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The appeal of Mr. Zaheen Khan resubmitted today by Syed Noman 
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i The appeal of Mr. Zaheen Khan Ex-Roadman son of Wall Muhammad r/o Gomail p/o 
^^Jlzam Pur Nowshera received today i.e. on 02.09.2022 is incomplete on the following score 

which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 
days.

1- Annexure-E and page 28 of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by 
legible/better one.

2- Act under which appeal is filed is wrong.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. f /2b22

Mr Zaheen Khan Ex-Roadman S/o Wali Muhammad 

R/o Gomail P/o Nizam Pur, tehsil and District Nowshera.
Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Secretary Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries & Cooperative 

Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa
2. The Director Water Farm Management, KP, Peshawar
3. The Director General, On Farm Water Management, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE CIVIL SERVANT ACT,

1974 AGAINST THE ACT OF THE RESPONDENT NO. 2

WHO ISSUED IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 30/04/1999
APPELLANT WASWHEREBY SERVICE OF THE

TERMINATED WITH AND AGAINST NOT DECH)ING 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITHIN

STATUTORY PERIOD OF 900 DAYS.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL. THE IMPUGNED

ORDER 30/04/1999. MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND

RESULTANTLY THE APPELLANT MAY GRACIOUSLY BE 

REINSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS IN

■?

LIGHT OF RULES OF CONSISTENCY AND LAW OF GOOD



GOVERNANCE AS ENUMERATED IN THE LATEST
JUDGMENT OF THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
CITED AS 1985 SCMR 1185. 2003 SCMR 1030, 2009 SCMR -1,

2niH SCMR 380. 2015 PLC (C.S) 1406, 2021 SCMR 1313, 2022
PLC (csm AND 2022 PLC (C.S) 288 AND SERVICE

TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO: 213/2017 FURTHER

UPHELD BY THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN IN CP NO

948/2020. ANY OTHER REMEDY DEEMED APPROPRIATE
THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF THE

APPELLANT.

Respectfully sheweth:

Facts leading to filing the present appeal are as under:-

1. That the present appellant was appointed as road man (BPS-01) 

in the year 1993, vide order dated 01-01-1993. in the 

respondents department against the regular post which is 

evident from the pension paper relevant page and work with full 

zeal and zest. Further it is added that the Benevolent Fund and 

GP 'fririd properly deducted from the salary of the appellant, 

(copy of relevant document and salary slip is attached as 

annexure^A & B).

2. That, the appellant after appointment, was working with great 

zeal and devotion but quite astonishingly the explaniation 

notice was served upon the appellant’on 30/10/1997 from

Assistant Director Water Management (OECF) Kohat. In 

to which Assistant. Director water manangmentresponse
(OECF) Alpuri (Shangla) wrote letter to Director Water

Management KP Peshawar and stated that the appellant 

performing his duties in. this office. from last three months.

Copy of letters is attached as annexure-C.



3. That to the utter shock of the appellant,

appellant with other colleagues was terminated with vide 

impugned order DATED 30/04/1999 without observing the 

codal requirements under the service rules laws, (copy of the 

impugned order of termination is attached as Annex-D).

le services of the

4. That the other colleagues of the appellant naniely Musa Khan,. 

Fazlur Rahman etc which was accepted by the Hon’able 

tribunal vide Judgment dated 30.12.2002, in response to which 

the officials were reinstated in to service, thereafter some other 

colleagues named Arif Khan etc, with the same prayer as that 

prayed by the appellant in the instant appeal, had filed a service 

appeal before this honorable Tribunal and this honorable 

Tribunal graciously accepted his appeal through judgment dated 

17.01.2007 and they are appointed in the light of that judgment, 

(copy of the judgment, order, judgment and order is 

attached as Annex-E & F).

5. That the appellant also filed application from time to time but 

the deptt: not taking any action on the application of the 

appellant, thereafter the appellant filed appeal on 04/05/2022 

which was also not responded within statutory period of 90 

days. Copy of the application and appeal is attached as 

annexure-G & H.

6. That the appellant being aggrieved and having no other 

efficacious remedy except to file the instant appeal for the 

redressal of his grievance before this Hon'able Tribunal on the 

following amongst others grounds.



