IBEFORE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL ESHAWAR

CM/Apphcatlon'No —_ 12024 o | Eteston
In Service Appeal No. 232572023 I
Tase . /
Shaukat Ulah Shah ' e '“"“‘&Zg‘

. Dul.utt J/-//—J L
Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary C&W

t4

_ "
/ 4///7a,/ 0/00
APPLICATION FOR PLACING ON FILE Q /

Rcspectfully Sheweth

| The app_licant/_appellant'humbly submits as unctcf:-

That above noted appeal is pending in this honourable Tribunal.

2. That this honourabie Tribunal has recently altowed benefits to B. Tech.
Officials of Communication and Works Department.
;s ‘ ' ’
3.

That the apphcant wants to place on f'le the said order for consnderatlon at
the time ofarguments of the appeal

A

1t is, therefore,
Application, the attached ord
placed on file and be conside

humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
er and _]udgment of this honourable Tribunal be

red as part of the main appeal. Lot

’__/ﬂ

IicanthppeIlant,
through

Abdul RY ohaila,

Senior Advocate Supreme Court,

" Barrister Adnan Saboor Rohaila, p
Rohaila, Christina 8Keyani, _

‘Advocates, Consultants & Legal Admors ‘
Sikander Pura, G.T. Road Peshawar

e‘mail:- raufrohaila$

Cel # 0321—92909690

Affidavit

L, Shaukatullah Shah son
declare on oath that the contents of above appli

Deponent /{c Lees
. : ﬁ

Shauk_atu'llah _Shah

of son of Syed Yaqoob do herby
ication are true and correct.




o o .
L4
e
-
s _ :
N - Servece Appeal Na 192062003 titled “ Ashor Ali verwes Governsment of Khvber Pokhuorklvwa through Secretay
* TR Depornnent. Khvher Fakhomkiea, Feskawar and orhers”. Service Appeal Neo. 19212023 htied

¥ “Aduhenmmend Hamavun versus Government of Kipher Poxhounkinvg thrpugh Sceretory C& B Department, Kfyher
Pakhnkinva, Pestiavar and others” Service Appeet No. 19222023 ditled " Farhat Mf versns Goversient of
Khvber Pakhiumkinva throngh Secretary CRNW Departiment. Khyber Pekbtinkinea, Pechawar and others™ and
Serve dppeal No. 19232023 tiled “Ghazanfar Ulluh versns Governaent of Khvber Pakhumkinva tluugh
Secreary CEW Department, Khyber Pakivunkinva, Peshuwar and athers” declared wr 24.10.2024 hy Divizion
Benvht comprismg of Mr. Kalini Arshad Khan., Chairman. ait §ir. Muhammnad Akbar Khan, Membor Executive,
Kvber Pakinunkinca Service Tribunal, Peshavar.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAYRMAN
MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN ... MEMBER (&)

Service Appeal No.1920/2023

. Date of presentation of Appeal............... 21.09.2023
Date of Hearing.....c..oovvieivirearinnnninnnn 24.10.2024
Date of Decision................ SOP 24.10.2024

Mr. Azhar Ali, SDO/Asst, Engineer C&W Department,
Peshawar...... i S PR RRR T (Appellant)

Service Appeal No.1921/2023

Date of presentation of Appeal............... 21.09.2023

Date of Hearing........ccoceviiniiiiininnn 24.10.2024

Date of Decision.......ovevviiiiicniicricnnn 24.10.2024
Muhammad Hamayun, SDO/Asst, Enginecer C&W
Department, Peshawar...........ccococovviniiinnininn.. (Appellant)

Service Appeal No.1922/2023

Date of presentation of Appeal............... 21.09.2023

Date of Hearing......... U UP 24.10.2024

Date of Decision.....cvvevriieerieniniiarnnannn 24.10.2024
Mr. Farhat Ali, SDO/Asst, Engineer C&W Department,
Peshawar.... ... (Appellant)

Service Appeal No.1923/2023 .

