
• .
' 7

*1

•r

Junior to counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Add!: AG alongwith Mr. Haseeb Ullah, Supdt for 

respondents present.

01.02.2022

Junior to counsel for the petitioner seeks adjournment on

the ground that learned senior counsel is not available today.

.2022Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on 2 

before S.B. /

V
(Mian Muhamrl^d) 

Member(E) 'V
I-
*
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:
20^'’ June, 2022 None present for the petitioner. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present.
1.r :

• ; .

i. Called several times till last hours of the court but 

nobody turned up on behalf of the petitioner. In view of the 

above, the execution petition is dismissed for non

prosecution. Consign.

2.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given 

under my hand and seal of the Tribunal this 2(f^ day of June, 

2022.

3.

:
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alim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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EP 174/2021
11.01.2022 Nemo for the petitioner. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 

Addl. AG alongwith Engr. Zulfiqar Ali, Additional Secretary 

Technical, C&W Department and Mr. Habibur Rehman, 

Administrative Officer office of the Chief Enginer (Centre) 

C&W Department, Peshawar are present. They state 

that respondent No. 1 i.e. Secretary, C&W Department 

could not attend due to a genuine reason that he has 

.proceeded ^abroad tearly today for official visit in 

connection with Dubai Expo. However, they have brought 

the scanned copies of the documents including office 

order No. 419/4-E, dated 12.01.2022 and of tentative 

seniority list issued vide N0..52-E/1113/CE/C&WD dated 

12.01.2022 alongwith copy of the Diploma of the 

petitioner. According to office order dated 12.01.2022, 

Mr. Rehman Ali, the petitioner has been absorbed as 

Road Inspector in C&W Division No. 1 Swat with effect 

from the date he acquired DAE (Civil) i.e. 12.03.2012 

subject to final decision of august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan in CPLA No. 237-P/2021. Name of the petitioner, 

has also been reflected in the seniority list. Copies of the
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said documents brought by the attendees are placed on 

file. To come up for further proceedings on 01.02.2022

before S.B.

1
t
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EP No. 174/2021

During random checking of the Execution Petition files 

for the case and court management, it has been noted that 

the petitioner in this Execution Petition, having on his credit 

the judgment dated 10.02.2021 in Service Appeal No. 

1176/2016, has brought the same for its implementation in 

letter and spirit. Notice was given to the respondents for 

submission of implementation report vide order dated 

22.10.2021 with adjournment of the proceedings for 

09.12.2021. According to proceedings reflected in order, 

, dated 09.12.2021, the department submitted comments

11.01.2022

which were placed on file and the copy of the same was

handed over to the learned counsel for petitioner. The

comments as placed on file have been perused. Para-4 of the

comments as signed by the Secretary to Government of „

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C&W Department (respondent No.l) 

among others would reveal that the respondents are not 

serious to ensure compliance of the judgment of this

Tribunal. They were never asked to comment upon the

judgment rather they were asked for its implementation but 

the judgment of this Tribunal has been commented upon 

unreasonably and unfairly by them with citation of a

judgment of the august Supreme Court of Pakistan having no

relevancy to the fact in issue decided by this Tribunal in case

of the petitioner. If the respondents, particularly respondent 

No. 1, are not sensitized'about their legal obligation toward;
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implementatjon of the judgment at hand, there is likelihood 

that they shall not only perpetuate in undermining the . 

jurisdiction and lawful authority of this Tribunal but even their 

abhorrent conduct may embolden them for abuse of the 

processes of this Tribunal in future. Therefore, it has become . 

expedient to exercise jurisdiction under rule 27 of, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules, 1974 to require 

personal attendance of respondent No. 1 for showing cause ; 

of the failure of respondents in implementation of the 

judgment at credit of the petitioner, failing which why 

warrant of arrest for his committal to Civil Prison should not . ■

For thebe issued as part of coercive measure in execution, 

time being it is deemed appropriate to direct that necessary ; \ 

Show Cause Notice be issued to the respondent No. 1,

directing him to attend this Tribunal pro se on 13.01.2022 at

Service of notice be made in ordinary 

as well through other modes of communication 

including the electronic mode. Case to come up 

13.01.2022 at 2 pm before S.B.

2 pm, positively.

manner

on
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Learned eounsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabirullah
Habib-ur-

09.12.2021
\ 1\

Khattak, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. 
Rehman for the respondents present.

.v

Representative of the department submitted comments on 

behalf of the respondents, which are placed on file and copy of 
the sanie is handed over to learned counsel for the petitioner. To 

come up for further proceedings on 01.02.2022 before S.B.

i

v. I \

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

((

j
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

r
72021Execution Petition No.

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The execution petition of Mr. Rehman AN submitted today by 

Mr. Yasir AN Advocate may be entered in the relevant register and put 

up to the Court for proper order please.

08.09.20211

RE^TRA^l^

This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at2-

Peshawar on

Learned counsel for the petitioner present.
Notices be issued to the respondents for submission 

implementation report on the next date of hearing. To come 

fc r implementation report before the S.B on 09.12.2021.

22.10.2021
of
up

z
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (J)

V



The Implementation application of l\lir/ Rehman Ali-fead'Mn'spector W&S Department Swat received 

today by post on 07.Of .2021 is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for 

the applicant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of application is misprinted.
2- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
3- Wakalat nama is blank which may be filled up.

ys.T,No.

3M/2021Dt.

REGISTRAR * 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Yasir Salim Adv. Pesh.

t/s.\
/
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

tf^yber PaklUukbwa 
Service Trll*iiixal

■ In the matter of
Appeal No.l 176/2016 
Decided on 10.02.2021

Hi::* y P>J...

Rehman A|i, Road Inspector (OPS) Works and Services dcp<trt.iriert' 
Swat (Appelktnt)

VERSUS

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Sec^etoy 

Communication & Works Department Peshawar.
2. The Chief Engineer (Centre) Communication & Works X)epanmcn| 

Peshawar.
3. The Executive Engineer (Centre) Communication & V/oyfe 

Department Peshawar (ftespouAcnls)

Application for the implementation of the 
Judgment and Order dated 10.02.2021 of 
this Honourable Tribunal.

Respectfully Submitted:
1. That the above noted service appeal was pending adjudicftKor^ ifi'this 

1-lonourable Tribunal and was decided vide judgment and dktedi.. 
10.2.2021. (Copy of the judgment and Order is dHd£i\e4 
AnnexureA)

2. That vide Judgment and order dated 10.2.202f this Honotottble
Tribunal while accepting the appeal of the applicant, the
respondents to consider the case of the applicant for the tfflcdstf his 
salary at par with other similarly placed employees. The Para
of the Judgment and order dated 10.20.202f is reproduced bcloW:

In view of the situation, the instant appeal Oi££^lije4 
and the appellant is permananetly absorbed against ihe po$Jl of ■ 
inpector with effect from the date, he acquired the p^ctibeJ 
qualification in 2011, Respondents are also directed io OiSiM 
him proper place in the seniority list of road mpect<vS 
his absorption. The appellant is also held entitled foy all 
consequential benefits, if any, arising out of such ttbsoyfiftem. 

(copy of order and judgment dated fkOZJlDZt. is 
attached as Annexure A)

as
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3. That after judgment and order of this Honourable T^ibuywil. the 
applicant continuously approached the respondents the
implementation of the Judgment, however they are to
implement the Judgment of this Honorable Court.

legally bound to implement the 

in its true letter land sprit without a,t\y fittthcy
That the respondents are 
this Honourable Tribunal 
delay.

4.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this ^lpp/ic^/6y)iht 
judgment and order dated 10.02.2021 of this Honourable ■
Implemented in its true letter and spirit, to consider the 
for the release of his- salary form the date when 
employees allowed salaries.

Applicant
Through

YASIRJS/iljeEIV)
Advocate s'^^cs'hft u;41.

AFFIDA VIT

, 1 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the Conjcms of. the 
above application are true and corret^ and that nothing has been 

' concealed from this Honourable TribVinal.
or

Deponent

It
■|

r ;
.tk

•b'.'
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA 
SERVIGE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

f^JiyfiTTr
Stirvf'cc- ''?.'c';bi.;ie3n|

»>iijry No,',

Appeal No. [1"]^ /2016
O&teda

Rehman All, Road Inspector (OPS) Works and Services, 
department Swat.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

.1. The Government of Khyber Pakhturikhwa through 
Secretary Communication & Works Department 

Peshawar.
2: 'fhe Chief Engineer (Centre) Communication & Works

Department Peshawar.
3. 'fhe Executive Engineer (Centre) Communication & 

Works Department Peshawar.
(Respondents)

Service Appeal under Section 4 of the IChybcr 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, for 
Permanent absorption of the appellant against 
the post of Road Inspector w.e.f 02.04.2004 i.e 
when the appellant was adjusted as Road 
Inspector on OPS, for which the departmental 
appeal dated 12.08.016 has not been rcspoTiaM 
with in the statutory period.

Prayer in Appeal:

On acceptance of this departmental appeal, the 
appellant may kindly be permanently absorbed 
against the post of Road Inspector w.e.f the date 
02.04.2004 i.e when the appellant was adjusted 
as Road Inspector on OPS and he may also be 
assigned proper place in the seniority list of 
Road Inspectors with all back/ consequential 
benefits.

e c? -ay

M ffi -

attested

fe-XAMINER 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal. 
Peshawar
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SEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.1176/2016

Date of Institution: 28.11.2016 
Date of Decision: 10.02.2021

I Rehrrian All, Road Inspector (OPS) Works & Services Department Swat.

