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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKTUNKAWA SERVICE TRIBUNAIL

PESHAWAR CAMP COURT, ABBOTTABAD

| | Service Appeal No: 14129 of 2020
Abdul Waheed Headmaster GHS Baidra Tehsil & District Mansehra Appellant

- VERSUS

i

Government of IKhyber Pakhtunkhwa

Respondent
Through

1. The secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Elementary and
~Secondary Education Department Peshawar.

2. The secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department
- Peshawar.

/ .
3. Director lementary and Secondary Education KPK, Peshawar.

4, District Education Officer Male Mansehrax

5. District Account Ofﬁcex‘ Mansehra. ) \ .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKTUNKAWA- SERVICE TRIBUNAL

1to8 All objections from SR No.1 to 8 are incorrect and wrong and have no

PESHAWAR CAMP COURT, ABBOTTABAD

Service Appeal No: 14129 of 2020

sviee tribbuoad

VERSUS - e £3Y6
Government of Khy_ber Pakhtunkhwa ‘ | ”‘""“{"ZZIJ O:? 09’23

Abdul Waheed Headmaster GHS Baidra Tehsil & District Mansehra Appellant ~."vice Vit

.............. Respondent
Through

[. The secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Elementary and
Secondary Education Department Peshawar.

2. The secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Departmerit
Peshawar. |

3. Director Elementary and Secondary Education KPK, Peshawar.
4. District Education Officer Male Mansehra.

5. District Account Officer Mansehra.
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PARA WISE RE;J:@NDERS ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT AGAINST THE
COMMENTS/REPLY OF THE RESPONDENTS NO 2 & 5. '

_---—_-----_-_---_--,---_-_-----u_----_--p-----------_u---__

Respectfully Sheweth:
Rejoinder on behalf of appellant is submitted as under:-

ON PRELIMINARY ORJECTIONS:

space in law. Respondent had totally failed to produce any legal objections against
the appellant. The service tribunal is the proper forum for the Appellant to file the
appeal against the impugned order of respondents because the appellant is a civil
servant and filed instant service appeal U/S-04 of KPK Service Act, 1974 in the
light of the fresh cause of action. The appellant badly suffered due to the order
dated 07-10-2020 and filing of appeal against the said order is the basic and the
fundamental right of the appellant. Appellant come to this Honorable Tribunal with
clean hands but respondent concealed and distorted the material facts from this
Honorable Tribunal. The appeal of the appellant was filed well within time, hence
maintainable. The Service appeal of appellant is relating to Personal Pay, not
related to the matter of increment/arrears of advance increment of the higher

educational qualification.




FACTUAL OBJECTION

| "-“é‘]:’ara 1 - Record
. _Para 2— Record
“Para3;

Para (a) Correct Service History

Para (b@Ji), Incorrect for the Implementation of Notlﬁcatlon No. FD
(PRC) 5-2/2002. Dated 30-3-2009
Subject:- “GRANT OF ANNUAL INCRMENT/RUNNING PAY TO
UNTRAINED TEACHER IN THE LIGHT OF SUPREME COURT
JUDGEMENT”.
The appellant applied for revised salary slip to get the beneﬁt of
untrained period (31-07-1985 to 28-04-1993) to district account office
Abbottabad. District Account Office issued a revised salary slip in
~ which the advance increments of M.Ed were not fixed due to
maximum of the scale BPS-16 5490. The same was not implemented
and challenged in .the Honorable Service Tribunal Peshawar.
~ Annexure (A)

<t

22 (ii) In the scheme of basic pay scales 1983 the benefits of advance
increments beyond the maximum of the pay scales explained by a
notification No.FD (SR-II)2-123/83 Dated Peshawar the 20" May
1984 by the Government of NWFP Finance department,

Para 2 of the notification state that “It has thereiore been decided that
such teachers who could not get the full benefit of advance increment
provided for in the scheme of basic pay scales shall be allowed to the
benefit of advance tirerement if any, which they could not get on 01-
07-1983 in the next higher pay scales after their move over to the
such basic pay scales with effect 01-12-1984”.