Date of presentation of Appeal............... 21.09.2023
Date of Hearing.......ccococovnviiiiiininininnn 24.10.2024
Date of Decision............ooueui. Ferereereaen 24.10.2024
Mr. Ghazanfar Ullah, SDO/Asst, Engineer C&W
Department, Peshawar..................c. (Appellant)
‘ 4N - Versus

1. The Goveinment of Khyber Pakhtunkbwa through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Pe



Service Appecl No. 19202023 titlzd “Azher AK versus Govermonent of Khyher Pakfitunklwe theough Secretury -
C&N Deparnnent, Khvber Pakhtunklove. Poshmvar and oihers™. Service Appeal No. 0213025 itted

“ Mulirmend Homayvion versus Govermment of Kiyher Pakhinkinea diegh Socretary CEW Deparimen, Hhyhoi
Pakiviunidneg. Pestowor and others” Setvice Appeal No. 19222023 titted “Farhat Alr versus ( rpmeitt of
Khyber Pokhtnokinea through Sccretary C&I' Deparaneint, Kliyber Paklinnkinva, Peshawar and athers™ wni
Service dppeai No. 1923/2023 titled “Ghazanfar Ullafr versus' Governmiend of Kipber Pakhitokina throught
Secrerary CX R Department, Khyber Pakhnmkbwa. Pestravar and others™ declaved on 24,10.2024 hy Divisiniz
Honch comyprising of Alr. Kalim Arshad Kian, Chatrian. and Mr. Muhaaumad Akbar Khan, Metnber Exccutive.
Klevior Pakiaddnea Serviee Tribunai. Peshawar.

4

2. The Govemnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
C&W Department, Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. ' '

3. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
Finance Department, Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar....oveeveescoriansinmnveenucanninniiiiinee, .. Respondents)
- Present: - _ : (
Mr. Zartaj Anwar, AdVOCate..... ... cvreernviciuiiinnns For the appellants

Mr.- Naseer ud Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General ....For respondents

“ON. ACCEPTANCE OF THESE APPEALS, THE
.~ APPELLANTS MAY KINDLY BE ALLOW THE
BENEFIT OF TECHNICAL ALLOWANCE IN
REFERENCE TO THE NOTIFICATION DATED
19.10.2018, HAS BEEN ALLOWED TO THE
COUNTERPART . COLLEAGUES . OF  THE
APPELLANTS OF. THE SAME DEPARTMENT,
WHILE PERFORMING THE SAME DUTIES WITH
THE -SAME JOB  DESCRIPTION  AND
NOMENCLATURE LE. SDO’S/ASSISTANT
ENGINEER. IN - LIGHT OF THE HIGHER
EDUCATION = COMMISSION’S  * DECISIONS
APPROVAL/ORDERS OF THE MINISTRY OF
EDUCATION, WATER & POWER DECLARATION .
OF PEC AND DECISIONS OF DIFFERENT COURTS
. OF LAW, THE DISCRIMINATORY TREATMENT
METED OUT TO THE APPELLANTS IN
REFERENCE TO THE TECHNICAL ALLOWANCE,
AND DENYING. THE SAME IS ILLEGAL
wer o UNLAWFUL AND UNLAWFUL AUTHORITY AND .
wnto kT VIOLATIVE  UPON | THE RIGHTS OF THE
APPELLANTS,  FURTHERMORE THE
RESPONDENTS MAY ‘KINDLY BE DIRECTED TO
 ALLOW THE TECHNICAL ALLOWANCE TO THE
APPELLANTS OR ANY OTHER RELIEF WHICH
MAY NOT SPECIFICALLY ASKED FOR MAY ALSO
BE AWARDED IN FAVOR OF THE APPELLANTS.”

Pag_ez

&



Serce Appead Na 192002023 titled “Azhar Ati versies Govermmont of Khvher Pakivunidiva theough Szeretary
C&JY Depurnment, Khyber Pakhunbhvwa. Peshavar wnd athers”. Service dppeal No. 19012025 ndsd
“Mishanmad Hemayin versus Goverosnent of Kiipher Pokisunkinea tirough Seereiary C&H Departiment. Kipher
Pukitunkinea, Pestienvar and others™ Service Appeai No. (9222421 tided " Fariiat Afi versus Government af
kinter Pakhtnkivwa through Secveiary CRW Department, Khyber Pakhtuniinva, Peshavar and others™ and
Service Appeal No. 19232025 ritled "Ghazanfar Mot versus Government of Khyher Pakhtunkinca thronch
Seeremry C&W Lapariment, Khyber Palimunkinva. Peshawar and others™ declarad on 24,10.2024 hy Division
Beneh camprising of dr. Kalim Avshud Khan, Chatwrmon. ami Mr. Mufwanmad Akbar Khan, Membor Executne,

" Khwber Pakhinarkinea Serviee Tribunal, Peshawar.