(Appellant). s

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Communication & Works

(Respondents)Department and two other.

I Mr. Yasir Saleem 
i Advocate For Appellant
‘ '

Muharhmad Riaz Khan Paindakhe! 
I Assistent Advocate Gerieral For Respondents

^ MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI 
j MR.AnQUR

CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (E),N WA2IR

JUDGMENT: -

Mr, AtlQ UR REHMAN WAZTR: - Brief facts of the case are that the appellant was 

i initially appointed as laboratory assistant (BPS-5) in road & research testing laboratoy 

in respondents department in the year 1995. That in the year 2002, such laboratoy 

was vround up and the appellant was placed in surplus pool, where he remained till

Noverhber 2004, thereafter he was adjusted as road inspector(BPS-6) in the
! I

respondents department on 02-11-2004 in his own pay & scale. During the course, the 

appellant improved his qualification and got the diploma of associate engineer in the

1

year 2011. In 2012,ithe appellant was adjusted as sub-engineer in respondents 

department as a stopgap arrangements vide order dated 08-05-2012, where he is stili 

seying as sub-engineer. Earlier the appellant approached this Tribunal for inclusion of 

his name in the seniority list of sub-engineers, which however

"Afflg'fED
^EXAMINER
Khyber PakJinmkhwa 

'Service Tnbiinal'
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judgment dated 01-02-2016 in Service Appeal No. 1424/2014 on the ground of his 

order as a stopgap arrangement. The appellant again filed Service Appeal No. 512/2016 

for regular promotion against the post of sub-engineer under 5% quota reserved for 

road inspectors, but during the course of proceedings, it transpired that since his initial 

adjustment order of road inspector was in own pay & scale, therefore he cannot be 

considered for promotion unless permanently absorbed against the post of road 

inspector, hence the appellant requested for withdrawal of his appeal, which 

accepted by this Tribunal vide judgment dated 27-07-2016. The appellant filed 

departmental appeal dated 12-08-2016 for his absorption, but the same has not been 

responded within the statutory period, hence the instant service appeal as third round 

of litigation and with prayers that the appellant may be permanently absorbed against 

the post of road inspector w.e.f 02-04-2004, the date when he was adjusted as road

I

was

inspector in own pay & scale and he may also be assigned proper place in the seniority 

list of road inspei 'ith all back/consequential benefits.
k

02. Written reply/comments were submitted by respondents.

03. Arguments heard and record perused.

04. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant served for 

years as Lab Assistant and two years In surplus pool, thereafter he was adjusted as 

road inspector, where he served until 2012, when he was adjusted against the post of • 

sub engineer and since than he is performing his duty against the said post, but without 

any chance of promotion or inclusion of his name in the seniority list of road Inspectors 

due to lame excuses put forth by respondents. That the appellant fought a long legal 

fight for his right with ultimate motive to be permanently absorbed against the said 

post being qualified in every respect for such absorption, but the respondents 

time regretted his request under lame excuses. That contention of the respondents to

seven

every

the effect that cadre of road inspector is a dying cadre is misleading and referred toi attested

Khyber TOdininkhw*
ggp^ice 1 ribunal.
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i appointment letter iri respect of recruitment of road inspector dated 13-05-2013 issued 

; by respondents department as well as advertisement dated 12-12-2019 published by 

I respondents department inviting applications for recruitment of road inspectors. The

learnt counsel further argued that as per method laid down by respondents

department dated 25-03-2010 for recruitment, qualification and other conditions, in

pursuance of provisions contained in sub rule 2 of Rule 3 of Civil Servant (Appointment, 

! Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989, the prescribed qualification for road inspector is 

, diplorna of associate engineering in civil technology, which the appellant already

rendered 16 years of service against such post. That declaring him 

surplus and his subsequent adjustment against the said post was beyond the control of 

appellant and presumably if the adjustment/appointment order of the appellant 

the post of road inspector is deficient in certain clauses is

?
possess as well as

against

not responsibility of the
ratheijh^ppellant has developed a vested right over the subject post after 

r^long years against the said post. The learned

appellant,

serving
counsel also referred to 

Rule llA of Civil Servant Act, 1973, which very clearly states that any civil servant who

> IS rendered surplus as a result of re-organization or abolition of a department in
i ■ i
‘ pursuance of any government decision may be appointed, if he 

I qualifications and fulfill other conditions applicable to that post. That it
possesses the

was not fault of
r the appellant, who was holding a BPS-5 post and was adjusted against a BPS-6 position 

I in his own pay & scale ^and such fault prevented the appellant from his rightful clai
i i

his absorption against such post. That the appellant shall not be deprived

, claim for the fault of respondents. TTie learned counsel added that the appellant having 

: a total of 25 years service

m of

of his rightful

is entitled to be permanently absorbed against the post of 

road inspector along with a proper place in the seniority list of road inspectors and 

prayed that the instant ^appeal may be accepted as prayed for.

05, Learned Assistant Advocate General,appeared on behalf of official respondents 

, have referred to Rule 23 of Service Tribunal Act, 1974 where the Tribunal shall not
ATTESTED

examiner
hvbcr Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal.

Kh
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entertatn any appeal in which the matter directly and substantially 

been finally decided by a court or Tribunal of a competent jurisdiction
in Issue has already 

. That the case of
appellant has already been decided by this Tribunal, hence is hit by principle of 

resjudicata. The learned Assistant Advocate General further added that 

from his adjustment order dated 02-11-2004 that h 

in his own pay & scale.

as is evident

adjusted against the said poste was

which does not confer any vested right for his absorption. He 

further referred to Finance Department order dated 25-07-1998
and 12-04-2004, where 

be personal to the present
all existing posts of road gangs in C&W department will 

: incumbent and after becoming

recruitment will be made and the post shall stand abolished, 

happen with the

vacant as a result of retirement etc, no further

That the same would also

case of appellant. The learned Assistant Advocate General ■

further
I added that the arguments on behalf of appellant regarding discriminatory treatment is

found without any force and this Tribunal in
a similar case has already dismissed such

cases. Reliance was placed 

1134/2018. The

on Service Appeal No.536/2016 and Service Appeal No. 

learned Assistant Advocate General prayed that case of the appellant
i being devoid i?nt may be dismissed.

06. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the 

^ reveals that the appellant, while at the strength of surplus 

position,

7) in own

; obligatory upon the respondents as 

. Servant Act, 1973 to

status, which the respondents did in 

order dated 02-11-2004 and which 

absorption against such post. Such violation cannot be

record. Record

pool was holding a BPS-5
whereas he was adjusted against a BPS-6 position of road inspecto 

pay & scale in violation of Rule 11 A of Civil Servant Act,
r (now BPS-

1973. Since it was 

per provisions contained in Rule 11 A of Civil

appoint surplus employees against posts synonymous to their 

case of appellant, but with a deficient adjustment 

prevented the appellant from rightful claim of his 

attributed to the appellant as

road inspector was beyond the ' ■; 

apex court in number of its ’^bat

rendering him surplus and his subsequent adjustment as 

control of the appellant and the

ex:s:miner
Khyber Pakbrunkhwa 

Service Tribunal,
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civil servant shall not be punished for wrong doings committed by respondent 

department. It was also observed that the appellant also improved his quaiifications in
1,

: 2011 and was fit in ievery respect for absorption' against the post as per laid down 

method notified oh 25-03-2010 by the respondents. Natural justice demands that the 

. appeilarit after his adjustment against the said post and after serving for' 16 long years

; against the said post^ have developed a vested right over such post, which cannot be
I . ' ; • 1 ’
; denied for the reason of its adjustment order as faulty. Equity demands that the

I appellant shall also be treated at par with other road inspectors as he invested precious 

: years of his life serving against the said post with dedication. arguments of learned 

attorney to the effectthat case of the appellant was already decided by this Tribunal is

, , . . ; 'fburid without any fdrce, as previous prayers in his appeal were, different.ftom the^H^^^U^,^. ' 

; instant prayers. Declaring the cadre of road inspector as dying cadre by
.’i' m.w.A '-'fs.-

respondents is
I also devoid of force> as the respondents have undertaken recruitment

I

respect of road inspectors until 2019.

process in

07. In view of the situation, the instant appeal is accepted and the appellant is 

^ permanently absorbed against the post of road inspector with effect from the date, he 

acquired the prescribed qualification in 2011, Respondents are also directed to assign
. i

I him proper place in The seniority list of road inspectors after his absorption. The 

appellant is also held: entitled to all consequential benefits, if any, arising out of such

absorption. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record
iroom.

Certified tn hannounced 
’ 10.02.2021 ^ furc copy

Service Xhbuaal, 
Pe&hawar

H
(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 

CHAIRMAN (ATIQ UR REHMAN WA2IR) 
MEMBER (E)

'!
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WAKAI,ATNAMA
<g?si;u^ , l2r,h/xwa^

IN THE COURT OF

??1xPkVNVC\.»A VERSUS
;,

Accused/
Petitioner/
Appellant/
Plaintiff.

