&?} BEFORE TH'E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR ' ~|‘"
Service Appeal No.810/2018 o - |

- Date of Institution: 21.06.2018 B [
- Date of Decision:  22.01.2021 S |

Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/o Pir Muhammad Sufaid Ex-Computer Operator type-D!
“Hospital Shahbaz Ghari Mardan.

| (Appellant)
|
| VERSUS
District Health Officer Mardan and two other.
- (Respondents)
Roeeda Khan :and Taimour Ali Khan
Advocate | - For Appellant
" Riaz Ahmed Painda Khel
Ass?stant Advocate General For Respondents
MUHAMMAD JAMAL KHAN ' | MEMBER (J)
ATIQ UR REHMAN-WAZIR ' : MEMBER (E)

JUDGEMENT: -
ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR: - Brief facts of the case are that while serving as Junior
Clerk (BPS-?) in the office of District Health Officer Mardan, post of the abpéllant was
converted to that of Computer Operator (BPS-12), but was again withdrawn dated 07-
04-2014, against which the appellant filed departmental appeal dated 10-04-2014,
| which -was rejected at a belated stage dated 22-05-2018. Against the rejection order,
the appellant filed t'r}e instant service appeal dated 21-06-2018 with prayers that the
both the impugned ord'e‘rs dated 07-04-2014 and 22-05-2018 may be set aside and
position §f the appellant‘ may be restored to his original post i.e. Computer Operator

‘with‘ all back benefits.

02. Written reply/comments were submitted by respondents.

03.  Arguments heard and record perused.




2

-04. Learﬁed counsel for the -appellant contended that post of the app‘ellant was
. convertec':lf ‘f"rom' Jenief Clerk to that of Computer Operator by the competent'-aUtho‘rity,'
' bet was illegally ‘\‘N.it‘hdrawn without assigning any reason. That such order eannet be
.withdfeWh or rescinded ence it has taken legal effect and created certain rights in favor
| of_’the‘ appellant. Reliance was blaced on PLD 1991 SC 973. That no opportunity of
defense V\}aé afforded to the apbellant, nor he was cohéulted before withdrawal of his.
" conversion order, he however, was a civil servant and was required to be dealf with
undef the provisions of Vlaw and rules. That the apex court vide judgment in 1§97 SCMR
1552 has _-h-eld that even if the person is emplioyed as temporery or on contract baeis or
even probationer, he is entitled to a fair opportunity to clear his position. Tl'-lle learned
coensel added tHat the appellant was condemned unheard aed without observing the
mandatofy _proyisions of law. That order passed in violation of mandatory provisions of

law is void and no limitation would run for challenging such order. Reliance was placed

" on 2007 S . 834. That where a civil servant is not afforded a chance of personal
earing’ before passing an order, such order would be void ab initio. Reliance was
placed on 2003 PLC (CS) 365. On the question of limifation, the learned counsel added
that the appellant preferred departmental appeal well within time, but such aepeal was
rejected at a beleted stage on 22-05-2018, which created'av fresh cause of ‘action for
the abpellanf and on the basis of which the appellant filed the instant service appeal
within the stetutory period of thirty days. That where within the stipulated period of
ninety daYs, decision of departmental authority was not communicated to the civil
“servant, he had an option to either file appeal without waiting for decision of
departmeetal authority within stipulated period or he coufd wait till the date of
communication of decision of departmental authority and from said date he could file
appeal within the next thirty days. The appellant did the same in light of such
proposition.AReliance was placed on 2013 SCMR 1053 and 1995 SCMR 16. That the

apex court vide judgment in PLD 2002 SC 84 has held that where on ‘merit the
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o ‘ respondent had no. case, then llmltatlon would not be a hurdle in the way of appellant

4 for gettlng Justlce further observed that the court should not be reluctant in condonlng

the'dela’y depending upon facts'of the case under consideration. That the apex court

‘vid'e" j'u‘cl'_dment in 1999 SCMR 880 has held that condonation of delay being in the

S _ :dlscretton of the Tnbunal the fi ndlngs cannot be set aS|de on technlcal grounds alone,
_where nothlng contrary to the contention for condonation of delay was produced beforeﬁ

'the Tribuna'l, Supreme Court refrained from disturbing the ﬁndings of the Tribunal on
 the cluestldnpf Ilmitation as well. The learned counsel prayed that since the appellant

" was condemned unheard without observing the mandatory provisions of law, hence

both the impugned orders dated 07-04-2014 and 22-05-2018 may be set aside and

| position of the appellant may be restored to that of computer operator.

o - 05. Learned Assistant Advocate General appeared on behalf of official respondents‘

contendea-that the instant service appeal is time barred by four years and two months

in the first place as the impugned order was issued on 07-04-2014, whereas he filed the
instant service appeal on 21-06-2018. He further added that conversion of post of the

' appellant to that of computer operator as well as its withdrawal was done by the orders

of Chief Minister, which- was not a legitimate order and in a situation, besides
proceedings against the beneficiary of illegal appointments, the officers who were

responsible for implementing such order should also be held equally responsible.

Reliance was placed on S.A No 289/2016. The learned Assistant Advocate General

added that the instant appeal being devoid of merit may be dismissed.

06. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the record. Record
reveals that the appellant was initially appointed as Junior Clerk on the express orders
of Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa by the District Health Officer Mardan, which was

again cancelled by the same authority on the grounds of validity of the directives of the

Chief Minister. This Tribunal however, re-instated the appellant vide judgment dated

26-04-2017 in SA No 638/2016 on the grounds that the appellant was condemned
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unheard without conducting ahy inquiry, which has established a proposition that order

 issued in any manner by a competent authority cannot be undone without adopting the

legal course. Similarly, the order of conversion of his post to that of computer operator

was also issued by the competent authority on the directives of Chief Minister, which

. was again withdrawn without affording opportunity of defense to the appellant and

- . without observing the legal course. We are conscious of the fact that the order of

conversion of his post to that of computer operator issued in any manner has taken a

legal effect and created vested rights in favor of the appellant, which cannot be

withdrawn out rightly “without assuming legal course. The question of limitation as

- pointed out by the learned attorney was thoroughly examined and it was found that the

appellant filed departmental appeal against the impugned order dated 07-04-2014 well

“in time, but the same was rejected after lapse of four years on 22-05-2018, which

" however created a fresh cause of action for the appellant and on the basis of such

rejection, the appellant filed the instant appeal within statutory period of thirty days,

which is in consonance with Judgment of the Supreme contained in 2013 SCMR 1053

and 1995 SCMR 16. The learned attorney when confronted with the proposition was

"also unable to defend his stance.

- 07. In a situation, we are left with no option, but to set aside the impugned orders

dated 07-04-2014/22-05-2014 and accept the instant appeal as prayed for. Parties are

left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

~ ANNOUNCED
22.01.2021

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (J) MEMBER (E)
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e 32.01.2021 Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Riaz Ahmed Paindakhel,
R . learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Ziaullah Law Officer

for respondents present.

Viaé our defailed judgment of toda:y' of this Tribunal placfedlclm |
| VﬁIAe, we a're left with no option, but to set aside the impugned orders .
 dated 07-04-2014/22-05-2014 and accept the instant appe‘:al as
N prayed for. Parties are left to bear their oWn costs. File be co'nsfi‘gnéd |
‘to record room.

ANNOUNCED
22.01.2021

(MUHAMMAD~JAMAL KHAN) | (MR REHMAN WAZIR)

MEMBER (J) MEMBER (E)




16.11.2020 Junior counsel present on behalf of appellant.

Zara Tajwar AIearned Deputy District Attorney for

respondents present.

Former made a fequest for adjournment. Adjourned. To

come up for arguments on 08.12.2020 before D.B.

e )

(Atig ur Rehman Wazir) (Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) | Member (J)
08.12.2020 Appellant is present in person. Mr. Riaz Ahmad

Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General and Mr. Ziaullah, Law
Officer, for the respondents are also present.

According td appellant his counsel is pre-occupied in the

Hon'ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar, and could not spare
~ time today to appéar before this Tribunal for arguing the appeal
and requested for adjournment.

The perusal of preceding order sheets reveal that almost
thirteen adjournrhents have already been granted to learned
counsel fdr appellant, therefore, last chance is provided to
learned counsel for _.advancement of his argurhents on

22.01.2021 before

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) (MUHAMMAD JA

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




-

. !
*07.08.2020
08.10.
08.10.2020

/2020 for the same as:before.

T

Due to summer vacation case to come up for the same on

2020 betore D.B.

cr

Mr. Taimur Khan, Advocate present and submitted Vakalat

Nama in favor of appellant.

Zara Tajwar, learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith

. Ziaullah Legal Officer for respondents present.

~ Being freshly engaged learned counsel for appellant
requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for

arguments on 16.11.2020 before D.B.

