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14.07.2022

12.09.2022

10.06.2022 Appellant present through representative.

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil learned
Assistant Advocate General alongwith Zewar Khan S.i
(Legal) for respondents present.

| File to come up alongwith connected Service Appeal
No0.3081/2021 titled Hazrat Bilal Vs. Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa on 14.07.2022 before S.B,

Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt. Addifional 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

s 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 (E)

The worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the

case is adjourned to 24.10.2022 for the same. -

eader

-



17.11.2021 Counsel 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.

A

(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 hearing on
29.03.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
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

i
(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 agitated and assailed the
impugned order dated 08.04.2020 where-under the services of Special
Police Officer (SPQO’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 No.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 abpeal was instituted in the service Tribunal
on ©1.03.2021. 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 13.10.2021 .

*

(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 hearing before the S.B
on 17.11.2021.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
* MEMBER (E)
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“S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings _ :
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 M’bS)W . \
v
RECTTRAR
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.
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The appeal of Mr. Umar Zada Belt no. 570 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 para-1 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 on it.

No__Y3Ab JsT,

Dt. 03510 R /2021

ey
REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Muhammad Anwar Khan Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICES TRiIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

i eal No.__. 2021 : '
Service Appeal No.__.. / Scé; :\% ED
Mr. Umer Zada “oShaway

........................ Appellant
VERSU%
Government of KPK through Chief Secretary & Others
............. .....Respondents
INDEX
S.No | Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Grounds of Service Appeal | 1-4
2. | Affidavit - | 5
3. | Addresses of Pacties 6
4. | Copy of Contract recruitment selzction 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 |
7. | Copy of Regular Pay Slip ‘ D 23
8. | Copy of Application ) E 24-25
9. | Copy of Pension rules for qualifying F 26
Service | | |
10. | Wakalat Nama - T 27

A ppellant

AL

Muhammad Anwar Khan
- (Pashton Ghari)
Date: _ /_ /2021 Advocate High Court,
- Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRI]’{)’»UNAL. KHYBER \

PAKEH TUNKHWA, PEsSHAWAR

Service Appeal No._____ /2021

© Mr. Umer Zada S/o Shkams Ud Din, Belt No 570,

R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper
Dir.’
eeeeteeete et e e e n e e bte e e areaens Appellant

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

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

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

4.  The Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Region
Malakand.

 eeesenes ceressssssseessenienseness RESpONndents

Appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber
Pakhtunikhwa Service Tribunal Act,
1974 against the order dated 1-3-2020
of The Respondents N¢. 3, whéreby
Appellant service has b:en regulized
from contract Service. The
Regulization order of 2020 may be
considered w.e.f, 2669- instead of

2020.

Praver in Appeal

On Acceptance of the instant appeal, The
Respondents may be directed to coun: the Temporary Services

of Appellant with effe:t froni'his initial vecruitment dated 26-06-



2009 toward his regular service for the purpose "of grant of _

pension and he may be allowed pensicn and other benefits.
Respectfully Sheweth:
The appellant submits as under:

1.  That the Appellant has been .a';_)pointed as SPO (Special
Police Officer) in Police Depaitment 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)

2.  That the Respondents admitted the contract service of
) _appellant w.ef 2009 in reply in writ petition No
‘1980/2016 latter on along with other Similar Special
Police force regulizared by Peshawar High Court
Peshawar in writ Petition No 1980/2016 w.e.f
24/10/2017. The appellant is at serial No 13.( Copy of
Judgment is attached as Arinexure B)

3. That the Respondents admittq;d the contract service of
_appellant w.ef 2009 in reply in writ petition No
1980/2016 (Copy of Reply is attached as Annexure

0). ‘

i‘
b
!

4. That the Axﬁpellanent has been regularized by the
Respondents in 2020 instead of date of initial
'appointme.nt'of the Appellant. (Copy of regular Pay

-slip of is ati gche‘d as Annexure D)
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5. That the Appellant requested to the Respondents for

issuance copies of contract as well as Regular

Appointment Order but all in vain. The Appellvant also
requested for Contract and regular appointment order
through ngh‘a 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 rights 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 1-3-202¢ 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 Supi*eme Court of Pakistan in.
Civil Appeal No.1072/2005 decided on 04.04.2016 the
larger bench of August Supreme Court of Pakistan has’
specifically held that the Temporary Service followed by
the conformation of regular service counted for thev'
purpose of bension thus the Appel]ant is entitled for the
grant of monthly pension by c‘Qunting his service w.e.f the -

~ date of his initial appointment.

- E) That there ire a number of Judgments in identical cases.

Therefore, Respondents are hound to follow the same and

e o o e




@

should have acted inaccodénge with law & judgment of “.

August Supreme Court of } aklstan reported in 1996
SCMR 118s5.

F) That the Te *mporary service' followed by confirmation/
regular appointment gave the Appellant a right that his

service be considered as regular service.

G) That the Re spondents are using different yard stick and
are vzolatzng the provision of their own Law/ rules/
‘calendar and the constitution of Islamic Republic of
Pakistan 1973.

H)That the Appellant may kin: /ly be allowed to advance
* additional arguments at the iume hearing of the instant
~ Service Apyeal.

