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04.10.2022

ORDER

. Counscl for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additiona_l}"" '

Advocate General for respondents present.

3

2. Arguments were heard at great length. Learned counsel for the appellant

submitted that in view of the judgment of august Supreme Court of Pakistan - - -

dated 24.02.2016, the appellant was cntitled for all back bencfits and scniority _‘
from the date of rcguléxrixation of project whereas the impugned order of .
reinstatement dated 05.10.2016 has given immcdiaté effect to the reinstatemerit of
the appellant. Tearned counsel for the appellant was referred to Para-5 of the
representation, wherein the appellant himself had submitted that he was reinstated

from the date of termination and was thus entitled for all back benefits whereas, -

in the referred judgement apparently there is no such fact stated. When the

fearncd counsel was confronted with the situation that the impugned order was

passcd in compliance with the judgment of the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court

decided on 26.06.2014 and appeal/CP decided by the august Supreme Court of
Pakistan by way of judgment dated 24.02.2016, therefore, the desired relief if
granted by the “I'ribunal would be cither a matter directly concerning the terms of

the above referred two judgments of the august Hon’ble Peshawar High Court '

and august Suprenic Court of Pakistan or that would, at least, not coming under
the ambit of jurisdiction of this ‘I'ribunal to which learned counscl for the

appellant and learncd Additional AG for respondents were unanimous 1o agrec

that as review petitions against the judgment of the august Supreme Court of "
Pakistan dated 24.02.2016, were still pending before the august Supreme Court of
Pakistan and any judgment of this 'Iribunal in respect of the impugned order may
not be in conflict with the same. ‘Therefore, it would be appropriatc that this

appcal be adjourned sine-dic, leaving the parties at liberty to get it restored and

decided after decision of the review petitions by the august Supreme Court of

Pakistan. Order accordingly. Partics or any of them may get the appeal restored

and decided cither in accordance with terms of the judgment in review petitions -

or imerits, as the case may be. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands and.

seal of the Tribunal on this 4" day of October, 2022.

(FFarcthy Paul) x (Kalim Ar

Mcmber (12) A Chairman /




Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. . =
Muhammad Adeel Butl, Additional Advocate General

for respondents present.

Junior to counsel for the appellant reciuestcd for
adjoﬁmmem on the ground that sénibr;’ counsel is not ;
available today. I‘Lasl_chance is given, f’éiling which the
casc will be decided on available record without the
arguments. 'T'o come up for arguments: on 04.10.2022

betore D.B.

, .
(Faretha Paul) (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Mcember (1) ' | Chairman

Y




28.03.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present.

Mr. Ahmadyar Khan Assistant. Direci;tor (Litigation)
alongwith Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak Additional Advocate Genéfal
for the respondents present.

File to come up alongwith connected Service Appeal
No.695/2017 titled Rubina Naz Vs. Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa on 23.06.2022 before the D.B.

¢

(Rozina Rehman) : (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (J) ~ Member (J)
|
23.06.2022 ‘Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Ahmad Yar Khan,

. Assistant  Director (Litigation) alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah,

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

File to come up alangwith connected Service Appeal No. 695/2017
titled Rubina Naz Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on 03.10.2022

before D.B.

-~

——

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) ‘ (SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




11.03.2021 ~  Appellant present through counsel.

- Kabir Ullah kh'at'tak learned Additional Advocate General "
alongwith Ahmadyar Khan A.D for respondents present.

' . File to come up alongWith connected appeal No.695/2017
titled Robinaz Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, on

(Mian Muhamma ) : (Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) " - Member (J)

01.07.2021 Appellant present through counsel.

Kabir Ullah Khattak Iearned Additional Advocate General
for respondents present |

| : ¢
File to come up alongwith connected Service Appeal N ;

No.695/2017 titlied Rubina Naz Vs. Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, on 29 11. 2021 before D.B.

zinacéeh man) | ' | C%W\

Member(J)

ey,

29.11.2021 Appelianvt_pres‘ent throogh counsel. o
Kabir Ullah Khattak learned  Additional Advocate
General alongwnh Ahmad Yar A D for respondents present.
File to come up alongwﬂh connected Service Appeal
No0.695/2017 titled Rubina- Naz' Vs. Government of Khyber
'Pakhtunkhwa, on 28.03.2022 before D.B.

/r\//ﬂ

(Atig ur Rehman Wazir) .- = (Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) - - Member (J)




v, o

i

29.09.2020
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16.12.2020

» . -

Appellant present through counsel _ _

Mr. Kabtrullah Khattak, Addltlonal Advocate General.

alongw1th Mr. Ahmad Yar Khan AD for respondents present _\V
An appllcatlon seekmg adjoumment was filed m
connected case titled Anees Afzal Vs. Government on the

ground that h1s counsel is not available. Almost ZSQ:onnected :

appeals are fixed for he_armg for today and the parties have

.engaged different counsel.- Some of the counsel are busy

: A
'before august High- Court while some are not available. It was

also reported that a review petition in respect oLthe subject e

matter is also pending in the august Supreme Court of

Pakistan, therefore, case is adjourned on the request of -

(Mian Muhammad) ' (Rozina‘Rehman)
Member (E) Member (J)

f‘ Pl

Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Additional'
AG alongwith Mr. Ahmad Yar Khan, AD(L1t1gat10n) for '
respondents present. -

. Former requests for adjournment as learned senior
counsel for the appellant is engaged today before the
Honrlable High Court, Peshawar in different cases.

djourned to 11.03.2020 for arguments before D.B.

1

(Mian Muhammad) " Chaifthan'
Member (E)




Council. AdJourn To come up for further proceedmgs/arguments on

Member : Member .

_ 25.02.2020 before D.B.

25.02.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr Kabir
Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General present.
Clerk to counsel for the appellant seeks adjoumrnent as

learned counsel for the appellant is not available. Adjourn.

To come up for arguments on 03.04.2020 before D.B.

- I

Member Member

03.04.2020  Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case is
o adJoumed for the same on 30.06.2020 before D.B.

30.06.2020 Due to Covid-19, the case is adjourned. To come up for the
same on 29.09.2020 before D.B

1",1.12.201'9 ‘ Lawyers are on strike on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar ‘ )
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l'6.05‘.2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for
' - respondents present. Clerk to counsel “for the appellant; seeks
- adjournment as learned counsel for the appellant was busy .
before the Peshawar High Court, Peshawar Adjoumed to
03.07.2019 before D.B.

(Ahnjcgssan) (M. Amin Khan Kundi)

Member - . . Member

- 03:07.2019 ~ Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil,

Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Zékiullah Senior ‘Auditor for the respondents
plesent Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjoumment

. Adjoumed to 29.08. 2019 for arguments before D B.

4@‘3@* M
(Hussdin Shah) (M. Amin é; Kundi)

Member ' ' Member

29.08.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah
© Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the
respondents present. Junior to counsel for the appellant seeks

adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant is not in s

attendance. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on
11.11.2019 before D.B.

ember ' Member -




}.
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. .0‘2.05.2019 ' Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG aldngwith |
' Mr. Sagheer .. Musharraf, . AD; (Lit)i ~for requndents"_'p'résent.
- Arguments could not be heard due to Learned Member (Executive)

is on ieave. Adjourned to 27.06.2019 before DB |

¥
A2

(M. Amin Khan Kundi)
Member

27.06.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellant, Addl: AG alongWith -
Mr. Sagheer Musharraf, AD (Lit) and Mr. Zakiullah, Senior "
~Auditor for respondents present. Junior to counsel for the .
appellant informed that similar nature ?f appeal hg'ﬂée been fixed o
for hearing on 29.07.2019, therefore, the same may also be
clubbed with the said appealy.- Allowed. Case to come up for
| ‘ | arguments on 29.07.2019 before .D.iB alongwith the cc_)nnecte‘d

e

| appeals.

(Hussain Shah) o (M. A;?;ass'an)’

. S Member ‘ Member

. ., ‘
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U
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29.07.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah learned
| Deputy District Attorney present. Junior to counsel for the

appellant seeks adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant
is not in attendance. Adjourn. To come up for. argumgnts on

o 26.09.2019 before D.B.

Member -~ Member -y




06122018  Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongwith
Saghir Musharaf, AD for the reSponde’nfs present.

The requisite reply has been submitted by the |
X o résponderits. Learned céunsel stétes-- that the appellant:
may be allowed to file rejoinder to the comments/reply

by the respondents. May do so on 29.01.2019.

Chairmah

| 29.01.2019 | Mr. Ihsah Sardar, Advocte, Junior to counsel for the appellant : o

'presér\lt. Mr. Kabirullah Khéttak,lAddl: AG for respondents presgzr_j’tl
Junior to counsel for the appellant submitted an -application for
adjournment ‘wherein he stated that counsel for the appellant was

| busy at hospital with his elder brother. Application is allowed. Case - |
to come up for arguments on 19.013'.2019. befﬁre D.B. '

(Ah Hassan) ! . (M. Hamid Mughal) o
- Member Member -

Y
I3

19.03.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA
for respondents present.
Rejoinder to the reply of the respondents has been
submitted which is placed on file. '. »
To come up for arguments on 02.05.2019 before. -

D.B.

