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S.No, Date of order 
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Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Zakariya 

resubmitted today by Syed Noman Ali Bukhari Advocate. It 

is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Bench at

^ Notices be issued to appellant and his

1- 14/11/2022

Peshawar on

counsel for the date fixed.
By theprder of Chairman
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The appeal-of-Mr- Muhammad Zakariya Deputy Electric Inspector Regional Electric 
Inspectorate district Swat received today i.e. on 10.10.2022 is incomplete on the following 

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

1- Copy of impugned seniority list dated 01.10.2021 mentioned in prayer of the memo 
of appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Copy of application dated 14.10.2022 mentioned in para-7 of the memo of appeal is 
not attached with the appeal which may be placed .on it.

3- Annexure-D of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
4- Annexures are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as mentioned in 

the memo of appeal.
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V " BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022 ’

Govt; of KP. etc.V/S* Muhammad Zakariya
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appellant

THROUGH;

(M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT, 

OF PAKISTAN

(ASAD MEHMOOD) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,
a(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,
&

(SHAHKAR KHAN YOUSAFZAI) 

ADVOCATE PESHAWAR.
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^ BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEi^ NO. /2022

Muhammad Zakariya, Deputy Electric Inspector (BPS-18), Regional Electric 
Inspectorate District Swat.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa tlu'ough Chief Secretary, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Secretaiy to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Energy & Power 
Department Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

(RESPONDENTS)

PRAYER:
TTT ^T ITaVDE ^ ASIDE

PiTTtRAW. RECASl I ^PPFT LANT
rmiNr. OTHEK_mMEDY

ppnpTR El ir^rn ^ i m

y ^yr^TTP OF THE appellant 

respectfully SHEWETH:

FACTS

impugned

AT HIS

ith the entire satisfaction ofrforming his duty ^
;hance of the complainant

wi
1, That the appellant was pe

and not giving any chis senior

That the appeUant was ^ A B.
. Copy of the order L Annex-A ._

18 vide order daited 13.12.2016
2,



'^hatthe-i , . . .
Court 19 in Peshawar High

Deputy Electric Inspector 

Vide /lid was^cided in favor of the appellant
aj Aiine^ 05.03.2020. Copies of the Judgments is attached

TJist ^
dated 09 Court, the departhient issued notification
pg tv ■^‘herein the appellant was regularized in BPS-18 as 

^ ^ ^^^teor. Copy of Notification is attached as Anne]i:-

4.

^Puty Wdepartment issued

name f BPS-18 without being circulated wherein the
® nt was not included and he came to know when 

was made and appellant was deprived of his right
-p Copy of attached as Annex-F.

respo d i ^-06.2022 submitted ail application to the
®nt for Husion of his name in the final seniority list which 

attach d respondents. Copy of inclusion application i:

7 T*fithe^^ r 20;06.2022 give an application in continuation of
app icatipn 11.2022 to the respondent for the non inclusion of his

the fmalfety list.

final seniority list of

Promotion to i
to promotion JE,

That the

was not re
IS

e-G.

QEOVNns

tmpugne^eniority list dated 10-1-2022 ,and non inclusion of 
-*e name of the apellant in final seniority list of 2022 are against the 

.material on .ecord norms of the justices , and violation of the
seniority list and Jaw.

B) Hat according to section 9 of the Civil Servant Act 1973 , that it is the
legal rigjlt of the appellant to have his name incMed in the seniority list

at his proper place.

i appell^^
; circulation of seniori

P) That the malice
respondent anted to gjvc



'ready stoodcompleting the panel of officers in which the . one w; 
retired on 09^^ May 2022.

total violation of the
1989 and it

and inaction of the respondents ]s in
ant Act and Rules 17 of APT Rules,

have his name in the seniority list and
act which is not

E) That the acts
section 8 of civil serv
was the legal ri^t of appellant to

the impugned seniority, list is ankeeping secret 
sustainable and permissible under the law.

qC the Law Department the appellant
name in the seniority list whichF) That even in the opinion memo o 

was held entitled for inclusion of his 

further strength the connection of appellant.