GROUNDS;

A. Because the impugned orders of Respondent dated 30-04-1999 

and discriminatory treatment against the appellant are against 
law, facts, hence liable to be set aside.

B. Because of Respondent No. 2 in utter disregard to the 

principles of the fairness, merit arid transparency has 

obliged upon the illegal and by misinterpreted, the judgment 
. passed the present impugned.order dated 30-04-1999, hence the 

impugned orders of the respondents are against the law, facts, 
unlawfiil and void ab initio and liable to be turned down.

C. Because the dispensation removal of the appellant from his 

service without adopting proper criteria and codal 
requirements by the respondents is against the worthy 

ruling of the Hon’ able Superior Courts of Pakistan and
therefore, the same are illegal practice and such practice 

adversely effects efficiency of incumbents and also reduces 

their confidence and faith in public, hence the impugned orders 

referred above are liable to be upheld on this score also.

D. Because the appellant had been made victim of 

discrimination demerits, partiality and favoritism without 
any just and reasonable cause there by offending the 

fundamental rights of the appellant as provided by the Article
• i ' • * ■

25 of the constitution of 1973, hence the impugned orders 

detailed above are liable to be set naught.

E. Because the appellant is very hardworking punctual in his duty, 
therefore, no complaint received by the respondents against the 

appellant but the Respondents unlawfully and illegally 

proceeded against the appellant by ordei^ng his removal from 

his service, which is against the law and fundamental rights of 

the appellant.

F. Because the appellant was condemned unheard, his 

departmental appeal was not properly adjudicated in the manner 

as provided by the law. Further no chance of personal hearing 

was given to present appellant in order to redress his grievances



which shows the malafide of the Respondents, hence needs 

interference of this Hon'able Court. ■

G. That the conduct of the respondents in case of the appellant is 

against the spirit of justice, fair play, regulations related to 

discrimiation as well as against the spirit of Article-2A, 4, 9, 
lOA, 25 of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 
1973.

H. Because the present impugned order is illegal, illogical, against 
facts, without jurisdiction and suffering from material 
irregularity, hence they are untenable and liable to be struck 

down.

I. That the other colleagues of the appellant namely Musa Khan, 
Fazlur Rahman etc which was accepted by the Hon’able 

tribunal vide Judgment dated 30:12.2002, in response to which 

the officials were reinstated in to service, thereafter some other 

colleagues named Arif Khan etc, with the same prayer as .that 
prayed by the appellant in the instant appeal, had filed a service 

appeal before this honorable Tribunal and this honorable 

Tribunal graciously accepted his appeal through judgment dated 

17.01.2007 and they are appointed in the light of that judgment. 
That under the Rule of Consistency the appeal of the appellant 
may also be accepted as prayed for as being a similarly placed 

person, as principal enumerated in Superior Court Judgment 
cited as 1985 SCMR 1185. 2003 SCMR 1030. 2009 SCMR -L
2018 SCMR 380. 2015 PLC fCS) 1406, 2021 SCMR 1313,
2022 PLC (CS)94 AND 2022 PLC (C.S) 288. fCopy of S.C
judgment is attached as annexure-I).

J. That in similar circumstances the Honorable Tribunal accepted 

the appeal no:2013/2017 titled as Arisf Shah vs C&W deptt: 
vide judgment dated 06.08.2019 and the same was also upheld 

by the Supreme Court of Pakistan. Copy of the Tribunal 
judgment is attached as annexure-J. ,

■ t

K. That the junior to the appellant was working and appellant was 

terminated on the basis that the post was abolished and 

reference given, to tribunal judgment dated 08.01.1999 which is 

already declared by the service Tribunal as Null and void. So



Ii:

the impugned order has no sanctity in the eye of law and liable 

to be set aside.

L. The appellant crave for leave of this Hon'able. Tribunal to raise 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for:

iipi^cilant' a
ZaheenKhan

Through SYED NOMi^C.1 BUKHARI 

Advocate High Court 
Peshawar

UZMASYED
Advocate High Court,Peshawar
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BEFORE THT, KP SERVICF. TRIBUNALTPESHAWAR.

/2022SERVICE APPEAL NO.

