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©
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVVA SERVICE TRIBL NAI

PESHAWAR.

Diary J\o.
m IExecution Petition No,

In Service Appeal No.lPOO/2022
2024

Oftted

Mr. Mir Azam Khan. Assistant .Accountant (EPS-16). 
Treasui7 Establishment. Finance Department. Peshawar.

PE rmoNEk

VERSUS

The Chief Secretary. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Civil secretariat. 
Peshawar.

The Secretary Finance, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Civil secretariat, 
Peshawar.

The Director, Treasuries and Accounts. Khvber Pakhtunkhwa.* .
Peshawar.

2.

3.

RESPONDEiN I S

EXECUTION PETIHON I OK DIRECTING EHE 
RESPONDENTS EG IMPI EMEM EHE 
.lUDGMEN'l DATED: 25.04.2024 OE EHIS 
HONOURABLE ERIBUNAE IN EE I TER AND
SPIRIT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

That the petitioner has filed Service .Appeal No.10()0.C022 in tins 
Tribunal against the order dated 20,1 1.2018. whereby the private 
respondents being juniors to the petitioner were proimMed to the 
post of Assistant Treasury OlTieer (BPS-17} and against the order 
dated 17.12.2022. whereby the departmental appeal ol' the 
petitioner was rejected with the pi ayei' that rm acceptance of appeal 
the impugned orders may kindly be set aside and the respondents 
may be directed to consider the petitioner for promotion to the post 
of Assistant Freasury Offeer (I3PS-17) from the date when his 
juniors colleagues were promoted. (Co|)\ of memo of service 
appeal is attached as Annexure-.A)

That the appeal of the petitioner was heard and decided by this 
Flonorable Tribunal on 2-S.()4.2024. flie Flonorable Tribunal

2.



©
allowed the appeal ofihe peiilioner and directed the respondenii to

iVom the date when his jLiiViors et)lleaaues
(Copy of jud}>mcn( 25.04.21)24 is

promote the petitioner 
were promoted i.e 20.1 1,2028.
attached as Annexure-B)

21,06.2024That the petitioner also Hied application 
implement the judgment dated 25,04.2024. but no action has takwi 
by the respondents on his application by implementing the 
judgment dated 25.04.2024. (Copy of application is attached as
Annexure-C)

(.in
j.

That the Honorable Service Tribunal gave direction to^ the 
respondent to promote the petitioner with effect Iroin 20.1 t.202S 
in its judgment dated 25,04.2024. but after the lapse ot about three 

has been taken b\ the respondents to implement

4.

months no action 
the Judgment dated 25.04.2024 of this Honorable 1 ribunal

bv the 
I ribunal,

That in-action and not lulhlling iormal ree]uiiemeni> 
department after passing the judgment of this Honorable 
is totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt ol Cotirt

5.

Fhat the judgment is still in the held and has not been suspended
Court of Pakistan, therefore, the 

obev the judgment dated

6,
or set aside by the Supreme 
department is legally bound 
25.04.2024 of this Honorable Tribunal in letter and spirit.

to

other remedy except to tile IhiThat the petitioner has having no 
execution petition in this Honorable Fribunal.

7.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the .rcsptmdents imp 
be directed to implcmenl the judgment dated 25.04.2024 ol this 
Honorable Tribunal in letter and spirit. Any other remedy, which 

Honorable Tribunal deems 111 and appropriate that, may alsothis
be awarded in tavour of petitioner

THROUCH:

(i AIMTIR ALI KHAN) 
AOVOCA 11: HK.H ( (H R 1

&

rORAM)(SHAKIR IJLLA
ADVOCATl
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AFFIDAVn :
U is affirmed and declared lhai ihc conlenis ofihe execution pelilion are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and beliel.

o.
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before THFk-»VDp|vp^HTUNKHWA SERVICF. TRi«i( 
PESHAWAR. . ML t: !

V !/

SERVICE APPEAL NO./

Mr. Mir Azam Kh Assistant Accountant (BPS-16) 
reasury Establishment, Finance Deptt, Peshawar.

an,

(‘appellant^

VERSUS
1 ■ The Chief Seci elary. KJiyber Palchtunkhwa.