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Through this singie
judgment, the above four appeals, are jointly ‘taken up, as all are
similar in nature and almost _with the same contentions, therefore,

can be conveniently decided together.

02. -Bfief facts of the case, as per contents of the appeals, are
that the appellants are B.Tech (Hon’s) Degree holder serving the
C&W Department as SDO/Asst Engineer With great zeal and
devotion. The cabinet approved technical allowance @]1.5 time of
the initial basic pay to all Engin;eers working in the provincial
Government Departmént with effect from 1% July, 2018,
v
irre.spective of condition of registratioi_l with  Pakistan
Engineering Council (PEC). The same was notified Ivide FD(SO
SR-11)8-7/2018-2019 dated 19.10.2018 issued by the Finance'
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, whereby Technical allowance
has been allowed to Engineers holding Engineering quaiification
from the accredited enginee;ring program of Higher Education |
Institution (HEI)/Universities duly recognized by Higher
Education (HEC) and registered with Pakistan Engineering

Council (PEC) serving against the sanction posts in C&W,

irrigaﬁon, PHE & Local Government Department of Khyber

hid
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Service Appeal No. 1920012023 tiled " Azhar Al versus Goverinent of Khvber Pakhtunkinva throngh Secvetary
CEIT Deparoment, Khyber Pakhtmskinea, Peshovar ond athérs™. Service Appeal No. 192072023 iitied
“Mutommad Haonayne versies Government of Khyher Pakbimikfors through Scoevetacs C& W Department, Kincher
Palbmiivwa, Peshawar and others™ Service Appeal No. § 0222023 titicd “Furhat Ali varsus Govemient of
Khvber Palthtinkineg through Secretary C&U Dapartiaens, Khyher Pokitunihiva, Pestawar axd otfars” amt
Service Appent No. 19232023 tied “Ghazanfor Ulleh versns Goverament of Kiyher Pokhumhtara throdgh
Socretory &b Departnent, Khyber Pakhiusskiva, Poshawgr and odiers” Jeclaved o 24302024 by Division
Boucit camprizing of Mr. Kalint “Arstad Khai, Chacmn, ancd Mo, Midevnard Akbar Khan, Membar Lyecutive.
Nhvtwor Pakhewnkha Service Tribunal, Poshawor..

Pai(htunkhwa with effect from 1% November, 2018. The technical
allowance was not extended to the B.Tech degree holders, which
is illegal unlawful and without lawful authority and is based on
clear discrimination. Tﬁe appellants being aggrieved from the act
and omission of the respondeﬁts by not allowing the technical
allowance to the. B.Tech degree holders, filed departinental
appeals vide dated. 23.05.2023, which is not yet responded even
after the lapse of statutory period of 90 days, hence, the rpresent
service appéals.

03. On receipt of the appealls and its admiésion to full hearing,
the respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance
and contested tHe appeals by filing written reply raising therein
numerous legal and factual objections. The defense setup was a
total denial of the claims of the appellants.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the appellants and

learned Assistant Advocate General for the respondents.

Q5.  The learned counse! for the appellant reiterated the fa.cts

and grounds detailed in the memo and g_rounds of the appeal,
while the learned Assist.ant Advocate General controverted the
same by supporting the impugned order(s).

