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11.06.2024 The implementation petition of Dr. Noor ul

Mabood submitted today by Mr. Rizwan Ullah Advocate. |
It is fixed for implementation report before Single BencH
at Peshawar on 13.06.2024. Original file be i
reqﬁisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. Parcha pes_hi
given to counsel for the petitioner.

By the order of Chairman
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This petition has been presented by: Advocate Court v
Whether Counsei/AppeIlant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents'?
Whether appeal is within time?

‘Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

Whether affidavit is appended?

Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oafh Commlssmner’?

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? '

Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furmshed'?

Whether annexures are legible?
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11. | Whether annexures are attested?

12. | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?

13. | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?

14. | Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by

petitioner/appellant/respondents?
15. | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?
16. | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?
17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?
18. | Whether case relate to this court?
19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?
-1 20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?
'21. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
22. | Whether index filed?
23. | Whether index is correct?
24. | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On '
25. | Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along
_ | with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
26. | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On :
27. | Whether copies of commentsireply/rejoinder provided to opposite party? On
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€® BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHATRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. i[_ff % /2024

_ In
Service Appeal No. 507/2023

1. Dr. Noor ul Mabood, (Ex-Deputy Dean PGMI) R/O House No. 248, Street No. 1,
Sector J-4, Phase-2, Hayatabad, Peshawar. '

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Principal Secretary etc

RESPONDENTS
I NDE X
S.No | Particulars of documents Annexure. | Pages#
1 | Execution Petition o - 1-2
© 2 | Affidavit L 3
3 | Copy of judgment of this Tribunal dated “A” 4-14
26-10-2023 ‘
4 | Copy of application dated 15-11-2023 “B» ' 15
5 | Wakalatnama | _ -
Petitioner
Through | ’\_T
| bul T
Dated: 10-06-2023 : Rizwanullah

Advocate High Court, Peshawar.
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’ BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHAIRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

' | ' ' Khyher
Execution Pefition No. SYZ. /2024 I ukt e
In ' 20105
Service Appeal No. 507/2023 Diary Na. o
' | Dutedj/ dé &C}q

1. Dr. Noor ul Mabood, (Ex-Deputy Dean PGMI) R/O House No. 248 Street No. 1,
Sector J-4, Phase-2, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

APPELI ANT

VERSUS

‘1. The Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Principal Secretary.
2. The Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province, Peshawar. |

3. The Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Health Department
Peshawar. | '

RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 7 (2) (D)
OF _THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 FOR
EXECUTION OF JUDGMENT DATED
26-10-2023 PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL
NO. 507/2023.

~ RESPECTFULLY SHEWITH,

Short facts giving rise to the present execution petition are as under:-

1. That the petitioner invoked the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal by way
of filing service appeal No. 507/2023 praying therein that he may kindly be
granted antedated promotion in (BPS-20) from the date when his erstwhile

- juniors were promoted w.e.f 10-04-2017.

2. That this Hon’ble Tribunal vide judgment dated 26-10-2023 allowed the
appeal and directed the respondents to place the case of appellant before the

Provincial Selection Board for consideration of his proforma promotion to
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(BPS-20) w.e.f 10-04-2017 within a period of 03 months of receipt of copy _
6f judgment of this Tribunal. It would be advantageous to reproduce herein

the relevant portion of the judgment for facility of reference:

“In view of the above discussion, the
appeal in hand is allowed and it is
* directed that the case of the appellant
be placed before the Provincial
Selection Board for consideration of
proforma promotion to BPS-20 with
effect from 10-04-2017 within a period
of 03 months of receipt of copy of this

judgment.
(Copy of Judgment is
appended as Annex-A.)
3. That the petitioner after obtaining the certified copy of judgment of this

Hon’ble Tribunal, requested the respondent No. 03 for its implementation in
letter and spirit vide application dated 15-11-2023. But the respondent didn’t
bother for the same after lapse of sufficient considerable time of 06 months

and hence the instant execution petition.