Respondent/
Defendant/
Complainant

Yasir Saleem Advocate High Court, Peshawar (herein after called the advocate) to be
■_______ in the above mentioned

case, to do all the following acts, deeds and things or any of them ,that is to say ;
the Advocate for the

1) To act and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any other Court in 
which the same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review or

‘ execution or in any other stage of its progress.unlil its final decision.
2) To sign, verify and present pleadings, appeals, cross- objections ,petitions for

execution, review, revision, witlidrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits or 
other documents as shall be deemed necessary or advisable for the prosecution of said 
case in all its stages. •

3) To withdraw or compromise in the said case or submit to arbitration any difference or 
dispute that shall,arise touching or in any manner relating to the said

4) To receive money and grant receipts tlierefore and to do all other acts and things 
which may be necessary to be done tor the progress and the course of the prosecution 
of the said case.

case.

5) To engage any other Legal practitioner.authorizing him to exercise the power and 
authorities hereby conferred nn the Advocate whenever he may think fit to do 
AND I hereby agree to raii'V whaie\cr the Advocate or liis substitute shall-do in the 
promises.

so.

AND I hereby agree not to lu'K! ihc Advocate or its substitute responsible for the 
result of the said case and in consequence of his absence from the court when the said, 
case is called up for hearing ' • • '
AND I hereby that in the event of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me to be

r''id., He shall be entitled to withdraw from thepaid to the Advocate rem:-i'‘‘IM' !

prosecution of the said case ; mii i; c same is paid.

In witnesses whereof I / ^^■c jiereto signed at 
__________ day to

the
the year

Executant / Executants

Accepted subject to the tei ivgarding feell!'

YASIR SAI^EEM
Advocate. High Court Peshawar

FR-4,4th Floor, Biloui' Plaza, Peshawar Saddar. 
Bar Council: 10-6580, Cell No. 0331-8892589 
Email; yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com

i

mailto:yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Io
In the matter of 
Appeal No. 1176/2016 
Decided on 10.02.2021

Rehman Ali, Road Inspector (OPS) Works, and Services dci .i.enent
(ASwat

VERSUS

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through S-, ; clary 

Communication & Works Department Peshawar.
2. The Chief Engineer (Centre) Communication & Works Dci circnenl 

Peshawar.
3. The Executive Engineer (Centre) Communication &, \M)rks 

Department Peshawar (Respmi;h:n ts)

Application for the implementation of the 
Judgment and Order dated 10.02.2021 of 
this Honourable Tribunal.

Respectfully Submitted:
1. 'fhat the above noted service appeal was pending adjudicLiti;.'?, this 

Honourable Tribunal and was decided vide judgment and oi ti--: ciaicd 
10.2.2021. (Copy of the judgment and Order is as
Annexure A)

2. That vide judgment and order dated 10.2.202f this ! luc ' :::ibic 
Tribunal while accepting the appeal of the applicant, dirccicd the 
respondents to consider the case of the applicant for the rclca;-.'.^ .' i' his 
salary at par with other similarly placed employees. 'I'he opera! ihira 
of the Judgment and order dated 10.20.202f is reproduced be!

In view of the situation, the instant appeal is i:..s rjjied 
and the appellant is permananetly absorbed against the j)ost of 
inpector with effect from the date, he acquired the pre . ribed 
qualification in 2011. Respondents are also directed . , 
him proper place in the seniority list of road inspecti ! . after 
his absorption. The appellant is also held entitled / .a all 
consequential benefits, if any, arising out of such ahs

(copy of order and judgment dated 10.02.yt:I is 
attached as Anne.\ure A)

“7.

i/r;atcn.



3. That after judgment and order of this Honourable Ti-ibL!i-,,;i. ihe 
applicant continuously approached the respondems 
implementation of the Judgment, however they are rekuK.;;;[ lo 
implement the Judgment of this Honorable Court.

ihe

4. That the respondents are legally bound to implement the judga.^-ni of
. li’therthis Honourable Tribunal in its true letter land sprit withoui 

delay.
an

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this apphc^iCr-n the 
judgment and order dated 10,02.2021 of this Honourable I'rihenu! he 
implemented in its true letter and spirit, to consider the appcii: 
for the release of his salary form the date when simiUii-i\ 
employees allowed salaries.

ii.r case 
/ ■iaced

App/icunt(2.Th rough

YASIRSAqEEH
Advocate sQ-esT a \ \

AFFIDAVIT

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath, that the conten! 
above application are true and correct and that nothing has been kepi i;.ick or 
concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

-i' the

Deponent
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BEFORE TOT KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA 
SERVIGE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khyr*~r-
So/vi-ii- '?.V';bUS‘J«l

■JIMli'iisry No.',

Appeal No. 11~] /2Q16

. l^chman Ali, Road Inspector (OPS) Works and Services 
department Swat.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

.1. The Government of Khyber Pakhturikhwa through 
Secretary Communication & Works Department 
Peshawar.

2; 'iTe Chief Engineer (Centre) Communication & Works
Department Peshawar.

3. llie Executive Engineer (Centre) Communication & 
Works Department Peshawar.

t

(Respondents)

Service Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, for 
Permanent absorption of the appellant against 
the post of Road Inspector w.e.f 02.04.2004 i.e 
when the appellant was adjusted as Road 
Inspector on OPS, for which the departmental 
appeal dated 12.08.016 has not been respondtS 
with in the statutory period.

Prayer in Appeal:

On acceptance of this departmental appeal, the 
appellant may kindly be permanently absorbed 

I against the post of Road Inspector w.e.f the date
02.04.2004 i.e when the appellant was adjusted 

I ’ as Road Inspector on OPS and he may also be 
^ assigned proper place in' the seniority list of 

Road Inspectors with all back/ consequential
benefits. attested

.5

y.*'' IteXAMlNER 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwe 

Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PFSHAWflP

Service Appeal No. 1176/2016

I f jf b
■

Dateof Iristltution: 28.11.2016 
Date of Decision: 10.02.2021

Rehnian All, Road Inspector (OPS) Works & Services Department Swat.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Communication

(Respondents)
& Works

Department and two other. -!

Mr. Yasir Saleem 
Advocate For Appellant

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhe! 
Assistant Advocate General For Respondents

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI 
MR. ATIQ UR^MAN WA2IR

CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (E)

JUDGMENT; -

Mr, ATIQ UR RgHMAN WA7TR: - Brief facts of the case are that the appellant 

initially appointed as laboratory assistant (BPS-5) in road & research testing laboratory 

in respondents department in the year 1995. Tliat in the year 2002, such laboratory 

was wound up and the appellant was placed in surplus pool, where he remained till 

November 2004, thereafter he was adjusted as road inspector(BPS-6) in the 

respondents department on 02-11-2004 in his own pay & scale. During the course, the 

appellant improved his qualification and got the diploma of associate engineer 

year 2011. In 2012, , the appellant was adjusted as sub-engineer in respondents 

department as a stopgap arrangements vide order dated 08-05-2012, where he is still 

serving as sub-engineer. Earlier the appellant approached this Tribunal for inclusion of 

his name in the seniority list of sub-engineers, which however

was

in the

"■AflSffib
EXAM.TNER . 

SUiyber Pakhamkhwa
Service Trlbnnat
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judgment dated 01-02-2016 in Service Appeal No. 1424/2014 on the ground of his 

order as a stopgap arrangement. The appellant again filed Service Appeal No. 512/2016 

for regular promotion against the post of sub-engineer under 5% quota reserved for 

road inspectors, but during the course of proceedings, it transpired that since his initial 

adjustment order of road inspector was in own pay & scale, therefore he cannot be 

considered for promotion unless permanently absorbed' against the post of 

inspector, hence the appellant requested for withdrawal of his appeal, which was 

accepted by this Tribunal vide judgment dated 27-07-2016. The appellant filed 

departmental appeal dated 12-08-2016 for his absorption, but the same has not been 

responded within the statutory period, hence the instant service appeal as third round

road.

of litigation and with prayers that the appellant may be permanently absorbed against 

the post of road inspector w.e.f 02-04-2004, the date when he was adjusted as road 

insp^ector in own pay & scale and he may also be assigned proper place in the seniority 

list of road inspei 'ith ail back/consequential benefits.
k

02. Written reply/comments were submitted by respondents.

03. Arguments heard and record perused.

04. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant served for seven 

years as Lab Assistant and two years in surplus pool, thereafter he was adjusted as 

road inspector, where he served until 2012, when he was adjusted against the post of

sub engineer and since than he is performing his duty against the said post, but without 

any chance of promotion or inclusion of his in the seniority list of road inspectors 

put forth by respondents. That the appellant fought a long legal 

fight for his right with ultimate motive to be permanently absorbed against the said

name

due to lame excuses

post being qualified in every respect for such absorption, but the respondents every 

time regretted his request under lame excuses. That contention of the respondents to ;

the effect that cadre of road inspector is a dying cadre is misleading and referred tot attested

;rexa^'- ^Khybcr-P^d'.tunkhw*
Service Tribunal.
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appointment letter in respect of recruitment of road inspector dated 13-05-2013 issued 

by respondents department as well as advertisement dated 12-12-2019 published by 

respondents department inviting applications for recruitment of road inspectors. The
learned counsel further argued that as per method laid down by respondents 

department dated 25-03-2010 for recruitment, qualification and other conditions, in
i

pursuance of provisions contained in sub rule 2 of Rule 3 of Civil Sen/ant (Appointment, 

Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989, the prescribed qualification for road inspector is
diploma of associate engineering In civil technology, which the appellant already 

possess as well as rendered 16 years of service against such post. That declaring 

surplus and his subsequent adjustment against the said post was beyond the control of 

appellant and presumably if the adjustment/appointment order of the

him

appellant against
Ithe post of road inspector is deficient in certain clauses Is not responsibility of the 

appellant, ratherjh^ppellant has developed a vested right over the subject post after %
serving 6 long years against the said post. The learned counsel also referred to 
Rule llA of Civil Sen/ant Act, 1973, which very clearly states that any civil senrant who 

is rendered surplus as a result of re-organization

i

or abolition of a department in

pursuance of any government decision may be appointed, if he possesses the
qualifications and fulfill other conditions applicable to that post. That it was not fault of 

the appellant, who was holding a BPS-5 post and
adjusted against a BPS-6 position 

appellant from his rightful claim of

was

in his own pay & scale and such fault prevented the

his absorption against such post. That the appellant shall not be deprived of his rightful 

claim for the fault of respondents. The learned counsel added that the appellant having

a total of 25 years service is entitled to be permanently absorbed against the post of 

road inspector along with a proper place in the seniority list of road inspectors and 

prayed that the instant appeal may be accepted as prayed for.

05. Learned Assistant Advocate General 

have referred to Rule 23 of Service Tribunal
appeared on behalf of official respondents

Act, 1974 where the Tribunal shall not
ATTESTED S'

I
I

EXAMINER 
K^bcr Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal.
i
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entertain any appeal in which the matter directly and substantially in issue has 

been finally decided by a court or Tribunal of a competent jurisdiction 

appellant has already been decided by this Tribunal, hence is hit by principle of

resjudicata. Tlie learned Assistant Advocate General further added that 

from his adjustment

in his own pay & scale.

already 

. That the case of

as is evident

order dated 02-11-2004 that he was adjusted against the said post

Which does not confer any vested right for his absorption. He 

further referred to Finance Department order dated 25-07-1998
3

and 12-04-2004, where
all existing posts of road 

incumbent and after becoming

gangs in C&W department will be personal to the -1present

vacant as a result of retirement etc, no further

recruitment will be made and the post shall stand abolished.
That the same would also

4happen with the case of appellant. The learned Assistant Advocate General further
added that the arguments on behalf of appellant regarding discriminatot^ treatment is 

found without any force and this Tribunal in 

cases. Reliance was placed

a similar case has already dismissed such 

Service Appeal No.536/2016 and Service Appeal 

1134/2018. The learned Assistant Advocate General prayed that case of the appellant 

being devoid

on No.

iSnt may be dismissed.

06. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the 

reveals that the appeitant, while at the strength of surplus pool 

position, whereas he was adjusted against a BPS-6 position of 

7) in own pay & scale in violation of Ru! 

obligatory upon the respondents as
.V '

. Servant Act, 1973 to 

status, which the respondents did in 

order dated 02-11-2004 and which 

absorption against such post. Such violation cannot be

record. Record . 

was holding‘a BPS-5 

road inspector (now BPS- 

e 11 A of Civil Servant Act, 1973. Since it

r

Iwas

per provisions contained in Rule 11 a of . Civil 

appoint surplus employees against posts synonymous

case of appellant, but with a deficient adjustment 

prevented the appellant from rightful claim of his 

attributed to the appellant as 

road inspector was beyond the 

apex court in number of its ji^meji^ave held i

■

to their
I
I:
I

rendering him surplus and his subsequent adjustment as 

control of the appellant and the
!

that 1

EXXM.TNER 
KhyberPalchnjnkhws • 

Service Tribiinal,

I
f.u
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civil servant shall not be punished for wrong doings corhmitted by respondent 

department. It was also observed that the appellant also improved his qualifications in

2011 and was fit in every respect for absorption against the post 

method notified on 25-03-2010 by the respondents. Natural justice demands that the 

appellant after his adjustment against the said post and after serving for 16 long years 

against the said post have developed a vested right over such post, which cannot be 

denied for the reason of its adjustment order as faulty. Equity demands that the 

appellant shall also be treated at par with other road inspectors as he invested precious 

years of his life serving against the said post with dedication.

as per laid down

/

arguments of learned 
attorney to the effect that case of the appellant was already decided by this Tribunal is 

found without any force, as previous prayers in his appeal
were different from the

instant prayers. Declaring the cadre of road inspector as dying cadre by respondents is ■ ■ 

also devoid of force, as the respondents have undertaken

■■h-:■•■r ■V

1

recruitment process in

respect of road inspectors until 2019.

%
07. In view of the situation, the instant appeal is accepted and the appellant is 

permanently absorbed against the post of road inspector with effect from the date, he 

acquired the prescribed qualification in 2011. Respondents 

him proper place in the seniority list of road
are also directed to assign

inspectors after his absorption. The 

appellant is also held entitled to all consequential benefits, if any, arising out of such 

absorption. Parties are left to bear their own

&

I.i

costs. File be consigned to record

Certified to be tore

room.
I

announcfd
10.02.2021 copy

'■i

PeshawarI

I■H
(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 

CHAIRMAN (ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

I
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« BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBEF^ PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR 

EXECUTION PETITION N0.174/ 2021

\.T

Mr. Rehman Ali, Road 
Inspector (OPS) C&W 
Division No.1 Swat

V/S Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & 
Others
(2) Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W 

Deptt Peshawar

INDEX

Si Description of the documents Annex PagesNo.
1 Written Comments 1-2

2 Affidavit : 3

3 Chief Engineer (Centre) C&WD
Peshawar letter dated 04/03/2021______
Secretary C&W Department letter dated
09/03/2021__________ ______________
Secretary C&W Department letter dated 
17/03/2021

I 4 :

4 II 5

5 III 6

6 CPLA NO.237-P/2021 IV 7-9

7 Stay application vide CMA No.237-
P/2021: _____________________
Notice to Appellant/ Respondent vide 
CMA NO.237-P/2021________________
Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Judgment dated 14/01/2014 in the CPs 
No.2026and2029of2013)

V 10-12.

8 VI 13-14

9 VII 15-16
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAkHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWARm
EXECUTION PETITION NO; 174/2021

(In the matter of Service Appeal. 1176/2016 decided on10.02.2021)

1. Rehman Ali Road Inspector (OPS) 
Works & Services Department, Svvat. APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar.

2. The Chief Engineer (Centre)

C&W Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. The Executive Engineer, Highway Division Swat,

(Incorrect address shown as Executive Engineer (Centre), 

C&W Department Peshawar).______________________ RESPONDENTS

COMMENTS OF REPLYING RESPONDENTS

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH!

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

1. The instant Execution Petition is bad for Mis-joinder and Non-joinder of h^essary 

parties.

2. The instant petition is not liable to be entertairied as on passing of. this Tribunal 
Orders dated 10.02.2021 further sent to Executive Engineer (Centre) C&W 
Peshawar vide Memo No. 487/ST dated 04.03.2021, the case was taken-up with 
Law Department for its scrutiny as to whether the case is fit for filing C.P.L.A or 
otherwise. Vide letter No.275-E/609/CEC/C&WD dated 04.03.2021 and 
SO(Lit)C&W/1-185/2021 dated 09.03.2021 (Annexed-I/IIT

3. On the decision taken in the Scrutiny Committee meeting held on 17.03.2021 in the 
Law Department as contained in Agenda Item No. 06 communicated vide Memo No. 
SO (Lit)/LD/9-26(2)/ C&W/2021/3227 dated 17.03.2021 (Annexed-IIH it was advised 
to file Appeal/CPLA in the Supreme Court of Pakistan and the CPLA No. 237-P/2021 
has since been filed on 02.04.2021 in the Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan in its 
Branch Registry at Peshawar.

4. That the Appellant has since been served proper notice about the filing of CPLA with 
Stay Application through Registered Post by the Advocate-on-Record, Supreme 
Court of Pakistan (Photo Copy CPLA, Stay application and Notice to 
Appellant/Respondent (Registered A/D, are Annexed-IV, V & Vh and as such 
further proceeding on the Execution Petition before this honorable Tribunal may be 
suspended till the final out-come of CPLA and Stay Application, maintaining the 
Status Quo.

ON FACTS

1. Correct to the extent of this Honourable Tribunal orders dated 10.02.2021.

- ^
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' iv
2. Correct.
3. Incorrect. As explained in above paras of Preliminary Objections, the replying 

Respondents took-up the case with Law Department and on the decision of 
Competent Authority, CPLA alongwith Stay Application No. 237-P of 2021 
maintaining Status Quo and Proper Service Notice on the Appellant by the 
Advocate-on-Record Supreme Court of Pakistan has been filed on 02.04.2021 just 
after 30-days of the orders received through Service Tribunal letter dated 
04.03.2021 and as such mis-stated in this para-3 of the Petition. The Petitioner is 
well aware of the said Litigation and has hidden kept Secret this point from this 
Honorable Tribunal just to get sympathies.