Govt ofKp.V/SZaheen Khan

CERTIFICATE:

It is certified that no other service appeal earlier has been filed between the
present parties in this Tribunal, except the. present one.

LIT OF BOOKS:

1. . Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.
2. The ESTA CODE
3. Any other case law as per need.

^A^j^antf

Zaheen Khan

Through
SYED NOMAiy ALI BUKHARI 

Advocate High Court 
Peshawar

UZMA SYED
Advocate High Court,Peshawar
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RFFORE THF KP SERVTCE TRIBUNAT >, PESHAWAR,

/2022SERVICE APPEAL NO.

Govt ofKP.V/S ■Zaheen IGian

affidavit

. I, Zaheen Khan (Appellant), do hereby affirm that the contents of this service 

appeal are true and correct, and nothing has been concealed from this honourable

Tribunal.

DEPONENT

f -t-yir
ZMleen Khto

' t



BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2022SERVICE APPEAL NO.__ _

/

Govt ofKpV/SZaheen Khan

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION 
OF DELAY IN THE INSTANT APPEAL IF ANY.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the instant appeal is pending before this Honourable 

Tribunal in which no date has been fixed.

2. That the relief was already granted to similar placed person, so 

in the light of the Superior Court Judgment reported as 2018 

SCMR380, 2021 SCMR 1313, 2022 PLC cs 94 and 2022 PLC 

cs 288, laches losses force in matter where similar relief granted 

to similar placed person. So limitation no run in the instant
appeal.

3. That the same principal followed in the appeal no: 2013/2017 

decided on 06.08.2019 and delay was condoned and the appeal
also upheld by the Supremewas accepted and the same 

Court of Pakistan.
was

T|iat the august Supreme Court of Pakistan has held that 
decision on merit should be encouraged rather, than knocking- 

out the litigants on technicalities including limitation. 
Therefore, appeal needs to be decided on merit (2003, PLD 

(SC) 724.

4.,

. ?



?v
It is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant appeal may 

be decided on merit by condoning the delay to meet the ends of 

. justice.
APPELLANT
Zdii^nfaian

. ' Through

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
Advocate High Court 

Peshawar

UZMASYED
Advocate High Court,Peshawar
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Id ate of institution - 15.8.19W^>*r«5^ ' J

..i>^
■ ^nV-

. , , .. ,, :.;^4je of decision . - ^O.d2.^2
,, . :■ ■' ^ :<] ■ . ■ ■ ^’•■. 

Musa Khan Ex-Field Assistant,
On-Farm Water, Managemort Peshan-i . .

VERSUS
.SI

■ .V

isi^i
/.

ii-A -. r:m^^1. Secr<9r.taP7;iAgriculture, N'WFP,
peshawar.-f:

^ 2. Director .Water Munagomont,
‘ .NWi>e8h:|»a^.

3. Asais'tant Director, water 
'Management:;,. Japan Finance 
Project, Mingora. ....

.^'iU
-•s.

i
J .^^-v

■. ■

|,W:1,■v;.

Mr,; Roohul-A^n^dv^ .
Mr. Nasratullah Khan Govt. Pleadtr.W'^

'Ift# *
•r'

For respondents. ,,

■V ' '

• •

MEMBER.MR., MUHAMMAD PAEEED KHAN • •
MEMBER. .MR. MUHAMMAD SHAUK.A'i'ft • •

”?T

'--i •••••• FAREED KHAN.MEMBER;- This appeal‘has- .•

" appellant aBjirat
thereby his sisrvices were temincted with the prayer thaAv,..' 

the iimiS^edArcter may ,bo set aside: 

in service with all back benei'iti..

Brief facts of the case as averred •"ih. the-memb "'‘• 

of appall are tha.t t'ne oppellant v.as appointed as Field AjSK^f- ' 

' tant in BPS-6 vide order dated 1.9.90 and served the depart- 

ment^^for about 9 years with clean and unblemisb«|,d^sei‘yicfl;;^^^^

record. He was terminator, from st i /ico vide the, in5).ugned.
■

!' ^rd^i-Jdated 50.^99 against'whicli ns preferred'a departmental

■ Oa•if-

ii4
■ MU'

an d ihe^-vrt-^sJl^trf
I ■ ,vf

■ ••*.

ii .V,.- . /iS\'
li

appeal but with no response. s:-

The appellant has.assailed the impugned order on 

the'grounds that^^the alleged reason advanc8-d4by%S'deparb^^^^ 

^ . ment .for hid tfjfmination i.e. "in compliance ofJu^goeht.ipl,

. 1259/97 decided'on 8.T.99.

