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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBF.B PAKHATTTNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAT, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: 451/2024

Amjad Ali, Senior Clerk (BPS-14), DEO Male Swat Appellant

VERSUS

The Director E&SE Department & others Respondents

JOINT PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHAT.F T^ESPONDENTS NO. 1 TO 2.

Respectfully Sheweth, Khvhcr Pitkhrokh'vo 
s'crvicf 'IViliutml

The Respondents No. 1 to 2 submit as under: • I. >

PRELIMINARY ORTECTTONfi

1 That the Appellant has got no cause of action/locus standi to file instant 
appeal.

2 That the appellant is not an aggrieved person within the meaning of Section- 
4 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 read with Article-212 of 
the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

3 That the appellant has concealed material facts from the ambit of this 
Honorable Tribunal.

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

6 That the appeal in hand is based on mala fide intentions for gaining illegal 
service benefits from the Respondent Department for his promotion against 
the senior clerk post w.e.f 20-05-2016 instead of 29-02-2024 in violation of the 
prescribed Rules & Policy in vogue & has correctly been promoted to the post 
of senior clerk vide Notification dated 13-09-2023 after due process of law & 
procedure by the Respondent Department.

6 That this Honorable Tribunal has already adjudicated the matter in hand in 
appeal No. 05/2017 under the said appeal titled & dismissed the same vide 
Judgment dated 04-03-2020 in favor of the Respondent Department, where 
against a Civil Petitions No. 2185 to 2186/2020 & 2245/2020 under the same 
titled was filed by the appellants before the august Supreme Court of 
Pakistan against the said Judgment dated 04-03-2020 in S/A No. 01 to 
06/2017 appeal titled Shahzad etc VS Govt: of KP which was dismissed on 27- 
04*2017 by the august Court.

7 That a WP No. 81-M/2014 under the same petition titled has also been 
dismissed as withdrawn by the Honorable Peshawar High Court Peshawar.

8 That the appeal in hand is time barred under the law of limitation Act, 1908.

9 That the appeal in hand is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of the 
necessary parties.

10 That the titled appeal is falling within the ambit of Res-Judicata on the 
grounds that the august Supreme Court of Pakistan has already disposed of



the matter in question in Civil Petition No. 2245/2020 vide order dated 27-04- 
2023, hence, the matter in hand has become iufructuous & liable to be struck 
down in favor of the Respondents.

11 That the matter in hand is relates to the policy, hence, this learned Tribunal 
has got no jurisdiction to adjudicate the appeal in hand in view of legal bar.

12 That aggrieved from the Notification dated 29-02*2024, the appellant has 
filed a time bared Departmental appeal to the Respondent Department which 
was rejected on 13 09-2023 by maintaining the original promotion order 
dated 13-09-2023 of being legal in terms of Rule & Policy.

I

ON FACTS.

1 That Para-1 pertains to the service record of the appellant against the Junior 
Clerk post in BPS-5 appointed vide order dated 09-07-1990 under the 
signature of the then District Education Officer (Male) Swat now Respondent 
No. 2 in the titled appeal.

2 That Para-2 is correct that as per seniority list of the then Executive District 
Officer (E&SE) District Swat for the year 31-08-2011, the Respondent No, 4 
has been shown at S.No. 92 as per his service record in the Respondent 
Department with further submissions that vide orders dated 27-07-2006 & « 
31-01-2013, the appellant was adjusted against the KPO post purely on 
temporary/stop gape arrangement, however, vide office No. 11192-98 dated 
12-06-2013, the said order of adjustment of the appellant as KPO was re­
called by the Respondent No. 2 .(Copies of the orders dated 27-07-2006, 31- 
01-2013 & 12-06-2013 are attached as Annex-A, B, & C).

3 That Para-3 is correct to the extent of the order dated 27-07-2006 in the 
Respondent Department.

4 That Para-4 is also correct to the extent of the order dated 12-06*2013, 
however, it is further submitted that in view of the order dated 24-06-1997, 
the appellant was appointed as J/C but adjusted against the KPO post vide 
the cited order, where against, he served the Department till 12-06*2013 & 
has thus availed all service benefits of KPO from the Department in District 
Swat & finally re-called the same order on 12-06-2013 which was impugned 
by the appellant & others in Service Appeals No. 1 to 6/2017, dismissed vide 
order dated 04-03-2020 by this Honorable Tribunal attached as Annex-D, 
where against the appellants has filed the Civil Petitions No. 2185*86 & 
2245/2020 before the Apex Court of law attached as Annex-E, hence, he filed 
an application for Seniority as S/C with his batch mates resulted in the 
nomination of inquiry committee comprising of-

i. Mr. Adalat Khan, Deputy Director (F&A).....
ii. Mr. Gulzar Ahmad, Assistant Director (Lit-I)

Chairman. 
.. Member.

