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None for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz 

Khan Paindakhel, Asst; AG tor respondents present.

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel 

through registered post. To come up for arguments 

20A2.2022 before D.B.

M ' i'-
20‘" Oct, -2022 7
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(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman(FareehaPaul)

Member(Executive)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Riaz Ahmed

f 23.12.2021
Banaras, Village Secretary alongwith Mr.

Paindakhel; Assistant ’ Advocate General for 

respondents .present.

Respondents have failed to submit their written
V

reply/comments even today. Vide pervious order dated 

22.09.2021 it was directed that the respondents shall

the

submit repty/comments within 10 days, otherwise their 

right for submission of reply/comments shall stand ceased. 

The right of submission of written reply/comments, of 

respondents thus stands ceased. To come up for 

arguments on 18.04.2022 before the D.B at Camp Court 

Abbottabad. 7Z
■ \(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J)
Camp Court Abbottabad

'Hi'

Mr. Fazle Haq, Advocate, as proxy for (earned counsel for 

the appellant present. Mr. Noor Zaman Khattak, District 

Attorney for the respondents present.

18.04.2022 0!
Mr. Fazle Haq stated that-he has been telephonically

•! i r - ,1
irSfoSmed by learned counsel for the appellant that he would be

unable to appear before the Tribunal today, due to some 

domestic engagement, therefore, adjournment may be granted. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 14.06.2022 before the 

D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

IT IV \

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad
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Neino::';f6r:>:the appeliant. Mr. Usman Ghani, District 

Attorney for the respondents present and requested for 

adjournment for submission of reply/comments. Request is 

accorded with the directions to respondents to furnish 

reply/comments within 10 days. In case the respondents failed 

to submit reply/comments within stipulated time from today,
4

they shall have to seek extension of time through written 

application citing sufficient reasons. Otherwise, their right for 

submission of reply/comments shall stand ceased. To come up 

for arguments before the D.B on 23.12.2021 at Camp Court 

Abbottabad.

• 22.09.2021

Previous date was posted on Reader Note, therefore, 

notice for prosecution of the appeal be issued to the appellant as 

well as his counsel for arguments for the date fixed.

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (lUDJCIAL) 

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

i
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.Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned for-'the 

same on tf.02.202l before D.B.

zi .01.2021

\

READER

17.02.2021 Appellant present through counsel.

Noor Zaman Khattak learned District Attorney alongwith 

for respondents present.
Written reply was not submitted. Representative of 

respondents is not in attendance. Notice be issued to 

respondents for submission of written reply/comments for 

21.04.2021 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.
•s

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E) . 

Camp Court, A/Abad

i ^D I 1 lw«
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Counsel.for appellant is present. Mr. Usman Ghani, District 
Attorney and Mr. Banaras, Secretary Village Council, are also 

present.

19.11.2020

Written reply on behalf of respondents not submitted. 
Representative of the department is seeking further time for 

submission of written reply/comments. Time given but as a last 

chance. Adjourned to 21.01.2021 on which date file to come up 

for written reply/comments before S.B at Camp Court, 

Abbottabad.

(MUHAMMAD JAMAt-KHAIST 
MEMBER

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
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Due to covid ,19 case to come up for the same on / 

at camp court abbottabad.
/

Reader

Due to summer vacation case to come up for the same on / 

/ 70 at camp court abbottabad.

-V

!

19.10.2020 ^ Appellant in person present.

Learned Assistant Advocate General present.

Written reply of respondents is still awaited. Notice be 

issued to respondents for submission of written 

reply/comments, for 19.11.2020 before S.B at Camp Court, 
Abbottabad,

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, A/Abad
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Appellant in person present and stated that the respondents are 

deliberately delaying the submission of written reply and are bent upon 

appointing other person in his place.

23.01.2020

No one present on behalf of respondents. Written reply is still 

awaited despite issuance of notices to the,respondentsAime and again 

and it seems that the respondent No.2 who has issued the impugned

order of temiination from service of the appellant, is delaying further

progress in the present service appeal. Even Mr. Faheem Shah 

Secretary Village Council/Additiona! Progress Officer who appeared 

previous dates as representative of respondents, is also absent. 

In the circumstances of the case, salary of respondent No.2 is attached

on some

till further orders. Warrant of attachment of salary be issued 

accordingly. Fresh notice be issued to respondents for reply. Adjourn. 

To come up for further proceedings/reply on 17.02.2020 before S.B at 

Camp Cosurt Abbottabad.
;■

Member
Camp Court, A/Abad

•r
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V7 20.11.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Written reply 

submitted. Fahim Shah Secretary (Focal Person) representative of 

the respondent depaitmcnt absent. Respondents as well as absent 

representative be put to notice for submission of written 

reply/comments. Adjourn. To come up for written reply/comments 

on 19.12.2019 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

tv /

•:
:

;■

'" v'

ember 
Camp Court, A/Abad

-A
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19.12.2019 Appellant in person and Mn Ziaullah, Deputy District 
Attorney for the respondents present Neither written reply 

on behalf of respondents submitted nor representative of the 

department is present, therefore, notices be issued to the 

respondents with the direction to direct the representative to 

attend the court and submit written reply on the next date 

positively. Case to come up for written reply/comments

23.01.2020 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. -

f

on

/n^
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member .
Camp Court Abbottabad

t?
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m' T\ \Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Bilal Khan, 

Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present. Neither 

written reply on behalf of respondents submitted nor 

representative of the department is present therefore, notice be 

issued to the respondents with the direction to direct the 

representative to attend the court and submit written reply on the 

next date positively. Adjourned to 18.09.2019 for written 

-^^.-^^reply/comments before S.B at Camp Court.^l?b,qttabad.

11.07.2019

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Abbottabad

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Bilal Khan, 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Faheem Shah, Additional 

Progress Officer for the respondents present. Written reply on 

behalf of respondents not submitted. Representative of the 

department requested for further adjournment. Adjourned to 

23.10.2019 for written reply/comments before S.B at Camp Court 

Abbottabad.

18.09.2019

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Abbottabad

Mr. Usman GhaniCounsel for the appellant present.

District Attorney present. Mr. Faheem Shah, Secretary Village
23.10.2019

Council (Focal Person)' for- the respondents present. 

Representative of the respondents seeks time to furnish reply. 

Granted. To come up for written reply/comments on 20.11.2019 

before S.B at camp court, Abbottabad.

