Court has held that the 

Respondents were fully covered by Section 19(2) of the 2005 

Act. For ease of reference, the relevant portion of Section 

19(2) is reproduced as under: -

;

; '
■ yll

"A person though selected for appointment in the 
prescribed manner to a service or post on or after the 1 si 
day of July 2001, till the commencement of the said Act, 
but appointed on contract basis, shall, with ejfect from 
the commencement of the said Act, be deemed to have 
been appointed on regular basis." (Underlining is ours)

It has been argued by the learned AAG that the posts 

against which the Respondents were appointed are 

specifically excluded from the application of Section 19 and 

consequently, they could not have been regularized. A bare 

perusal of the aforehoted provision shows that anyone who 

wishes to avail the benefit of Section 19 has to be appointed 

in the prescribed manner. What this effectively means is that 

an incumbent has to go through the process of selection and 

appointment which consists of advertisement, open 

competition, a level playing field for aH, and transparency and 

other processes followed by the Federal or Provincial Public | 

Service Commission. Admittedly, none of the Respondents '■
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r(ir^J i] ■wore appointed througb, the waid Commiofjion or the 

niorenoted proccHMCO aa in evident from their appointment 

ordern, and, were initially appointed on contraet,: Aa nucti, the 

RoHpondenta cannot claim that they were covered under the 

Maid provision ol' the law unleaa they prove that they v/ent 

t.hrough the pvoceao of the KP Public Service Commiasion or 

equivalent or had come through the processes alluded to 

above and, were then appointed against their respective

^1 / =^5

W'A

7/.
V- -J
r.r

t!
I

i
9 :
■i

Mlm :i
i.1 posts.•'■I 1
■I

i:1
Even otherwise, the class of employees to which 

the Respondents belong has been specifically excluded from 

tlie definition of a civil servant as provided in Section 2(b) of 

the KP Civil Servants Act, 1973 which is reproduced as

11. •1
i.

•iI

.1
•;

-I;
I

^ ■ under: -fi i

^(b) —civil servant means a person who is member of a
Province, or who holds a civil post 

Province,
civil service of the 
in connection with the affairs of the 
does not include-

but \
i

= !

(i) a. DP.rson who is on devutation to the Province from, 
the Federation or any other Province or other 
authority;

(ii) a person who is employed on contract, or on work 
charge basis or who is paid from contingences; or

who is —worker or —iDorfcman as
; I

I(Hi) a person
defined in the Factories Act, 1934 (Act XXV 
1934), or the XVorkman^s Compensation Act, 1923 
(Act Virro/J923j;

Iof
>1

i

i

The Respondents in CA 283 were appointed in the 

. Settlement Operation, which, according to the learned AAG, 

was to be run as a project. As such, upon expiry of the 

Settlement Operation, the Respondents were to be relieved J 

and no regular appointments thereto were to be made. The^

M

• !r!. ?

\
i O i £1,
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m
learned AAG lurl:her Hubn:iii;n that the 

of the Rcapondenta rclaten

matter of ret^ularization
'« •!

i; \to the termtJ tmd conditiony of 

their appointmentfi, whieli oquarely fallo within the
m■ i W

\ 1VjuriBdiction oi’ the Service Tribunal, in light of Article 212 of 

the Gonatitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakiatan. When 

confronted with this argument, ' the learned ASC for the

I
■1

\, 1
Y-

Respondents merely stated that since others were regularised, 

therefore, the Respondents should have been regularized 

well. We note that the Respondents have conceded that they 

were worlcing in a Project as evident from their Writ Petition 

before the High Court where they have stated the following:-

as
1

!•!
h

El
ii
ii
: }

“That the services of the petitioners are retained by the 
respondents in the Settlement Project Chitraltill date" 
(Underlining is ours)

:!ii

When the Respondents themselves are conceding 

that they were project employees, they, cannot change their 

stance at this stage and claim that they ought to have been 

regularized under Section 19 of the 2005 Act which 

specifically excludes project employees from its purview. As 

such, the High Court without examining this position talcen 

by the Respondents held that they wei-e entitled to 

regularization. This amounts to reading into the 2005 Act so 

also the KP. Civil Servants Act, 1973^ something which has 

not been provided in the said Acts. This is, in our view, a 

transgression of the mandate of Article 199 of the 

Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Paldstan which is 

impermissible and constitutes an excessive exercise of 

jurisdiction. Section 19 has to be read with the rest of tlie KP

11.

I ,

i'

I!

i’

1:.
‘ii

-1 •

^^y^-ESTET)
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Civil Servants Act, I973, 

provides the regulars,m,ic„, „|- ,,,,,^,,1,.^ „

Though S(jei;inn 19 (jf the 9,00h Aol.

Jtnployeoft ftui-jjoci. I.'j tho 

fulfilment ol ceitaiu conditionii and deorriB f.iU thooo oppoiuted 

wliile following the prencribed proeodnre

r 7 ij;
•^2

i'
II

Ir civil noi-vfintn

ncvcithelcas, the ambit of Section 19 connot be f)trf:i.ci).cfJ to

U.f) f

include a sepai*ate class of employees into the dcfitiition o) 

civil servant provided in Section 2(b) of the KP Civil Servonts 

Act, 1973. When die definition is unambiguous, the Higti

1
!■

;

U I

Court cannot stretch it to include the Respondents in its 

purview. This amounts to a usurpation of -the powers of the 

Legislature and the Executive as envisaged in Article 7 of the 

Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

3:1 I;
i • )

: t

it^7]

Ih M
i;

Mi -1
M i

COULD THE RESPONDENTS IN CA 239 OF 2020 BE 
REGULARIZED WITH EFFECT PROM AN EARLIER DATE 
AS OPPOSED TO 2008?

i;>■

!
'V'i;

The learned AAG argued that the services of the12.t

Respondents in CA 239 were regularized according to the law 

i.e. Section 19(2) of the 2005 Act read ivith the First Proviso of
•

Section 19 of the KP Civil Servants (Amendment) Act, 2003,
•• iFurther, that the judgment in W.P No. 854/2000 is specific to
..’i

the employees of District Swat only and has no bearing on the 

present Respondent's case. As such, the Respondents in CA 

239 could not have been regularized from the date of their 

appointments, and, were properly regularized with effect from 

2008. As noted above, Section 19(2) of the 2005 Act provides 

that all those employed on contract on or before 01.07.01 till 

the commencement of the 2005 Act shall be deemed to be

1'

}
X

.1

S(

ii
I
;

appointed on regular basis. The 2005 Act was published in
FTESTEID

1- r
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tlie oificial !:gazette 23,07,05. 1‘By no metinM can. IJie V

been regulai-izcd 
> >

appointments which 

As such

• \Vwith .eirect from their 7respcjcl'ive dates ot 

pi'edatc the cut-ofl' dates of the 2005 /Vet. 

tile learned High Court erred in concluding that l±iey

I

»
■i

\should have been regularized from die dates of their
r.,

appointments. When the law itself provides a date of its 

application, the learned High Court cannot, on any ^ound

i.

'I• :>

amend the said date and extend the application of the 2005 

Act to tile extent that those who are not covered under it, gain 

its benefit.
;•

i13. The learned High Court has based reliance on the 

judgment in W.P No. 854/2000 to hold that the Respondents 

should have been regularized from the date of their initial 

appointments. V/e find this reliance to be misplaced ibr the 

that the said judgment pertains to employees of a 

different department and, only relates to the regularization of

1:^
1-:
i'l
'll

(■

reason K

the petitioners therein. It does not talk about pre-dating the 

regularization of the petitioners therein. As such, placing 

reliance on

.1

;,

the said judgment is erroneous and is 

distinguishable from the circumstances. When the competent 

authority has regularized the Respondents

1.

i:
(ri

per the law,:

rmerely by stating that since others were regularized 

different set of facts and circumstances from

m a
;■

an earlier date, 

the High Court has erred in law and its findings to this effect
‘

i

ATTkSTEJSare unsustainable.
. I

73
•V' . ■ : i
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Dat8 of hearing 

petitioner (s): _. / /Cgr<
Respondent (s). ^•> ./A

Xhrough,
wa.<7AR AlM^

ofhave prayed for issuance

ndents to regularize

1
West Frontier ;

Writ Fetilion, petitioneis

MT-it directing the respo

instant i

appropriatean
of the North

Act, 2005 (MWFP Act??'

. their services forthwith in light

ii ,™vince Civil Secant (Atnendtnent)

Uh all back benefits.

;!
*1

. IX of 2005) along «1
■Noi

that the petitioners
;■

of the case areBrief facts
2.

^ Naib Qasidif of Assistant, TypNt 

iiigtltrougla written

i!i for the postsapplied
test and'intenuevv,

iih
i:- ctively and after gorespe iointed against the

•^1 and were appill; declared successthey v/ei:e Vdated.;office ordersbasis videcontract
:i onsaid posts

ention here that;it to m& 12.08.2002. it is

rccoiTunendation

it 17.01.2002
of Settlement.^

,he year, 2009, on ■
id loted as Settlemenfoi

Officer Chitral, pctitionerfofo.l was pron r

f

•1attested ^
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TehsildaiVChitra], Claim of the petitioners is that Goverament

of Khyber Pakhtunidpva promulgated Civil

whereby section 19 of tlie Act ibid |'

Servant .

i
(Amendment) Act, 2005

for regularization of all contract employees, who were holding |

posts in various Govt. Departments, but the respondents are i
\

extending them benefits of said Act and delaying thenot

matter on one pretext or the other. The petitioners requested'j

the respondents several times to regularize tlieir service but to,

no avail and finally, they filed Writ Petition No. 1476-P/2017 f

Ibefore this Court, which was disposed of -vide order dated f
i;

07.03.2018 with direction to the respondents to decide thei

■•if-
• t

within two months in liglit of judgment of this Courtmatter
V

;
rendered in Writ Petition No. 64/2005 decided on 19.04.2006, 

The petitioners, after passing of judgment, appeared before; t 

respondent No.2 and moved written representation along with j
I

other supportive'!complete record of the previous 

documents and especially judgment of tins Court dated ^

case,

!
07.03.2018 but til! date, no positive step has been taken;)

r hence, the instant Writ Petitiori.'1

'r

i

i

P-^r.hpvAtar Hii'ih Cytll'''”’ ' i• . 15

-i

■ i
PmmS';
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/ .
No.l to- 6 have flirnished their iRespondentsI 3./

1.
coi-nments and opposed the writ of petitioners./

Arguments heard and record perused.

of the record would reveal that .the.|

4.• /
/ 4 #

/
Penisal5.