The committee submitted its (02) pages inquiry report with the 
recommendations that the name of the appellant be included in the relevant 
seniority hst of S/C & subsequent promotion against the S/C post with his 
batch mates attached as Annex-F.

Therefore, in view of the inquiry report, working papers was prepared, 
whereupon, DPC meeting was held on 18-08-2023 under the chair of the 
Respondent No. 1 & finally vide Notification dated 13-09-2023, the appellant 

promoted to the S/C post but with immediate effect in compliance of the 
order of the Supreme Court of Pakistan dated 27-04-2023 in terms of the
was



relevant provision of APT Rules 1989 along with his adjustment in the office 
of the Respondent No. 2 attached as Annex-G, H&I.

5 That Para-5 is correct as explained in the fore-going Paras by the 
Respondents.

6 That Para-6 is also correct to the extent of dismissal of the service appeal of 
the appellant vide Judgment dated 04-03-2015 by this Honorable Tribunal.

7 That Pra-7 is correct.

8 That para-8 is also correct.

9 That Para-9 is correct that the Departmental appeal was rejected vide order 
dated 23-12-2016 by the Respondent No. 1 with the observation that the 
appellant shall continue his services as junior clerk in the Department 
attached as Annex J.

10 That Para-10 is correct that the appeal No. 06/2017 was dismissed on 04-03- 
2020.

11 That Para ll is correct.

12 That Para-12 is also correct regarding filing of CPLA against the Judgment 
dated 04-03-2020 of this Honorable Tribunal which was disposed of on 27-04- 
2023 by the Apex Court of law in favor of the Department.

13 That Para-13 is correct to the extent of the afore-said inquiry committee 
constituted by the Respondent No. 1, resulted in the promotion of the 
appellant vide the above-mentioned Notification under the Rules in vogue.

14 That Para-14 is incorrect that the CPLA of the appellant was disposed of on 
merits of the case vide order dated 27-04-2023 by the Apex Court of law 
resulted in the promotion of the appellant as senior clerk on dated 13-09- 
2023 under the Rules.

15 That Para-15 is incorrect, the order dated 27-04-2023 of the Apex Court has 
been implemented by the Department vide Notification dated 13-09-2023.

16 That Para-16 is correct regarding filing of an appeal dated 04-10-2023 
against the Notification dated 13-09-2023 by the appellant to the Respondent 
No. 1.

17 That Para-17 is correct that vide order dated 16-01-2024, the Departmental 
appeal of the appellant 04-10-2023 has been rejected by the Respondent No. 2 
attached as Annex K.

18 That Para-18 is incorrect as the appellant is not an aggrieved person within 
the meaning of Section-4 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 
read with Article-212 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 
has got no cause of action to approached this Honorable Tribunal in the titled 
appeal against the Respondents, therefore, the case in hand is liable to 
dismissed on the following grounds inter alia- -

ON GROUNDS.

i. Incorrect & not artmitted. the appellant has been treated as per law & rules 
vide Notification dated 16-01-2024 in the titled appeal by the Respondent 
Department.



Incorrect & not adimtit^H The act of the Department with regard to his 
promotion as S/C in the year, 2023 is in compliance of the order dated 27-04* 
2023 of the apex court of law, hence, not entitled for promotion to the said 
post w.e.f 15*02-2021 under the Rules.

Incorrect & not The act of the Department with regard to his
promotion as S/C in the year, 2023 is legal & under the Rules.

Incorrect & not admitted The appellant has been treated as per Law, rules & 
policy by the Department with regard to his promotion as S/C in the year, 
2023 is in compliance of the order dated 27*04-2023 of the apex court of law.

Incorrect & not The order dated 23-08 2022 is legal in terms of
rules & policy on the subject.