Member
Camp court, A/Abad

\



24.05.2019 Counsel for the appellant Zia-ur-Rahman present.

Preliminary arguments heard.if was contended by learned counsel 

for the appellant that the appellant was serving as Naib Qasid in 

Local Government Department. It was further contended that the 

appellant was terminated by the competent authority vide order 

dated 28.09.2017. with effect from 01.10.2017 on the allegation 

that his appointment order was not made legally. The appellant 

challenged the said termination order through writ petition before 

the worthy High Court on 31.10.2018, the worthy High Court 

disposed of the writ petition of the appellant, the writ petition was 

treated as departmental appeal vide judgment dated 11.10.2018 

and the departmental authority was directed to decide the 

within one month in accordance with law. The appellant also filed 

separate departmental appeal (undated) on the basis of judgment 

of the worthy High Court. It was further contended that the other 

colleagues who were terminated on the basis of same allegation 

were reinstated by the respondent-department vide order dated
f'

15.01.2019 but the departmental appeal of the appellant was not 

decided hence, the present service appeal. Learned counsel for the 

appellant further contended that the appellant remained in service 

about 18/19 months and the salary was also received by the 

appellant but neither proper inquiry was conducted against the 

appellant nor opportunity of personal hearing and defence 

provided to the appellant. Moreover, the other colleagues of the 

appellant were reinstated but the appellant was discriminated by 

the respondent-department therefore, the impugned order is illegal 
and liable to be set-aside.

same

was

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the 
appellant need consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular 
hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to 
deposit security and process fee within 10 days thereafter, notice 
be issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for 
11.07.2019 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

Appellant Deposited 
Sec^ & Process Fee -

/■

(MuhammadAmin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Abbottabad

r' -’V'*':' h .



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

284/2019Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Zia-ur-Rehman resubmitted today by Mr. 

Abdul Saboor Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for prope order please.

22/2/2019-1-

\

REGISTRAR ^

This case Is entrusted to touring S. Bench at A.Abad for2-
preliminary hearing to be put up there on O

CHAIRMAN

it

\
.s
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The joint appeal of M/S Zia-ur-Rehman, Muhmmad Riaz, Muhammad Faiz, Muhammad Nazir, 

Muhammad Hafeez and Mushtaq Hussain Shah received today i.e. on 06 .02.2019 is in complete on the 

follov^ing score which is returned to the counsel for the appellants for completion and resubmission 

within 15 days.

Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellants.
1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
'3- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
4- Sub-rule- 2 of rute-3 of the appeal rules 1986 requires that every affected civil servant shall 

prefer the appeal separately. Therefore, the appeal of the above appellants may be filed 
separately/individually.

•5- Copies of termination orders-of appellant no. 2, 3 & 4 are not attached with the appeal 
which may be placed dri it.

'6- Three copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in alt respect for Tribunal 
and one for each respondent in each appeal may also be submitted. ,

/S.T,

Pt./T" ^ - 72019

No.

\

REGISTRAR ^ ^ ^ ^ 8
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHtUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

>■

Mr. Abdul Saboor Khan Adv. Mansehra.

• »>

f: -Wry-*'
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

K.P.K PESHAWARmService appeal No of 2019

Zia ur Rehraan Appellant

VERSUS
Directof-^Geiieral, Local Government Election 
and RuNil Development Peshawar and other

...........Respondent
APPEALl-t;'

■

INDEXV..

gyf
fSS mmmm.

1. Memo of Appeal 1-8
2. Affidavit 9

If!3. • Correct address of Parties 10
4. Copy of advertisement along with better copy. 

Copy of the appointment order.

Copy of impugned order dal^ 28.09.20177^7 

Attested copies of writ petitions.

Attested copies of Judgment.

Copy of departmental appeal

A 11-12
5. B 13
6. C 14
7 D 15-28
8 E 29-32
9 33-34'F
10 Copy of office order dated 15.01.2019. 35-36'G

;■

14 Wakalat Nama 37

■AiiDated 19.02.2019

ZIA UR REHMAN
(Appellant)j.

Throlhl'h:

r.
ABDUL SAB 

MALIK AS
AN & 

:Q AHMED JILLANI 
Ivocate High Court

'
Q

2^ JL .. (...
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P K PESHAWAR

of 2019■ Service appeal No

Zia Ur :/Rehman son of Malang Khan, 

resident i of Battal Tehsil & District
Hr ■

Mansehra.

Appellant

VERSUS

Director General, Local Government 
Election and Rural Development 
Department Peshawar.

1)

■;

Assistant Director, Local .Government 
Election and Rural Development 
Department Mansehra.

2)

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST: THE IMPUGNED ORDER NO

9873 DATED 28.09.2017 WHEREBY
;

APPELLANT WAS TERMINATED FROM
SERVICE W.E.F 01.10.2017 ON

■

GROUND OF ILLEGAL/ IRREGULAR

APPOINTMENT AS NAIB OASID

VILLAGE COUNCIL MALKAN (BPS 03), ;

VIDE- APPOINTMENT ORDER DATED

08.02.2016 AND AGAINST THE

IMPUGNED ORDER NO 12142 DATED

15.01.2019 WHEREBY APPELLANT

HAS NOT BEEN TREATED AT PAR

■i

i
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WITH THAT OF SIMILARLY PLACED,

HENCE BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDER

DATED 28.09.2017 AND 15.01.2019

ARE ? LIABLE TO BE DECLARED
-V

ILLEGAL AND DISCRIMINATORY BY

THISiBONOURABLE TRIBUNAL.

m-.
PRAYER:-

On acceptance of the inst^t service 

appeal, , the impugned order 9873 dated 

28.09.2017 may graciously be set-aside 

being illegal, void, without lawful 

authority, of having no legal effect and 

factually erroneous and appellant be 

reinstated into service as Naib Qasid 

(BPS-03) with all back benefits and other 

admissible allowances as per law on the 

subject and the second impugned order 

12142 dated 15.01.2019 be declared 

discriminatory and any other order as 

may deem fit and appropriate in the fact

and circumstances of the case may also
»-■

be pa!ssed/issued.

‘

i

•i

)

!

I

Resj^jectfully Sheweth:-
i

That, in response to the advertisement, 

floated by the respondents in Daily 

“Mashraq” for appointment of Naib 

Qasid (BPS-03),- the appellant being

1.

a



%

'i

eligible candidate applied for his 

appointment.
of advertisement(Copy

along with better coy is 
annexed as annexure **A’*).

!
\3^:

Thht, after having completed the entire

legal formalities, Departmental

selection committee recommended the

appellant and others for appointment

as Naib Qasid and as such, appellant

was appointed by appointing authority

(Respondent No 02) vide appointment

order No 3589 dated 08.02.2016.

(Copy of the appointment 
order is annexed as 
annexure “B”).

2.
V •

L'

i

1That, after .having been appointed, 

appellant started to perform his duty 

as Naib Qasid (BPS -03) at Village 

Council Malkan. In the meanwhile, all 

of a sudden, respondent No 02 without

mentioning any reason' on the basis of
■nscy called inquiry report, terminated the 

services of the appellant and others 

vifc impugned office order No9873
Sp’'

dS.ed 28.09.2017.

3.

. ;
(Copy, of impugned order 
dated
annexed as annexure “C”).

is28.09.2017
. !

That, appellant and others challenged 

the impugned termination orders 

before the Honourable Peshawar High 

Court, Bench Abbottabad, by way of

4.
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Iwrit:petitions Bearing No lOOl-A/2017 

& I06G-A/2OI7.

