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735/2023.Implementation Petition No.

Date of order 
proc£?edings

Order or other proceedinp.s with sij’nature of judpeS.No.

31

The implementation petition of Mr. Khaled 

Saieem Marwat submitted today by Mr.'Saadullah'Khan 

Marwat Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report

before Single Bench at, Peshawar on______ ________ .

Original file be requisitioned. AAG has noted the next 

date. Parcha peshi is given to the counsel for the
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before the KPK service TRTRIimai PESHAWAR

Misc Pett; No. /2023
IN

S.A. No. 1280/ 2013

Khalid Saleem Marwat versus Chief Secretary & Others

LN D E X

S.# Description of Documents
Memo of Misc Petition

Copy of Appeal dated 02-09-2013

Copy of Judgment dated 14-09-2022 

4. Compliance letter dated 07-12-2022
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2.

"A" 3-6

"B" 7-14

"C" 15

Applicant

Through

(Saadullah Khan Marwat) 
Advocate
21-A Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar. 
Ph: 0300-5872676Dated; 04-10-2023
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Misc Pett: No. /2023
IN

S.A. No. 1280 / 2013
KBiylier 

t-ervjcc

Khalid Saleem Marwat S/0 Amir Sardar Khan, 
R/0 House No. 75, St. No. 04, Sector E-I, 
Phase-1 Hayatabad, Peshawar 

Ex-Deputy Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs 

Department, Peshawar......... ..........................

N».lOfisiry

Oated- i —1

Applicant

Versus

1. Chief Secretary, Govt, of KP, 
Peshawar.

2. Secretary, Government of 

KP, Establishment 

Department, Peshawar. . . Respondents

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE

JUDGMENT DATED 14-09-2022 OF THE HON'BLE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That on 02-09-2013, applicant filed Service Appeal before this 

hon'ble Tribunal for proforma promotion to B-19 for award of 
monitory benefits with effect from 30-05-2011 with all service 

benefits. (Copy as annex "A")

2. That the said appeal came up for hearing on 14-09-2022 and then 

the hon'ble Tribunal was pleased to allow the same as prayed for. 
(Copy as annex "B")

3. That on 27-12-2022, applicant as well as Registrar of the hon'ble 

Service Tribunal remitted the judgment to respondents for 

compliance but the same is not honored in letter and spirit till date. 
(Copy as annex "C")
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4. That the respondents are not complying with the judgment of the 
hon'ble Tribunal in letter and spirit and flouts the 

disregard, so are liable to be
same with 

proceeded against the Contempt of
Court Law for punishment.

It is, therefore, most humbly

2022 of the hon'ble Tribunal be complied
requested that the judgment

with hence
dated 14-09-
forthwith.

OR
In the alternate. respondents be proceeded for contempt of 

court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

Applicant

Through
iJLj, Kw

Saadullah Khan Marwat 

\\

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

r
Amjad I^HWaz 
Advocate

Dated: 04-10-2023

affidavit

I, Khalid Saleem Marwat S/0 Amir Sardar 

hereby solemnly affirm

Implementation Petition
knowledge and belief.

Khan (Applicant), do

contents of 
are true correct to the best of my

and declare that

-^5
depone ptt

(d~

CERTIFICATF;

A= per instructions of no such like Implementation
Petition has earlier been filed by the appellant before this Hon'ble 

Tribunal.

ADVOCATE
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RFFOREiKPK- .‘iHRVlCE Tf^TRiIMIAL PESHAWARS' ■;

*

i ; ' /2013; .:>.ANo/

•V,
Khalid .Salim. .Marw'at' S/0 'Am.ir .Sa.rdar

Khan,; RA> -Hoiuse 'No.75,^;St;reeV Np.4, ..