£

(Atig ur Rehman Wazir) (RozZina Rehman)
"~ Member (E) ~ Member (J)
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16.03.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Asst: AG
alongwith Mr. Atif Ahmad, Assistant for respondents present.
Due to general strike on the call of Peshawar Bar Council, the

“instant case is adjourned. To come up for arguments on

15.05.2020 before D.B.

(MAIN MUHAMMAD)  (M.AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER MEMBER
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04.12:2019

t

04.02.2020

. 705.11.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Usman Ghani,

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Saleem Khan, Supdt for

respondents present. Appellant submitted an application
for adjournment wherein he stated that his counsel was
not available today. Adjourn. To come up for arguments
on 04.12.2019 before D.B.

Mémber Member

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman
Ghani learned District Attorney for the respondents present.
Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment.
Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 04.02.2020 before
D.B.

(HussainShah) (M. Amin Khan Kundi)

Member Member

Due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council,
learned counsel for the appellant is not available today. Mr.
Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Atif, Assistant
for the respondents present. Adjourned to 16.03.2020 fdr

arguments before D.B.

! I~

(Ahma}H/a;an) (M. Aml Khan Kundi)
Member Member



N
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11.07.2019 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Usman Ghani leamed Dlstrlct
 Attorney alongwith Muhammad Atif Assistant present. Learned o
counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To 1come

~ up for arguments on 20.08.2019 before D.B.

Memnber ‘ o ‘Member

e 120.08.2019 o Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney
- alongwith Mr. Atif Ahmad, Assistant for the respondents present. Learned

- counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned to. :

01.10.2019 for arguments before D.B.

(Hufssaian Shah) . (M. Amin Khan Kﬁndi)

Member ' Member

» B 01.10.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Riaz Ahmad, Paindakheil, Assistant -

AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Atif, Assistant for the respondents

counsel is busy before the Worthy Peshawar'High Court and cannot
attend the Tribunal today. Adjourned to 05.11.2019 fo»r'arguménts
before D.B.

(AHMAS?I—IASSAN) M. AMI/%AN KUNDI) -
MEMBER | 'MEMBER |

present. Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that his -



" 21.03.2019 Appellant in person and Addl. AG for the .~ ' ..
respondents present. = )
Due to second day of the strike on the call of Bar\_ :
Council, instant matter is adjourned to 18.04.2019 AR l
before the D.B. . N o ’ o
&-ﬂ : : : Ch rman o ; i
18.04.2019 Appellant in person present. M. Riaz Painadkhel
learned Assistant Advocate General for the responden't'sj
o present. Due to general strike of the bar cotméi‘l learned
‘ counsgl. for the appellant is not in attendance. Adjourned.-
To comequp for arguments on 14.06.2019 before D.B.
(Hussain Shah) - (M. Amﬁ(hanj Kundi)” ~
Member - Member L o
14.06.2019 | Due to general strike by the Pakistan Bar Couhcil, the
' .case is adjourned. To come up ‘for arguments on 11.07.201 9' :
before D.B.. L S
Member _ Member o




;

21.12.2048

18.01.2019

13.02.2019

. the appellant of Junior Clerk. To come up for argument/appointment -

Junior to counsel for fhe appellant and Mr. Kabirulah
Khattak learned Additionél_ Advocate General for the
resbondents present. Junior to counsel for the appellant
requested for adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant is
‘not available today. .Adjourhed. To come for arguments on

18.07:2019 before D.B.

(1@%1@ o (\vxﬁqymgd Amin Kundi)

Member , : : Member

Counsel for the appellanf present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Addl: AG for respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arg’uments on 13.02.2019

before D.B.
(Ahma‘d Hassan) (M. Amin Khan Kﬁndi)

Member Member

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakhel

learned Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present. It

was stated to the tribunal that the appellant was appointed as Junior
Clerk in BPS- 07 but the same order was cancelled. However the

appellant filled service appéal which was partially accepted and the |

impugned order was set aside but after decision of the service
appeal, the implementation order i.e. appointment of appellant as
junior clerk is not available on record. Representative of the

respondent department is directed to furnish appointment order of

order on 21.03.2019 before D.B.

Ay
(Muhammad Amin Kundi))
Member
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Appellant alongwikih her counsel present.

Mr.

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Hazrat
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Shah, Superintendent for the respondents present. Written
reply submitted. To come up for rejoinder and arguments
on 02.11.2018 before D.B. 4/

(Muhamma

Amin Khan Kundi)

Member

prae vener

I Wy

Neither appellant nor his counsel present. Mr.

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents

02.11.2018

present. Due to retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the
Tribunal is incomplete. Therefore, the case is adjourned.
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Service Appeal No. 810/2018

0:4.09.201-8 Couﬁsel for the appellant Pirzada Muhammad

Ismail present. Prelimineify arguments heard. It was
éontended by learned counsel for the éppellant that the
appellant was serving in Health Department as Computer
Operator, however, during service the respondent-
department withdrawn the said order of the appellant vide
order dated 07.04.2014 and he was posted as Junior Clerk
P instead  of Computer Operator. "l":ﬁ'é:m%’rppellant filed
departmental appeal but the same was rejected, hence, the
present service appeal. It was further contended that neither
proper inqﬁiry was conducted nor respondent-department
has mentioned any reason in the impughed order nor any
show-cause notice was issued tb the appellant nor
opportunity of personal hearing and defence was provided

to the appellant therefore, the impugned order is illegal and

liable to be set-aside.

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the
appellant needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for

regular hearing subject to deposit of security and process
Appellgp Daposited
Secufx K iocess Fee
e A respondents for written reply/comments for 01.10.2018

before S.B.

fee within 10 days, thercafter, notice be issued to the

AN

e s

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
- Member

o



16.07.2018 ' ““"Clerk to courisel *for the appellant present' and seeks
| adjournment due to general strike of the Bar. Adjourned. To come

up for preliminary hearing on 27.07.2018 before S.B.

(Aﬁmad Hassan)
‘ Member

27.07.2018 ~ Appellant Mr. Pirzada Muhammad ~ Ismail
: ;!!alongwith his counsel Miss. Roeeda Khan Advocate present

i+« 7 77 andheard in limine.

Contehds _that).thelappe]]'ant was iilegally removed from
service. HoWéye_t, on perusal of his appoinfment order, it .'
appears that he. was appointed on the direction of the Chief
‘Minister,’ ‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa aﬁd in this way his
appointment as well as removal order were not passed in the
light of thélrecruitihent policy. In the circumstances, yet pre-

admiésion_notice be given to the respondents for 04.09.2018

<

Chairman

for preliminary heafing before S.B.
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of "
Case No.__ . ___810/2018
S.No. Dateoforder | Orderor q;h_ey“pijgge‘g(j‘ir)gs with signature of judge
proceedings St e e -

1 2 | ' 3
. 21/06/2018 A The appeal of Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail presented
today by Ro'ee'da Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution
Register anﬂ bv‘ut‘upz'to- the Leall'n‘éd Membe\for prober order please.

&—*«/

REGISTRAR 116 |13
This case is entrusted to S. Bench.for preliminary hearing to

| be put up there.on ¢

—

- MEMBER
25.06.2018 | | Appel]élntw absent. Learned counsel for appellant also
absent. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing .on!
= 16.07.2018 before S.B.

oy
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'BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
g R |
: In Re Service Appeal Xlo /2018
‘Mr. Pirzada Muhaminad Ismail
VERSUS
District Health Officer Mardan and others
. INDEX , 7

S# | Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. | Grounds of Appeal 1-6
2. | Affidavit. 7
3. | Addresses of Parties. 8
4. | Copy of appointment order A q
5. | Copy of arrival report 3} B e

16. | Copy of order dated 28/05/2014 o W
7. | Copy of Service appeal L “D” DR
8. | Copy of Converted order 3 “B” Y
9. | Copy of withdrawal “F” 1S
10. | Copy of departmental appeal “G” A
11. | Copy of rejection order “‘H” !
12. | Other documents \Prrdsasn s cnowwin 2L 18
13. | Wakalatnama

‘Dated: 05/06/2018 - W

Appellant
@
Roeeda Khan
o |

1 | | ! Afshan Manzoor

Through

Advocates, High Court
Peshawar ‘

. %
T
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR e
| | e e
& ImReS.A__ Blo /2018 “;m’é\l ~4-30/%

Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/o Pir Muhammad Sufaid
Ex-Computer Operator BPS 12 type-D Hospital Shahbaz

Gari.

BSTSRE A— (Appellant)
VERSUS |

1. District Health Officer Mardan |
9. Director  General Health  Services  Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Secretary Health Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

£
3

----------------- (Respondents).