-;IEmber |
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26.03.2018 - " Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments

heard. It was contended by learned counsel for the appellant that

" the appellant was appointed Family Wélfare Assistant (Male) in’
tl}e project name as Provisions for Population Welfare programme

in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 2011-14. It wfts further contended that
after expiry of the period the project i. eI 30.06.2014 the appellant
r’i‘t"‘:’f’alongwnh others was terminated. It was ifurther contended that
| there-after  the  appellant filed | Writ Petition for
adjustment/appointment against the order of termination which
was allowed. It was further contended that the respondent-
‘ department vagain filed CPLA in the august Supreme Court of
| Pakistan agamst the judgment of the worthy Peshawar High Court
vbut the said CPLA was also dismissed vide judgment dated
.26.02.2016. It was further contended that thereafter the appellant
subtnitted C.0.C for reinstatement and ultimately the appellant
~ was reinstated in service vide order dated 05.10.2016 but with
1mmed1ate effect It was further contended that the respondent-
department was required to reinstate the appellant from the date of
regularlzatlon of the project i.e 01.07.2014 but the respondent-
, department illegally reinstated the appell'-ant with immediate effect
. therefore, the appellant filed departmental appeal but the same

- was also rejected hence, the present service appeal.

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the

hearing subject to limitation and afl legal objections. The
appellant is directed to deposit security fand process fee within 10
. days, thereafter notice be issued to the respondents for written

reply/comments for 16.05.2018 before S.B.

\

Member

appellant needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular -

(Muhammad%in Khan Kundi)



Service App?eal No. 1059/2017 ¢

b
i

o 17.01.2018 Clerk of the counsel for appellant present and '
., -requested for adjournment on the ground that learned
S ' i “counsel for the appellant is not available today. Adjourned.
; . i : -
:ﬁ ’ To come up for preliminary hearing on 14.02.2018 before
; :S.B. ' M -
o ‘ o , (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
‘ o : Member -
| ' ) 1 ] . RN .
14.02.2018 o Clerk of the counsel for appellant present and
| requested for adjournment as counsel for the appellant is
! 3 " not in attendance today due to strike of the Bar. Adjourned.
| : : _
] ‘, To come up for preliminary hearing on 08.03.2018 before
o S.B. : | -
o : %/
j {(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
: ; Member (J)
|
N : '-08._()3.2(!)18 Jupior counscl for the appellant present and sccks

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing

L on26.03.2018 S.13

- o ((3u,|7cfr<1%—~

- Member




02.11,2017 Clerk of the counsel for appellant present and
requested for adjournment on the ground that learned counsel
- for the appellant is not in at,tc;ndéngg today, Adjourned, To

come up for preliminary hearing on 16,11,2017 before §,B,

-~

Muham% Khan Kundi

Member
16.11.2017 Counsel for the appellant present and requested for

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing
ont 11.12.2017 before 8§.B.
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11.12.2017  Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. Seeks
adjournment as counsel for the appellant is busy in the
Hon’ble Peshawar High Court. Granted. To come up for
preliminary hearing on 01.01.2018 before S.B. n

an

01.01.2018 None present on behalf of the appellant. To come up for
preliminary hearing on 17.01.2018 before S.B.

(Gﬁﬁ%an)

Member (I5)
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. Form-A ®
~ FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of } : |
CaseNo_ 1059/2017
| S:No. | Date oforder _ N Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
| proceedings :
1 2 3
| 1 20/09/2017 The appeal of Mr. Walayat Muhammad presented
" \ | . today by Mr. Javed Igbal Gulbela Advocare, inay; be entered in
\l the Institution Register and put up to the Learned Member for

proper order please.

'\ -
‘ REGISTRAR —

2 | 2120

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing

to be put up there on B’% »’/0"2’0.17

09.10.2017 ) Clerk to éounsel for the appellant present and se¢eks

2

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on
02.11.2017 before S.B.

(AHMAD HASSAN
MEMBER




N BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
R SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

__Ih'Re_S.Aj 1089 jom7

Walayat Muhammad
VERSUS

‘ '_ Cdvt., of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

osui'rh.t.oll\)g-*'(:n S

INDEX . o
#. Descrzptzon of Documents Annex  |Pages -
Grounds of Appeal | 18 ]
| Application for Condonation of delay 1910 |
| Affidavit. - : o 11
Addr_esses of Parties. - o 12
Copy of appointment order =~ A" | 13
Copy of order dated 26/06/2014 in W.P COUBT gy
-1 . | No.1730/2014 : oo R
|7 | Copy of CPLA No. 496-P/2014 ~ “CT 1 23-27]
 »8 |Copy of the impugned re-instatement| - “D” | pI 2
| order dated 05/10/2016 & - postmg - LT
A ~ |orders. _ : o
- 19 | Copy of appeal - "E” 1 29-30|
- |10 | Copy of CPLA NO. 605-P/2015 _ BT Yy
|11 | Other documents | =
112 | Wakalatnama L ‘ B
~ Dated: 18/09/2017

Advocate ngh Court |
Peshawar. =~




BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khvben Pakh ukhwa A

.InReSA. ooﬂ /2017 | Dnm,loﬁg
Datcd_zo/ﬁ&/%

Mr. Walayat Muhammad S/o Thsanullah R/o Vlllage Ha]1za1, o
Tehsﬂ and District Charsadda. B

‘Appellant)'; B
VERSUS

1. Chief = Secretary, Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa" o
Peshawar.

2. Secretary Population Welfare Department Khyber".
Pakhtunkhwa at Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. Director General, Population Welfare Department R/ o
Plot No. 18, Sector E-8, Phase-VII, Peshawar. o
4/ Accountant  General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 'a"t' L
Accountant General Office, Peshawar Cantt, Peshawar |
5. Dlstrlct Population Welfare Officer Charsadda

y
@l

Re g S'I“" r :
APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT -1974 FOR GIVING"
RETROSPECTIVE EFFECT TO THE APPOINTMENT_A
ORDER DATED 05/10/2016 IN ORDER TO INCLUDE'_'
PERIOD SPENT SINCE BRINGING THE PROIECT IN R
QLJESTION ON CURRANT SIDE W.E.F 01/07/ 2014 TILL‘. o
THE APPOINTMENT ORDER DATED 05/10/2016 WITH .
ALL BACK BENEFITS, IN TERMS OF ARREARS RN
PROMOTIONS AND SENIORITY, IN THE LIGHT OF R
JUDGMENT AND ORDER DATED 24/02/2016’ .

RENDERED BY HON’BLE SUPREME _COURT _ OF _', y ',
PAKISTAN IN CPLA 605 OF 2015. o

----------------- (Respondertts)- .




Respectfullv Sheweth; - | |

1 That the aPPellant was 1mt1ally appo1nted as; S

Farmly Welfare Assistant (Male) (BPS 5) On -

contract basis in the District Populat1on Welfare SRR

Off1ce, Peshawar on 02/01/2012. (Copy of the o
appointment order dated 02/01/ 2012 is. annexed |

as Ann IIAII)

That it is pertinent to mention here that in the .
initial appointment order the appointment W'as"
although made on contract basis and till pro]ect;_l,. ;
11fe, but no project was Inentloned therein in the '-
appomtment order. However the services of the o |
vappellant alongwith hundreds of other employees_, o
were carried and confined to the pro]ect |

Prov131ons for Population Welfare Programme in -

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (2011-14)”.

That later-on the project in question was brought .'
from developmental side to currant and- regular N
side vide Notification in the year 2014 and the life

of the project in question was declared to | be_.

culmlnated on 30/06/2014.

That instead of regularizing the service of the .
appellant, the appellant was termmated V1de the |
lmpugned office  order No - F.No. 1 |
(1)/ Admn/2012-13/409, dated 13/06/2014 Wef..

30/06/2014

S L



-~

5, That the appellant alongwith rest of h1s(colfl'2 gues

1mpugned their termination order before the

Hon'ble Peshawar High Court v1de W. P# 1730-
P/2014, as after carry-out the termlnahon of the
appellant and rest of his colleagues, the
respondents were out to appoint their blue—eyed

ones upon the regular posts of the dermsed pro]ect

in questlon

That the W.P# 1730-P/2014 was- allowed by the
Hon’ble Peshawar High Court Peshawar vide the
]udgment and order dated 26/ 06/ 2014 (Copy of
order dated 26/06/2014 in WP # 1730 P/ 2014 is

annexed herewith as Ann “B”).

That the Respondents impugned the same before
the Hon'ble Apex Court of the country in CPLA
No. 496-P/2014, but here again good fortune of
the appellant and his colleagues prevailed and the
CPLA was dismissed vide ]udgment and order
dated 24/02/2016. (Copy of CPLA 496 P/ 2014 1s

annexed as Ann “C").