(Copy of application is
appended as Annex-B.)
In view of the above narrated facts, it is, therefore, humbly prayed that
coercive measures may kindly be adopted against the respondents for
implementation of the judgment passed by this Hon’ble Tribunal in service appeal

No. 507/2023 so as to meet the ends of justice.

Petitioner
Through:

71
Dated: 10-06-2024 Rizwanullah

M.A. LL.B
Advocate High Court, Peshawar

Email 1D: advocaterizwanullah@gmail.com
Mobile No. 0300-596-5843
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.’ BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHAIRMAN KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. - /2024
In
 Service Appeal No. 507/2023

I. Dr. Noor ul Mabood, (Ex-Deputy Dean PGMI) R/O House No. 248, Street No. 1,
Sector J-4, Phase-2, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

~ APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through!_Pfincip_al Secretary ete

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Dr. Noor ul Mabood, (Ex-Deputy Dean PGMI) R/O House No. 248, Street

No. 1, Sector J-4, Phase-2, Hayatabad, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and

- declare that the contents of the accompanied execution petition are true and correct to

the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from thlS
Hon’ble Trlbunal

Deponent
1750/~ 1383 248-3.

€]




,.EFOR}L THE KH YBER PAKH’] UNKH‘WA SLRVICI:,S TRIBUNA

‘/}ﬂﬂt’f /4 > -
AN

Service Appea] No. 507;’2023'

Date OfIn_stitution .. 07.03.2023
Date ofDeciQion 0 26.10.2023

Dr. Noor-ul-Mabood, (Ex-Deputy . Dean PGMI) R/O House No. 248, Street No |
b, bs.um J- 4 Phasew?.,llmuabad Peshawar. ' (/\ppe]hnt)

- " VERSUS —
| Chief Mlmstel Khybel Pakhtunkhwa thlough Prmcupal Sucretary and 08
others. S (Respondents)

MR. RIZWANULLAH, - _
Advocate o - -~ - Forappellant.

MR. MUHAMMAD JAN,

District Attomey - .« For official respondents.

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MR. MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHA\J SR MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
JUDGMENT: A
SALAH’MD-I.)?N.’MEMBER:- Precise averments raised by

the appellant in his appeal ai‘e that he was 581'\fi11g in 'BPS»I'S.' aﬁd |
was at serial No. 4 of the seniority _li_sa,. while pri‘vate res_;ﬁoﬂdents_
_.No. 410 9 were.at seriél No.10, Il”,' 14, 15, 16 & lé in thé sen;iorit_y
list res_peétively. The c_ase' of thé apf)ellant along;avith 'other_s weré
| ? .- / placed before the Provincial Select‘ioﬁ Board for their prt)z.notion .to
- — BPS-19 on 14 12.2012, howevcr the ai:)pellant @as .vluron‘g-,iy and s
iliegaliy’ superseded, while hls funlors were. prom_oted vide S
.;Noti_'ﬁcation dated 06.Q3.2013. No.netheless, in '-.;.:ubscciu.ent meet’ing .

of the Provincial Selection Board the appellam wils also promoted - !

with immediate effect. The appeilant being ftggneved of the X e
. . _ ﬁ(_h\lx,r Pa!i::!l“:‘a‘

NN
Poshawar

1ec0mmendauons of the previous mceunu of P:ownudl f:uh,cnon
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Board dated 14.12.2012; filéd departmental appeal, which was

rejected vide order dated 09.04.2014 constraining him (o ﬂjg

Service Appeal No. 813/2014, which was disposed- of vide

judgment datéd 28.10.2016 by' remitting the case of the appellant o
the respondents for placing it before Provincial Selecti'on' Board for
considération of antedation bf hié promotion. The judgzﬁent passed
by this Tribunal Was ndt_ implemented by the respondents
constraining’ the appcllaﬁt to file Execution Petition No. _63/20]7

before this Tribuhal. In the meanwhile, juniors of the appellant i.c

- private respondents No. 4 to 9 were further promoted to BPS-20

vide Notification dated 10.042017. The appellant was retried

from  service on .reaching the age of superannuation on

. 13.11.2017, however his Ex'e.cution Petition remained pendihg

before this Tribunal and ‘was ultimately 'implemented vide

Notification dated 13.10.2022, whereby the _promo'_tionl- of the
appellant from BPS-18 to BPS-19 was antedated. Juniors of the

appellant were .pr'omoted to BPS-20 vide Notification dated

10.04.2017 and as the appellam was also legally entitled for

consideration of his. promotion to BPS-20  with effect from
10.04.2017 alongwith his juniors, therefore, he filed departmental
appeal b_ut the same was hot responded' within the statutory

period, hence the instant appeal.