■ the recommendation ofappointed onpetitioners were

contract basis vide ordersselectioii/recmitment committee
r

dated lioi.2002 & 12.08.2002. Subsequently. Government of i 

ICliyber ' Paklitimlchwa promulgated

on

’r

Civil , Sei-vant |

j
of all contract i(Amendment) Act, 2005 whereby sendees 

employees in various government departments have been
•f

of section 19 of tlie Act ibid. However, the ‘
regularized in view

fded Writ Petition No. 1476-P/2017 before tins
petitioners 

Court -tor regularization of tlieir
1li service, which wa.s disposed. ,
i

07.03.2018 with direction to the ^
of vide order dated

respondents to decide the mutter of regulurization within two .^

Court in Writyi! months in light of judgment rendered by this 

Petition No.. 04/2005 decided on 

step has been taken, which

19.04.2006 but no positivei-ii!
•1

resulted into filing of instant Writ!
;

Petition.
I'

■ii

rl

15 JAN 2019

I1
I 1'

1
. \

A'./r.
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Admittedly, the petitioners are performing their |6.Vy i-
!

duties,, since appointment, as evident from then pay slips,

'5

available on file. It is also an admitted fact on record tliat

i
.services of other colleagues of the petitioners were regularized

by the respondents - vide order dated. 05.07.2006 on the | 

direction of this Couit’s-judgment rendered in Writ Petition | 

No. 64/2005 decided on 19.04.2006 and tlie petitioners being [

also entitled for. the same benefit. •at par are
I'!

i
Thus, in view of tlie above, this Writ Petition is7.

directed to regularize tlie 1
allowed and the respondents 

services of the petitioners forthwith in light of mVPP Civijt 

Servant (Ai.Tiendment) Act, 2005 with all back benefits.

ai*e

I
;

f I
I'

!announced. 
Dated; 14.11.2018 • !

Chief Justice
'
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■ ■• ././ •
f/ t •
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• ■ JUDGMENTSHEET
yi

-IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COUto, ■ 
MINGQRABENCHXDAR-UL-Q^^^SWAT::

{Judicial'Department) / 'iy

/
/■

I-
r W.P. No.29-M/2QH.i

JUDGMENT . .

Dale Qf hearing; 38.9.2014,

■ App/^nt-Petitioner ■ • A/^umT. )L.

■ y4^ffy

fi

I

/

-\ , .. . • y
I- Resnondent
I ■ ■

')A^ ^G-Jr7 yAf/r. .
' /

I.>AL JAN KHATTAK. J .Petitioner, through..the

instant writ .petition under Article' 199 of the'

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973, has

prayed this Coun for. issuance of a writ to- the>
i

■foJlo%ving effect;-

. .i. Declaring the. impueneTorder of 
' respondent. No. 1 dated ' 19.3.2011 

and that of respondent No.3 dated ' 
,21.4.20]Tto be void ab initio, 

•vVithoiit lawRil authority,'-illegal, 
'and . unconstitutional

. 4.^

and
ineffective, upon tlie rights of 
petitioner and consequently the
ofd:! A' ''.‘f rn-iity-.in'r('i

dated 26.10,2010 be re.stored OR
ii. Directing respondent No.l and 2

to convene meeting' of DPC '.as
early as possible and to consider
the petitioner for promotion



f 'fi>\.
-2>

..s-

■ ■ ■ ‘‘1'^. posl. of Tehsildar
• settlement (BPS 16) ; '■

■ quota-as provided’ udider 
•Rules.

- in. Any. other order this ilonourabJe 
■••Court may cfeem just and.pxop

against- his'
the

er;

arguing ihe petitioner s case at some

; isngth,.learned counsel ultirnately submitted at the bar

■that he; would be satisfied if direcrions are given to the .

respondents to act upon the order dated 19.3.2011 of-

the 'Senior Member, Poard of Revenue; JChyber 

PakJrtunkhwa. -Learned Additional Advocate
General,

while appeanng for the official respondents.
agreed to

/
above submission of learned counsel idr the petitioner.

• •. 3. ■ For the purpose of convenience and better. 

understanding the. issue in, hand, operative part- of the 

■ order dated I9.-3.2011 is reproduced hereunder:-

(V--

uAs no promotion... can be made
■ . . the holding of departmental

promotion committee (DPC) as 
mandated in Rule 7 of IChyber ' ‘ 
Pakhtunkhwa 'Civil 'Servants'. 
(Appointment,

^.Transfer) Rules, 
administrative 
Muhammad Nawaz 
withdrawn.. As

/
I

Promotion' /and . t. y. I1989, . The 
promoting 

Assistant is' 
a consequence he 

reverted to his, snhcftantivp 
• AssistanNwith the direnfir'r,

I
order

post of. 
to' the

/
e.

i:"■ ’* r \ ■hrtPl:; I
tI



^5'if.: •n_. j, .'> ;.

/ ■■- •\ r/ -3 -P^)
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i
ti

• :lr.
■Director Land Record, to convene 

. DPC - ]7ieetin2 • and consider i-hp.
- amlicants- .and’ other' eligible 

■■ officials on merit and in accordance 
wiih-Jaw’’-. (emphasis supplied) ■5i

n ')■C
r*i 4.. In view of the above concurrence of the•J

i7.-

m
learned counsel, for .the petitioner' and'.that of the'n

learned A.A.G., this .writ petition:is.disposed.of with 

direction to. the concerned respondents to give effect 

the, above-referred order of Senior Member, .Board of r

■Revenue. . dated 19.3.2011. Petition disposed of

according!}-.

Announced.
at: }8:9:2014, •JUDGE

• ^

JUgGE. ^
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G(>‘/|';RNrdlvNT OF larYBER FAKHTUNKII.WA, 
BOARD OF REVENUE, 

gffYFjyUF AND ESTATE DEPARTMICNT 
f’.S7Sccy-l/B0R/InqLiiry/Fic]a-ul'Karim_

F/U { FINDING INQUIRY AGAINST MR.
LARJ M SETI LEMENT QFFfrER rTrrrij Af

FIDA-UL-

GLLlJiFFORT

Ihc inslanl (act tincling inquiry was entrusted to the undersigned 

'I I die appioval ol the Senior Member Board of Revenue vide letter No.LR- 

';R>/Chitra!/136-90 dated 11-10-2022 (Annexure-A).

"2SOF TUE CASE.

(->11'’ Mr. Vluhannnad Nawaz was appointed a;? Assistant in tjic 

uf Sculcment Operatioas Chitral in the year 2002. In the year 2010 he 

uuiw.l to the po.si ot Settlement Tehsildar through an administrative vide

dated 2'l. 10.2009 (Aunc.xure-B). His promotion order was issued on 

• if'..'010. .At that time there

was

no provision in Service Rules l.br promotion of 

.■rnsLiiiI 111 the olHce ol Settlement Operations Chitral to the post of 

•.nii.iii I eh.'^iidar. i tierefore, Mr. Muhammad Naw^iz was reverted back to the

was

I'l

-a of.Assistant vide order by than SMBR dated 19/03/2011 which states that

■ ■romntioii can be made without holding of DPC as mandated in Rftic ?'of

r Ri' Knits 1989, hence administrative order of promotion of Mohammad 

5--': is withdrawn (Anncxurc-C). Aggiieved with the said order, Mr. 

• 'liM/Mijinad Navvax Hied a Writ Pctitio.n before the Peshawar High Court whereby 

I- M i-ii lYiiiion was disjioscd off with direction to the concerned respondents; iti

- efTcct ihc above referred order of Senior Member, Board of Revc.ouc 

‘ ■ - - '.s 1 :)-rp3,2()! 1. Fclition disposed of accordingly”.(Annexturc-D)

In tight >.j1 judgment of Peshawar High Court DPC meeting 

li I 1 .()3.2U1 5. I'lut due to no provision in Rules for projnotion of A.ssi.stant 

' 'i>- -i hee oi'Scrllcrnchl Operation Chilral to the post of Settlement Tehsildar it 

a:' 'R-rided hy (he committee to refer the

was
;!

case to the Establishment Department 
n.'' :id\icc (Annexui'c-E). The Establishment Department vide letter dated

'..di I j intormed that the case may be taken up with the Law Depailmcnl for 

li ‘ intcrjircLaiion of court judgment (Aunexure-F). Thereafter the 
■ I '..i lu

case w'a.s
Law Department and the Lav,' Department informed that “ in order to 

-. cot the judgment of Peshawar High Court, a provision jiroviding 

. 'ovuc Un- promotion for Assistant, offsce of Settlement Tehsildar is to be 

■ in ihc rulc.s fn-st and thereafter the DPC meeting is to be convened for 

• rorp-osc oi ps-omolhm”. Moreover, being a service matter, Establishment

p^m'incnt iviyy al.sn be consulted”. Thereafter no further action seems to be 

(M.02.2022 the Settlement Officer Chitral has issued promotion order 

Miihuniinad Nawaz Assistant office of the Settlement Operation Chitral to-r.ii

isiaax

C-
2



r <9am

>
■%: r>

y

/ oi ScLiicinciii 1 chsildai; (BPS -16) (Atincxurc-G) wilhout considering line 

• -'titd Riiic.s iji field.

'.i,- i!:(SL

f; oTAl'^fMI-CN-r O!'’ MR. FIDA-UL-KARIM SSC'l'TJ.-EMFNT 
OS'MCER CKHTRAL.