That as the Respondents were reluctant to
1mplement the judgment and order dated
26/ 06/ 2014, so initially filed COC# 479-P/ 2014,

which became infructous due to suspension order

from the Apex Court and thus that COC No. 479-

Ny . .



e
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P/ 2014 was dlsnussed being in fructuous V1de
order dated 07/12/2015.

That after dismissal of CPLA No. 496-P/2014 by
the Hon'ble Apex Court on 24/02/2016, the : |
appellant alongwith others filed another COC#:f, :
186- -P/ 2016 which was dlsposed off by the N
Hon’ ble Peshawar High Court vide Judgment and
order dated 03/08/2016 with the dlreCtlon to the |

Respondents to implement the ]udgment dated

26 / 06/2014 within 20 days

That inspite of clear-cut and strict dlrectlons as in
aforementloned COC# 186- P/ 2016 the

Respondents were reluctant to 1mplernent the.

]udgment dated 26/06/2014, which constramed e

the appellant to move another COC#395-P / 2016

That it was durlng the pendency of COC No 395-?'; -

P/ 2016 before the August High Court, that thej |

appellant was re-instated vide the 1mpugned-- "

office order No. F.No.2(I6) 2015-16-VII, dated =

05/10/2016, but W1th 1mmed1ate effect 1nstead .

w. e.f01/02/ 2012 i.e initial appointment or at least, o
01 / 07/2014 i.e date of regularlzatlon of the pro]ec:t |
in question. (Copy of the 1mpugned office re- -

1nstatement order dated 05/ 10/ 2016 -and postmg .

order are annexed as Ann- “D”).




12 That feeling aggrieved the appellant prepared a

Departmental Appeal, but 1nsp1te of laps of :

o _-;.statutory period no findings were made upon the |
. "Asame, but rather the appellant repeatedly attended‘ -
N -."jthe office of -the Learned Appellate Authorlty for

disposal of appeal and every time was extended;_‘”

vposmve gesture by the Learned Appellatei"»"

- il'Authorlty about disposal of departmental appeal;-’ -

and that constrained the appellant to wait tll the

'dlsposal, w_hich caused delay in 'filing"the.instant*ﬁ R

ua‘ppeal before this Hon'ble Tribunal and on' the
e :other hand the Departmental Appeal was also‘ 5

R _elther not decided or the deC1510n 1s not' L

o communicated or intimated to the appellant e

: (Copy of the appeal is annexed hereW1th as

o annexure “E”).

o ‘13.That feellng aggrieved the appellant prefers the“

1nstant appeal for g1v1ng retrospect1ve effect to the "

" appointment order dated 05/10/ 2016, upon the-;‘

following grounds, 1nter al1a -

Grounds

B

A That the- 1mpugned appomtment order dated-‘ i

05/ 10/ 2016 to the extent of glVlng 1mmed1ate R |

effect is illegal, unwarranted and is hable to be -

. modlfled to that extent. | ) . - l

B That in another CPLA No. 605 of 2015 the Apex_' :
Court held that not only the effected employee 1s'




to be re-instated into-service, after C&Jmon of

the project to currant side, as regular Civil Servant
but as well as entitled for all back benefits for the
period they have worked with the project or the
K.P.K Government. Moreover the Service of the
Appellants, therein, for the intervening: penod i. e
from the date of their termination till the date of
their re-instatement shall be computed towards
their pensionary benefits; vide ]udgment and
.order dated 24/02/2016. It is pertment to rnent10n
here that this CPLA 605 of 2015 had been dec1ded
alongw1th CPLA of 496 of 2014 of the Appellant

on the same date.

C.That thus by virtue of 2009 SCMR page- 01 the
appellant is entitled for equal treatment and is
thus fully entitled for back benefits for the period,
the appellant worked in the pro]ect or w1th the
Government of KP.K. (Copy of CPLA 605 / 2015 i 1s

annexed as Ann- “F”).

D. That where the posts of the appellant went on
regular side, then from not reckomng the beneflts

from that day to the appellant is not only 1llegal

and void, but is illogical as well.

E That where the termmatron was declared as 1llegal
and the appellant was declared to be re-instated
‘into service vide judgment and order dated

26/ 06/2014, then how the appellant can be re-




1nstated on . 08/ 10/ 2016 and that

1mmed1ate effect

F That attltude of the Respondents constrained the‘
appellant and his colleagues to knock the doors of
the Hon’ble High Court again and agaln and were
even out to appoint blue-eyed ones to f111 the posts
of the appellant and at last when strlct d1rect10ns
were issued by Hon'ble Court the Respondents
Vent out the1r spleen by g1v1ng 1mrned1ate effect to
the re-instatement order of the appellant Wthh

approach under the law is 1llegal

G That where the appellant has worked, regularly
and punctually and thereafter got regul'anzed’the'n
under rule- 2.3 of the pension Rules- 1963 the
appellant is entitled for back benefits as well

H That from every angle the appellant is fully
ent1tled for the back benefits for the penod that
the appellant worked in the sub]ect project or W1th
the Government of K.P, K, by glvmg retrospectlve

effect to the re-instatement order dated

08/10/2016

L That any other ground not raised here may

graciously be allowed to be raised at the time of

arguments




It is, tberefore most Iwmb]y pra}gd tbat on
acceptance of the instant Appeal the Jmpugned re-

instatement order, dated 05/10/2017 may. gTaCIOlIS]y be
modzﬁed to the extent of “immediate effect” and. the re-
instatement of the appellant be given effect w.e.f
0]/07/201 4 date of regularization of the project in
questmn and converting the post of the appellant from
deve]opmenta] and project one to that of regular one, with

all back benefits in terms of arrears, semornfy and
promotmn

An y other relief not specifically asked for may also
g:raczous]y be extended in favour of the appellant In tbe
cJ.rcumstances of the case.

Dated: 18/09/2017

Advocate ngh Court

Peshawar.
NOTE -

No such like appeal for the same appellant upon
the same subject matter has earlier been filed b me,
prlor to the instant one, before this Hon’ble




BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTU A

SERVICES TRIBUN AL PESHAWAR

In CM No. 12017

Walayat Muhammad
Versus

Govt. of K.P.K & Others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

1. That the‘ petltloner/Appellant is . filing ° h

accompanymg Service Appeal, the. contents of Wthh

may gracwusly be cons1dered as 1ntegral part of the' EEEIE

instant pet1t1on

That delay in filing the accompanylng -appeal was -
never deliberate;, but due to reason for beyond '

control of the pet1t1oner

That after ﬁhng departmental appeal on 20-10- 2016 |
the appellant with rest of the1r colleagues regularly .
attended the Departmental Appellate Authonty and

every time was extended posmve gestures by the

worthy Departmental Authority for d1sposal of the‘ RS

departmental appeal but in spite of lapse of statutory .
ratmg period and period thereafter t111 ﬁhng the

accompanying serv1ce appeal before th1s Hon’ble

Tribunal, the same were never dec1ded or never o

commumcated the decmnn if anv made thereunnn




¢

Dated:18/09/2017

\V

4. That besides the above as the accompanyi erv1ce

Appeal is about the back benefits and arrears thereof
and as financial matters and questions are 1nvolved
which effect the current salary package regularly etc

of the appellant, s0 is hav1ng a repeatedly reckonlng

cause of action as well.

That besides the above law ~always favors
adjudlcation on merits and technicalities must

always be eschewed in domg ]USthe and de01d1ng

Cases on merlts

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of the instant petition, the delay in fi lmg
of the accompanymg Service Appeal may
graciously be condoned and the accompanymg

Services Appeal may very gmcwusly be deczded on
merits.

Through

SAGHIR IQBAL GULBELA
Advocate High Court
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUN K

SERVICES TRIBUNAL: PESHAWAR

InRe S A /2017

Walayat Muhammad

VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr Walayat Muhammad S/o Ihsanullah R/ o Vlllage
Hajlzal, Tehsil and District Charsadda, do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare that all the contents of the
accompamed appeal are true and correct to the best of = .
my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
concealed or withheld from thlS Hon'ble Trlbunal




BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKH U
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InReS.A | /2017

Walayat Muhammad

VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

- Mr. Walayat Muhammad S/o Ihsanullah R/o Vlllage Hapzal
Tehsﬂ and District Charsadda.

RESPONDENTS

1. Chief ~Secretary, Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'
Peshawar

2. Secretary Population Welfare Department Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa at Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. Director General, Population Welfare Department R/ 0
Plot No. 18, Sector E-8, Phase-VII, Peshawar.

4. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at
Accountant General Office, Peshawar Cantt, Peshawar

5. -DlStI‘lCt Populatlon Welfare Offlcer Charsadda

'Dated 18/ 09/ 2017

Appellant

Through

Advocate H1gh Court
Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT POPULATION WELFARE OFFi CER,

3 - AITATDIQ AN
i 1 CHARSADDA y
i _ Nowshera Road, Istamadad No.2; Near PTCL Oifice, Charsadda Phe 220096
-4 . kR AR TR T ’
: i A

S, -~

-Dated Charsadda the '+ & 3 "2012,

OFFER OF APPOINTMENT

!
{
|
i

Mo.d .3‘32813-2612 Adman:  Consequent upon ihe recommendation of the Deparimenial Selection
sCommittee (DSC), vou are offered for appaintment as Family YWeifare Assistant (Maie) (BP3-5) on contract

_ibasis in Family Weifare Gentre Project {(ADP 2011-2012) " in Disfrict Population Welfare Cfiice, Charsacda

ifor the project life on the following terms and conditions.

N
JTERMS & COMDITIONS ' i
P . -3 i

i 1, Youf zppointment against the post of Femity We‘i‘-.afe Assistant {(Male) BPS-5 is purely on coniract
: * hasis for the project life. This Osder wilt auiomaitsally stand terminated uniess extenaed. You will
i get pay in BPS-5 (5}400-2804 3200) plus usual shicwances. ag admissible under the ruies.

: 2. Your services will be lable to fermination without assigning any reason dwsing ihe cuireney of the
' agreement. In case of resignation, 14 days prior nutice will be required, otherwise yaur 14 days pay
¥ plus usual allowances will be forfzsited. ' i

| 3. You shall provide Medical Fitress Certificate from the Medical Superintendent of thie DHQ Hosrital,
{ Charsadda before joining service. S . . . .
T

4, Being coniract employee, in no way you wil be ’jreategi as Civil Servant and in case your
ceformance 15 found un-satisfactory or found comyritied ‘any mis-sonduct, Your arvice will be
terminated with the approval of the competant authority without adopting the procedurs provided in
Khyber Pakhitunkiiwa (E&D) Rules, 1873 which wili ot bejchailengeabie in Khyber Pakhtunkiwa

Sevice Trisural / any court of law. b
i . . - -

. 5. You.shal be held responsidle for the iosses acciuing 1o the Project due to your Carelessness orin-
iency and shalt be recovered from you. - ' ) } - i
6. You will nsither be entitied to any pension OF Gratuily for the service rendered by you n0F you il
contrikite towards GRFundor CRFund.  * - L fe e . y
: 7. This oiffer shall not confer any right, on you for regularizetion of your service against the post
gecupled by you of any other regular posts.in the Department. ’ -
5. You have o join duty at your own eXDenses. | 4 T [ -
i 3. if youracoept the:above terms and coiditions, vou ‘should report for duty to the District Popuiation
¢ Welfare Officer, Charsadda within 15 days of the receipt of this offer failing which your appointmart
- shall be considefed as canceHed P ‘ l :
! ~10. You will execute a surety bond withthe Departrenl. "
H : P
! s . -
Uy _ ' (Bakhtiar Khan)
L District Poputation Welfare Officer,
C Charsacda | :
. Mr. Walayat Muhammad $/O ihsanuftan = | o
- Village Raiizai. Tehsil Shabgadar District Chersadds ]
. Kl ) " . , A‘/ R .
3

Copy forwarded to the:- . - :

PS to Director, General, Poputation Weifare Departm
District Accounts Gfficer, Charsadda. , :
Accountant (Uocat), DPW Office, Charsadda. - ;
taster File. . .

P S

- District Population We

R s e T

B
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iwic‘_;;ucririt}n, petitioncrs se

ck issuance of G appropriote
writ for Yectaration (o the effuce theoe Licy have bHeep

vu/rdw c7ppwnted on the peses under the Scheme "Provision

of ‘,°6pul_ation Welfare

Prograrmme” vohich  yas been

. A,b.r‘o:';'.yht; or} reqular budger and the - £05ts on wh/ch rhc

_sc'&{i’ioncx‘s' are working have become regulur/pe

LT ’ "‘- Y
.- POSI5, hence getitioners are entitled to be re

o l_i-l'l?'l."“/.//f/.) thc I'fu{ju/uu.fauon uf u:l;u* staff
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SRR JUDGMENT SHEET. |
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR
R JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT )

W PNo 1730 of 2014
Wlth CM 559 -P/14 An/CM 600 and 605/14

JUDGMENT
‘V'D,at_e‘o':'f hearing __ 26/06/2014 . :
.- Appellant Muhammad Nadeem .... By Mr Jjaz Anwar Advocate
Respondent Govt tc. by Gohar Ali Shah AAG.,

3 ko sk sk sk ok skokok ok sk ok ko sk sk

) 'NI-S:‘AR HUSSAINKHAN. J:- By way of instant writ
" jpetltlon petltloners seek 1ssuance of an appropnate writ
for declaratlon to the effect that they have been Vahdlty |
_ -appomted on the posts under the scheme “Prov151on of
" ‘ | Populat1on Welfare Programme” which has been brought -
. 'on regular budget and the posts on which the petitioners
are’ workmg have become regular/permanent posts hence
= petltloners are entitled to be regulanzed in lme vtnth the B
o Regularrzatlon of other staff in 51m11ar prOJects and | 'A :

- '-relnctance to this effect on the part of respondent_s In
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. Some of the staff rempe
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¢ opelitioners: i

oand wl oy Connegue:

“eoregular it servunies for iy

ftioncrs s thae the Provincial

Deporement LQpproved o scheme
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trained the Gove
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~ Better Copy @77,

jll"Re_gul.arization of the petitioners is illegal, melaﬁder o
o and fraud upon their- legal rights and as a N
: ‘,eqbsequence.petitioners be declared as regular'eivil |

| séfvants for all intent and purpeses.-

2 - Case of the petitioners is that the ffbviﬂeial. -
| " GoVernment Health Department approved a eeheme-
hemely Provision fof Populat-ion"l | Welfare' |
B 'i-_'-rPro:‘g-ramme for period 'of five years from 2010 to-
e :'2015 for socio-economic well  being of the el
o k'“ A"do‘vsv/nt/rodden c1tlzens and i 1mprov1ng the the1r dut1es
| tQ the best of their ability With zeal and zest which. -
lmblle the project and scheme successful and '_r_esult. |
o O'liellled ’wh'ich constrained the Govel.'nm-ent' to -
‘ ‘.c,onvert" it from ADP to current budget Slrlce whole
o schenle has been brought on the regular 31de so the -
o employees of the scheme were also to be absorbecl "
“ '_ On the same analogy, same of the staff member§

'ha\{e' been regularized whereas the petitioﬁéféf'"flhve

been discrlminated who are lentitled jto; all e TT S?f@

e treatment.
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- Amal and 76 others heve fited Cramo. copp 20

L enother ~:l'l‘ﬁf(_£' C.'/‘/I.NO.605-.“/.?0‘.1'/} by Sovvoar Ko w3

e il coddi i

1
ol

Cothers rave prayey Jor !

e

- _~/_'Jc£ftion_wic/)~£hr: Contention gy

ey are g SRRy Ui

f"";"arr‘;_'a'-_L‘c!rc:"(:c/IJrojcct fanmicly Provisivn jur Populution

z: "‘f/(:l[arb :'flfbgral{Tr‘r:c Jor the tae

- _by't[;c'_app-li'éancs that they have eractly the same case gy

~averred in the main virit petition,

S0 they be impleaded jn
Ll
P ’~'§h'é‘;rndifji_.".»f./ri_ttpczr'rion as they seck same relief againse

L samerespondents, Learned ARG presenc i court was pur

Lon notice wiho hus
applications and impleadment  of
Jlaterveners in the miain pecition any

'_ap,dljécl_'n‘t,;' are the employees of the

‘got‘.':,,an're;‘gri_e‘vance. Thus insteud of forcing them o Sfile

feparate petitions ang ask for comme

¢ odvcided

-,iGI-Jd'-,’J'{‘O,‘)CI' that their Tate b ance four off thiraiiegl,

Tthe surne WIS DG i o they seuned o Clee wenine deegal
o ,tqunb.-,As,ngclJ..bo th the Civit rMisce. opplication: are

namely

A1 and

Clve yeary g g, contended

GOt 1o olLjection on “LCptance of e

the' applicants/
gttty so wlicn gl the

samc Project ond have

nes, it would Le Juse

oot




etter Copy (;@1
Same of the apphcants/mterveners namely Ajmal and 76 R

others have filed C.M.No. 600-P/2014 and another a11ke
‘ C M No. 605-P/2014 by Anwar Khan and 12 others have prayed for |

ﬂl_@ll’ rmpleadment in the writ petition with the.conte_rition that they
... are all sieving in the same scheme/project namely Provieion for '

fopulation Welfare Programme for the last five years. It ie

- eohtended by the applicants that they have exactly the same case as '
L ;av.erred in the main writ petition eo they be impleaded in the main
| wnt petition as they seek same relief against same respondents

Learned AAG present in court was put on notice who has got no
',.'obj ecti-on on acceptance of the applications and impleadment of the _

api)licants/Inteweners in the main petition and rightly SO wheh 5114
- .‘ - th.e‘:alaplicants are the employees of the same Project and have got

© same 'grievance Thus instead of forcing them to ﬁle separate "

- petmons and ask for comments, it would be just and pr0per that their

| _ fate be decided once for all through the same writ petltlon as they :
',. :stand on the same legal plane. As such both the Civil Misc.

applications are allowed




U and have clso 'y

Candlthe applican e shall be treatey o petitiviers in the

G HG peuidn vihe would Lo eotided (o the  sume

. Lreytment..

s Comments of respondents weee called which,

Ao

c.accordingly filed in whiz) responce

een converted into Requlur/Current

“thatthelProject has b
side of the budget for the year 201049-15 und alt the posts

“hdve come u:‘)r.‘c:( the ambit of Civil servanis Act, Fuzs and

‘. -‘.,._}f\pp‘djn‘t"mc'{n:t,-' Promocion cand. Transfer Rules, 1989,
' :f-,lo'././r_:vcr',’they( contended that'the pos

wafresh under: the procedure

L ‘_p‘f:t-itidnar':; vsould be free to compete vlongwith others.

