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The implementation petition of Mr. - Khaled |

Saleem Marwat submitted today by Mr. Saadullah Khan |-

| Marwat Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report

A

before Single Bench at Peshawar on

Original file be requisitioned. AAG has noted the next

date. Parcha peshi is given to the counsef for the

petitioner.
By the order of Chairmar
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
\
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S.A.

7%57%9/3

Mlsc Pett: No._ /2023

"IN
No. 1280 / 2013

Khélid Saleem Marwat vVersus Chief S'ecretary & Others
INDEJX
S.#| Description of Documents Annex| Page
1. | Memo of Misc Petition 1-2
2. | Copy of Appeal dated 02-09-2013 ‘A" 136
3. | Copy of Judgment dated 14-09-2022 B | 7-14
| 4. | Compliance letter dated 07-12-2022 ¢ | 15

" Applicant

Through

Dated: 04-10-2023

ZM et

(Saadullah Khan Marwat) '
Advocate .
21-A Nasir Mension, .
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.
Ph: 0300-5872676
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
\ ~ /) -
Erecution fedifron Ne 7552225

Misc Pett: No. /2023
IN
S.A. No. 1280 / 2013
| woyer
Khalid Saleem Marwat S/O Amir Sardar Khan, sary o QLB
R/O House No. 75, St. No. 04, Sector E-I, e _08:lo =23

Phase-1 Hayatabad, Peshawar
Ex-Deputy Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs
Department, Peshawar

VERSUS

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

2. Secretary, Govern ment of

KP, Establishment i
Department, Peshawar. . . .. .. ............. Respondents

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION _OF THE
JUDGMENT DATED 14-09-2022 OF THE_HON’BLE

e e e et e e 8 S 380 SSNJIN LiSnbm

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 A7)

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 pray,ed'for.
(Copy as annex “B")

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

Service Tribunal remitted the judgmentl 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 same with

disregard, so are liable to be proceeded égainst the Cor{tempt of
Court Law for punishment." |

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that the judgment

dated 14-09-2022 of the hon’ble Tribunal be complie_d with hence
forthwith.,

OR
In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for contempt of
court and they be punished in accordance with Law.

: AppM
Through QALL 5%
Saadullah Khan Marwat

(Tr\«

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

' Amjad az
~Dated: 04-10-2023 Advocate

AFFIDAVIT

I, Khalid Saleem Marwat S/O Amir Sardar Khan (Applicant), do:
hereby solemnly  affirm and declare that contents of

Implementation Petition are true ang correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief.

=
DEP/QREN/(

CERTIFICATE:

As per instructions of

my=etieht, no such like Implementation

Petition has earlier been filed by the appellant before this Hon'ble

Tribunal. -
5 pd o

ADVOCATE
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/2013

. , W
. r\halrd Sahm Marwat S/o /-\mrr Sardar n"%

: ey m#ﬁ |
,}\han R/o House “No. 75;: Stree- No 4 T ol ’{3

 7.Sector E 1,7 Phase- i, HaYdCauad

Peshawar, Ex Deputy Secretory, riome &

. I ‘ Vdrsus
: 1 n'Chlef Mmrster, Govt of KPK throuol
" RiNo: 2.

' e -
Chlef Secretary, Govi. _of KPK,

N

SN Peshawar

3 Secretary, Govt of KPK Es; mi.)hmr AT

\A‘. Akbar_ Khan . Manmt . Adaitional
- | Secretary, Law' uep’artment,
Peshawar. C ’
(Sj Shaflr  Ullah, Addmcna- :S'e:"retary,
S ‘FATA, Fata Secretarrar, Worsak Road, - |
.“Peshawar L
Muhammad' . 'M'a:q"laoé‘w ,'I\dc‘r’tonai /ﬂ&'g‘/é"{

Secretary, , uqa. ’ '_’Dcr:r_, R, |

P s.' APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE "~'2'IBUNAL-
"".fAc"*i*, 1974 GA)N“Y ADPELLATE ORDER

ﬁ NO SO(E- 1)..&Ae/-z-47;17u13, ____ DATED

04 07 2013 Oi- RNO '\Mh"RESY APPI:AL

Appellaht -

Department Peshawa S - -,; ,.‘,p.\es'pondents :