'. ■ ■ . , -I. .' r vi

;.l ..

I'! •S;

this Tribunal passed in Appeal Ncv
i ■

• ^
i-



yh/

/

, vide the above aaid Judejirent thKi Tribunal was

in service but in lieu of
Moreover

. ■ ( tpleased to re-instate 90 persona 

90 persons the rebpondents pick' and choose .che naw of ! i

four others who arc not junior ancordinf;appellant amongst 
to seniority list. The impugnua order has been issued witb-■•'ri

the air • ?1 ant. He has been condemned■ '5 out";'any prior notice to 

unheard. The post against which the appellant was working in •.
'.VC .

■i still lying vacant.
summoned. They appearedThe respondoncs were- 

through their'representative/counsel and submitted written 

reply to the appeal. Raising inter-alia preliminary objec­

tions they submitted that the -ipixllant has no cause of 
action/locus standi. The appeal'is time bnrred/not maintain- 

appellantis estopped by his own.conduct

I
■'i

;,.Pm
‘‘Y, ■’-d

able! and'that the 
to bring the present appeal'. Cn factual,sioe they submitted

min a ted from service in the
I

that the appellant has beon t<T■ 2^

'this 'fribuna, dated Q.d .99. Thelight'Of the judgment of
Tribunal passed in Appeal rio. ddh9/97judgment of oervir.e 

dated 8.1.99 has strictly beer followed in letter and spi-.'v; ;

rit. The appellant has not been terminated from service on

no no tide etc was iv.piire.:
I,

. 1
disciplinary grou’nls , thereforeI!pi ' to be served on the appellant.

appellant has also submitted his re-joinder 

in, which he has rvb'atted all the objections ontl;e rwsponderts. ,

Arguments of the learned counsel for the appellant 

and Government pleader for. the respondents have been heard

ft The
^.v

and record perused.

The record shows that the ai-pdiant was appoirn.-d

Director C't; Farm Wateras Field A-snistant '’in .'''Ib'-u ay •'

pana^gement vide order dated who was the compc tent-

ana ccraii ti e rts o;'.authiruty. In acr-.jrd-r:c£ 'w’l th ths 

his: appointment order his appointment was made on tnmpor.ary

te n.'.j

bas'is and there was nothing to sl.cw that he was appointed

■t h.asis . The •ipj-ell an t' hason work charge basis or 

been getting salary from the Jd'ovincial Fund.

r'i;r' u r
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I'he learnc.i opuii..el 

hit! . case Jiubmittfid the

'.i.pellap;, while ■lr:;uiag 

poi. t .'igui'iat which tihe -i;.i c'llant 

was working is still lying vacant aP'- the'same has not i)een

r

I

Si
abolished. :The alleged reason ■aivaiiC(=;ii by the /'eSjjbn l(;n t Doptt; 

for terminating the service of the ajpellant, is that.h'isi ser­

vices have been terminated in coirpiinnee 'vith the .judgment of 

Service Tribunal dated 8.T.99i i- vapj-ue and s.heerly a pretext.-' 

The appellant is -not a jiipior most an :■ has beer; ter'-i rated . 

from' service without giving any prior notice. He has been 

condemned unheard without givinp; any opportunity to -lefnnd 

l';imself. L'ven recently the rn.'-i.ar.ront.i have' aj,j',i,/i: te i S(;iiie 

persons against the similar post; . '

The appellant/learned counsei for the apjreiiant were 

a;;ted by this Tribuial to intim'-'d,-.: tiu; numors o.i' such pei'sons 

who were .junior than the 'iirpell-u'l in i.is ci'dr.r ar d ' .di;.;-■ 'ser-';.' 

vices were retained by the depai'tiii'>nt in prerererce to the 

appellant but the ;i].j.aIla;''t/;;our!: : for tha upi-ailant tailed

to provide any docirri'-rita.in prool' in support ottn;ir 

However, the Tribune] olrscrves th;ii. the n]:i'/cil.-int is a (iovt; 