It is, therefo e, most humbly prayed
that on acceptance of the instant service appeal, the
impugned rsgularization order 2020 may very
graciously be consider w.e.f his initial appointment i.e.
2009 instead of 2020 with all back benefits.

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

o))
Appellant
Through
Mulmanimad Anwar Khan

- (Pashton Ghari)
Date: __/_ /2021 Advocate High Court

1
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICES TRYBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No._______ /2021 '

Mr. Mr. Umer Zada |
.................... ....Appellant

VERSUS .
Government of KPK through Chief Secfetary & Others

.................. Respondents =

AFFIDAVIT

], Mr. Umer Zada S/o Shams Ud Din , Belt No 570,
R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper
Dir, do hereby solemnly affirm and <leclare on oath that the
contents of the accompanying Service Appeal are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has
been concealed from this Tribunal.

@)/)/4’

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KP¥ SERVICES TRISUNAL, PESHAWAR

Servicev Appeal No. . /2021

Mr. Umer Zada

e erereenenia, o Appellant
VERSUS

Govern'mérit of KPK through Chief Secretary & Others

........ ----......Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

~ APPELLANT

Mr. Umer Zada S/o Sharas Ud Din , Belt N

0 570,
R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalkot Kohistan, District Upper
Dir. . :

RESPONDENTS

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

2. Secretary Finance De partment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secreteriate Peshawar. o

3. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secreteriate Peshaway. - ‘

4. The Deputy Inspector General of Police #alakand Region

Malakand.
o) é)/g’
Appéllant

Through

e
- Muhammad Arswar Khan
(Pashton Ghari)
Date: __/_ /2021 -Advocat_e High Court

[
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Thee A u.cruxtmo: Co ymillee consisling  of the following =% ..
Dohce ofﬂcers 15 hereby cclistititec.  under ‘the supervision of the
‘./"// - undersigned for racruitment o Sprciai Pelice Cfficer on 22/06/2009 to .
//// T 26/06/2009 at Pslce Lines Tirr{'erge:.ja Jir Lower.
/z' .__',' , b | . .
f . - 1M Falafon la z Khan Si.peri terdrat of Police Investigation,
& 2. 'M Purcil .nan Depu Suj eririerdent of Police Legal
: : AR,
3. Mr. Kha Raziq Khan!-‘)DPt -Thr gara

4. Mr. Shai '‘Wazir Khar Jeplly Yo oerintendent of Police H.Qrs.

.i: S 45 8l Bash ¢ <han Lines Dfficer &
\ 6 OHC |
;;" ' - :  , | e recruitm: at Comr .'..‘ 2e will ensure that the.
," f | . selection of the Sracial Polic: Officers will be ;ota.!\/ rair, transparent -
o | anv:a.pl'Jre on mzri- basis acc::;'dingw to rovincial Pciice Officer !ﬁemcf
| No. 15392/E-11'd ved 20/06/20- 9 |
S e,
' (1 arin)
District Police Officer, \
L ) - Dirlower at Ti ‘mergara.
] - B o I _ (nggiryi -
No‘..lﬁh 83R-Y JCGHC dated{_Tir:ergaua._th ‘ __Zir‘__/gf_‘__*QOOQ
L _ay forwarc 4 ior it tom ation o the -
._‘Provincial ohcc Officor, N.VYF, "‘ Peshawar.,
:f . Deputy mspcctpr Gcr ¢ ral of Pola,q:c Malakand chioh-Hl Swat. "ﬂ-';‘
E Mr: Falel NQz Khan 8 ;pcrm r‘nm nt of Police "wcstlgatlon ‘
: v . . Mr. Pur 1 thn Dopu o Surv*rm ‘r..'ndont of Police Legal. - '. o

. Mr_.l Khar: Razig Khan $DPO. ;‘imr.-rgara

- Mr. Shat Whzir Khan (:(‘pu st:‘.'(:rintondont of Police H.Qrs., "‘{n

) Sl Bashn l\'wan l_mc,\c Dffice. Aqﬁ C:&/

. OhC | 5 { __‘}ﬂé; *

© \:_ o o1 A [ RN
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH C OURT PESHAWAR

)
pd
Writ Petition No. /980" { 072016

rmn
1) Muhammad Anawr Son of Muh n)&léch Ayub/ ) )
Belt No.227. ' S \:i“iig;z '.j-/
'2)  Katcor Khan Son of Akbar Shah Belt NG e
3) = Muliommad Aslam Son of Muhammad Belt
~ No.§9.
 4)-  Bakht Biland Son ofRasr)ol Shah Belt No.566.
' 5) * Islami ud Din Son of Umar Jan Belt No.568.
6) Palas Khan Son of Saadat Khan Late Belt

No.578..
7)°  Shah:Naseem Khan Son of Noor Muhammad Belt
No.557.
8)  Muhammad Haroon Son of Alcbar Sazd Belt -~
‘ No.567.