" EC7 Syed Mubashar Huséam nan Dr,puty ' ,
/i;; ”/,/, i fﬂ Commrsssoner Nowshe. R . Proforma Respondents .
' @<= ><:$ ~ J5'<=>~tf.3<=:>~’.a'




| AGAINST OFFLCE NOTIFICATION -NO. SO(E-
A,?.V.I)E&ADIS 1/200%. DATED '30.05.2011 AND '

' OFFICE NC!‘IFICATIQN‘ _NO. " SO(E--
. D)/E&AD/4-2/2001, . DATED _27.10:2011,
FEPROMOTING R.NO: 4 'ro 7 70 THE_POSTS OF
-ADDITIONAL SECRETmm BPS-19  WAS
'--V-REJECTED FOR rde LEGAL REASON. - . =

¢;>< ;><”")<A_>¢..' A---‘/C1:>< >¢'~'>

‘ Resoectfullv Sheweth

That appellant started service as’ l\.a:b Fehsxlclar smce the

year 1975 He was: promoted to the post of Tehsﬂdar ‘BPS-

"as. annex “A”)

. '16 in- 1979 to the post ‘of Exl' ra ASSrstant Commlssaoner
| i (EAC), BPS-17 in 1990 and tv BPS-18 in the vear, 2006.
. From. 7002 tlil 2007 he ‘remainad, g5 District Officer

(Revenue & Estate) fDOR;, PLSdedl

. -',-That on 08 03 2010 Seniorl“"»st.of PCS Executive Group
~was tssued whereln apptllant was placeo a,t S.No.2. {Copy

{.

. ‘That grabblng of Govt proporty became play of -child
: '_i everywhere in- the provmte aO such issue cooked up and

appellant was too termecl ano was booked for l_lepartmental

,“.'aCL‘lOﬂ and then on 75. 05 /Ulﬂ .”IC’nu[tV ‘of reduction to

o :Trlbunal R No 1 mtrnou* . t.uns deri.,g appellant .f.or.

;."-'That agalnst the afOI"cESald penal '. appellant
S A, No 1-393/2010 before th's hon Jle Trlbunal Wthh

'-_;;Iower post/pay scale | lor a. DE.:IO\J oi" 3 years and"on
restoratlon it shall opmute to POS tponc lutum mcnements '

N ;’for 3 years was :mposeo upon nlm tlt,opy as cll'lf'l(_,‘( “B")

filed

ﬂjf,contested by the depa*tment (Lopv as: dnnex uc,,)

".”.:prornotlon to BPS 19 r»romoled mmcz"?nost respondents
0o \""""L_——-'\—/

a from BPS 18 to BPS-19 vide orders dated 30. 0s. 2011 and

) 27 10 2011 (Coples as ol'nex “D B
TR R

was '

'That durmg the pendency of the appeal before‘ the hbn’b‘le

"



. '.That the aforesald appeai of appellam came up for hearing
;.on 15. 12 2011 ‘and arter le_nf-th 2 m~,cuss|on the same was
) accepted on 15. 12 2063 1 and. lhe lmpugned order dated .
725! 05. 2010 was. set asmle (Copy 2s annex “F”)

. “That the department ﬁled Can Petl‘rlon for Leave to Appeal' '
_A:(CPLA) before the apex Supreme Courl of -Pakistan WthI‘l.
came up; for hearing on 19:04.2012 and thlen grant of- Leave

. was declined. (Copy as annex “C")

TN

-'That by now appellant was retlred orm servnce on -
'_29 04 4012 on attammg the age of - uperannuatlon (Copy
as annei “H“) ‘

.“.i‘That in - pursuance of tne afo.eraud Judgment/order dated

©715.12:2011 and 19.04; 2014‘; of ‘the hon'ble Tribunal and

-"-Supreme Court of Pc:kl’:-taﬂ, dppellznf was restored to his
‘ “-,.ongmal posutlon on 03. 08 2012 by wrthdraw:ng Not|f1cat|on
dated 25 05 2010 (Copy dS annex .I )

‘.-‘That“after the flnal :.ettle-nent of .hisl fate, -app _llant '
"submltted departmental’,appeal on "0.6.08.2012 pef_or,e
~RiN0.2 for ~award _ of BPQ sfrich was rejected on
""*104 07. 2013 Copy of wmch wa: rt_ceiv‘e-d ori"27.08‘.i-'2013:

N from the ofﬁce of the reaponaent {Copies as annex “J & K)

GROUND'S

a -

S Hence thIS Writ I-'e"ltlon inter -a‘lia.,‘on the follol/_l;ing :
grounds - ) o o . .