not including the name of the appellant
for just depriving the appellant for

is necessary for plaeing

G) That act of the respondents by 

impugned seniority list was
in the panel of 3 officers which

case before the DPC/PSB.

in
having his nanae 

the promotion
treated in accordance to rules, law of the 

in the seniority list wasH) That the appellant has not been tre:
seniority and non-inclusion of his name 
iUegal and unlawful act on the part respondents

an

to advance other grounds and proofsThat the appellant seeks permission to 

at the time of hearing.
1)1

, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the appellant
It is, therefore 

.y be accepted as prayed for.ma

appellant

Muhammad Zak^riya

(M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI)
advocate supreme court 

OF PAKISTAN

through

(ASAD MEHMOOD) 

advocate HIGH COURT,(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 

advocate fflGH COURT,
&

(SHAHKAR KHAN YOUSAFZAI) 

advocate PESHAWAR.
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICK TRIBIJNAT PE

SERVICE APPEAL NO. mil

Muhammad Zakariya V/S ■ : . Govt: of etc.

CERTIFICATE;

It is certified that no other service appeal earlier has been filed between the 

present parties in this Tribunal, except the present one.

dep^Jent

LIT OF BOOKS
Constitution of the Islamic Republicof Pakistan, 1973

2. The EStA CODE
Any other case law as per need.

1.

3.

THROUGH;

(M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT 

OF PAKISTAN

(ASAP MEHMOOD)
advocate high courtNOMAN ALI BUKHARI)(SYED ...

advocate high court,
A

&

I
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PjESHAWAR

;>

/2022SERVICE APPEAL NO.

Govt: of KP. etc.V/SMuhammad Zakariya

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Zakariya, Deputy Electric Inspector,, District 
SWAT (Appellant) do hereby affirm that the contents of this service appeal 
are true and correct, and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable 

Tribunal.



A-
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW/|f O 7

ENERGY & POWER DEPARTMENT
PHONE: 091-92223625, FAX: 091-9223624 3/^-

Dated Peshawar the 13-12-2016

Consequent uponNotification No. E&P/SO(EsttVEIectric Inspector/2016 
the selection of Mr. Muhammad Zakariya s/o Gul Rahman. Regional Electric Inspector 
(BPS-18), Swat Region in project “Restructuring / Strengthening of Electric.Inspectorate 
of Energy & Power Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa" by the Departmental Selection 
Committee on fixed salary basis, initially for a period of One year (2016-2017) subject 
to verification of his antecedents This contract will be extendable subject to satisfactory 
performanr;e further till completion of the Project on yearly basis. The appointment with
irpmediate effect, on the following terms and conditions;-

Terms & conditions:

Pay Package: Rs. 85000/-P.M (Fixed Pay) with annual increment 
of 5% as per the project policy.

Period of Contract: One year (2016-2017) initially with immediate 
effect, extendable on yearly basis till project life. The extension will 
be granted on satisfactory performance of the employee.

i) .

ii)

A project employee shall work against that post for which he/she 
recruited and shall not be transferred to any other post in the

iii) ,
was 
project.

The contract shall be liable to termination on 15 days notice (if the 
performance of the employee is found unsatisfactory) or payment of 
15 days salary in lieu thereof by either side.

On completion of the project, the services of the project employees 
shall stand terminated however, they shall be reappointed on need 
basis, if the project is extended over to any new phase or phases.

iv)

V)

Staff appointed by initial recruitment in a project shall not be entitled 
to pension or CP' fund. They shall not be treated as a “civil servant.

Vi)

Project employees Will receive medical allowance as per policy of 
the Provincial Government.

' t
Leave: You will be entitled for leave admissible to the Civil servants 
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Revised Leave Rules-1986, except 
maternity leave, extra ordinary leave without pay and study leave.

Traveling Allowance: Traveling Allowance for journey as
admissible under-fhe'iTiles.

vii)
l.

ix)



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA' 
ENERGY POWER DEPARTMENT

PHONE; 091-92223625, FAX: 091-9223624

Seniority: Being a temporary post there shall exist no relative 
seniority In your case in relation to other regular or temporary ■ 
employees of your category in the Energy & Power Department.