. E-i-,Phase-I,-! ■ Haya.tabcid, 

Peshawar,. Ex-beputy Secretary,. Kdme &

Tribal affair oepartmerit; ■KpK;i.Peshawar . . . .'
A/efsOSy’'^

. ab Chief. Minister, Govt.; of KPK/ throudi;

R;N'o'.2. :

i-/3■J
t

■Sector
- .-,1

•• Appellant •
: •. % \ *

I

• ^
I . *

;■ >

-? ' ' Ccvt. ‘of ■ KPK,* 9 Secretary,2.: Chief
A , Peshawar. .

i

i ;

' secretary,-Govt, of KPK, Estahiishment:3'.
’.Respondents■' Department, Peshaw%- •■ -; ..........

Khan ;. MarWat.,.. .'Additional 

' . Department,
; :\y^. ' i Akbar

. Secretary,- 

Peshawar.'

V ;
ILaw-

. ir f ; •:
?

.Shafir ■; Ullah,' .Addiitionar Secretary
Secretariat,'Warsak Road, '

I

.■FATA,'fata 

' ' Peshawar. 

’Muham;mad ‘ 

Secretary,. 

Pe'shavi/ar cantt.

I

*

Maqboc!, ■ . Additional
■; Depa''':peiU.A'jqaf

■ /i/s ^

-SA/; -'vsyed Mub.ashar Hus^aiiV Snah 

Gomrhjssioner, ■Nowshera..-;. . .

. o'< ='■> ^

t

/•Deputy• ^
. . Proforma Respondents .):

■

:>■I.< .
: ■!■

.' -.nnc/M 'nF -frig SgRVICjLJQl-iBUNAL
1 07^:- arvAINST • APPF.LLME_.0'iiilEg

•)
1

S'

ACT.
DATED■ ^ n. s o f E -1 ^ E & A b

■ ^4 07.2013 bF. R.NO.i WHeMB:L-^PM&L
1I

t. STEP ■;i
i .

r.

\ . *.

;

JL/
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AGAINST OFFICE NOTIFICATION NO. SOfE-
IVE&AD/5-I/2OOI, DAtED 30.05.2011 AND

%
OFFICE NOTIFICATION SOIE-NO
IV/E&AD/4-2/2Q01, DATED 27.10.2011,
PROMOTING R.NO. 4 TO 7 TO THE POSTS OF

I

ADDITIONAL SECRETARY; 
RkjECTED FOR NO LEGAL REASOTsi.

BPS-19 WAS

<x>'< =■><?:;);■<“> > cc> < = > <?^>

Respectfully Sheweth; '

1. That .appellant started'service as Naib Tehsildar since the 

year^ 1975. He was prorn.oted to the post of Tehsildar, BPS- 

16 in • 1979/ to the ppst^of Extra Assistant Commissioner 

; (EAC);.,'BPS-17 in 1990 and'to'.'BPS-lB in the year/2006. 

From. Z002. till 2007:, ;he .'remaineci. as District Officer 

(Revenue & Estate) (pQR), Peshawar. ,

r.

/

2. That on, 08iO3.2010, Seniority List.of PCS, Executive Group 

was issued wherein'appeiidnt was p.laced at 5J'']o.2.'(Copy 

... ' as,annex;-'A'") ■ . , .

That : grabbing of Govt. : property became play of child 

everywhere in the province, so such issue cooked up and 

appellant was too termed'and..was booked for.departmental 

action and then on .25i05.20lO,, pGnafty of reduction to 

. ...lower, pdst/pay scale ' mr aperiod of 3 years and . on 

■restoration, ..it, shall operate to postpone future increments 

./for 3 years.Was imposed,.upon'him. (Copy as annex "B")

. ‘4. . That against the aforesaid peialty, appellant filed

hon'Die Tribunal which was

' contested by the departrnent. (Copy as annex "C") ,

5. That during the-pendency of the. appeal before the hon'ble 

Tribunal; R.No.l, vyithout . cons deriog. appellant , for- 

promotion to BPS^-IQ,. T-’ro.rTidted. junior^Tiost respondents 

- from BP5-18 to BPS-19 vide orders dated 30.05.2011 and 

27/10.2011. (Copies as ai:inex'”D & E")

I

3..

j

i! '. .