Honorable Service Tribunal decided of the case of Mr.SULEMAN
KHAN SET vs Government of NWFP in an appeal No.846/04 on 10-
11-2008. '

Finance Dapartment of NWFP impiemented the same through
Notification No — FD/SO (SR-1) -123/07 dated 10-11-2008. In the
light of H.S.T vide order dated 5/9/2007. Annexure “B” “(G” “D”

Parafdy Incorrect Pay scales of Government servants revised from Ist
June of respective year, Departmental policy to sanction of Advance
Increments from the date of passing relevant exams or from the date
of Taking over charge against the relevant post as result of

appointment.
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Para e. In correct Department sanctioned three advance increments of

MEd under pay revisions scheme 1983. Para S (i) of Notification 11-
8-11991 was not applied.

* Pare (tgh&n) Incorrect:- Respondent intentionally created a controversial

between the two basic pay scales 1983 and 1991 without any legal
proof / notification. Same matter is repeated in four different paras i.e
ngh&i) by different pictures just to made misconception and
complication in the case to deny the benefits.

Respondent is not updated with the court decisions. Honorable Supreme Court -
of Pakistan CPLA 526 of 2007 titled Rashid Igbal vs District Coordination
Officer Abbottabad and others passed an order that notification dated 11-08-
1991 was applicable to all proviricial civil servants in the NWFP without any
exception including teachers in the education department of the province. After
this judgment, the notification 31-01-1988 1s not applicable.

Imﬁbn fc')'s'e by the 1espo'ii'aent “contlal y to the SCh'em'e of BPS"]983'£he

L
hvs_chem_gs

The above nientioried objections was removed by thé Honorable Supreme Court

of Pakistan ifi’ CPL No 118-P of 2009 titled Attaullah"l(han Vs Pxecutwe
IDnsmct ‘Officer School and Liferacy Ldkkl Maspat™ and olhé‘lé “Mr Attaullah
Khan acquued afldmonal “qualification of MA (Pashto) and- granteu thig;:

advance mcwmcnls undu the stheme of Basic Pay” Scales 1983. Honga_-gglc

Supmﬁc Cburt of Paklstan allowed him the beneéfits of’ these mmements asg
p“ersonal pay beyond the maximum of the scales unde1 para S(u) of basnc payy

$cale of 1991. Annexurg“D &ER

Para 4:- Incorrect Notification 11-8-1991 is equally attracted as Notification No FD

(SR-11) 2-123/83 dated 20-05-{84 of Pay revisions Notification 18-8-1983
Annexure “B&C”. .

Para 5:- Incorrect Appellant filed a writ petition No 170-A/2018 before The Peshawar

High Court Abbottabad Bench under Article 199 of the constitution of Islamic
republic of Pakistan but the same was rejected on 21-3-2018.

Para 6:- Correct Case History
Para 7:- Correct Case History
Para 8:- Correct Case History

Para 9:- Submission of appeal to Department on the Guide line of Honorable Supreme

Court of Pakistan.




o

.
GROUNDS:- : . : .
¥_ A Para-a incorrect Appellant not treated with law rules and policy on the subject.
. B Para-b Incorrect Notification dated 11-8-1991 is a relevant and provide guide
. _line for personal Pay beyond the maximum of the scales and the refusal of the
¥ respondent is unlawful.
= C Para-c Incorrect This para refer to the difference of the pay of same employees
having same qualification and length of service.. '
D Para-d In this para, an identical case under similar circumstances The same
benefits has been extended by this Honorable Service Tribunal to one Mr.
Suleman Khan SET in the service appeal No 846/2004 decided on 21-06-2006
implemented by respondent No.2 vide letter dated 10-11-2008 in light of the
direction of the Honorable Service Tribunal vide order dated 05-09-2007 under
notification No FD(SR-11)2 ~ 123/83 Dated 20-05-1984 of Pay revision
notification 1983. Annexure B,C.D. '
E Para-e Correct

It is therefore humbly prayed that, comments of the respondent may
kindly be rejected/dismissed with cost and the appeal of the appellant may
graciously be accepted.