2 On receipt of “the appeal and :_ its admission to regular

appearance through their representative and contested the éppéa}ﬁl%y

Gl T
Servicy o

way of filing wriiten reply raising therein numerous legal as well as ©

Y t*.|
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factual obj'e_ctions, while .private respondents No. 4 to 9 failed to

apf;éér and werle-'thus Iplacec-l ex-parte vide order dated 17.07.2023.

3.'. .Leamédl counse] for the apﬁe[lémt contended that the -
appellant- was -illegally stperséd;ed m the m'eeting.'of Pm\?incial
Selection Board held on 14.12.2012 for promaotion fILOIT:l the. post of
BPS-18 té BPS-19 and hiq 9upefséss;ion was set Qlt naught by this -
| Tribunal v:de Jjudgment dated 28.10. 7’016 He next contended that
~.the respondents failed to tlmely 1mplcmem the Judgmmt datcd
28.10.2016 passed by this Tr_ibunal and lhe appell'ant w_as
~wrongly and illegally deprived from his promo:tion to t_he post of
BPSfZO. He furthef contended  that vide Noti-ﬁicz.tt.i.on dated
| I0.04.20.'§7, promotions were made to. l'h.e. post of BPS-—20 ._and
pr'ivate 'respon_dents_ ‘being juniors. to - the lap}-)elilant were also
promqted,. however the ‘dPPd_iant was -wrongly and illégally
deprived frém su?:hl prdnwtibn_due to. Iethargic attitude of the
respondents. He next argued that Had -fhehppeilant béing not

:,upcrseded wmngly and illegally and had the judgment dated_

- 28. 10 2016 passed by this I"nbunai was tlley 1mplemented by the. o

1espondents the appeklant could have b(,en piomoted to the post ofl
BP.S-ZO alongwnth his juniors-on 10.04.201?. He further argued that E
~ the appellant was not t‘reated by the Ii’(’.‘-éPDﬂdéﬂ[é i.n accordance with
' Iaw zules and pollcy on the subject .and hlb 1.;§:ht;, gual :antmd un#lcf
Article- 4 of the Consntuuon of lslamm Republlc ofn Pak;stan 1973 .
were bddly violated. Rc,hdnc.c was pl'lced on 200:- SCMI\ 1140,

- 2006 SCMR 496, 7007 SCMR 554 PLD ”007 upleme Cou:t 472,

J(tlyl

2007 SCMR 1256, 2012 SCMR 126, 2015 YLR 1733, 2016 SCMR “_“;.;;-» }}M,
| / s
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1784, 2018 PLC (C.$)Note'49, 2021 SCMR 630 and 2022 SCMR - -

- 2020. ?
4. On the other hand, learned District Attorney for official
.respondents contended that the judgment dated 28.10.2016 passed

by this Tribunal was implemented by giving antedated effect to the

_promotion of the appellant to BPS-19. He next conten_lded that the

promotion to BPS-20 is being made on the basis of selection on

merit alongwith 04 months advance training in management from a

recogn_i_zed-_ institutions or PHSA and as the appellant did not meet

- the required criteria, therefore, he could not be promoted to

BPS-20. He further contended that the appellant was treated in

accordance with law and none of his rights guaranteed under the

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan were violated. .
appellant as well as learned’ District (Attorney for the Qfﬂcial

respondents and have perused the record.