Incorrect & not admitted. The stand of the appellant is against the facts & 
legal proposition made by the Respondents in the fore going paras of the 
present reply, as the Notification dated 16*01*2024 is accordance to the 
provision of law, hence, liable to be maintained.

Incorrect & not adrmt±prf The stand of the appellant is against the facts & 
legal proposition made by the Respondents in the fore going paras of the 
present reply, as the Notification dated 27-04*2023 & order dated 16*01*2024 
are in accordance to the provision of Article*38 (e) of the constitution of 1973, 
hence, liable to be maintained.

u.:♦

m.

IV.

V.

VI.

vu.

Incorrect & not admitted the appellant is not an aggrieved person within the 
meaning of Section*4 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 read 
with Article*212 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

vm.

Incorrect & not aHmitteH However, the Respondents also seek leave to this 
Learned Tribunal to submit additional grounds record & case law at the time 
on date of hearing

IX.

Therefore, in view of the above made submissions, the appeal in hand 
may kindly be dismissed in favor of the Department by maintaining the 
Notification dated 27*04*2023 & order dated 16*01*2024 in the interest of justice.

SAMINA ALTAF 
DIRECTOR

-4;—
AlrtTlORIZED OFFICBT

ABDUSSAMAD 
DEPUTV’DIRECTOR

E&SE Department Khittcr 
Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar 
Respondents No. 1 & 2



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHATUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBIJNAT. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: 451/2024

Amjad Ali, Senior Clerk (BPS-14). DEO Male Swat -Appellant

VERSUS

The Director E&SE Department & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

L Samins Altaf Director E&SE OanaT^.metnt Khvber
PakhtunkhwR do hereby solemnly affirm & declare on oath that the contents 
of the instant para wise Comments are true & correct to the best of " 
knowledge & belief. It is further stated on oath that in this appeal the 
answering Respondents have neither been placed Ex'Partee nor their defense 
has been struck ofiycost.

my

SAMINA ALTAF 
DIRECTOR

AUTHORIZED OmCER
ABDUS SAMAD 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
E&SE Department Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

ATTESTEo
\

% ^ /”/ 

:r>' 0

I
I
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DIRECTORATE ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATION 
\M KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

AUTHORITY LF.TTF.R

I, Samina Aliaf, Director (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar do hereby 

authorized Mr. Behramand Khan, Assistant Director (Litigation-II) of this Directorate for 

submission of Joint Para Wise Comments in Service Appeal No. 451/2024 case titled Amjad All, 

District Swat Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others, hence, an authority letter is 

hereby issued in favor of the above-named officer.

(SAMINA ALTAF) 
DIRECTOR

AtJTHORiZED OFFICER 
(ABDUS SAMAD) 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR
E&SE Department Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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(SMI-R AFZALKHAN) 
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DISTRICT EDUCAnON OFFICER (MALE) SWAT AT GULKADA
f,2Sl%

OFFICE ORDER.

The following officials being qualified as Conip!iter.C‘pera|o*' 
hereby posted as Computer Operators with immediate effect in the interest ot pu ic 
service.

are

2. Mr Amjad AH.

Necessary entries to this effect should be made in their Servicei

Books and other relevant service record..

(GUL ZAMAN KHAN) 
District Education Officer (Male), 

Swat at Gulkada.

Dated ... ~ mil./ESTT/COEhdstcNo;-
i

Copy of the above is forNvarded for information to lhe>
i ' ' ■ ;

1. District Account Officer Swat at Saidu Salirif.
2. Director Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber PaklUunkhwa I’eshawar.
3. Director EMIS ckl Khyber Pukiuonkhwa Peshawar.
4. Official Concerned. \

f
J

District Educiitioij(.Officc^Ma)<i),
Swat at Gulkada

^39 .>> „



MALE SWA
■|^

^RCE ORnFD..

^aliq Amjad Ali ahd.:.S^afci£Sii*^Ghani; Abdul

- Ac^anage
- a,.,.en. o.. . sa

, • concerned Officials if

nio-rr, ^AN KMAN)
district EDUCATION OFFICER

male Swat.»•
Endst

1.Secretary ESSE’Lvnmy£'r'prkha''kh "^^sssary action to ther-

6.0fficials concerned. ■ *^®'"®'®^'ncharge DEO(F) Swat. . ■
7.PA to DEO (M) Local Office.