Dated: /5 /1 8 /2022 @
~ ABDUL WAHEED)

(APPELLLANT)
In person

AFFIDAVIT:

I, Mr. Abdul Waheed licadmaster, GHS Baidra, .and Tehsil & District
Mansehra do hereby solemnly aitfirm and declare on oath that the contents of
forgoing rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief
and that nothing has been concealed therein from this Honorable Tribunal.

Dated: /9" / & /2022
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DEPONENT
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. No .FD(SR~II)2-123/8%.

- - . | : S GOVERNMENT OF NWEP,
: . S FINANCE DEPARTMENT .

2 -, ' ' . Dated PeOhawar, the 20th May ,1984,

The. Secretary to Govt: of NWFP
Flnance Department Peshawaro

‘To
L 1, Alilﬁdminlstratlve Secretaries
to Government of N. W.F.Py,
"2, All Heads of Attached Department in N.W.F.P.
3, All Comm1331oners of the D1v151on in NoW.F.P.

S f. ' ' . 4. A11 Deputy Commissioners/Political Agents/ -
: - District & Session Judges in N.W.F.P,. .

5. The secretary to Governor, NWFP, Peshawar. -
- . 6. The Registrar, Peshawar High Court. . . . |
E .7 7. The Secretary, NWFP Service. Tribunal... I

8. The Secretary, NWFP, Public Servmce
Comm1361on Peshawar.

. 9, The Secretary, Board Of Revenue,
T N W F P., Peshawar. : )

Subject:- 'ADVANQE IFCREM“HTS TO. SCHOOL TELC IEQS ON

......__......_.........._._-. i e

Sir,

(oR~1)4-61/83 dated 24/8/1983 and
(SR-II)2-123/83 dated the 45th

December, 198% and to say that 8 number of Teachers in

Department letter ﬁo.‘
para 2 of letter Moy

:::: dlfferent categorles were draw1ng pay ‘at the maxzmum of

. their pay Scales on 1st July, 1983 and thelr pay has also:i'“?

'.been fixed at the ‘maximum of the. reSpectlve Basic Pay Scales;
Buch teachers would -be deprlved of the beneflt of. advance

increments even if they possessed higher ouallflcatlons

for which advance increments heve been, allowed.

2w . It has.therefore been decided fhaﬁ such
teachers who could ‘not. get the full benefit of advance

N
increments prov1ded ‘for in. the Scheme of Basic Pay Scales,

shall be allowed the beneflt of AdZEZﬁ/%£28££aents. If any,

"1V[/{¢,1;;¢4£;;;%i§ld : Pa




in the'next higher"

. Wthh they could not get on 4/7/1983,

‘_,h/

Pay Soales after their move-over to such Basic Pay Scale

L

wiTh effect from 1-12-1984. . T

e e A
s

< -

Y ' . . &

" Your obedient servnat,

7,1"

( IFTIKH-R" A
DEPUTY SEC TJLRY (RBGUIMTION) Sty

Evdst No. FD(EP-II)2-425/83 Dated Peshawar,the 20th hay,4984.A

“u,
.

Copy forwarded for 1nformat10n, to 1

,1._fThe Martial Lew Secteteriat, "Zone’ VB! Peshawals S
‘2, The Secretaries to Governments of the Punjab, Sind §
and Baluchistan, Flnance Deoartment Lahore, - Karach1 . o
and Quetta. , ' '
5

AL Autonomous/Seml &utonomous Bodies in N.W,FéP,

-« SAHIBZAD' puziI AMIE )
Sectlon Offlcer (SR-II)

EnGSt NO.FD(SR—II)2—425/83 Dared Peshawar, the 20th May,4984.