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT -
Fitedto-day 1974 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AGAINST THE
mée?s:ﬁ?éf ORDER DATED 07-04-2014 WHERE BY THE
>\ PPELLANT HAS BEEN WITHDRAWN FROM
' THE POST OF COMPUTER OPERATOR AND
AGAINST WHICH THE DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL DATED _ 10/04/2014 HAS BEEN
REJECTED ON__ 28/05/201¢, ON NO GOOD
'GROUNDS

\ B,



Prayer:-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
07/04/2014, 28/05/2018 MAY KINDLY BE
SET-ASIDE _AND _APPELLANT MAY
KINDLY BE RE-INSTATED-INTO HIS
ORIGINAL _POST LE. COMPUTER
OPERATOR WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS
OF SERVICE AND ANY OTHER RELIEF
MAY KINDLY BE GRANTED DEEMED
FIT IN THE CIRCUMSTANCES

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the appellant is initially appointed as
Junior Clerk BPS-7 on dokedd 22/04/2014
(Copy of appointment order is attached as

Annexure “A”).

2. That the appellant take the charge of the said
office order on 23/04/2014. (Copy of arrival

report is attached as annexure “B”)

Regidenshas been cancelled the order

dated 22/04/2018 on 28/05/2014 without any




reason by the Respondent department. (Copy of

order dated 28/05/2014 as annexure “C”)

4. That the appellant filed S/A No0.638/16 before
the Hon’ble Tribunal which has been decided on
27/04/2017.(Copy of Service appeal is attached

«D”)

5. That the Respondent No. 1 converted the
appellant to the post of Computer operator BPS-
12 on 05/05/2014 from the post of Junior Clerk
(Copy of Converted order is attached as

annexure “E”)
|-

6. That on 07/04/2014 the appellant has been -
withdrawn from the post of Computer operator
BPS-12 by the Respondent departﬁent Withput
adopted proper procedure of law.(Copy of

withdrawal is attached as annexure “F”)

7. That the improper withdrawn/cancellation order

creator a lot of doubts because the appointment

order of the appellant as computer operator was
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issued on 05/05/2014 while the cancellation

order was issued on 07/04/2014.

8. That the appellant had filed Departmental
appeal on dated 10/04/2014 against the
impugned order dated 07/04/2014. (Copy of

Departmental appeal is annexed as annexure

. “G”)

9. That the said departmental appeal has been -
- 5 - -
rejected on o%/05/2018. (Copy of rejected order is

|
annexed as annexure “H”)

10. That the order impugned is liable to be set aside

on the following grounds.

Grounds:

A.That the impugned order 1s 1illegal, Void and
being passed in utter violation of law and |

rules on the subject.
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B. That the appellant has not been treated
according to law and mandatory provisions of

law have been violated by Respondents.

C.That no charge sheei?\ ng&allegation has been
served and rec;eived by the appellant no vfinal
show cause Notice has been issued by‘the |
Respondént Department which is a

mandatory provision.

D.That no illegality has been created in part of

the appellant.

E. That no regular inquiry has been conductéd
into the matter to find out the true facts and
circumstances and prove the allegations
leveled against the appellant, v_vhicvh
depértment admitted 1n their imp@gned

%

order.

F. That even the appellant was not provided the

opportunity of personal hearing.




Dated: 05/06/2018

.
‘b"
&

G.That the appellant was not provided the

opportunity of cross examination.

H.That he appellant seeks permission of this
- Hon’ble Tribunal for further additional

grounds at the time of arguments.

It 1s, therefore, most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of this appeal both the impugned
order dated 07/04/2014, 28056/2018 may
kindly be set-aside and appellant may kindly
be re-instated into his original post 1le.
computer operator with all back benefits of
service and any other relief may kindly be
granted deemed fit in the circumstances.

Any other relief not specifically asked for
may also graciously be extended in favour of the
appellant in the circumstances gf the case.

Appellant

@& - &
Roeeda }(ban
© 4
Afshan Manzoor

Advocates, High Court
Peshawar.

Through

NOTE:-
No such like appeal for the same appellant, upon the

same subject matter has earlier been filed by me, prior to the
instant one, before this Hon’ble Tribunal. :

Advocate.
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In Re Service Appeal /2018

Myr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail

VERSUS

District Health Officer Mardan and others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/o Pir Muhammad
Sufaid Ex-Computer Operator BPS 12 type-D Hospital
Shahbaz Gari, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare
‘that all the contents of the accompanied appeal are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief and nothing has been concealed or withheld
from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT
Identified By: QZ/

Roeeda Khan
Advocate High Court
Peshawar.

04 JUN 2016




-~ 8-

BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

- In Re Service Appeal /2018 -

Myr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail
VERSUS

District Health Officer Mardan and others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT.

Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/o Pir Muhammad Sufaid
Ex-Computer Operator BPS 12 type-D Hospital Shahbaz
Gar.

RESPONDENTS:

1. District Health Officer Mardan

2. Director  General  Health  Services. Khyber'
Pakhtunkhwa.

3. Secfetary Health Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Dated: 05/06/2018

Appellant

Through @/‘_{:’"
Roeed; Khan
Q &
Afshan Manzoor

Advocates, High Court
Peshawar.
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F ICE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER, MARDAN

APPOINTMENT ORDER

r Ph: # (0937) 9230030 Fax: # (0937) 9230349 Emoui edohmr@yahoo.com

As per written direction of the Hon: Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa by relaxing all the codal .
formalities as a special case. Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/0 Pir Muhammad Sufaid. Village Arzi
Abad Muhib Road Tehsil & District Mardan is hereby appointed Junior Clerk: BPS-7 Plus usual.
allowances as admissible under the rules and posted at DHO Office, Mardan on thefollowmg terms and
conditions:-

N '

. Terms & Conditions:-

1. Heis domiciled in Dlstnct Mardan. : .
His appeointment is purely on temporary basis for a probation period of mltrally one year and is

2.
liable to terminate at any time without assigning any notice or reason.
3. He will not be entitled to any “TA/DA for Medical examination and joining the first appointment.
4. His appointment will be subject to medical fitness for. Govt: service. .
5. Heisliable to serve anywhere in District as well as in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ~ ﬁ
6. He will be governed by such service rules and order as framed by the Government from time to '

time for the category of government servants to which he belongs. \
7. His services can be dispensed with during the probatlon period, if his work and conduct found

™

unsatisfactory. .

8. If he wishes to resign his service, he will submit his resignation two montris notice' in advance in’
writing or deposit one month salary in lieu thereof to Govt: Treasury, however he will contmue
to serve the Govt: till her reSIgnatton is accepted by the competent authority. A

~
it the accepts the above-mentioned terms and conditions, he should report to the DHO Mardan for duty

on his own expenses within seven days after the receipt of this letter, otherwise his appointment order’
~will be considered as cancelled.

J

'N.B:- you will have no legal rights to challenge your termlnatton in case |f your Academxc & Professional
“documents have been found fake.

/

District Health Officer
Mardan

No. 7‘{40-4;4. /DHO ‘ dated Mardan the 24—/ & /2014
. : . ==/

A copy is forwarded to the:-
1. District Comptroller of Accaunts, Mardan.
2. Deputy DHO Mardan
3. Accountant DHO Office Mardan
4, Computer Cell, DHO Office Mardan.

3. Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/O Pir Muhammad Sufard Village Arzi Abad Muhib Road
Tehsil & District Mardan

+




Dtsu ict Health Olﬁccr
Mardan

Subject: ARRIVAL REPOR’

Ke.s pected Sir, \

With due respect it is stated that I am appointed as Tumor Clerk vide Office Order issued by
the District Health Officer, No. 7140 44, dated 22/04/2014; 1 have the honour to submJt my

Arrival report today on 23/04/2014 (Fore Noon)

Tt is therefore requested to please accept my Arrival report and oblige.

Ihanks

Obediently,
gy?ﬂaflj

‘ Plrzada M. u]zammad Ismail

> Junior Clerk DI 10 Office, Mardan .
Son of o
Pir Muhammad Sufaid (Gharib Nawaz) v

~
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into the government exchequer regarding the salary an

. Copy forwarded to the: -
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' OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER, MARDAN

-Ph: # (0937) 9230023, Fax: # (0937) 9230349, Email: edohmr@yahoo.com

' | OFFICE ORDER

No. 7140 — 44/DHO, dated Mardan  the
Pirzada Muhammad Ismail: S/o. Pir
d. Muhib Road, Tehsil & District

~ The office order bearing
292/04/2014, regarding the appointment of M.
Muhammad Sufaid, resident of village Arzi Aba
Mardan, as a
immediate effect, due to the personal obse
validity of the directives of the Honourable Chief Minister o
and also the verbal directives of MPAs of District Mardan.