Khyber Pakluunldiwa,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. 

Civil Secretarial,
2. The Secretary Finance. 

Peshawar.

3. The Director, Treasuries and Accounts.

6. Mr,' Asad Ali Shah,
Abbortabad (On Deputation).

T Mr, Bilal Ahmad Atif Assisiani Treasury Onicer
Charge Basns). Office ofiheDistri

Khyber Pakhrunkhwn, Peshawa

-17, Office ufthenu.

Assistant Treasury Officer BPS-17. B.I.S.O

, BPS-1 7 
net Accounts Office, Tor Char,

(Aciing

8. MryalZada. Assistant Treasury Officer 
Office of the Distri BPS-r.c, Accounts Office, Dir (Lowerr''"®

9. Suli.in, Assistmt Treasury Officer BS 17
nsts), Office of the District Accounts Office, Dir (Upper)

'“'BasisTo’ffi'' BS-17
Basis). Office of the District Comptroller of Accounts

(Acting Charge

(Acting Charge. 
Mardan.

(RESPONnrpvjTg)

ATTESTOD

f ,r-

.Ct.
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groundT’’ rejected for no
n.12.2022
OF THE 
- GOOD

PRAYER:

that on acceptance of this APnr..

SES-siilv::
OTHER REMEDY WHICH
deems fit and PRnppD mV?/ tribunal
IN FAVOUR OF AP^EU^ANr

the

May
the

respectfully submitted-
FACTS:

I- Thai the appellant has appomted in the year 1990 while ,he 

' a ’-esponLienis No. 6. 7 8 '
200T The^^pp'dlam ,^1 SormI No6^

No.4, 5. 6 7. 8, 9. 10 are at Serial'no,78, 8^! 90^99’?^.^ m 

IS-O^Ols! of -

2, "fhat the respondem department dsued the rules on 1008 ^niR i -
promouon to the post of Assistant Trees T
Ofjicens mentioned ns sixiy perceni (6n<v\ h
of^emonrs- cum fUness frn.fn , h'promouon on ihe basis
have qualified PIPFa or Si^ ’’^ongsi ihe Ai.sisiani Accoumams. win)
i-e L L ap^:;" .» n,e„ti„n-

■5.0..20,8 are altaeltd

private 
were appointed in 

w'cre appointed in tlx-

!•)'

Treasury 01ticcr,(BPS-17) by the le
order dated 29.11,2018 i

lo 10 vvei'e 
to the post of Assistant

fP°"'^'^»'^Iepartment. fCopyofthc 
»s attached as Aiine.\ure-D) ATTESTED

P ^AMINKR ac#trT>» U t. tuKh w»5SS:r“*
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4. Thai the appellant tiled depanmeniai 
pronioiion order, which 
ofOOda^'S. tCopyofDop

cippcai against the impugned 
was nor responded with in the snuutory period 
^nnmei)t;il Appe.,1 isarinelu-d n.s Annc-\iii e-E)

3. ihai aher the stipulated period 
service No.952/2019 
proceeding of the

ol ninety days, ilie appelinni tiled 
in this Monorable 'Inbunal and. , , during ilic

case, the respondent department submiued ihf
iionr'hf the judgment dated 16,07.2009 ofthis
llonorabie Tnbimal rendered in service appeal 301/2009 and other
Greeted appeals as the Honorable Tribunal dispose of those appeals 

with certain observations about the fi-aming-of fresh rules !>Mhc 
department and mentioned that the vacancies of S A S qualifcd 
Assistant Accountants shall be filled through them on the basis 
seniority lixcd with respect to the dates of the.r passing ufSAS 
examination and not on theirsimple seniority as Assistant A^uma 
howevei. Wlien the rules were proposed certain observations
1301 ^Ol’pn r. ,he Icier dated
ih- r -^ h ■ hauled andnounedun I0 08,2uly
die Lsiabhsiiniciu Deparinicni though n letter dated 16,01 ^Q-’O to the 
Finance Deparinicni mentioned that the case has been examined ,ii iigh, 
ol Service inbunal judgment dated 16.07 ^006 and the 
Rules of T

otTheir

nts,
were

- I'ew Service
10 08 2018‘andT Depailment notilled on
0d)8.20l8 and to convey that existing Service Rules are quite clear

and there is no need of further amendments in the Said Rule! (Copies

Jut^gnients dated 06.07.2009 letter dated 13.0^.2010 and letter dated 16.01 20'>0 
Annexure.F,G,H,IiS!jj are attached as