4. No doubt that any order passed by courts have to be honored but under the 
circumstances and as per Law, the aggrieved parties have been vested with right to 
approach higher court i.e. Supreme Court of Pakistan if there is any controversy in 
the orders of lower courts. The petitioner still holds post of Road Inspector in 
(Own Pay Scale). How he could be considered as Regular Road Inspector that too 
not processed through DPC/DSC. It is just to take undue benefits taking advantage 
of the impugned orders. OWN PAY AND SCALES posting/adjustment could not be 
termed a recognized or regular appointment. If this principle is followed, it will open 
another Pandora Box for the department and the Government as well. For the 
instant reference, a copy of the judgment dated 15.01.2014 (Annexed-VII) passed 
by the Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan in the CPs No. 2026 and 2029 of 2013) on 
account of illegal appointments, it has been expressly held that, as one wrong or 
any number of wrongs, cannot be made basis for justification an iileqal action 
under the garb of Article-25 of the constitution.

So, in the wake of above said submissions, it is humbly prayed that 
the present Petition as before this Hon'able Tribunal may please be dismissed! OR

Orders may be passed to keep the Petition Sena-die till the final 
out-come of the CPLA/Stay Application, maintaining Status Quo as explained in the 
opening and replies to the paras of this Petition.

>5^
Chief^gineer (Centre) 

Communication & Works Department 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 

(Respondent-2)

Secretary to Govt of Khyber P^htunkhwa 
Communication & Works Department 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
(Respondent-1)

L
Execuii 

Highway DKTTsion Swat 
(Respondent-3

leer

•j
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR 

EXECUTION PETITION N0.174/ 2021i.

Mr. Rehman AM, Road 
Inspector (OPS) 0/0 XEN 
C&W Division No.1 Swat

V/S Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & 
Others
(2) Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W 

Deptt Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

i-
I, Habib-Ur-Rehman, Administrative Officer (BS-17) 0/0 Chief Engineer 

(Centre) C&W Department Peshawar, do hereby solemnly state that the 

accompanying comments in the instant Execution Petition, drawn are correct 
to the best of my knowledge, belief and nothing has been kept secret/ 
concealed from this Honorable Service Tribunal.

Deponent -

(Haoib-Ur-Rehman) 
Administrative Officer 

0/0 Chief Engineer (Centre) 
C&W Department Peshawar

i

f - h ^.
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OFFIIGE.0F THEGHlEF-EIN!iG81M!EER(CEMlREl)

££3.

■>
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>:

The Section Officer (Litigation)' 
C&W Department, Peshawar.

■ -id

RFRWIGE'APPEAL 1176/2016- REHilAH :#tLl.¥/S GOVT OFSubject;
. IKrH¥IBER;paKIHlTUWKHWA

^Enclosed please find herewith a brief history alongwith its connected 

documents of the subject cited Civil Appeal with the request to approach Law 

Department/Scrutiny committee to allow the C&W Deparment for filing the CPLA in 

the Supreme Court of Pakistan to safeguard the Government interest. ;•

'h.DA/As Above

.Sh

;

ii
P. .



. Most Immednate
i,!

Coinirt Matter

GOVERNMENT! OF KHYBER PAKHTUNICHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORICS DEPARTMENT

NO.SO (Lit)C&W/1-185/2021 
Dated Peshawar the March 9, 2021

To
The Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Law Department, Peshawar

Subject:- FILLING ::OF ■ COURT - OF
FAMSf ANMvSMVlM^AF]^Ai^.a?6/2fllI6 I$FHMAN All VS
GQVTLOF KHYBER FAMtUNCTWA^

Dear Sir,
I am directed to refer the Chief Engineer (Centre), C&W Department, 

Peshawai- letter No. 275-E/609/CEG/G&WD dated 04-03-2021 on the subject noted 

above which is self explanatory for information and further necessary action.

I am further directed to request to include the case in the next meeting 

of Scmtiny Committee for discussion as to whether the case in hand is fit for filing of 

Appeal before the August Supreme Court of Paldstan, against the impugned judgment 
dated 10-02-2021 or otherwise?

:

Three Sets of brief/ working paper are also attached herewith.

End, as above.

Yours faithfully,

\

c.AI
i

(MALIK MUHAMMAD ALI) . 
SECTION OFFICER (LEGATION)

Emdst; of even No. & Bate
Copy forwarded to:-

The Chief Engineer (Centre), C&W Department, Peshawar w/r to his letter 
quoted for follow up.

The PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshaw^x

. •;
i'--.

\ 1. •■•i
'j

2.

{

SECTION OFFICER (LMGATION)
N'C■u

;
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GOVERMMEIMT OF KHYIBER FAKHTUIMKHWA 0LAW, PARLiAiiEMTARY IvFFAIRS ^

(Agenndla Ittem N00O6)
No.SO (Lit)/LD/9-26(2)/C&W/2021/ S:5ai- 

Dated Peshawar the 17-03'-2021

. The Advocate General,
Khyber. Pakhtunlchwa, Peshawar.

The Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunlchwa, Communication Sc Works 
Department, Peshawar.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1176/2016 REHMAN ALI VERSUS GQVERNMMC
OF KHYBER PAKHTUNIOIWA THROUGH SECRETARY C&W AMD

SUBJECT

OTHERS.

I am directed to refer to your letter No.SO(Lit.)C&W/1^185/2021 dated 

09.03.2021, on the subject noted above and to state that a meeting of the Scrutiny Committee has 

been held on 17-03-2O21 under the Chairmanship of Secretary Law Department in order to 

determine the fitness of the subject case for filing of appeal / CFLA m tt® upper forsim.

After threadbare discussion on the subject case particularly hearing the stance of 

Administrative Department, it was decided with consensus by the Scrutiny Committee titiat the 

subject case is a fit case for filing of Appeal / CFEA befbir® itlie SttHpreiiii® Comint of PaMstaisHo
j

Therefore, the Administrative Department is advised to approach the office of 

Advocate General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through well conversant representative alongwith 

complete record of the case for doing the needful forthwith, please (Power off Attorney for 

slgmaitwre off pettttoners attaclhedi).

Yours faithfully, ■Vm/I\ \
'0

TAHERIQBM. ICMATTAEC
SOLICITOR

\
J >=

LAW DEPARTMENT .---j,
. ■. y \Endlsit; No ^ Bal:® Evem. i-m \\

\Copy forwarded to the,
1. PS to Secretary Law Department.
2. PA to Law Officer, Law Department.

c>.
y

SOLICITOR
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CPLANO ^021

■

^ ii: • - :;r
1. Government of Khyber Palditunkhwa through Secretary Communication & ' 

Works Department, Peshawar
2. Chief Engineer (Centre) Communication & works Department, Peshawar
3. -Executive Engineer Coim'aunication &Works Higjiway Division^- PeshaW^ '^.j. 

(Wrongly mention in appeal as Executive Engineer (Centre) which'dbes not i 'u

I '

■I /iv ;•
;?. ■

I :•

i:r■I mr
I

:;}i

i PETITIONERS’•-. ' t
-i
■! VERSUS

. ■Mm.
;ri;if ^ ^ Rehman AH; Road Inspector (bl^) Works and Services Department/ Swaf-

RESPONDENT

■M
-I.

•i
•••

I:' ' - -

I pH.. :.
P- ' ’ ■■■

; CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER■

ARTICLES 212(3) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC
REPUBLIC OF'PAKI^AN,^1^73-AGAINST 'IHE'TMPUGNEb^^-i:;'^t^;^f ^'.=i-•I

I: .. JUDGMENT/ ORDER OF LEARNED lOiYBER / 

fAIGTTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

DATED 10/02/2021 IN SERVICE APPEAL NOII76/2OI6.
PESHAWAR:/:

■ ■' ‘tM
H'.

3
3 Pi

M
. i

^;--:ilESPEGTFULLY-SHlEWETH'ii
iii

; . ■ /the substantial questions of law of general public importance arid gi^tmdis/'\::;t|:f':|t^^^ 

: ’ '* inter alia, which falls for determination of this august Court are as tmder':-'. ■
tHIil-r' ' ; ■■

impugned Judgment;/, order of the Hon'ble Khyber- Pakhtimld^

Service Tribunal, Peshawar' does suffer from iriaterial iUegaUty,. 

■/■incqrfectandrequiresmterferencebythisau^st'Court? ■'v:
' Hon'ble,Khyber PakhtunJdwa Service Tribuijab-P^h&Jg^^S

lllrfviv: ; properly and legally ;exercised' its jurisdiction in-.the riiatter in hand? •-■'H

resppndent is: not. entitled to be-absorbed as iegidaio|gp^^^tf 

ipjffie ppst .of :Road-Inspector:being a,dying cadre and illeg^j^S|^^^^^P 

was not competenbto-do soas the respondent^M^^^^^

; ;tfie post being lack of prescribed qualification?

iiiS: t

Mil

1
iM

ii1;i
illill

i:

P':m.
Ifti/ /
MM-■
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Whether the respondent was not pennanently adjusted on regular basis rather 

adjusted as surplus pool employee in liis owh pay and scale?SlBP
i

Whether after, abolishment of impugned post being a dying cadre the 

respondent could be adjusted on the post permanently despite the fact that tile 

same post waS person^ for the existence incumbents?
W" illWhether the Hon'ble Khyber Palchtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has not 

legally resolved the question of absorption of respondent according to law?- , i

6.

i i
Whether the respondent without obtaining NOC from the department , for7.

|p' .-3,1getting the qualification of DAE prescribed for the post of road Inspector which 

could not be considered for the post being illegally obtained?