1 he oHlccr stated in his written statement (Anncxurc-li) statedPI
i|m

the uridcrsigncd took a case for promotion of Mr. Muhammad Nawa?,, 

iii-t:i..ic,ied post ot Assistant BPS--16, with Director Land Records. In this regard, a 

r.HLong was held on

i h;a on
f

Februai-y, 2022, as per Notification No. 

vti n/IJi^C/ComjT]ittee/26806-'10 dated 15.10.2022, mider the Chaimianship of
iii
liim • '■ - '.signed, I he (.tonunitlee, I'epresented by two members from the Board of 

.. ' . nic. iceuininendcd promotion / reinstatement of Mr, Muhammad Nawaz for

■■ , •-e.t 'ol IRtUcmeiit Tohsildar as already promoted vide order dated 26,10.2010,

[he oidei ot the then Senior Member, Board ofRcverlue. As at that time 

independent rule for settlement operation, so service rules 

. .side were iippiieahlc to settlement operation. In 2011 some Tehsildars 

rcpaLrialed to .Seltlcment Operation Chitral vide order No. Estt;l/1627-39 

! 2/.01.201 I. In order to adjust the repatriated Tehsildars, Mr. Muhanun.ad 

11 ‘dz was reverted to the post ot Assistant citing no law/rulcs for the said order, 

v'l'iieved from the order, Mr. Muhammad Nawaz filed a Writ Petition in 

h.'iv.'ai' High Couri, Darul Qaza Mingora Bench Swat which disposed of the 

on with dircctitm to tlie respondents to give effect to the Order of Senior 

'-■r. i.hiard of Revenue dated ]9.'03.2011. In 2015 a Departmental Promotion 

wa,; constituted which relied on new Sei.'vice Rules that was 

• ^'le.nlly nul attraciablc in his case, especially in the presence of august High 

t)rdcr dated 18.09.2014. Fui1bcm\ore, there were no vacant post when 

•:-:oiTicnial Promotion was considering his case.

f
were no on

.I

I'-l

IMI

I,

It ineiits attention here that vide order No. 1995/LR- 

■ ■dOhitrai) dated 08.01.2019 Mr. Muhammad Nawaz was already posted as 

Ichsildar (OPSl(Annexture-I) while his promotional / reinstalemciit 

I'l'.u r was issued on dated 04.02.2022. It is. further stated that promotion / 

'Nfi.’iiatemcnt conimittcc in the said case was represented by two members of 

I cil Revenue which means it was done in good faith, transparently and fvith* 

' •;or>5-(‘va) of the Director Land Records, as explained above. No member of

‘I.. I'jnimittec gave any dissenting note in the Departmental Promotion
#

''):iimiitee meeting.

: ■' ii.i'.'uicnt

; ‘J.'.i

It is pciiineiit to mention here that Mr. Muhanimad Nawaz 

: ■ ' 'ivicd/rcinstaled against the post of Settlement Tehsildar Upper Chitral clearly 

I ill'.' exigency of .settlement operation which would confer him no right for

was

|i siiii'.rui on revenue .side. His promotion / adjustment was purely on contract:-'; .gr: 

:a:: in Settlement Opc.ration like other settlement officials
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Iv called onI, Mr. IddaUl-Karim Setllement Officer Cbiiml was

was also cjdss?0.10.2020 who submitted his written statements and 
examined: Record shows that in light of judgment of reshawat I Jigh

] 1.08.2015,'b'-if"

mm
lii .'uiirt Uaied 18/09/2014 , DPC meeting was called on 

due to no i.ii-ovision in Rules for promotion of Assistant of the office of

Scttlejnenl Operation Cliitral to the post of Settlement lehsildai- it

by U;ie Departmental Promotion Committee headed by SMBR 

Estaldishinent Department for advice. The

ill
was

decided

to )-ctcr the case to the 

bstabiishment Department 

Ihc case may be taken up 
inlorprclalion of court judgment. Thereafter the case was referred to 

department vide letter dated 14.09.2015. In response the Law

■I
vide letter dated 22.09.2015 informed that

with die Law Department for betterI
Law
Department informed that “in order to implement the judgment of 

Peshawar High Court, a provision providing avenue for promotion 

for Assistant, office of Settlement Tehsildar is to be made in the rates

is to be convened for the

f

fiisi and thereafter the DPC meeting
matter,

also be consulted’’. Thereafter no
of promotion. Moreover, being a service

purpose 
Establishment Department may

further action seems to be taken.

I!'|i‘IDCiS
be made withoutlo mention here that no promotion can 

liding of DPC meeting as mandated in .Rule-7 of Khyber Palchtuiildiwa Civd 

Promotion and Transfer) Rules, 1989.Thercfore, the

!i is

’mvanLs (Appointment 
Tlmmislrative order promoting Mr. MuhanrmadNawaz Assistant was illegal and

iR'Mcc withdirnvn and he was revelled lo his original post of Assistant.

The Rules notified on 23.01.2015 pertaining to the office of

for promotion of Settlement•■melorate of Lands Records have no 

-'.,;sisUim to the post

avenue

of Settlement Tehsildai' (Annexure-J). Mr. Fida-Ul-Karim 

itlcmcul Officer Chitral promoted Mr. Muhammad Nawaz Settlement Assistant 

the post of Settlement 'fchsildai' on the strength of Peshawar High Court

Notification dated 15.10.2020 issued by the 

Tlic operating part of the Peshawar High Court Peshawai'

.-f..

hii'li’.n'cnl dated 18.09.2014 and 

n .,iid of Revenue.
IS as

1
icr:-1 1

“In view of the. above concurrence of the learned counsel for the 
petitioner and that of the Learned AAG, the Writ Petition is disposed of 
with direction to the concerned respondents to give

order of Senior Member, Board of Revenue dated 19.03..,01J.referred.
Petition disposed of accordingly”.

The order dated 19.03.2011 was passed by the Senior Member 

and the operating para of the said order is as undei.-iftDarcl of Revenue

.crn;
i

.h..„
7
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merit and in

lAnfW/n 
firdr.r promoting

he is reverted to/ rouseijnencx 
luection to the Director 
ronsider the applicants

■cordance with jirin'^noois
the noliOcation dated 15.10.2020 is

Land Record to convene 
and other eligible officials on

concerned it was for 

, to tl3C post in BS-1

and Computer operators

As far as
of making appomlnicnl. selection and promotion

ineludinp the upgraded posts of Assistants ■ 
a-,e c.d,e su-eng* of ScUlemonf Office, .n Kbybev P.lcMu.fichwa. aod 

offic. coocccd was nc^afed a eba,™ao of fbo co™.,Uco

15;

i? MiV'. ai

19.03.2011 passed by the 

convened under the 

to consider the promotion of 

refer the case to

Iniportaolly. in light of order dated
DPC meeting was c.r

Member Board of Revenue a
Member Board of Revenue

nrji'

luii mansliip of Senioi
decided in the meeting to

whether the petitioner (Mrdiammad

in the

an-'I’cb.dldar, but it was
• ill

department for advice as to
as Tehsildar BS-16 when there

)ra,;;i:dilishment is no provision
be promoted

rides nor in the previous rules.

Rirthcr reveals lliat The 

ur, dated 22.0y.7.015 infoimed that the

iiu!; !:i--va/) can

Bslablishment Department vide,,

be taken up with the i.aw 

Thereallcr the case was 

Anncxure. in response

,. I cut
C(1 1

Record as.
ovcase may

ro’■iKiiirnenl for bcllcr in 

j. i 10 haw Ocpai
the

•irncnl vide letter dated 14,09.2015
informed that “in order to implement the judgment of Peshawar

pre1 :r.,v Ocparlmcnl
i :,.m Court, a provision providing avenue 
element Tehsildar is to be made in the rules first

tnuctingis tobeconven
' t

From 

Fida-Ul-tCarim

Assistant, office offor promotion for
and thereafter the DPC ipt

ed for the purpose of promotion. rov
pod

crystal clear thatrelevant record it is ip3
perusal of all •tin

Id. misintei-preted / misused the lire

Settlement Officer Chitral has
the Peshawar High

Itrt

Couil Peshawar and goi1- ;V
c.rl’18/09/2014 passed byjutlgment dated 

ler dated. 

Nod

Aas well,9.03.2011 passed by the Senior Member Board of Revenue 
Oration dated 15.10.2020. There is still no provision m the Ru es in le

islant to the post of Settlement ichsildai.

UU I
I-

vnoLc Sch.lemtmt Assi
record that il. DPC!• i pit)

should have consulted previous

11/08/2015 where

!■

■ iti-lUcr , Settlement olTiccr

then SMBR on
Mohammad Nawaz case was

••iitiii'cd by referred to Esiablisbmcnt

-.............
is not the mandate of a

of
I .icpurlmcnl and then to 

of an -
itAssistant to the post of Tchsildai is

i'.iilcs, promotion
S.r,emcnt Orfieer, ;^^“I«aih Tehsildar thmugh

Revenue to promote

DPC meetmg.

an

L
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-KCOiyJMENO/V'nONS:

(11 DJE" meeting held on 3/2/2022 and promotion notification of Muhammad 

I'Javvaz as Sctlleraent Tehsilda]- Chilral has no ■ legal standings as the 

Scttleineni, Officer Chitral has no authority of heading DPC for promotion 

id' ScUiernent Assistant to Settlement Tehsildar, hcn.ee may be considered' 

asNUhh and VOID '

iJi MuiificaLioii of DOR dated 15/10/2022 which Settlement Ofliccr Chilra) 

has iiasccl for chairhig this DPG is very much clear which stales that the 

following iJcpaitinental promotion/selection committee for the puitDOse ol 

making appointments, selection and promotion to the posts from BPS-h to 

BPS-15 . including tire upgraded .post of Assistants and Computer 

Operators at the cadre strength of Settlement Officers in I<2hyber 

Pak.htuuk.hwa, In light of the above mentioned notification. Settlement 

Officer Chitral cannot promote Mr. Muhammad Nawaz Assistant (BPS- 

16) in Settlement operation Chilral to the post of Tehsildar (Settlement).

