v
ol

14.07.2022

12.09.2022

10.06.2022 Appellant present through representative.

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil> learned
Assistant Advocate General alongwith Zewar Khan Sl (Legal)

for réspondents present.

File to come up alongwith connected Service Appeal
No.3081/2021 titled Hazrat Bilal Vs. Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa on 14 07.2022 before Sh

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt. Additional Advocate General for the

respondents present.

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested for
adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the: appellant
is busy before Hon’ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 12.09.2022
before S.B.

%

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER' ®

The worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the

case is adjourned to 24.10.2022 for the same.
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17.11.2021 Cdunsel for the appellant present.
Learned counsel for the appellant seeks
adjournment.'Adjourned. To come up for preliminary
hearing on 27:01.2022 before S.B.

*

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)

27.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Zarshad Ali, SI for respondents
present.

Learned AAG requested for a short adjournment and stated
at the bar that reply/parawise comments is under process and will
be submitted well before the next date of hearing. Request is

acceded to. To come up -for reply/preliminary heaging on

29.03.2022 before S.B.
£
- (Mian Muhammad)
po Member(E)
{
29.03.2022 - Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents not
submitted. Fresh Notices be issued to the respondents for
submission of written rely/comments. Adjourned. To come up for

written reply/preliminary hearing on 10.06.2022 befg B.

L/

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER(E)
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01.09.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments
heard.

Learned counsel for the appellant agifated and assailed the
impugned order dated 08.04.2020 where-under the services of Special
Police Officer (SPO’s) working in District Swat were regularized w.e.f
01.03.2020. He contended that the regularization of services of the
appellant was.required w.e.f 26.06.2009 instead of 01.03.2020. In support
of his arguments he referred to judgement of the Peshawar High Court,
Peshawar in writ petition N0.2013-P/2016 dated 24.10.2017 as well as
Section-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees (regularization of
service) Act, 2009. The appellant submitted his departmental appeal on
10.09.2020 and the instant appeal was instituted in the servicé Tribunal
on 3$.03.2021. As the question of limitation is involved, let pre-admission
notice be issued to the respondents to assist the Tribunal on the point.

To come up for preliminary hearing before the S.B on 13.10.20

)f .

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)

13.10.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment
on the ground that he has not made preparation of arguments.
Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearin fore the S.B

on 17.11.2021.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E)
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Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET

Court of

Case No._ 'ffsﬁ(tl—gg/' /2021

g

S.No. | Date of order
. proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3
1 05/03/2021 As per direction of the Worthy Chairman this case is
submitted to the S.B for decision on office objection. To be put
up there on 77/05/)/1
REGISTRAR”
19.05.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman the Tri
defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 01.09.2021 for t
as before.

a

Reade

bunal is

he same




The appeal of Mr. lhsanullah Belt no. 544 Police Department received today i.e. on
01/03/2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of appointment order mentioned in pavra-l of the memo of appeal is not attached
with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Copy of regularization of service order of the appellant mentioned in para-4 of the
memo of appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed oniit.

No._ UM s,

Dt. o&[ 58 /2021

R%sb'm:r“}"

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.
Mr. Muhammad Anwar Khan Adv. Pesh.

P po (L I?/@k;_’__é/ S
D v o~ Ls/e ‘
o > Pz"y Mo LD 2\




'/ . nr’;& .
A
>~ N '

A

P
3

BEFORE THE KHYBEF. PAKHTUNKHWA [RIBUNAL PESHAWAR

;
Service Appeal No.__,;!_2 Zg/ /2021 : Vo

Mr. Thsan Ullah ' acC ANNED
: \P@@l\ﬂawar
........... L.....-.......Applicant/App,ellarit
VERSUS

Government of KPK tirough Chief Secratary & Others

.................. Respondents

APPLICATION F{'R CONDONATION OF DELAY If Amf

Respectfully Sheweth:

1.  That the applicant is filling accompanying appeal in this

Honorable Service Tribunal.

2. That the app:cant has requested for the Back Service &
Back benefits but till date no action has been taken on .

her appeals.

3. That departrr ental appeal has not been rejected on the

ground of liritation.

4. That time and again the applicant submitted
applications / appeals for Back Service and Back

benefits but 1.0 reply has been viven.




5.  That for the reasons above, the delay, if any ought to be

condoned.

It is, therefore, requested that the delay if any, .

infilling the departmental appeal / the instant appeal be

graciously condoned and the appeal be decided on merits.

;\ @%
AL

Applicant
Through

Muliammad Anwar khan
(Pashtun Ghari)

Date: _/ /2021 Advocate High Court,
: Peshawar

Affidavit:

I, Mr. Thsan Ullah  S/o Dilaram Khan, Belt No 544, |

R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper,
on oath that the

Dir,do here by solernly affirm and declare
contents of the above Application are true and correct to the best .
of my knowledge and belief and nothing has concealed from thisl |

Honorable Tribunal. .' |

Date: )/ ¢ 242021 ‘ Deponent

' ’ L]

[




BEFORE THE KPK SERVICES TRII UNAL, PESHAWAR
l

Service Appeal No._____ /2021

Mr. Thsan Ullah ,
S i Appellant

VERSUS

Government of KPK through Chief Secretary & Others
..... “everen......Respondents

Peshawar

INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Grounds of Service Appeal ' 1-4
2. | Affidavit o ' | 5
3. | Addresses of Parlies 6
4. | Copy of Contract recruitment selle& tion| A 7
committee , | _
5. | Copy of Judgment dated 24/10/2017 B 8-19
6. |Copy of Reply in Writ Petition C 20-22
1980/2016
. | Copy of Regular ?ay Slip , D |23
8. | Copy of Applicaton E 24-25
9. | Copy of Pension rules for quali ying F 26
Service
10. | Wakalat Nama ‘ | | 27
, -
YL
Ajrpellant
Through
Muhammad Anwar Khan
(Fashton Ghari) '
Date:2/ /0242021 Advocate High Court,
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appéal No. /2021

Mr. Thsan Ullah  S/o Dilaram Khan , Belt No 544,

R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper

Dir. :

VERSUS

1.  Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Through Chief Secretary Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secreteriate Peshawar.