‘J-Io“.'.'/‘c:ver;','fl'.'c‘ir.agjc factor shail be considered under the

relaxation Fupper age limit rules, .

et We have heard learned counse! for the

. "PEtitioners and .che learncd Additicnol ~Advocate Generol

onc through the recorg Willy their verlu iyt

dents have admitied

ts will be advertised

laid down, . for 'w/tich the”




AR .And the apphcants shall be treat petltloners in R

_' Tthe main petition who would be entltled to the same'.

o treatment

A | Comments of respondentsuzere called
.' _' | ~Which were accordingly ﬁled in which respondents"-
.‘have admitted that the PI’O_]eCt has been converted ‘.
1'1nto ‘Regular/Current s1de of the budget for the year
" | '."'2014 2015 and all the posts have come under the‘ |
o amblt of C1V11 servants Act 1973 and Appomtment .-

Promotlon and Transfer Rules, 1989

) HoWever _they contended that the posts will ‘b‘e ‘
" ,fadvertrsed afresh under the procedure laid down for

| Wthh the petitioners would be free to compete

| . alongwrth others.

. However, their age factor shall be considered under.

'.: the—ﬁrelaxation of upper age limit rules

5. We have heard learned counsel for the S B
' petitioners, and the learned .Additionalp Advocate

s General and have also gone through the record with

- their valuable assistance.
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N n cl d b/ (hL puuuom.r. were advertived i the Hewe: Joujaet

qn-:'hc‘ba_sis of which cll the petitioners vpplicd and they

had undergone due process of tes: and interview and

g :i.ereafter they were appainted on the respective posts of

"

. Family Welfare Assistant (male & jemale), family Welfare

- Worker «(F), Chowlkidar/\WWatchman, Helper/Maid , upon' -«

recommendation  of  the Departmental  Sciection.

“Committee, though on coniroct besis in the Project of

Provisionifor PepulationWelfore Programme, on different

‘ddtes j.e. 1.1.2012, 2.1.2012, 10.2.2012, 29.2.2012, '

2706, ')014 , 2.3.2012 and 27.3.2012 cte. All the petitioners

' v?ié%-(;_};éfrqit%d/a{Jpointéd ina prc:.‘cri."{cd‘ma;mur after 'Ju(.
:qdhc“r,c,r'J:qc‘ to all the codal formalities .an'd since ‘l_/l(.'l.f.A"::'.""-
: l.(‘-{,l-'lévl")‘l'l?!:fl.':ln‘u}lf.’;; they hove been performing their (Iuti;::, '(‘u:
’ rhcbc..t of 'their‘ ability 'au‘d cupability. Thore l.; no

‘ »éomp{_ainr against thermn of uny.slackness in performance of

Celveic duty. It was the cansurnption of their blood and sweacd

which - made  (he  project soccessful, (hat e wvwhy the )

s
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6. - It is apparent from the record that the

posts held by the pet1t1oners were advertlsed in the

‘Newspaper on the basis of which all the petltioners

apphed and they had undergone due process of test
and 1nterv1ew and thereafter they were appomted on
the respectlve posts of Family Welfare Assistant (male
&  female) Fam11y Welfare Worker - (F),
Chowkidar/Watchman Helper/Mald ... upon
recommendation of the Department = selection
committee of the Departmental selection co'nim1ttee
through on contact ba51s in the prOJ ect of provrslon for
populatlon welfare programme, on different dates ie.
1.1 2012 3.1.2012, 10 3 2012, 29.2.2012, 27 6 2012
33 _2012 and 27.3.2012 etc.' All the petitioners. were
recru1ted/app01nted in a prescrlbe manner after due
adherence to all the formahtles and smce their
appomtments they have been performmg the1r dut1es
to the best of their ability and capability. There is no
complamt against them of any slaclgness
the1r blood and sweat which made the prOJect

successful that is why the provisional government

converted it from development to

oo
R4




oi-developmental Lide and Lrought the s:heme on the

< Jf."Cff Chudger,

W ane wiindfid of the fact thut (heir cuse

. . ) . o
CTI0L Lt ‘.'wth 1 the arsleit of rrvnepeys Litgaloyean -

Rogularization of Services) Ace 2009, but ue the sarne L ST T

.

U we connot lose

sight. of the fuct that it were the devoted

o dervices of the petitioners wihich ‘made the Government ' :

reallze o convert. the scheme on requiar budgees, so It

Tl s would be Lhighly - unjustified thar the secd Lown Gad

. oourlshed by the: pecitioners is plucked by somconc clse

“when grown }'h:full bloom. Particularly when it is manifest

from rccord that pursuant to the conversion of oler

L O."O’j ct,. form deveioomenfcl te non- Jev°/0pment ride

7

thei.r:em'p/of/‘izes were regu!cirized. There are re

.

gularization
L orders of theé eiployees

s of other alike A "JP Schemes which

L wcre brotht to thc reguler budgcf fe

winstances of which
R /@A cee arq:‘ ‘Welfare Home for Desiitute  Childsen District , ) \ S
: -'Char;addq;-~ :Weifare "Home for Orphan Nowsshere and / . /

s t'abli.';h rmeat;

Lof Mentally' Retarded  and PrRyzizaily

‘Speciult Children Mo visiora,

" Handicappéd Centre for

i
1.1 (A
{n\‘n\‘

-
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r.(.. ,,,/,.,“I e
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Non-development side ahd:brought: thexscheme € “current

budget

7. We are m1ndfu1 of the jact that their case does not come w1th1n the
amb1t of NWEFP Employees (Regulanzatmn of Serv1ces) act 2009
but at the same time we cannot lose sight of the fact that it were the

devoted services of the pet1t1oners which made the Government

_reahze to convert the scheme on regular budget so it would be

hlghly un_]ustlﬁed ‘that the seed sown and nourlshed by the
petltloners is plucked by someone else when grown in full bloom.
Partlcularly when it is mamfest from record that pursuant to the
conversmn of the other projects from development to non-
development side , their employees were regulanzed There are
regulanzatlon orders of the employees of other alike ADP schemes
which were brought to the regular budget few instances of which
are welfare Home for orphan Nowshe'ra and establi‘shment' of

Mentally retarded and phys1ca11y Hand1capped center for spec1al

chlldren Nowshera,




SR TN

dndustriel Training Centre Khaishgi Bolo Nowwshera, Dar ul

. Amun . Mordan, Rehabilitation Coatre for Drug Addices

. Peshawar and- Sviat ond Industriol fraiving Centre Darai-

*
“Qédeermn | District Nowshera, These  were  the projects

‘ br‘oq:gliljtf..'ifc)’cfrc flevenue side by ‘cmw(:rtirry Jrorm the f\il'JV tw
.,:-A"cufr'c.'f%"t":'budgct anq the-fr‘ r:mployc:.r:s VI rr:gu/c:rf.n::dl i
' '/./h:’f.?hf. }:{-f:titioncr.': are qoing Eo be treated witl rhf}.'ui'z:'q(
'Ayar',ds't‘-.ickv.t'))h{'ch is height of di:cnlrninlution. The z:mp[oyc—gi.'

N

Cof il che  dfuresaid  projects were reqularized, _Iu.'t"

" opetitioners are being asked to go through fresh process of o

*otest and interview after advertisement and compete with”

. .,‘ : . B e .
‘others and their age factor sholl be coasidered. ip.

) “::-acc_'qrdancc with rules. The petitioners who hove spent best

“.blood-of thelr life in the project shall be thrown out if do .

‘not.qualify their criteriu. We hove noticed with. pain and.

- anguish that cvery now and then we ore.confronted with

nurnerous such like cases in which projects are IaUnchcé_,"

youth searching for jobs are recruited and after few years v

“they are kicked out and thrown astray. The courts also

ccannot hielp them, being contruct ermployecs of the profjedts
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| Industnal Trammg center khas1hg1 Bala No

o 'p-rojve:ct
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- ‘. 'Mardan rehablhtatlon cente|r for Drug Addicts Peshawar and Swat

- and Industnal Training center Dagai Qadeem Dlstnct Nowshera.