I'.i) lienee the charge of illegal promotion of Mr. Muhammad Nawaz 

A.Gsistont to the po.st of Settlement Teh.sildar order dated Od/02/2020 is 

■ proved, 'fherefove Settlement Officer Chilral Mr. Fida ul. Karim may be - 

immediately Lraasfered from the post of Settlement Officer, Chtiral.

( !) Proper formal inquiry may be initiated to probe tlie matter in details.

Report Submitted

(ATTk'L MUNIM)

Secretary-l/Inquiry Officer

r
11It

• • ' •' -r2?^

m
I
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW 

INSPECTOR GENERAL REGISTRATION 
REVENUE & ESXkXE DEPARTMENT 

Phone No. 091-9210057 , FAXNo. 0919213989
ID: ©Landrecord.kpk

Pesha^var dated the

/ A- .V*

.

bmail; landrec(.nd.kpk@p;mai[I /04/2019.I OFFICE ORIIFR

No.LR-V/W,P-3108-P/Muhd; Nawaz/ r.. , , r .
----^hi puisuance to the Judgnieni of

Peshawar High Court Peshawar dated 14.11.2018, passedHn Writ Petition No.3108-P/2018 i

titled “Muhammad Nawaz Assistant Settlement Operation Chitral& others versus Chief Secretary 

Kh3.ber Pakhtunldiwa & others” and stmrmary duly approved by the Competent Authority tire

m case

oi the following settlement employeesservices
hereby regiilarizedin the Settlement Operatiare ion

Lhitraiin the light of promulgated North-West Frontier Provi
Civil Servants (Amendment) Act, 

any contrary decision in pending CPLA No.23-P/20,1,8, before

nee
2005. conditionally subject to

the
Supreme Court of Pakistan:-

S.No. Name of officials/Scttleiiient Employees.

Muhammad Nawaz s/o Ameer Bai^ Assi^m 
Chitral.
Mr, Saeed-ur- 
Chilral.
Miibashii- Hussain s/o Abduf Typist office of tli7^Ttiement OfTi 

Ayat-iir-Reliman s7o Haziv^ou^aT T^Jt‘ofe“)Tth7§^^

01
office of the Settlement Officer,'

02 Rehman s/o AbiRebmat, Steno Grapher office of the Settlement Officer"

03
cer, ChitraL

04
Tienl Offiiccr/Chitral.

Approved by 
Secretary

hndst: No.LR-V/W.P-3108-P/Muhci: Nawaz/_^ -^ 3/- 

Copy forwarded to the :-

1) 'Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
2) Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar, 
a Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Establishment Department
4 ecretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finance Department
5 fsretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Law Department
6 Secretary, Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
7) Commissioner, Malakand Division, Saidusliarif.
8) PSO to Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
2) Deputy Commissioner, Chitral.
10) Settlement Officer, Chitral.
11) District Accounts Officer, Chitral,
12) Officials concerned.
13) Office order file.

. Peshawar.

IS,!

I
nf Officer.m

f U5/ • -

cer

!
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</GOVERNMENT OF IGiYBER PAiaiTUNKQWA 

REVENUE AND ESTATE DEPARTMENT

■ ‘ @LandrecordKP 
i'J fb.com/landrecord.kpkE-Mail: lnndrecord.kpk@i’niail.coin Phone: 091-9210057

Peshawar dated tlie 2^/10/2021.

OFFICE ORDER:

S’/No.LR-V/W.P;3108-P/2018/SO/Chiti-ai/ WHEREAS, the following 
officials were appointed in Settlement Operation Chitral vide order mentioned against each 

contractual post in Settlement Operation Chitral. Their services were later on regularized vide this 

office orcler No.LR-V/W.P-3108-P/Nawaz/4530 dated 03.04.2019 in light of Peshawai- High Court 

judgment dated 14.11,2018 in W.P No.3108-P/2018 subject to any contrary decision of the 

Supreme Court of Pakistan in CPLANo.23-P/2018.

S-No Name of Officials Designation
Assistant

Appointment Order & Dated
1, Mr. Muhammad Nawaz S/o 

Ameer Baig
No.3088/DCO/SettIement
dated 17.01.2002_______
No.3088/DCO/Settiement 
dated 17.01.2002

2. Mr. Saeed ur Rehman S/o 
Abi Rehmat

Stenographer

3, Mr. Mubashir Hussain S/o 
Abdul

Typist No.3088/DCO/Settlement 
dated 17.01.2002

4. Mr. Ayat ur Relmian S/o 
Plazrat Yousaf

Typist No.752-58/DCO/Settlement 
dated 12.08.2002

WHEREAS, the apex Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment 14.07.2021 has 

set aside the impugned judgment of Peshawar High Court Peshawar dated 14.11.2018.

NOW, therefore, the conditional regularization of the ibid officials vide No.LR- 

V/W.P:3]08-P/Nawaz/4530 dated 03.04.2019 is hereby withdrawn from the date of its issuance in 

light of the apex court decision.

Approved by 
Secretai7 to Government; 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Revenue & Estate Deptt.

Endst: No. & date even.
Copy forwarded for information to the:-

1) Registrar, Supreme Court of Pakistan, Islamabad.
2) Advocate General, Peshawar Pligh Court, Peshawar.
3) Secretary to Govermnent of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Estabiislimenl Department.
4) Secretary to Government of Khyber Paldituiikliwa, Finance Department.
5) Secretary to Govermnent of KJiyber Paklttiinkhwa, Law Department.
6) Secretary — I, Board of Revenue, Kliyber Palchtunlchwa.
7) Commissioner Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif Swat.
8) PSO to Chief Secretaiy, Kliyber Palditunkliwa.
9) , Deputy Commissioners, Chitral Lower & Upper.
10) Settlement Officer, Chitral.
11) District Accounts Officers, Chitral Lower & Upper.
12) PS to Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
13) Officials Concerned, Settlement Operation, Chitral. /

t

Director Land Records/
Chief Settlement Officer
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y ...' E-Mail: laiKht-cord-^Dk@gnnail.com--- . .;■ Fliotfs:- 091-9210057. ,_.

Pe'shawar dated the.^p!/-'’ /12/2022
/-

T4QTIF1CATIQN:if.•s
. -In pursuance of the idiyber. P^drtuulchv/a■{ '; No.LR-V/SO/Reg/Chitral/_g2::^

. Regulaiization- of Services of Employees of- Settlement Operation, and Revenue Academy 'Act, ,
PA/TaiyberP.alchmLidiwamUlS:23S-2022/tl6SHated;:2-06-:i0l2--and-dbdsions

scrutiny committee inthe meeting dated. 0,1-12-2022, the. services or ihe .

of Settlement Operation District Chitral (Upper .& Lower) ain hereby

noted against eadi till

% •
. 2022 vide No: ‘

.' '■ mhcn in ilic meeting of

following Employees
gainst tiie po’st.'and w.eif the date of their initial reemitmemt,

the coatmsucement of Act ibid on the terms & conditions given below:
Post (BPS) I .Date ofr'~ 

Appointment

regularized ag < ,

RemaTrimPlace of 
■ Posting ,

Name of Employee 
witliPai^entage' -•

S.No
3*rohiotion Order

wUhdrawn/iiiili it' 
voidwitii j
recover)' uU !
ilnnociul bcnetTi;; | 
etc, received iix
dii-s retrnrdK.____
1‘TomotioivOrdcr 
as Assistant ' 
witlidraw.iuniill -t • 
void with 
recpvcly of 
liiiaiicial benefits 
etc. received iiv 
flics rcv;ai'>l£-_____

Seulemeni ■ Appic'.co ;
.Chirral • • • • • - • • _

Settlement- 
^itra.l ■

Muhaimnad Nawaz S/6 
Amir Baig.

. 17.01:2002Asmstant (BPS-16)
!SL

2.:
Settlement • 

. Chitral
Stenographer,
(BPSU4)'

Said UrPvehman S/o 
Ahbi Rehniat

17.01.2002’ -

Settlement Naib 
Tehsildar (BPS-14) ■

Settlement Kgo;'. ■ 
(BPS-ll)

InayafUllah S/o,
Gul Zareen

08.03.2004j.

Approved
Muhammad Fateh 
Alam 5/0 Maqsood 
Alam Khaii

Settlement
Chiixar.

4.
31:05.2005

A-pproved '•Settlement-Settlement Kga:
ABPS-nV; ; ' . N 
Settlement Kgo: ,

:.(EPS-ll) .

Muhammad Shabir .
Klian S/q Abdul Hag 
Mir-Al.am Khan S/o 
Abdul Hag • ..
AbidurRehmanS/o .. Settlement .KgO:'. 
Abdu.rRehman (BP.S-ll)

'. 5. :M.05.2005 . I ■ Chitral '
Appioved;•.' ^ i Settlement

■3L0R2005 i ^6,'
Approved subject 
to pi-OLliirlii'o 

a-vgn pflSsr.B 
C'ertinciile.
Approved siibjiAi I

' ■ Settlement' to. productiou-of

Settlement 
' Gliitral

? 0!r. . 3I.05-.2005

Settlement Kgo: . 
(BPS-ll) ■

; ^ . Abdur Razaq S/o. '. ■
AbdurRabi-

3i.G5.2005 -

Approved -jj Settlement. 
Chitral. -

Settlement Kgo:
(BPSUn -

Fazal'jalil S/o ' , ,
Ralmiat Jalil ■
Syed Aduned S/o 
Saiwar Ali Klvan •' ..

•9: •, 31.05.2005 i

Approved'j Settlement ' 
Chiti-al ■ •

.'Settlement Kgo:
(BPS-ll) ' - '

- 10. 31.05.2005 !
Approved siibjccC 
to prodiiction "i' ,. 
^1)1. ■ 
Ccrtific.l!-:.-

Settlement' 
Chitral,

11. ■Sami UJlah S/o 
Abdul Hariiid- •

SettlernentlCgo:. 
(BPS-ll)' ■

•31-..05.2005

SelibrnentSettlement Kgo: . 
(BPS-ll)-

12.. Zia lid Din S/p., .
__Quran Khan, ■
13. iGhafar.'ud D.inS/o'-. . 
 Abdul Ghafm Khan- .