06. The perusal of record reveals that the appellants claims

discriminatory treatment, asserting that other engineers in the
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. w Sopvice Appedt Mo 192000023 ditfed “Azhar A versies Gaveriment of Kidber Pokfnnnkhiva through Szevstary
& C&H Departnent. Khvber Pakhtmikhwa, Peshovar nd others™, Service dppead No. § Y223 wtiod
2 “Mudarnad Hanaoun versis Goverament of Kiwher Paldtankinea through Secreicry C& 8 Deparininini. Kb
Pakhmnklivg, Peshowar and others™ Service Appeal ko, 1922°2023 titied “Farkat Al versus Governntent of
A Ktyber Paiduunktova through Scoretory C&IU Departuent, Kityber Pokliminkinve, Peshawar and cthiers” aid

Service Appeal No. 192372023 titted “Ghazanfar Ullah versus Government of Khyher Pakitimbina ihroigi
Secretary C&W Departmem, Khyber Pakbtwkinen. Peshawar and others” decleved an 24.10.2024 by Division
Beac by comprising of Me. Kalim Avshad Khon, Chairman, and Mr. Muhonmad Akbar Khan, Menber Executive,
Khybwer Pakhnakbra Service Tribunal, Pashawar.. S

same position are receiving the allowance, while they are not,

despite haﬁin'g a similar job descriptioﬁ and qualiﬁcatioﬁs of

B Tech. The notification dated 19.10.2018 states that technical

allowance is available to engineers 'ho!ding recognized

engineering qualifications a_nd registered with the Pakistan

Engineering Council (PEC). The appellaﬁts holding B.Tech

- (Hon's) degree, argues that they are_performing the same duties

as their counterparts, who are receiving the a.Ilowgnce.

07. The appeals hinges. on whether the distinction 'n'_lade

between B;Tech holders and other engineering aegree holders is

justified or.constitutes unié.wful discrimination. Under the rules
and law, decisions th.a_t differ_entiate between individuals

;;erforming the same role and having same qualification musi be

justifiable and not arbitrary. If the differentiation is solely based
on the tyi)e of degree, it may be viewed as discriminatory unless

“there are leg:itimate reasons for Such.a classification. If the duties
and responsibilities of the appellant align closely with those of

his counterparts who receive the technical allowance, the failure

to -extend the allowance to him could be considered
discriminatory, particularly. if the only distinction is the type of

degree held.
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Service Appeal No.1920/2023 sitled “Azhar Al versus Govermunent aof Khyber Pakhtunkinva througi Sceretary
C&W Deparrment. Khyber Pakhtmihwe, Pesharear and wihers™, Service Appeal No. 19212023 niled

“Antwatnmed Haonaun versus Government of Kirvber Paldinakinva throwgh Secrerury C&H Deparanani, Kiyber -

Pobinmbdnng, Pestawar and others” Service dppenf Na. 1922/2023 Hiled VFachar Al versus Governmens of
Khvbor Pakhpmkiea throngh Secretery C&IV Departaent, Khyber Pakhunkinga, Peshawar awd others™ and
Servie Appeal No. 1923/2023 tilled “Ghazanjor Ullah -versus Goverwnent of Khyber Pokitunkine tough
seireiony C&W Depariment, Khyber Pakhtunklnvg, Feshawar md eihers" declared on 24.16.2023 by Divisitt
Bowcdr comprising of Mr. Katinr Avshed Khan, Chatreinan. arf M. Alftanmad Akbar Khan, Member Execuiive.
Rivhor Pakinmkhsva Service Tribunal, Peshavar..

08. The employees, though belonging to different formations
of the government, are government/civil servants and cannot be

differently treated regarding salary/allowanccs or other monctary

~ package, rather, if they cannot be said to be mﬁployees of the

civil secretariat, they can also be not said to be under privileged,
disadvantaged, oppressed, minority groups, - shudras and
depressed lower class employees and they may be granted equal
opportunities by extending the benefits iﬁ the shap.e of
allowances suitable to their jobs, which shall not be less than the
employees of equal status in the secrefcariat. We derive wisdom
from the judgments of the Supreme Court of Pakistan particularly

the above referred and repoited as 2020 SCMR 1639, paragraph

- 14 (b) & (¢).