6. The appellant started his service career in the .year 1987

being appointed as Medical Officer, who was promotéd_ to BPS-18
on 03.09.1995,He_ was at serial No. 04 of the list of O_’fﬁcer of

BPS—]S and his case alongwith others_ was . placed before

14.12.2012, however he was superseded on the ground of low

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the

the Provincial Selection. Board in its meeting held on

efficiency index and poor performance. It is, however astonishing

that in the very next meeting held on 06.03.2013, the appellant was

recommended for promotion to BPS-19 and he was so promoted

Kh:\'i T o
&

v
P

.

i3
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vide _'No.tiﬁjcation dated - 2.1..10..2013_. The appelianf_. 'challenged
his previoﬁs Isuperséss;iqlnr m _the l-ﬁf:e{illg.. of PSB_ I}eld c.m.
l4.ié.é0!2_ before this Tribunal by way of ﬁiing Service Appeal

No. 813'/:20]4,- which was disposed of by this T ribunal vide

judgment dated 28.10.2016 by remitting the case of the appellant to

the respondents for placing it before Provincial Selection Board for

consideration of antedation of his promotion. The judgment dated

'.2_8,10.2(')16 so passed by this Tribunal was required to have been

‘zimely implemented by the respond‘ents, however they f‘a_ileéi to do

so, constraining the appellant to approach this Tribunal by way of

filing Execution Petition No. 63/2017. In the meanwhile, certain

doctors including Juniors of the appeliant i.e private .1;esp0ndent
No. 4 to 9 were further promoted to BPS-20 vide Notification dated

10.04.2017 but the appellant remained deprived of such promotion

“due to lethargic attitude of the respondents in implementation of the

judgnlérit dated 28.10.2016 -passed by_thi.s Tribunal in favour of the.

appellant. The agony of the appellant was prolonged by the

‘

respondents  due to non-implementation of the judgment passed in

“his favour and this Tribunal had fo pass order dated 20.10.2021 in

the respondents to implement the said judgment. The afore-

mentioned order dated 20.10.2021 is reproduced as below:-

“Petitioner in person and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,

Addl. AG for the regspbndents present.

It is a matter of fact that the petitioner was one among

yirey

2

the parelist officers who were considered in PSB - Slasaner

the Execution Petition for the purpose of clarification and enabling

HE :-'.h?_uk hwes

Peshawas

meeting held on 14122012 ad the PSB had N Seryiee t




P
AL

petitioner from 14.12.2012. The respondenty are

6 -

recommended  his _sztperses;yion. However, in a
subsequent meeting of PSB held on 07. 08.2013, the

petitioner was again included in the panelist officers

Jor  consideration and was  considered  and

recommended for promotion to BPS-19 on regular

basis; and vide not{ﬁcd{ion dated 21.10.2013, he was

promoted  with immediate effect.  The petitioner

challenged his supersession recommended by the PSB
in its meeting held on 14.12.2012 and his scrvice

appeal No. 813/2014 was vet filed before this Tribunal

which later on was ﬁled and accepted vide Judgment
dated 28.10.2016 presently under implementation.

According 1o the spirit of the judgment. the suppression

of the petitioner was converted bito deferment on the

basis of precedent of the case of Dr, Mifi;czfv-zmad All
Chohan decided on 26.12.2012. The implementation of -

the judgment at credit of the petitioner is so far

awaited mainly for the reason of miscomprehension of

the operative part of the judement_ Therefore. it iy

clarified that the judgment under implementation is o

meant to undo the recommendations of supersession of

the petitioner by, PSR in its meeting held on 14.12.2012

and it operates for conversion of the recommendation

from  supersession _into _deferment of promotion,

Accordingly, the petitioner is deemed 1o be deferred for

promotion_on 14.12.2012. When the petitioner was

promoted in view of the recommendations of PSB made

on 06.03.2013, the present judgment was not in fleld

and this judgment has been _p_assed on 28.10.2016 fbr

conversion of the supersession of the 'pefirion_er' for

promotion into deferment of his promotion. therefore,

there is need for issuance of corrigendum of the order

dated 21.10.2013 to_antedate the promaotion of the |

A

. : , o ) . Khyuor ‘_:"a!f.i_u.uichwu
directed to issue the necessary corrigendum in the light > Seryice Tribuoat

Peshavwar




L wrong supelsessmn of the appellant in the meetmg of menual

K

- of given gbservations without further delay.(Emphasis

supplied). Copy' of this order be sent 1o .t_he
1‘_e.§pondents. Learned A4 G shall also take the
| respondents on board for :c:(m?ph'ance of this order.
Case to come up'orz 18.11.2021 beﬁ)fje S. B.
7. The judgment dated 28 10. 205() p»ls‘;{’:d by this Inbunal in

favom of the appellant was u]timately lmplemented b} the

resp(mdents afler conside_rable delay on 13. 10.2022 i.e after a delay
’ . 3 .