[§' (Attested copies of writ 
petitions are annexed as 
annexure “D”).

That, ' the Honourable Peshawar High

Ab'bottabad,

5.

videbenchCourt,

judgment dated: 11.10.2018 treated the

aforementioned writ petitions as

departmental representations/appeals,

and directed respondent No 01 to

consider the grievances . of the

appellants and decide the matter

strictly in accordance with the law,

within a period of thirty days.

(Attested 
Judgment are annexed as 
annexure “E”).

I .

copies of

[

That, in the light of the judgment of the

Honourable, Peshawar High Court,

Behch Abbottabad, dated 11.10.2018,

arai appellant too filed departmental

appeal with respondent No 01.
(Copy of departmental 
appeal is annexed as 
annexure ‘‘F”).

6.
1

l-S;- !
6 V :

I

That, respondent No ,01 vide^ office 

order 12142 dated 15.01.2019, 

reinstated the services of the similarly 

placed candidates (co writ petitioners) 

in the light of the- judgment of the 

Honourable Court, dated 18.10.2018, 

but surprisingly, appellant was 

discriminated against without citing

7.

H,

k
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apj: reason and only and only the case

ofli^the appellant was. not considered
■(ft .

while rest of the similarly placed (Co

writ petitioners) were reinstated into 

service. Furthermore, no order in black 

in white has been passed on the 

departmental' appeal of the appellant 

justifying the discrimination.
(Copy of office order dated 
15.01.2019 is annexed as 
annexure “G”).

• f

That, some of the candidates 

mentioned . in office order dated 

15.01.2019 have been freshly 

appointed without any basis.

8.

That, felling aggrieved, appellant 

having no other remedy except to file 

th% present ‘service appeal on the
fl/

fdfeowing amongst other grounds.

9.

II:

t.
GROUNDS:-

;
That, the appellant was appointed as 

Naib Qasid (BPS 03) by respondent No 

02, after having, observed all the legal 

and codal formalities;

A)
i

i-

That, the appellant fulfills the criteria 

of appointment as mentioned in the 

advertisement.

B)

That, after having been appointed .on 

08.02.2016, vested rights were accrued
C)
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i;'U|'

in ’'-|avor of the appellsint which , could 

not be taken away under any 

authority.

That, similarly placed employees were 

reinstated irtto service by respondents 

vide office order dated 15.01.2019, but

D)

the case of the appellant was not 

which is sheerconsidered . 

discrimination with the appellant and

violation of the his fundamental rights 

provided, by Article 

constitution.

25 of the

That, the case of the appellant stands 

on the same footing as that of the

reinstated employees through office
€•

order dated 15.01.2019.

E)

y;

I ” V ^That, neither the appellant was heard
'0r

irtl'person nor due process, of law was 

observed while terminating the 

services, hence the impugned 

termination order is nullity in the eyes 

of law.

F)

That, there is no allegation of fraud or 

misrepresentation on the part of the 

appellant in the ^ matter of his 

appointment rather no illegality has 

been found in the appointment order of 

the appellant.

G)

That, the consistent view of the apex 

court in s\ach like cases is that petty
H)

ab
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employees are not to be blamed rather 

persons sitting at the helm of the 

affairs,are held, responsible and.action 

should be taken against the appointing

authority in ;case of irregular
■ ■ ;;

appointments of the employees, but no 

action has ever'been taken against the 

responsible officers and appellant 

being .petty employee has been made 

scapegoat.-

That, the so-called inquiry on the basis

of which the services of the appellant

has been terminated was unilaterally

conducted without associating the

appellant with the same, hence, the so

called inquiry is in direct conflict with 
i'i ■ '

thj^- concept of “due process” as

gii'aranteed by Article 10-A of the
S.' '

constitution of the Islamic Republic of 

Pakistan, 1973. ,

I)

I

■i

That, appellant has npt been treated in 

accordance with Articles 4 and 25 of 

the constitution. *

J)

That, the impugned termination order 

dated 28.09.2017 and' subsequently 

subjecting the appellant to sheer 

discrimination through office order 

15.01.2019 is wholly un-constitutional 

and illegal, hence, the impugned order 

dated 28.09.2017 is liable to be set- 

aside by this Honourable tribunal.

K) i
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PRAYER:-
' i

On acceptance of the 'instant service 

appeal, the impugned order 9873 dated 

28.09.2017 may graciously be set-aside 

being illegal, void, without lawful 

authority, of having no legal effect and 

, factually erroneous and appellant be 

reinstated into service as Naib Qasid 

(BPS-03) with all back benefits and other 

admissible allowances as per law on the 

subject and the second impugned order 

12142 dated 15.01.2019 be declared 

discriminatory and any other order as 

mayiiieem fit and appropriate in the fact
■ lii''

and'Circumstances of the case may also 

be p^ssed/issued.

r

;

ZIA UR REHMAN

(Appellant)

Dated 19.02.2019 .

(UThrough:
ABDUL SABOORjqpAN 6b

MED JILLANI 
Adl^cate High Court

MALIK ASHR

I ;
VERIFICATION :

I, Zia Ur Rehman son of Malang Khan, resident of Battal 
Tehsil 85 District Mansehra,, do hereby solemnly affirm 
and declare that the contents of fore-going Appeal are true 
and correct to the best , of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing has been concealed or suppressed form this 
Honorable Tribunal.

ZIA UR REHMAN

.0

O'

c.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No of 2019

AppellantZia ur Rehman

VERSUS
Director General, Local Government Election 
and Rural Development Peshawar and other

...........Respondent

APPEAL
i

AFFIDAVIT
s

;I, ZIA UR REHMAN SON. OF MALANG . KHAN, 
RESIDENTi OF BATTAL TEHSIL DISTRICT 
MANSEHl^k, DO HERBY SOLEMNLY AFFIRM AND 
DECLARE^ OK OATH THAT THE NO SUCH 
SUBJECT MATTER APPEAL HAS EVER BEEN 
FILED BEFORE THIS HONORABLE COURT NOR 
PENDING NOR DECIDED. THAT THE CONTENTS 
OF FORE GOING AFFIDAVIT ARE TRUE AND 
CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 
AND BELIEF AND NOTHING HAS BEEN 
CONCEALED OR SUPPRESSED FROM THIS 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL.

!■

;
I

!
Dated: 19.02.2019

ZIA UR REHMAN 
DEPONENTi

i

i

[

I

■I.:-
}

1-' ■
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K PESHAWAR

Service appeal No of 2019

AppellantZia ur Rehman

VERSUS
Director General, Local Government Election 
and Rural Development Peshawar and other

...... Respondent I
, v

APPEAL
CORRECTiiA.DDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANTS:
Zia Ur Rehman son of Malang Khan, 
resident of Battal Tehsil & District;

Mansehra.

RESPONDENTS:

Director General, Local Government 
Election and Rural. Development 
Department Peshawar.