You will be governed by the Provincial . Govt, rules as amended 
frorri.time to time.

xii) You will not be required:to contribute towards General Provident 
Fund nor entitled to any benefit of the General Provident Fund.

You will not divulge, either directly or indirectly, to any person any 
knowledge or information of a confidential nature which you may 
acquire concerning the affairs, property, enterprise and undertaking 
of the department during the course of your service.

X)

xi)

xiii)

Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Energy & power Department

Endst: No & Date Even
Copy to:-

The Secretary to-Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finance Department, Peshawar. 
The Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Establishment Department, 
Peshawar. .
The Secretary tp Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P&D Department, Peshawar.

4. The Accountant General. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
PD of the Project.
Officer concerned ;
P.S to Secretary Energy & Power Department.
Personal file.

1.
2.

3.

5.
/

7.
8. ,vJ

Section Officer (Estt)
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xiTo
The Electric Inspectbr/Project Director 
Restructuring/Strengthening of Electric Inspectorate ) 
Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa . (
Energy & Power Department Peshawar. . '

JPINING/REPQRTING lfttfrSubject;

Dear Sir,
7

I. Muhammad Zakariya S/0 Gul Rahman, have the honour to inform you that 1 
joining today dated 20-12-2016. (F.N) as Regional Electric Inspector (BPS-18) posted at 

Swat Region in respect to Energy & Power appointment letter reference No. 

E&P/SO(Estt)/Electric: Inspector/2016/31-8 dated 13-12-2016.

am i

I kindly request you to accept my joining/reporting letter.

Kind Regards,

M.
MUHAMMAD ZAKARIYA S/0 GUL RAHMAN
MOH; Eid Gah Akora Khattak District Nowshera. 
Cell# 0333-9131443

IM

I
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JUDGMENT SHEET
PESHAWAr high court. PESHAWAR

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

Jf
C^/ \’S.

i>

V^v\fVP No. 3454-P/2019

‘ Muhammad Zakariya 
Vs

The Govt, of KPK through Chief 
Secretary, Peshavi/ar etc"

JUDGMENT

05.03.2020Date of hearing i

Mr. Muhammad Asif , 
Yousfzai, Advocate

tPetitioner(s) by;

Mr. Rab Nawaz Khan, AddLRespondent (s) by:
AG

IKRAMULLAH KHAN. J.- We intend to decide 

. all these connected three set of writ petitions, 

through this consolidated judgment. All the

petitioners in all the three set of. petitions 

NO.3454-P/2019, WP No.3552-bearing WP 

P/2019 and WP No.3472-P/2019 have prayed for

in order to Issue ana common prayer,

respondents forwrit toappropriate 

regularization of their servicef.■ J

In essence, petitioners are serving on 

ADP Funded Project

"Restructuring of Electric Inspectorate" Khyber

2.

basis incontract

T E S T E O.

EXAIVIllfsJER- 
Peshawar High Court
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Pakhtunkhwa, however, the said project is,

converted into regular/non-deveiopmentai and 

budgetary side by the government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, with approval of the Finance 

Department of the province through S.N.E dated

01.11.2017.

It is pertinent to mention herein that 

were selected and

3,

all the petitioners 

• recommended by the Departmental Selection

Committee on their respective posts, \which were 

duly advertised in various newspapers. Not only 

the appointments of petitioners were carried 

under the prescribed manner, under ,theupon

project policy, but petitioners were eligible and 

duly qualified corresponding to their respective

posts, in which they were appointed.