6. That the service appeal ofthc appellant was heard and decided by the 
Honorable Tribunal on 17.10.2022. The Hunorabie Tribunal dispose of 

deciSh" N ' weilanl ^v,lh ducctioi, to liw appeilaie au,horny ,o

but he anpe ate anthorUi fleeted ihe depanmcual app^d ;r ,r„:

7. Tltat the appellant having no other remedy except to file the i 
appeal in this Hon’ble Tribunal for redressal of his grievances
following grounds amongst others. ^^vances

a re

instant 
on the

GRQCJNns-
A. That the impugned orders dated 29,11.2018 and 

dated 07.12 2022 rejection urdet/leucr
are against the law, facts. norms of justice and

'j
H *: M»NE

ukhwaA
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material on record, therefore, 
to be set aside.

oot tenable in the eyes ofJaw and liable

17). Wh:ch /S Violation of law & rules.
lo the 

•easury Officer (BS-

C. I hat alihouuh the Honorable Service 
H’.07.2009 (endcied 
certain

rribunal in its Judgntent (hued 
. No.301/2009 and others aave

and .e„,io:ed'Tn; 'vlcri? of 

Accountants shall be filled Ihrongh them 
fixed with

Assistant
respect to the dates of their pas"sln1 oft A s''"' 

and », on their simple seniority as AssisL: A 

the department notified the rules ccoiinlanrs. Iiovvever.
post oi , T promotion toP- of Assistant Ireasur>' Ol'ficer/Sub Treasury -

mentioiiL-d as sixty nerceni w. '^easury Oihcer :s
fitness fi-nn ■ ol seniontyfitness, hom amongst the Assisiani Accountants

examination without

the

cum
'vho have. qi-ialified PIPFA or SAS

that seniorit}' of Assisi:;; mentioning in the rules
. \vith'! Accnuntani u-ill be fl.\ i'^^pcci to llic

^■•^‘‘'^'n^nion by observing the_iudgs=s:ifH=
rules notified on 08 i 0 20^1 , as per
.He post of Asslslt T;e™:;oVr:::;;'"‘‘'" P™™-™ -0
respondents and have also c,m.,ified exammalr"

dates of ilidi passing ol'S.A S
dated 16.07.2 mem

tune ofpromotion.

D. Thai when rhe 
08.10.2022

rules of (he depanmem framed
, . ^ fi^uiblishmem Depanmem nsclf

dated 16.0) 2t)20 admitted that 
Seivtce Iribunaljudgmeni dared
of Treasury Establishment 
10.08.2018 and to

and notified 
ihrough the letter 

examined in light of 

-I'vice Rules 
notified

s are quite clear 
'P the Said Rules, which 

on 10 08 0018 ^nd on the basis of" 1O.O8.-018,,he appellant has right of promouo.uo the

on

the case has been e
10 07.2009 and the new Se

of Finance Depanmem 
convey that e.xisiing Service Rule

need of further amendmenis 
means that the rules notified 
tule notified

on
and there is no

uhhw^

' ff'filfiJsft'S'!*?
ft
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post AssisL;:i[ Treui 
-ippcllaiu.

ury onic^r (BS-l?! which vva.s noi grnnied ;o ilic-

E. /hai iIk' ;ipi>cllan[ has good 
ihe iippellan! ■
promotion rules notified

service ,ccurcJ, but despite than 
were promoied which is v,oldi,on of

juniors 10
norms oi justice and

on I0.08,20|gofthedepa,-i,„er,l,

por‘oft of P™mo,i„„ ,0 ,he ■
poM Of Ass,Slant Treasury Ofticer BPS-17 will also affects his fnttae'

0. That the appcllan, is ^

keep dep,ve Iron, his legal ,.ipl,„„rp,on.„,ion
inannei's & ineans. in si'.apc ol .irhilrary

H. Wt appeilan, has not been treated aeeooling to ihe Anicle (la oMhe

JZ "’'"8= ■“ “ pa.-l,ct,lar manner the
same is to be done in that manner and not otherwise.