These'were the projects brohght to the Revenue side by cOnverting

' 'from ‘the ADP to current budget and there employees were.

. regulanzed While the petltloners are going to be retreated w1th .

‘dlfferent yardstick which is height of discrimination. The employees '
T of all the aforesald pro;ects were regularized, but petitioners are-
‘bemg asked to go through fresh process of test and 1nterv1ew after

_ adyertrsement and compete with others and their age factor shall be

-~ considered in accordance with rules. The petitioners who have spent -

best blood of their life in the pI‘OjeCt shall be thrown out 1f do not

quahfy their criteria. We have notlced with pam and agamst that

every now and then we are confronted with numerous such like -

- ‘cases in which projects are launchetl, youth searching for jobs are |
| 'recruit‘ed and after few years they are kicked out and thrown astray. -

~ The courts- also cannot help them, being contract employees of the

era, Dar ul- Aman




Lothey.are meted out the treatinent of Muster end Scervearit.

0

Having beén put in o sitvation of uncertainty, they morce

o the foul hands,

- often rh‘an..ncc,.fall prey The policy

cts of

v

Id keepalla the Sociaty in mind.

Learned counsc!jor the pedtioner, produced

'@ copy of order of this court passed in W.P.Mo.2131/2013

dated 30.2.2024 whereby project cmployee’

" allowed subject to the final degision of the august Supreme -

ted thut this g

'Courf‘init;'P \'0.344-0/"012 nd rejues petition.

_be given aliké treatment, The learned AAG conceded to the

" propasition that let fate of the petitioners be

‘the auguit Supreme Court..

.

I view of the concurrence of the

9

——
.

CQUnL’q! Jor the pedtoners aod the feaned

—oee -t e . -

s petition was -

decided by

tearned -

Aiditiooat o

Advocate Gengrul und Jollowing (he tatin of order pussed _

CinTWLRL Mo 2131/2013, dated Do1.2014 G

Azjz ""-./.3.; ‘Government of KPI, th's wiit petition is a'/o

7] f‘/}:;t.‘Fo.ciu'

7 Ju

/

18

7L




Better Copy (28) v [

& they are meted out the treatment of master ard servant Having

been- putina 51tuat10n of uncertainty, they more oﬁen‘than not fall

prey to the foul hands The pohcy makers should keep all soc1ety in

mmd

1o Learned counsel for the petltloners product a copy of order of thlS

court passed in w.p. n02131/2013 dated 30.1.214 whereby pro;ect
employee s petition was allowed subject to the final decision of the
august Supreme court in c.p.344-p/2012 and requested that this
petltlon be glven alike treatment. The learned AAG conceded to the

proposmon that let fate of the petmoners be decided by the august

3

Supreme Court.

In v1ew of the concurrence of he learned counsel for the petltxoners
and the learned Additional Advocate General and followmg the
ratio of order passed in w.p.n0.2131/2013,dated 30.1.2014 titled

Mst. Fozia Aziz Vs. Government of KPK, this writ petitioners shall

on the posts




,-_l.'.az‘bj.:-,c‘r .ro',:_lfh_q Jate of cp Nojj.\'n‘lf?-"i‘/;'c}lz

PTeResition of facts and fayy iy involved ¢

67///4
“/l//[«,///’/ A,

/
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Bétt?er Copy (3H) (?/_Q |

Subj'eéts to the fate of CP No.344-P/2012 as identical

prop‘osition of facts and law is involved therein. -

Anhbunéed on
26™ June, 2014,
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. “Endst o, 35¢ (pwp) 4-9/7/2014/1ic/

F L0, reznd

. GOVERRVENT OF KHyBER 2
POPULATION WELFARE DE

T 02" Floge, ABdUl Wail Khan Maliplex, civ: s

v

- Dak

“No. SOE (PO} 4.9/7/201a/Mc.. 1n compliance wi
- Peshawar Hizh Court, Pesh

awar dated 26-06-2014 j;
Supreme Court of. Pakistan dated 24-02.2¢1¢ passe
the ex-ADP employees, of ADP Scherne titled

GOVT

POPUL

‘ Dateg

" Copy forinfurmation & Necessary action to thd

L Accountant Genéral, Khyber Pakhtunkh

" Director General, Population Welfare, K

District Population Welfare Officers in i

- District Accounts officers in Khyter Pakl

" Officials Concerneg.

. -PS16.AdvisHr to the oM for PWD, Kivwbé

" PS to Secreta rY: PWO, Khyber Pakhiunk

. -Hé:gislrar,. supreme Courl of Fakislan, Is

CTREistrar Peshi
- .Ma.'s.t.e:r file.

N

‘n vt

0N
o T

At High Caur, Beshig

immediate effect, sull

PARTMIEENT

Feretariay, Peshawar

ed Peshawar the 03 c't_.'bf-;'l‘,‘.ZOIS, it

.

W.P No. 1730-P/2014 and Atgust

re hereby reinsiated against the

HjECt L0 the fate of ‘Revigw Petition

SECRETARY " U
OF KHYBER PAKHTUMKHW A ,
MTION WELFARE OEPARTMENT.

| Peshawar the 05ﬁ O:{:t':JZ'O’_lC e o

he - B

¢

W,
hyber Pakhtunkhwa, ;
piunkhwa, oL

r Pakh:unkhwa,,Pe’s!:én.t;f.ar’-._-:' e
Wwa, Peshawar,

amaobad,

[

! Ve st e E
5}’; 4{.-%#—‘,/';”?‘/:""7’: o
SECTIONOFFICER {F o
- PHONE: NO. 0

\P

Y
YO

; amoa i
51-8223823 i

h the jucgments of s Horiabl-

d in Civii Pefition no. 496-P/2614, -
“Provision for Population. Weliare

Programme in Khyber Pakitunkhwa {2011-14)"

L saQC'tiofuéd:regul'éf POSts,~with

- Bendingin the August Supreme Court of Pakistan.

hyber Fakhtunkhwa, _P'_esi_wékw:l:r_.; C
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K

R The Chlef Secretary, ’ :
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. e
: Subject:‘é DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL o

o Respected S|r l
With profound respect the undersigned. submit as{
: i e MY

under: 1

! ]
¥
1
i

1) :T hat the undersigned- along wnth others have '

i, T O, s+

1

sesudes T r

been +re-instated in service wlth .|mmed|ate--

AL A e

RSP

'effects vide order dated 05.1(5.20'1'6j E

IS |

i.

2) *That the .undersigned and other officials were | .

;regu!arlzed by the honourable Hrgh Court

!

) _ *Peshawar vide judgment ~./,{ order dated I
; 426 06 ‘2014 whereby it was stated that petltloner
shall remaln in service, : g
- | )1That agamst the said ;udgment an appeal was |
o . | preferfred to the honourabie Supreme Court but

‘the Govt! appeals were dlsmlssed by the larger B )

bench of Supreme Court vrde judgment dated e

24 02}2016

4)r.That ?now the applicant is entitle for all. back

;beneflts and the senlorlty is also requnre to h

.pro;ectrnstead of lmmedlate effect. .
5) That ithe said principle ha_és been discussed inl

v detail in the judgment of august Supreme Co}ur_tv




o - Dated:

[T Y

20.10.2016 |

ot o s et e oAl T

ey

.vnde order dated 24.02.2016 whereby ]

’that appe[lants are remstated in serv:ce from the '

Qdate of termlnatlon and are entn:ie for all back .

‘beneflts ;
. i
) , f.
l

6) lThat sald principles are aiso requlre to be fol!ow '

1|n the present case in the light of 2009 SCMR 01.-

l

It is, therefore, humbly pl;ayed that on

-iacceptance of this appeal the apphcant / |
‘petitioner may graclously be allowed all back;
1beneﬁts and his seniority be reckoned from the 1 |

\}date of regularization of progect instead: of 1

' ummedlate effect. . |

S
' : : s

3

Yours.Obediently

Walayat Muhammad .
Family Welfare Assistant (Female) :
: Population Welfare Department.
! : Charsadda
; Office of District Populat:on
: : Welfare Officer, | -
Chars?dda; ~

was he!d i




25 5 2007 hc Agncultme Departinent,

e App(.l unls LLlOl’l[_,Wl.[.[l others applicd against e v

IN TEE SUPREME © OURT OF PAKISTAN
. ( Appetvie J'urisdictiou_ )

PRESENT: . '

MR. JUSTICE ANWARYAHEER J
- MR. JUSTICE MIAN SAQMR-MNISER .