9)* Bilour Khan Son ofWaaeef Ullah Belt No.312. -
10)  Said ur Rehman Son of Muhammad Sherin Belt
) No.521.
11) Muhammad Ali Son of A]da Khan Belt No.547.
12) yNascer ud Din Said Muhammad Belt No.555.
! 13 Umarzada Son of Shams ud Din Belt No.570.
14) Iftikhar Ahmad Son of Ilam Khan Belt No.264.
i+ 15) Hazrat Bilal Son of Juma Khan Belt No.569. -
»"16) Bakht Rawan Son of Musafar Shah Belt No.566.
17)+ Aziz Ullah Son of Shati:shi Khan Belt No0.548.
) 18) Hazrat Ali Son of Wazeef Ullah Belt No.34
19) Miftah ud Din Son o; Muhammad. Khalig Belt
No.565.
20) Nocr. ul Islam Son of Muhammad Nabi Belt
No.Z85.
~21) Afzal Khan Son ofPalas Khan Belt No.577.
22) Shaukat Hayat Son of Fazal Hadi Belt No.573.
~ 23) Sher Ahmad Son of Gul Azam Khan Belt No.554.
~ 24) Sartnj Son of Fazal Hadi Belt No.556. |
25)  Mul:ammad Bashar Son of Muhammad Mukhtzar Y £,
Belt No.563. . AL‘F o
26) Gu!l Sher Son of Muharmad Noor Belt No. 571

),, “rr"* =

B - : AR
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? "i':," Q ny;
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e 87) Zafar Ali Son of Daud Klian Belt No.3026.
88) Lal Muhammad Son of Rustam Gul Belt No.3232
89) Bakth Zaman Son of Rozi Khan Belt No.3316.
90) Syed Zafar Ali Son of Misn Gul Belt No. 3273.
91) Syed Irshad Ahmad Son of Khursheed Ahmad
' " Belt No.3079. :
92) Abdul Majeed Son of Shar Makhaz Belt No.3216.
93) Noor Haider Son of Ali Haidar Belt No.3017.
 94) Hakim Said Son of Sultait Pervez Belt No.3051.
95) Ibrahim Son of Abdul Ghafoor Belt No.3081.
96) Alam:eb Son of Mujtaba Belt No.3259.
97) Khial Muhaminad Son of Rustam Gul Belt
No.3177.
;o 98) Sami lllah Son of Mian Pir Bacha Belt No.3181.
99) Miar Said Ali Son of Mian Said Muhammad Belt
No.3225.
100) Nowsher Son of Naseer Belt No.3136
All Residents of Deputy Inspector General Malakand
Region, Malakand.
‘ | .. Petitioners
- VERSUS

1- Secreiary Home Depariment Civil Secretariat,
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Feshawar.
~ 2- Secretary Finance Depertment Civil Seaetarzat

- Khyker Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. '

3- The Provincial Police Officer, Civil Secretariat,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4- The Deputy Inspector General of Police
Malzkand Region Malaiand.

vev «e oo Respondents

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF THE ISLAMIC
REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973

. Respectfully Sheweth:

The petitioners submits as under:

'1- That :he petitioners are the citizen of Khyber

Police Force by respondert No.3.

WP1980P2016GRO IND

Pakhtunkiwa an enrolled as Constables in Special
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' FN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR.
" FORM ‘A’
FORM OF ORDER SHEET “COUR
- r;\/ J‘\‘~ ‘
Date of Order or other proceedings with signature o the Hon’ble J dge s) 'L " il -
Order i ~ \ \
1 Z o e 2t
] B . oo /.:’: /
—

24.10.2017 | W.P.No0.1980-P/2016 with I.R.

Present: Mr. Muhammad Anwar Khan,
4, dvocate for the petitioners.

T I“ﬂ VKA I g Tt ssacm A wan,

A AG for the Provincial Government.

*ok ok

IJAZ ANWAR, J.- Same order as in the connected writ petition

/' L

No.2013-P/2016.

,'/4’. / /*,- i
(L\///.L/ // .

4 g ~,er’fEF JUSJPILJ:
1/4// . ( '/,/// (/' 1‘5*"\’ Pt 7 K/ s 0
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4 T.Shah PS* Ton'ble Mr, Justice Yahya Afridi, HC! and Hon'ble Mr. Justice ljaz Anwat, J
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‘W P No 2033 P/2016.

Date of hearing:.......... 24.10.2017

e

Judgment Sheet

IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT,
PESHAWAR —
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENTS UR,

JUDGMENT

Petitioner {s) Ahmad Khan and 99 others by
Muhammad Anwar Khan Pgshton Ghari, Advocate.

Respondent (s) Secretary Home Department ‘Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa and others by Mallk Akhter Hussain
Awan,AAG.

IJAZ ANWAR, J.- Ths petitioners Ahmad Khan

and 99 others in the instant writ petition No. 2013-P/2016 as
well as the petitioners in the cornected writ petitions No.
1980 of 201G, 2109 of 2016, 2146-P of 2016, 2182 of 2016,
2183-P of 2016, 2231-P of 2016, 2330-P of 2016,2437-P of
2016,2481;?’ 0f 2016 2538-P of 2016 and 3197‘ of 2016, have
asked for issuance  of an appropriate writ directing the
respondents. to give them benefit ander the provisiohs of the
Khyber Pak.hh;hkhwa Employees {Regularization of Service)
Act, 2009, whereby sérvices of all ad-hoc and contract
employees have been regularized.

2. As in all the writ petitions, one and same point is
raised for determination, therefore, we propose to dispose of

all the writ petitions through this single judgment in W.P.