_o.  ‘Secretary Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil

Secreteriate Peshawar.

3. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secreteriate Peshawar. '

The Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Region
Malakand.

...... eeeesssssssssiesssssesesss RESPONdeEnts

Appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act,
1974 against the order dated 1-3-2020
of The Respondents No. 3, whereby
Appellant service has been regulizedv
from contract Service. The
Regulization order of 2020 may be
considéi‘ed w.e.f, 2009 instead of

2020. .

i-

Praver in Appeal

On Acceptance of the instant appeal, Th

!
{
e 1
|

Respondents may be directed to count the Temporary Service;?

of Appellant with efject from his initic:l recruitment dated 26-06-




beil

:/"’ -

2009 toward his regular service for the purpose of grant of

pension and he may be allowed pension and other benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1.

The appellant submits as under:

‘That the Appellant has been appointed as SPO (Special
Police Officer) in Police Department on fixed Pay Rs.
' 15000/- PM in the Year 2009 in prescribe manner by

selection committee. (copy of contract recruitment

by selection committee is attached as Annexure .

A)

That the Respbndents admitted the contract service of .

appellant w.e.f 2009 in reply in writ petition No

1980/2016 latier on along wita other Similar Special f

Police force regulizared by Peshawar High Court
Peshawar in writ Petition No 1980/2016 w.ef
24/10/2017. The appellant is at serial No 43.( Copy of
Judgment is attached as Annexure B)

That the Respondents admitte.1 the contract service of
appellant w.e.f 2009 in reply in writ petition No
1980/2016 (Copy of Reply is attached as Annexure
).

That the Appellanent has been regularized by the

Respondents in 2020 instcad of date of initial

appointment of the Appellant. (Copy of regular Pay
slip of is attached as Anne:ure D)

!
+
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5. That the Appellant requestéd to the Respoﬁdents’ifof
issuance copies of contract as well as Regular
Appointment Order but all in vain. The Appellant also
requested for Contract and regular appointment order
through Right to information. Act 2013. (Copy of
application is attached As Annexure E).

GROUNDS:

A)That the Petitioner has not been treated in accordance

with law and his vights secured and guaranteed under
the law have been badly violated.

B) That the same is against the natural justice also.

C) That the Appellant remained temporary employee of the
Respondents, since 2009, the Appellant was regularized

on 1-3-2020 thus in view of the provision contained in

Article 371-A of the CSR the Appellant is also entitled that .
his - contract services be counted for the purpose of

pension.

- D)That as per"?Judgment of Supreme Court of Pakistan in ,
Civil Appeai No.1072/2005 decided on 04.04.2016 the-:
larger bench of August Supreme Court of Pakistan has :
specifically held that the Témi)orary Service followed by
the conforraation of regul_af,; service counted for the

- purpose of pension thus the Appellant is entitled for the
grant of monthly pension by counting his service w.e.f the

date of his initial appointment.

E) That there are a number of J u'dgments in identical cases.,

Therefore, Respondents are baund to follow the same and'

!
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should have acted inaccodance with law & judgment of l

August Supreme Court of Pakistan reported in 1996
SCMR 1185.

F) That the Temiporary service followed by confirmation/
regular appointment gave the Appellant a right that his

service be considered as regular service.

G) That the Respondents are using different yard stick and
are violating the provision of their own Law/ rules/
calendar and the constitution of Islamic Republic of
Pakistan 1973. |

7

H)That the Appellant may kindiy be allowed to advance
additional arguments at the time hearing of the instant

~ Service Appeal.

- Tt is, thereforé, most humbly' prayed

" that on acceptance of the instant service appeal, the
impugned regularization oriler 2020 may very
graciously be consider w.e.f his initial appointment 1.e.
2009 instead of 2020 with all back benefits. l

Any other remedy which is deemed fit by
this Honorable Tribunal in the interest of justice, may -
also be granted in favour of appellant. !

. ()
G e
Appellan

Through _.f(

Mii‘lrafnmad Anwar Khan
- (Pashton Ghari) 1
Date:}/ /°2{/2021 | Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICES TRIEUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.____ /2021

Mr. Thsan Ullah

......................... Appellant

VERSUS
Government of KPK through Chief Secretary & Others

’ ...Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Thsan Ullah  S/o Dilaram Khan, Belt No 544, \
R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper
Dir, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the ;
contents of the accompanying Servicz Appeal are true and |
correct to the best of my knowledge ant belief and nothing has Jt
been concealed from this Tribunal. ‘ : r .

4. |

DEPONENT -

S il '
2O P qd‘(

2‘\74‘ g 2 ~2
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICES TRIEUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 4_ /2021

Mr. Thsan Ullah v -
e Appellant

VERSUS _
Government of KPK through Chief Secretary & Others

.............. ....Respondents

ADI'RESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

Mr. Ihsan Ullah S/o Dilaram Khan, Belt No 544,
R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper

-Dir.

RESPONDENTS

1.  Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Through Chief Secretary Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secreteriate Peshawar.

t

2.  Secretary Finance Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secreteriate Peshawar.

3. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil

Secreteriate Peshawar.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Region

Malakand.
- ﬁ

Appellant ;‘
Throu_ gh 1

Muhammad Anwar Khan
(Pashton Ghari)

Date: };7/ 0742021 Advocate High Court
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-ORDER * SO v
s . _ /\ zccwnmcm Conilee consisling mof the following = -
e Dollce ofﬂcers 'S hereby  colistititec under the supervision of the V
///f S » understgneo fer reer utment ot Special Palice OfFicar on 22/06/20089 to ﬂ
// 26/00/2009 at Folice Lines Tlf wrgara Cir Lower.
'/,«/

( {.';:j . o | 1 Mr Fale K Naz Khan ;lsocri-wtoi et of Police Investigation. o
:, ' 2 'f\/lr Purcil ¥ han Dopu bupc.u* G uent of Puiice Legal.
o 3. Mr. Kha v Raziq Khant; OPO-Ti~ gara i