That appellant was at l\lo 2 of the seniority list'a’,_nd‘ was -
"“';‘sen:or 6 the . promoted re:pondents The: "prom'oted

rt.spondents were: gnven ESP 1 U ppellant was ignored

e

‘_clue.to; the S0’ c_alled :l;egal order: of reduction . to lower
- '.grade L | ‘

,_."That tne stlgma of reducuon was washed out" by the

,‘;hon'ble Serv:ce Trlbunnl the apex Supreme Court of |

- IATTESTED
S ggwpelt'!-"‘ﬁ?ﬁ}/




. ._,_'.130 05.2011,

'“f".}proforma promotion to BPS- 19 for. monetary benefits with
_effect from 30. Qs. 2011 wuth all serv:ce benehts, , Wlth.

. .- Dated:2 :0§.2013. .

_‘Trubunal/Supreme Court of Pdklstan

o get monetary benefits of l:sPS ;.9

.Pakistan and the department helsrlf so appellant IS Iegally
-' e entitled for. the grant of: BPS 19.

L _TThat appellant was compelleo LO lengtny lltlgatlon for no

' ~'_.‘Iegal reason and. was’ harassed ‘and deprlved from

‘ '-monetary beneflts of BPS 19 due to the so.-called order
.dated 25.05. 2010. S -

L 'That order dated 25 05 2010 was based on malafide and
. was lllegal so the same’ was struck- down by the hon ble -

. K3

. '-'That appellant was dropped rrorn -aWard of the post of.
*"-‘Addltlonal Secretary BPS-19 w:tn ulterjor motive, otherwise

:he was quallfled and ellglble for the same.

g .‘_{_That by~ row appellant has . been retired from service on
: ;29 04. 2012 but ‘s Iegally c,ntltled for proLe:ma DFOIT\OUOF\

g

That order of re]ectlo"l dater‘ f‘d 07 2013 i5 not supported

j".by reasons o] the same cannot be treated under the law o
3‘as a Iegal'order

_ It |s, ther‘_efo.re;..:most"f'l'lombly- prayed that .on
accept‘a'riceiof'appeal the 'impugneo' Notifications dated
127.10. 2011 Land

such: other rellef as rway be dee"leo proper and Just in

. ’cnrcumst.anc;es.,of the case. .

. :Through“ _ '
R - Saad Ullah Khan Marwat
co \\g -
- Al’bub S4iful- Kamal _
2t e ’:;;( % O\ . .
' ? Miss Rubina Nc:lZ
"vocates

“ﬁnTEsrep“

to be frue Coly,

04.07.2013 " of  the
g :respondents be set asloe/mod:fled and appellant be given
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Suﬁw ,\ppmi No. 128012013

BEFORE:  SAL AH: UD DIN - MEMBER()

MIAN. \/Il I[AM\/IAD - M'I?,MB'ER(E) :
2
Khalid Salim Mar wat: S/o Amir Sardar Klmu R/o House No.
75, Street No. 4, Sedm F 1, Phase-1 Hayatabad, Peshawar, L5
- Ex-Deputy Seuct‘n,y? l,-_lio_me & Tribal Affair Department, ‘ &
Khyber Pakhtunkhway Peshawar ..., (Appellant) a
' VERSUS
{. Chiet Minister, Goy'es};ani‘én't of :Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through a , "

Respondent No. 2. :
Chiel Secretary, Gover nmmt oi Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pcsim\\al
Secretary Governme nt{" of Khyber Pal\htunkh\m !—xmbltshlmnt
Department, Peshawar: «+ Lo
4. Akbar Khan Malwat” Additional Secretary I*‘A'I“A. Fata
\ Secretariat Warsak Road Peshawar.
Y 5. Shafir Ullah, Addmomi Secretary FAIA Fata Sécretariat
\ Warsak Road Peshawsr: i
6. Muhammad Magboo
- Peshawar Cantt. o
7. Sycd Mubashar’ Husxam Shah Deputy Commissioner, Nowshera.