Wlrelher: tile ;Hon’ble Khyber Palditunldiwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

legally erred by giving effect to the absorption of respondent from 2011 after 

the date of alleged qualification of (DAE) Diploma of Associate Engineer?

8. ■

■

• '. J..

i' *.,
9. Whether previously the respondent claim for the said post was refused by the

Service Tribunal being not qualified?I-
,..i

•'i!i
■

■r 10. Wliether the instant appeal before the Service Tribunal is hit by the principle of 

resjudicata which was riot taken into consideration by tlie Service Tribunal?
ifft

. ■!

.1t
. ■ . . ...: • 12v ; Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshav^^hasvj':.i il pl^ ;|S'

properly construed the record and material in its true perspective?t
f?•

Whetlier the Hon'ble. Khyber Palchtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar laas . 

properly followed applied and. interpreted the law in the subject case.? ■

12. • •
i;r-

•i

I FACTS'I
U ■

Facts relevant to the above points of law, inter alia>:.are as under:-Ih

■ 1. That the respondent was initially appointed as Lab Assistant in theloffice.’of :

G&W "Department who was later on adjusted as Road Inspector by DCO ii
II irregularly as the respondent lacked the prescribed qualification of Road ,Ml r

w:- " Inspector' as the. required qualification of Road Inspector is Diploma of L;

, Associate Engineer.

That the post of Road Inspector , Mate and cooUies were declared personal to . ^

present incumbents as the Cabinet decision held on 61^ June 1998 which'Was ' ' i i-l: 

circulated by the finance No.b~l/5-8/98-99/FD dated 25/7/1998, and further

ft./:':'.'!..
II-V-.L:

Ipi.l'-

Wi ■

li
B
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E?# • li:l'I' a 'MmSi

recruitment was discontinued therefore the transfer of respondent- on .the 

impugned post on permanent basis was irregular.
iirt

m'I
3.. . That the respondent previously agitated his permanent absorption on the M y 

impugned post before different forum including the service TribunM but the ; ' 

same relief was refused vide WP N0.403-F/2013, Service Appeal No.1424/2014 

and service appeal No.512/2016 dated 27/7/2016.

P

-i

1 m'C'i

'f;
.r ■ . ■

'4.i- . That the respondent again filed service appeal. No.ll76/2016 before 1 
Hon'bie lOiyber Palditunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar, wherein Para-wise ^ !

reply was asked which was filed and the stance of respondent was denied.

IS
: •

•\Ei

5. That the Hon'ble IGiyber Fakhiainkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar accepted B1and allowed the service appeal of respondent by absorbing permanently pit tihe 1
post of Road Inspector from .2011 with all consequential benefits videJud^B^tfU^iflU

and order dated 10/02/2021.■t?- ^ -.'I•■R

.. Si ft
1

frTPP;'Ai. 6. That the petitioners being aggiieved from the impugned judgment/order, of the
•; V

Plon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,, Peshawar dated 10/02/2021 ■•.i' a
.in,service appeal No.1176/2016 prefers this CPLA before this august Colirt.

■ii;.
03I:

7. That the petitioners, seek leave to appeal against the impugned judgment and 

order dated 10/02/2021 in service appeal No.1176/2016.

V i

IP
; J!fti

•ll :s mmII P.T- -A OPi. -y
ili It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition,; iek^tp ; 

appeal against the impugned judgment and order dated 10/02/202l::in:^s&^(K;Bifr-5^ 

appeal No.1176/2016 may graciously be granted.
Mi: Iw ■.■■•■■■..Pi•i: is-.•if-
m--

'1-^
Mi- m

-p'r. ,
. '.ft'

■•iPP.r* (Mian Saadullah-Jamdoli)’ 
Advocate-on-Record 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

" ■. . Eli!a
NOTE;
Learned Advocate General, I<PI</ Addl. AG /State Counsel shall: appear at the time; of i i P l;|| 

- hearing of this-petition. . > - y.
^ -APBKESS . ,

: Office bf .the.Advocate General,.ICPK, High Court Building, Peshawar. (Telephone No.09'’- ' ,
921Dll9, FaxNo:091-9210270) . v r -
CERTIFICATE, Certified tilat no such petition has earlier been filed by Petitioners/ ,
Government against the impugned judgment mentioned above.
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. Advocate-On-Eecord '• V .
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•v' •;' :•M\r

ill II
•■ - ' MSFEClTIjfcT.Y'saBWiBtH!-liRfi pi- - • * 5. .*>' ' .* j C

J initiaUy appointed :a6;tab:Assistkntm/lte:o^ce;®:: '|,S;|! 

C&W D^Eutoent; who later on,aid^Mgdu^®o^Slkgp|ethrVb^\Efei

™gdWra<fe;«^a.:£a.a:«iaSi|a^^

Associate Engineer. '’v''??

III That the respondent1.(^- •m was!H!■:
j !rIIiM iifc;
ir'iliHI

. . - O'-

mm
Thatthe,post:Qf,Road:jnspgctor:,-Mate::ahdeoomei^|ii|i^^

■ ■-‘P-P““^i^>’“'te-a^*eGabinet'deciaiOh^i|l|i|^^^^

;was- Ciradated by'themanee
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4. "Ilial- the respondent again, filed service, appeal No.liye/aOie before Ae : 
Hon'ble Khyber PakhtunlAwa Service tribunal, Peshawar wherein Pa» ■

wise reply was asked which was filed and the stance of respondent 
denied.

.:1

liwas'

15. That the Hon'ble Khyber Palchttmldiwa 

accepted and allowed the, service appeal of respondent by absorbing 

permanently on the post of RoaclTnspector from 2011 with all a 

benefits vide judgment and order dated 10/02/2021.

Service Tribunal, Peshawar
;i

conseqtienti^yi9|e|;|S

SB:
6. That the petitioner has :a good prima facie case and balance of convenience ' 

also lies in maintaining .status-quo.
j

7. That if the impugned judgment and order is not suspended and stalns-q 

is not granted the very purpose of this petition would be lost.

'•M
uo

/I■ vh.''-
It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the operation of the impi^ciyy y ,|fs||; 

judgmenVorder of :the Honble Khyber Pakhtimldiwa Service"
Peshawar in service appeal No.1176/2016 Da1:ed 10/02/2021 /■iimay ; . ;
graciously be suspended and to maintain status quo till the final decision of ^ C 

the case.
Ipi-■P1•P;

isiIK
Advocate-on-k^cdrd 

. Supreme Court of Paldstan 
For Government

■<
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IM. THE SUPR-EM.E COURT OF FAICISTAN.
. .■!

*'■.'

CPLA NO..

Government of I<liyber Pakhtunlchwa through Secretary 
Communication & Works Department Peshawar’& Otliets r;.- . . \

.FETITSQNERS
fc-.k:-

. VERSUS ;
„..»-RESFONDiSrr::'i;-'. Rehman Ali vs -

AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS '

'i
ft!

I, Mian , SaaduUah Jandoli, Advocate-On-Record foi I'le ^ 
Govennment/petitioners do hereby solemnly affirm and declare as undent ■:, | ; ■ ■ - ■ .'i

1~ That die contents of the accompany CPLA along ynth stay '
and correct to the best .q£ , fapplication of the Petition are true 

my knowledge and belief.
i!,

!

That the facts have been obtained by perusal of the case and 

information furnished by the petitioners.
2-

■' . '

Vi
PEShlAWARr ' AT: SWORN^

Dated this the day
t̂
 ■

I ,r .^ .
• y

(MiaiiSaadullahlaiidoH) . 
Advocate-on-Recoi'd 
Supreme Court of Paidstan' 
For Government
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IN.: Tli■E:.SU.F:R-l:M€^.COIJ,M'.■ ^Q^F-vf A^KI'S^TiAMr*

. ^ypf• CFLANO /2021
mm

i Goverhinenl- of Kh^ber Pal<htunkhwa through Secretary 
Gommunication & Works Depaiimehh Peshawar & Others

I
t-
h —-—PETITl^NERg • iii

isi
I-

- VERSUS •
RehinanAliI' I'.. i

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICEI Mi

11: M; •
i- • •

iiiiI Mian . Saa^uUah . Jandoly ,- Advocate-Ori-Record for; ; 
Govemment/petitioners do hereby solenmly affirm and declare as under:

/

I;

’ Sl'.V.ti' i

That I did ser-\?-e the respondent with Notice Registered A/D 

post to the effect that I am filing CPLA, stay application, in thr
M

!•e--;-
i: above noted case ■ against the judgment of Hbh^ble idiyben 

Pal<htunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar in seiwiceI'
appeal ;

No.1176/2016 in the Supreme Court of Pakistan in its lilf®
Registry at Peshawar. i

I'-:: mmfcisi
h' I

'SWORN ' 
Dated this the day_

• ' AT' • PESHAWAR, :1' t pHmmfi;. i'.-

1.
mirM

(Mian Saadullah Jandoli) 
Advocate-on-Record 
Supreme .Gpurtpf Pakistan 
For Government
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uIN THE SUPREME. COURT OF PAKISTAN

PI ^^7A /2n?i .'ICFLA NO,
!■:

iifeGovernment of Kliyber Pakhtimldiwa tlifbugh Secretary 
Communication & Works Department, Peshawar &.OthersI--!■

—.—PETITIONERS ■
•■1pm

p;si

'I
VERSUS

Rehman AH -RESPONDENT;.
.-.i

NOTICE

. •
■ -r

.1.To .*
I

ili
I'r^; • J

Rehman AH, Road Inspector (OPS) Works and Services Department, 
Swat

■t, , • i-'; .-.v

1^:
j

Please take notice Registered A/D post to the effect that I am.i^mg 

CPhA with stay application in the above titled case against the judgment of 

tlie Hon'ble IChyber Pakhtunldawa Service Tribunal, Peshawar ■ dated 

'10/02/2021 in service appeal No.ll76/20l6 before the Supreme Court of 

Pakistan in its Branch Registry at Peshawar.

il’!*
ii

>"3iiBwmKRi

fA'

Rj

iaS
V'

‘Dated this ii;;:

mm
, ^Mian SaaduH^ Jandpii);.';- -i i.; 

Advocate-on-Record • . i : ' ’ 
Supreme Court pf Pakistani: ;
For Govt. /Petitioners;
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IN,THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN 
(APPELLATE JURISDICTION)

!