_f'l‘ ' e 4 Mr. Shah . Jazir Khar Jepuly S erintendent of Police H.Qrs.
; 45 S| Bas-")fr <han Lines Mficr .
6. OHC |
, } . The recruitm: ¢ Comritice will ensure that the
;’ ' : selectlon of the Spzcial Polic: Offizers will be totally fair, transpar nt -
' . | and purc on rixrit basis acc:rding to “rovincial Pclice Officer \/Icmv
L No 15392/E A d ates 20/06/20: 9. | |
/o f V& //:" | R
/ (Mu: .ﬁ) \.:a/rm)
, ‘ T:En: QPM ,_
SO | Distrct-Police Officer, -
: : , o - DirLower a szergora
S A . ' ) (Varlm o
; N _Q_ 83R-Ye ICHC dated Tirmergerathz 26 /52’; 12008 i
- Ceoy forware 4 for 1o stion o the -
1. Provincial f‘olxce Oh’n..:r..N ..f Poshawar,
" “ij'-':Z.lDeputy !nspe(:tor Gercral of Polize Malakand chion-]ll Swait.‘ e
! K 3. Mr. Falak Naz Khan § u'.;\crln‘ ndaiit of Police | rwcstlgatron

' ,5 v . 4. Mr. Purdil Khan Dopu‘ ' Surorx inndent of Police Leqal o

n L . ' _5. Mr. Khan Rozig Khan SDPO-Timrrgara ‘

‘ l 6 Mr Shan Wazir Khan r eputr Loperintendent of Police H.Qrs. R

; 3 7. Sl BasIL K an Li_nes ffice ' A e (—;&/ A‘( )\Q‘L

5 8. OkKC v | / = -
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-27)  Muhammad Islam Son ¢f Muhammad Belt™
No.89. -
28) Ali Haidar Son of Sajd Fagir Belt No.575. L
. 29)  Saful Islam Son of Bahadar Khan Belt No.560. :
'30) “Kifayat Ullah Son of Dilarain Khan Belt No.545 .
~ Commander No.1. = L
' 31) .Aqal Zamin Son of Hashim Khan Belt No.489." ... =
- 32) Shafi Uilah Son of Zameen Khan Belt No.538. '« .
33)  Sheaf ud Din Son of Sultan Shah Belt No.543. e
 34) Muhammad Zaib Son of Muhammad Essa Belt
+ 35)  Muzaffor Khan Son of Muhammad Khaliq Belt .
- No21 - - | | e
'36)  Badshali Zada Son of Muhammad Nageen Khan .
 BeltNo.629. o B
37)  Shafi Uilak Son of Rozi Khar Belt No.637. SURNE
38) Khan Zumeen Son of Gul Zawmeen Belt No.628. ;.
39)  Juma Khan Son of Dilbar Shah Belt No.559. . .
40) Sherin Nabi Son of Muhammad Said- Khan Belt:
No.536. SR .
" 41) Muhammad Shah Khan Son of Abdul Haleeni
~ Belt No.482. | e N
~ 42)_ Shajat Ali Son of Ajdar Khar Khan Belt No.403, - |
g@iﬁh‘san Ullah Son of Dilaram Khan Belt No544, =
44) ljaz Almad Som of Sherin Muhammad Belt
-~ No.612. : ‘ : ST
45) Muhammad . Khan Son of Amin Khan Belt
‘ -No.537. : A
.- . 46) ‘Riaz Sor: of Said Ghulam Bel: No.539. e
- 47) Abdul Sglam Son of Shams ur Rehman Belt - -
- No.541. BEEE
48) Farhad Ali Son of Ashraf Khon Belt No.374. e
' 49)  Fazal Hadi Son of Sultan Zareen Belt No.486, e
- 50) Bakht be Din Son of Rehman Anwar Belt No.385,:
51) Sardaraz Khan Son of Muhammad Shah Khan ©

N .
e

Belt No.611. PR
©52). Muhammad Khan Son of Mugrab Khan ,Be'l:‘t:
No.381. . oo
53) Mukhtiar Ahmad Son of Sultan Yousaf Belt
No.546. o

54)  Zahoor 1l Hag Son of Abdul Haq Belt No.535 -
55)  Sher Bakdar Son of Misri Khan Belt No.580,— :

- : WP1980P2016GROUND




£ - .87) Zafar Ali Son of Daud Khar Belt No.3026.
88)  Lal Muhammad Son of Rustam Gul Belt No.3232
89)  Bakth Zaman Son of Rozi Khan Belt No.3316. B
90) - Syed Zafar Ali Son of Mian Gul Belt No.3273. ’
91) Syed Irshad Ahmad Son of Khursheed Ahmad o
. Belt No.3079. : : '
92)  Abdul Majeed Son of Shar Makhai Belt No.3216.
- 93)  Noor Haider Son of Ali Haidar Belt No.3017.
94)  Hakim Said Son of Sultan Pervez Belt No.3051.
95)  Ivrahim Son of Abdul Ghafoor Belt No.3081.
96)  Alamzeb Son of Mujtaba Belt No.3259.
97) Khial Muhammad Son of Rustam Gul Belt
No.3177. - v
98) Sami illah Son of Mian Pir Bacha Belt No.3181.
99)  Mian 5aid Ali Son of Mian Said Muhaminad Belt
No.3325, :
100) Nowsher Son of Naseer Belt No.3136
All Residents of Deputy Inspector General Malakand
Region, Malakand, |

«r we.. Petitioners
VERSUS

1- Secretary Home Department Civil Secretariat,
Khyber Pakhtunkhiwa Peshawar, . o
2- Secretary Finance Department Civil Secretariat, '
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. '
3- The Provincial Police Officer, Civil Secretariat,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4- The Deputy Inspector General of Police
Malakand Region Malakand.
- " e oo Respondents
WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ISLAMIC
REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973 _
Respectfully Sheweth: S A+ '

-

The petitioners submits as under:

-

1- That the petitioners are the citizen of Khyber
Pakhturkhwa an enrolled as Constables in Special

Police Force by respondent No.3,

'WP1980P2016GROUND

-
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. INTHE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR. [
~FORM ‘A’
y FORM OF ORDER SHYET
]8::; rof . Order or other proceedings with signature o the Hon'ble J 'c%g : ’)” { '::/] u\“\\
1 - 2 - '
24.10.2017 | W.P.No.1989-P/2016 with L.R.