Dated, Gulkada,

Vy -!.-r.' •... ••

Di
male swat.

(L-
C>4-

''**V^.
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At Camn f^ftort, Swnt.
• Sen-icp. Appeal No. 05/2017

AL •.*t t

>
I

t

■Dale of Insiiiuiiori ' 
Dale.of-Dccj.yciti, ^

f-i-r

*.
• •• 02.01.2017 ' 
r,.- 04.03.2020

:••

f

. Arajad Ali: ' • t

Appellant
1.

Versus
Pald,n.nkJa ^

Elementary & Secondary .Education Khjjbcr Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

2. We Dirtciot Element^ & Secondary Education Kliyber
Pakhtunkhwa PesKswSr •*

3. The District Ed„=iiS.OfEccr(M.l»)=dG,.n<;^Dis«a

District Swat a|saidu Sharif. District 
‘ !i.‘

Responcients

Mehiber(J) 
•MembcrfE)

•1.

I •i

»• t

t

.j*

I

I1
I •i

. Swat..

. 4. District Accounts Offi 

Swat

I

:
I ICCTI

:
!•

:• iI:
04.03.2020 • U •Mr. Muhammad Hntiiia.Mughal

Mr. HusSain 
*.

JUDgmpnt- ••

MUHAMMAD HA>4TD MUGHAT.,

with counsel present. Mr. Usman Ghani leaded District AG 

presertt. •
. ■ i;

2. Thi.s common jud^ent iii the abdye captioned 

appeal shall also dispose of service apped’bearing No.0i/20I7. ■ '

;
I

k.® •;
i:

U-
I"

; Appellant

A in:j omey
I :

■ti

' service

I'.'

1
I

V.

i -Attest
^ScamScanner



I

' :

V
/

d by Said Ghani n;);! i-^rn’iceappea] bearing No.06/20I7 filedI ‘

be.ng lijsnuca! in nature h^ing arisen from the\ !•

similar faets and cl\
circumstances. \

/The present service appeals are for ietting aside the 

12.06,2013 whereby the adjunment/promotion order of th 

?MSt. of Key PuneWCoraputer Operator,

i
forder

appellants* against' the i 

made-as a cf sikif ^ 

appel)ants;have‘iiW&Si ihe 

dated 23.12.2016' wWby dep

i

I

gap aitangemen^- was cancelled. The

order of the appellate authority

artmental appeal of the appellants 

for their reinsutenren. against dre post cf cLpnter Operator

(

1

was
.rejected. '

4.. Leametf ccurii.! Klfe appellants ar^ed that the appellants
>

iratislly.a|ipoih-3Ss Clerks;were i
tha| the responeJent No.2 

-kM respondent No^ totho^inate clerks # training in conrpnter 

operationt^at the.appellants were as such nbnunated 

as Computer Operator,in the year' 2001;

1 V I

t

/• / 5

■d and adjusted
:•

th^t the appellants
placed in the seniorior list of Cdnrputer Opefttors; that vide order

were

dated^ umlarx order of appellants agai

the post Vor'Cbrrit^iii^f-Operator

;
against

was excelled and feeling 

Service -kppeals

parting wfe the judgment dated 

service appeals, observed that, the

I

V aggrieved, the'' apps'li'ahts"'' filed 

Tribunal; that this Tribunal while
' t

04.03.2015 passed in the said

wcllantsmay sppfesch the competent amh|ity for consideration 

of their due Hghu illiltiine right to promo^n. financial benefits 

etc.; that consequdarthe appellants .fiMj^epartmental appeal

before this

r*(1 .vviU
'Vi

V'J^,
41 «

■r.'i. t .
! ■■■/ • Ciil'..f

*. ■\'v

CamScanner
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lowever the same, was'.rejected vide irhpugned order dated 

23.12.2016 hence the present service appeal. Further arguG^ 

the impugned orders nre not sustainable iri ihe eyes of law; that 

jringing the nanic of the appellants on-' the senioriiy list of 

...omputer Operkors conftms the status of ajjpellant as Coraputer 

Operator; that in case tle'-re was any irregul'aniy in the adjustment. 