Learned counsel for petitioners 

contended that the respective, posts on which

4,

petitioners are serving, are regularized by the

and the project is also.provincial government 

converted into budgetary side, therefore, the

petitioners are deserved to be regularized in view 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa government Act,of the
2018, whereby not only projects were regularized

but also , the services of the project, employees;

EXA5V5TK1ER
Peshawar High Court
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V that this Court while accepting writ petition 

NO.3516-P/2017 has also made directions to the 

respondents, for regularization of the employees, 

serving on project posts, in the same

project where, petitioners are serving.

who were

On the other hand, learned counsel 

for respondents argued that the services of 

petitioners were hired by respondents purely on 

contract basis, for a specified period in the 

project under the prevailing project policy of the 

. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, whereas

5.

column . No.4 of the project policy, petitioners 

claim regularization of their services;

In WP

could not

that the post on which petitioners 

' N0.3454-P & WP No. 3552 carries BPS-18 and 17,

on which appointments is the sole Jurisdiction of 

Service Commission th'at the principle of 

of government of

Public

law laid down in case 

PUNJAB, through Secretary 

Secretariat, Lahore 

PARVEEN and others

Education, Civil 

and others Versus SAMEENA

(2009 SCMR 1) is not

alternative to the given facts and circumstances

of cases of petitioners, while the judgment of this

mentioned - writrendered in the above

iled before the apex Court.
Court

petitions are assa

EXAlvrrNER .
Peshawar High Court
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We have heard learned counsel for 

the parties and ' have gone through their 

pleadings and documents available on record.

This fact could not be denied that 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide 

Regularization of Services Act, 2018 had already 

regularized the services of all project employees, 

which were converted into regular budgetary 

side. This Court in view of Regularization of 

Services. Act, 2018 and, further in view of the 

notification of worthy Chief Minister Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa'dated 13.02.2017, accepted writ 

petition No;320-D/2014 on the sold ground that 

as the provincial government had already 

regularized services' of the project employees, 

where, respective projects were converted to 

regular, non-developmental side, therefore, 

services of petitioners of writ petition No.320- 

D/2014 should also be regularized, on 

conversiorr of the project into regular side, 

where, the petitioners were serving accordingly. 

Th'is Court in writ' petition NO.320-D/2014 has 

laid down the principle of law, that all project 

employees, who were appointed on prescribed 

and having requisite prescribed

6.

.y

V

■ manner

E S T E‘0

Peshaw/ar High Court
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qualification for the respective posts, deserved to 

be regularized, where, the project Itself is 

converted to regular side. The apex Court while 

deciding civil appeal N6.134-P of 2013 also laid 

down- the following principle of law, in regard to

regularization of project employees.

'30. It is also an admitted fact that the ' 
respondents were appointed on contract 
basis on project posts but the Projects, 
as conceded by the learned Additional 
Advocate General were funded by the 
Provuicial Government by allocating 
regular Provincial Budget prior to the 
promulgation of the Act Almost all the ' 
projects were brought under the regular 
Provincial Budget Schemes by the 
Government of KPK and summaries 
were approved by the Chief Minister of 
the KPK for operating the Projects on . 
permanent basis. The "On Farm Water 
Management Project" was brought on 
the regular side in the year 2006 and the 
Project was declared as an attached 
Department of the Food, Agriculture. 
Livestock and co-operative Department 
Likewise ' other Projects were also 
brought under the regular Provincial 
Budget Scheme. Therefore, services of 
the respondents would not be affected 
by the language of Section 2 (aa) and (b) 
of the Act which could only be attracted 
if the Projects were abolished on the 
completion of their prescribed tenure. In 
the cases in hand, the projects initially 
were introduced for a specified time 
whereafter they were transferred on 
permanent basis by attaching them with 
Provincial Government departments. 
The employees of the same project were 
adjusted against the posts created by 
the Provincial Government in this 
behalf."

In case of Rizwan Javed and others Vs.