1)

Assistant Director, Local * Government 
Election and Rural Development 
Department Mansehra.

2) ;
I

4 ■

Dated 19.02.2019
^ •

Zia ur Rehman
(Appellant)

Through:

K
ABDUL SABOORrKHAN 8b 

iij MALIK ASHFAQ AHMED JILLANI 

Advocate High Court
f

!
!
!
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t. I'--'I oW- OFFICE OF THE ASSiSTAN X DIRECTOR
-______ UOCAE CO.nyDjMENT ■Vn) RURAL UEVELOFMEN 1' DEFAR I r^IJLNT MANSEDRA

rJ<i: (M) \^i\V J
l):iXe: (>«/XX;./2()16 Kv%vs>ft ^ }

I ORDER.;

.• Brused utiy; i he recoinmeiidatioji of Df^paiiiiieiitol Selection

vide iniiu.vl;es of meeting field on 04/02/2016 at 3:00 PM in 1 ' 
tliis office, Mr. Zia Ur Jjfelmian S/Q Malang Khan R/0 Village Moh; Cliandni

CbimuiUee

! J
IVO Battal is hereby apfiointed ns i iailcQasid, Village Council Malkai\ (BPS 

- 03) viz (65.36- 2G0-14336) against (he newly cieated post subject to the
lollowing condUions;-

;
Me sliall lor all intents and puiposes, be Civil Servant.

• C
• . Me shall be on probation as required under Para -15 PaiT>V

ol Appointment, Promotion &'!Tansler Rules 1989.

m

i

i
'.J!
3.Me shall produce Medical,^ Fitness Certilicate from tlie ' 

Medical Superintendent. King Abdullah Teaching Mospitai 
Maiisehva.

>i[

]! i\I •

f i'
Me slialf Join d.ut}' v'itlun a v'eek, fi.nling whicli a[)iKjintnient • 
order stand withdrawn autoniaticallv.

Me sliall produ,i.-t; PRC of the Village Council concerned from 
..the Nazim of .concerned Village Council duly verified by 
Memr.ci lehsd Council, Distii'.T. Member and countersigned 
by Ar;s'.s(an! Cominissiuner of relevant Tehsil.

■ 9

>
r
■

Ifi

i
i

!
\ V

Assista&tcE I'rector 
LGfioRDD Maiisehra.

*
1

'r ■,

}

■; tr• N0.359U-95 » :■

1

5
Copy to:-

• The' Sccretaiy, f LOE&RD
Peshawar. y.

• Mie Directoi Ge(ieral, LGEO^RD Depaitment, Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa
Pcs! lawyer. gf
Tlie Depuly Com^Jpissioncr, Manselira

• Ihe District Accoulijts Oificer, Manselira.
• The Nazini Village Council concerned,
» Candidate concerned.

Department. Kh3' be i' ' Pak 11 tu 11 khwa
!

LG&RDD Manselira.

!

;
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; : OFFICE OF THE;-
ASSISTANTgOIRECTORE IIg & ROD MANSEFIRA

No: ./ADKOD (M) ^709/2Q17. Date:■iss

Itf:To

~XlA -u/?~ Ren r^/fj-N

/■)N ' ; ■

;n
/

Subject;- TERMINATION QRDFRr-

In purcuance with the directive!of Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunichaw

effect from 01/10/2017, because as per above mentioned enquiry report it has been 
decleared that your appointment was made iiiegal and against the ruies/reguiationa and 
guideimes issued by the Government for the Ciass-iV employees appointment in VC/NC •

and

ASSIS DIRECTOR, ,
lg&rd5;iviaimsehra.Endst. Of Even No & DatP-..

Copytothe:-

2. Ps to Secretary, LG,E & ROD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
3. District Nazim, Mansehra.
4. Deputy Commissioner, Mansehra.
5. PA to Director Genera!, LG & RDD, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
6. District Accounts Officer, DAO, Mansehra.
7. Nazimeen Concerned VC/NCs.

Peshawar.

, Peshawar.

mASS SlTDIRECTOR,
MANSEHRA,LG&

i
;;S5i '■ I. Ov'!".

• Am
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT- 

BENCH ABBOTTABAD
___ .^-m II r—■ 11^

Writ Petitipifm 2017
/

\'/

1) ^uhammad ?ayyaz
Zaman, resid^t of 
galakot Distri&t^^;s^^4/5C^/^/ 

2) i|uhammad 

resident of 
Office Paras, Teh^
Mansehra.

1\
;il

'

'ost
istrict

3) Mian Muhammad Farooq son of 

Mian Habib-Ur-Rehman, resident of 
Village Jiggan, Post Office Kot Galli, 
Tehsil Balakot, District Mansehra

4) Muhammad Nazir

■;

*-son of Nopr 
Hussain, resident of Bhoonja, Tehsil 
Balakot District Mansehra

/
f

i
Petitioners

Versus '

1) The Government of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 
Local Government Election and 
Rural

I!
'r

Development 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Khyber

*2) Director General Local Government 

Development 85 Rural Development 
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

^ Peshawar,
Director Local Government 

/ Establishment and Rural
]g,evelopment Department, Mansehra. 
Efcputy Commissioner, Mansehra

Respondents

‘ m//
\ji:

) TMO, Balakot
7

f--'-■.j'

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199 OP
the constitution of ISLAMIC
REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN. 1973 FOR A 
DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT 
THE PETITIONERS WERE APPOINTED AS 
CLASS-IV________________
ADVERTISEMENT DATED 04.07.2015 IN

I
IN PURSUANCE OF

.‘A



\r
-

A /•'
DAILY NEWS PAPER “MASHRAO” RV THP. 
APPOINTMENT
IS.Oa 2016

ORDER ________
JY_RESPONDENT NO. a. 

ggriiCOUT ISSUING show cause notice 
Affording them

DATED
)

___________OPORTUNITY OF
HEAfeNG/EXPLANATinw TERMINATEn 
THE !t PETITIONERS 
SERIES

FROM THEIR
—------VIBE ^ impugned ORDERS

DATED (28.09.2017 .Which is ARBIOTRARY. 
PURVERSUE. DISCRIMINATORY. ^

i

BASED
_______ POLITICAL

MOTIVATION, AGAINST THE LAW AND 
THE SAME IS LIABLE TO BE SET-ASTDE

UPON MALAFIDE,

PRAYER: -

On acceptance of this writ petition 

the impugned termination 

28.09.2017
order

may graciously be 

declared as unconstitutional, based

malalide,on discriminatory, 

pohtically motivated, illegal, without 

any lawful authority and thus be set

aside and respondents be directed to

reinstate the petitioners from the 

date of their termination with all 

back benefits or any writ, order or

relief which may deemed fit and 

appropriate in the circumstances 

rhay also be passed/issued.

Respectfully sheweth;
' 7

r That, writ petition No. 