4 Muhammad Ismail S/o Pivr Muhammad: Sufaid, can
volicy iof the

rvation of the undorsignow segiurding the
f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

However, Mr. Pirzad
apply for the same post through props» channel as per laid down
governmen!. ‘ ‘ ' ;
Moreéver, Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/o Pir Muhammad Sufaid,

Junior Clerk, BPS — 07, is hereby divected'to immediately deposit the entire amount
d allowances which he has

from the date of appointment till date and submit

received against the mentioned post
on of the office of the undersigned , failing

the receipt in original to the account sectl
which the undersigned is liable to proceed against Mr.

per rules and regulations.

Sd
. , District Health Officer
- . Mardan
No. 9S$2/~ R DHO MRD : Date: 262/ S /2014

-

1. Director General, Health Services, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

P o Secretary to Goves Khiyher Pakhioankhwa, Henlth Department, Peshawar,
District Account Olticer, Mardan. -,

Accountant , DHO Office, Mardan.

Computer Cell, DTTO Office, Mardan. , '

Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/o Pir Muhammad Sufaid, village Arzi Abad,

oW W

‘ / Muhib Road, Tehsil & District Mardan, for information and strict compliance.

.—;)/f : )
District }[eaﬁ%/ cer

I

Mardan

B
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Junior Clerk BPS « 07, plus usual allowances is herebv_cancelled with

Pirzada Muhammad:Ismail, as



Datl?,.of
ordery

R ' 2

”

'} Oxdormrnthcr procecdngs with slénatdr.e ofJudgc ¢

y._wqqeedingrs-)”\

T
26.04.2017

l
]
S |
T

| constraining him 10 prefer the instant  scrvice appeal on

-
v

Appeal No. 63 8/2016

Pir Zada Mubammad Ismail Versus Direclor General Health
Services. Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar and another.

MUBAMMAD AZIM EHAN ACRIDL CUAIRMAN::.
Counsel for- the appetlant andd Mr. Usman Ghani. Scoior

Government Pleader for respondents present.

2. Pir Zada Muhammad lsmail son ol Pl Muhammad Sulaid

hereinalter refereed o as the appellant has preferved the instant

service appeal under Scetion 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Cervice Tribunat Act; 1974 against order dated 28.05.2014 vide
. : »

which his appointment order was withdrawn and where-against

his departmental appeal dated 16.02.2016. was nol responded

13.06.2016.

3. We have heard arguments ol learned counset lor the

appcllant as well as (carned Scnior Government Pleader for

respondents and perused the record.

4. A carcful perusal of reeord would suggest. that the:
v P ! -

. : . . . . . oA . "
impugned order was -passed without ajfording an apportunity of |+

hearing Lo the appellant as neither any notice was served nor any
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OFFICE OT THE DISTRICT HEAL
Ph: # (0937) 9230030 Fax: # (0937) 9230349

OFFICE ORDER:

la pursuance of the Honurable Chicf Minister Directive recorded on tl-lc applieation *

received through Director Gen.cral’ Hca!th- §érviécé Kh ‘ ber I’akhfnnldnva Peshawar
. vide letter No. 322/Personnel Dated Pes"liaiva.r'..tﬁé 30/04/2014. (Copies attached) The post

of Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail S/O Pir Muhammad Sufaid Junior Clerk BPS-07 of this

office is heret;y converted to the post of Computer Operator BPS-12 against the vacant post - .

4

at Type-D hospital Shahbaz Garhi

District Health Officer <"
: ) ' Mardan \/
No, 5@077’5 9 /DHO  dated -Mardan the 0370512014 )
Copy to the: e - '

L. PS 1o Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar a
2. PS 1o Secretary Health, Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Director General Health Services, Khyber Pakhtunkiiwa, Peshawar vide his letier No.
quoted above, ‘
4. Incharge Type-D Hospital Shahbaz Garhj
3. District Comptroller of Accounts, Mardan
6. Accountant, DHO Office; Mardan
7. Computer Cell, DHO Office, Mardan
.~ 8. Official concerned

District Health %
Mardan f ‘
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District Healtl; Department —ﬁv’v terdlecs
DISTRICT HEALTH CFFICER
Mardan (Khyber Pckhi‘unkwfc)

Ph: # {0937) 2230030 Fox: & (0937) 9230345
_ Emai: edohmu@yehoo.com
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i OFFICE ORDER .

As directed by the Dlrector Genemi Health Services, Kh

A yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide N
telephomc direztion at 09:00 PM dated 23/05:201&, the office order issucd by this gffice vide

B No. 8077—84/DHO, Mardan dated 05/03/2014 in respect of Mr. Pirzada Muhammad tsmuil

}

... SIOPir Muhanm‘ 2 Sufaid-for the post of Computcr Operator BPS-

12 is herby withdrawn
with lmmedzatc effect.

Y Lo o Disirict Heal:h Officer
Mardan

. J_/_&,S ¥4 /DHO dated Mardan the

pv to the:

-PS to Hon: Chief thst\,r, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

) Director Generat Health Services, K | vur-Pax
3222/Peshawar datsd 30/04/2014

District Comptroller of Accounts, \/fardau

Incharge TDEI- Shahbaz Garhi

Accoun'nnt. DHO Office. Mardan

Computer Ceil, DHO Office, Mardag .

Off' cial Concx.rn..d '

N e

hlurkh\va Peshawar w/r 1o his 'ctier No.

~ O\ Lh Ao

Disrrict Heaith (‘

e

o , - Mardan/ } /

P
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Honourable sy, - '

aption: De artmental a

- Created z ot of doubts,

Dated: 10-04-2014

The DHO,

Mardan,

eal against the oircj!er da;ced 07-04-2014.

With extreme.r‘ee!mg of respect, it is ;tated that I'was appointed as Junjor Clerk BPS-7, vid :
Order I\Jo\714_0—44/DHO, dated 22/04/2014 {Annex-A), Belatedly, my

was allowed vide office order No.8077-84/DHo da
Junior Clerk BPS-07 to the:post
Honorable Chijet Minister KPK. Howey
without any written directive

Cadre change/conversio@a
ted Mardan the 05/05/2014 {Annex-B) frpnﬁ
+ a5 per the written directive o
er, due to unknown reason this order was vaithdrq,w,ﬁ
of combeteht' Au}horfty arbitrarily, withaut providing me any;

Opporturity of hearing, vide Office Order No.8'152-58/DHO dated Mardan the O7/Q4/2014'
_,(Annex-C).AH this was done in such a hurry zhat'my anpointment as Computer Operator wa
issued on 05/05/2014 but the so called cancellation order was s

sued ‘on 07/04/2014, which”

Foregoing i view it's beseeche
me on my erstwhile position
mentioning that the applicant is

*

d that kindly issye an

ie. Computer Operator as ey debhito Jjustitiae

duly qualifiad for the post,

I"hoped that Your goodself shaji give du

& weightage to my humble request. Thanks. i
anticipation. 1

our Sincere,
.,H;_/Ac,____,_af{}ef&of[( Pirzada Muhammag Ismail,

NIC: 16101-9307873-1

Py




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
* HEALTH DEPARTMENT

No. SOH-111/8-89/2018({Pirzada Ismail) /

Dated the Peshawar 22" May, 2018 -

To

The District Health Officer,

Mardan.

SUBJECT: REQUEST REGARDING _CORRIGENDUM

NO.12428/PERSONAL DATED 22 JUNE,2017

| am directed to refer to your letter No. 7327/DHO dated 11-04-2018.and to !
state that the subject appeal/request regarding re-instatement as computer operator in '

respect of Pirzada Muhammad Ismail. Junior Clerk attached to your office is hereby regretted

GATRY CLERK
OnQ OFEICE RMARDAN
MO o i {/5 -

B A e Wt

Endst: of even no & date.

Copy forwarded to:-

PS to Secretary Health,‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

e fficer-1ll

IN__REINSTATEMENT ORDER
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
: SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InReSA___ /2018
Mr. Pir Zada Muhammad Ismail
VERSUS

Health Department
| | /
APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY (if any)

Respectfully Sheweth,

Petitioner submits as under:
1. That the above mentioned appeal is filing before this
Hon’ble Tribunal in which no date is fixed for

" hearing so far,

2. That the the departmental appeal of the appellant has
been rejected on 25/05/2018 then filed the instant

service appeal.

Grounds:

A. That the impugned orders are void order and no

limitation run against the void orders.




b

‘1‘\\
R

B. That the final order was communicated to the

appellant in the year 2018.

c. That the appellant has been withdrawn from the post
of computer operator without any reason and without
fulfilling the codal formalities i.e. no charge sheet,
no statement of allegation, no show cause notice has
been served to the appellant so the impugned order is

void and no limitation run against the void order.

p. That there are number of precedents of the Supreme
Court of Pakistan which provides that the cases shall

be decided on merits rather than technicalities.