Present: Mr. Muhammad Anwar Khan,
. Advocate, for the petitioners.

i o g B

AAG for the Provméi'al Government

* %k ¥k

k]

IJAZ ANWAR AR, J.- Same order as 1n the connected writ petition

. o
No.2013—P/2016. , A P
’ / LA
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Hon'ble Mr, Justice Yahys Afridi HCT and Hon'ble Mr. Justice Jjaz Anwar, }
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2. 45 in all the writ petitions,

Judgment Sireet

IN THE PESHAWAR H ‘{GH COURT
PESHAWAR -

W.P No. 2013-P/2016,

- JUDGMENT
Date of hearing:.......... 24.10.2017

Petitioner (s} Ahmad Khan and 99 TGthers by
Muhammad Anwar Khan Pashton G hari, Advocate.

Respondent {s) Secretary Home iJepartment ‘Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa and others by Majik- Akhter Hussam

'IJAZ ANWAR, Jo-  The petitioners Ahmad Khan

“and 99 others in the instant writ petition No. 2013-P/2016 as

well as the pe?itioners in the connested writ peﬁtions No.
1980 of 2016, 2109 of 2016, 2146-P of2016 2182 of 2016,
2183-P 0f 2016, 2231.p of 2016 23:0-P of 2016 2437-P of

4016 ,2481-P of 2016 2538-p of2016 and 3197 0f 2016, have

dsked for issﬁance of ar appropriate writ directing the

1espondents to’ glve them benefit under the provisions of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwu Employees (Regularization of Service)

Act, 2009, w};eieby services of al .ad- hoc and contract

employees haw;; been regularized.

raised for deter mnmr'x therefore, we propose to dispose of —

all the wnt peitions though this sir.gle Judgment in W.P.

No.2013 of 2015, b

Ak g saed

“he and same point {s j
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3. Precise facts of the instant writ petition and the

connected writ petitions are that the petitioners in all the writ

petitioners, atter fulfilling the seleciion process as provided

in letter No. 523-29 PA (OPS & Trg) dated 26.6.2009, were
enrolled in Special Police Force in the year, 2009, on two
years contract basis. The contract of petitioners was extended
from time tc time. The Provincial -.ssembly passed KHyber
Pakhtunkhwa Employees (Regular zation “of Sefvice) Act,
2009, wherety all the contract e‘mpidyees holding a post on
31.12.2008 or 'till the commence. nent of the Act, were
declared as regular civil servanis. On the strength of the

above said policy, services of other employees were

- regularized, i.owever, the petitioners were deprived from the

benefit of it, therefore, they approached the respondents for
regularization of their services on the strength of the above

said policy but in vain, hence,'the above referred writ

petitions.

4. Respondents submitted :heir comments, wherein

they stafed that in view of ong;ping o;ﬁeratibn against
militants in he province, the éersons from the Internally
Displaced peisons (IDPs) were ordered to be appointed in the
Special Polic: Force on contract basis, therefore, the policy
of the year, 2009, referred to ibi;i, is not applicable to the
case of the petitioners. ‘JT/E‘?]'EQ

e A
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5. Leamed counse] for the petitioners argued that the
petitioners we:e appointed in Specia’ Police Force since the

year, 2009-20: 0 and they are pertorn-ing their duties till date

- with the same terms and conditions. They argued that the

.

petitioners have rendered almost ten years service, but thev

have not been 2lven service protectic 1. They referred to the

Khyber = Pakhtunkhwa, Employeer (chu]ari.zatio_nv'v of

Services) Act, 2009 and argued that 2mployees WOfkjng in,

different depa-tments ‘have been rogularized  except, the
-petitioners despite the fact that the ;0b of the petitiorjef is

exactly the same with those employees, who ‘are performing

their duties in regular police force, “herefore, the act and

action of the respondents is discriminatorv.

6. Copversely, learned AAG argued that while

appointing the y.ctitioners, there was no.specific criteria to be

adopted and it was, in fact, for the encouragement and .

compensation 1 the Internally Disrlaced Persons, such -

recruitment wes made. He argued - that there is great

difference in tne criteria of Special Police and Regulaf,
Police, therefore, the Khyber Pakh unkhwa Employe.es'-

(Regularization of Services) Act, 2009 is not applicable to-

the case of petitioners. S -

7. We have heard argumenis of the learned

- counsel for the parties and have also perused the record.

T e g ey ptteyi s b e e et L

1%
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8. Perusal of the record reveals that, iuiﬁa“y, It was
decided for the recrnitment of 4725 p"crsonné? in Swat,
Buner, Shangla, Dir Upper anc Dir Lower Districts on
contract biisis as Special Polics 'Force, thereaﬁer, such
appointments were a]so made ; jin other Districts of the

province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Imtlally, there was no. set
criteria for such recruitment as the s5ame was to be'made. fron“
the Internally Dlsplaved persons 1 1DPs), ‘howevu eve‘n‘for
qvch appoinrtments, there was o RL STuitment committee Iu. be
headed by Iéistrict Police Officer tyiat was required to obs'e.'rve
the age, ph“ sical fitness, i.c., height, chest ctc. After adv‘er.n
of time, the; issuance of advertisement for the filling of such

posts was also made mandatory. Vide notification dated

24.10.2009, the Provincia!l Assembly  has promulgated

.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa  Employces (Regulaﬁzation' Cof

Services) A 12009, The relovant | sction 3 of the said /m s
reproduced ior ready reference.