I. That the appellant seeks permission of this Honorable Tribunal to 

advance other grounds and proof a, the time of hearing.

it is, iherelbre most humbly prayed that the 
appellant may be accepted as prayed for. appeal ol' the

/-/•r

A NT
MIRA, Vi KHAN

THROUGH:

(TAT ALI KHaN)
&

(MANSOORSALAM)
ADVOCAiT HIGH COHIM' 

• AYTKSTJEa

lyher
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BICFORIC J'HE KIIYBKR PAKHTLINKIIWA SERVICF. I RI13U
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1900/2022

lil'J'OR!;: MRS. RASIIIDA BANG 
MISS l-'ARJil'IiA PAUI.

Ml-MBi-R. (J) 
m.i-;m.]3.|{R(I‘;)

Mir A/am Kiian Assistant Accountant (BPS-16) 'J' 
fvstabji.shmcnt, !•inance Department, Peshawar..............

Versus

reasuiy
{Appellant)

.. I he Ghicl Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civii Secretariat J^eshawar 
2. I he Secretary Mnance, Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civi] Secretariat, Peshawar 
J. J he Oirector, ireasuncs and Accounts, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. Mr. Ayub Ur Rclmian, Assistant Treasury Orficer BPS-17, Oflicc of the 

District Accounts Oriiccr, I5aiinu and 6 others (Respondent'^)

Mr, 'I’aimur AJj KJtan, 
•Advocate For appellant

I'or official respondentsMr. A.sifMasooci AH Shah, 
Deputy District Allorncy

Date of Institution 
Date of I learing... 
Date of Decision.:

22.12.2022
25.04.2024
25.04.2024

JUIKJEMICNT

FAREEMA PAUL. MEMBirR fitv ]hc service appeal in hand has been 

■insiiluicd under Section 4 oftiie Khyber i^akhtunkhwa Service 'i'ribunal Act,

1974'against the order dated 29.11,2018 whereby the private rc.spondcnts
.1

No. OTto 10, despite bc.ing junior to tlic appellant, were pi'omoted to Uie post 

of Assistant Ireasury Ofneer (BPS-i7) and against the order dated 

12.2022 whereby the dcparlmcntai appeal of the appellant was rejected. It 

has been prayed that on acceptance olThc appeal, the impugned orders might 

be set aside and the respondents be directed

17.

to consider the appellant for

promcnion to the post of Assistant Trca.surv Ofneer BPS- 17 Irorn the dale
STSDA

I'lt k h w#kill
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when, his junior colleagues were promoted, aiongwith any other remedy

which the 'iVibunal deemed appropriate.

Brief lacis of the case, as given in the memorandum oi‘appeal, arc that 

the appellant was appointed in the year 1990, while private respondent No. 4

2.

was appoihled in the year 1993, respondent No. 5 in the yean 1988,

. respondents No. 6, 7 and 8 in the year 1995 and respondents No. 9 and 10

• were appolitted in the 2004. The appellant was at Serial No. 62, wliilc the

private respondents No. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 were at serial No. 78, 85, 90,

92, 99, 125 and 129 respectively in the seniority list as on 31.12.2017, issued

on 15.01.2018, of Assistant Accountants (BPS- .16), meaning thereby that

the appellant was senior to private respondents No. 4 to 10. The respondent

dcpartnient issued the rules on 10.08.2018, wherein promotion to the post of

Assistant Treasury Offlccr/Sub 'i'rcasury Ofliccr was mentioned as sixty

percent; (60%) by promotion on the basis of seniority cum Olness from

amongst the Assistant Accountants, who iiad qualilicd PIPl'A or SAS

examination. 'J.'ho appeilam had passed the SAS exam aiongwith other

ofheiais on. 15.01.2018. Private respondents No. 4 to 10 were promoted to

the post of As.sislanl Treasury Officer (BPS-17) vide order dated 29.11.2018,

while'-thc appellant, dc.spile being senior to respondents No. 4 to 10, wa.s
i ■

deprived from hLs legal right of promotion to the post of Assistant Treasury

Officer (BPS- 17) by the respondent department. The departmental appeal

against the impugned order was not responded within the slatutoi-y period of 

ninety day.s. After the stipulated period of ninety days, the appellant filed 

appeal No. 952/20 Tribunal and dtiring tlicservice

•>

ki f7/>^;*<^5H**f*,
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proceedings or Uic ease, Ihe rcspondcnl depaj'lmcnl submitted the conunenls 