It is, therefore, requested that the limitation
period (if any) may kindly be condone in the

interest of justice.

Appellant
Through

@
Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court

‘Peshawar.
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BEr YRE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
<
ReVJeW Service Appeal No. 810/2018 in Service Appeal No. 638/2016

Mx.PirzadaMuhammadIsméil........“..........................».’ ...... TN (Appeliant)

District Health Officer Mardan
& Others..........o....... JOTU S SO et et e (Respondents)

Preliminary Objections:-

1. That Appellant did not come with clean hands.

2. That Appellant has got no cause of action and loéal standi.

3. That Appeal is time Barred for about 04 years & two months.

4. That Computer Operator post is BS-16 and does not come under the Jurisdiction of Respondent
No.1. ‘

5. That Computer Operator post is BS-16 and shall be appointed tHrough NTS as per policy of Health
Department Govt of KP#. |

6. That appellant was appointed/ adjusted as Junior Clerk BS-7 on the ;compliance of Judgment of
Service Tribunal-Peshawar. , .

7. That the appeiiént order of Computer Operator No. 8077-84/DHO Mardan dated 05-05-2014 is
correct. Moreover the date of cadcellaﬁon order 07;04-2014 is a clerical mistake and requested to

"neglect this error. [t was confirmed from dispatch register. The cancellation order was issued on
07-05-2014 No. 8152-58/DHO.

8. That the respondent No. 1 has got no authority to appoint appellant without NTS Test as the right

of other deserving candidates being involved in the matter.

9. Itistherefore requested to dismiss appeal of the appellant with cost. .

ON FACTS

Pertains to record hence no comments.
Pertains to record hence no comments.

Pertains to record hence no comments.

L b=

Correct: An compliance of Service Tribunal order dated 26-04-2017, the appellant was adjusted
against the post of BS-7 as Junior Clerk.

5. Incorrect: Ex-DHO had got no authority to convert the post of BS-7 to BS-16, which was against
the policy of Health Depértment KPK, which was then withdrawn by EX-DHO as it was against

the Health Policy and codal formalities was not followed. Reply also given in Supra Paras

Preliminary Objection




Incorrect: Reply as given in Supra Paras Preliminary and Supra Para No. 5. Furthermore the!
withdrawn _/ cancellation of Computer Operator BS-16 was justified, because the rights of
deserving” candidate with requisite qualification was at stake, so to save the rights of other
candldate was saved, other reply has been given Supra Para Preliminary objections.

lncorrect. Cancellation order which was issued on 07-04-2014 may be read as 07-05-2014 which

was a Computer / Clerical mistake and may be ignored.

Incorrect: As per policy of Health Department BS-16 post of Computer Operator shall be B
advértised and selection shall be made through NTS in the best interest of public. The appeal was

then regretted on account of being Health Policy.

Incorrect: The appeal may be dismissed on above discussion with cost.

ON GROUNDS: N

Incorrect: Reply as given in Supra Paras.
Incorrect: Reply as given in Supra Paras.

Incorrect: Appellant was adjusted against the vacant post of Junior Clerk BS-7 in compliance of

Court order.

N

No Comments:

Incorrect: There is no need of eﬁquiry because respondent No. 1 Ex-DHO had got no jurisdiction,

discretionary power to convert the post of Junior Clerk BS-7 to Computer Operator BS-16 as per

“policy of Health Department Govt of KPK.

Incorrect:

Incorrect

Incorrect: The appellant shall be stopped and dlsmlssed the appeal in favour of Health

Department and to save the rights of other deserving & eligible candidates.

It is therefore request that the appeal of the appellant may please be dismissed.

Secretdry to Government 2- Directop#General Health Services
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Health Deptt; * Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

District M

Mardan




' BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

- PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

In'S.A#810/2018

Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismail |
Versus

Health Depertment

] REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF
| APPELLANT

Resp_‘eetfullv Sheweth,

All the Prelinﬁnary ‘ebj'ection raised by t_he o
_Respondents ere‘ jncorrect,and baseless and not -
in accordance with law and rules because the
appointment order of appellant as Computer
operator 'BPS~_12. properly approv'eg} from
director General Health Services through
“proper channel, moreover there is no NTS -
pohcy existed at that time furthermore When a
clerical mistake has been made. by Respondent
department then corrlgendamhas been 1ssued by
the ‘Respondent . department but there is ‘no

corrlgendam has been 1ssued by Respondent'.f

| department .




1. Para 1 of the appeal is correct.

- 2. Para 2 of the appeal is correct.

3. Para 3 of the 'appeal 18 correct/ the appointmeht
order dated 22/04/20147 has been cancelled by
- the Respondent department on 28/05/2014

without any reason.
4. Para 4 of the appeal 1s correct.

5. Para 5 of the appeal.is corxfecf. while para‘ 5; of
the 'répl'y is inéqrrect, moréover the cohveré{oh |
order dated 0505/2014 of' tﬁe appellant .asf
computer operatof (BPS-12) has beeﬁ appro?éd
from DG Health services.-biy the DHO througﬁ

: vProper.channel so the withdrawn ordexf of the |
said poét by DHO is agai-nst the law, moreover
the Respondent d‘epértment withoﬁt any reason
‘and WithOﬁt fulfilling codal fox‘mality with
‘d‘raWn the appellant from the said post. (Copy‘

| of application approved from the DG Health is

attached)




6. Para A6\ofi the appeal-'-‘ is correct wh11e reply is
incorrect. The Respondent depértméht without
fulfilling codal formality withdrawn the
appellant ,fr'dm the pbst_ of computer operator
BPS-12 ‘althqugh the appellant received salary

for the said post from Résp_ondenf department

7.Para 7 of the appeal is correct while reply is
incorrect . already explained in reply of

preliminary paras.:

8.Para 8 of the appeal is correct while reply is
" incorrect already explained in. reply of

- preliminary paras.

9.Para 9 of the appeal is correct while reply 1s
incorrect the departmental appeal of the

appellant has been rejected on no good gfo@nds.

ON GROUNDS:-

‘All the grounds of the appeél are correct and
accordé;lce with law éﬁd p‘revailing fules and
that - of: the Re-spondents- - éré ~iv.ncorrect
baseless and not-ih accordénce With’ilaw and

rules hence denied, because the appointment

order of appellant as 'COmputer operator




- BPS-12 properly approved from direétor.7

’ . I | G}ene:ru.al~ Health Services, moreover there. is
z no NTS ~policy existed at thallt. time,
| furtl.le,rmorel when a clerical mistake has
been made by Respondent depaffment then
corrigendém has :been _issued by the
.'Respondénf dep-ax.'tment bgt there is ‘no
- corrigenda@ has beer;* 1ssued by j_t-he

h Réspondeht department .

| It 1'5', ) tberefore, requested that t}ze
L appea] may kind]y be accepted as prayed for..

Dated 02/1 1/2018

o P titiomzr///”

.Through‘ . @9” . .

. Roeeda Khan , :

+ Advocate, High Court
Peshawar.




VAKALAT NAMA

A. NO.__Blo /2018

IN THE COURT OF _Kf_ Sexvice o lenal ﬁs&;,m,
Mw&m&n_ (Appellant)

(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)
VERSUS :

ool De pit | (Respondent)
(Defendant)

I/V\/e,‘e‘a_m M namninag 2 é’A/hr\ov‘«@

Do hereby appoint and constitute M. Asif Yousafzai, Advocate Supreme Court
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for
me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for
his defauit and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on
my/our costs. '

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

Dated - /20

ACCEPTED

PieN

Y M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI
Y _ Advocate Supreme Court
KL) Peshawar.

| B.C NO# 10-7327
W Het G, /0’447/44 * CNIC # 17301-5106574-3

OFFICE:

Room # FR-8, 4™ Floor,
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar,
Cantt: Peshawar

Cell: (0333-9103240)




. KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No. 849 /ST Dated °3-[o 8/ 2021

To :
The District Health Officer, ,
. Government of Khyber Pa'.khtunkhwa,’
Mardan. - ' ‘
Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 810/2018, PIRZADA MUHAMMAD ISMAIL,

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of J udgement
dated 22.01.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

/é%&%TRAR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
'SERVICE TRIBUNAL |
PESHAWAR.

Encl: As aBove : . . kl\.\»'\ o
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1. D 2006 Supreme Court 572

"Present: Mian Shakiru(lah Jan, Ch. Ijaz Ahmed and Syed Jamshed A, JJ

GOVERNMENT OF BALOCHISTAN through Secretary, Services

' and Gencral
Administration Department and another-—Petitioners

Versus T ;"
, kkhawaja MUHAMMAD NASEER--Respondent ‘
Cuvil Petition No.53-Q of 2004, decided on 21st April, 2006.

