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25/10/2024 The Misc. application in appeal no. .115/2024 

submitted today by Syed Roman Shah Advocate, It.is fixed 

for hearing before Division Bench at Peshawar - 

01.11.2024; Original file be requisitioned. Parcha Pesi given 

to the counsel for the.applicant,
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By order of the Chairman
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAVi/AR

GM No. ’/2024
uho***paUh*'* ,

ID

Service Appeal No. 115 of 2024 N*.

inityd

Shaheed Ullah S/o Taj AN Khan, Naib Qasid, District Public Prosecutor 

Office, District Karak
I

Petitioner/Appellant

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Home and Tribal Affairs 

Department through Its Secretary.
2. Director General, Directorate of Prosecution, Home and Tribal Affairs 

Department Peshawar.
3. Director Administration, Directorate of Prosecution , Home and Tribal 

Affairs, Peshawar
4. Assistant Director, Directorate of Prosecution, Home and Tribal Affairs 

Department, Peshawar

I

......Respondents
V

PETITION FOR RECTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT DATED 09/10/2024 IN
‘ APPEAL NO. 115 OF 2024

Respectfully Sheweth!

That the'above mentioned appeal has been decided by ■ 

this Hon’ble Tribunal vide order and-judgment dated 

09/10/2024.'( Copy of judgment is attached)

1.

That it is worth mentioning-that during the course of

argument the petitloner / appellahthas just requested the

court to maintain his due seniority as per his longstanding -

service, and accordingly this Hon'ble .Tribunal agreed with

the-same request and 'partially allowed the appeal and
^ *

order was announced to that extend../ "
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3. That now‘the petitioner became shock on getting the 

attested copy of the judgment, wherein the appeal has 

been dismissed without allowing the,petition to the extend 

of correction in the seniority list. Similarly ^the same, fact

and ground might be Inadvertently left from the
• /

consideration of this Hon’ble Tribunal'has been finalized 

on 24/10/2024.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that necessary 

correction may please be made In the Judgment 

passed-by this Hon’ble Tribunal to the extend of 

placing the petitioner on his’right place being senior 

most of all the employees.

r

PetitibT^r/Appellant

Through

*

Syed Roman Shah 

Advocate High Court

Dated; 25/10/2024
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, Affidavit

I do hereby solemnly^ affirm and declare on Oath.that the contents ofrthe 

above petition,is true,and-correct to the best of-my knowledge and,belief 
and nothing has been kept secret from this Hon’ble .Tribunal. i-4
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Home A Tfihol'Afi'tiiis Deparuncm /'i Sea emiy and altei f", decided on 09.J0J021

, hy Divisinn Henclicoiiiiirixiiij'o/Mi-. Ktdir.i Anhad Khan. ClKiirmoii. and Miss. Faieehn rnul. 
Membsr Fxeewive Judidal. KIn’bei Pakhun-.kh\<-a Senica Tribumd. Pc.dum-ar.
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KHYBER PAKHTUN]CHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ...CHAIRMAN 
FAREEHA PAUL ...MEMBER (Executive)

Service Appeal No.l15/2024

Date of presentation of appeal
Dates of Hearing....................
Date of Decision....................

16.11.2023
09.10.2024
09.10.2024

Shaheed TJIlah, son of Taj ./Ui Khan, Naib Qasid, District Public 
Prosecutor Office, District Karak, {Appellant)

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Home & Tribal Affairs 
Depaitment through its Secretary.

2. Director General Directorate of Prosecution, Home Tribal Affairs 
Depaitment, Peshawar.

3. Director Administration, Directorate of Prosecution, Home & 
Tribal Affairs Department, Pe.shawar

4. .Assistant Director Directorate of Prosecution, Home & Tribal
{Respondents'}Affairs Department, Peshawar

Present:
iMr. Shahid Qayyum Khattak, Advocate 
Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney.................For respondents

For the appellant

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KH\T3ER 
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 
AGAINST THE SENIORITY LIST ISSUED ON 09.08.2023 
AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 17.10.2023 
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN _ 
FILED.

/

JUDGMENT

• KALIM ARSHAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN; Appellant’s case in brief.

as per averments of appeal, is that he was appointed as Naib Qasid
r IINER 
, iv«bun»*in the respondent Depanment in the year 1994, having matric

qualification; that he filed application for correction of his seniority
T-{

0)
00 In the seniority list and accordingly, he was placed at Serial No.2CD

Q.
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Sen'ice.4fii‘cnli\'o.l 1.4.-0^4iJ/k'd "Slmhexdllllah ^•ernisOayRrmcesi/o/Khj'lier Piikhiniii/iirti 
Home £*} Tiilinl AJjhirs Depotimein llu-ntigh its Seaetciry and others'', decided ch 09.10.2^24 
hi-Om'.tioit lleitch eniitpri.shijj of y.r. K/dim xUs'mtd Kliiiii, Chnmnnn. and hliss. !■'argclln Pmil. 
Member E-xecmive Jiidk-iiil. KhiAo- PakhlMkim-a Seivic-e 'irihminl, Peslicm-m.

#:

in the seniority list issued on 17.02.2023; that another seniority list 

was issued on 09,08.2023, whereby, he was placed, at Serial No.86;

. that feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal in order to get
t

promotion on that very seniority list but the same was filed vide

order dated 17.10.2023, hen^re, the instant service appeal.