Secretary Agriculture Livestock and others 

(2016 SCMR 1443), wherein the apex Court has 

held that:

■ at-test-eo

EXAn/JS.NER ■ 
Peshawar High Court

tt
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*5. We have heard the .learned 
counsel for the appellants and the 
learned Additional Advocate General, 
KPK. The only distinction between the 
case of the present appellants and the 
case of the Respondents in Civil Appeals 
N0.I34-P of 2013 etc is that the project • 
in which the present Appellants were ■ 
appointed was taken over by the KPK 
Government in the year 2011 whereas 
most of the projects in which the 
aforesaid Respondents were appointed, 
were regularized before the cut-off date 
provided in North West Frontier 
Province (now KPK) Employees 
(Regularization of Services) Act 2009. 
The present Appellants were appointed 
in the year 2007 on contract basis in the 
project and after completion of all, the 
requisite codal formalities, the period of 
their contract appointments was 
extended from, time to time upto 
30.06.2011, when the project was taken 
over by the KPK Government. It appears 
that the Appellants were not allowed to 
continue after the change of harids of 
the project Instead, the Government by 
cherry picking, had appointed different 
persons in place of the Appellants. The 
case of the present Appellants is 
covered by the principles laid down by 
this Court in the case of Civil Appeals 
No.l34-Pof 2013 etc. (Government of 
KPK through Secretary, Agriculture . V. 
AdnanuUah and others) (2016 SCMR 
1375), as the Appellants were 
discriminated against and were also 
similarly placed piroject employees." .

r
. In case titled WAPDA through Chairman and

others V. Abdul Ghaffar and others (2018

SCMR 380), the apex Court has held that;

"Where Such point of law covered not 
only the case of the civil servants who 
litigated, but also of other civil servants, 
who may have not taken any legal 
proceedings, the dictates of justice and 
rule of good governance demanded that 
the, benefit of the point of law be 
extended to other civil servants, wfho 
may not be parties to the litigation 
instead of compelling them to approach, 
the Tribunal or any. other legal forum."

The Provincial Government filed, various appeals

■

against the judgments of this Court rendered

.,l.j.l.i.l Xi;ii Uif... I-...TTTTTTirnrrTr^iTivylT
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particularly against the writ petition No.2772- 

9/2Q11 before the apex Court, wherein the 

judgment of this Court were upheld.

It is persistent view of this Court that 

whenever posts were sanctioned on regular side, 

in any project or department, by the concerned 

authorities of government, the contract 

employees, were also regularized on those 

sanctioned posts against which contract 

employees were serving to the entire satisfaction 

of the concerned departmentAnstitution. For 

referencejudgment of this Court rendered in WP 

NO.320-.D/2014, whereby at least 18 writ 

petitions were decided and all the contract 

employees who were appointed thereafter 

fulfillment of codal formalities and were eligible 

insofar as their qualification was concerned were 

regularized accordingly. '

For the reasons, mentioned hereinabove, 

the instant writ'petition No.3454/2019 and the 

connected WP No..3552-/2019 and 3472-P/2019 

are allowed. Respondents are directed to move 

the formal summary to the concerned quarters 

for the regularization of petitioners as soon as 

possible but not later than 60 days as a whole.

s.

J

Peshawar

TiTTirnijrT.ii,lli;i • I, I
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The services of the petitioners would deem to be 

regularized, from the date of appointment of this 

judgment iii order to: not-affect the seniority of 

already appointed regular employees of the 

respondents.

Announced.
JUDGE05.03.2020

\l -
JUDGE
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

(Appellate jurisdiction)

PRESENT

Mr. Justice Gulzar Mmad

Mr. Justice Maqbool

Case petition No. 
against the judgment dated 26.01.2017, 
21/05/2019, 24/04/2019,
P/18, 3678-P/17,
P/17, 4433-P/17,

Secretary to Government of KPK the 
Agricultural Live Stock & Co-operative 
Department, Peshawar and others

825-P/18, 35-P/19, 278-P/19, 861-P to 579-P/2019 
31.05.2018,30/10/2018, 29/11/2018,

of the PHC Peshawar passed in WPs/RP No. 2568- 
203-P/19, 3416-P/17, 3430-209-P/18,

Petitioner (s)

VERSUS

Jamil Ahmad & others 
Muhammad Afzal & others 
Muhammad Luqman & others 
Asif Hussain 
Masood Khan
Syed Sohrab Ali Shah & others 
Mehnaz Pari & others 
Fawad Anwar &others 
Raft Ullah & others 
Nagin Jalal
Dr. Haider Ali & others