2017 on the
1001-A of

1

r- same matter was fixed 

before this
I

19.10.2017on
. j

i

i



c.'.o;,

(,

A. >■

Henourable .Court .which has beeri. -g, _ . ..
aqinitted for regular hearing.

t;, .
2) Tfiht, the petitioners

permanent residents of District 

Mansehra.
(C9pies of the domiciles and CNICs 
are annexed as Annexure “A*’).

>7
are * the

/'

I

3) That,' the respondents floated an
advertisement: inviting applications
for the: appointihent of Class-IV in
Local Government Election and
Rural Development Department in
Khyber Paklitunkhwa.

(Copy of advertisement is annexed as 
Annexure “B”).

I

■j •'

1

!

!
4) That, being eligible in all respect the 

petitioners applied for the post of 

Naib Qasid/Class-IV (BPS-1) on the !

basis of Village Council as well as 

L;liion Council and the petitioners 

uteder went the requisite interview. '
lit

BiCOPi

Y\0'l
5) That, on the date of interview the 

petitioners appeared before the 

selection committee at the time and 

place mentioned by the respondents.

:

!

6) That, there were posts of Naib Qasid 

Class-IV in BPS-1 in the respective 

Village Councils of the petitioners as 

well as in neighboring Village 

Council of same Union Council and 

the petitioners were entitled to be

;

-<

•s
Jm

:|

i

M!

b



•4', u r- 'M
■A

j|ppppt^-at the.^a^ being eligible
'W
ig, all respect and also. residents of 

meir respective Union Council and 

neighbor Village Councils.

18\

7) That, the petitioners were duly 

appointed as Naib Qasid Class-IV
BPS-1 by the respondent No. 3

recommendation of duly 

constituted departmental selection
; I.

committee against the vacant post
lying at the Village Councils.

(Copies of the orders are annexed as 
Annexure “C”).

on
the

8) That, aftet being duly appointment 

the petitioners were medically 

examined after that they submitted 5

i

tipieir arrival report.
(Copies of arrival reports are annexed 
as Annexure “D”).

S.r
9) "Mat, after submission of arrival 

reports the petitioners started theirCopi

professional duties at the place of 

their posting, their services books 

were also prepared by the competent 

authority.

■:

I

(Copies of service books are annexed 
as Annexure “E”).

That, from the , arrival till the 

termination petitioners were working 

as Naib Qasid with the hopes of their
bright future not only for themselves

j



V;

ii}*
-'4 ' fpr^, Ijie sake . to feed their 

families.
(Copies of attendance certificatesi 
annexed as Annexure “F”).

are

11) That, after duly appointment of the 

petitioners the local MPAs of District 

Mansehra on the basis of political

■I

victimization raised the objections 

regarding - the appointments of 

petitioners before the Chief Minister
of K.P.K.

(Copy of the minutes of the meeting 
held on 7^** March, 2016 is annexed as 
Annexure “G”).

!

12) That, on the basis of record note of 

tlie meeting held on 7^ March. 2016 

ttfe DC Mansehra was directed to 

t^&e the action on the appointments 

oliuhe petitioners.
■

V;. (Copy of the record note of the 
meeting is annexed as Annexure “H”).

That, an inquiry regarding the 

appointments of the petitioners was
\ conducted and the
authority was
alleged charges. -

, (Copy of the inquiry report is annexed 
as Annexure “I”).

Iappointing 

exonerated from
!
i

■J

i

14) That, as per the policy mentioned in 

Esta Code for the appoiritments of 

the petitioners, minutes of the 

meeting of recruitment selection
..•vR

• Vl-'C
i vt • 'r

..I
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h ci®i? > •
'v-

iV. coHimittee and Notification dated 

03.12.2015, the appointments of the 

petitioners are according to the law 

aiid. policy given by the Government 

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
I

(Copy of the minutes and method of 
recruitment, notification and order 
dated 12.11.2015 is annexed as 
Annexure “J”, “K”, «L” & «M”
respectively).

(y

/

15) That, the salary of the petitioner No. 
1 is still stopped by respondent No. 3 

for the release of^which writ petition 

No. 646/2017 is pending before this 

Honourable Court which
respondent No. 3 was called by this 

IJonourable Court, but failed to

in
f

i

appear and the Honourable Court
•[X'' ' ■
hh's stopped the salary of respondent
i'r . '

No. 3.

16) That, the petitioners were performing 

their duties re^larly without any 

complaint from any quarter but 

respondent No. 3 without mentioning 

any reason on the basis of so-called 

inquiiy and recommendations of the 

departmental selection committee 

terminated the services of the 

petitioners vide office orders dated 

02.10.2017.

16 HOM ^

... f

(Copy of the order is annexed as 
AnneToire “N”).

. j- •i- >ji-

I
f-,
"•.i

■a-
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That, petitioners' haying no other 

efficacious and speedy remedy except to
approach this Honourable Court inter-alia
on the following grounds: -

GROUNDS; -
\A) That, the impugned orders dated 

28.09.2G17 arid 02.i0.2017 are
illegal, unjust, perverse, based on 

malafide, political victimization.
revenge, discriminatory, against the 

fundamental rights enshrined by the 

constitution of Islamic Republic of
;' i.f
Pakistan.
9.

B) fphat, the petitioners were duly
i'.V
appointed after fulfilling of all the 

requisite

termination by respondent No.' 3 is 

the result of personal grudge and 

revenge, based upon the malafide of 

the respondents.

formalities. Their
!

i

C) That, the petitipners were remained 

in their services for a period of one 

year & 7 months, due to which 

valuable rights of services were 

accrued to the petitioners right from 

the date of their 

therefore, under the principle of 

AQcus pofentia the 

appointment order cannot be

7

appointment,

■ ■

petitioners
■'vi

■1a -
8:

4.1^:



/

resend^d^ npr their .- services liable to 

be terminated. 22r-

\

D) That, the petitioners got 

appointment as per the prescribed
their

mle and their termination from 

services without show cause notice
explanation and ^fording 

opportunity of personal hearing is
them£

I
f

not maintainable in the eye of law.
■1

E) it is settled principle of law
tgat no qualification is required for 

P*^st of Naib Qasid except 

and
.'■Of

pjhysical fitness in these 

circumstances the termination order
issued by the respondent No. 3 is 

against tb.e law and same is liable to 

be set-aside.

That, the termination of the 

petitioners without giving them the
opportunity of being heard is against 

the principle of natural justice i.e. no 

person should 

unheard.
be condemned

G) That, it has been held by the apex
court that once an appointment is\ rr-ir- i:-.

m^de and there is no misconduct at 

thp part of the candidates the 

ai:)p'ointing authorih/- cannot
■W;bhdra.w his order .of appointment.

V

a
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H) That,

conducted before, issuing the
no proper inquiry .was

impugned order.