Section (3)

Regularization of service of curtain_emplovees. All

qppom*“d on contract or adhcel basis and. held that
post on 31st December, 2008 or till the commencement
of this' Act shall be deemed .o have been validly -
appom‘cd on  regular basis having .the same
qualification and e\pcncncc for 4 regular post:

Accaiding to the above section, there are three

conditions far regularization of service of the contract

employ ces including recommendec of the High Court .- ;}:{’w (7: .

S A»}Jv}//r\ 3
_/“::JL/AWM Py Condd®,
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employees, n.mely, () employees must have been.

-

=

appointed on contract or adhoc busis, (i) they were

holding the iy Post on 31122008 or i the

commencement of thig Act, i, 2-~.lO.2009, and - (iii)
having the Pre-requisite qualificatin  and experience

required for a regular post.

Similarly. section 2 of the Act savs that:-

Section (2)

2| B
aa) “Contiact appointment” megns of a duly
qualified person made otherwise

than in accordapce with the nrege
of recruitryent,

b)“employ. ¢ means an adhoc ¢r , contract
employce a.:pointed by Government op adhoc or
contract basis or yecond shirt/night aife but does
not include the employces for preiect post or

appointed ¢a work charge basis or - ho are paid
out of contirgencics '

“.'hcd methind

9. It is pertinent to mention  here that carlier the

Provincial Govcmment, vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (,m

- Servants (Amend- nent) Act, 2005, amen. 'ed section 19 of the

Khyber ‘Pakhtunihwa  Civi] Servant Act, 1973, The
Provincial Goven men; regularized the rervices of contraci
employees throuonout the province but benefit of Section

19(2) was not ex?ended to some of the employees on the

ground that they }-ave not been appointed in the prescribed

manner. The controversy came up before this Court in a case

: nd_42 others
\

= n 017 “'r’f '
"/9 ww# H‘, i Citysart -
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N.-W.F.P through Chief Secretaryv. NWFP, p

A

f (é

eshawar and

4 others (2009 PLC (CS) 389) wheein it was held that:-

16. A bare look at the histor. of legislation on this »

subject ini the past further reinforced the above ﬁcw that

the petitioners’ service have been “uly regularized by the -
P yreg

legislature and nothi'ng has been loft for the exccutive to

notify their name§ in the official sazette or to pass any

executive order. In this regard, the N.-W.F.P Ad hoe

Civil Ser vants (Regularization of Services) Act-11 of 1987 ‘

is much relevant wherein a proviss was adacd to section

3 thcrcofEto the following effect:-- |
*?rovided that---

(i) the services of such ¢'vil servants shall be
deemed to have been reguiarized under  this .
Actonly on the publication of their namecs in the -
cfiicial Gazette,” -

In the N.-WFEP Employces on  Contract Basis’
(Regularivation of Sérviccs) Act, VI of 1989, Section 4
is couched in the following words;-

“8. Regulation of services of eeytain Civil Servants.--
- (1; Motwithstanding anythin: contained in any law
for the time being in force, any Civil Servant, who is
or has been appointed or deemed to have been
appointed against any post in any Government
Department under scction.3 of this ‘Act shall be
deemvd te have been regular v appointed from the
date of his continuous afficiation, subject to
eligibility, according to the service rules applicable
to the post, verified by the administrative Secretary
of the department concerned.”

17. Agiin the snmc‘]:mguuge was used in section 4 of
the N.-WFEP Employces  on  Contraet Basis
(Regularization of Services) (Amendment) “Act-1I of
1990, , N
18. ‘The relevant provision of the Act (1X); 2005 has
been worded almost in 2 totalls  different language
wherein nothing has been left for the a_dministrati%
secretaries  or  the  heads of the attached
department/competent authoritics (o issue notification

0
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with reg.rd to the regularizatior of service of contract
employees because the objec: has been c]early - .
accomplizhed through the plainly uhderstandable words
s used in scction 2(2) of the Act (IX) 2005, On-this analogy
‘ ‘ all the peiitioners stood regularize:: on coming into force
of the Act under discussion and issuance of
notificatiin/executive order in this regard would be only
a formszlty for the departmenta; heads/administrative
secretarics. Thus authorities were under statutory
‘ obligatior: to do what is required by the law to do_'and
the petitsoners were not requi-ed under the said -
v provision to approach them f .r issuance of sucﬁ

order/notification.”

10. In the present case, the petitioners have been
appointed by the Departmental Se sction 'Committes and

faced the process of selection reg rding physical fitness,

S 6 e v

g :‘; height, chest ¢.c. They are performin,. their duties since year,
2009. Different documents were'pla( :d on ﬁle, according to
;‘ . \ 'which, nu_mbc:y of Special Police ‘orce employees _wér§
l , 2%/ proceeded un-er the 'K_hybf:r Pakh inkhwa, Dolise Rulcs},
f ’7 . 1975. It has :lso not been denied hat the petitioners ars

performing evactly the same duties as performed by the
members of th= regular police. Therefore, we found that the

case of the petitioners squarely com: within the purview -of

3 the provisions of the Regularization Act, 2009, referred to
, : ibid, because tiey have been appointed. on contract basis in a
manner preseribed by the Governme t at that time and that

they have also been appointed between the period which was

ST
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given by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa  Employees R

(Regularizaticn of Services) Act, 009 (ACT No. XVI OF
2009).
11 I' is pertinent to mention here that the special

Police Force is performing duty side by side with the regular

police. They r~ncounter terrorists ard embraces “Shahadat”,

Their cases for grant of “Shuhada “ackage” were, initially,
regretted by the Provincial Government, however, this Couft
in a judgmeat and order dated 19.5.2015 in W.P No.
2502/2015, held their families to avail the said benefit,
announced by the Provincial Govermnent.

12. There is yet another ver. imporfant aépéct c.SFvi‘h;e .
case that is the definition given 1o 2 contract unployecs 19
clear enough o bring the case of the petitioner within the
purview of the Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa Emplvoyee_s
(Regularization of Services) Act, 2009, because as objected
by the respor‘;dents the appointmenis of the petitioners on

contract basic was made otherw. se than the method

prescribed under the recruitment Rutzs. In fact the intention ee———"

of the legislature  while promuiigating  the  Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa :Employees (Regularization of Services) Act,

2009, was to regularize all those c. ntract emplovecs, who
were  appoirtéd not in accordance with *the prescrib'ed;

//\/
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13, When analyzing the case of the petltxoners on
the touchstoye of the Act of 2009, we leave no doubt in our
mind that th, petitioners stood re; uiaxued by operation pf"

law on the Fromulgation of the Act, ibid.