No.2013 of 2016 - 7 ?,TL_‘)-, 21D

)\oh < 0‘“’”

n-n ‘”""'
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3. Precise facts of the instant writ petition and the
connected writ petitions are that thev'petitioners in all the writ
petifioners, after fulfilling the selection process as provided
in letter No. 523-29 PA (OPS & Trg) dated 26.6.2609, 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 Provinpiai Assembly passed Khiyber
Pakhtunkhwa Employees (Regularization of Service) Act,
2009, whereby ali the contract zcrf.:vployees holding a post on

31.12.2008 or till the comménszement of the Act, were

declared as regular civil servants, On the strength of the

above said policy, services o other employeés were
regularized, ‘1owever, the petitioners were deprived from the
benefit of it,._therefore, they approached the respondents for
regularizatio;vl of their services or the strength of the above
said policy but in vain, hence,_: the above referred writ
petitions.

4. Respondents sublﬁittcd their comments, wherein

they statec that in view of cngoing operation against

militants in the province, the pcrsons from the Internally
Displaced persons (TDPs) were ordered to be appointed in the

Special Polize Force on contract basis, therefore, the policy

of the year, 2009, referred to ibi d, is not appllcable to the

case of the p:titioners.
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5. Learned counsel for the peﬁtioﬁers argued that the

petitioners were appointed in Special Police Force since the

_ year, 2009-2010 and they are performing their duties till date

with the same terms and conditioné. They argued that the
petitioners have rendered almost teﬁ years service, but they
have not been given service prétectio’n. They referred to the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Emplovees (Regularizatién of
Services) Aci, 2009 and argued that employees worki.ng in
different departments have been regularized exc‘ept the

petitioners despite the fact that the job of the petitioner is

exactly the same with those employees, who are perfomiing

_their duties in regular police force, therefore, the act and

action of the respondents is discriminatory.

6. Conversely, learned AAG argued that while

appointing the petitioners, there was no specific criteria to be

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

compensatio;x of the Intemally;'. Displaced Persons, such
recruitment Jwas made. He .ar;__;,ued that 'there is great
difference i_]ul the criteria of Spﬁecial Police and Regular
Police, theéefore, the Khyber ?Pakhtunkhwa Employees
(Regularizat‘{i‘o'n of Services) Acti 2009 is not applicable to
the case of pi%titione_rs. ‘

7. “We have heard arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties and have also perused the record.

wh



23

[

>

\ND

~ conditions for regularization of service of the contract

th

8. Perusal of the record reveals that, initially, it was

~ decided for thg recruitment of 6725 personnel in Swat,

Buner, Shangla, Dir Upper and Dir Lower Districts on

_contract basis as Special Police'Force, thereafter, such
~‘appointments were also made in other Districts of the

' ,. province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Imtlally, there was no set

criteria for such recruitment as the same was to be made from
the Intemaliy Displaced persons (IDPs), however, even for
suvcih appointments, there was a Recruitment committee to be
headed by District Police Officer that was required to observe
the age, phyzical fitness, i.e., height, chest etc. Aﬁer advent
of time, the issuance; of advertisernent for the filling of such
posts was also made mandatory. Vide notification dated
24.10.2009, the Provincial As sembly has promulgated
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees (Regularization . of

Services) Act, 2009. The relevant section 3 of the said Act is

reproduced for ready reference. '

Scction {3)

Regularization of scrvice of certain _employces. All
employces including recommendee of the High Court
appoint.éd on contract or adkoc basis and hold that
post on 31st December, 2008 or till the commencement
of this .Act shall be deemed to have been validly

appointed on regular basis having the samec ﬁlﬁ\—

qualificiition and experience for a regular post:

-

{
Accerding to the above section, there are three e
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employees, namely; (i) emplovees must ‘have been
appointed on contract or adho: basis, (ii) they were

holding the said post on 31.12.2008 or till

having the pre-requisite qualification and experience

v

required for a regular post.

9.
Provincial (féovemmerit, vide - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Servants (Amendment) Act, 2005., amended section 19 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973. The

employees throughout the province but benefit of Section

19(2) was 1;tot'extended to some of the employees on the

Similarly, section 2 of the Act says that:-

Secction.(2).

a)----

aa) “Contract appointment” means of a duly
qualificd person "miade otherwise
than in accordance with the prescribed method
of recruitment. C

b)“employee” means an adhoc or a contract
employec appointed by Government on adhoc or
contract basis or second shirt/night shift but docs
not include the employces for project post or
appointed on work charge basis or who are paid
out of contingencics

It is pertinent to mention here that ecarlier the

the

- commencement of this Act, i.e, 24.10.2009, and (iii)

Provincial {fovernment regularized the services of contract

ground that they have not been ":;;xppointed in the prescribed
manner. The controversy came ug before this Court in a case

of Dr. Rizwanullah and 42 cthers vs. Government of

/ >

‘K

i
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N.-W.FE.P through Chief Sccretaiy, NWFP, Peshawar and

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

16. A bare look at the history of legislation on this
subject in the past further reinforced the above view that
the petitioners’ service have beea duly regularized by the
legislature and notﬁiﬁg has beea left for the exccutive to
notify (ieir names in the official gazette or to pass any
cxccutive order. In this regard, the N.-W.F.P Ad hoc
Civil Servants (Regularization of Services) Act-11 of 1987
is much relevant wherein a pro'\:/iso was added to section
3 thercof to the following effect:--
“Provided that---