I) That, the impugned order of the 

petitioners regarding the termination 

of the petitioners is suffering from
V 1

illegality and irregularities floated 

thq surface of the impugned order.
on

J) "Thst, the case of the petitioners 

comes into the ambit of past and 

close transaction.
•w

K) That, the posts on which the 

petitioners were appointed were the
vacant posts of Class-IV and the 

petitioners were entitled to be 

appointed on the said posts.

!

L) That, the petitioners apipHed for the 

post in the Union Council and'cop'* some
of them were appointed on the 

neighboring village council on the
I •

basis that in the neighboring village 

council there was no candidate 

available for the appointment and 

the,petitioners were appointed on the 

baifis of recommendations made by 

th<4‘ duly

s

:

1
■[

7

constituted selection
coii^ittee. As the petitioners ■ were

fti '
from the same union council of the

>r
."f

i v!-

district and have the vested right to

r,
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be appointed on the posts as there

the village
' oi2Lwas no candidate 

council concerned.

ion

M) That, neither any mquiiy was held 

nor any reasons have been given in
V

support of impugned order, hence 

tjae impugned termination order is

against the principle of audi-altrem-
. . ' ■

f>grtum. ;

N) Ttfet,
reveals that the same has been 

passed

the impugned order itself
!

mechanicalm manner
without providing proper hearing to 

the petitioners.

O) That, the petitioner have not been 

dealt with in accordance with the law 

so,

I

i

the invocation of 

constitutional jurisdiction is the aid 

of justice is justified.

the

P) Tbut, the act of the respondents is 

against the fundamental rights of the 

\ petitioners as guaranteed by the 

® *^^^stitution of Islamic Republic of 

PJdstan, 1973.
(Si.1:

Q) the impugned order iIS wrong,
ill(5gal, unconstitutional, against the 

law and facts, based
r>

.1on malafide,
■ .4^ poUtically motivated, passed without



f

IM r
1

lawful authority, hence, liable to be 

set aside.
Q1 ^25

R) That, there are so many other 

gtpunds which will be . argued,

highlighted at the time of arguments.

S) 'ffiat, proper court fee of Rs. 500/ 

ti|;S been affixed.
I

'P’J.

In vie% of the above circumstances it is 

therefore, most humbly prayed and 

requested that on acceptance of this writ
petition the impugned termination orders
dated ,28.09.2017 & 02.10.2017 

graciously be 

unconstitutional, based 

discriminatory, politically

may
declared as

r malaiide,on
\.-

motivated,
illegal, without any lavdul authority and

1
thus be set aside and respondent No. 3
may kindly be directed to reinstate the 

petitioners from the date of their
termination with all back benefits or any
writ, order or relief which may deemed fit

iCopV and appropriate
I',

mayal^o be passed/issued.
in the circumstancesw®

HO''! J:-s
fit-'

INTEFrJM RELIEF

It is fllrther prayed that the operation of 

impugned office orders 28.09.2017 85 

02.10.2017 issued by respondent No. 3 

may please be suspended and the 

respondents may please be restrained to

• i
\

\
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x\
L

make any advertisement/appointment or 

miy other act which effect the rights of 

petitiqpers till the final disposal of the 

above titled writ petition.

Dated 25.10.2017

!l Muhammad Fa3^az etc
(Petitioners)

*■

rV'-'-

Through: -i

SYED MUPARIK SHAH
&

IMUHAMMAD JAVED
Advocates High CourH 

District Courts, X i 
(Mansehra) /

VERIFICATIOW

I, MUHAMMAD FAYYAZ SON 
RESIDENT OF OF GUL ZAMAN, 

SERI BANDI, TEHSIL BALAKOT 
DISTRICT MANSEHRA DO HEREBY VERIFY THAT THE 
CONTENTS OF FORE-GOING WRIT PETITION ARE 
TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY 
KNWOEDGE AND BELIEF AND. NOTHING HAS BEEN 
CONCEALED 
honourable COURT.

1

OR SUPPRESSED FROM THIS

i

MUHAMj «IA|KTAYYAZ
(DEPONENT)I''

r-iT..

j •

'go'?'*• ; \
/ .•.A

X -W

\

]

;
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH OWK*r, ->

benchI^bottab
o
A.

1) Sa'laqat Shkh son of Syed
SliSh, resident of MohallalrQ^) 

Tehsil and' B^mda, ■
Ml^isehircL.

2) M|i; Syed Majid Hussain Shah son of 
. Sy4d Sadici Shah, resident of Village

Balh, Tehsil Oghi District Mansehra.
3) Zia-Uf-Rehhian son of Malang Khan, 

resident, of yiUage'Mohallah Chandni
. PO Battal, Tehsil and District 

Mansehra^:
4) Shujaliat Hussain^ Shah son of Habib 

Hussain . Shah, Resident of. Village 
Sher i Gath,; Tehsil Oghi District 

Mansehra. .
5) Adeel son of Bashir resident of 

Village Makreha Tehsil and District 

Mansehra
6) Muhammad Khalid son of Jumma 

Khan,
Bandi,

True CopyCert\fied‘^^NgR

2 S .\AH resident of Village Ismail 
Tehsif Oghi DistrictPeshawar High

......indetSei^---------- Mansehra.
7) . Aqeel Hussain Shah son of Zia-Ud-

bin, resident of Village Nakholi, 
Tehsil and District Mansehra

8) Mushtaq Hussain Shah son of 
Ghulam Muhammad Shah, resident 
of/ Harori Bala, Tehsil and District

y: ■ .

Mansehra.
9) I'.lUhammad ‘ z\qib son of Sain 

?|luhammad resident of Village Bandi 

finsial, Tehsil Oghi District

•s

i

Mansehra
10) Mushtaq son of Badri Zaman, 

resident-of Village Afzal Abad, Tehsil 

. and District Mansehra.
of11) Muhammad :Shafique 

Muhammad Sadique, resident of 
Village Dokani Bala, Tehsil Oghi 

District Mansehra
12) Muhammad : Hafeez son of 

Muhammad Nazir, resident of Village 
Baldd, Tehsil ' and District

Respondents

son

. i

.^*1 rrgistrak Mansehra. « 0 1:
i

It

(■

u
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^1'

Verbs'
IP' .

1) TBfe Government of irmP^ditunkhwa through 
Lopad Government 
Rural

Election
Development Khyb^ 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

’TaB/sO

2) Director General Local Government 

Development & Rural Development 
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

3) Assistant Director Local Government
1 I

Establishment . and Rural
Development Department, Mansehra.

4) Deputy Commissioner, Mansehra
5) TMO, Mansehra.. Respondents

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF TST.AMTn 
REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN. 1973 FOR A 
DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT 
THE PETITIONERS WERE APPOINTED AS

-- _______CLASS-IV IN PURSUANCE
Cert'fiedroDeTrueCoOTlADVERTISEMENT DATED 04.07.2015 IN 

^ ^ DAILY NEWS PAPER “MASHRAO” BY THE
Iappoimtment order
08.02.:iQ16 AND 18.02.2016 AND 

AtiBwH* I RESPONDENT NO. 3 WITHOUT ISSUING 
L^EUdOrtiKf SHOW iCAUSE NOTICE AFFORDING THEM 

— OPOR'iSUNITY
EXPL/iNATlON terminated THE
PETITltiNERS FROM THEIR SERVICES
VIDE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
28.09.2017 & 02.10.2017 WHICH IS
ARBIOTRARY.
DISCRIMINATORY. BASED 
MALAFIDE. POLITICAL MOTIVATION.
AGAINST THE LAW AND THE SAMF. T.«=i 
LIABLE TO BE SET-ASIDE.