\

, T

/
Ai

J!
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6. : That the lafoTesaid' 'a.ppea! ..of -appellant came up for hearing 

on 15.12L2011 and afterjengthy discussion, the same was 

acceptedi on 15.12.2011 and the impugned order dated 

' 25.05.2010 was set aside.- (Copy as annex "F")

. That the’department filed Civil Petition for Leave to Appeal 

(CPLy\) hefore the apex Supreme Court of Pakistan which 

came upTor hearing on 19v04.201'2 and then, grant of'Leave 

was declined. (Copy- as annex "G")-

8. That byi' now,
29.04:.2dl2 on attaining, .the age .of-superannuation. (Copy 

:as annex "H")

■. That in-pursuance’-of theiaforesaid judgment/order dated

■ 15.12.2011 and .'19'.04;2.0l2 of-‘the hon'ble Tribunal and 

Supreme Court of Pakisthin,. appellant v^'as restored to his 

original position 00 .03.08:2012 by .V'dthdravvfing Notification 

:■ dated 25.05.2010.. (Copy las.annex-";!'')

3,10. -That after' the final, settlement 
submitted'-, departmental!-, appeal

, ftfNo.2 Tor . award , of BP5-,19 w 

0^^^.2bjC3,-. Copy: of. which. was

from the dffice pf the respondent., (topies as annex "1 & K") 

Hence this .Writ Petition,, inter aliji, on the following

'■:5T

■' ■■

/
7

>

y !

appellatif' was. retired 'orm service on •

i-^

!

9.:••••

of his fate, appellant 
06.08.2012 before 

hich' was rejected on 

received gn ■27.08.:2013

i.

on

f• •.

grounds
■

. . G R Q U N D S
i

a.'-' ■ That.-.appel.lant was at 5iNo'.2 of the seniority list a.pd was 

/senior |to. the .' promoted-, .respondents. The: prohnoted 

respondents were given lEiPS-19 but appellant was ignored

due toi 'the so' called iiieqe.i- order of reduction - to Lower 1------ ------------- - ^ \
grade.

-b. : -That . the Stigma of ■ reduction . was washed - out by. the 

hon'bie Service Tribundl, the apex_ Supreme Court of:

p be td^'^Copy
i

t'

[• i

i

• 5
i.'•.k

• !. ;

V
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-Pakistan and the department herself,, so appellant is legally 

■ ■ ■ entitled fb'r.the grant of BPS-19. ■

■ C; That .appellant was-compelled to lengthy litigation for no 

"legal reason , arid; was' diarassed' and deprived -from 

'monetary i benefits'.of BPS-IQ due to the'so-called order 

dated 25.05.2010.

: .1

t*

i

d. . That order dated'25^05.2010 was based on malafide and

, was illegal,-so-the .sam.e was struck tjovvn by the hon'b e 

. Tribunal/Supreme .Court of Pakistan.

e. ■ That appellant was 'dropped frorn award of the post of.'

" AdditidnaLSecretary BPS-19 with ulter. or motive, otherwise

:he was'qualified and eligible for the same.

f; . - That by riow appellant has been retired from service on 

29.04.20112/but is legally entitled for prdierma promotion 

to.get monetary'benefits of-BPS.-i9.

g.- ■ That order of rejection-dated G4.07.2013 is not supported 

-.by reasons, so the'same'canhGt'be treated under the law .

■ as a legal ;order. ■ _

' -It Ms, therefore,., most 'I'lLimbly- prayed that -on

■ acceptance of..appeal, the impugned Notifications dated

..■:30,,05.2dll, 27.10.201-1 /and 04.07.2013 of- the
■respondents de set aside/modified .and'appellant'be given 

■■ proforma promotion to .BPS-i9 for, mon.etary benefits-witlt 

effect from 30.05.2Q11 ;with all .service . benefits, , with 

su'Ch other relief-as may be deemed proper and just in 

circumstances, of the case. ,

; •

J

r

i

■is

?