Servant and his services cannot Ijp terminated till such time 

any vacant post in his c::!.i.rft is ilrrble' or ;o',y peri^on Junior 

to him is. wori.'ing in his cadre ^ 'i'l; ■ case of the appe 11-ai::!, is'

i
(

t'
't

t"
t

5"

y

i:

r ■
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i
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r:
s;-;;
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» .

i
rsmnri^ed back to, the I'espondcnt d'Cpnrtment vrith the d'i:'ection ■ 

to j'Cprinstate the a)/i.ailart in p'vicu 

juni,f<r to him ■•.is po!' ...eni ;/ril,/ i;.

-■-noyiaea piny
I

.ur,..i ng- i n hj s 'c -dri! (/;■ ur.y
^ tli'O condition

vacant post is .availalrlo in his cadre and on/thut

I

th ■ .■ipp/'
!

I'^nt.ib senior most am'orip; the t. ri;.i .''a t-ed emjrloyecs o;' b.i.-

Tise app'jai oi t uppeil' ; dociii'ui in ti.a '.'.ove}

This order -.dll alro dioj.ur.e of other co,r-i;ec.re ; api;e il. 
bearing ''ios . 15/^99' ! u:K;ni;i.a;
Nu:-lim }:han,. T^u/?00() I'i-'.w;)Od r''d:har:i:i;i l, 1y7^V99 Sheil I; r; 
bhoaii), ■1978/99 Abdul iJaioem,
S.bei.th' Ziau-'Jdin, 1977.'99' ro;3onuedj:,
cc -

■ ‘-it1

.1

' I i.c'i, i9 I'bizlur dehmijn,' ipri'l./99 

..■;!l;,hud;i;
dri b..I..-.h, •]9b.(i/99 i'atsliulLih r i-d:2/9dJngrr Gul, l9b:G/

Abdul Hakeem Vs. Dirac tor eut-'n
.• . Iit,' •

I r-’ureriiert’ ntc,, I -I .1 •

I
f!'S'-f v->•,
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10 Socrcliin

i
! '- tl)csiiin;il,oi)
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TT" "NTTMusa Khiin iMciTA^ill;___ •_____

170)170011 Muiiammad Rodman

s T'O^TTliiTTrKhlTiTT^^^ . ■___
Ti" i7i77M71i7a7777ii;ui itowTlTiTii'’-'’'' __ 
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..■^'ORE THE NWFP SERVlfF tf?rp.i imai
y-

PESHAWARX

i

Appeal No.‘125/200^1 I

1

Pale of Institufion....' 10.6.200-1 
D'.iLc u\' Dl'i.;i:.iuii I/. 1.20U/

;
I Aril Khciii ijon of Zaiiiaii Khan, Ex-Meld Assisiaiu, 

■ Office of As.si.slvinl: Dirt'ctor, W.iIlm Mjii.i 
OECF, Swat

4
nifjiiii.'ii;.

■■....(AP'PI-llANT)

id. /•
VERSUS

;■

1. Secretary, Agriculture, NWFP, Peshawar.

2. Assistant Director, NWFP, O.F.W.M,)(W.B.A) 
Project,' Ban'nu.

3. ' Director, Water Management, NWFP,
Peshawar.

fA'PM"
..(RESPONDENTS) ■;

'■ ■■

APPEAL.AGAINST ORDER DATED 30.4.1999 
WFIEREBY TFIE APPELLANT WAS TERMINATED 

. AND TFIE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WAS REJECTED 
VIDE ORDER DATED 12.S.2004.

? ■
4

Ip

.T-';

PRAYER:
I

On the acceptance, of this appeal, the impugned order 
• may kindly be set aside and in the light of the judgment

..... of ...this* Honourable ITribunal dated 30:12,2002'the
appellant may . be reinstated in service witli all back 
benefits'. '

- >1 IN
I '■ ■■

Pi'h,., -MR. MUHAMMAD UMAR AFR1D1, 
■ .MR. ADAUT KHAN KHAJTAK,

MEMBER 
■ MEMBER ..