Against the judgment dated 25-3-2004 passed by Baiochistan Service Tribunai Queta in
S.A.No.21 of 2000).

Balochistan Service Tribunals Act (V of 1974)---

~=--8. 4---Appeal bhafore Service Tribunal---I'mpiied condonation of delay---Question of
- limilation---Waiver---Departmental appeal was flled with a delay of 5 'h v:urs, which appea! was
: dismissed by competent authority---Service Tribunal without deciding qu :stion of limitation as
' raised by the authorities, partially allowed appeal of civil servant---Vahdity---Uniess competent
authority had condoned the delay with conscious application of mind, guest on of linudtatior would
cemain open for comsideration of Service 7o bunai---Ne waiver on cuestion of limitation. |
marucularly if question of limitation ‘n filing appeal or represertatior before departmenzal
authority was raised befure Sernvice Tribunai---Service Tribunal was beund to examine such
question and record {ts decision---Concept of unplied condonation of dilay did not fit in the
scheme of law of limitation hecause applicaton ad to be made for seeking, condonation, showing |
sufficient cause to the sausfaction of the forum concerned, who might graat or decline the sames+-
Discretion had to be exercised in a st ang legal manner and it could not be exercised arbitraviiv or ‘
fancifully---Vice of accepting implied cendonation of delay was that in absence of grounds and
:cusons for condonation of delay. it was not possible for Court of appeal tv examine the questor as
o whether delay was rightiy condoned---Service “itibunal in assuming that the delay atood
condoned implicdly was clearly w eror---Supreme Court converted petition fur leave w ariei
inte appeal and set uside judgment passed by Service Tribunal---Appeal was aliowed.

Muhammad Younis and 3 others v. The Chairman, WAPDA, Lahore and another 989
«» SCMR 174, The Chairman PIAC and others v. Nasim Malik PLD 199C SC 951 Anwaral Huq v.
|'cderation of Pakistan through Secretary Estak -shment Division, slamabad and 13 ethers 1995
SCMR 1505 State Bank of Pakistan v. Khyber Zamnan and others 2004 SCMR 1426, Thayatullab
and others v. Director-General and otaers 2006 SCMR  535; Zafir Mahmood, tx-iine
Superintendent, WAPDA v. WAPDA +hrough Superintending Engineer ( Zicctricity, and anct.er
'991 SCMR 640, Anwar Muhammad v. Generai Manager, Pakistan Raliways, Lahore ant anothier
1995 SCMR 950, Israr Ahmad Khan v. Government of N.-W.F.P. and others 1990 SCMR [ 15¢ and
Ahsan Ali and others v. District Judge and others PLD 1965 SC 167 fol.

Salah ud Din Menpal. A -G. for Pctitioners.
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Mushtag Ahmad Anjum, Advocate Supreme Court for Respondent.
Date of hearing: 21st April, 2006.

JUDGMENT

SYED JAMSHED ALY, J.-——The Government of Balochsitan and another seck Jeave to appeal
against the judgment dated 25-3-2004 of the learned Balochistan Service Tribunal whereby appeal
of the respondent was partly allowed and he was held ennitled to pro forma prometion as Director,

Primary Education (BS-20) with effect frqm 17-11-1992. The brief facts of the case are noted
hereunder.

2. The respondemt started his career as J.V. Teacher on 16-9-1949, m the Education
Department of Government of Balochistan, earned due promotions and wes awarded 3S8-19 on
30-5-1991. Vide order dated 6-3-1993, he was appninted as Acting Dircctor, Primary Education, a
post in BS-20, and wa$ allowed to draw the pay of the said post with effect from 1-7-1992. On

reaching the age of superannuation, he retired on 13-3-1993. However, vide order dated 4-8-1993,
he was allowed move-gver to BS-20 with effect from 1-12-1992.

i
"ot 3. After his retirement, case for his regulai promotion as Director, Primary Education, was '
placed before the Provincial Selection Board. Besides, the respondent one [iaz Ahmad Malik was

also a contender for the said post. The said Board in its meeting held on 21-3-1993, approved ljac

Ahmad Malik for profnotion to the said ppst. A formal notification was 1ssued to this cffect on
24-10-1993.

4. On 17-10-1998, the respondent flled a representation for pro forma promotion to B3S-19
with effect from 1-7-1989, in BS-20 with effect frem 1-7-1991 and as Director, Primary Education
with effect from 1-7-1992. The appeal was contested by the petitioners but was partly allowed by
the learned Balochistan Service Tribunal vide judgment dated 25-3-2004 inasmuch as that the
claim of the respondent for pro forma promotion to BS-19 was dismissed but it was allowed for

pro forma promotion to BS-20 with effect from 17-11-1992, the date when the case was referred to
the Provincial Selectian Board.

—

5. The learned Advocate-General, representing the petitioners, submits that the appeai of
the respondent before the learned Service Tribunal was not competent because the departmental

representation was hopelessly barred by time and even on merits the learned Tribunal only
undertook an unwarranted academic exerdise for the reasons that the respondent was aliowed the
pay and all other benefits of grade 20 on account of move over to BS-20, with effect from
1-7-1992 and even if he had to be promoted with effect from 17-11-1993 1o grade 20 he would not
be cntitled to any further benefit such as the increment because of the bar :ontained in the policy
circular of the Finarjce Department of the Government of Balochistan bearing No.FD(R-[Uli-
40/99/451-551, dated 21-3-2000. He also vehemently contended that the espondent received all
the retirement benefits of (rade-20 and, therefore, in the circumstances, the learned Service

Tnbunal should not bave interfered to creaw a precedent which is likely to cause serious
administrative problems for the Provincial Government.

6. On the other hand, the learned counsel tor the respondent, has lefended the impugned
judgment for the reasons noted therein. According to bum, on promotion. the respondent would
have been entitled to the fixation of pay in Grade-20 along with an incrument.

(0 e 2637 002 AM
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12-3-1986 after the expiry of two years although a period of thirty days has been prescribed Lot
thiy purpose. The representation was rejected by the departmental authority. Tae learned Service
Tribunal, however, allowed the appeal on the assumiption that delay was condened by the appeliute
authority as the departmental representation was tejected on merits. This Court intertered and beld
that appeal before the depart barred by fume, it was incompetent uf that

ment authority oeing
account. In Anwarul Haq v Federation ot P: kistan through Secretary,

[slamabad and 13 others 1995 SCMR 1505. the learne

as barred by time yet the rule laid down in the case of Chairman, PIAC was arfirmed. o State
Bank of Pakistan v. Khyber Zaman and others 2004 SCMR 1426, appeals filed by tic employces
of the State Bank of Pakistan were allowed by the learned Federal Service Tribunal. This Court
interfered in the matter on the ground that since the appeals before the departmental authority were

barred by time, the appeals before the \earned Senvice Tribunai were not compstent. In Inayatuilah

and others v. Director-General and others 2006 SCMR 535, the deparvnental authority had
dismissed the appeal as barred by tme yet the rule laid down was that a scrvice appea. would be
incompetent in case appeal before the departmental authority was barred by time. In Zafaz
Mahmood, Ex-Line Superintendent, WAPDA v. WAPDA through Superintending  Enginecr
(Elcctricity) and another 1991 SCMR 640, the employce was dismissed from service on
24-3-1982, he filed dcpartmc:mal appeal on 20-12-1984 and without waiting for its decision filed
appeal before the learngd Service Tribunal. The appeal “vas dismissed as burred by time which was
maintained by this Court. In Anwar Mubammad v. General Manager, Pakistan Railways, Luhore
and another 1995 SCMR 950, the departinental authority had decided a time-barred appeds 04 '
merits. The learned Service Tribunal dismissed the appzal as barred by time. 1t was obscrved that
while deciding the appeal .on merits the General Manager impliedly condoned the delay. In Israr
Aymad Khan v. Government of N.-WFP and others 1990 SCMR 1356, it was held that the
\carned Tribunal could go into the question of limitation.

Establishment Division,
d Service Tribunal had dismissed tae appeds

11. Examination of various. judgments of this Court as note

d above clearly shows that
unless the competent authority condones the deiay with conscious application of mind, Y
question of limitation will remain open for consideration of icarned Servic: Tribunal. As acid i
Ahsan Ali and others V. Distrct Judge and crhers PLL 1969 SC 167, thews i

nu wosver uf tie
question of limitation, particularly if a question of limitation in filing the appeal or represcniation

belore the departmental suthority is raisud before the learned Service Triounai, it is bound
_oxamine it and record its decision. The concept of impiied condonation of delay does not {it ip ihe
scieme of law of limitation because an application has to be made for

secking condonation,
showing sufficient cause to the satisfaction of the furum concerned who may <ither gran the

prayer or decline it. It may also be rememberes that Jiscretion has to be exercised in a just anc
jcgal manner and it cannot be exercised arbitrarily or fancifully. The vice o accepting the imphicd
condonation of delay is that in the absence of the grounds and reasons for < ondonation of delay, 1t
is not possible for the Court of appeal to cxamine the question as o W
condoned. Thus, in this case,

hethe r the delay was righty
the learned Tribunal in assuming that the deiay stood condoned
implicdly, was, clearly In error.