OF

2 s jAfnm DATED

Ptehawar High i
UthdHgfldllnA^

OF HEAIUNG/

PURVERSUE.
UPON

PRAYER: -

On acceptance of this writ petition 

the ixnpugned termination orders 
■ 28.09.2017 & 02.10.2017

be declared : as
mayFILEI> T4>0A^ graciously

<^J>I>tT10NAL RF.OISTRAR
W/Manva h ihhh court
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I
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JUDGMENT SHEET 
)| PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, 
if ABBOTTABAD BENCH

a W'*S.V. .
1: c:^!

29,!

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

••I Writ Petition N0.IO6O-A of 2017
!■

JUDGMENT

Date of hearing. 11.10.2018.

Petitioner(s). (M. Fayyaz & others) by Syed Mubarak Shah, 
Advocate.

Respondent(s). (Government of KPK & others) by Mr. Yasir 
Zahoor Abbasi, Assist: AG. ■

* 4c sfi 9): >): 4^

i

SYED MUHAMMAD ATTIOUE SHAH> J.- For

reasons recorded in wit petition No. 1001-A/2017 ' 

{Titled: Sadaqar Shah versus Govt: of KPK etc), this 

Court in the larger interest of justice, and in the 

light of case law reported as 2017 PLC (C.Sf 692
5and. 2004 PLC (C,S) 1240, treats the present 

peti tion as departmental representations/ appeals of
/ft-therpetitioners with directions to

1

i;
1
t

1
j

i

;

respondent No. 2 

to||pnsider the’gif evance of petitioners and decide
m-

the matter, strictly in accordance with the law, and ^ 

also; proyide ^ opportunity of hearing, within a I 

period of thirty days, from the date of receipt of this 

judgment/order, and decision so made be also
■f' communicated to the petitioners

DUl.10.2018.

Tahir TS

Non 'ble Justice, Lai Jan Khattak & Non 'ble Justice ....

i!

i



ffe'I; JUDGMENT SHEET

PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, 

ABBOTTABAD BENCH !

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

Writ Petition No.lOOl-A of 2017

JUDGMENT

Date of hearing.

Petitioner(s)fSadaqat Shah & others) by Syed Mubarak 
Shah, Advocate.

11.10.2018.

Respondent(s). (Government of KPK & others) by Mr. Yasir 
ZahoorAbbasi, Assist: AG.

eCopy 4: ^ ^ 4=

2 6 SYED MUHAMMAD ATTIQUE SHAH> J -

ough this singlejudgment we shall also decide
I

WP No, i060-A/2017 {Titled: Muhammad Fayyaz

etc verms Government of KPK etc) and WP No.
%'■ ■ '

369-i^^018 {Titled: Saddam Hussain 

Gove^ment of KPK & others) as in all the tliree 

petitions one and same point/question is involved.

;

versus

(

2. Brief but relevant facts as per contents 

of the petitions are that in response to the 

advertisement floated by the respondents on
I

04.07.2018 in Daily ^Mashraq"' for appointments of 

class-iv, the petitioners being eligible candidates 

applied for their appointments and after going 

through the process -of interviews by the selection 

committee, tiiey were duly, appointed as class-iv 

and tlien after completion of all the codal 

formalities, they started to perfonn their duties at

, I

i

a-
■t
■ vy

J-



» 2W

tlie place of^their. postingrespondent No. 3 

without mentioning any reason on the basis of so- 

called inquiry and recommendations of the 

departmental selection committee terminated the 

sei'vices of the petitioners vide office orders dated: 

28.09.2017 and 02.10.2017.

Arguments heard and record perused.
;

Perusal of the record reveals, that the;

present petitioners were appointed , as class-iv in 

respondents’, department. However, later, their 

services were tenninated by respondent No.3 vide 

impugned office orders dated: 28.09.2017 and 

However, it transpires fi'om the 

appoiritment order of the petitioners that their

positions and status were of civil servants, thus, die
it?'

impugi.i;ed orders of respondent No.3 dated 

28.09.2017 and 02.10.2017 directly relate to thewtenns |nd conditions of their services, which is not 

amenable to the writ jurisdiction of this Court under 

Article 199 of the Constitution in view of the bar 

contained in Article 212 of the Constitution of 

Reliance is placed on case titled 'Pir 

Muhammad Vs, Government of Balushistan 

through Chief Secretary and others^ (2007 SCMR

3.

4. ,

02.10.2017.

1973.

1

Moreover,' it is also evident from 

record of the case, that the petitioners htive not 
made depaitmental appeals/representations against 

the impugned orders. Rather, they have 

straightaway impugned the s£ime before this Court 

through present petitions on 16.10.2017, 

27.10.2017 and 28.03.2018. Therefore, in the 

peculi.ar facts, cireumstances of the present writ

5.

i Certified to be True Copy
EXAMINER
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‘3

4 petitions, this Court in the larger interest of justice, 

and in the light of case law reported as 2017 PLC 

(C.S), 692 and 2004 PLC (C.S) 1240, treats the 

present petitions as departmental representations/ 

appeals of die petitioners with directions to 

respondent No.2 to consider die grievance of 

petitioners and decide the matter, strictly in 

accordance with the law, and also provide an 

opportunity of: hearing,. within a period of tliirty 

days, from the date of receipt of this 

judgment/order, and decision so made be also 

communicated to the petitic' ------

-

\ •

Dtll.l0;2018.
Tahir rs

CopVl

20^9

............'*
!.

Hon 'ble Justice, Lai Jan Khattak & Hon 'ble Justice Syed Muhammad Attique Shah
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The Director Genral . 
LG& RDD at Peshawar - 33\. ■:

t
}

Subjects Anneal AgaMitthe ReminatiM fiaifitt:I .

Cflgrt Alibalitiiid laMli IjAtecl 1M04018J

Respectflill)^^!
:T

, It i§ §italttgcl ihM @1
Abbata&M Biufell-, Biited 

applieauoil to liH the petitioners in peysan in light of the pa;-as, 
given in the Judgffient 2'4'5 anci also requited to decide the case on ■ 
itietit basis as pit pQliey of the Govt, (As flnnixui'G- Al)

j

ftg H/Hlgli C@yrt
ii cndalid With th©

iV.‘

;■

It is submitted that out selection have been made through 

selection and reoruitment committee after advertisement the post in 

the news paper ( Daily Mashriq) on 4.7.2015 in. light of the 

prevailing rules and policy of the Govt Khyber Paldmmkhwa. 
Dated 4/272016 ( .Photo, coy of advertisement and appointment 

I order selection comrnitte® is attaches as annixure A & B.C.)