COpy forwarded for informabion,

to”

1, The Accountant General, N.W.F Py Peshawar,'

2. The Preasury Officer, Peshawar. oo _
3, 41l Dlstrlct/ﬁgeacy Accounts Offlcers in N W F. P.
4, The Directors Togal Fund. Audit, NWFP,Peshawar.

5. P.5. to the Flnance Secret ry, NWFP, Peshawar.‘

€. 411 P.ies in the Finance Department.

70

ZSAJJAD/.

A11 Bndget/Sectlon Offlcers in the Flnance Department...

4 ] N, ! H
. ' /"?\{’)L . :

( SAHIB 1D PAZLL D
" Section: Offlcer ’




e Aressva s Ave I'! .l‘;-,l’

FINANCE DEPAR B

o The Secreta.ly to Govt. of NWEP

Elementary:& Secondzuy Educ }thl'l
Pesh'lwar S o

L.r.m.:_ , It has been decided to extend the beneﬁt of thJS Deparlm&nt
' A
Ietter No. FD (SR~II) 2-]23/ 83, dated 20 05 1984 to the present appellantsto

*‘—-5
; . comply Wlth the Judgement of P Serv1ce Tn'bunal Peshawar datéd

Endst of even No&date . RO P
Copy forwardedtothe e -""7 SH e

Lo .' . :- ) ‘(;...
1 Accountant Genelal NWEP Peshawar p | B

i 303 Regnstral NWEP Servxce 'I'r:,bun’al P«eshaWar - o G i
3 . Section Ofﬁcer (L1t~11) Fmance Department. A




SNo_ Date ef.t)rder '
T2
i "‘ | 5.9.2007 P‘arti'es present
NiNE
Th'e" Tnbunal s Judgement
B - Irght of Pay Revrsron Rules.
s
”\\
1 the petttloner .to :
Deparlment as

hearmg of the case; it was revealed that

the Educatton Department had referrod

the case:;.of the petttloner to the Frnal‘-ce

Department in the t”rght of Pay Revrsron |

Rutes 1991 whlch docording to - the |

petttroner was not attracted to his case

: Tnbunaf‘s 1udgement dated - 21 6.2008,

. advrce 'and passrng ‘a frnal order on: the

also had :

drrected the respondent department to

examme the caSe of the appeltant m the

1983

!

- Therefore the respondent department is |-

the Fmance

|ndicated~ mz the

for obtammg the Frnance department

el recerpt of the same Case to come up for j

once agam drrected to refer the case of :

. ‘further prooeedmgs on 25 10 0 7

P .

ST

= N o
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| 2 @ Iittltg,Su LEmE Court of Pajiy a - R '
\Aopetlato Jurisdiction)

% Present:
i . Mr. Iqsifce Rana Bhagwandas, AC)
, Mr. Justice Sardar Muharmypg Raza Khan
. v LN s 0. 1555 - 1557 [97
- ed 24,430 h . ;
5 - dated 2442007 passed In Smg; iﬁ&?&ﬁ&%&w
Rashid Iqbal Khan -
| Verns Pelitionep
Distrct Coordinatiog Officer, Abbottabed & others
N Respondents
TPetitioner: Rashid Iqbal Khan, in person °
For the tespondents: Sardnr Shaukst Hayat Khan,

Additional Advocate General, NWFP

CP.L.A No526 0f2007 v
{On sppexd fraei pudgerent of NWEP Savice To fbunal, Peshuwar
daied 24.4.2007 passed in Servize Appeal No 499 of 2005)

L}

Mubammad Haroon Qureshi .
‘ Petitioner
Versus :
District Coordination Officer, Abbotiabiad & others
. Respondents
Pelitioncr: Muhammod Haroon Qureshi, in person
For the respondents: Serdar Shaukat Hoyat Xhas,
' Additiona) Advocate General, NWTP -
Date of hearing: - 19.7.2007
™
Judgment .

