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No. C.P. 2022-2026/2020 - SCJ
SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

Islamabad, dated 023From The Registrar,
Supreme Court of Pakistan,
Islamabad.

To Jl;ieT<egistrar,
K.P.K. Service Tribunal,
Peshawar.

Subject: CIVIL PETITION NOS. 2022 TO 2026 OF 2020

Rasheed Khan 
Manzoor Badshah 
Iftikhar Khan 
Riaz Ali Shah 
Abdul Salam

(in C.P.2022/2020) 
(inC.P.2023/2020) 
(inC.P.2024/2020) 
(in C.P.2025/2020) 
(inC.P.2026/2020)

Versus

General Health Service, Khyber

(in C.P.2023/2020)
(in C.P.2024/2020)

Dirac.™ G»eral, H.id.h Service., Khyber ‘Sj

Others C.P.2026/ 2020)

on appeal from the Order/Jud^ent o^ K.P.K. Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar dated 10/03/2020 m A.30-33,35/2019

directed to enclose herewith a 

Court dated 06/12/2022 dismissing the above cited cases in

information and further necessary action.

acknowledge receipt

Director
others

of the Order of thisDear Sir, certified copy
in the terms stated therein forI am

with its enclosureof this letter along
Please

immediately. 

Enel: Order: Yours faithfi^ly/

FOR registrar



^^^™SUPREMECOURTOFPai^T^ta^t

(Appellate Jurisdiction)

Present:
Justice Umar Ata Bandial, HCJ 

^s. Justice Ayesha A. Malik 
Mr. Justice Athar Minallah

^^MtionsNos^2 to 2026 nf 9n9n 
(gainst the judgment dated 10.03.2020 of the 
Pp^ Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
3^19 ^7^ ^ to

of 20l9^and Service Appeal No.35 of 2019)

Pasheed Khan. . (in CP-2022/20)
Manzoor Badshah (in CP-2023/20) 
Iftikhar Khan 
Riaz Ali Shah 
Abdul Salam

(in CP-2024/20) 
(in CP-2025/20) 
(in CP-2026/20)

...Petitioner(s)
Versus

Director Genera^ Health Services, Kyber 
Pakhtunl<hwa and others •-...Respondent(s)

For the petitioner(s): Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, ASC (in all cases)

Mr. Atif Ali Khan, Addl. A.G.
M. Naeem, A.D. Health Deptt. K.P.

06.12.2022 ..

For Govt, of K.P.:

Date of hearing:

ORDER

Umar Ata BandiaL CT.- We have heard the learned counsel for the

petitioners as well as the learned Additional Advocate General, K.P. and also 

perused the available record. In the light of the repeated recourse to different/o 

by the petitioners to rebut the allegation of fake appointment letter, the matter in 

issue stands resolved. Even otherwise, no substantial quesHon of law of public

of Article 212(3) of the Constitutton is involved in these 

interference by this Court. The petitions are accordingly

ra

importance in terms

petitions warranting 
dismissed and leave to appeal is refused. ^(5^ “ ^CJ
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