14, ‘'or the Stated- reasons. thie and +he COnnelied
Writ petitioy . are allowed and i is vdeciared that those
R petitioners whq are holding the p-ist of constablc/Speua)
Police Force “n 31.12.2008 or till the Commencement of the
B ' Act, 2009, ihiid, Le., 24.10.2009 *1all be deemed to be
i : larized v//_' Co
o e / s . o
: i regularized. / . /é ,.-v‘/"/‘ ;,/,
: /é’b“ N o

e

CHﬁ:f ""Iu

. . . 7 /_,. S . .
v/ “ oy T AR
:J’____,____-— \5_7//,-"4 / i N : :
! ' KO o
el .
""//// / )/0/7 Announced. 7
/ £fhounced

L Dt.24.10.2017 JUDGE

o (Mzata vs) (DB of Hon'sble 1 Justice Yahyy Jridi, HCY, ang
v Hon'able Mr. Jugiice lhaz. Anwar.y :
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BL]“ORE THE HONORABLIE PESI IAWAR 111G COURT PESHAWAR :
/
{
Writ Petition Né). 1980- /2016
Muhammad Anwar and others................. ...‘...............................(I’etitionex‘é)
Versus
Government of Khybex 2akhtunkhwa, thrc.wl Secretary Home & Tnbal Affairs,
Peshawar and Others. .. ..o e (Respondents)
Subject:- COMMENTS ON BEHALF )F RESPONDENTS
Preliminary Objections;-
a) The petition has not been bas..d «.a facts.
b) The petiticn is not maintainat.ic ;1 the present form.
c) The petition is bad for non joinder and mis-joinder of necessary
parties. _ ~
d) The petiticners are estopped to file the petition.
e) The petitioners have got no causc of action to file the petition.
D The petition is barred by law and limitation.
2) The petitioners have not come to the Honorable Court with clean
hands.
FACTS:- .
1., Correct 0 the extent that in view of insurgency of militancy in
Khyber Fakhtunkhwa, ongoiny operation against militants at
| Malakand Region, to encour:ige community policing and to
' compensate the Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs), the government -
& sanctioned funds for recruitment of Special Police on contract basis
for assistance of the reg}xlar Police. !
)7/ 2. 2/ Correct to the extent that petitioners and others were recruited on -~
L N -1 . . o : . N Vgt
ﬁ—r ,},\4‘{;), o contract tasis however, there is great difference in the criteria e
! Jewd Caserd . . ) N
OKL\T  Che { , prescribed for special Police and regular Police,
- TS : el .
Fombndd 3. Correct to the extent that petitioners were initially recruited on
contract basis for two years and the contract was extend from time to
‘time.
p Correct t¢ the extent that Special Police assisted the regular Police in
@‘<w,\_«o \V'l,‘_,(fv /J( ) . i .
i\ . { NN discharge of their functions but they were untrained and
. : . Lo
DS 1. ”’ « inexperienced fellows. _ j
/’ : . ~ . . «gage !
5. Incorrect. the selection pro-:ess of the Special Police were different
0 | s e b than prescribed for regular Police.
A, T o
o ¥ ]%:.,v cans o o h[’-eoml
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GROUNDS:-

a)

b)

c)

d)

- ‘;w v‘?f.ﬂuﬂ package to ‘egal heirs of Specia! Pclice "Shuhada”.

oA

Correct, to the extent that Special Police assisted regular Police and

e T Qlay \overnmem had chalked out proper Policy for grant of "Shaheed"

'Ff 5e oS chrjv—

Incorrect, NWEFP (KP) employces (Regularization of Service) Act,

2009, is not applicable to petitioners. According to Section 2 (f) of
. R

the Act, “Tost” means a post under government or in connection
/

—~—
with affairs of government to t-: filled in on the recommendation of

\—s—.--

— e
commission and the post of co 1stable does not fall within the
/

category «f commission pos!s /\Qam appomtment seniority &
e

promot-lon T Police depamm:nt is governed by Special law ie.

Police order and Police Rules. '

Incorrect, the petitioners prayer for regularization was without any

force and substance. As explained in reply to Para-7 that NWFP

2009 is

applicable to the petitioner. There was great difference in physical,

(KP) emyployee (Regularization of Service) Act, not
age, educational, criteria prescribed for special Police and regular
Police. Again the members of special Police were the recommended
by the notables of the villeoe and not by sclection committee
constituted i.’or recruitment of r.guiar Police.,
Incorrect, the petitioners werc appointed on contract basis and most
of them were already overage as 2ge limit for special Police was 45
years as against 25 years age lmm for regular Police. Th(. petition of
petmoner is not sustainable on the glvcn grounds. o

! | ‘ , ‘
Incorrect petitioners were emplbved on contract basis and their case
is not covered under NWEP (K P) Employec (Regularization of
Service) Act, 2009.
Incorrect, members of Special Police are allowed to participate in the
examinaticn of recruitment of regular Police subject to fulfilling the
presqril)f:<i.qualiﬁcati‘ons. Also additional 03 marks are allotted to
such candidates on qualifying the examination.
Incorrec., petitioners voluntarily joined special Police on contract
basis and they were well in picture of the fate of the contract service.
Incorrect. contract service is no zround for regularization and there
is no ruje or law which may allow regularization of petitioners.

That respondems may alsc scek permission of raising additional

Lo

grounds daring arguments of the case.



ar

It is therefore, prayed tiut the petition of petitioners may be
dismisscd with costs.

to Gov: of Khyber
hwa Home & TAs department
Peshawar.