09. 1In a similar nature matter, the Federal Service Tribunal in
consolidated judgment dated 08.05.2018 titled “Raja Javed

Akhtar & Others Vs. Wapda” granted Special Allowance to the

Degree Holders from the date 6f its sanction, which is reproduced
as under;
“14, The above in view, appellants are held to be
entitled ra-the Special WAPDA alfawahce from the

date of sanctioning of Allowance 1o the graduate

s
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. Service Appeal No 192002023 titled “Ashor Al versis Goveruinent of Khvher Pakhrunkhwa throngh Scerciiry
C&W. Deparnient, Khybe - Paldwmmkhwa, “Peshinvar and othei's™, Service Appeal No. 192122023 tifed
“Muhaminad Hameayun versus Goverment-of Kliyber Pakhtupkfnedg through Secretary CEW Deparmiem, Khyber
Pakhumiinwal Pesiarsar and others™ Sgrvice Appeal No. 19222023 suled *“Farkat Ali versus Govermnent of
Kayber Pakhtwiklnea throngh Secreiary CRY: Deparmuent, Khybee Fukfiptinkhwes, Peshavar and .oticrs” am?
Servise Appeal No. 19232023 titfed “Ghazanfar ol versus Gavermnint “af Khyher Pakitunkineg . ifivough
Secvenuy C&H Departmen. Khyber Pakhtimnkinea. Peshuwar and viliees™ declared on 24.10.2024 by Division.
Hencl comprising.of Mr. Kalim Avshad Khan, Chatas, and M Muhammad Akbar Khan, Member Exeeutive,
i('.f:_l buor Paklitiikinee Servive Tribinal, Peshavar., ’ C

engineers. C:_rpt;t'on_gd appeals Ia-re .accepted and
disposed of m (I_ie above terms. »

-The said_-_«judgment was aléo}fn_éinfailned by the .Suprém'é Court in
Civil -Aﬁjaeai.No. 1032 to 1 03_6"of 2019, tit_l.edl “Member Power
(WAPDA), WAPD_A Hqé;e, Lahore and oiher Vs. Ti"'aja Javid
A}q:m}_ and others”, by holding the-Graduate Engineers eligible
for Special Al]owancg. _The rele_vant péra_ is r_éproduced,as uﬁder; :

“After givfn gﬁndmg _ofqu?'_r t)'_:lat r'm_t':':cre of job being
performed by BR_S_'-‘] 7 ' Engineers _wor{;ing_ in

_ E{rgineéring -Cadres _of._'..,WAPbA, either-holding a
degree of B.T éc!t_"-Hoﬁar or . bemg gra.dm:te i
IEngineer_ are the ‘sém@ (h.er_eﬁi_nle,;f:q:?_-discrindnaﬁoh
for grant of l_‘hi.s_ beneﬁt can b_r»;'_;m'q;'fe. befutlxeen.t!:e
two b.«.zcs;ulsg .\th_er'e.is n_b rational | nexus of bbjec_r on

the basjs; of in(elfigib!e r'hlﬂemtia.\ .We‘{fmve gx&miner{

'ﬂ!_e._ maﬂer.and are ql_sé of t_h_e Iuié;ﬂ;i t_hat the view :
“taken by the _Tribunaf:_ r’rpphi-enﬂy'. gaesl r;ot suffer
. fror‘.';n t{fry ilfegqli!j nl'_ori any such_has been p-o;'n.redﬁ
| ouf to us by tﬁe {game;ASC Sfor tl_lé appellan;. ‘The
app'_eals__. are _t&_eréfqre,‘ fﬁsm._v'%cse ”
10 The édministr’ative bod)\'_'sh.ould.__réasséss t_hel_cl:fiteria for thel

| technical allowance to ensure it is applied uniformly. If no




Service Agped No.1920/2023 titled ¥ Azhur Al versty Cevernment of $uber Pakhiunkina through Secrctary
C&N° Dsparument, Khyber Pakhmedhwa, Peshawar and others”. Service Appeal No. 192172023 tled
“Mithammed Hamatn versies Goveramient of Khyber Fakhiikinea through Secrerry C&W Department, Kiyber
Porbhaniin, Peshuwor aud others” Service Appeol No. 1922/2023 titled " Forkat Al versus Government of

' Kiwbor Pakheunkinva throngh Sceretary C&W Beparement. Kheber Pakittorkiova, Peshavar and oiliers " oand
Servive Apprel No 192372025 thled “Ghazanfar Ullah versns Goveramant of Kipber Pakhomkinea dirough
Secrery CRI Departmen, Kiiyber Pakiitidineg, Peshavar and others” declored an 24102024 by Division
Beast camprising of Ar. Kalin Avshad Khan, Chairman. nncl My, Abunninad Aibar Khan, Menber Executive,
Khvbor Fakimukbova Service Tribunal, Peshawar..

legitimate reason exists for excluding B.Tech holders, the
appellants should be granted the same benefits.