in which they relied on the judgment dated 16.07.2009 of the Tribunal 

passed in sendee appeal No. 301/2009 and other connected appeals as the
t ■

'iVibui'ial disposed ol'those appeals with ccilain observations about framing 

of frcsii rules'of the department and mentioned that the vacancies of SAS 

qualiilcd Assistant Accountants should be filled through them on the basis of 

their .seniority fixed with respect to the dates of their passing of SAS 

examination and not on their simple seniority as Assistant Accountants. 

Wlien the rules were proposed, certain observations were jnadc by the Law 

Department vide .letter dated 13.04.2010, When the rules were framed and 

notifcd on 10.08.2018, the Lstablishmcnt Department though its letter dated 

16.01.2020 U) the I'inanec Department mentioned that the ease had been 

examined in light of Service Tribunal judgment dated 16.07.2009 and the 

new Service Rules of Treasury l-stabiishment of finance Department 

notii.'cd on 10.08:2018 were quite clear and there was no need of further 

amendments,in the said Rules. The Service appeal of the appellant was heard 

and disposed ofon 17.10.2022 with the directions to the appellate.authority 

to decide the departmental appeal of the appellant through a speaking order 

within the pcrioi:i of one month of the receipt of copy of that Judgment but
I'C , .

the appellate authority rejected the departmental appeal of the appellant 

07.12.2022; hence the instant service appeal.

on

3. i.<cspondcnis were pul on notice., ihe official respondent.s submitted 

their joint parawise comments on the appeal while private respondent No. 4 

to lO wei-c placed ex-pane vide order shed dated 16.02.2023. We heard the
*

A' TTO
I ,

■ i-

'///
r VI c ■ HI •
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learned counsel fbj- the appclianl as well as learned Deputy Dislricl Attorney 

for ihc ofricial respondents and perused the ease Hie with connected

documents in dciail.

4. I.earned'counsel ibr the appellant, alter presenting the ease in detail,

argued that ihc impugned order dated 29.1 ).2018 and rejection order dated

07.12.2022 vva.s against the law, facts, norms of justice and material on

record, iherdbrc, not tenable in the eyes oi‘ law and Jiable to be set aside. 

The appellant was senior to the private respondents in the seniority list as on

31.12.2017 bul they were proraolcd to the post of Assistant Treasury Officer

while he had been discriminated. He further argued that the dcpartincni 

notilied the rules on 08.12.2018 wherein promotion to the post of Assistant

■ Trcaslify Ofliccr/Sub 'J'reasury Officer was mentioned as Sixty percent

(60%) by promotion on the basis of seniority cum fitness, from amoiigst llic

Assistant Accountants, who had qualified IMPl'A or SAS examination

without mentioning in the rules that seniority of Assistant Accountant would

be fixed wiih respect to the dales of their passing of SAS examination, which

meant that the post ol’ Assistant 'i'reasury Ofliccr/Sub 'ITcasury Officer

would he filled^ on the basis of seniority cum fitness from amongst the
N

Assistant Accoiinianls who had qualified Pli’I'A or SAS examination. The

appellant had gcjod .service record but was deprived of his legal rights while 

his juniors were,promoted in violation of k-iw and rules. He requested that

the appeal migJtt be accepted as prayed for.