of the appeliarls .as-' -Computer Operator-i-' this, lapse shall be
, O'* '' • '

considered on the part of competent authority and shall not be 

attributed to lhej.e^rj}p5o.yees; In support of his arguments learned
f

. . ' ; • *' 
counsel for the .app'jljar’.is referred to the judgment reported in

2018 SCMR page 349. .

5. ' As against lhal-Jeamed pistrict Attorney argued that the 

appellants have not come to-this Tribunal with clean-hands; .that 

the appellants were 'appointed against the poSt of Junior Clerks atid 

their claim to be adjusted against the post of Computer Operator 

on regular basis, isJjaseless and without any .Iavvful backing; that 

the appellants Kad cariic.- challenged the Impugned order .dated 

12.06.2013. before .Service Tribunal in sen/ice appeals which 

service appeals were dismissed by this Tribunal in limine vide 

common judgment dated 04.03.2015. Furthey. argued that since the 

matter in' issue has already been decided, therefore.; the present 

service appeals are not,maintainable being barred under Rule»23 of 

Khyber Pakhhinkhy/a.S^ice Tribunal Rules,^1974.

'6. Arguments heard. File PfiTUsed.
• . ' r*.

7. .It is riot disputed that the appellants garlier challenged the -

\

I

:

:

>

i

•N \
r

j*

\ i

.•i.t.rTviCunalf
Vc:;r.r.'sv;f'-1

r

6

I

:
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impugned order dated 1l06l^ 

appeaJs and this Tribunal 

4.03-.20r5 passed i 

08/2014 and'809/2014 di

before this Tribunal in'service

vide common judgment dated

m Service Appeals Ndf 806/2014, 807/2014.

i dismissed the same. Findings in'the said

common judgment .are reproduced as under:.

Periisnl of rcctT.dI

would suggest that none of. the

ui'.'the pyhscribed manners 

■ ,;,e pis,! cf jq-Os. I, ^
\
I

I

Of the^ appellants were neither.processed by the 

selection ,",,hpri,y including Dcparlmeninl Seleai 

Commiiiec nor were
ion

I so promoted and mere
1

■ollowed/dircced to wdrk, against the:said 

directions cannot be considered as
posts which\

promotions of the 

appellams against the said posis. ieprned counsel for 

Ihc appellants also failed to show that such posts

!
% .'r ••

%‘jere-
«

meant for promotion and that the^appellants were 
* * *

eligible to be considered for promotion against the said 

posts' and- were so considered by the 

■ authority.

■ i

competent

In view 'of^the dboye,-there is no-.substance in the 

appeals as such the same are dismissfd in limine.

Before parting with, this judgment, ,7 « oAieA-cd: ihdt 

the dppellaiiis shall not be considered debarred on the 

strength of the judgment of this Tribunal frorh applying 

to the competent authority for consideroiion of their

I

AT rB^TED
•»it *.Y.. 1

',••1 1 k, :

»
/ i*
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(Si\
) due rights .iucluding right to promotion, Jinancial 

benefits and recover}' of the stated Overpayments, if so 

advised. ”

8. Gohsequent upon the c-ommon judgment/order dated 

04.03.2015 of this Tribunal, the. appellants again submitted 

departmental appeal (reconsideration appeal), which departmcrjtai 

appeal was rejected-vide irhpugned order dated 23.12.2016 on the

5

I

ground thM posting/adjustment of the appellants against the post of 

Computer Operator was not found in line with the ^p-rescrii'ied 

service m\es and therefore the appellants should continue against 

their subslajitiai post as.Junipr Clerk as usual.

9. •Thi.s Tribunal is of the considered view that the 

issue in the present service appeals has already been decided vide 

common judgment dated 04.03.2015 of this Tribunal

I*

I

matter in

passed in

service appeals No. 806/2014. 807/2014. 808/2014 and 809/2014.

service appeals were dismissed by this Tribunal 

on the basis of findings that nonti of the appellants was promoted

f
i

t Above mentioned!
»

in the prescribed imanner against Ute posts of KPOs and that theiri
>0

9

V' cases were not processed by the selection authority/dU-. epartmenta!
selection ' committee nor' were so promoted and* mereI

permission/direction to work against the post of KPO cannot be
=dnsifc=d as promotes of flio appollaou against thl said posts

ifI
s'.'\

I and that learned counsel for the appellants .foiled to/ show that such-
posts warn meant for-promotion: and that,, the appellants

promotion against the said posts and

^5
•.va were

eligible tojbe considered for
t

3 CamScanner
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10- The observatl 

dated 04.03.2015- - 

appointment 

Operator, 

ll-' As

com]3etent authority.