(i) the services of such civil servants shall be
deemed to have been regularized under  this

Act only on the publication of their namcs in the -
official Gazette,”

In the N.-W.FP Employcts on Contract Basis
" (Regularization of Services) Act, VIII of 1989, Section 4
it .
is couched in the following wors;-

“S, Regulation of services »f certain Civil Servants.--
- (13 Notwithstanding anytiiing contained in any law
for the time being in force, any Civil Servant, who is
or i:as been appointed or dcemed to have been
appointed against any. post in any Government
Department under sectio 3 of this Act shall be
dcened to have been regularly 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 tae department concerned.”
; ,

17.  Again the same language was used in scction 4 of
the N.-W.F.P Employces on Contract Basis
(Regu!ﬁ'rization of Secrvices) (Amendment) Act-II of
1990, ”

18. The relevant provision of the Act (IX), 2005 has
been worded almost in a totally different language
whercin nothing has been left for the administrative

sccrct.nrics or the heass of the attached

department/competent autho: tics to .issue notifi_cgtion '

ATMNEE
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with regard to the rcgulariiation' of service of contract
employees bccéuse the objzct has " been clearly
.. accomplished through the plainiy understandable words
used in section 2(2) of the Act (1 X) 2005. On this analogy
all the petitioners stood regularized on coming into force
of the Act under discussion and issuance of
notificafion/executive order in this regard would be only
Ca formz;ﬁity for the departmental heads/administrative
secretaries. Thus authorities were under statutory
obligation to do what is rcqui:‘*ed'by the law to do and
the petitioners were not reguired undér_‘ the said
provisiecn to approach them for issuance of such

order/notification.”

10. In the present case, ti.‘}e' petitioners have been
appointed ny the Departmental Selection Committee and
faced the proceés of selectioﬁ Ir‘a;garding physicé] fitness,
height, chest etc. They are pérfomiing their duties since year,
2009. Differ=nt docunlents were placed on ﬁlé, according to
which, number of Special Police Force employees were

proceeded uader the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules,

1975. It has also not been denied that the petitioners are |

performing exactly the same duties as performed by the
members of the regular police. Therefore, we found that the
case of the petitioners squareiy ébmé within the purview of
the provisions of the Regulalii:zafion Act, 2009, referred to

ibid, because they have been appointed on contract basis in a

.manner prescribed by the Goveraiment at that time and that

they have aiso been appointed bef{,ween the period which was ~—

v
.

(4 teg7bd
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given by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees
(Regularization of Services) Act, 2009 (ACT No. XVI QF '
2009).
11 . It is pertinent to ‘mel"n.tion here that the special
Police Forcé is performing duty .S%ldé by side with the regular
police. They encountér terrorists -'aﬁd embraces “Shahadat”.

~ Their cases for grant of “Shuhada Package” were, initially,
regretted by the Provincial Govef:%ment, however, this Court
ina judgment and order dated 19.5.2015 in W.P No.
12502/2015, bheld their families 0 avail the said benefit,
announced by the Provincial Gove nment.
12. Tﬁere is yét another ery important aspect 6f the

~ case that is the definition given to the contract employees is

/[ clear enough to bring the case'éf ‘'the petitioner within the

purview of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees

N

(Regularization of Services) Act, 2009, because as objected
by the respondents the appointrients of the petitioners on

contract basis was made othérwise than the method

X pre§cribed under the ré_cruitment_ :Rules. In fact, the intention
of the l.egislature while 'pifblnu]gating the Khyber
~Pakhtunkhwa Employees (Regu}'arization of Services) Act,
2009 was to regularize all tho e contract employees, who Prlroste, s

“were appoiﬁnted not in accord,ance with the prescnbed

v i
|

* r\’
/ ; S /\/T/f‘r SRS
?.muw/» w;r“ Core

~ | / 5 o 20
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prc‘)cedurev and who were hoidin'g poston 31.12.2008 or uptill
24.10.2009. |

13. When analyzing the case of the petitioners on
the fouchst.bne of the Act of 2009, - we leave no doubt in our
mind that the petitioners stood regulérized by operation of
law on the pfomul-gation of thé Act, ibid.

4. For the stated reaﬁfins, this and the connected
writ petitions are allowed an:l it is declared that- those
petitioners. who are h.olding' the post of constable/Special
Police For.e on 31.12.2008 61’ till the commencement of the

Act, 2009, ibid, i.e., 24.10.2009 shall be deemed to be
| regularized, ' % CZ
S /(é; / ,/

/ - CHJEEJU(}CE

Announced. 9

© Dt.24.10.2017 - JUDGE

B & RAWAY
Artictn 8,7 ot
" u/ﬂ‘,—Sh vaetnt Qi mmh

_/_ ~AAMNY 2017
AR =

(Mzaue5) : (DB of Hon"able Mr. Justice Yahya Afridi, llC.l and
Hon'able Mr. Justice Ijaz Anwar.)
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, BEFORE THE HONORABLLE PESHAWAR 11{GIH COURT PESHAWAR

Writ Petition No. 1980-P/2016

4

Muhammad Anwar anc Others..........oecvveecievsieiereee e e ee e een o Petitioners)

Versus -

Government of Khybzr Pakhtunkhwa, threugl: Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs,
, Peshawar and Others... ..o (Respondents)

Subject:-

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OFF RESPONDENTS

Preliminary Objections.-

a)
b)
c)

d)
e)
f)
g)

The petiticn has not been based o facts.
The petiticn is not maintainable i+ the present form.