14. Muhammad Alam S/o- .
MuhabatKhan ,

,31.05.2005 Chitral
1 Seltlement.'.l Approved
j Chitral, M 1 . ■ '___

.Settlement ' ' .Approved 
•• Cbatfal . '

SettlementKgo:.. . 
(BPS-ll) , '■ . -
Settlement Kgo; .

I (BPS-ll) -

31.05.2005 i

^ 31.05.2005



■5.5-> ■

XlemavicsPliicc of; Dat^iof
'Appointipent^ - 1

f^ame of Employee: ^ .^ .
wi'tk Parentage-: :
Rias Alimed S/p. ^ ^ ■ -Settlement.K-go:-
Miihanp.padGhazi-/---.'-'^pg_^iy-’ - '
■Sliah' ^^ ; ■

16. Miihaiiimad Habif)’ ■.6 ...
■ Shall S/6- MlihamBiad ■•
Sahib'Shah - 

' 17: Siraj Kliaii S/o;
-.- Buzurg Shall . •'. •

IST Meluho'od Khan S/o - .
' iVltihaHUPad Zarhan , •

f •I

A ;.No
----A pprovedy-uI Settlement

• Cliihal ,
■ 15,- -Al-.0i-2OO5

.. Apiivoved
Settlemevit .-, 

• Chitral ■ ,
SetdemeiitTCgoV',
(BPS-ii)- hi:

M \

Approved■ -Settlement;' 
' '• Chitral

Settlement Kgo:
fBPS-in. / :

■‘M-.05:2Q05 :
Approvetl■ Settlement'

Chitral;
Settlement Kgo: - 31.05.2005

■r (BPS-11):•;n A'pproved subject
io prddiictio'ii of' 
lv;;o pa.sicc!.
Ccrtific.Tte.

Settlement 
, Clutral., ■

Seitleraent Kgo
^(BPS-ii).;

• Shabir lid Dill.S/o 31:65.2005 :
' • Abdul Aziz

Approved subject 
to pcoiJiicriniT rif■ Settlement

Chitral'-. : ■
GertliJWte.

, -20. I. Settlement Kgo:
(BPS41) V:

Abdui Rahim S/p' ' 
Mukaram Shah. • ..

3,1.05.2005 :

Approvcdsubjc.ee 
to production of • 
Kgo passed • • 
Ccrtilicutc. . '• ;

Settlement Kgo; ;
(BPS4'1); h .

Settlement
Chitral . '

2i:- Javid Akhtar S/o ■ 
Abdul Baqi ;

. 31-'05:2005 ;

• •x^p.pxpvedSettlement
_ Chiii:al

Settlement. 
3.1.05.2005- _j- gjhtral:

Settlement Kgo:' .NaiuniudDin'S/o 
Gulab Khan . ' ■ ■
Aklitar Murad.S/o ■ ■ 
Abdul Murad Khan' , ■ 
Khair Sh^ S/o . '. 
Shalcoor Man Shah' 
Aslnaf Hussain S/6

31:05.2005-22.
• • (BPS-11) , • ApprovedSettlement Kgo:

rBPS-in '
Settlement Kgo:
rBPS-liV '

23::
ApprovedSettlement

^^hitral05‘oK2002;24.
Approved-Settlement

- :Chi.h:al' ■
" Settl^ent" j' Approved. ■ 

• ■ Chitral , '
. - Settlement.
; Chitral.
Settlement

,1 , Chitral .

Settlement Kgo: ■
/BPS-ll) .

',13.07.200625.-
; Amir'Baig '
26. 'Syed Ali Shall S/o \

Syed Murad Shah 
27: , Sharif ud Din .S/o. ,

Jalal udPin ' ^
■■ 28. Sher Afzal-Khan S/o^

' . -Pul Bui 2Vali Khan-
”29. 1 Ab^ul Ghafoor S/ofT

Mir.Wazh^Kh'an . (BPS-11) ___;—
■30 Sher'Aziz-KhanS/o ' ■SettlementKgo; \

ffiPS-liy . 
Settlement Kgo: 
(BPS-11 j

Settlement Kgo: - 08.03.2004
(BPS-11) ■ 
Settlement Kgo: . 
(BPSBIV. 
‘SettlementKgo: '
./BPS-ll)'- 
Settlement Kgo: . -

Approved
31.05.2005 ,

Approved
.-3,1.05.2005

Ai:piu\r•SeniemeFiL.
Chitral.. - 6

Settlement^ Approved^ : 
Chitral . ,

" Settlement- -"^6^

, Chitral . ,

• 31.05.2005 . .

-3,1.05.2005
Ahmad Khan:.
Abdul Nasir S/o 
Mulaim Shah''

■3,1. -:31.05.20b5 .• a
Settlerrient . Approvec
■ Chitral' ;

. Settlement.'- A-pprove.
■ ‘■Chitral . . ' ;

. Settl'emerit- ' Approve- '■
Chitral , ' ' . . ;

. Settlement^ Approve 

Ciiitral'
'Settlement - ' Approve

.Chitral ' . e_____■
Sertiemenl, . Appro.ve 

Ciiitral ■'

SettiemeritKgp:32. I Mumtaz Kariin S/o . 
■ i Dinar Klian ■. '
3:3.-' Ihsar Ahihed.S/o 

Khair Muhammad 
347 Asif Iqbal S/o 

ZarwaliKhan
■ 35. Masrogr Ahmed S/o

■ Bashir Ahmed . j
36. Fatah ul An^ S/o

.31.05.2005;
ACBPS-11)

Settlement Patwaii- •''31.05:2005
rBPS-091 . 
Settlement Patwaii 6 
rBPS-09) u •
Settlement Patwari. 
rBPS-09).
Settlement Patwari ' 
TBPS-Og)- - '
Settlement Patwari

'31.05.2005

(31.05.2605

■‘31.05.2005,
Saeed ulAnam
Hidayat Wali S/o 
Hidayat Ullah ■

31.05.2005• 37.
(BPS-09) . -.

■ Settlement.'
Ciiitral

• ApproviSettlement •F■atw^d■ 
(BPS-09)^ ___:

Sultan Mmad Khan S/o
Abdul Murad Khan ,

39. iRiazudDinS/o . , .ISettlenientPatwari , o5.os,2002
Muhammad Wall Khan

40. Shalar AhinedS/o . . j Settiement Patwan . 31 o5.,2005

Relimaf Faqir ■

38..- 05.08.2002
A'pprov :Settlemont 

Chitral ■■ 
Settle'nient 

Chitral'

(BPS^09) .Appro V

(BPS-09)



—T’-r

c- m
'iName ot Euiployee :

I • P^ar'entar^ie -•
S- iaiii^ODr-Aluiied Baig' ^

, -.r- ..' ;-a/o AbdulQa:yurQ Balg 
./'■ 4-1 jS'afi ur Rel-unan S/p,- 
" ' ■ J\\ai2 urReiinian -■ ■ ■T'''

Post (BPS) • *. ' * . * Place of
/ Fostitt/^

• ReiJiiu'k.s/
^dpfiointinfcnt

Settlement Batwai ■' .Bettlemenf; ^ 
'. .■•\Gbittal-,

‘../Vpprovdd• :aLBo;2ao5 V
Settlement-Patv/an
fBPS:^Q^):; 4: V:

Approved• •Settlemeri.t ^ 
■• ; .-Chitnd ...

od.®:2002 ■■
r •

•Umtia?.'S/o Mehrab
Adali :

S ettlemeiit P atv\'ari 
(BPS.09) .

"-.Settlement . 
...'Ckitrai ■

Approved'■■27.08.2002-.

Iltaf Hussain-S/o '
iNaziiTi .udDiii 7 .

Settlement Patvvari . 
(BPS-Q9)

'•Settlement 
. Gllitral

'-•Approved.3;i.l2:200ftaV’

Aziz Aimed S/o''. 
Ghnlam Dastagir 
Iqbal lid Din' S/o '■ 
'M.uhanmiad Zafar. • 
Abid Aimed Ba.ig S/o . 
Ghuiam.'Awiia -

Settlement Patwari 
CBPS-09): ..

■ Settlenient 
:. .Cliitral

. Approved-31.1.22005"

Settlement Patwari ^Settlement ' 
Giiitrnl-

. 'Approved,M .0220.06-(BPS-093 ■ . .
Settlement Patwari ■;,Se,ttlenienf. 

..Clntral •
Approved .• .13-07.2006(BPS-09) . ■

Riaz Alined S/o 
Hakim Mnllammad . 
Nisar Muharajnad S.'o' 
Adina Muhammad r

• SettlementSettlement Patwari 
(BPg-Q-Q)

' -A_pp roved13.07.2006 •„ Cliiti-al
I 49; ■ Settlement Patwari •Settlement ' 

■ Ghiti'al
Approved13:07200d(BPS.-Q9) •

50: Shaldr Aimed s/o 
M-ubammad Nazir Khan

Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-D9). .. .
Settlement -Patwari 
(BPS^09) -

• 'Settlement;. 
• 'Ghitral

Approved •'13'.07.2006'

j 5],..'. ..Taniiz ud Din S/o.
BaratShah'.-

:'2'.. ’^.'leiib.obb uv Piehman •'
__  . S/o Inayat ur Rehman .

i' 53. MurtazaAiS/o. 
.Muhammad Ai" ■

5.-4. Nazir ur Reliman S/o 
’ Safrur Reliman

■ ■ -Settlement. 
Cldtrat ...