. /

C

^ Appel^aiit
•••Through. j

D.ated.:Z ;0^.2013- . • 'Saad Ullah Khan Marwat
iv:

.. Arbab. Saiful- Kamal

Miss Rut>ina N'az, 
Advocates.

/
r

V

; /• /

i V.

ATTESTED
• . ■

to be true CoX£f
;

:

-Ji-' ■/.
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BEFORE THE KHYljEfeMKHTCNKHWA SERVICE TRIBTjMt. '
f' :'

; iPESHAVVAR.
ft■iService Appeal No. 1280/20)3 :■ i

. r>

BEFORE: SALAIH.UD DIN MEMBER(J)
MP.IVIBER(£)MIAN. MUHAMMAD

i;

• i

KhaJid Salim iMarwar S/d Amir Sardar Khan, R/o House No. 
75, Street No. 4, Sector E-I, Pliase-I Hayatahad, Peshawar, 
Ex-Deputy Secretary, Home Si Tribal Altair Department,

{Appcllanf)
•i.

K li y I) e r- P a Iv h t u n l<h w a; P es 11 a \^' a r

VERSUS ;;;V. V:^ ^

1. Chief Minister, Goyermnent of Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, through 
Respondent No. 2.

2. Chief Secreta.ry, GoverniTtcnt of .Khyber Pakhtunkhvva Peshawar,
3. Secretary GovernmentAff Khybei' Pakhtunkhvva Establi.shment 

Departnient, Peahavvar'; c;\.
4. Akbar Klian Marw'at. ; Additional '.Secretary FATA, Fata 

Secretariat Warsak. R.oa.d;-Peshawar.
5- Shall!' Ullah, Additibhal Secretaiy FATA, Fata Secretariat 

Warsak Road PeshawatC:'^
6, iVluhanmiad M.acjboob^iAclditional Secretary, Auqaf Depaii'nient 

P'e.sliawar Cantl.
7. Syed Mubashar Hussa.iivShah, Deputy Coinniissionei', Nowshera.

{Respondents)

•; *'
T.

U;

\

\
\

, 'ty'"
Present:

ARBAB'SAIFUL KA'MAl, 
Advocate , , W For Appellant

M1JFIAMMAD;RIAZ;KHANPA1NDAKF[EL, 
Assistant Advocate General',• For respondents.

Date of institution................... ..02.09.2013
14.09.2022 
14.09.2022

Date of Hearing 
Date of Decision au

to be true Copy
' 'I

, JUDGEMENT.

MiAN MUHAMiyAD, .MEMBER/E):- The appellant ha

iin'oked jurisdiclion 'Of the Sei'v.ice fribuna! undei' Section 4 of

the Khyber PalvhtunkhyVaService Tribunal Act, 1974 against the

»V‘l-
.<■

"’r.v•! •
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apptHlaie order dated 04.07.2013 passed on his departmental
'.‘n

py. .
j/

appeal against promotion Notification of private respondent No. 

4 & 5 dated 30.05.2011 ynd promotion Notification of Private

respondent No. 6 & 7 dated 27.10.201,1. It has been prayed that
•i

‘‘on acceptance of appeal, the impugned Nolifcalions dated 

30.05.201 1,27.10.201 f;ind 04.07.2013 of thelrespondents be set 

aside/m'oditied and appellant be given protroma promotion to

It-
.1'.

BPS-19 for monetary-henefils with effect from 30.05.2011 with

ail .service benefits, vv.ith. such other relief ics may be deemed

proper and just in circUi'hstances of the case”.