02. On receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing,

the respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and

contested the appeal by filing written reply raising therein

numerous legal and factual objections. The defense setup was a

total denial of the claim of the appellant.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned 

District Attorney for the respondents.

The learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the facts 

and grounds detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal while 

the learned District Attorney controverted the same by supporting 

the impugned order(s).

05. In the present case, the Appellant, who has been employed as 

a Naib Qasid since 1994, contends that his placement in the 

seniority list was unjustly altered. Initially listed at Serial No. 2 in AT^fi^TED 

the seniority list dated 17.02.2023, he experienced a significant
I

demotion to Serial No. 86 in a subsequent -list issued on 

09.08.2023. Following this alteration, the Appellant filed a 

departmental appeal on 17.10.2023, expressing his dissatisfaction 

with the change in seniority ranking. This appeal serves as the basis 

for the current seivice appear. •—

03.

04.
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liVn'/fo Apixai No. I lx'202‘11'liled "Shaheed Ullah wmis (ioYeriuiiiiu 0/Nhyher l‘akliiunkh\i-u 
Home 'C Tnbn! Aflhirs Oaixa-imem lliroiigli Secrclury and olhen". decided on (IO.Ui.202'1 
by l.'ndewn Bench comitrisiiig.of Mr. Knihii Arshiiil Khan. Chairman, and Mi.^s. Fiu'geha dwd, 
Mcwl'er t-wcinh e Jndieia!, k'hybar Pakhlimhlnwi Service Tribunal, l‘c.v:in\‘ai\

06. The appellant claims tentative seniority list and prayed 

for promption on the basis of that very tentative seniority list, 

promotion may be granted from the date of acquiring qualification, 

however, seniority for prdmotion shall be considered on the basis 

; ' '6f final seniority list.

Appellant’s claims regai-ding alteration of his seniority 

ranking are grounded .in his long-standing sei-vice and the initial,^

07.

favorable placement in the seniority list. However, the governing

principles dictate that promotions must be based on the final

seniority list rather than a tentative one. As such, while the

Appellant may have the requisite qualifications for promotion, liis

current ranking'in the final seniority list must be adhered to.

^ Therefore, the appeal lacks merit in seeking promotion08.

based on the tentative list, and the appeal stands dismissed with

costs! Consign

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under 

our hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 9'^ day of October,

09.
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2024..
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-V)"'July, 2024 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr,

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents
V.

present.
•A

\
Wc deem it appropriate to dii'ect the appellant to 

array llie civil servaiits who might be affected, in c^e his

d\e

within a fortnight. To come up for arguments on

,7

W
T; tf;V

('■ appeal is accepted. The needful is directed to bet'.
TJ i--r
in . 09.10.2024 before D.B. P.P given to the parties. \J V '■

t
(Aurangzeb Khattak) 

Mcmbr.r (.1)
(Kaiim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman' SIh.l: ®

S.A#. 115/2024 
ORDER

9"’Oct. 2024 ' 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan,'

District Attorney for respondents present. Heard.

2. Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file, the appeal

lacks merit in seeking promotion based on the tentative list, and the

appeal stands dismissed with costs. Consign.

3. Pronounced in oper: Court at Peshawar and given under our 

■hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 9''' day of October. 2024.

(Kaiim ArshadKHan 
ChairmanMdnber (E)'Muuizcm Shah*

WL'Or Pakhfunkh-.vr. 
No

■'•r.er of
yyinn rce._,_

eot^
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■ ,ial____________
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MEMO OF COSTS
P-:HYBER PAKFITUNKFIKWA SFJIVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

gfirvice Appeal No.115/2024

Dale of preseiitation of Appeal 
Date of hearing 
Date of Decision

16.11.2023
09.10.2024
09,10.2024-

Sliaheed Ullali, son of Taj AH Khan, Naib Qasid, District Public Prosecutor Office, 
District Karak (Appellant)'

Versus
1 i

1. Government of Khyber Pakhhmkliwa Home & Tribal Affairs Department through its 
Secretary.

2. Director General Directorate of Prosecution, Home Tribal Affairs Department, 
Peshawar.

APPEAL UND.ER SECTION 4 OF 1 HE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE SENIORITY. LIST ISSUED ON 09,08.2023 AND AGAINST THE 
order' DATED 17.10.2023 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN 
PILED. ' ' '

I

PRESENT

1. MrJShahid Qayyum Khattak, Advocate, for the Appellant
2. Mr.' Muhammad Jan, District Attorney, for respondents.

1 AmountRespondentAppellants Amount

1. , Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal

1. Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal Rs. NilRs; Nil

Rs. Nil,2. Stamp for powerRs.Nil2. Stamp for power•u
Rs, Nil4. Pleader's fee3. Pleader's fee Rs, Nil

4. SecurityFee 4. Security Fee . R5. NilRs.lOOA
I

Rs. Nil5. Process Fee 5.' Process FeoRs. Nil
V

Rs. Nil6. CostsRs.'Nil6. Costs

Rs. NilTotalRs. NilTotal

t\'ote; Counsel Pee is not allowed as the required certificate has not been furnished.
1

Given ujider our hands and the seal of this Court, this 9‘'' day of October 2024. N

Ptf^Paui
Melnber^Execiitiv

im Arshad 
Chairman

1 ' *