Rana Dhamvanday, ACJ ~ Sole grievance of the petitionors

3 bofors the NWEP Service Tribunal (hereinafler referred fo a5 the Tribymal)

vide judgment dated
ATTﬁWé@ '
WCL Scanned with CamScanner

A=

MA/MSe. They have been non-suited by the Tribunal




| Finance Divisign
ircular letter No.Ft
U circular lelter No.FD(PRC)1-1/39 duted 7,8 1991, therefore, fha provisiony of
. circular letter dated 11 5,199} 1ssued by the Finance Dcpnrtme'm would not be
applicable to teachers, T
. ribunal hng expressed the view that this eircular wounld
. e applicable only 19 uinisteria] g
1T, 23 such, the petiti  enti
9 cp t}oncns were not entitled

to the relief claimed by them, Petitioners being aggrieved soek leave to nppeal.

2

.

We hiave hizard the ‘petitioners, who argued their case in person

whereas leamed Additional Advocate General, NWEP lias appeared on Court

wotice issued 10 the respondents. W,

(b the assistmce of leamed Additional
Advocate General, we have examined both the citeulars, which do not exclude

the teachers in the Education Department from the benefits aceruing out of
i ciroular Jetter dated 11.8,1991, a5 0a its phin reading it applies to all civil

servants in BPS 1 to 1S serving under the Provincial Government. Para 5 of

the soil circular provides mechanism for grant of advance incresuents 1o

officials {or possessmg/sttaining higher edocational qualification. Pars 5,

clause (¢} caters for the grant of four advance increments on athnining

—

MA/MSE whiée presciibed qualification is FATFSG |68l be seen that tho |
MAMSE whiéte prescribed sualificon is FATTSc, it Wotld be seen that tho |

BS:14: by “reason; bF - having - acgulred the
qalification* of * BA/BSG, * Second. ‘Diisioni which s - the:; preseribed

quatification-Fe¢ the post of Elementary Sekiool Tencher| Tt is not the ense of

Tespondent: Government ‘that the pefitioners: have”slready ‘drawn: advance

increments {in atquiring higher qunlification of MAMSE.

3. Leamed Additional Advocate General attempted to argue that in

view of the higher scale granted to Elementary School Teachers in pursuance

of the circular letter dated 7.8.1991, which was personal to them, the

/
\
Guptrirdendant
ARUEIR e Sred < DasER
seSCed _
. Scanned with CamScanner
/—.‘-‘—"—-—_—_ I

—
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pcﬁltionm would not be entitled to the incentive of sdvance inerements

contemplated by circular letter dated 11.8.1991 but he is unnbie to cite any
punclpib of law er authority for placin g this interpretation. We find lhal, while

cm;uhr letter dated 7.8.1991 cxclusively deals with the scales of pay of school

:cachcrs in differcnt categories, circular letter dated 11,8.1991 provides for the

revision of basic pay scaleyand grant of amual increments and advatce

increments for all Provincial civil servonts in NWFP without any exception.
. p

Siuce Use teachers or the employees in Education Department have never been
i .-

expressly or impliedly excluded from the operaiion of the circular Ictler, view

laken by the Tribuna) being erroncous cannot be sustained ot law. In fact, it

suffers from clear misconception of law snd misconstniction ef the citcular

letier (supra).