MR. JUSTICE AMIR HANI MUSLIM :

MR, JUSTICE IQBAL HAMEEDUR RAHMA

MR. JUSTICE KHILJL ARIF HUSSAIN. -

- CIVIL aPPEAL No. 605 OF 2015

. 1On appealagainst the judgment duted 18,2,2015s .
. Passed by the Peshawar High Court Peshawar, in 3
o WnL Pcl:t:on No,1961/2011)

- "Rizwuq J a\}»ed and others
R : VERSUS L
"Scclutary Aguculmrc Livestocl ete Respondéi}ts_~ .
l"'_l?‘ogt.tl'le.A‘{:pel_lant 1 Mr.Tjaz Anwar, ASC-
T T M, ML.-S. K.huttak AOR

“For the Ii_%pondeni;s: ' Mr. Waqar Ahmed Khan, Addl. AG KPK: :

. L Date fof‘hear'iug v 24-02-2016

@RDER- e

AMIR HANI MUSLIM J.- '.llus Appeal, by, .
"f{f‘Court is- duectcd against the judgment - dated 18, 2.2015 p’lssc.d by Lhc-'.-_j"_" L

1’(.51’!\1W’\l lhgh Coun Peshawar, whueby the Writ P

et Appblldﬂla .was dlsmlbsed

’lhe facts ncccss«uy for thc pres

v jpubhshed in the press, mvmng applications against the posts mentroncd m ‘

. ‘»1hc '1dve1tlsement to be ﬁllcd on contract basts in thc Provmcml /\t."u- )

’ dusmess Cooxdmatlon Cell [hereinafter IGfClJ.L.d to

arious -posts. On v umu\

,._‘,‘Brc\'n

Appellants . - - |

ieavc ol thc',-

ctition 'ﬁl,c.d By 11).\:_ o

ent proccedings .are, thi-ll, on

CKPK got an wdvegtlscmcnl,."f e ,

as ‘the CLU] Thc s

CATTESTER 1

Ny
Cour\ Agsoci:
o Court ol P
\u&uﬂﬂ‘-"‘d i




D(_punm,mal SblCCllDl'l Comumitlee  (DPC)

& o~

Compcluu Authouty, the Appullants were appoiited af,eunsl V'mous postb

appt ovai -0 uu.

m 1he Celi mxtnlly on contract basis for a period of cne yeal c>.;cndabh.
subjucl lo sthsfactony performance in the Ccll On 6.10. 2008 thou0h an,
.. Ofﬁcc Oxdm thc Appellants were gmntud exiefision in Lhcn- comracts fm
thc ncxt onc ycar. In the year 2009, the Appc.lhmts commct wag ag‘um

cxte.ndcd I'ox ’\nOthGl. term of one year. On 26 72010, the ‘conhc\cuml u.lm

of Lhc Appullants was further extended for onc more yc.dl in vncw ol lhc, Jooo S

Pohcy of the Government of KPK, LsLabhshm(.nL and Admnnsmuun

Dcpall.munt (Regulauon Wing). On 12.2 2011 the Cell” was convc,ncd tu

Lhe regular s;de of the budget and thc f111ancc Dcpartment Govt. oi' KPI\ |

. arnu,d o cr(.atc the existing posts on chuhu side. However, LhL, PlOqu

. M:magm of the. Cell, vide order dated 30.5.2011, ordered the tmmmahon of

su‘\fxces of the Appellants with effect from 30 6.2011.

. 3 The Appeliants invoked the, constnutlonal Jurlsdu,uon of lhc

lmmcd PeshawaL High Court, PLbdedl, by hlmg Wut 1’uxuon o
‘No, 196/2011 d{,alnbl the order of their termination, m'unly on Lh<, ground

lh.xt many othier employees wculung in different pm;ccts of the I\PI\. h.wu

been chulanzed through chffment Judgmmts of the Pcshawcu llxgh Couu SR

clnd thls Court The 1eamed Peshawar High Court d1smlssed the \\’rlt

.

Pctmon Qf the Appellants holding as under :

3

“6 While coming to the case of the petitioners, it would.
reflect that no doubt, they were contract employees and. were
also in the field on the above smd cut of date but thty were
project employees, thu.,, were not entitled for regular :zauon
of their services as cxplamcd above. The wgust Supleml,

" Court of Pakistan in the case "of Government of J(hvlwr

ATTESTED

JEVRY, T Coun A:.soc.;ne g‘

upn,me Court of Pakis"‘(’
lshun'xl)ud g




-

. g '
i’nhhhml.hnm /lj-ruulum' Live _Stuch il voperadive

Du/mrlmcn( throueh it Sv('remrp and others vs.

. Din nnd antother (Civil Appenl No.G8 NAOVE devided o E
24, 620“\) Ly distinguishing the cases of Governmagnt of

NIVJ'P vy, Abdullah o ( UH wL,Ml\ ‘)N‘J) dlILl
(‘m:('rnm('n! ol NWEP (now LK) vs., Kalgem Shah (2011
SCMR )004) has categorically held so. The concluding pasu .
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i
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fOl.ﬂ']c mcs 1he. peuod ‘of their contract appointments was ext‘en_nlcdﬂ[ro,m'

ATTESTED -

‘Court Assr‘(:mlL :
‘Bupremc Sournt-ot; Pakmmm
L.lamntmﬁ :
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IN THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, L(/d(
' PESHAWAR. S

In Service Appeal No1059/2018

Walayat Muhammad (Appellant)
VS

Govt. of Khyvber Pakhtunkhwa and others .......... (Respondents)

Joint para-wise reply/comments on behalf of the respondents No.j to 5

Respectfully Sheweth,

Pieliminary Objections.

1
2
3
4
5.
6.
7.

That the appellant has got not locus standi to file the instant appeal.

That no discrimination / injustice has been done to the appellant.

That the instant appeal is bad in the eye of Jaw. :
That the appellanis has not come to the Tribunai with cican bands.. ‘ :
That re-view petition is pending before The Supseine Court of Pakistan, islamabad. |
That the appeal is bad for non-jeinder &mis-joinder of unnecessary parties.

That the tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate the matters.

On Fuactys.

1.

(U5 I NS

Incorrect. That the appellant was initially appointed on project post as Family Wellare
Assistant (Male) in BPS-08 on contract basis till completion of preject life 1e. 30/06/
2014 under the ADP Scheme Titled” Provision for Population Weltare Program in
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (2011-14)”. It is also pertinent to mention that during the period
under reference, there was no other such project in / vmder in Population Weltare
Department with nomencldture .of posts-as Family Weltare Agsistant. Therefore name of
the project was not mentioned in the offer of appoiniment. ™

Incorrect. As explained in para-1 above, e

Incorrect. The project in question was compleled on 30/06/2014. the project posts were
abolished and the employees were terminated. According to project policy of Govt. of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on completion of scheme, the employces were to be terminated
which is reproduced as under: “On completion of the projects the services of the project
employees shall stand terminated. However, they shall be re-appointed on need basis, 1f
the project is extended over any new phase of phases. In case the project posts are
converted into regular budgetary posts, the posts shall be filled in according to the rules,
prescribed for the post through Public Service Commission or The. Departmental
Selection Commiittee, as the case may- be: ©ix-Froject-employecs shall have no nght of
adjustment against the regular posts. However, if eligible, they may+élsoapply and

compete for the post with other candidates. However keeping in view fequirémentof the




9.

10.

12

13.

A.

C.

. : ‘ .
Department, 560 posts were ueatcd on @uuuﬂt ude for applying to Wthl’l the project

employees had experience marks which were to, be awarded to them.

Correct to the extent that after completion of- the project the appellant-alongwith other
incumbents were terminated from their services as explained in para-3 above.

Incorrect. Verbatim based on distortion of facts. The actual position of the case is that
after completion of the project the incumbents were terminated from their posts according
to the project policy and no appointments made against these project posts. Therefore the
appellant alongwith other filed a writ petition before the Honorable Peshawar High
Court, Peshawar. .

Correct to the extent that the Honorable Court allowed the subject writ petition on

26/06/2014 in the terms that the petitioners shall remain on the post subject to the fate of

C.P No.344-P/2012 as identical proposition of facts and law 1s involved therein. And the
services of the empldyees neither regularized by the Court no by the competent forum.
Correct to the extent that the CPLA No.496-P/2014 was dismissed but the Department is
of the view that this case was not discussed in the Supreme Court of Pakistan as the case
was clubbed with the case of Social Welfare Dcepartment, Water Management
Department, Live Stock etc. in the case of Social Welfare Department, Water
Management Department, Live Stock etc. the employees were continuously for the last
10 to 20 years while in the case of Population Weitare Department their services period
during the project life was 3 months to 2 years & 2 months.

No comments.

No comments.

Correct. But a re-view petition No.312-P/2016 has been filed by this Depariment against
the judgment dated:24/02/2016 of the larger bench of Supreme Court of Pakistan on the
grounds that this case was not argued as it was clubbed with the cases of other
Department having longer period of services. Which is still pending before the Supremce
Court of Pakistan.