af'on in the last para of the ;

common judgment 

grant of right of 

against the pcJk. of KTO/Computer

-• stretched for-^the

ot promotion-

)
I

:

a sequel to above the captioned

appealsmemione^^ in Para-02, of this 

judgment,, are dismissed: Vaftles arh left to bear their 

Tile be consigned to the record r

service appeal a,nd the(
! connected service ,(
I;

r 1
own costs.

;
room.

« ■;*.

CHusi Shah) (I'^uhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

: Camp Court, Swat.
V

Membiir

ANNQUNrpn
04.03.2020
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY DIRECTOR (F&A). PiRECTQRATF hf

E&SE. PESHAWAR■iA-

I

•5' Subject INQUIRY REGAQRDING APPEAL RECEIVED FROM AMIAQ ALI & OTHERS WORKING AS

COMPUTER OPERATOR IN DEO (FI SWAT
.'t

Background of the case:-
\

,K

An appeal received by worthy Director E&SE, Peshawar from Mr.Amjad AH Mr,Shahzad 

Khan and Mr.Said Ghanl who are working against the post of computer operators in DEO (M/F) S wat.
• r

According to them, the were initially appointed as junior clerks,, later on the Executive
, !

District Education Officer Swat posted/adjusted them against the postof computer-operator/Oa a Entry 

Operator BPS-12.

(

r
il

Amjad AH was adjusted / posted as KPO on 17-9-2009, Said Ghani was adjusted/posted

KPO on 18-7-2011 while Shahzad was adjusted/posted 27-7-2006. i

1

f
4* , I

They also stated in their appeal that they have prescribed qualification of computer 

operator, also got training & seminar regarding Computer operator in 2013, sudden & without any 

notice, the Executive District Education Officer cancelled our ofnce order of computer operator vith the

remarks that is was just for stop gap arrangement.

i'.'I

•*
/*

The applicant requesting for re-lnstatement against the post of computer operator. 

The worthy Director, constituted an inquiry of the following officers to investigate the facts.

P
;
• h

;

1. MrAdalat Khan, Dy; Director (F&A} Local Directorate as a Chairman.

2. Mr. Gulzar Muhammad. Assistant Director (Lit) Local Directorate

V *

d$d memner

Fact & Finding.

* Adslat Khan, Dy: Director (F&A) Local Directorate aiongwith Mr. Gulzar 

Muhammad, Assistant Director (Lit), Local Directorate visited the DEO(M&F) Swat offices & checked 

the whole fecords/orders & documents.

V •

•. j

Attested)

. f -f



rj. I
#■

: .is
■h. 1. ••/';s /A.

,/V
^ \ - •

•■ V?
;

/■'

"C.
I'-.

We found that the applicants are basically appointed as Junior Clerks & poster 

the post of computer operator/Oata Entry Operator by the concerned Executive District Education 

Officer, which is wrong & against the law/rules & policy, because cadre Of post'cafifiat be Changed.

against
. n.

4-'-

There is no such rules lb change the cadre of an employee oii,district level on 

for some time. They can work on said posts but cannot be merged In it.
need basis

4^ \

Recommendations
.}

1. the case of the applicants is subjudrce / under trail In the August Supreme GOurt of P^istan so. 

the mentioned recommendation may be Implemented after the outcome of the GPl/ 

the applicants.

2. Their names should be included in the seniority list of J/Clerk from the 1“ appointmerit.

3. They may be promoted in their own cadre.

4. They may be promoted In their own cadre to the posts as their other colleagues/person gqt 

promotion.
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Mcctif® of the t>C|KmmmiaI PmmoSm Committee was kid on timms ai ll:0() AM to sk 

ammtiticc mnn onde, ,k ckbomsttlp of m.edor E«SE mtmmfck« to dkm^scnirmfacd toe
|^l.o«caaoofmto«anrrUJuntorCkk(B-Mytolk|te«ofSenioraeHm^^ 
wftmg nodo-tk Wnsloratc of ElcoiertBiy ASemiutaiy Educato. Dqjai^
1- Dr. Midmmtoadmjat Director,