11. For what has been discussed above., we are unison to
éccept all four service appeals and the respondents are directed to
grant the technical a]lov\{aﬁce or any other allowance having
regard to the nature of their duties. Costs shall follow the event.
Consign.

12.  Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under
our hands and seal of th.e Tribunal on this 24" da 1y of October,

2024,

T

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN

Chairman
il il
MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN
M. Khan* Member (Executive)

Khvbar Pakhtuntthran $/
Applcatiott NG g e Ao f
Name of Applicata ... . - 2AlgEn
Numberof e “oves, oo L L8 fye
CopyingFedmmn . meeee ... __‘“l(o oL

rnhunat Pashawar W

T —— . Y

Urgend/Ordinary . . . .. ,__________5_'_ _Z;E_' .
801G PR B v ..__:,
0 Name & Sigr af O nt oo o 2CCI Ik
&P Date of Complet wive L d e ‘4_(_?:_({_: !

2ate of E.‘J"dil'.riy i M) are s et e et by g o By - -
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05" Sept, 2024

*Naeem Amin®

ORDER

24.10.2024 1.

" Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer-ud-Din

* Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

Clerk to counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment' on the
ground that learned counse] for the appellant is busy in Peshawar -

High Court, Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

- 24/10/2024 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

\

'(Muhammad Akbar Khan)
. Member (Executive) -

zeb Khatlak)
ember (Judicial) -

{Au

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer ud-Din

. Shah, Assistant Advocate General, for respondents present.

2

Vide ot detailed judgment of today placed on file, we are

unison to accept the instant service appeal and the respondents are

directed to grant the technical allowance or any other allowance

* having regard to the nafure of their duties. Costs shali follow the

event. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under our

hands and seal of the Tribunal on rki::-_z_gf" dayl of October, 2024. |
LY

*M.KHAN

(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN)
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_ MEMOQO OF COSTS
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.1920/2023
Date of presentation of Appeal 21.09.2023
| Date of hearing ) 24.10.2024
‘ Date of Decision 24.10.2024
| Mr. Azhar Ali, SDO/ Asst, Engineer C&W Department, Peshawar.
: . (Appellant}
Versus
The Goveuuuent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Clwl Sec1eta11al
. Peshawar.
The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary C&W Departmmt
Civil Secretanat Peshawar
(Respondents)
a APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ACIS AND -
OMMISSION_S OF THE RESPONDENTS BY NOT ALLOWING
TECHNICAL ALLOWANCE TO B.TECH DEGREE HOLDERS AGAINST
WHICH THE APPELANT FILED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL VIDE
DATED 23.05.2023 WHICH 15 NOT YET RESPONDED DESPITE THE
LAPSE OF 90 DAYS OF STATUTORY PERICD.
PRESENT _ _ ' ' -
L. Mr. Zartaj Anwar, Advocate for the appellant
2. Mr. Naseer Uddin Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents.
Appellants _ Amount Respendent Amount
1. Stamp for menmorandum of ' 1, Stamp for memorandum of
nppeal Rs. Nit a2ppeal Rs. Nl
2. Stal.np for power - Rs. Nil 2. Stamp for power . .Rs. Nil
3. Pleader’s fee Rs. Nil 4. Pleader’s fee . Rs. Nil
. 4. Security Fee Rs.100/- 4. Security Fee Rs. Nit
5. Process Fee Rs. Nit + §.Process Fee Rs. Nil
6. Costs Rs. Nil 6. Casts Rs. Nil
Tatal Rs. 100 Tatal : Rs. Nit

Nole:  Counsel Fee s ‘not allowed as the required certificate has not been furnished.

Given under oury the sgal of this Court, this 24 day of October 2024. -

{Muhamiddd Akbar K {Kalim Arshad Khan})
Member {E) ~ Chairnwan

T et —