9

t

4



$. CcuoA .<:b>s-e N^.•.

t. r
y o-sfoyy ^

■:;

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD UMAR AFR1DI. MEMBER:- This appeal has ' 

'■/ been filed by Mr.' Arif Khan son of Zanian Khan, Ex-Field Assistart,

: office'of Asslslant Director, water Managcmeni, O.i/C.F. Swai undcr 

section-4 of IhC'.NWFP Service Tribunals Act, 1974, aciainsl the office 

■ 'order bearing No.ZSub-ZbUb/DWM, claLeU iO.s.iybb, whcicby the

^ *

•i JV

S''was terminated with benefits of pensions/gratuity as admissible
y. s- •:

J!Vk /under the rules due to, the non-availability of posts and order

communicated vide letter No. 6196/3/4/DWM, dated 12.5.2004,

whereby his departmental appeal was tiled.

Brief facts of the case as averred in the memo of appeal • : 

that the appellant was appointed as Field Assistant in BP5-6 vide 

Sl^f-'Office order No. ■ 6776-79/DWM, dated 20.9.1989 and served'the ^ 

department for about ten years with clean and unblemished 

record. He was .terminated from se.r-'ic^ vid'^' Ih'c impunned oidcr 

dated 30.4.1999, against which he preferred a departmental appeal 

and it was communicated to him,that,his appeal.was nied...HencQ-the- 

present appeal. , .

2• j

■;Bv/ -
are

service

; ■

X
i/e: ■

. After receipt of the appeal, pre-admission notices'were- 

sent to the respondents for filing their written replies. They, filed their, 

written replies and contested the appeal. Thereafter, the case 

admitted to full hearing on 18.3.2006.

3 *■

was

17:;,
Arguments heard and record perused.' • ; ‘4
The counsel for the appellant argued, that the appellant

SMand other employees i.e. Musa Khan, and others were terminated by.

the respondent department through one and same opder viz order

gi^ated30.4:1999. He further'argued that lhiS;0rder had already been 

set aside by the Tribunal in Sendee Appeal Nos. 12.56/1999., Musa

il -

;i

i

•4

t [ i
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1

&

tjcl Din, ■■Khan, 1373/.1999, [•luharnmad Ra^ool, 1396/1999, fx 

595/3000, Muslim Khan, 1596/2000, Daud Muhammad, 1378/1999,r.
.Sheikh Muhammad Shoaib, 1379/1999, Abdul lialccm, 2169/1999, 
l^uzalur Rchmaii, llitil/lUUU, biicr /.uiuJ Dm, ,i_i///lbuy, Mooinid , 
Din,' 1383/1999, Salahud Din, 1381,/1999, 6n/cr Gul, 1380/1999, 

HabibuHah, 1560/1999, Fateh Ullha, -and 1382/1999, Abdul Hakim ; 

Versus Director Water Manacjemenl etc. 11 was (urthcr argued that-

(f /■

\

the’ above said judgment of this Tribunal vvas in rem and under the 

the respondents sliould have reinstated .thefpii good governance 

appellant like other employees. The: counsel for the appellant also 

■'stated that the appellant was the senior most amongst the
If
tf3i;
Sia-

and .the .respondent department while ■, ;
terminated employees
reinstating the above said employees had categorically admitted that. : 

the post, against which the appellant was working, was lying vacant, 
P "XMcreso, the post of appellant was. still vacant. .It was further statjad .

1 -

!

thiat in the light of the judgment of this 3.ribunal the appellant was 

-entitled la be reinstated in service with alU back benefits. He . 

requested for reinstatement of the appellant with ..all back benefits 

and treatment of "his case at par'with that of Musa Khan,. Field

.S’

•f.iW. Assistant of the resioondent department.
iKe’-'v

The learned A.G.P, on tiio other- hand, argued that the: 
appellant was a project employee and his services were terminated: 

.1999 after serving proper notice on him in accordance with

5.

•I

.1

w.e.f. 1.1
Oovernment policy. He was paid all His ducs.-Ttetefore.-liis case 

could not be covered under the judgment dated 3(1.12.2002 of this
the

Tribunai. ,

The Tribunal heard the arguments of both the parties and

case. The Tribunal noticed that
6.