The petition is bad for non-joi::der and mis-joinder of necessary
parties.

The petiticners arc estopped to fiie the petition.
The petitioners have got no causc of action to file the petition.
The petiticn is barred by law and limitation.

The peti ioners have not come fo the Honorable Court with clean
hands.

Correct io the extent that in view of insurgency of militancy in
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ongoing operation against militants at

Malakard Region, to encourage community policing and to

compen: a‘¢ the Internally Displziced Persons (IDPs), the government

S

(L,),-:.J.C.:;,L e G J"‘”

C“K L \’t--; CVhewd Capent
C> - "\( '\[‘(LL/{‘"'/;

-Er e
), ‘,l.' < C} "('&f)/:-, ) q
s,

e

sanctioncd funds for recruitment of Special Police on contract basis
for assis tance of the regylar Police.

Correct ic the extent that p;:tilibners and others were recruited on
contracl lgasis however, th_crc is great difference in the criteria
prescribcci for special Police and;:'regular, Polic_é.,

Correct to the extent that petitioners were initially recruited on

contract basis for two years and:the contract was extend from time to

time.

Correct to the extent that Speciul Police assisted the regular Police in

discharize of their functions but they were untrained and

. “ i
inexperienced fellows.

Incorrzst. the selection process of the Special Police were different

Vo b et of oAl - | Pl

l}h(; +

than p-scribed for regular Police. ' Ak et
Y , : 7 . ' b ;
o 1/73 eEAS N C‘,fo%f_,(w\.‘(
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6. Correct, 1o she extent that Special Police assisted regular Police and

e 56 A/« ’3\‘“ ;\;overnment had chalked out proper Policy for grant of "Shaheed"

B 55 §ey ot
.(f \}fi\?i \7f )%ﬂ PHCkage to egal heirs of Special P slice "Shuhada”. ?( Za 5%

ALy T )
o oy Incorrect, NWFP (KP) employces (Regularization of Service) Act,

‘f A J D

i

2009, is not applicable to petitionf*rs According to Section 2 (f) of
Y\-—"/

et e D
. 92¢ D¢ the Act, “Post” means a post ur der gove}-nment or in connection

~
o f( ; with affairs of govemment to L:2 filled in on the recommendation of
o :\ i . P v
R v @/U“ commxssmn and | the post of cc. 1stablc does not fall within the
7 l/( ategory ot commission posts. /\gam appounment semonty &
' R . e
poet proriotion of Police departmcnt is governed by Special law i.e.
] Police order and Police Rules. ‘
TR b e ~~-~g/1l( ) Incorrect, the petitioners praycr {or rcgu.larizatioh was without any
' [} \ . " Ja R t " .. .
Lag bt meme i force and substance. As explained in reply to Para-7 that NWFP
14 |

. !\{qﬂ‘,{q{f\( i 1\'5(/? . >;u (KP) emjiloyee (Regularization of Service) Act, 2009 is not
f\\“\ 7 : applicable {0 the petitioner. Trcre was great difference in physical,
. age, educiatonal, criteria prescrited for special Police and regular

Police. Ag.a:n the members of special Police were the recommended

) by the notables of the village and not by selection committee
i _,;,gd‘(’-‘f'il y = y
i constituted for recruitment of rcoi:lar Police. _
9. Incorrect, the petitioners werc ap:ointed on contract basis and most

‘ leay (o Do . . <
hn o memeve * & Ry, }C"" of them were already overage as uge limit for special Police was 45
s b LA L\ ‘S- e l"

g years as a3Zsinst 25 years age !imi* for regular Police. The petition of
A s T gy
artl ey ; ¢ p

petitioner is not sustainable ot: tl given grounds.
GROUNDS:-- - |

a) Incorrect. pbtmoners were emplo ‘ed on contract basis and their case
y | is not covered under NWEP (KP) Employec (Regularization of
Service) Ait, 2009. »
b) Incorrect, raembers of Special Police are allowed to participate in the
-"‘7/ : examinaiica of recruitment of regular Police subject to fulfilling the
prescribed A;qualiﬁcati'ons. Also additional 03 marks are allotted to
such cardi:lates on qualifying the examination.
c) Incorrect, ‘petitioners voluntarily joined special Police on contract
basis an: they were well in picture of the fate of the contract service.
d) Incorrect, <ontract service is no ground for rcg\.ilzirizalion and there
is no ruiz cr law which may dlow regularization of petitioners.
e) - That respendents may  alsc s‘cc} permission of raising addmondl

A t

grounds curing arguments o! th:: case.
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1. is therefore, prayed that the petition of petitioners may be

dismissed with costs.