Respondents

For the Petitioner (s) : Barrister Qasim Wadood, Addl AG KP

InallCPs)

For the Respondent (s): Syed Wusat ul Hassan Taqvi, ASC

Syed Rifaqat Hussain Shah, AOR 

(In CP 278-P/2019)

Not represented (in all other CPs)

Date of hearing : 25.11.2019

Gulzar Ahmad J. We have heard the learned Additional Advocate General, KP. He 

contends that although similar matters, as present one, have already been decided time and. 

again by the learned Peshawar High court and its judgment



u

■‘W

U< J'Htt
(AppelUite J<ii-i^diot,ion)

t:3nli>.fi.r Ahiticd
Mr. ,.ru»tli;e MaqUool Bnqttr

. MKiiiuus .Nu

I»^1J ■;|||U. :>r).or.,:701'J. ■21.05,2nly, I'l.O-t.SOlV, 13.06.|201'3,-«f. me pi-c, 
|V.I1,..V„| W|-I./1?1> No. 2r.6Q-P/13, ^O’’’/’®’
.nil p/17, 5U7 I-IV 11',' ’70.1-17 IW. .;.5l6‘P/17, 3'J-16-P./. 1/., 3''30-P/17,. ‘!4J3- 
' 17, .1VVH 1-7 lu. rmr.-p/17)ry

Dfcrttai'V to Gavtrnmtnt of KPK thr. 
AfjrHcultura}, UVe' Stoolc 6l Co-operativt 
I7*/;rtrffURfit, 7’*»/inii.'ar and otfieri PKiilion.er(s)

Vursus

Ja/nil Ahrnad and others 
Muhammad Afzal &, anotlxer 
Muhammad Luqman 6c others 
Anlf Hussain 
Mdsaod Khan
Syed Sohrab All Shah & others 
Mehnat Pari 6t others

r , 7 : ; '.J, "

Pawad Amuar <Si ot>i«rs 
;?«j/luHah 6c others 
Nngin Jalal
Dr. Haider AH 6c others Re'sponde'ntfs]

For ihc Pclilioncr|;0 ' ' : .Barrister Qasim Wadoocl, Addl. AG KP
(irtaliGPs!

: Syed Wusat ul Hassan Taqvi, ASC
Sycd'Rifaqat .Hussain Shah, AOR 
lin CP 278-P/2019)

For the RespondenMs)

Not Represented (in aU other CPsl

: 25.11.,2019Date of Hearing

Q RISER
ni.wnr Ahmed..J- W.e' have heard the learned 

contends . that although

\

Additional Advoctitc General, KP.. He
, have already been decided timesimilar rhaltcrs, as present one

Pcshavnar .High Court and its judgment'.
and again by the learned

ATTTfSTED

■- I - I-r .1 itH; lilHU*. iJ An I,-.hTTT
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When come before this court, has been upheld, in that, the directions were passed for 

regularization of the employees appointed on contract in' OIS and other Projects. He 

however, contends that among the cases, which are fixed today, there are the cases where 

the projects are still on going and they have not been taken to the regul^ budget and that 

some of the Project have commenced after the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Employees 

(Regularization of Services ) Act, 2009 was enacted, which was applicable to the 

employees who have already employed prior to promulgation of the said Act. Learned Addl 

AG also contends that in Adnan Ullah’s case (supra), which has been decided by this Court 

on the points as are raised in the present case, a review petition is pending. If that be so.

merely due to pendency of a review petition, this Court caimot with hold its decision in 

deciding the present r^-y . Vg/^ /g-f o

situations, as are contended by the learned Addl AG, in the impugned judgment reference

has been made to the judgment dated 24.03.2011, passed m CAs No. 150-P/2009, which

was made further reference to the judgment passed by this Court in CAs No. 834-P &837- 

P/2010. Besides, impugned 

of this Court passed

through Secretary Agriculture

the

in CA No. 134-P/20I3 titled government 
Livestock and others vs Adnanullah (2016 SCMR 1375) & CA No. 605/2015 titled as

$

Rizwan .Taved and others vs Secretary Agricul|tfire Livestock etc 2017 PLC (CS) 712. 