A.pproved •'.13:07.2006

Settlement Patwari •S ettlemeiit 
bhitral

; Appro ved13.07.2006 '.(BPS-09) • -
Settlement Patwari - 
(BPS^09)

^.LpprciVeii-••Settlement p 
• Chitral -•13.07.2006

.1.' Settlement Patwari . Settlement 
■•■ Chitral-

ApprCAed-01.03.200.7(BPS-09)..
' 55..' W.aqar Aimed S/o • 

Ralmiat Ullaii .
Settlement Patwaii • .'-Settiement- - 

^ . Chitral •
■ Approved01.03.2007(BPS^Q9) '

Haji-Murad S/o- ' 
Mii-zaman Shall-

. . 56. Settlement Patwari
■(BPS-d9) ■

‘Settlement
Clntral

Approved.■05:08.2002
57. Imi-aii Khar. S/o' . 

Hajeeb Ullah'Khan'
GhulaniUlIali S/o '- 
Gliiilam Hazrat

Settlement Patwari A.pproved.I Settleimc-nt 
. Chitxm01:03.200,7.(BPS-Q9) ..

58. Settlement Patwari . S'ettlement
Ghiti-al

A-ppro'ved0L032.()07 ;(BPSA9.).
59. Issa 'Wali S.^o. 

Badshali 'Waii
Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-09)- : ,

A.ppfoved.., Settlenient.- • 
Chitral03.012005

.60. Muhammad Ayaz S/o 
.Gul A'sar IGian •

Settlenient Patwari -, Settlement 
'Chiti'al '

A^p-prCivcd.05.082002(BPS-09) '
■ ok. Sajeed ur P,ehman S/o 

Abdul-Jamil
Settlement Patvvari' • Settlement 

' . ■ Clntral
• Approved '• 2027.2007(BPS-Q9)

'! "•62. IAziz'Ahmed S/o
.luliamraad

Settlement Patwari Settlement.' 
Chitr-ai ■ •

A.pprd.ved'03.0.1.2005A (BPS'09) " 
Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-09> ■ .
Settlement Patwari 
•(BPS-09)-•'

-63. Mujeb in- R.elimaai S/6 
Muhannnad Sabii- • •

- Settlement- 
. Ch-ittal

• y-vpproved.••27.05.2008
.64.' .Maqsood Azad S/o '

NusratA.2ad •' ; 
Muhammad Siiaukat 
Aii Khan S/o ■' 
Muhammad-Nadir Khah .. 
Sand 'Ahmed Azad S/o 
"Nusrat Azad ' . '

Shttle.ment 
. Chitral'

• /kppipved. 27.0.5200S-

A_pprov,edSettlement Patwari 
(BPS-09)

2ettieiTient • 
• Cliitra.l27.05200.8

66.' Settlement Patwari .
(BPS-Q9)
Settlement Patwaii 
(BPS-09) - , -
Settlement Patwaii 
(-BPS-09) - ■;

Settiein-mt 
. Chitval ' 

• Settlement 
. Chiual .

Approved13:06:2008
-57. Waliid'-Ahmed iGian, --

S/o Haji A-cbar Klian- i6;03.2010
' 68. Zaliii Abbas S./'o Se'ttlemsrit':

.ChitTal..-
Amprov-ed: 01.12.2010Amir Nawaz



. »

■.m
NaMe-of i^mployee 

f" ; - with Parentage - ..
.Romanics: j)atc of , X'liice of

Appointment ' . ■Poslipf^
' Post (BPS).

•Approved •Muhanmiad Aftab; 
youhas-S/o . 
•I'Auhcuniiiad; Yoiinas

• Settlement 
. Cliitral-

Settlement .Patwari • 
'(BPS-09J .

^ 3 lMa0 i 2

S.ettlement Patwari- • 
(BPS-OP)

Muhajnmad Umar S/o • 
DinarIQran .• . "•

' Settlement' 
•Chitrm ••

70, A-pproved -
3L0A2Qi2 .

.Approvecr.,Ihtesham ul-Haq S/o - 
Abdul Wall '■

Se’ttlenieut 
-. Chitral •

Settlement Patwari 
7(BPS-b9) . . , : - ,3:1.08^012 . .

.-A.

Asaci ur.Reliinan S/d
Salaar lClran ' ' '

• 11- Approved'Settlement Patwari, ; 
(BPS-09). ■ , b

■. Settlement 
’ Ghitral:-■31:08.2012V

N

73:' Muhammad ICaleeni 
Ullah S/o- Muhammad ■ 
Yousaf Kl-ran' ,

•.•Approved;Settlement Patwari ' 
(BPS-09) - ■

Settiement^ •’ 
. .Chitral' :03.09.2012

m ■
r Zahid Hussain-S/o:141 Settlement Patwari

.(BPS-09) ■': -y
Settlement' 

Chihal ■
. -Approved. 14.,09.2012’Abdul.Jabbai'

Aluam Ullah -S/o 
K'ii'avat Uilah

75. •'Approved-Settl.ement Patwari .
(BPS-09) - - - .

Settlement 
.' Chitral ,.!-4V09.20]2

76. ApprovedMujeeb Ullah S/o . ■ 
Muhanmiad-Sber Man •

•. Settlement 
. -CbitTal.

Settlement Patwari;• 
(BPS-09) . - A •dtlP2044

S ettlenient P atwari 
(BPS-.09).

Settlement
-Cbrtral-

A-pproved,,'.'77; iGiabl Ahmed S/o . 
■t-^azir Muiiammad. • . llhll.20i'4

•78.. Settlement Patwaribiam ur Pvebman S/o 
Abd ur-Reliman '

. Settlement.' 
Chitral,'^

• Approved03.08:2015 .(BP.S-09);
,, .1 79. Sham's Alimed Sfo ■. 

I-Iilal Alimed '
Sber Jahar -.Klian S/o . ■' 
Sbula'i h/lan, Khan. '

' S ettlenient 
; - Ctocti
Settl^fent--

Cbitral

Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-Q9) • , ; ■

• A-pproved10..Il-:-2015

-80.. Settlement Patwari. • 
(BPS-09)

Approved '06.04.2016

• 8L Sajid'Jan S/o' 
.Gill. Yon saf

S ettlement P atwari : -Settlement 
. ■ Chitral .

• A.pprovi?d'.06.04.2016'(BPS-09)
Muhanimad Ishfaq S/o- 
Ali Yar-Paian '

/approved .•• 82.- Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-09)

Settlement 
.. Chitral •. ai .07.2013

Hamid Ullah S/o ,- 
AmaiiKhan.

83.' Settlement Patw'^i 
CBPS-09). - - '

Settlement 
• Chitral

. .Approved -17.0l'.'2002'

Muhammad Rashid ud 
Din S/o Shuja Noor „ •.

84.- Settlemeht Patwari 
(-BPS-Q9) '

Settlement:
Chitral

A.pproved. 05.0'8:2G02

ud T)in.9/-o 
GliaziudDin

Settlement Parivari. ' : Appro'>/ed■. Settldment 
' Chitral,.

..
27.08:2019(BPS-Q9)-.■■feV ■

SettlementPatwari'•. 86. Sadiq Alcbar SYo'■
Slier-Akbar . ■

Settlement,' 
'• -Chitral

Approved■27..0'8-.2019.(BPS-09)
•87. Silcandar Kdian S/o 

Karim Khan ' '
Settlement Patwari Settlement 

. Clihral'
. Approved. 03.01.2005■(BPS-09)

Nawab Kdrah S/'o - 
Faqeer Kir an. ■. . •

88. Settlement Patwari' ■ Settleme-nt 
- Chitral- •

.- xAppi-Qved• 01.03.2022 ,'(BPS-09) ' . . •• •
89. Pyer Aj^etli.no! 

approved, biit
•Chitl-ai ■■|.,SUfajfiCtCO-.Ai-e • 

-Approved

Jqbai Hussain S/o 
.hiayat Ullah

Settlement Patwari, 
(BPS-09) ' '•

■ Settlement. 01.03.2022

.90. Naeem ud Din, S.'o . 
Aziz Ud Din

S.ettlement Patwari 
(BPS-09)- . ■'

Settlement
Chitml31.05.2005

91. Abdul Aliad S/o . - '
Abdul Samad'

Settlement Patwm ■Settleirient 
• Chitral'

..Avpproved,■ 3L05;2005(BPS-09).;
92. Settlement PatwariJaveed Iqbal S/o , 

Noor Muhammad Khan.
Setdernent 

Chitral -•
■' /^.ppro'ved -'31:012005(BPS-09) -

93: Nash Ali- Shah S/o 
Noor .Wall Shah . 
Zafar-Ullah Khan S/o 
Ghulam -Sarwar ~ ' '
Shalrzad Ahmad.S/d 
Jambiro Khan

Settlement Patw'ari ' 
(BPS-0.9) - •

Settlement
Chitral.31.0.5'.2005

94'. S ettlement -P atwm •. 
.(BPS.-09) ' .- ' . ,

Settlement ' 
Ciritral

Avpproved-'31.05-2005 •*. r

95. SettlementPatwari . 
(BPS-09) ’ . ' 
Settlethent Patwari' 
(HPS-09); . ■ '.

. Settlemeiit- 
• . Ciutrai •

A.pprpved31.d5.2'005’

96. Klialid Pervez S/o ' 
Miihamiilad Miisa'Kiran

•Settiement • 
ChitiN .

;• Approt^ed3.1.05;2005. -' \



■F '

I''',nnc of Employee 
^ ^ FurciUagt^ 
■^^f'^Vjysi.'t'AzizKiiEtnS/o.

■'ALIA Aj' • • . 
'.yod HEissSiLii N^bi d

. >v-Kih S/o MirzaHassan 
ihsaii Ill Haq S/o 
Mouia Ne'^ah ' - .
Miraj ucl Din S/o 
jBiih-inlChan

' ; !01: Auwai'iClian-S/o -'
Zaii Kiian • ~ ’ .'
Mujeb Aii Khan S/o"

inu'^irak i'-Juiii ■ ' .
^gharAii Juma.S/o- ’ 
Jiima Khan • ; ' •

; ■ i.04. :ALi'Hazoor 'S/o L.
___ Sulienian Shah . : -

J i 05'. Habib iir.Reiirnaii S/o. ■ 
■Sher'Kliai) ;
Muieeb nr -Rehnian S/6 

. , - i Muhammad Klian • •
. 10'7. Syed Abbas. All Shah ■

■,___ , .S/o Suita Wall Shall'
;■ .108. Taiiveer Hayat S/o . , . 
; . I Sher Zainan

.. I . 109', Muhaiilniad Alarri S/o 
i Jamat Pana- - ;

T10, .A.ftab Rahim S/o
•I • ' -SherRaliim_____ • .