; .'«

K&SBKPKPcshawnr-

2. of Adndn ftoparltnmrt E&^
Otflirmati

Member
i

3. Mr, Mtmir Ultah Skit De|kly Dirc^or (F&A)
l>trectenitcorE&^ .»

Mmtoer
4, Mr. Muhamnmd AR Asn^ant Director (Adorn) 

Dlre«oraieofE&® Menter
flaiHS«<mef JmiiarClerttaik.D to toe Pt«mf «kiterf!terb

Str Name Fatoer*sNameNo Domidle DXXA iteaMunkflatom of WC ^ ,
---------------------- -------------------- «♦

toecQonnended ritfkltWof /, p 
ewatdeeisiem. '
Rkremneiided m toe Kgk of *
ceart t^kon.______ • g, ^
RecommeKtfKl intoe 
omtetdedsiok

I. AmJadAR PonSIKiian Swat mnn99o
Saidftotmi2. kodF«|ir Smi 26fOSn99\

3. Sbetaai FkiiManan « >Swtt Tsmnm /Ei

1. Dr-Malwnnnad,lqbal,IHrector, 
fASEKPKI^^'

Rcpic^tatik of Adtom DsfartmeW E&SE

2. Mr.Muito’UIf3h5kli;i:kputybir«to»^{F£A) 
Dncctorater^E^E

Mebamnad All V^skit Ktwaor (Admn) 
fKtodototeorEfi^

3.

A

CamScanner
M



I.
■, ■ .0),

L'.>

} :

•>iki:cT()UAii‘:

t'.iimll: tUhi<liim.t'.sp(?7i^iii;iii-pcMii -
ATIONKll\

MOTIPTr^YT,^p|

1
Consequent upon the rcconir|iGnclatlon of the Departmental Promotion Committee 

mccUng hold on !in.0Q-2023
I

CDPC) in its 

Court C.P N 

Jl) working in 

promoicd to iitc

■

3nd In the light of the judgment of August Supreme 
2186 doted 22^5 of 2C 20 dated 27-04-2023, 

and under the Directorate

o. 2185,
the following Junior Clcrks(Bs- 

of E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar are hereby 

against the
Clerk (BS-H) In tie offices/institutions as noted against each In the 

service with effect from th j charge assumption of the newly promotes.
I Patitor Name

posts of Senior Clcrk(BS- 4) on regular basis and posted/adjusled''acanl post of Senior 
Interest or public
S*No Name

Present
i tation

Proposed Station Rcmarks:

1 IAmjad All*• .
Purdil Khan DEO (F) Swat GGKSS Zara khela 

Swat______
GH3S Shagal Swat.

AVP
2 Said GhanI 

, Shehzad
Saud Faqir 

Fazli Monan
>EO (M) Swat AVP3 .

DEO (M) Swat. DEO (M) Swat AVPNote:-
i i 1, CHi,rg= report should b? submitted tL all concornod.

2. All the DEOs (M/F) Concerned

S/Clerks ,(n station mentioned agnWst each, If the said post Is fllled by you 

same may be vacated for newly promoted persons.

I r
-J- directed to handover charge to nev/lyarc promotees. 

office, the
}

DIRECrOR
Elementary & Secondary Education 

' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

*
.* I

. I
1

I

Eridst: No. F.No./Promtlon of J/C to SC/Swc t
Dated Peshawar the■i

Copy forwarded to the: - ?/ j
•4]>

Registrar Supreme Court of Pakistan 
District Education Officers (M/F)
District Account Officer Concerned 
Principal/Headmistress Concemei.
Officials concerned.'

7 Mtster°Fllc'‘" Elementary a Secjindary Education Khyber PakhtunkhwaiP^shawar,

1. ,Constitution Avenue G-S/2 Islamabad 
Concerned

4' ! 2.:
3.

i 4.
5.

'I

;

AB ? I * ■

Assistant Dirccto (ADMN) 
Dircctoraic E«S: Sccondiir)’ Hdiication 

Khyber P.'ik'ntunkhwa, I'c-dwyMrs
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S<rtrf CAan<
^5^^/55 0/2020^

/C.P. No.224SofS020)
—■Potitioners

Versus I ,

firfucotfon, Khyber '
■ and ethers

& Seeadtvy 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

— ■Respondenta
For the petitioners: Mr. Amjad Ali (Mardan), ASC.