Thus, there is no merit in these petitions accor^ijgly, the same are dismissed and leave 

refused. . '

Sd/-J

Sd/-J
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<30VERH»ENT of khyber pakhtunkhwa

BlwjJSSJJi^SSn^lS£"JI!5l 8.c«Uftti PMtM^

Dated Peshawar, the 02** June, 2ia 1nommcAnou
tfo. SOfE.n/fE&Ptf5*7/2021/Vrtl.Vf (^fUtsuanc^of the judgment dated 24.04,2019 & 
204MOl8 -of ate Hcmb1urabte Pe8Hawif HloH Court Pesttewif fudgmenl in Writ Petition 
iict 54^F^19^ Mba-P/ZOto"** 34^-2019, Wterf 'Mr. Mohammad ZaMa Vs

Governmenl of Khyber Pattilunkhwa etc, Mr. Jayed tqbal a nd olhera Vs Government of 
Khyber Paldihihtchwa ete and Mr. Wasim ^ehangJr A others Vs Government of Khyber 
PakhttmWJwa end others?, the Competent Aum^ is pleased to reguJanze the services of 
the fotloMrfiig employees on pfwlsionat/conditlonal basis subject to final decision of the 

Simreme Geurf of PaWstem-
RagiofidesignatlQn with BPSW^PHoi NameofEmployaa*Sr.

No. . SwatDeputy Electric Inspector
{8S.18)

Mf.Muhammad
Z^cahya

3454-PS<M9X

SwatAssistant Elecinc Inspector

Electric Sub inspector (BS-12j

MrJaved Iqbal35524»/2Pl92:. :
BannuMr.Taf)QSalfUll3h.do- :3 Bannu
Bannu

ChowkidartBS-031Mf.UmarKhan-do-4 NaibQasidf8S-03)
Naib Qasfd fBS-03)

MtFandKhan-do-5 - BannuMfZlahoor Ahmad
Wr.Waseem Jfehaigir

-do-6
Electric Sub Inspector (8S-12)
EfedricSub Irispeclof (BS-T2);

Abbottabad3472-P/20t9 AbbottabadMnSohail AhmadS I -dor AbbottabadElectric Sub Inspector fBS-12)Mr.ZakirKhan-do-/5
Bedric Sub Inspector (BS-12) SwatMrFaiz Muhammad■ .-Oo-10 AbbottabadGomputef Operator (BS-16)
ChowkkJaf (BS-03j

MfJ^tdOl lOtanq-do-11 >«>bottabadMrA/lohammad
Shatud

-dO-12
SwatNaibOasid{BS.03) 

NaTbQasid{BS-03) 
Nalb Qaskf {BS.03)

fefr.tmadudPIn-do­ll AbbottabadMf.MobeenAkhtef-do-14 AbbottabadMf.Sudheef Ahmad-do-ts
THFRIHS AND eONOmOHS

Consequent iqtoh regulafi^tlon, the toove omcers/officials shall remain employees
^ Bedifc Inspectorate Provincial. Erie^y and Povwr Department

2. the above officets/efficiaJs shall submit their arflval to Energy and Power 
depaftnterjt. Goveiriment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; . . .

3 O^anival the incumbents shall produce medical fitness cemficate/attested copies of 
’ their acatfemics/cfedentjals and clearanoe certificaie from ^ Project 

^ *Restru€hirln^tretTgthenlng of Eiectric . Inspectorate Energy and Pmver 
■ Departoieriif. ^ ^ ^ ^

4, Any error oceurred win befectrfied.