Abdui Majeed S/o- 
Abdullah Jaji 

112- Abdul Majeeb S/o ■ ■ 
Wori Muharmnad lChan 

} 13.1 Imtiazud'Din S/o' 
MiRahudDin ■'

I 1 Ih.i Amin Ullah S/o ' 
Tarnim Klian .

Rost (BPS) . . .. PkiCC.Oi
■ Posting

Date ofl^b . 
'Appointment

R-emuriOi
• V

Settlemeiit Patwari 
CBPS-09) •
S ettlemeht Patwari-' 
(BPS-09). ds:..
Settlement Patwari • 
(BPS-09) . ' • . ' :
SettlenienVPatwari.
(BPS-09) .
Settlehierit Patvv^i
(BPS-Q9) A • '
Settlement Patwari' 
(BPS-Op)-. : . -
Settlement Patwari ^ 
(B.PS-Q9) ■ . 
Settlement Patwari 
(BPS'-09) •
Settlement Patwari

: Settlement ’
■ .-.Gbitral .

Appvovori...- 31:95.2005 .Ai ■

•.'■-Se-ttlement 
• Ghitral. . "

ApproVed'- 'r :,■-,.3i;i2.-2.oo5.;i'

.'.Settlement - 
; Ghitral •

_AppV0V(;d ..,-3a..:12.2005 '
100, ■ Se'ttlement/ 

yiChitral . •
Approved '.31H2:2005 ■

y'

Settlement . 
■ Chitia]

• Approved'.31.1:2.2005.-'

• Settlem.enl.
Ghitral ' • . 

- Sectiernent 
, ■: ..Cliitral ■ 
'Settlement 

Clntral 
Settlement 

Ghitral

Approv-e.d'31.12.2005.,."
103;

• ApprovrVcl31.16.2005. ,

.,A.pproved3i:i2;2005

■ Approved''-'-••31:12.2005(BPS-Q9) • -
md Settlement Patwari 

(BPS-09) ■- . 
Settlerhent Patwari

■ Settlement 
. CbiLLab-

• ApprovedQ2:0i'2006'

,'Settlement 
■' 'Chitrai ■

Approved '11.02.2006 ..(BPS-09)'•'
Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-Q9)., ■ . ■ 
.Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-Q9)
Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-Q9) • . . 
Settlement Patwari 
(BPS-09) . ‘ ‘ .

-.Settleinent ‘ -Appro'ved-
■Chitra!__ y A

Settlement- ^b./bppro'ved'
" Ghitral
Settlement ■ A-pproved 

. Ghitral '. '

- 1.3.07.2006

•01.03:2007

06.1-1,2003
-i 111. Settlement - .Approved •ar.03.20p7 *' }

Gliitral -.-
Setllement Patwari' ■■-Settl'emeht A-pprovect-.■01;03.2007(BPS-Q9) ■' = Cliitral
Settlement Patwari'
(BPS-09) ^

■ '.Settlement '- 
- 0 ' Ghitral - 
. Settlement 

Cliitral

: Approved',01.03.2007

Settlement Patwari
(BPS-09)

Approved-- 02:03.2007;
.-hiiitr Adi IGian S/o

- Ali Nawaz Khan' • .
•Settlement Patwari . •Settlement 

• Cliitral
Approved• 25.04:2007'(BPS-09)

.] afar: Air S/o 
hiuzafar Kh.an ■ . .
24.uhammad Miicij ud
.Din..S/p Mir Quwat 
Idian. . ,

.Scnlement Pattvarl
(BPS-09) ~ . V

; . Vi. 0. Settlement:
Clii'tral

Appro'yed '■.• 1.3.06.2007 ■

xApfifoVed ,Settlement-Patwari 
(BP‘S-09) ■

•. Settlement •-.20.07.2007
•. ChitiTii'

Sardar Nawaz S/o • 
Fazli Madad ■ ' ' .
■Ivllihaninrad Ibrahim ■

: . ' S/o v7ori Mast ■KLhan ■ 
ic-O, Abdul Wall Sllalt S/o 

Rahmat-Shall 
Abdul WfKi S/o 
Abdui Waicil 

122. Shafi ud.E)m,S/o~”
. Noliran ud Din 

■; 123. imi-arr Khan S/o ” ■
- . - DasIiman Daq ' ■ 

Shuja ur Rehman‘S/o 
! bati'f u]- Reliman.

irs. Settlerhent Patwari'
(B.PS.09)' ' .' 
Settlement Patwari
(BPS.-09). , ■ ■ ■

• Settiem'snt 
■Chiti-,N

. Approved..,20.07.20,07":
'••119: Setdeinent' 

:. Cliitral '.
Approved, 0'6.1.'1.2003- •

/■

Settlement Patwari
(BP5-Q9) ' ' 
Settlement Patwari ■

Settlement
■ Ghitral

Approved03.01.2005-:
121. i’ -Settlement 

- Chitrai’ .
Ai:ppr'6.ved;03 .'01.2005(BPS-09)'

'Settlement Patwari .
(BPS-Q9)
Settlement Patwaii 
(BPS-09)

-■ -Settlem-ent., 
.. Chrti'al

Appro'ved• 06.11.2003 :
Settlement'

. - .Cliitral • . 
-.'Settlemenf • 

• Chitrai

Approved30.06.2005
-1-24. 'Settlement Patwari'

(BPS-09.)'
Approved-•31.08.2012"::



iiac-

^

■ ■ :

oi' ir.iiJpU>y-»;e'

i.lufu’iiiii'.Hi'-l K‘!t 
■ /; V S/o: Uiv.v’gi-

Remiiilcs• . Place of. • 
, Posiinty

Datcoff;.' .. 
Aijpoijiitmftjat.

;iN)St (BPS) -•;y

. Approvednnawar . . Settiemeiit • 
• •■ Chitral

SetileineDC.Patwad ‘ .r

i6.ri-;-20i2-.
•/ • •

■ Settlement 
V ■ Chitral.

• 'Settlement 
..Cliitrai-

•Approved 'Settlement PatWari :76'.| AbdiillahJaii S/o ; ' 
iOuisambar KItan' •

27-1 A!i AkbarTa; S/o
• Mciui All IClian____^

i Bashir Alimad S/o
1 Faiz Mnliamrnad •

„..3aq6.20052
CBPS-09):: ■ ■

' /. • r ; Approved.-Settlement Patwari • 
-(BPS-OP) •• ■ ' ■

■^■:i:d:01.20^
jf ■ • Settlemen.t 

- • .Chitral .
ApprovedSettlement Patwari •

(BPS-a9)-
Approved'Settlement 

Chinai •
Settlement Patwari -• i- 12q. Noor Aicbai- Shah’ S/o ■13.08.20C7
(BPS-Q9) ■ •»p4jz Akbar.Shall

! Settlement Patwari. - 
(BPS-09) ■ - '

ApprovedSettlement 
■ Chitral

■ -! 30. Alcram Ullcih S/b 13’.08-.20G7-'
Eid Ghazi _____ .

131. Ayat ur Rehman S/o 
., Hazrat Yousai'

Settlement ' A-pproved 
.Chitral. • • • •Typist (BPS:07) ’ • 12.08.2002 ■-

Settlement 
‘ Chitral .

.ApprovedMubashir H’assan S/o- 
Abdul

Typist (BPS-07) . ' .17..01',2002.-

ApprovedSettlement • 
Chiti-al -

Ali'Nawaz IChan S/o 
Sher Nawaz Khan •

Typist (BPS-07) ■■ 1Y.01.2G0Z..

■ ApprovedSettlement
Cl'iitrri:

i' 134. Amir Abbas S/o 
’Hr.ji I-CJian

Driver ■(BP.S-07). •. ‘04,01:2005
.1 • P +< T %' r..: _ b K-sl! , .:.ntO

-J iL7.0l.2002 . Chitral ‘:(BPS-a3)-.Abdul Wado.6d .
,, Settlement •• „ Approved

Chitral- ;
•Sikandar Khan S/o 
Samandar Khan 
Muhammad Dawood-

Jareeb Kash .■ ’■136; 05.08.2002- •
(BPS-03) • • •

^Approved•SettlementJareeb Kash 
(BPS-Q3) - : '

05.08.2002 •• ;• ChihalS/o Sulieman Shah 
U'mar Faropq S/o 
Muhammad Ayub Khan

.-.Settlement 
Chitral •

Approved-'Jareeb Kash -. 
(BlPS-03) •

. 138. 05.08.2002

. Settlement 
■ Clrilrai

Approved.139. Muhammad Idrees S/o Jaieeb Kash 
(BPS-iJ3) - 05.08.2002'

; B-aiiitas ' •
Jareeb Kash .ApjjrpvedSettlemeni. 

. Chitral
■ .MO. . 05.0.8.2002.-Juma IClran S/o Wali (BPS-03)

• Approved'141. Shams'ul B-ai'i S/o .■ 
Abdur Rabi .'

•Settlement 
■■ C-hihal ■'

Jareeb. Kash 
(BPS-03) ■' 05.08.2002 .

A.pproyed •Settlement 
Chitral -

Hamid .ur 'Relimah' S/o
Abdur Rehma.n___
Muhammad Ishaq,S/o 
Mansoor Ali IChan •

Jareeb Kash142-. .05.08.2002 •
IBPS-03). I

.Settlement ' 
Chitral

ApprovedJareeb Kash 
(BPS-Q3) - - ■

•143- .05.08.2002 •.