ad BN

t.i'ditim'l,al Secretary, f\uqa'i' Departn went

............................. (Resp(mdem.s)
Present:
ARBAB SATF UL 1\/\\/‘%/\L |
Advocate IR -~ For Appellant.
MUHAMMAD RIA/ I\H AN PAINDAKHEL,
Assistant Advocatc Gsnca al,- ---  Tor respondents.
Daic oflnsmui:on ................ ..02.09.2013
Date of T learmo ................... 14.09.2022
! N z“:
[LnL(ﬂT)eLmnﬂL.;,hﬁ .......... 14.09.2022 ﬁﬁfFﬁFEEquFL-E)
R to be true Copy

f«.ancrmrwi

MIAN MUHAMMAI) \’I!* MB%R(E) - The appelldnt ha

imvoked ‘]urlsowtmn «Jlj [‘E-}c Service Tribunal under Section 4 of

the Khyber Pakhtunkhva Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the
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| . - -appéilate order gc‘iaudf}4072013paﬁsaci on his de_pértmentai
S | . appeal ag,ainst‘ promotiq‘if{Not%ﬁqation éf priifate res;)ondent.Nd.
4 &5 dated’ 30.05. ZOI'I and plomotlon Nouimallon of Private

respondent No. 6& 7 datod "'7 10. 70! [ It ha'; been prayed that

“on acceptance of apfié—:.ai, the. imjpu'gncd Noli'ﬁcations dated

30.03.2011, 27. 10 ’7()] !

',(md 04, 07 2013 of thc«rcspondems be set

aside/modified and ap_gllanl be given pro*f:‘rbma p‘rmnmion to

0

BPS-19 for nwnerary._.l"):.énéﬁts with effect from 30.05.2011 with

all service benefits, with such other relief as may be deemed

proper and just in circrhstances of the case”,
: NE
02. Brief facts; gjving rise to the service appeal are that the

[y

appellant joined the ;'t;gpb{i‘clcnt department as Naib Tehsildar in
. ST .

1975 and elevated to B
the vear 2006. When

& Estate) .Pesﬁawa’__:_‘ %March, 2002-  Scptember, 2007),

disciplinary action 'w 31;%215!{;(:311 against him as ‘Awell as, others co-
accused at that time"L'i';ﬁ?.dlé:l’itil(hybér Pakhtunkhwa Removal from
Service {Special Pox«; 'S Y, d’l'dinance, 2000 for illcgal 'registraﬁon
of gift .deed‘. J*‘lcwgls-a. Aa.‘;.;déd the |:)enal.ty, (‘)f'-“redt-;cti/on 1o lower.
post/pay scale 1'_"01‘?1- 3¢ isi)cl' b(‘)l‘ three years, and on restoration it
shall operate to posi-pom future increments for three years” on

- ATTESTED

25.05.2( HO. The- pu‘ml,t» \\'clb Lhdils.ng,n,d in the first 1oundtb he 1’% Cot

litigation before the S-'t}riyicfe Tribunal through service appeal No.
139372010 and the Service Tribunal while aliowing his appeal

- partially on 15422011 remanded case of the appellant as well as

} y !\u v o .

ANE
. } <l,. ]
ﬂ’#:., NI

P(a;, T



R

“the .august Supreme Cot

S

R ) le ‘h¢ .;
other appellants o the competmi authouty for de-novo

Tt

departmental proceedings! in' chc_mIande with letter and spirit of

law. The respondents asgailed- the Service Tribunal Judgement in

of Pakistan through filing of CPLA,

which was declined: o 04.2012. The respondents having no

other option but to in’i;. cq)ént_Scrvice Tribunal judge‘mcht dated

15122011 and the lhen Impuwed Notlhcauon of pcnalty dated

I ‘i
25.053.2010 was \Mtl}dlawn vide Notmcatlon dated 03.08.2012

and through another ‘-Nqiiﬁcation‘dated 03.08.2012 the appellant

was retired from service ‘'on attaining the age of superannuation

w.e.f. 29.04.2012. The instant.service appeal is second round of

litigation seeking profotima promotion in BS-19 from the date

3

when his erstwhile juniors were promoted during pendency of the

appeal.