3. " For the aforesnid facts, circumstances snd reasons, we are of the
considered view Uiat the Tribunel commilted a serious crvor of law, therefore,
the umpugned judgment is lisble to be sct eside. Consequently, we. convert

these petitlons inta appeals and, on acceptance, declare that the petitioners

would be’ entitled ¢

¢ advance- incrementsiwit effect: from. the 'dute of
qunlit‘ying MA/MSe exant,

o fane Qi Vel
e 7

Conlﬁud to. b:njyy/

SUQ._Y*‘ITQ\“"““
ypromy Court of Paklstan
|5}J\M}‘cn

[ . N
Celtisyrr-u maut . VA’ ";"/: L

CERET R

Not approved fot teporting. Koottt P

Regqu'sivier Fau fis. S

N A
‘%\qu Mo. of duiue L

Cogy Feein: S

Court Cae 9%emps: . A0 2

Dute ¢t Corrirpnie= L7
Copy:
Urto of dy's oy ot - J
1 Copy:
] Crmnurk 3 b ! 4 DU

it Wbt IS

s

éé/i Scanned with CamScanner
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eET T T,

IN THE SUPREME COURT-QF PAKIS STAN

(APPELLATE JUR IbDJCl’lON)

PRESENT
MR.JUST ]Cl“ NASIR- UL MULI\
MR. JUSTICT AMIR HAN] MUSLIM

CIVIL Al"l’l AL NO 118-P OF 200"
(Oncappeal from the judgment of the N.W.F.p.
Service Tribunal, Peshawar. dated 26.1.2009
passed in Appeal No. 1060 ol 2008)

Altaullah Khan _ . - Appellant
' Versug '

- Executive District Officer Schools and

Literacy Lakki Marival and others ~Respondents-

-l"’or l'hu‘A ppclllmhi‘l: Mr. W aqar f'\hmcd Seth, AQSC ,
: ’ : - MI.’;_ Mir Adam khan, AOR’ »
HURHN I"\\::.;_r\",n‘.lcu':b: ' | i Naveed Akhtar, Addl A. G K. l’ K.
Date of I“,l(';‘lll';'.ﬂg,.: 16 o I\'Lucht"OJ !
-.jUDCMhUW

N '\%!R-UL MULI, J.- This appeal by lca\'u of the Court is

directed against the judgnwnt- of the NNW.F.P. (tow K.l’ 1() Sel‘\'icc"'
Tribunal. dated 26.1.2009 \vhudw the relief 0[ dmu aclvancc increments -

granted to the appcllanl was deelined.
2. The appellant is a school teacher who had acquired agldilionu{
quu,liﬁcalion.' of M.A. (i’usl']t;)) on 26.9.2001. l-Ie., along with others, was
m.mlul llm.u advance muumnl*, on allaining. the adc’tuoual qu.nhlmalmu

Itis the grievance of the lpp(.lldnl thatthe bu;clll ol thc. pdy, as llu.ull 01‘.
increments, was not granted to hint, T he Icarned counsel [’or_ the nppcl’lant »
has rcl:'cn'gd (0. para S(f-ii)-o.l" lhc néiiﬁcﬁﬁon dated 11.8.1-99'11 which states

/

.i.Il:n “The advance iu(:r(-rm;'n'(.s' shali be al/ou'ad at lhe time of recruitment or

acquisition of /uglw; gualification n/mhevu is later, In cmcs u/zue f/w

/‘-"""_"_— . .
‘! ""“”ffmlmu is alr cud]' at ilie ma\m.um of !/u scale, he may /)(' allowed Ilw
7¢ Peq&mr , :

nm.//n/ ef uhm,u' m'/u"cn:s heyond the maximum of I/l(.’ scale as

Cpleséd

O




CANo 8- of 2009

)