PRESENT:
MR. JUSTICE ANWAR ZAHEER JAMALL 
MR. JUSTICE EJAZ AFZAL KHAN.

C, Ps. No. 2026 and 202.9 of 2013.
(Qi'i appeal against Ihe judgment 

passed by the 
rer,hav./ar high Court. Peshawar in 

a fio. 271- P and 663-P of 2013),

2.'0.20idi

(in CP. 2026/13) 
(in CP, 2029/13) 
,..Petitioners

Mushtaq Ahmed and another.. 
Muhammad Nasir Ali and others.

Versus
Government of KPK through Chief.Secretary, 
Peshawar and others, (in both cases) 

...Respondents

Mr. Ghulam Nabi Khan, ASC. 
Syed Safdar Hussain, AOR.

For the petitioners;

Sikandar Khan, Chief Engineer, PHEK. KPK.^or the respondents: 
iopi court notice)

)

Dote of hearing: 15.01.2014.

ORDER

ANWAR ZAHEER JAM-ALI- J. - After hearing the argument's 

of the learned ASC for the petitioners and'careful perusal of the^case 

record particularly the reasons assigned in the. impugned' judgment, 

we are satisfied that no case for grant of leave to appeal is made out, 

including the plea of discrimination raised: by the petitioners, 

wrong or g^number of wrongs, cannol^be made basis to justify 

^gol action under the garb of Article 23 of the Constitution.

Liese petitions ore, therefore, dismissed. Leave is refused.

for os some _ other iilegaiities in the appointments 

orought to our notice is concerned, in response to our earlier order 

'-^otcG 09,01.2014, .Mr. Sikandar Khan, Chief Engineer, Public Health 

i.gineeiing, Deportment, KPK is present in Court, lie states that

AmTESTEct

os one

on

Both

p



/6C
V- %

■//

other illegal appointees in his department have been 

" 'uM^icve:; tron~i service,, but against many others such action is in

process at various stages and they are still in service.

In view of the above statement, he is directed^ to finalize 

dclion against such illegal' appointees within one month frorm
•w—*- , , . ------------------ “

today and submit his report through Registrar of this. Court. 

daces any difficulty in this regard, thosediftTculltes. may also be, brought 

ic our notice so that appropriate- orders: may be- passed..

r.
{'

U'
A

U

Certified to be Tfu-e Cony
V-/ o:. a.v*'

^ O' /I/
isionidbad.; C/''^'r:

Vo.p'l .2014,. Superintencient 
Supreme Court os P.a:iri:tail 

{siamsbacl

V,r'' :

\ i •

•' \ / /

V> -./•
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All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK 
Service Tribunal and not any

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

official by name.
Ph:- 091-9212281 

091-9213262Fax;-

Execution Petition No. 174/2021 

Rehman Ali Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE,

The Secretary to Governinent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
& W Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

Whereas, Mr. Rehman Ali Road Inspector (OPS) C&W Division No. 1, Swat 

has made application . to this Tribunal for execution of the judgment in Service Appeal 

No. 1176/2016 and it has been observed by the Worthy Chairman vide order dated 

11.01.2022 that the respondents are not serious in execution of the judgment, as 

evident from their comments submitted before the Tribunal. Therefore, it has been 

directed vide afore-mentioned order dated 11.01.2022 to issue you notice to show 

cause why warrant of arrest should not be issued for your committal to civil prison in 

execution of the judgment.

You are hereby required to appear before Single Bench of Service Tribunal 

on the 13^'" day of January 2022 at 2.00 PM, to show cause why you should not be 

committed to the civil prison in execution of the said judgment.

Issued by order of the Chairman and seal of the Tribunal on this 11'^'^ day of

January, 2022.

REGISTRAR 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

No. 53/ST,

Dated 11.01.2022



All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar K.PK 
Service Tribunal and not, any

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

y. official by name.
Ph:- 091-9212281 

091-9213262Fax:-

5|c:it*5(:*4!***5|c*si83|c3|c*sic**Jfs*3|c**+*****************************************************

Execution Petition No. 174/2021 

Rehman Ali Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

To:
The Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
C &W Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

Whereas, Mr. Rehman Aii Road Inspector (OPS) C&W Division No. 1, Swat 
has made application ,to this Tribunal for execution of the judgment in Service Appeal 
No. 1176/2016 and it has been observed by the Worthy Chairman vide order dated 

11.01.2022 that the respondents are not serious in execution of the judgment/ as 

evident from their comments submitted before the Tribunal. Therefore, it has been 

directed vide afore-mentioned order dated 11.01.2022 to issue you notice to show 

cause why warrant of arrest should not be issued for your committal to civil prison in 

execution of the judgment.

You are hereby required to appear before Single Bench of Service Tribunal 
on the 13^*^ day of January 2022 at 2.00 PM, to show cause why you should not be 

committed to the civil prison in execution of the said judgment.

Issued by order of the Chairman and seal of the Tribunal on this 11'^'^ day of ,

January, 2022.

\AJiREGISTRAR ^
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

No. 53/ST,

Dated 11.01.2022



4 r THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER 

C&W DIVISION N0.1 SWATOFFICE OFt

4'^/) ^
.i. ■

No,

/01/2022
Dated Swat the

OFFICE ORDER

Service Tribunal

.1176/ 2016, Mr. Rehman

in C&W

Judgment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
\i\ compliance v/ith the 

Peshawar dated 10/02/2021 in the Sen/ice Appeal No

Road Inspector 

acquired DAE (Civil) i
All S/0 Ivlian Mazrat Room is hereby absorbed as

effect from the date he
i.ei-

Division No.'l Swat with 

12-03-2012, subject to finat decision of the Apex Supre
Court of Pakistan in

CPLA N0.23/-P/ 2021.

EXrcUTiy^-eNGlNEER 

C&W DIVISION NO.1 SWAT

Copy to the:.-
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Peshawar.
1, Secretary Vo

Chief Engineer (Cenlre).C&W Department 
Chief Engineer (North) CSWDepartment Swat at Saidu Sharif

C&W Circle SW'at.

2.
o ■

3,
/I. Superintending Engineer

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar 

Rehman Ali, Road Inspector (Local).
3, Registrar 

6. Mr.

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER 

C&W DIVISION N0.1 SWAT

Scanned with CamScanner
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J. OFFICE.OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER.CENTRE 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR 
No. S2-E/ /U3

Dated /2^ lofl2Q22

/- /CE/C&WD

TENTATIVE SENIORITY LIST
V

The Tentative Seniority List of Road Inspectors, (in pursuance to Rule-5(c) (Engineering Services)) in the C&W Department having 3-Years Diploma of 
Associate Engineering in Civil Technology as stood on 31/ 12 /2021 is hereby Circulated as under___________________________

' > NamGofdffical
Date of7-* Dote of Appointment to 

Class RemartoFather's Name Appointment toDomicile Qualification DOB-
PVVD

i.MA Appointed as S/cngr. on Acting Charge17-07-1935 (R/lnsp)1 Shams-ul-Tabr^ Bahr-ul-fvtulk Dir Lov/er 17-07-198510/04/1965
ti.DAE(C)
i.B.A -do-11/02/1967 04-10-1990 (R.lnsp) 04-10-1590 (R/Insp)Kar^2 SartemzKhan MirAslam Khan ii.OAEtO
I BA 0349-1991 (Rnnsp) -do-18fl)4/1969 0349-19913 Mubaraic Zaib Atxiul Ghafoor Kr Lff/jer ii. DAEfC)

^ • I. Maine 
ii.OA£(C|

-do-(R/ Inspector)03A)2/1965 26-05-1988MalakaiKlFaramosh4 Hazrat)
02-02-1995 (Work
Tracer)

i. Maine
ii. OAE(C)