•• perused the available record of the
ellant was terminated in pursuance of the Tribunal's judgment

• the app 

in appeal No. i2!j9/'1997 .titled as ''Shamshad Khan and 90 others ••

J. :
•I \r

’It

\
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>•

-,nd iwo. other. ■■e MVVhP Peshowcir
vide Ita. nidgniunl, U« Wbunal - ,

' or 91 -

versus SccretmY, Agun'llu^c r
8.t.t999.respondent^'' decided on. t ' hut in hou-.ip

: ,,j„xcd l»ck and cboosc .
been applied to ■ .

reinstate 91 pee-oivpleased towas in some' cases
■persons, Ihc respo ^.ihouKl Have

but' the respondents-
policy, AS a matter o

■"all' the affected 'persons
Moreover, the'record shows

; salary from me provmool funds, b.

Pund. deductions.

failed - to- do. ,so. , 
s a regular tliopgd-diaftheappcliaotwas

has been getting his 

insurance 'and
;. ■.

made from the:
ments of the counsel for

regularlywere 

with the argu
Benevolent
' r,r^oll:;nr The Tribunal agreesihnt mat me appellant end other employees 

=P'"l" rerm,hated uy 'me respondent department

iil'
i.e. Musa Khan 

through

which had already■and others were te 

one and same r
orefer dated 30.9.1999

Trihuna, in Semico appeal Nos..■1256,1999 ■
harnmad .asooi; 1396M999,. Saleemt^ ■

Daud. Muhammad,

/
■ order viz

t y been set aside by
Musa Khan, 1373/1999 MU

Muslim Kl^an, 159 ».Din, 59S/2000,
1381/1999, SherZiaud Din, 1377/19J

,/ 1389/1999, Enzer Gul,
^ Fatcbullah, . and' 1382/1999,

etc. The.--'_

' «.
1378/1999
2164/1999, Fazalur Rehman
Moenud Din, ■ 1333/1999,

, Hablbullah, 1560/1999 

i Versus Director, 'W
■V” :

Mid:
. .‘.Sd-.

Salahud Din

13^0/1999 

Abdul, Hakeem
■Water Management

above sa'id employeesthe;• ■

irtment while reinstatmrj 
admitted that the post agaii 

vacant and since 

-'nated employees

I'd

respondent depa rsfwhich the appclianl 
the appellant was.- the

therefore, he should
The Tribunal has noticed 

of the appellant. Similarly the grounds

has categorically.•I ■

: • ■ m--'
Idmm

is still lyingwas working is
-senior most amongsUhe terminal

reinstated within time 

in the case

S

.have been
lor terminating the

■terminated
^ discrimination m - 

entioned by the 

ices of the appeiiant
lianc^wifh the ludgment

and lust I l«texOW"S

respondent department
that his services have been

rvice Tribunal dated 8.1.159 

The appeiiahl 15

'■O' m are
serv of Se
in compii 
are vague

inn weak footing.

.
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DIRECTOhi TE GENERAL ON FARM fVA TEN^A^i• V NAGEMENTNATIONAL ::rJM 
COURSER INfAKrSTAN;,. ' '■ "V*- PROOSAE^ 1 f ' 'Ov; lAIPRO f U/AENT O F SCi 77 <;

i^iVFF (COMPONENT) . -v*--I

•:

I OFFICE ouni-Rr- I r
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To

The Secretary (agriculture)

Via DG OFWM (agriculture)

Peshwar

Subject: application for reinstatement of service of Zaheeri Khan

Dear Sir

With due respect it is stated that I was appointment as rodman (bps-1) via office order no 620- 
21 dated 31-12-1992 at assistant director OFWM Nowshera, which was later changed to bolder via 
office order no 678-80 dated 31-07-1993 and as per departmental record my services can also be 
verified via pay bills from 1-1-1993 to 30-04-99.

Later, I Was terminated from the services via office order no: 2545-84 dated 30-04-1999 (copy . 
attached) along with other colleagues. Those colleagues were later reinstated by service Tribunal Court 
decision in appeal no. 1256/1999 (copy attached).

In light of the above and keeping in view my 5-6 years long service, it is requested to please 
reinstate my service on purely humanitarian grounds as I am poor person and having 8 dependents.

Thanks

Regards.

Zaheen khan

Cnic: 17201-2220296-7
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