personal pay to b absorbed at the tine of his move-over/promotion. " U is

advince increments had not been absorbed in the appeliant’s pay at the ime

respondents helore the Service Tribw al, the following plea was taken in

para + for denying the relict to the appe ant:-

“The para is not: lm\c o fucts. At the time of /nm‘/ou
his pay has been Jixed s, 5490/- on the maximum of
wu BPS-16. In the light o1 the (}'_’(‘)vcrum'wzt _N.‘lflg’.F. P
Peshavwar  Finance D partment No.  FD-SR V72
12372001 dated 2 23.10. 2001 dluly ver 1)‘1c'd byAccoszanl
General Nl’I’FP vide his No. H.24(11 O)Ll\-‘f/VOI-
1175255-56 dated 26/12/. '()()1 in similar nature case of
Mr. Dil Jan SEF GHS 1)(mlat Khel, (Copy arfachcd)
that the !/u'ee[ adv(mcc' increments as a personal pay
ever and u.-'Jo".;e fle maxiniii oj‘ i reievant scaie iy

o uuuuswblc m te_ieaching statf. Hence hc is . not

culzllf'dfoi the ‘s(ud henefir.”

R In the notification dated 23.10.2001 relied upon in the above

comments. the Finance Departient, Government of N.W.F L had declined

teachers on the ground that it is only for the benefit of government olficials

and is not admissible as a gencral punupl(. in case of Basic de Scah. Rufes

of lhc Accountant General Ol:tlce. From (he past corrcspondeucc and para 4

i
%II 8. 1991 was nol L\lLlle\blC o leh'.ln ~.l'1fl lhe L]UCbthl] as to \\hulhu

RNl

vise Courd of Tevny ..
"'%thnwwn '

-Wa!;mvmual Governmenl came undu discussion bufou, l]‘llb Comt n case of

contended tat the appellant” had renched the maximum scale but the

of his promotion from BP'S-.lG l'(j‘BPS-l”/..ln‘the'cmnm'e'ﬁts "[il'ed”iﬁy-thci :

the relief mentioned in pu:i"a.:'_-(ii) of the notification dated 11.8.1991 to-

1‘)‘%5 This view of lhc Finance DC[MI tinent was conluuy to tln. view poml

of the wmmcnls illccl by thu ihbp()ﬂdl s, the onlv reason fo: deullmna the .

relief to the appt.lianl was that the bene hl of p:u a 5(11) of thc ll()lillt.dll()n of

the llOll[lbdll()l] dalod 11.8. 1991 W as .l|‘|1|IthlC tothe tmchm;: 5&1“ of th'
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e ~ Rashid Igbal Khan v District Cod'l:l(’lim_ition“Ofﬁccl'; Abbottabad and
- ' g_)_(“l_n_c_r_'ﬁ-(C.P.L./\. No.525 of 2007) and it was held Ihat' the said mﬁl-i fication

Was applmblu (o all [NOVII]Cldl uv:l xuvams in N Wl« P w;lhout any

' o

. D uuplmn including lLdLh(,lb inthe B (IUC{lllOll Dcpaltmcnl 01 the I’ uvmt.c'
This juclgmeut dated i9.7,'.2002, has, Lhcrclbljc, scttlédfljhc.issuc that the
appellant would be cnlil‘l(:_n! i;‘\ Il\.; hcnuﬁl ol"p.:lrz\ 5(it) of tAli\‘c notiﬁczu.inn

dated 11 1991, llnl llOllllCdllOll Lh.kul\ t]bClﬂng tha£ ~an cmp{ovm, who
acquircs uddililm:-.nl qualiﬁcalion but has reached the nla.kix;mm.o_l’ll:lc sca'l,e‘
\\"oul‘cl* be granted the advance inerements beyond %ﬁe.msa'}xi'nmm scaig:'ug
pcrso.ni\l pay that would bb ’;\bS()lfl’»cd.'!'g ) L\'is' pn)" at the time of his préinolion. ‘
. o The Tribunal has not c:(uinixi"cd e casce [rom the abo,_\"e’_ 1_)el'quclivc‘- The
:m’pcal is, therefore, ull(i\"v_cgl; the illl_pl!g'_;.i-lcd,jll(lgl]wnt is s;:l-‘asidc. and “the

appellant is granted the relicl pruycc'l fur in the appeal f(ited by the appellant
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