12. For what has been stated above, we convert this petition into appeal which is allowed

and the impugned judgment of the learned Balochistan Service Tribunal is set aside.

M HL/G- i
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7. We have considered the submissions made by the learned counse! for the parties. [t s a0t
denied that the respondent has received all the terminal benefits on the basis of his retirement i
Grade-20. Another significant feature to be noted is that vide notification dated 24-10-1993, Mr.
liaz Ahmad Malik was promoted as Director, Primary Education who was, however, not impleaded
10 this appeal. We have seen the, circular dated 21-3-2000 tp which it has ciearly been stated that
e annual in€rement in the basic scale of pay will accrue on first day of December following the
completion of at least six months of such service at the relevant stage in that scale under the
ordinary rules. It is further stated therein that a retiriny civil servant shall b: cntitled to the usual
increment for the purppse of calculation of his pension only on completion of six months in the
year of his retirement {rrespective of due date of first December, followihg the completion of six

months. Thus, it is cledr that on his promotion to BS-20 on 17-11-1992, the respondent would not
have been entitled to an increment.

8. The learned gaunse! for the respondent has not been able to satisfy us as to what tangible

benefits would accrue to the respondent in ease of his regular promotion to BS-20 with effect rom
17-11-1992.

Another important feature of the case is that the learned Service Tribunal heid that the respondent
was cntitled to pro forma promotion. We may tike to observe here that the question of pro tormad

promotion i.e. ante-dating promotion, would only arise in case the rcspondent was alrcady

promoted to Grade-20. This was not the case because vide order dated 6-3-1993, he was appointed

as Acting Director, Primary Education, and vide order dated 4-8-1983, he was granted move over
in BS-20.None of the two eventualities amounted to regular promotion to Grade-20.

9. Another crucial aspect is that the respondent retired on reaching the age of
superannuation on 13-3-1993, but on 17-10-1998, filed a representation hefore the departmental
authority which was rejected (on merits) on 26-6-1999 and the order was communicatet w i on
30-3-2000 while the appeal before the learned Service Tribunal was filed on 19-4-2000. thus,
while the grievance had arisen as a result of promotion of [jaz Ahmad Malik 1o B3-2¢ on
14-10-1993, it was agitated before the deparumental awthority after more than 5-1/2 years (s,
the departmental remedy availed by the respondent was hopelessly barred by time. The petitioners
had pressed the quegtion of limitation before the learned Service Tribrmal The plea of the
dcpartment to ta¢ extent of grant of BS-19 was accepted while it was rejected in respect of
respondent's promotion to BS-20 on the ground that the departmental authority had dismissed the
appeal of the respondent on merits and it was, thus, accused by the learred Tribunal that it the
dcpartmental authority did not dismiss the appeai as barred by time, the learned Tribunal couid not
examine the question of delay before the departmental authority.

10. There are a number of decisions of this Court in which the issue was examined and
decided. The first to be noted 1s Muhammad Younis and 3 others v. The Chairman, WAPDAL
lLahore and another 1989 SCMR 174. In this casc. the departmental appeal was dismissed on

merits. The learned Service Tribunai, however, dismissed the appeal of the civil servamt vn the

ground that appeal before the departmental authonty as barred by time and the order of the iearned
{ribunal was maintained by this

Court with the observation that the order of the learned Service
Tribunal did not suffer from any infirmity. In the Chairman, P.IA.C. and others v. Nasim Malix
PLO 1990 SC 951 the PIAC official had resigned which was accepted on 15-8-1983 and on his

request the resignation was converted into termination of his service vide order dated 28-3-198-.

e received monitory bencfits as a result of his teruination but filed departmental appeal on

‘
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R I, ’4 ' BEFORE THE KHYBI’R PAXKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
SRR

67\’ 7

: prpeal No 1662/2013-

Date of Instltutlon ‘ 23 12 2013
‘Date of Decision

Muhammad Wasim Khan, Junior Clerk, Provincial Health Service
' Academy (PHSA), Peshawar.

; Versus
129012018 | 1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
e ‘ Health, Civil Secretariat Peshawar. :

| 2. Director General Health Services Khybe1 Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

ST B R - 3. Director, Provincial Health - Service Academy_, Health

Department, Budhni Road Duranpur, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ' '
Peshawar. " '

JUDGMENT *

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL, MEMBER: - Learned

counsel for the a.ppellant and Mr. Riaz Painda Kheil, learned

| .:‘ Assistant ‘Advocate General on behalf of the official respondents |

. | presel;it. Learned counsel for pr'i\-zate rgspondents also present.
2. This common judgment shall also dispose of ' appleal bearing |-

| No.163'7/2l012 filed by Qadeem Khan being i'dentiicial in nature;

'havihg' arisen out from the saine law, facté and circumstances.

3. The appellants have filed the present service appealsu/_sf 4‘ of

| Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 against the |

| respondents and made impugned the order dated 20.11.2012 by
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“were preferred on 23.12.2013.

alleging that by means of the impugned order the appellants were

| relieved from Provincial Health Service Academy (PHSA), Health

Departiﬁ;rit Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and repatfiaied to the office of |

D.G Health Servxces for further adjustment

4. At the very outset learned AAG raised objection that the
present appeals are hopelessly time barred as theé impugned final

order was issued on 20.11.2012 while the ﬁrésent service appeals

5. As against that learned counsel for the appellants argued that

against the impugned order dated 20.11.2012 the appellants filed

-| departmental 'appeais on 29.11.2012 which were not responded and

1 consequently the appellants resorted to litigation in the court of

Civil Judge Peshawar and after return of plaint from the court of
Civil Judge and dismissal of appeals by the court of Additional

District Judge Peshawar, the appellants have approached the Service

Tribunal.
6. Arguments heard. File perused.

7. glt:has no_\js(;beéome'a”s_ettlé'd.proﬁééltion'bf law_that time spent

|in litigatioﬁ'.b'éfo'r_é the wrong forum would neither extend period of

Frr———

limitation-nor the~delay in~ filing the appeal-can -be-condoned ..f})r

suchTeason.. Judgment dated"29.06.2017-in- service -appeal.bearing
—d

Lt

——

No189/2015-of this -Tribunal-may-be -quoted _as _a_reference. _The

appellants-are-aggrieved -from-the. order.dated 20:11:2012-against

|"Which-they ‘approached’ this Tribunal-on-23. 12.20137ie_after.more

than_one_year "of -the-issuance - of .the .impugned _order,_hence the

U
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Sr. Date of

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate

No order/
o proceedings
1 2

3

S o

24.07.2017

R

BEF ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

e —

¢ Appeal No. 289/2016
Date of Institution ... 28.03.2016 .
Date of Decision ) f“24’07’2017 ¥4

Amir Muql@(/Qureslu Ex-Sub-Engineer, Offfice of the Sub Engineer, Pubhc
Health Engineering Division, Mansehla :

1. The Secretary, Public Health Engineering Department , Government of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar, ’

52.‘ The Chief Engineer (South), Pubh(, Health Engineering, _Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. The Executive Engmeer Public Health Engmeermg Circle, Abbottabad
¢~ JUDGMENT - |

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL MEMBER Clerk of the counsel |

for the appellant and Mr., Muhammad Jan, Deputy District Atlorney on behalf
of the official respondents present, |

2. This single Judgment in the above captloned appeal, shall also dlspose of
appeals (1) bearing No.290/2016 filed by Muslim Shah Ex-Sub Engineer,(2)
bearing No. 291/2016 filed by Qaiser Khan Ex-Sub Engineer, (3)bear1ng
N0.292/2016 filed by Zohaib Khan Ex- Sub Englneer 4) bearing No.321/2016
filed by Murtaza Ali Ex-Sub Engineer, (5) bearing No. 322/2016 filed by Syed
Ashfaqg Ahmad Shah Ex-Sub Engineer, (6) bearing No.323/2016 filed by
Wagqas Ali Ex-Sub Engineer, (7) bearing No. 324/2016 filed by Hussain Zaman
Ex-Sub Engineer, (8) bearing No 325/2016 ﬁled by Abdus Samad E*{ Sub
Engineer, (9) bearing No.326/2016 ﬁled by Syed Hassan Ali Ex-Sub Engmeer | A
(10) bearing No.327/2016 filed by Ashfaq Ahmad Ex-Sub Engmeer (11) o
bearing No.328/2016 ﬁled by Abdul Shahid Ex-Sub: Engmee1 (12) beanng
No.329/2016 filed by Farman Alj L‘x Data Entry Operator, (13) bearmg No :
351/2016 ﬁled by Shaukat Ali Ex-Sub Engmeer (14) bearmg No. 352/2016

filed by Khasif Raza Ex- Sub Engmeer (15) bearing No.353/2016 ﬁled by

Irshad Elahi Ex-Sub Engmeer (16) bearmg No 354/2016 ﬁled by Muhammad




Sajjad Ex-Sub Engineer, (17) bearing No0.355/2016 filed by Syed Muhammad -

All Sajjad Ex-Sub Engineer, > (18) bearing No.356/2016 filed by Mohsin Ali
|- Ex-Sub Engineer, , (19) bearing No.357/2016 filed by Muhammad Ahsan{Shah
Ex-Sub Engineer, , (20) bearing No.358/2016 filed by Muhammad Ali Noor | |
Ex-Sub Engineer against the respondents being identical in nature, arising out
of the same lavsl facts and circumstances