03. On admission: of the service appeal in preliminary .

hearing on 09.01.2014; the respondents were put on notice to
submit  written det’e_héé through reply/para-wise  comments.
Reply/Parawise comments were submitted on 13.08.2015. We

have heard feamed counsel for the appellant as well as learned

T

Assistant Advocate Géneral for the respondents in Divisional

Bench and .gh thc record thoroughly with their

 valuable assistance tods{y | Pfﬁ%%g @D

"*o be true

04. L.earned Cqu"l}‘Sel ~for the -appellant vc,hei"m,nth

contended  that tEn a;vpcliant had over 36 years unbiemi,shed

i
:"‘

”’\*h!duw 10



post/pay scale” was’ ¢

o R Ry
T AR e e 2 T

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

raside - when the Service Tribunal

‘

remanded the case for{denovo enquiry on 15.12.2011. The
. ) .,' . B

respondent did not condugt the denovo enquity as per Judgement

,.-5 B

of the Service Tribunal and challenged it thorough CPLA in the

w

august Supreme Court?of  Pakistan which was declined on

19.04.2012. All cha'ijgﬁ rand the penalty so imposed on the

appellant were E; uashe‘:c{:f;'vi:’ay and there remained no stigma in the
servi.ce career of tlwei-;‘;‘i})%)eliztilt,: Mor‘eover, it was due to .the
apathy of depzujtment:eiué'd-ipendingéppeai of the appellant that he
could not bhe conside::egl' for promotion to BS-19 alongwith his
erstwhile juniors ald’ue time and h.e‘reti:ied from service on
attaining the age of Si.i‘__;)'e!‘['al111uation on 29.04.2012. But once the
appellant was: 1“estc:|’e:c;f§;t:u his original position on 03',08.2()12 by
\-vith.drawing the then .:ﬁ;;,ﬁ}'augned Noti‘ﬁc-atien dated ;;S.()S.Q()!O,
et o ,
he became eligible tobe given proforma promotion w.e.f.

30.5.200140. In support pfhis argument, learned counsel for the

appellant retied on -2;@0‘,7:_;'5;(':MR 1769, 2013 SCMR 752 and

produced copy of l:’{"m-,:,{;'t.x:g‘:!gen\ent delivered. on i.3.l".§.2019 by
Accountabiliiy -COUI.'[ ‘I;}li;'igeshawa‘r in criminal case against the -
appellant ;«f}mrcby h'e h\s been acquitted. He th;arefore, req‘ues‘ted
that nothing is .péndrtné-'against {hé appe‘llant‘ a-nd' being entitled
for proforma prqunoti:(;ﬁ in BS-19, his S(;rvice appe%ﬂ may

graciously be aceepted, he concluded.
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0s. ‘Learned Assistant Advocate

General controverted the

assertions taken in the buvu,e appeal and arguments of the

learned counsel tor ap;)-gl?i:uht ;}Alai,n}y on the ground that “major

penalty of reduction 1o lowu post/scale for three years” had been
R

imposed .on the appell}f}:ﬁfias a 1'(-:5{}1!1, of which name of the

appellant was (_fmpped_'fl;jbm 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 P(.S (Executive Group) BS-18 Officers,

therefore, his name was not included in the panel for

e

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

4 .

private respondent. No.

i

Notification 30.05.2011

5, 6 and 7 were promoted vide

and 27.10.201 1. Moreover, in pursuance
of the Servicé Tribunal judgement dated 15.12.2011, denovo

enquiry was ordered vide Notification dated 12.04.2012 but the
appellant escaped the penalty only because he attained the age of
superannuation on 29.04:2012. Tn wrms of FR-54 A, enquiry

AR
proceedings against thé:appellant were abated and he was not

exonerated of the ‘charges previously framed against him. The

appeal being devoid-ofimerits, may be dismissed with costs, he

concluded ? mi T%STE@
| 1o be true Copy
06. A careful pe:ggtisai ,‘):ft the record reveals that the Service

Tribunal remanded cases. of all the three appellants in service

~

appeal No. 1393/2010 (o the competent authority for de-novo
enquiry on 13.12.2011. Para 10 (operative part of the judgement)

is relevant to be quoted here for better understanding;
A -;.‘:?
l" .