~ of about 06 years. It is evident from the record that had the

appellant not been wrongly superseded in the meeting of Provincial _

§ Sétectioﬁ. Board ‘held on 14.12.2012 faf promotibn to BPS-19 "and. -
_Edtcr on, had the judoment dated 28 10, 20]6 passed by this Trlbunal o
_"bemo timely 1mplemented the case of the appellant couid have also :

been placed before the vammal Selecuon Boaxd for hls promotlon_

'm 1he post of BPS 20 aiongwnh the respondents ‘who were - |

admlttcdly junior to the appeliant and were p:omoted to BPS- 70

v1de Notification dated ]0.04.201 7.

8. Dufi;_';g ;he pendency of his Execution Petition, the appéllant- R

reached the age of superannuation_on 131 1.2017 and é_tcjé)d Irétiréd'
vide Notification dated 02.03.2017 “issued’ by the competent

Authority. One of the contention raised by the respondents in their

- comments is Lo the effect that as the appellant was promoted to

BPS-19 after his retirement, thefﬁoré_, he is not entitled for further

promotion under the rules. The afore-mentioned contention of the

Ky {

‘ S‘-' vice Vr 1i'.|unal
Peshawas

Se Icctlon Board held on 14 12.2()}7 1‘01 piomouon to BPS 19 Ana




then nonéimplglnenl'afion of the judgmeht of this Tribunal by the .

respondents in due time that the case of the appellant could not be

placed before the Provincial Selection Board for his. further

promotion to BPS-20. The other contention ot the respondents is -

 that according to Scheduie-ll'c}ause 2 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa .
.I---Iealth (Management) Servibe Rules, . 2008, promotion to BPS-20 is -

being made on merit alongwith 04 months advance training in

management from a recognized institutions or PHSA, which -

~training has not been acquired by the appellant. The requirement of

04 months Management Training could not be imposed in case of

proforma prémi)tion of the appeliant to BPS-20 for the reason that it o

- was due to fault of the re's“pon'd'cnts that the'_appeilanz could nOt_bé

- promoted timely to BPS-19 and was thus deprived from 'attaining

the required Management Training. It is by now well settled that if

a person is not considered due to any administrative. slip, error or

delay when the right to be considered for promotion is matured and. -
without such consideration, he reaches the age of superannuation

before the promotion, then the avenue or pathway of proforma "

Pakistan in its judgmqnt 'rcporte_d as 2012 SCM_R _126;.has:_held as

below:-

'_ ‘_‘6;5 A perusal. of the ajore refe: red amended
provmon wou/d indicate that it was not wts ospecnve
Lin c;ﬁ%cr as it was specifi cally mpzrfarcd that it s*/m!r’ |

‘come into Jorce ar- orfce : The quemon oj

';enospectzvzrv or oﬂ?erwm was a mooi pozm‘ before'