. Approved•Jareeb Kash Settlement. 
Chitial

Habib-UllaliS/o ' ■ 
Jannat Gul •

'.-I 144. • 05.08.2002-.
(BPS-03) ■ -

•; • 145. 'Mulrammad .Ali IChan. 
' S/o Haji JamaLdar 

iTClian ’ '

Approved-; ■ Settlement 
Chi-iiai

Jareeb Kash 
.(BPS-63)- ■ .05.08.2002

jareeb'Kash - • Settlement 
Chitial

Approved146. Ghazi Aman Ullah.S/o 
Ghazi Hakim •03.01.2005(BPS-03)!

■Settlement
Chitral

ApprovedFazal Haq S/o 
Ratmrat Jalil.

Jareeb Kash 
(B'PS-03)-.'

• 1-47. 03:01.2005 .
1 •

Settlement 
Chitral 

• Settlement 
..Chitral

ApprovedShafrUllahS/o‘ , 
Muhamm.ad Wazir -. .

Jareeb Kash - 
(BPS-03) . .

■| ’ItS, 03 ..Ol.2005

•• .149. Atta ur Reliraan S/o 
Kliaiil ur Rehinan- 
Sikandar. Hayat S/o 
Sikandar Wali •

Jareeb Kash 
(BPS-03)

.Approve)03.01.2005
U

150: ’ Settlement 
thitral

Jareeb Kash 
(BPS-03)-.'

Appr.ovNj03.01.2005-

Settlement' 
. Chitral

NoorElahi S/o.- 
Syed Muhammad Shah.

A.pprovecl151. Jareeb ICash 
(BPS-03) •03.01.-2005

Apjjtovicl ^i Hamid ur.Rehman S/o. Settlement.152. Jareeb Kash • •. ■ 
(BPS-03T ' • ■

j • 03‘.01.2005Abdul Murad • Chiu-al .
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Ar>Ti,nxn1^et^t''
' ••'ScLtiemcui ;

,U;01.200y - ^v cbarar-

JIB. Miii(BVS),:;nv.' ill' l^jupio-y.ee .
•.

( 1Javeeb.lCash'.....
CBPS^OSy-- ;■
Jareeb.Kasla;;.;. * 
(BPS-O^Q. ; '- 
Jaceeb lCash •' ' 
CBPS-Q3)'; p
.Tareeb ICash ;
Vbps-033 •- ■'
Jareeb.Kash
iBPS-03) .

!.>L M.eiii:u!U',y;/0
I'r Relunan -. ;

;y4.!.Rasuki lii;i5sain;S/o'
I Bazrat'Hussaiii ’ v. 

r BolMcIiniQOci.RiazS/b . 
••. I Amin ul Haq- 

: i-36.J Ansar Eiahi S/o ■
Fa2;'.l nr Rehiriari,

r
•A

■. 1 i-'/. Approved'Settlement'' 
(Thiti-al .■;30.06:2ao5-/• • •

'ApprovedSettlement..
• Gliitral ; .:3ld2y200>A

Approved.'Settlement 
■■■-Chitfal ■'• .3li05.200@Av :

Approved' 

Approved..

Settlement
■ Cliitial ..

>57.| Shams-ud Din S/o ■
■ • ijiiruana.Ahnii '_____ ^

' i L5S'. Fazal Wadood S/o'
’ ZarMiilianiftiad • .
i:-9; 'Nduiianiraad Naeem S/o 

: Mir Zaman IQiati. - • •'
h l60.-Rd-i'i'iLaz S'/o.'

Mohammad i^war'
Shah-. -_____

i 61 Miihammad.IlYas Baig_ 
• . S/o Muhammad Salar. 
.i'lArciii ■

3-1:03:2007
ri »'■ Seltlemeivt 

.. Cbiti-al 
. Settlement 

Chitral ' •

■Jaieeb K-ash 31.03.2007
(BPS^03) t .

• Appro.vecl'Jareeb Kash 
(BPS-03)

31.03.2007.
Approved

• ; Settlement - 
Chitral

Jareeb Plash
(BPS-03): .

12.06.2007

Approved
• Settlement 
'h . Chitral. 23-07.2007

• (BPS-03J •i

.'Bettlement ■ Approved- | ■ 
/ Chitral:

- Settlement ■ Appioved 
i ChitraV - -
S'ettlement '’'^pprove-d .

Chitral-. '
Settleme-nt

• •. .Clhtrai - ■
■ Settlement-

' •-. 'CIhna.i
Settlemeat

A ,■ Chitral__ ;
., Settlen-nent;' : Appi:o;\/erJ' - 

.'- Chitral '. V '■ ._-i7___
■ Settlement 

■ Chih^'
"-.Settlement.- Appioyed .

: '■' Chitral
■ Settlement: 1 Approved

Chitra].

Jareeb Kash ■ 
(BPS-03) ■
Jai'ceb KaMi ' 
(BPS-Q3) - ' 
Jareeb Kash - ' •

162.1 Plidayat-UIlah S/o 
• • Muhammad 'Vv^ali .Kiian

; •
, .20:02.200S

Yousaf V/ali Shah S/o
Muhammad Khan____

l-64, Muhammad Hiissair , .
- , ' 'S/o Mehi-ab Ghaulam 

165 J Moor Lir Rehman S/o ■ '
' . iHazrat Yousaf ' • : ' ..
- . -t rTrrS-!i-'^ Slieh Pho 

Amir Walt-Shah -
167. Qadir V/ali Shah.S/o ■

. . B'umbak . • __^
1-68: Nizar Ali Khan S./c'

■.M63. '.j 24.07:2008

13-.03.2009
(BPS-03-) ' ■ 
Jareeb KaSh 
{fiPS,-Q3).

Appvov.ed:
. hO.OS.SOSD- '•

A.iyprc---.'ed |Jareeb ICash • ,20.08.2020 ■
(BPS-Q3)
Naib Qasid/ J.afeeb 
Kash(BPS-Q3)
Naib Qasid/ Jareeb 
Kash (BPS-03) - -
Naib Qasid/ Jareeb 
Kash(BPS-03) - 

'-^ri i.Qhan-'S ul Bashir S/o - Naib Qasid/.Jareeb ; 06 11 7003
Kash(BPS-Q3) 1.

A_ppi0ved-,■ ■ i

0621.2003.

0.6.11.2003 •
Qurban IClimV ; 

,169; Saitaj-Alani S/o; 
Mir.Aiam-.

Approved
06.11.2003

.••• Bui Khan ■ ____
iNauir Muhammad • -
Khan S/o Mir Murad" • 

172;. Alta ur Rehman S/o .- .
; Mubamnaad Sharif

.• ; ' IClran •______......... ...
■ 17'3. Fazal Akbar S/o

Ah Akbar ■________ _
. 174. Najum Ulh'h'.S/o ■

• Habib’ ur Relimah .
■■17‘5.[ An-war ud Din S/o

j iviuiianiniad Kozi Shah 
' j 176. Sana Ullali S/o ,

Abdur Rehim 'Khan ' •

Naib'.Qasid/ J'areeb 
Kash (BPS-03), -

03.01,20.05 7i-a.

. Approved. ■
.’•Settlement 

Chitra,'. •
Naib .Qasid/ Jareeb 
Kash (BPS-03)

31.05.200'6 ' '>A

■' Appro ved.' S,ettlemcnt [.Naib Qasid/ Jai-eeb 
Kash (BPS-03) ■
Naib Qasid/ Jareeb
Kash (BPS-03)/ ,

31.03.2007 , 1/ Chitral
Approved• -Settlement

•• 3,1.03:2007 ' Chitral
App'i'oved• SeRleraent

Chitral__
Settlement 

.- . CMhal

Naib Qasid/ Jareeb 
Kaslu'BPS-OS) ^ ' '
Naib Qasid/ Jareeb 
Kash (BPS-03) .

31.03.2007 .
- A.ppr0'/8d'

31.03.20.07

Approved lA 'A
. 'i'- ■

: ■. 1
• Settlement 

-• .Cliiti’ai
Naib Qasid/ Jareeb 
Kash(BPS-Q3)

Niazam ud Din.S/o' 
Iqbal Nageen • - '.

.17.7: - 13.08‘.2007-
■ SettieiYLent • 

• .Ghi'irral .
Naib Qasid/ Jareeb’Hafeez .Ahmad. S/c 

Muhammad Suban - Kash (BPS-03)
: 178'. 13.08.2007

' App.>;oved'• ,'Settiernenc'Naib Qasid/ Jareeb
UCash-(B.PS-03) '

■ 179, Sharif Ullah S/o . ■
, . ■ Hakim Ullah

20.08.2007 LChitml
i

is::
4-
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j, ---j G-ni«'?J<iiaii-,- ■,' : > ; Kash;(Bi>S;03>.

:.‘SVo Muham.uiad Sharif ■ - Qasid/'Jareet ■
■^b-(BPST03j:.AV-

T^.ry-:’ . ■ ^ ,. C--
i'i;

■Settlement ]''^PP^'oved;;! . ' 
, Chita-al . ■ J .

; i5:H:2do7;P;"-' vr:
AJ ■

■ 1

05:I2';2'OG9 ,
Chitral

.Settlerrient' 
■ Ciutrai ;

04:02^0 VS - . ■Settlement'
. Cliitral .■ 

02:0lj20;i7. ■ Settlement 
Chitral 

22.1 i .2018 Settlement
- l-■^^ Chitral .'.'

.Apprd.ve’d '

y ■ Approved ■__ 4..^naa;. , ----

„ ilbraimn ■■ . JareebSSsMiit-

?r.03;20l4

PHw ^ Appro-ved;Io•I-

Approved
•(.

L:

Approved
CONlWTini^yg.

iT'r ■

aiyber Paichtuiikhwa Civzi Se,

:

H.ale:nent Offieevs/Depe^: ‘hey ;are regularised. ; '

. , -vant Adt, 1973 thp 
s 01 the- .Eniployeeg of .7AttN' 

Mfl.such other laws ' ' ‘ .aement 
and rules which may be.
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Senior Member, Board of Reve^ife 
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