: ' a
(Respondent I\g e Sect e“‘“\d\wa

| - . o P pakit
. Inspcctor GW
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar
(Respondent No.3)
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To, : _ _ : ')ﬁ S
Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtun Khwa,
Peshawar |

Subject: «Issuance of Regular & Contract Order of Special
Police Force”

Respected SIR,

With due respect, it is st:ted that please issue me
Copy of my regular & Contract order.

Tt is my humbly r2quest to provide me a copy of regular &
Contract Order as soor: as possible; I will be thankful to you.

| dg\(fvw

You’re sincerely,

Belt No:
Dated: | /4,{ {{ _)S“’{J—'
| | | /

N

. B N
~———
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; N gy . AT R Ny Al N
i , SERVICE QUAL”“Y'N(- fOR PENSION
- 1. (._umhlums of ()uul;lu';nlum.\':— Fhe SUnvee of (,m'vrmncm Serving SITON
4 } et qualily gy Pension gy 1 conform, to the lulinwing three conditingy..
! l Firgi:. The Servie, S he yrgep (;H\'c!‘llln"-ll.
. Secny: The MEPVICE L not he \un-;n:n.siun. bile,
! 1 Third: The sermiee BHISE e g by Gonverngy- W lram gy, Provineiy) Consolidyeg
i | FFund, L(_:_:h-._l‘.,l_.
4
b, SERVICE RENDERED AFTER Rl:"l'lRl‘.'N"')N'l‘ ON SU[’ERANNU/\'I'I()N I’l'.'NSlON.
iXE
l!‘ Serviee Pendered g1, retivemeny ) Superanuagjoy, pucnsinm,’ruliring PUNSing .
&\ shall pot count fiy. Pension o, Rratuity, Noge below Ruie - 21 i
»l' ‘e.'
},j 3. Hc;:inin;; of Serviee:
| /

Subjeer gy, Special rules, (he
beging o qualify NSion sy, he fakey Yer charge of 1,
APpoinied,

Rule 2.3,

any MVICe of iy MV
Tor pe bost 1o which ). is lirsg

-2

LA
% ’f 4. v’/' 'I'cmpurury and offie;

3 tor pPension
W
3,

x

ANy seryiee: 'l‘wnpm‘;n‘_\ aned u”icinling Service sl count
S indicited Lctow .

4 i) Civil SEEVOUTs By, o lcmpur;n'_\' CSblishmeny whu hayy rendeped morye o
i han five Yuary CHlingogy !cmpul‘au'y S jee
the PUrpose of I
iy

. fe
shall coung such servige for

nsion op Bty

u-mpur;u'_\ it u”h‘iulin: SMviee

\ fur pensiog

LGty Rule 2.3,

(TI..-\RH"l(‘:\'l'l();\ O PHRASE

followed Ly conlirmation shatl ol ot
!

- ()l-',-\l.ll"\’”\'(; SERVICE
'I'cnmm‘;u'_\' dnd ul'ﬁviulin:; ~CPVige followed by contipm,
: serviee exceeding fiye Years qual, iy, Topr

NS,

atiop ur'lcm;uu':u'_\'/nﬂiciuliu;:

Al

Some Confusion g eep,. RO VY Some quaptep
o spetls o lcmp:u';u;\';/nﬂicinfin;: serviee may he
a1 200 af the Wy Pakiviag, Civil Servieeg Pension Ruleg
(C'lli“':'":r:‘u; :‘.‘{.',n”h'l'ulin;.; ser i(‘(" lloweq by conpy
of more than fie SCUES oty 1, m-nsiun;”grn(uil_\'. The s 21215 take
Y thuse Cases where 1), Gy CEINCnt sey g had priog ¢, the inlul'ruplim)
rinds o qualifying, Service and g g considreed iy  permi¢ L e
ain past qu o pmninn/;_:ruluil). The Condungi), ul'inlcl'rupliunx .
M oservice wigy o allowin, past :\'un-(;u::lil:\in;; Cmporury,

qu

O to hiow Condonatiog o
elhwee egulited tirder
to Rule 2.3 ihid
cm|mrur_\',’uﬂ'|ci:|lin;; Serviee
Provisiong or Rule

. /\ccnrdin}.:

mittion o ¢

cornivane ot anl
endered e (o coupy

rert abilving Servieg
€ovjew

alily oy pcn.\'iun/gr;xluirh\' Uity

ul'l':..'i;:liu;; Service
Rufe 2,35 BOlpertisgi,., b athey words candonating
uf inlcrrupli«m.s for [n-n.xinn:'.;r.:luil) in (um|nu':u‘y/:;Hil'i:l(ing Strvice g
where 1), broden pPeriod of empaor

'y "n”iciallin_;:
years ar Contirmi,,. Where

Perinissibe, 1y,

Permissinge anly
is Urlilfving .

tion gy l'nlﬂllv(l,
More cleare e

Service

N Fallon g by neither ey,

< eneeery five
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IN THE COURT OF 4.*’;[(]_’)/4 ' S@IT Vi‘CQ';"r":;":/~b‘Q”)CL/€ V&'S Batfd&
' I ——— T T — . ;
My he

. \ )

Sy

- . ‘F‘es;:;nndent_lg‘ T
Petitiorrer S —Defe: fomty-

~ Appellan/f—" ..