5. ! eai-ned Deputy [.district AUomey, while rebutting the arguments of

Icartjcd counsel for the appellant, argued that the private respondents were
ATCI rS I itIR.'H

S»-rvlctfribun*f
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proiTUjicd earlier than the appellant lo the post of As.siKtant Treasury

the light ol-judgmenl dated 16.07.2009 ofOilicer/Sub Treasury Of/lccr in

the Service Tribunal. 1 ie iurlher argued that the respondent department had 

been an,ending its service rules of 1981 from time to lime without affecting 

the laid down criteria of promotion of the appellant as well as private 

tespondems. As lar as passing of SAS exam olThc appellant was’eoncerned,

seniority on the basis of said qualiJjcation was intact and he would be• his

promoted op his own turn in 60% quota, tie further argued that departmental 

appeal of thciappellanl was examined and regretted, being contrary to the 

decision dated;16.07.2009 of the Scvicc -Iribunal. He requested that ther .

appeal might, be'dismissed.

6. Aigumoms and record presented before us transpire iJral the appellant 

Is Assistant Accountant m the 'frcasurics and Accounts attached with the 

provincial I'inance Depaidment and stood at 

on .3' ■ ’

sr. no. 62 of the scniorlty iist as 

->1.12.2017. He has impugned a promotion order dated 29.1 i.2018 before

this IribunaJ vide wiiich his colleagues, junior Lo him in the seniority list of

2017, were promoted to the fiost of Assistant Treasury Omccr but he was 

not considered for that promotion. The i-eason slated by the respondents

examination which was a 

prerequisite lor promotion. They rcrciTcd to a Judgment of this 'iVibunal

before LIS was that he had not qualified the SAS

dated 16.07.2009 in a service appeal no. 301/2009 according to which “the 

vacancies of SAS qualified Assistants shall be filled through them 

basLS of their seniority fixed with respect of the dates of their passing of the

their simple seniority as Assistant

on the

SAS examination, and not on

A
%

N8y
^tr>.vc r.
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AccoLiiUiitus.” According lo them, Ihc pi-omolions were made in ihc iighl of
1., ■■

I

service rules read with ihc judgmenl dated 16.07.2009 of Service 'I'ribunai.

Coming to ihc .service rules noLified on 1 0.08.201 S, rules no.' 6 is7.

reproduced as foilovvs;-

Assislani' 'freasury Officer/ 
Sub-'freasury Officer.

(a) Sixty per cent by promotion, on the 
basis of seniority -cum-filncss, from 
amongst the Assistant Accountants 
who have qualfficd PIl’l'A or SAS 
lixamination.

(b) twenty per cent by promotion, on the 
basis ol' seniorily-cum-.l'Uncss, from 
amongst the Assistant Accountants.

(c) twenty per cent by initial recruitment;

A simple perusal of the Riles shows that promotion is lo be made on the

basis ol scnioiity-cuin-funess. Seniority has been very clearly defined in 

l^art-Vi of the Khyber Pakhlunkhwa (Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) 

Rules 1989 and is determined from the dale of regular appointment. This 

means that in the ease in hand, the .seniority ol' the Assistant Accountants 

would be dcLcrmincd from die date when they were rcgulatiy appointed on 

that post as a result of promotion frojn the post of Sub-Accountants. For 

their further , promotion to the post of Assistant Treasury Officcr/Sub 

■Treasury Officer, only those Assistant Accountants would be considci-cd

who have qualified the SAS Mxaminalion. Those who arc senior and fulfil]
I :

the crilcrin would,. be promoted .whereas those who have not qualified the 

SAS examination would be either deferred for the sake of fulfilling the 

criteria or placed in the category ol part (b) of rule 6 of the service rules 

which i.s meant ior those Assistant AccoLintants who have not qualified the

ISTED

JV,.....;,;.- I -
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SAS cxammaiion. Jn case an Assislanl Accountant quaMUcs the required 

he becomes eligible lor promotion under part (a) of rule (6).examination,

8. ihc appellant ciualificd the SAS examination in January 2018. The 

niccimg ol DcparUucnlai Promotion Committee was held in October 2018 

was not considered for promotion, rather his junior'colleagues werebut he

proniolcd. Th. a.'euracnls presented by the Jem-ned District Attorney, that he 

qualified the SAS examination at a later dale and hence was not considered,

could the department go against the 

.service rulers which clearly stale two poiiils; lirsl, seniorily-cum-lilncss and

docs not appeal to a prudent mind. ] low

second, qualifying the SAS examination. The moment the 

the SAS

appellant qualified 

examination, he was eligible for promotion on the basis of

scnionly-cumWitness, and Die department could not deny promotion to him 

in such a scenario where they promoted certain officials junior to him.