The petitioners in the service for period of one
year and 7 months and ki. S'^fylses have been terminated with out 
complain and with out
attaches on D) on the poiitjca 

Minister KPK dated h

reasons on 28/9/2017 photo copy ^ . 
bases of rscord note issued by Chif 

maroh 2011 vide letter so (LG.-1)2-343/ 

Recriut /2013/lf9.clit6flc4'‘’ April 2016 photo 04copy tr-t'-'i

]

I
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Y 1

probalioa as required under Para -15 

Part-V of Appoij'dincnl:, PromoLlon & Traiisfer Rules 1989.

3. Eacli one ofilie above shall produce Medical Filness Certificate from the 

.Medical Su[)erintcndcni:, King Abdullah Teaching Hospital Manselij-a.(P'or

■2.- Eadi one ofUie above shall be on
t.

i

' MANSEHRA
M A

&i RURAL DEVELOPMEN l
Eiiiail: adlgmansehi'a@ginail.com ,

Facebook: https://wvvw.facebook.eom/adlgmansehia.uiansehra.l
. TcI:9201H/30U29 Fax: 0997-920114/301129

-

Date: 15/0]/'20l9. Moi .12H-2 /ADFdbD (M)

t
IOFFICE ORDER.

ihcv recornnicndations/ajDproval ol the Depai Imeaial Ajjpeal —Based on
Comraitlee under ilie^hairnianelnp of (he DG LG&RDi:> Kplf Peshawar (Appellate'■k

Authority) in pursuahbe bf the implementation of (lie judgments of the Honorable

diffci'cnt writ petitions, the following writPeshawar High Couj tr^.bboUafjad Bench in 

petitioners are herebyi/appoinlcd/'icmsiated as tlie case maybe) as Naib Qasid (Bi-S-3)
:

B: tlic terms and conditions given below; -against the vacant pods of Naib Oasids on

Rema rksReinstated/ 
Ap painted 
Reinstated

Placement
VC/NC____
Lassitn Tluikrul

Father NameNameS#

Syed MiiJiabH Shall 

Malik .dnaiVAwriii
Sadacjal Sliah 

liiiran Malik.

1

Appointed 

Appointed •
Banda bai khan2
Biikki.Abdul Qfiyuijj

Shei" nin"'".....

Ziaiiddin Slinli

Muliaininad Mvinecb
VJAppointedKhan SliiikooraMnliammad Riaz4

ReinstatedLaachiniang 

blanil Ban
Aqeel Hussain Shall5

ReinstatedClluilam DaiulWajid Ali 
Aiuiiil Waheed

6
ReinstatedCiicia BagliMuiiamniiul Ynsat7

Klidii
ReinstatedBanda PiiiianFaroca] Khan 

Gliiilain Abh.-is ,.

Waseein Ainnad8
ReinstatedInayaiabiid 

Kara in 
Bagwai 

Malk'an 

Gnjjar Baiidi 

Makcia

Jainal-ud-Oin •9
ReinstatedSain Mciliaiiiniad 

Muluninna(.l Sadiq 

Abdul Saliar

Muhammad Avjib • 
Muhammad ShaFic|iie

10
Reinstated1 t
AppointedAbdnrrasliid12-
ReinstatedMubib !iiissain SliaiiSluijaal Hussain Shah13
Reinstated 'Mulnmnnad BashecrAdeel14
Reinstated

Appointed

Gall Badi a!Junima KlumMuhammad Klialid15
Kanramg Bala

Slviulciiabud

AfzaUibad

Sliuii Zaimm

.V; Biuin Zainan
....._ , ;........

'Yf 1 lussain Kluin

Shainshiid Khan

•Ti' HabiimiTcl'iUKin

1Gulzur16
ReinstatedMiishtaq Klian 

>SaTiiii Hussain

I?
Reinstated18 • ;
AppointedShciiai BaluMuhammad Ashlac] ■.•Y19
ReinstatedJigganMian Muhammad20

ir;Farooc'j
___________________
Miiliammad 1 anweer-.,, Api»oinied

Appointed
ManoorAzizurcdiii'iuii21
KewaiSi.oukal AliNizakal Ali00

Appointed

Reinstated

H.issai'i

Gliazikoi Township 

Baffa Kill nil

I liiLhbunchii'iiiti 

Qazi fvteliiiuiod 

Murad klnin

Muhammad Sabem23

Qazi Alarn 'Zeb24
AppointedZahid Murad2.5

Contd. Dn Page g

mailto:a@ginail.com
https://wvvw.facebook.eom/adlgmansehia.uiansehra.l


i: oA ]. 1 lie service ol Ihe eacli one of (he above will be goverjicd by (lie rules and 

regulations of ihe Provincial GoveiTunenl.
. I

2.' Kacli one ol t.he aljove siiall be on probation as required under Para -15 

Part-V of AppoijiiniOjii., Proinotion 86 Trajisfer V-^ules 1989.

'v.--

3. fiaoli one ol the above shail produce Medical Fitness Certificate iVorJv'ihe 

Medical Supennlcndciii., King Abdullali 'I'encliing Hosi^ilal MansdiradFor
• newly appointed only)

4. Each one of tiie aliovc sliati join duty within 15 days, failing which 

appointment ortlej will stand withdrawn automatically. i

5. Tilt; service of iJic edcli one of ilie aljovc will be liable to be cennirmiecl on
uiic iijonlh noticx; in ad\''ancc irom citl'jei' side. But in case ol resigitatioii 

without notice, two month pjay shall be refunded towaixis Govt.. ;

b. 1 he. seiA'ice of tiic eat.;li one ol the above will be terminable/liable tt) face 

pj-oceedings umlc: F;K.D rules 2011 and oiljcr jules'as framed by the 

(lovl ol KPK trom time to time at any time in case his performance is 

lound Ip be unsutisfactory or found to be guilt3' of misconduct, 

compliance ol (lie ollicial orders/direclives, embezzlement.

7, All rulestand policies relating to the Govt seiwariLs will be ap[djpable 
(liem.

-I

non-

onI

\. /r-
's.

fir Assistant Directior(Sr.) 
LG&RDD Mansehra.;

Endstt. Of Even No & dated: 12142 /ADRBD (M) Dated 15/01/2019

Copy for infoiiiiation to;-’

1. The Deputy Cormnissione’-, Mansehra.
2. AR Honurable Peslsawar High Court Abholialjad Bench
3. 'I'he District Accounts Officer Manselrra

■ 4. PA to Director Generai, l.,G&RDD, iaiybejyPakhtunld.W'a. Peshawar. 
5. Candidates concei-ned. • , ■a

1

Assistant DirectOlMSr.) 
LG&RDD Manseiira.
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