- FIRNo..../. . ated: ... ©
C_hargbU/s TRERI
KNOW AUL to

Mubammad Anwar Khan,

e

/... Police Station: .. /"

om these presents shiaf! come tht I the urders gned appaint: -

nshton Ghari),

“" Advocate, Higb]Céum Peshawar (herein alter called the advocaie) (o be the Advacate Iy

" the Appe"anl_/Pe(itionEr’l;h"lhe abwe
any of them . thatis 1g say

) Toact and nlead'n the ahove mentioned caxe in this court or any g1k

)

3)

i

9) *To-engage any atfier Uagal pructitinnar mutharizing hitn tn. exgreis: ..+ Piivvie i
. -hering

 explaingd to and underston byr 2 this daval _ 7 |

Accepted . |-

I .Qﬁi.gﬂd_d"‘ﬂégi‘_."-ﬁ;w -'Ch'a.[.\._'?}g:____r: Ho th'ﬁﬂ" Ruom, Juetvial Fempl;

mentinned rase, to do yil (he lollowing ats. dengs gng (hings or

e Cawrtin which the same

may betried or heard iy th irst ingtarice or in appeal or review o prprution ur in gny pther

stage of its progress until it s fig! decision, :
To sign, verify and.present pleadings. apgieals, rogs - nbjections pat,
< revision, withdrawal, Compromise o piher setition ar alfidavits ar sthr documents as shat
be deemed necessary or advissble for the prosenytior oF said cast. ir ll g stages.
To withdraw or-compromise ir. the said £age or sebmit {a arbitratior any gitleronce
that shalf arise touching nr in cay manner relating ta the said case, _
To receive maney and grafitregeinls therelure and tdo ol mther agt. gnd thiig ahich may
necessary to be dong fop the pragress and the course. of he prosaeatsn of tin said gose.

00s for exezulion, revis

or disputr,

mshurihgy - o
hereby conlerred oft the Adviczte whenever he may tirk fit te dg o, . -
AND | hereby agree to rotify wihi ever the Advocste o his substteid st do in fle promisen -

AND ! hereby. agree o b e Advucaty gr ils substitute respen: alg lgr e resull of the
said case and in cunsequence . 1is absence by the court when the - 1id zase i callag up lgr v

AND Fhereby that i e event al ihe whole or ony parl of the feg agree- by me tp he paid to the
Advocate -remaihing;unpa]d.. Re . hall be entitled 1 wilhdraw-frgim (he drosecution uf the sarg
case unlil the same iz paig, '

N WITHESS wiCRpor i horeunty Tyt the prient e «:n'n:,‘n

15 al bl bavis e

Signérive / thum, impressicn
ol party / parties.

Mulittimad Anwar Kb an i oo
Advocate High Lourt. Peshiawar: - .
ol M- 03559257574

..... £x, Moy
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BEFORE THE _ SERVICE _ TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Service Appeal No.3428/2021 ' NED
‘ ; g6 P"‘Nc'%’
Ihsan Ullah FC  Dir Upper................ Appellant. . ?‘?‘_ﬁf;:;waf
VERSUS. ¥
1) Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.
2)  Secretary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.
3) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhawar Peshawar.
4)  Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Range......Respondents.
Index.
S: No. | Documents Annexures Pages
1 Para wise Comments - 1-2
2 Power of Attorney& - 3.4
affidavit

Ld

-—

DSP Legal,
Dir Upper.
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BEFORE TH E SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3428/2021

Mr. Ihsanullah of Dir Upper.........coooviiiiiiiiii i Appellant.

VERSUS.

1) Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.

2) Secretary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.

3) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhawar Peshawar.

4) Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Range...... Respondents.

PARA WISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 AND 04.

Respectfully Sheweth:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1) That the present service appeal is not maintainable in its present forum.

2)

3)
4)

o)

That the appellant has not come to this August Tribunal with clean
hands.

That the present service appeal is badly time barred.

That to entertain such appeal is tantamount to kill the valuable and
precise time to the honorable Service Tribunal.

That the appellant has suppressed and concealed the material facts

from this Honorable Tribunal.

ON FACTS:

—_—

o

Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Incorrect, the appellant and other Special Police Officers were enlisted
in Police department purely on contract basis with fixed pay of Rs.
10000/- to assist regular Police and later on the services of the
appellant and others were regularized through Khyber Pakhtunkhawa
Special Police Officers (Regularization of Services) Act 2019. But
contract service was not included in regular Services

Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

The services of the appellant along with his colleagues were regularized
after promulgation of the Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Special Police Officers
(Regularization of Services) act 2019.

Incorrect, the appellant and others services were regularised under the
ibid act 2019 and contract period was not included by the government

in the regular service thus appellant is not entitled under the law/rules.
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GROUNDS.

A. Incorrect, the appellant has been treated in accordance with law and no
rights of the appellant whatsoever have been violated by the
respondents. ,

B. Incorrect, action of the respondents did not fall in the ambit of violation of
the principle of natural justice.

C. Incorrect, the contract period as SPO has not included in the
regularization act, therefore he is not entitled for any benefit under the
law/ rules.

D. Every case has its own facts and merits; therefore the referred judgment
is not applicable to the case in hand.

E. The reply has already been given in the preceding Para.

F. Incorrect, the appellant was initially recruited on contract basis and then
his services were regularized after promulgation of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhawa Special Police Officers (Regularization of Services) act
2019,

G. Incorrect, all the actions of the respondents are in accordance with
law/rules Policy of government.

H. The respondents will also adduce further grounds at the time of

arguments after leave of this honorable Service Tribunal.

PRAYER:

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of this para-

wise reply, the service appeal may graciously be dismissed with cost.

Provincial Police Officer, @ﬁ/
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

. . . ional potice Officer,
Regional Police Officer, Reg:onﬁ g{ :0 o

Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat. Saidu Sharif, Swat.
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?i‘ﬁﬁ’ BEFORE TH E SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3428/2021

Thsan Ullah FC Dir Upper................. Appellanf.
VERSUS.
1)  Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.
2)  Secretary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.
3) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhawar Peshawar.
4)  Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Range......Respondents.

Power Of Attorney.

We the undersigned do hereby authorize Zewar Khan DSP Legal to appear

on my behalf before the honourable service tribunal on each and every date.

He is also authorized to file para wise comments, and also submit all

relevant documents before the court.

Provincial Police Officer, QCF
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. /ﬂ/

Regional Police Officer, Regiona%icer,

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.  Cacion

Saidu Sharif, Swat.
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BEFORE TH E SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PSS PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3428/2021
Ihsan Ullah FC Dir Upper................. Appellant.

VERSUS.

1) Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.

2)  Secretary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar.

3)  Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhawar Peshawar.

4)  Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Range......Respondents.

Affidavit

1, the undersigned do hereby solemnly affirm and declared that the contents of
parawise reply are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

DEPONENT
Zewar Khan, DSP Legal

Upper Dir.