If 02. Brief facts,: giving rise to the service appeal, are that the
■S;

appellant joined the respondent departinent as Naib 'Fehsildar in
’ 'F' ■

1975 and elevated to .B;§:-l..i8..by way of promotion in his cadre in
. ■

the year 2006. When he Vvas posted as District Officer (Revenue 

Estate) Peshawai;: ilylarch, 2002- . September, 2007), 

disciplinary action vva'sijiakpn against him as well as, others co-

6:
•>• r'

&

accused at that time Linder. IChyber PakhtunJdiwa Removal from

Service (Special Powers)'. Ordinance, 2000 for illegal registration

of gift deed, .He was pvyarded the penalty, of “reduction to low'cr
* ' . *

post/pay scale for a period of three years, and on .restoration it

shall operate to postpone luturc Increnienls for three years”
■''■if-,'

25.05.2010. The penat,tywas challenged in the first round

litigation belore the Service T'ribunal through service appeal No.
Ta. ;■

1393/20.10 and the Service Tribunal while allowing his appeal
; K ■

partially on' 15.! 2.20 I j- -renia.nded'case of the appellant as well as

on
rATTESTEO
& be true Co]3'^

K
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fei ir-^ly
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I

.1 .■ . , • ).v •--••:r ••, •■ ? ' •.. \othef appellants lu’ the 'porapetent authority for de-novofc-
/fe' >

1 '

deparlniental proceedings* in accordance with letter and spirit of

law. The respondents asSai’Ied the Service Tribunal Judgement in
.Tt' 1,-.

the.august Supreme G.bdrt-mf Pakistan through filing of CPLA,

which was declined pb;7T9Tj4.2012. The respondents having no
.'TyV'' ' , ; ■

other option but to im|Te3penl Service Tribunal judgement dated
i,

• ;•

15.12.20! I and the then'fmpugned-Notification of penalty dated
'■•■•fv.

25.0:>.20l0 was withdra\vn vide Notification dated 03.08.2012
■;

■' .‘T
and through another Notificatioir dated 03.08.2012 the appellant

! ■ • ' y

was retired from service'on attaining the age of superannuation
[;

5! w.e.f. 29.04.2012. The iiislant.service appeal is second round of 

litigation seeking proforma promotion in BS-l'J? from the dale

t.
'h- .I;
\

.. 4

iwhen his erstwhile juniors were promoted during pendency of the
'o

appeal.

03. On admission; of the service appeal in preliminary 

hearing on 09.0! .2014,'■ the respondents were put on notice to 

subinit written defense through reply/para-vvisc comments. 

Repjy/Parawise comments were submitted on 13.08.20,15. We 

have lieard learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned

Assistant Advocate (ie'neral for the respondents in Divisional 

.Bench and gone .thfbpgh the record thoroughly with their 

valuable assistance today.

}

r

be true•*

04. Learned couitsel . for the appellant vehemently

contended that iheV appellant had over 36 years unblemished
yv(i

!

;

l» r,jjkf\



mvSrn^jnUnnma’*^
1 rB*«ev»w-*~'«r»f*»iii»t*e^u.'n^ mj’^—«:?>*>••<'n,v-*<'«>■■*■t^mssiss

ti

. *y

I:
I•J:

/

io1^.

1.
t.

¥ -
M service record to his credit, His. penalty of “reduction to lower 

post/pay scale” was wsdt:,-:aside ■ when the Service Tribunal

reinanded the case for(denovo enquiry on 15.12.20,11. The
■ ■ ■ d'/-'-':

respondent did not condueVthe denovo enquiry as per judgement
■’ ’ t' .\ . '

of the Service Tribunal .and challenged it thorough CPLA in the

:.//
j

A'- .

august Supreme Courtpof Pakistan which was declined on

19.04,2012. All chafgd^ 'jand the penalty so imposed on the 

appellant were quashed. avVay and there remained no stigma in the

serv.ice career of the fappellani.' Moreover, it was due to the 

apathy of department and 'pending-appeal of the appellant tiiai he 

could not be considered (or promotion to BS-19 alongvvith his 

erstwhile Juniors at due rime and he retired from 

attaining the age of superannuation on 29.04.2012. But once, the 

appellant was'restored,to his original position on 03.08.2012 by 

vvithdraw'ing the then .impugned Notification dared 25,05.2010,

given proforma promotion w.e.f.