' ' Secretatly to Gov: of Khyber
S ' <hwa Home & TAs department
Peshawar. ctary

d yeev
(Respon cm r\ﬁ“me\,ba\m\“n\&\“w

ket
{éor(‘,rm

. o “ ' * Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

l ' ‘ Peshawar

(Respondent No.3)

j‘bmwncfa/ Lalive

Officer
.y ¢ 4
.ybe). PU/{:’I,’:_I”
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00459326 UMER ZADA CNIC: 1570236310551. Desig: CONSTABLE (61037873) Grade: 07 HTN: Buckle No.:

Gazetted/Non-Gazet ted: N
PAYMENTS T AMOUMNT DEDUCTIONS - AMOUNT LOAN/FUND PRINCIPEL REPAID BALANCE ‘
. - ~
0001 Basic Pay 10,990.00 3007 GPF Subscription 1,010.00- GPF#: 7,070.00
1000 House Rent Allowance 1,589.00 3530 Police wel:Fud BS-1 t 220.00-
1210 Convey Allowance 20 1,932.900 3534 R. Ben & Death Comp F 450.00-
1300 Medical Allowance 1,500.00 ) —
1547 Ration Allowangé ’ 681.00 '
1567 Washing Allowance . N 150.00
1646 Constabilary R ‘BAllow v 300.00
1901 Risk Allowance (Poli ' 3,530.00
1902 Special Incentive Al 775.00
1923 UAA-OTHER 20%(1-15) . . 1,000.00
1933 Special Risk Allowan 3,000.00
2168 Fixed Daily Allowanc 2,730.00
2211 Adhoc Relief All 201 922.%30
=224 pdhoc Relief all 201 - 1,G53.00
2247 Adioc Rélief A1l 201 1,099.00 B ) '
2264 Adhoc Rélief All 201 1,099.00
PAYMENTS . : 32,396.00 DEDUCTIGNS 1,680.00- NET PAY 30,716.00  01.09.2020 30.09.2020
Branch Code:210468 DIR KHASS UNITED BANK LIMITED DIR KHASS . DIR UPPEk Accnt.No: 245440784
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26
To,
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 stated that please issue me
Copy of my regular & Contract order.
It is my humbly cequest to provide me a copy of regular &
Contract Order as soon as possible; I wiil be thankful to you.
~Youlre sincerely,
Belt No:
Dated:
Pl -
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SERVICE QUALIFYING FO{ PENSION
] . 1t
1. Conditions of Qualifications:= .~ The servic of a Government Servant does |
not qualify for pension unless it conforms to the followiag three conditions:-
First:- The Service mus: be under Government. ’ )it
Second: The service must not be Nun-punsiunu!)l. , .
Third: The service must be paid by Government from the Provincial Consolidated
Fund. Rulel.|,
" SERVICE RENDERED AFTER RETIREMENT ON SUERANNUATION PENSION. T
Service rendered after retirement on superanntation poension/retiring pension
shall not count for pension or gratuity. Note below Rule - 2.1 .
a i
3 Begining of Service:  Subject to any special ru s, the service of Civil servant
o “ begins to qualify for pension when he takes over charge of the post to which 'he is first S
- YA appointed. ' n
- Rule 2.2. . :
1B ty :
\! ‘Temporary and officiating service: Temporary - nd officiating service shall count e !
J ir pension as indicated helow:- . |
) y :
: - 1
: Civil servants borne on temporary establishment who have rendered more !
! than five years continuous temporary ser ce shall eount such service for i
the purpose of pension or gratuity; and |
i) temporary and officiating service followed by cunﬁrmutio? shall also count n “
' for pension or grituity, Rule 2.3, " i
CLARIFICATION OF P{IRASE - QUALIFYING SERVICE 1t
Temporary and officiating service followed by confirmation or temporary/ofTiciating ,
g service exceeding five years qualifies for pension. :
H Some confusion seems to exist in some quarfers as to how condonation of v
. % _interruptions between two spells of temporary/officiating = =rvice may he regulated under y i
e 2.12(1) of the West Pukistan Civil Services Pension R les. According to Rule 2.3 ibid ; !
g - - . - . O N - N . Cd . . l |
L pdtv o officiating serviee fallowed by confirmation ar temporary/ofliciating service it {
o Yorady € Years counts for pension/gratuity. The p ovisions of Rules 2.12(1) take :
tempoiacy . ~ g b X |
) of.mee 0f only those cases where the Government serva: -t had prior to the interruption E
!2:h rendered periods of qualifying seivice and it is considre -d fit to permit him to count 'r i
certain past qualifying service towi-ds pensionfgratuity. TE.: condonation of interruptions 7 ;
in service with a view to allowing pust Non-qualilying t mporary/ofliciating service to
. qualify for pension/grituity under Pule 2.3 is not perthissib-e. In other words condonation ;
. of interruptions for pension/grataiiy in temporaryfolficiati g service is permissible only X
where the broken period of tempaoz aryv/officiating service i qualillying i.e. it exceeds five i
. - . . LV . . - . - :
years or is followed by confirmation, Where neither conditon is fulfitled, condonation of ir , g
il.l(el'l'upl. ris not |)el'|.nissih|u. T make it more clear e following illustrations are nll:f?:"%
given:- ;
P el L, TS Thy Lt
Lo N . T A '
] L4 . .l_J4
B AT T e S = = 3 oy
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IN THE COURT OF

 Acgused/ .. . Respeadent/ |
Petitioner/—" .- ... Deferdant/ S
Appellant/ - AR Comp ainant !
Plaintiff, e :
FIRNo.........../. . Police Station: .. :
Charg‘e Uls.. Ao i, |