1

4
■ / -ad- - ■■ ■

Secretary
Energy & Power Department'

ft Date earn
Cfliryoflhealwkewfw^^

1'
%
4

1411 ii
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

Energy and Power Depanment 
1' Floor, Block-A, Abdul Wall Khan Multiplex 

Tei; 091-9210895
Civil Secretariat Pe»hawar

- Fax 091 9223624

NOTiflCATION

read vnt^ P jte-I? OvH S^r.-ar' 
ni Authority is pteased to notify and circulate the finai senronhy li^ -e Etectnc ir-scect^^r*-, 

of the-Enef^ and Power Department of the Deputy Electric Inspectors (BPS-18) to Government of Khyber PakhtunKhwa for tnfexma;

_ >'
NO.SOffi^^g&p/S.10/UPA/2n?1 •

(Ap'^inlittdntvP'rbmotion and Transfer) Rules 1989, the Compete
In pursuance of .section-8 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil ^rvant Act 1973

Kyi of afl OCfieerr^'.

Name ofOfficer Date of 
Birth and 
Domicile

Date of 1" Entry 
into Govt: 
Service

Academic
bualification

Regular appointment/promotion to present post 

BPS Method of recrutoheitt

S.rf
Preseont P-oatiog

Date
-------- i_--.1 3 ■ 4 5 6 7 8 9

M.Se. in Electricyf j 
Engineering, B-Tecti | 10-05-1962 
(Hon) A DAE ___

B Sc Electrical
Engineering ■ ' 20-04-1984

Registered with PEC_________

Muh|imnya'd Mumtaj
Khan
Mtihammad

■-■ojf/ £ 'ecz-rc YisaDecs.'.
! >-"Ktc5rc char^ irf E'enr- 

___. P^^.t-ca:

SiecT^r irspecf;’- 
.Abbcffiaead Re»ac*'

S/0' Tai B ; Prcnncttce23-10-1985 03-10-2018 18
I

. Engr. fhsanullah S/c 
^ Hayat Khan. P. Promct’or. 

: - 'ermanerTti
28-;3-2009 25-05-21, 8 18

■i
M<Sc Electrical 
.Erigiheering 14-03-1985 

, , *aiimNhen Registered with pec

I• :
3 I Hr.' Promction 

I r 'efmar>ent3
' EtecSric

Bainrv. Regicr.
26- .:v-2009 25-05-2C ' 3 18 I

irr t

-S6-
■■:

SECRETARY
Enc gy &. Power Depart, >e*it

2

* \

(i--
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XJxe- SeemtaTy-. •'', ■

tXi :■ - Govt of f aW^flwa

1-.SubjeoK PSB.

Dear sir.
Vviin oue resfpecnnai .

i) The undersigned- regularized

judgment te WP-3464-t«^^d “-03-M20 ^
^ud, notmed by the Honorable |V,(E&P)5-7/2019/Vol

nSPi5-7-!2021/Vol-VI dated 02/06/2021 & No SO (E.IV(ES.P,)

vide -honorable, Peshawar High court 
& WP-35.16-P/2017:dated 24/04/.19

No.SO
^lll. •

E.f)'

..nlopv wt issued Nol#id-«0" SoiE-UESPid-

'undersigned names/detaits

2) That the AppHoants now ate 

Power DepartrrtenitJ3ut have
the 10^'^ January,2022. the10/UP A/2Q21 'dated;

>ted/d'ODped “ ; ;,|,,„,es of ctvi! Servant Act 1973 are
That the Applicants being regular employ . • ^ ^ ^ t, ggg '

applicable Inoluding Appointment. ,,3p3ctor Since

2016 in BPS.18 ,enic„w list may be Issued

ppiC C'TT'

3)-
Dec

please
It is therefore requested that.

The undersigned being senior most, the names m y
promobontotnevdoantpostofE,ectriclnspectorprov,noial-BP.S1.,n ,

, Yours' feithfully.

E.NGR: MUHAf^tMAkZAKARlYA
DEPUTY ELECTRIC INSPECTOR,BPS-18 SWAT

also be forwarded for ‘

Dated: 14/06/22

It- r- t■p\ t'A-

v-V



VAKALAT NAMA

/20NO.

IN THE COURT OF 'AOU/ctgj

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

I/We f -

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

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

% M iV ^

ft
Dated 720

(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI, ASQ

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
Advocate High Court Peshawar

SHAHKAR KHAN YOUSAFZAI 
ADVOCATE.

Room # FR-8, 4^'^ Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar 
03129103240