9. In view ol the above discussion, 

eligible and qiialilicd for

unison that the appellant 

promotion to the post of As.sistanl Treasury 

. Ol.hcer/Sui>Trcasui-y OrHcer under rule 6(a) of the service rules notified

we arc wa-s

on

10.08.2018. The service appeal is. thercrorc. allowed. Rcspoiidciils 

_ directed to promote him lh,m ihc date when his junior colleaeuos were 

promoted i.c. w.c. li 29.11.2018. Co.st .shall follow the

arc

event. Consign.
<0

K). Pnmounced in open couri in Pashavuar and given under our hands

and sea! of the Trihimal this 25"' day of April, 2024.

{VAmUlA PAUJ.) 
Member (hi) (1CA.SJ IIDA liANO) 

Member(J)"i'iclaSnhhuii F.S^
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To? 1<I&The Honorable, Secretary Finance, /

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhvira,
Peshawar (Copy in advance)
Through; Proper Channel 
The Director Treasuries & Accounts,
Treasury Estabiishment 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Subject: APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE JUDGMENT OF HONORABLE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHWAR IN SERVICE
APPEAL. NO.1900/2022. FILED BY MR.MIR AZAM KHAN ASSISTANT
ACCOUNTANT TREASURY ESTABLISHMENT

■X

Respected Sir,
With due respect it is submitted that undersigned filed the subject service appeal in 

the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal bearing No.1900/2022 against the 
promotion Notification of Assistant Accountant (BS-16) to the post of Assistant Treasury 
Officer/Sub Treasury Officer (BS-17), Treasury Establishment vide Notification No. SO 
(ESTT)/FD/1-55/Promotion/ATO/2018, dated 29-11-2018 (Annexure-I),

Whereupon the Honorable KPST, Peshawar vide its judgment dated 25-04-2024, 
accepted the said service appeal with the remarks that the appellant was eligible and 
qualified for promotion to the post of Assistant Treasury Officer/Sub Treasury Officer 
{BS-17) under rule 6 (a) of the service rules notified on 10-08-2018. Furthermore, the court 
directed the respondents to promote the appellant from the date when his junior were 
promoted i.e. w.e.f. 29-11 -2018 (copy attached Annexure-ll).

Consequent upon the above, it is humbly submitted that in compliance with 
the judgment of KPST, Peshawar judgment dated 25-04-2024, special Departmental 
Promotion Committee (DPC) meeting may kindly be convened and the undersigned 
promotion case against the post of Assistant Treasury Officer (BS-17) with effect 
from 29-11-2018 alongwith seniority may be placed for consideration please.

I shah always pray for your long life and obliged.

2.

3.

4.

Yours Sincerely

Dated 21-06-2024
Mir(/«aTO>xhan 

Assis ountant 
Treasury Establishment 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Copy for information to:- 

1. The Registrar. Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar with
reference, judgment Service Appeal No.1900/2022.

2. The Private Secretary to Secretary Establishment Department Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa

Mir kWari
intantAssistant A

i
1 L/
]
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VAKALAY NAMA

NO. 72024

PMh(^ kkxAJCiIN THE COURT OF

^% r^vY> \y) __(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

. VERSUS .
' dq^aJlivv\ev\J^ (Respondent)

(Defendant)

\Ah b^NavO
Do hereby appoint and constitute TAIMUR ALI KHAN, ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 
AND SHAKIR ULLAH TORANI ADVOCATE, to appear, plead, act, compromise, 
withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above 
noted matter, without any liability for his default and with the authority to 
engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on rny/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/oar case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or, is outstanding against me/us.

•Dated 72024
(CUE

ACCEPTED^

TAIMU'i 
Advocate High Court

AN

BC-lO^dldO
CMC: 1710U7395544-5 
Cell No. 03339390916

&
7?

SHAKIR ULLAWTORANI 
Advocate Peshawar 

BC-22-4994 
03409146056