f'

IT
•\r-' : \ .service on..

he became eligible -to.flW 

a0.5.20!'l. In support .pj:,his-argumenT, learned counsel for the

appellant relied on TOO?, SCM13 1769, 2013' SCM.R 752 and

produced copy of theTjudgement delivered 1.3.12.2019 by

Accouiilabilily Court IJ!; Peshavv'ar in criminal case against the '

, on

whcieby he has been acquitted. He therefore, requested 

that.nothing is pending against the appellant and being entitled 

for proforma promotion in .BS-19, his 

graciously be accepicdfhe concluded.

service appeal may

fI

i;
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I

L.carned Assistant;,Advocate Genei-al controverted the& A' 05.
.•P

assertions taken in the service appeal and arguments of the

learned counsel for appellant mainly on the ground that “major

penalty of i-ecluction to lower post/scale for three years” had been

imposed on the appelUmt as a result of which name of the

appellant was dropped from the list of PCS (Executive Group

BS-18) and came down to the list of BS-17, Since his name was

no longer on the list of PCS (Executive Group), BS-18 Officers,

therefore, his name yWas not included in the panel fori'.

consideration of PSB and his otherwise juniors on the list i.e.

private respondent No. y4, 5, 6 and 7 were promoted vide
i

• -.1
ik' Notilication 30.05.201 1. hnd 27.10.201 I. Moreover, in pursuance 

of the Service Tribuiiai •judgement dated 15.12.2011, denovo
' if'

enquiry was ordered vid'e Notifkation dated 12.04.2012 but the

r
\

appellant escaped the pehaity only because he attained the age of

superannuation on 29.04:20;! 2. In terms of FR-54 A ejiquiry

proceedings against tlici..appellant were abated and he was not

exonerated of the ‘charges previously framed against him. The
i ,

appeal being devoid'ofmerits, may be dismissed with costs, he 

concluded. b be true Copvj

W : 4

06. A careful peftisat of the record reveals thafthe Service 

'I'rlbunai remanded cases, of all the three appellants in service 

appeal No. !393/2010^0 tlie competent authority for de-novo

enquiry on !5.12.2011. Para 10 (operative part of the judgement) 

is relevant to be quotedhere for better understanding;
I A't..'l
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/!,9 a sequel to ih'e'fgr.egoing discussion, all the three

appeals are panidUy, accepted and l}y selling aside the

impugned orders'-, 'ike-cases of all the three appellants
f'k't-'. ' -:■■■ ‘

are remanded (o flhei.competent authority for denovo 

departmental proceedings in accordance with letter

h

;*.

and- spirit of lawp in light of above observations, with

further directiohrto afford reasonable opportunitv of 

defence and hearing to the appellants, where-after the 

competent c'lutlforlf’. shall pass an appropriate order

\
r,*

1

strictly according- to law, within reasonable time, but 

in no case beyond the period prescribed by the law. 

There shall,' kok'Cver, be no order as to costs. ”:
■ \

On communication of the judgement of Service 

Tribunal, the respondent department was under obligation to have

07.
I

1 \

either conditionally/pfQvisionally implemented the judgement or;

got- it suspended by'/tHe Apex Court subject to the outcome of

CP.LA. Reliance in tills regard is made on Suprejne Court of
; /

Pak.islaii Order No/fXX (Miscellaneous) and PLD 1981 (C.S)
;

249. But it is evident Trom Para .9 of the reply/Parawise

comments of respondents that denov enquiry was ordered vide

NotiUcation dated/f?,04.20T2 meaning thereby that de-novo

proceeding,s were initiated after about 04 nioiuhs of the said

judgement. Interestingly, the augirst Supreme Court of Pakistan

declined CPI.A of the.Pi’ovincial government oir 19.04.2012 i.e.

just after one weekfof the department ordered the denovo’ 

enquiry! It is also beyond comprehension that the then impugned 

order “reduction to lower post/pay scale for a period of three
I;

years”, dated 25.05.2010 was withdrawn vide Notitication dated

)e true Cora
i



..■r.Vf.
.-n?* '•■ > •> W- ••n'TVfl^H'—nKW*'

./t;•

? •1:<
V..r I
W:

.'i '.-
/,

i
03.08.2012 and the ^.p.p^liantwas retired from service on

V/ • ,*.

attaining the age ol; superannuation w.e.f. 29.04.2012 vider
1.