Sardar AJi Raaa, Add). A.G. KRK.
FomI Rchman, DEO (M) Swat 
Muhammad Jamil. AAO District SwaL';

27.04.2023

ORDER

;•
For the respondents:

Oate of Hearing:

■IJAZ tn, ARgAM, T._ After arguing the case at some 

not press this
length, learned counsel for the petitioners does 

petition. He, however, submits that the d
I

epartment is recovering the
benefits which were lawfully given to the peurioners while they

as Key Punch Operawrs/Computcr Operators. A
were

performing functions
i:He further submits that on being sent to their respective poste they ”

arc entitled to promotion in accordance with law by following the 

rele%’ant departmental rules. Uamed Addilional A.O. submits that
the promotions in accordance with low and depanmenta! 

be considered by the competent authority and such process ivill be 

completed within three months. As far as recovery of all dues

rules will

are

IslamabadAttested
■-.r,
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P ncipic of Jocus pocnitcntiac, in view of the fact
that petitioners have alri.a^.

Qy received benefits and such benefits
to them by the Government itself without any fault or effort

P of the respondents to obtain such benefits unlawfully, we 

inclined to

petitioners that

were

agree with the argument of learned counsel for the

such benefits cannoi-at this stage be recovered-from
the petitioners. Subject to the above observations, these'petition'5 are
disposed of as not pressed.

Sd/^
CertifiejUobeYrufCfpT: 

Sd/-J ••

,A^ociAU 
of Pakiatafl.:

Senior 
. Supremt^v

\

C7. Jlo: CivIliCrImlnal :
Ssic'of Presentation.
Ks e • 
t.'OOf
r rculsitlon Foo rts:.
Cap'/Fee i"^- 
C nurt Fee 5tar»ps:„_
F >:e ot Complolion of Copy .
Onte ofOeliveryol Copy 
Comp.'.'^f! hy.'Pr'-afttert ^
Received by — ‘_____

Lr
tsiftmabad. the
27“' April. 2023 
(Umair)

^ ' X .
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niUKCT OlUTK OK I'l.K.MKNTAUY A SKCONDAUY EDUCATION 
C / ')q KIIYDKU PAKirrUNKlIWA I’ESIIAWAR. ^ 
iLlL£J_/l\NoyA-2.VMS/Appcnl/Aiiijr.c5 Ali & ollicr aOncnUor Swa5

/b 01 /2024
No ';

DaIcO I'C.slmwnr (lie 
Kmnil: iltladniii.csc^gniail.ccn 1

■ To U
District Education officer- 
(Male) Swat

FnnM the DATgD AS OTHER COLLEAGUES 
QP THE SAME DATi7>i jilXTrl PACK D^NEFITS.

Subject:

/■

I ■

I am directed to the subject cited above and to enclose herewith with a 
copy of letter No SO (P-M)E&SED/2-6/0PC Meetlng/Mr.Said GhanI & others/Senior 
Cierk/Swat/2023 dated 27-12-2023 alongwith its enclosures in respect of Mr. Said Ghani ■ 
S/Clerk office of DEO (M) Swat received from Section Officer (P-Male) Govt, of Khyheri 

Pakhtunkhwa E81SED Peshawar and to state that his appeal has been examined/analyied

he—:•

I

by this office and once again rejected by the appellate authority, hence infori 
concerned S/derk accordingly.

I

•rtiSLk

. /6 ^
/

A^st:-nt Dlree':or (Admn) 
Cirectorate Eet'Secondarv Education 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,vPeshawaEndst; No.
Copy forwarded to the: -

Section Officer (P-Male) Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&SED Peshawar w/r to 
his letter No. SO {P-M)£8iSED/2-6/OPC Meetlng/Mr.Said Ghani 8i„others/Senlor 
CIerk/SW3t/2023 dated 27-12-2023 ; ■ -
Mr. Said Ghani S/Clerk office-of DEO (M) Swat ;
PA to Director Elementary &, Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.
Master File.

1 •
1.

2.
3. I

4. •> t

I
Assistant Director (Admn) 

Directorate £& Secondary Education 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

;
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AIAMSWpe*! I*'*'’'
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