“As a sequel to //7@ f);egomgr dncmwon all the three

ap pe*al s are //amu/[y ace epzed and bv selting aside the

impugned order .v /"he cases o/ all /he three appellants

are remanded xa}ﬂw compefen/ authr)nfy Jfor denovo
departmental 2 oceedm gs in acr(:()rdance with /etter-

and spirit of !aw, m l/ghi of above observatmn.s with

Surther dir'ecti(g o af/'ord reasonab{'e opportunity of

defence and h ./.n.g '(0 the a;:zpellanrs, where-after the

competent cuthorify. shall pass an appropriate order
strictly according to law, within reasonable time, but
in no case beyond the period prescribed by the law.

There shall, however, be no order as to costs.”

[ RN

07. ©  On communication of thé judgement of Service

Tribunal, the respondent department was under obligation to have

Y
Ay
hY

—

either conditionally/pravisionally implemented the judgement or

got it suspended by e A‘pe—x Court subj.ect to the outcome of

CPLA. Relmnce in thm ugmd i1s made on Supfcme Court of

o

Pakistan Order No’.‘

':X}{ (MlbL Ilcmeous) and PLD 1981 (C.S)

249, But it is 'c'\gident from Para 9 of the reply/Parawise

comments of -respondents that denov enquiry was ordered vide

Notification dated,}"i.{‘.]Z’,Oé.ZO"I'Z meaning thereby that de-novo

proceedings were initiated after about 04 months of the said

B
'

judgement. Interestingly, the august Supreme Court of Pakistan
declined CPLA of tbe.s{’;ro\fincial government on 19.04.2012 ie.

just after onc' week 0 the department oulcrcd the dcnovo'

enquiry! Tt is also_b.eyo’n’d comp‘rehension that the then impugned

order “reduction to flower post/pay scale for a period of three

years”, dated 250 2 ()10 was withdrawn vide Notlhmuon datcd

O ba ?r; e ("}i’\\

TSR
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PR

ellant” was retired from service on

proceedings against th; fapp-énqm immediately on communication

of the Service "I"ribunav!‘_jigi:qge}nent dated 15.12.2011, a just, final

and timely outcome wag obvious to have arrived for orders of the

competent authority well before the superannuation ot appellant
on 29.04.2012. This proves to be a classic example of locus

poenitentia where the ‘appellant has suffered from the wrong

i
1o

doings of the respondent department.

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

appellant’s name was jplaced at serial No. 2 of the list of PCS

(Executive Group BS-:

seniority list. When th

"'_,whereas that of private respondent No.

4,56, 7 were at serial No. 4, 8, 3 and 9 respectively on the said -

scale” dated 2 .‘;'() 0 was withdrawn on 03.08.2012, the

appellant regained “hi§; seniority in BS-18 .and there was no

penalty left in. the ﬂqgj!d against him on 30.05.2011 and

27.10.2011 i.e. 1hé'.giéi,1e tof noiiﬁcationigg his erstwhile juniors

i
t
i
t
!
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(9. As a ud w L]u, fones.omv LliSLL!bblOﬂ we have

facts, circumstanc ﬁnd ‘miatetial con record for profroma

2022.

" (MIAN MUHAMMAD)
- MEMBER (E)

(SALAH UD.DIN) - Certiffelf g b turg copy
MEMBER (1) | -

'-"‘.'. Ktl'v«_-‘;.& . : ’ 245
. : Service ﬁ' m«xi
Pesbawpr

2 3
%S‘l‘?“ (}{ ‘l Ty NN

” /‘ ATTESTED
to be true Opy
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o PS/C.S Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Diary No.._LLQéQg a/{gj

Date: 27~ 1> - 20¥>

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 Tribunai for
“Proforma Promotion”, which has been allowed vide Judgement dated 14-09-2022
(Copy of the Judgement is annexed).

2. 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.

Yours Obediently,

/<
Khalid Saleem Marwat
Provincial Civil Services

(E.G) KPK
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