-do-0147-2001 (R/lnsp)02/04/1964KarakMir Aslant5 AzmstKhan

I.Matric
ii. DAE (01999

2542-2C05 (R/Insp)25A}4/I9d2 25/02/2005TanI;Gui ZamanGohs^ Zaman6
i. Marie
ii. DAE (C) 1991
iii. BA

1346-2005 (Rklnsp)01/05/1971 13-06-2005PirAJam Shah- TankJav^ Ahmad Shah7

I. Matric
ii. DAE (01995

Arointed as ^Engr. on /^tino Ch^geI34&-2005 (R/Insp)03/04/1974 1346-2005TankAtxiul HalimMuhammad Sdeem Khan6
LManc 06/07/1955 20-03-1997 (fvlate) 0647-2005 (R/lnsp) -do-S.Wazlrist3nArsald KhanShams-ur-Rehman9 ii. DAE (01991

0747-2005 (Rflnsp) -do*.S.Waziristan i.DAE (0 2005 22/03/1983 0747-2005S^d Ahmad ShahAbid AfiShah10
{.Matric
Ii. DAE (01999

14-02-20(»(R'lnsp) -do-15/01/1930 14-02-2006S.Wa^istanFayaz-ud-OinYousaf Shehzad11
01-OS-2000 (Khktmatgar)
46-11-2003 (Mechatic Grade-ll)

L Maine 
ii. DAE (C)

29-06-2006 (R/lnsp)01/01/1982 0148-2000AbboilabadMuhammad RafiqMuhammad Nazakat12
l548-2CK)6{Wo(k
Munst^

i.F.Sc
5. DAE (C)

254S-20D6(R/insp)13hD1/1933AbbottabadBabar AbdJ V/ahid13 Aman Khan
I.F.A Appointed as S'Engr. on Actir^ Chaige06-11-2006 (R/lnsp)22/03/1977 06-11-2006KurramAsad^i14 Imran AS m.DA£(0
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•■-eOateof .Sir 

^^PWD

- hiS ~ -,i>
Quatffication

V Date of;^pbTntn^tto
'■ V''v •■ - " i

f^#8NaCT» _ '
..-■v t^ale DOB ' ^ Retn^ »

K .J'-* .

07*11*^ pirtsp)HoofAS-15 ^rM»^ KufTsm 07-I^MIK01/02/1977 -Kto-5.DAECC)
i. BA16 %^AiunidHuss^ SyedAhm®! 07/04/1974 16-11*^ 16-11-^)06 (RflRsp) —<fo^n.DAE(q
!.BA17 Kussan An^Hussin 01-12-2006 {R^nsp)Kurram -<to-15/04/1975 ot-12-ax^iDAE(C)
I MA18 Ba^ia^Hussan l^issantOm 31/05/1970 08-12-»06 08-12-2005 (R/lnsp) -do-
H.DA£(q
I7.1alric19 SaiaUS^ Qwlam Mul^nmad Tank 15/03/1981 QSmmOB (m4/m3(RAnsp)IDAE(Q

li.DAEjQ
20 Jamshed Khan msf^ wtX C£(MA) Lfilfer ffe.879S/2/34-£ da!^ 29/117^19Talk 15/10/1978 1Q«^/200S

L^ric21 ^ham'mad Sajkl wxt XEN Wm^ mrrn l^erNo.5S9/^E d^3WDWai9FazaiShaii 13/04/1988 24/02/2010Kunam zmmow
ri.DA£(C)
L Matric 
■1. OAE (C)

Aiani KhaR Tank 25-11-201022 AdnanAlan 25/10/1983 25-11-2010

06/12/20Q6TO
31/07^)11 Wadi 
Mimsid

oimmu
i.Matrk:
u.DA£(q XENWWayTDKhyba23 GulNavaz MuhamnalUQah 0^1974 01^/2011

E?AE{Ch.f}a)lQ 15/101B8S XEN HA¥^ Div S,Wazi7istai a1 TaAIW12®111{R/5nsp) 19/12/2011Id Khan S^WazIdsUii24
i. Maine 
i. DAE eg 18/04/1991 12-01-2012 12-01-2012AdarnlOian S-Waziristan25 Mirti^mad Kan^

IreJyc!^ In ths Senkmty Usi in conipfianc^ ^^!th die
|iM%nent of Khyber Pekhionkhv.*a Savfe» Traiond d^d 
10/02/M21 m S^ce A|^ No1l7&2016. suited to Rnd 
<^sm d Sse A|)ex Suprane Court l^kaslan in GHA 
^k^.237P/2K1

LabAs^
{ommmi

12/03/2012 
|Ab^}rbed ^ R/lr^)

LDAStC)
(12a)3®ig 02ffi^ti75^1 Hazrat Room Swsl28 Rabman A!i

%mmn to 
27/09/2012 (Painter 
BS4)5i
t28mmn
(R/ln^)

Lf.tatric
i.DAE(C)

01/03/1931 28/09/2012 XEN C&W ESwssai MbobabadMuhamrn®! Kalsem27 AhsaiKale®n

LMA 08/0:^1968 2^12-2012 (Fdinsp)iliidi Khan Dir Lo'.v&Fazk^Rdiman.28 tlGAEiq Mamft) ■
LMairte
a.DAE(C)

XEN C8W Diwi: Oiarsadda f-&).633/2-A iteted 14iQ^t 603^^991MardanFarid Khai29 Jamal 23/12^12 Kate
Ftenstefed by Qiief Enginsa (Ncrili) vide 

0/0 NO.61/10-E dated 13/10/2020.
L-Mabic 
ii. DAE (C) 16/12/1991 14/K/20t330 Haris Iqh^ P^av/arli^a! Javeed

i.Matric 
B.DAE(G) 
iS. 8.Te^ (C)

fWayn SAVa2Mslan d Tank1®09®!1303fl37/t9&3 16/1^13 (Rftns?)31 GulAmiflOiai S-WaarfetanKhan
■ <

•
I*-.
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".Fatficr's Name
•15^. ^iw!:

, Date of Appbintm^ t(^’ 
Qais

' Date of ,. 
Appointment to 

PWD

* ’Z r
Qualifi^b'on ■j

& Domicile RemarksDOB
•V

t.I f •' ♦2*►

4 i.Marric
ri.DAE(C)

- 32 Inamuilah Muhammad Aii Bhittani FR Tank 094)1.2014094)1-201418/11/1990

Previous Service as Work Mun^i v/Hh effect from 104)1-
2002 to 304)9.2014

104)1-2002 {Work 
Mun^rij

LMam'c 
ii. DAE (C)S.Wa^slanJam^d Alam 01-10-2014 (R/lnsp)33 Sardar Khan 15/08/1984

11/03^006 To 
11/03/2015 (Work 
Munshi)
H. 12/03/2015

i. Marric 
u.OAE(C)

XEN HAVay Kurram34 Muhammad Amin Fida Hussain 12/03/2015 (fWnsp)Kurram ia'05/1987

(R/lnsp)
I.Marric XEN C8W Divn: Tribal District Oara Adam Khef at f^al22A)3/2016 (R/lnsp)Hafi R^es Khan Afridi35 Adii.Mehmood 01/04/1993 22/03/2016ii.DA£(C) 722^)3/2018 (R/lnsp)MuhabitAli Khan FRKohat OAE (C) 23/03/2016 (R/lnsp)Amjad Khan 01/06/199536

INEER (CENTRE)CtilEi
Copy of the above forv/arded lo:-

1. All Chief Engineers in CSW Department, Khyber Pukhtunkhv/ar i/c Merged Aieas (Ex-FATA).
2. All Superinteding Engineers, in C&W Department Khyber Pukhtunkhwa (i/c Merged Areas).
3. fii\ the Executive Engineers in C&W Department Khyber Pakhlunkhwa (i/c Merged Areas)
4. Deputy Director IT C&W Secretarit Peshav;ar. He is requested to upload the same on C&W official website. (vAv.y.cv^.gkp.pk)
Note:- Please got it noted from the officials & if any objections regarding name. Father name. Qualification etc: are received thereupon 
may be sent to this office with documentary proofs within 1 S-Oays for further course of action. MINfSTRATIVE OFFICER

4»'



7ioor.o <1
-'t

f ,■' r’yvrvr.'r^yM
‘y-'

V'V

-A
.0

a;

PESt!AimR (PAKISTAN)

DIPLOMA OF ASSOCIATE LNGiNEER 

Civil Technology .
Supply 2011Sassio/i

Certified lhat Mr./Miss 

Sori/Daughfcr of 

Registraiio?} No.

RAHMAN ALl

MIAN HAZRAT ROOM

SPl/SWT/CT/08-179/i9

SAIDU POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE SAIOU SHARIF SWAT 'of
CIVIL TECHNOLOGYhas passed the Diploma of Associate Engineer 

Exammalion held by the Kliyber Pakhlunkhwa Board of Technical Education, T .chawar in the month

of November 2011

_____and Hd.s- Arc// placcvd inxysoMarks oitt of2070Jlc/She .secured

aGrade

c In recognition thereof this 

Diploma of Associate Engineer
■4

is awarded to him/her at Peshawar on the lOTh day of March 2012

\

Siib Dwisional Of/lc^,. 

'Qq::oj" A‘c3LiL •
/miSTANT SECRETAR Y

rm
SECRETARY

This Diploma Is issued without any alteration or eraser ■ va

•M!pm -t
■m 5■mi fj