. Correct to the extent that the appellant alongwith 300 incumbents of the project were

reinstated against the sanctioned regular posts, with imrhediate ctfeci, subject to the fate
of re-view petition pending in the August Supreme Court of Pakistan. During the period
under reference they have neither reported for nor did perform their duties.

. Correct to the extent that a re-view bdetition 1s pending before the Apex Court and

appropriate action will be taken in light of the decision of the Supreme Court of Pakistan.
No comments. ' '

On Girounds.

Incorrect. The appellant alongwith other incumbents reinstated against the sanctioned
regular posts, with immediate effect, subject 1o the f’lt(, of re=view pclmon pending the
August Supreme Court of Pakistan. C '

Correct to the extent that the employees entitled for thé period they have worked with the
project but in the instant case they have not worked with the project after 30/06/2014 till
the implementation of the judgment. An yhow the Department will wait till decision of re-
view petition pending in the Supreme Court of Pakistan. ' ‘

As explained in para-7 of the grounds above.
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D. Incorrect. The Department is bound o act as per Law, Rules & Regulation. 1
"f E. Incorrect. After the judgment dated:26/06/2014 ot PHC, Peshawar this Department filed ﬂ
' Civil Petition No0.496/2014 in the Apex Court of Pakistan. Which ‘was decided by the
@ larger bench of Supreme Court of Paklslan where dlsmlsscd dl] the civil petitions filed by
the Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa’ on 24/09/2016 and now the Govt. of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa filed a re-view petitions in the Apex Court of Pakistan against the decision
referred above. Which is still pending. The appellant alongwith other incumbents
reinstated against the sanctioned regular posts, with immediate effect, subject to- the fate
of re-view petition pending in the August Supreme Court of Pakistan. N
F. Incorrect. Verbatim based on distortion of facts. As explained in Ground-E above.
G. Incorrect. They have worked against the project post and the services of the employees
neither regularized by the court nor by the competent forum hence. nullifies the
truthfulness of their statement. o
H. Incorrect. The appellant alongwith other incumbents have taken all thc bcnchls for the
period, they.-worked in the project as per project policy. ‘
[.  The respondents may also be allowed to raise further grounds at the time of arguments.

Keeping in view the above, it is prayed that the instant appeal may kindly: be dismissed in
the Interest of merit as a re-view petition is still pending before the Supreme Court of Pakistan. -

~

District Popdlation Welfare Officer r General
Charsadda. Population Welfare Department

Respondent No 5 ‘ . Respondent No 3

Secretary

Population Welfare Department
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
- Respondent No 2
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>  INTHE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
» _PESHAWAR. : '
In Service Appeal No1059/2018
| Walayat Muhammad ... : (Appellant)
VS - |
| Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others ....... . (If{c:spomicnts)
| : . ; 5
. |
[ Mr. Sagheer Musharraf, Assistant Director (Litigation), Dir¢ct0rate General of
. . |
Population Welfare Department do solemnly affirm and declare on oath thatthe contents of para-
wise comments/reply are true and correct to the best of my ‘kﬁéwlcdge ,and:avai‘.a‘b& record and
'{ nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. i

" Debohent
Sagheer Musharral
. N N+ ! ) .
Assistant Director {1.1t)




Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar

Appeal No.1059/2017

Walayat MuhammadAppelIant
VERSUS
The Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others ............. Respondents

(Reply on Behalf of respondent No.4)

Respectfully Sheweth:-

ParaNo.01to 13. No Comments.

Being an administrative matter, the issue relates to respondent No.2,3 & 5.
Hence, they are in a better position to redress the grievances of the appellant. Besides, the
appellant has raised no grievances Respondent No.4.

Keeping in view the above the'ntloned facts, it is humbly prayed that the -
appellant may be directed to approach respondent No.2,3 & 5 for the satlsfactlon of his
grievances and the appeal in hand may be dismissed with cost.

ACCOUNTANT GENERAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

In S.A# 1059/2017

Mr. Wal_ayat Muhammad
Versus

The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others

c INDEX
S# | Description of documents . . Page No
1 | Rejoinder ] | | ‘ ‘ 14
(2 [Affidavit - . - e b
Dated: 20/10/2018
' o Appellant
Through .
AL GULBELA,
SAGHIR IQBAL GULBELA

Advocates High Court

Peshawar
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

In S.A# 1059/2017

Mr. Walayat Muhammad
Versus

The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE
APPELLANT TO THE COMMENTS
FILED BY THE RESPONDENTS NO:
2,3&5

Respectfully Sheweth,

Reply to Preliminary objections:-

- 1. Incorrect and Denied. The appellant has got a
good cause of action.

2. Incorrect and denied.
3. Incorrect and denied.
4. Incorrect and denied.

5. Subject to proof. However mere filing of
review petition before the Hon'ble Apex Court
or pendency of the same before the Hon’ble
Apex Court does not constitute an automatic
stay of proceedings before this Hon’ble
Tribunal, unless there has been an express
order of the Hon'ble Apex Court in this
regard.

On Facts:-

1. Incorrect and hypocratic. The appellant was
appointed on contract basis and has been




regularized later-on and is now entitled for the
relief sought, while true picture is detailed in the
main appeal.

. Incorrect. True and detailed picture is given in the

corresponding paras of the main appeal.

. Incorrect and misleading. The appellant along

with rest of her colleagues were duly appointed,
initially, on contract basis in the subject project
and after being creating same strength of numbers
of vacancies on regular right and for
accommodation their blue eyed ones, thereupon,
the appellant along with her colleagues were .
terminated from their services. This termination
order was impugned in writ petition on 1730-
P/2014 which was allowed vide judgment and
order dated 26/06/2014. This decision of the
Hon’ble Peshawar high Court was impugned by
the Respondent department in the Hon'ble Apex

- Court in CPLA No. 496-P/2014, but that was also

dismissed vide the Judgment and order dated
24/02/2016. Now the appellant and all her
colleagues have been regularized, but maliciously
with effect from 05/10/2016, instead of regularizing
the appellant and her colleagues from their initial
date of appointment or at least from 01/07/2014,
whereby the project was brought on regular side.
And now in order to further defeat the just rights
of the appellant, the Respondent department has
malafidely moved a Review Petition No. 3012-
P/2016 in the Hon’ble Apex Court and now has
taken the pretention of its being pendency before
the Hon’ble Apex Court just to have a miserable

. feign to evade the just rights and demands of the

appellant and her colleagues, which under no
canon of law is allowed or warranted, nor such
plea can be allowed to defeat the ends of justice.

. Correct. Detailed picture is given above and as

well as in the main appeal.




5. Incorrect and denied. Detailed picture is given
above in the main appeal.

6. Correct to the extent that the wr1t Petition of
appellant was allowed. While the rest is incorrect
and misleading.

7. Correct to the extent that CPLA No. 496-P/2014
was dismissed by the Hon'ble Apex Court, while
the rest of the para is not only incorrect and
concocted one, but as well as suffice to prove the
adamancy and arrogance of the Respondent
department as well as its loathsome and flout-full
attitude towards the judgments of the Hon’ble
Superior Courts of the land. :

8. No comments‘.
9. No comments.

10. Correct to the extent that CPLA was dismissed
against the judgment dated 24/02/2016 and the
Review petition is malafidely moved while the rest
is misleading and denied.

11. Correct to the extent that the appellant along
with rest of her colleagues were reinstated into
service while the rest is misleading and denied.

12. In reply to Para No. 12 of the comments it is
submitted that the Respondent department has no
regard for the judgment of the superior Courts,
otherwise there would have been no need for
filling the instant appeal.

13. No comments.

On Grounds:-

A.Hypocratic and malicious. True picture is
given in the main appeal.

B.Incorrect. The appellant and rest of her
colleagues are fully entitled for the relief




Dated: 20/10/2018

they have sought from this Hon’ble
Tribunal.

C.Misleading ‘and hypocratic. True and
detailed picture is given above and as well
as in appeal.

D.Correct to the extent that the department
1s bound to act as per Law, Rules and
Regulation, but it does not.

E.Correct to the extent of judgment dated
26/06/2014, 24/02/2016 and moving CPLA,
while the rest is misleading. ‘

F. Incorrect and denied.

G.Incorrect and denied. The appellant and
all her colleagues have validly and legally
been regularized and now are entltle for
the relief sought.

H.Incorrect and denied.

I. No comments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed
that on acceptance of instant rejoinder, the
appeal of the appellant may graczously be
allowed, as prayed for therein.

Appellan '
Through '
GULBELA,

&

SAGHIR IQBAL GULBELA
Advocates High Court
Peshawar
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' BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

- PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

 In S.A# 1059/2017

Mr. Walayat Muhammad
Versus

The Governmenf of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others

 AFFIDAVIT

I, Saghir Igbal Gulbela (Adv) S/o Jan Muhammad Ro

Guibela Peshawar, as per instruction of my client, do

“hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that contents
of the Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed

De%\

CNIC: 17301-1502481-3

from this Hon’ble court. -

dvocdte High Court
Peshawar