Notification of the sanie clate i.e. 03.08.2012. It is observed that 

what did the department, after rejection of CPLA by the augusti

Supreme Court of Pagstan, on 19.04.2012 till 03.08.2012 ir i.e.

during 106 days?, .flacf. the -department initiated de-novo

proceedings against ti^e‘|ppe!'lant immediately on communication
''Vl h

1

of the .Service rribiinafilicigement dated 1,5.,12.201 1a just, final

VC-
and timely outcome wafpbvious to have arrived for orders of the

•i.-'. .

competent authority well .before the superannuation of appellant
■s'CC ■

■. :

on 29-.04.2012. This .prbyes to be a classic example of locus
t. . ■ ■

poenitentia where the Appellant has suffered fl'om the 

doings of the respondent'department.

O'
if
iff. .
Ia:
|2, wrong

08. -It is not disputed and rather an admitted fact that the 

appeiiant’s name wasjplaced at serial No. 2 of the list of PCS 

(Executive Group BSG®'whereas that of private respond.ent No. 

4, 5 6, 7 were at serial, So- 4, 8, 3 and 9 respectively on the said 

seniority list. When thefpenalty of "reduction to. lower post/pay 

scale’ dated 25.05.2(lf0 was withdrawn on 03.08.2012. the
■ ' i'

appellant regained 1%, seniority in BS-18 and there

3

was no .

penalty left in. thC 'Tb^d' against him on 30.05.2011 and 

274.0.201! i.e. the .daiig^tot notiheation^^ hi's erstwhile juniors

: ■

M
were promoted in BS-i9l||

^0y
be tr'^-9PP'(to

7

:'7.f
Aft



NT

nI

r- /If. ..1 •-• M-,,
• i. !S-'

I

'■ ,'i '■ -w T./ -'M 1 i,/ ■•■,!

As a sequel* to' tbregoing discussion, we have 

arrived ai the coiiclusion.,tha.t the appellant has valid 

facts, circLUitstancesAand oiiaterial 'on record for profrorna 

promoiion with cffect::fi;t)ni the due dale. The appeal is, therefore,

09.

reasons on

■:A' ■ •
allowed as prayed 'for.vBarties are left to bear their own costs. File

. ?; V

‘

be consigned to record;ypom.

10. !-^ronouacf0yj open courc at Peshawar and given under

our hands and sealpdf the Tribunal this N''' day of September, 

2022.
i
.i''.

Iv
C'

!
IT , • (MIAN MUHAMMAD) 

■M,FM:BER(E)
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MEMBER (J).
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NTo PS/C.S Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Diary
/ X - >gv>-Date:The Chief'Se'enet'aii^y 

Governm^hf pWh^ber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

Subject: Implementation of the judgement dated 14-09-2022 in Service
Appeal No: 1280/2013 titled Khalid Saleem Marwat V/S Chief
Minister Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others.

Dear Sir,

The undersigned is a retired Civil Servant having retired on 29-04- 
2012. The undersigned submitted an appeal before the KPK Service Tribunal for 
"Proforma Promotion", which has been allowed vide Judgement dated 14-09-2022 
(Copy of the Judgement is annexed).

It is, therefore, prayed that on the acceptance of the application, the 
undersigned may very graciously be granted "Proforma Promotion" in the light of 
Judgement mentioned above please.

2.

Yours Obediently,

Khalid Saleem Marwat

Provincial Civil Services

(E.G) KPK

to be true Coe/-
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