RN A.MtNhK

- promotion comes into field for his rescué. Suprenie Court of -

nrubwe

- this Court in Muhammaa’ Am;ad v Israr 4/?!P?€d (2(){ 0 wbyberF riunal

< Bervice

?c&ha"\"&‘r

w
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SCMR 1466) and this Court candidly held zhur the
amended pr ovmon “could not be given. retrospcct:ve
effect. That bemg so, the ar*gan-zents of Learned Law
Officer with reference to SI-(ELS"@CH(JF! (3} of section 8
referred (o in the preceding paragraph would be of no
avail fo him. Coming fto the facts of this, we find that it
has ?rsor_ been disputed. before this Cowrt that much -
before the retirement of the respondents, a working
paper was prepared by the depart'men( with regard to |
their pmmoﬁog but the _maf.ferl' was cfela__ved without
any _;'usr{ﬁable_ reason and in  the meanwhile
.respondents attained the age of supemnmu':rtion. The}
cannot be made to suffer on.. account of the
departmental lapse. The cu-'gun'zems- of learned Law
“Officer that the respondenis were not entitled at the
“relevant time to be granted promonon Jor one reason
or the other is rather misconceived as the operative
part of the impngned Judgment has candidly directed
that the working paper of the respondents shall be
prepm’éd and they will be considered for grant of next
-grade notwithstandin g their retirement, if they are even
otherwise found enﬁz‘led. thereto. This in fact would

-now be prqforma promaotion.”

. chorled as 70?2 SCMR 2020 has held as below -

i

"6, If a person is not corsidered due i-to any -

administrative ahp up, error or delay when !/w r:gh{ to be
cm?.s'_zdered for pr()mou'on is matured and without such
consideration, he reaches to the age of sz.{percmmzazfo_h
before the promotion, then obviously the venue or: pathway
of prq}‘i)rm;} promation comes into ﬁe[d‘ Jor his rescue. If he

lost his promotion on account of any administrative

s
-oversight or deley in the meeting of DPC or Selection Board Kny»

9. _.Smnlarly, Supreme Court of Pak:btan i its Judeent
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despite having fitness, eligibility and seniorvity, then in all

fairness, he has «a . legitimate expectation for proforma

promotion with consequential benefits. The provision for
proforma promotion is not alien or unfamiliar to the civil
servant service structure but it is already embedded in

Fundamental Rule 17, wherein it is lucidly emmmerated that

the appoinfing az:tf?()rizy may, if satisfied that « civil servant
‘who was entitled to be promoted from a particular date was,

for no fault on his own wrongfully prevented from rendering

service to the Federation in the higher post, directs that
such civil servant shall be paid 'the. arrears of pay and
allowances (;f such higher post through proforma promotion
ér up-gradation arising from the antedated fixation of his

seniority. We often noted that unjustified delay in proforma

' cases trigger severe hardship and dz‘ﬁ"zcul!y for. the civil

servant and also create multiplicity of litigation it would be

in the fitness of things that the competent authority should.

fix a time line with strict observance for the designated

committees of prqforma‘ promotions in order to ensure
rational decisions on the matters expeditiously with its swift
implementdtion, rather than dragging or procrastinating all
stich issues inordinately or without ahy _rhybw or reasons
which ultimately compels the retired e}nployees to knock z!ée

doors of Courts of law for their withheld Iemnmate rights

which could otherwise be granred fo them in terms of

apphcable rules of service without prot afted litigation or

Court’s intervention.”

In view of the above discussion, the -appealf in hand

allowed and it is directed that the.case of the z_ippe.llémt be

within a period of 03 months of receipt.of copy of this

placed before the Provincial Selection Board for consideration of

his pro-fonﬁa-promotidn to BPS-20 with effect from 1'0.04.2017_

h t’t‘-’il." A f 3 Ld%\"
KS{:‘.VH u:naﬁ
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| - to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

- 26.10.2023

(MUHAMNAD AKBAR KHAN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE),

~ judgnent.. Pames are ieft to bear then own Losts F 1le be cozmgned
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APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF JUDGMENT

DATED 26/10/2023 PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.
507/23.
Respected Sir,

Dated: 16/11/2023
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The applicant ﬁled Service Appeal for Promotlon BPS- 20,

with effect from 10/04[2017 which was allowed vide judgment
dated 26/10/2023. (C’apy of Judgment is attached).
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It is, therefore, regg:'ested tbat._ the judgment of Khayber ‘.
P&kbtunkt_!am Service Tribunal may kindly be implemented,
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APPLICANT

Noor Ul Mabood -
S/0 Sahib Zadg

Ro. House No. 248, Street No. 1,

Sector J-4, Phage II, Hayatabad,
Pesbawar

CNIC No: 17301-1383248-3
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