3 The appellant has filed present appeal w/s 4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tr1bunal Act-1974 against the -respondents wherem he made unpugned
order dated 03.03.2016 passed by the respondent No:l whereby the
departmental appeal of the appellant against his te1mmat10n order -dated
14.02 2014 was dismissed.

4. Buef facts of the case are that the appellant was offered post of Sub-
Engineer (BPS-11) vide order datéd 22.12.2009 of the Chlef Engmeer Public
Health Engineering Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar;

5. On 15.01.2014 during the he_aring of C.Ps No. 2026 & 2029 of 2013, the
august Supreme Court of Pakistan directed Chief Engineering Public Health
Engineering Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa to finalize the action against
illegal appointees in his department within one month and submlt his’ report
through registrar of the august Supreme Court.

6. On 21.01.2014 Show Cause Notice was 1ssued to 25 Sub-Engineers, 01 |

Senior Scale Stenographer 06 Steno-typlsts and 02 Data Entry Operators,,
including the appellant regarding thelr illegal appointments and vide order :
dated 14.02. 2014 the appellant was terminated from the post of Sub-Engmeer
with immediate effect on the ground that he was rllegally appomted Fhe
appellant preferred departmental appeal against his termmatlon order butl
recewed no response The appellant than filed appeal before thls Trlbunal and

this Tnbunal vide common judgment dated 30.12.2015 passed inappeals 3‘1 in

number, remit the case of the appellant to the appe]late authorlty of the
Department without mterfermg in the impugned order dated 14 02 2014 and_

issued directions for the decmon of departmental appeal stnctly in accordance

w1th Iaw/rules con31der1ng merits and fulfilling the requirement of opportumty

L




of personal hearing. Resultantly opportunity of hearing was given to the

éppellant and order dated 03.03.2016 by the appellate authority was issued -

whereby the deﬁartmental appeal of the appellant was dismissed. This led to the

present appeal by the. appellant.

7. Learned counsel ‘for the appellant argued that tﬁe terlﬁination .order
dated 14.02.2014 as well as the order of the appellate authbrity dafed
1 03.03.2016 are agdmst the law, facts and norms of justice on the ground that
the appellant possesses the required quahﬁcatmn and was appomted by the
competent authority after the fulfillment of all the codal formahtles. Further
afgued that after appointment the appellant has accrued vested right and
therefore cannot be‘terfminated and thereby allowed to suffer hardship for the:
lapse/irregularities committegl by the department. In support of his ‘gé.se' the |-
learned counsel for fhe appellant ;eferred the judgments reported in ‘1985 PLC
(C.S) 478 ,1985 PLC(C.S) 528, 2004 PLC(C.S)1028,1996 SCMR 4813,:1996
SCMR 4813, 1997SCMR 1552, 2004 * SCMR 1077,20058CMR
678,2005PLC(C.S)240,2006  SCMR 678,2007PLC(C.S)179,2009SCMR

663,2011SCMR  1618,2011PLC(C.S)331,2014PLC(C.S)479 “and  2015SCMR
74,

8. On the other hand learned Deputy District Attornéy while controvérting N
the arguments of the learned counsel for the appellant defended the impugned
orders on the grounds mentioned therein and maintained that the. appelldnt was.
appointed illegally on pohtlcal cons1derat10ns Further contesited that the. . post |-
earlier occupied by the appellant has now been filled, upon the recommendatlon
of Public Service Commission on merits. Further argued that some other

affectees/ﬂlegal appointees also took part in the exarnmatlon held by Pubhc'

Service Commission and few of them also succeeded to re-occupy their posts '

9. Arguments of learned counse] for the appellant and Deputy' District

Attorney heard. Record perused with their valuable assistance.

10. It is not disputed that the vacancies/posts against which the appellant

was appointed, were not advertised at all in the newspapers rather the then

Chief Minister of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa provided a list of apphcants through his

| o political secretary for appointments against such posfg,s. by the departmental |




authority and in the sai'd, list the name of the appellant is also mentioned,, more
so the appellant has not gone through any test. Hence the appoinfment was not

made on the basis of. ehglblhty cum merit criteria but otherwise due to pohtlcal

R

pressure etc. It may also be men‘uoned that neither. the appomtment was made
‘1n accordance with reoru1tment procedure applicable-to the district cadre post,
nor through the recommendation of Public Service Commission.

11. Ih i1s by now settled that all the appointments_’to the (I}overnmenf
Institutions must be based on a transparent/fair process within the parameter of |
its appllicablerules, regulation etc. but the fact remains that the bureaucracy can
be so susceptible to the whims and wxshes of the ruling ehte class etc wluch
results in an obvious weakening of the state 1nst1tut10ns |

12, The argument on behalf of appellant that he met the requisit.e
qualification for the post and as such rightly appointed: has _no.fox_'ce in'it as
other persons héving requisite qualiﬁcation and might have ‘been .more
meritorious were kept out of the whole process of the recruitment. Learued'
counsel for the appellant remained unable to demonstrate that the jud;gmente o
referred by him are of any help to the illegal appointee for the purpose of h1s

remstatement

13=. The appellant must have gone. though hardshlp due to lns terrmnatlon '

e

/ from service but the 1ll-gotten gains cannot be defended/protected under any
canon of law are even on humanitarian consideration i in as much as suoh gains
avalled by the illegal appointees were at the cost of other deservmg cmzen of
the country with a leg1t1mate expecta’non that they would be able to seek

appointment on the basis of open. merlt/ehglblhty cum merit crlterla Wlsdom

o in this regard i is gamed ﬁom judgment of the august Sup1 eme Court of Paklstan

.| tilted Syed Mubashir Raza Jaffri "and others m—neee Pentloners Versus

EMPLOYEES OLD-AGE BENEFITS INSTITUTIONS (I:OBI) through

President of Board of Trustees and others------ Respoudents (2014: SCMR
Page 949),

14 The august Supreme Court also observed in number of cases that in| !J -

such situation besxdes proceedlngs agamst the beneﬁ01ar1es of 1llegal : [ |




appointments, the ofﬁcelsl who were responsible for Implementmg 1llega1'
dlrectlves should also be held equally responsible and. severe action should be
taken against them so in- future it may serve as deterrent for other. hkemmded
persons.

15.

]

same is dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be con31gned to

As a sequcl to dbove we see 1o merits in the present appeal. Hence the

the record room after its completion.

: (MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL)
MEMBER - .

(AHMAD HASSAN)
" MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
124.07.2017
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"DIRECTORATE GENERAL HEALTH SERVICES
KHYBER PAKTHUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

No«.}_?l};"i ../ Pcrsonnel
Dated Peshawar the 3@/;. /2014

To

The District Health Officer, ’
Mardan.

Subject: - APPLICATION 'FOR THE POST OF COMPETER OPERATOR
BPS-12- CHIEF MINISTER’S DIRECTIVE.

Memo:

Please find enclosed an application of Pirzada Muhammad Ismail Junior
Clerk of your office alongwith its enclosures containing directive of the Honourable

Chiet Minister’s Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for further.necessary action
immediately.

The matter may please be given Top Priority
=

Director GeneYat M alth%ervices
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

No . /Personnel.

Copy alongwith copy of application of Mr. Pirzada Muhammad Ismaiil
sunior Clerk DHO office Mardan containing directives of the Honourable Chict
Minister's Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar is forwarded to the: -

1. Secretary to Govtrof-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Health Department Peshawar.
2. Private Secretary to Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Director General Health Services
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

\ \1/\;,’)»"“
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| costs. File be consigned to the record room after its completion.

ANNOUNCED
29.01.2018

(Muhafr1mad Amin'Kundi) : (Muhammad Hamid MughaD 2

- MEMBER

MEMBER