KNOW AL to whem these present shall come that | the urdersigned appoint:

M%]O(medd Aﬂ’war Kbdn s(Pushton Gbarz}

* Advocate, High Court, Peshawar (herein ahter called the advocat g) tobe'the Advocate | .Ur,

the _Appellant/Petitioner in the abave mentinned case, to dn all the fulluwmg acts. deeds and things o ur. '
any of them that is to say ;-

) Toactand plead in 'the above mentianed case in this.court or any otiier Court in which the samc!
may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review ur exeeuhnn ur in any ntherf
stage of its progress uatil its final decision. |

1) Tosign, verify and, present pleadings. appeals, cross - ohjections pe‘itions for execution. review |
© ., revision, withdrawal, compromise o+ other petition ar affidavits © other documents as shail
be deethed necessary o advisable fo. the prosesitior. of said case & all s stanes. |

3) To withdraw or compromise in the said case or sebmit to arhltram n any difference or dlspun i
that shall arise touching or in any maaner relating to the said case.

4} To receive money and grarit receious therelore and to do all nther asts and things » '/hch may be'
necessary to be done for the progress and the course of the prosec.stion of fae said case.

*8) To engage any dther L2gal DI"dBM'D‘ er autharizing him to exercise the power and auhnruhes

; hereby conferred on the Advacate whenever he may think fit to do s:. -

"AND | hereby agree'to retlfy whatevar the Advocate or his substitute shall do in the promises. |
AND | hereby agree.not to h’nldflhe hdvocate or its substitute resp.asible for the result of the
said case and in cansequence o his absence Frurn the court when ti-e said case is called up lur3
hearing ‘ !
AND | hereby that in- the event of the whole-or any part of the fee ageed by me to be paid to the

Advocate remaining,unpaid. He shalt be entited to withdraw Frum ‘he prosecution of the baldl
case until the same.is paid.

INWITHESS WHEREDF | hereunto set- my hand to-these presents the mntents ol which have bevn
explained to and understond by me, this % davol 9 7004 {

of

Acceptedy | Signétire/ thumb irﬁ[‘n"'Essienl
- ol party / parties. |

1 Trimad Anwar Ehan, (Pushion. Ghart,

Advacate High Court. Peshawar:
Lell No:- 0355 ..‘7215'2374

OHfice Address I.aw Ehsmb*r “ln |'77 N“WBJ’ Puem ur"L ial Comples. Pashawsr
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kﬁBEFORE THE _SERVICE _ TRIBUNAL KHYBER _PAKHTUNKHWA
@,HAWAR

Service Appeal No.3436/2021

o £
[

Umar Zada FC  Dir Upper ................. Appellant.
VERSUS. KpPgy

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
| Para wise Comments - 1-2
2 Power of Attorney& - 3.4
L affidavit
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BEFORE TH E SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No0.3436/2021
Mr.Umar Zada of DirUpper......c.ccocevviiiiiiiiiiiineneenn. 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) That the appellant has not come to this August Tribunal with clean
hands.

3) That the present service appeal is badly time barred.

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

5) That the appellant has suppressed and concealed the material facts
from this Honorable Tribunal.

ON FACTS:

Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

2. 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.

3. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

4. 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.

5. Incorrect, the appellant and others services were regularized under the

ibid act 2019 and contract period was not included bv the government

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

4
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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 ofv
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,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. /‘/
Regional Police Officer, Reg?nna%icen
Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat. Malakans 2eigion,

Saidu Shant, Swat.
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" @ABEFORE THE SERVICE _TRIBUNAL _KHYBER _PAKHTUNKHWA
" BESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3436/2021
. Umar Zada 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.

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, _
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. %P/( /
\|

Regional Police Officer, ? . M\
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat. Reginnat Poifee Officey

Malaraae egion,
Saidu Shant, Swat.
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‘- BEFORE TH E SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
%, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.3436/2021
Umar Zada 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

I, 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.

‘ Py . ) -
Sl &
‘%/7’0’ . ‘;\Q‘\Q
Distrier s ?f’s
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BEFORE THE KHYBI R PAKHTUNKHW A TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal N%_LIB é /2021

Mr. Umer Zada
....................... Apolicant/Appellant
VERSUS

Government of KPK through Chief Se:retary & Others

....... . -eeeeee..Respondents

APPLICATION ¥ OR CONDONATI')JN OF DELAY If Any

Respectfully Shewet:
!

1.  That the appiicant is filling acc ompanying appeal in this

Honorable Service Tribunal.

2. That the app icant has reques:ed for the Back Service &

Back benefits but till date no action has been taken on

her appeals. o \

3.  That departrental appeal has not been rejected on the

ground of linitation.

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

benefits but 1:0 reply has been given.



- 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.

p/))

Applicant
Throﬁgh

Muliammad Anwar khan
: (Pashtun Ghari)
Date: _ / /2021 Advocaie High Court,
Peshawar

Affidavit:

: I, Mr. Umer Zada S/o Shams Ud Din, Belt No 570,

"R/o Mohalla Shakon Kalkot Tehsil Kalk:t Kohistan, District Upper
Dir, do here by solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the above /\pplication are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and velief and nothing has concealed from this

Honorable Tribunal.
o ))/g

Date: / /2021 Dr:ponent




