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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No.1321/2015

(Miss Nousheen Gul-vs-Secretary Labour Department, Govt. of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 3 others).

JUDGMENT

Muhammad Azim Khan Afridi, Chairman: Counsel for the

appellaﬁt present.

Appellaﬁt‘ has preferred the instant appeal égainst the
impugnéd order dated 3.9.2013 vide which - her servi‘ces were
terminzllted by respondént No. 2 i.e Secretar;l/A Workers Welféye' Board,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. | |

Arguments of the learned counsel for the gppellaﬁ .on
inaintainability of appeal heard and record pérused. , |

According to section-2 (b).(ii) of Khyber _nghttinkhwa Ci\-lil
Servants Act, 1973 the ';elppellant is'not a civil ser\}an't as sUchA énd in
view of section-4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwé 'Sérvice Tribunal AAct,l
1974,.the appeal is not maintainable. TheAappeal ié, therefére,

dismissed in limine for want of maintainability. File be consigned to

the record room. ‘

(Miphamnmad Azim Khar Afridi)

Chairman
s

ANNOUNCED
03.03.2016




21.12.2015 . ‘Counsel for the apﬁe!lant present. Requested for adjourhment.

Adjourned for preliminary hearing to 26.1.2016 before S.B.

Chai%y |

26.1.2016 Counsel for the appellant is stated busy before the august
Peshawar High Court. Adjourned for preliminary hearing to 23.2.2016
before S.B. '

. ) .}"
' Chal¥man

23.02.2016 _ ~ Counsel for the appellant present. Seeks adjournment. Last
ob-portunity gré‘nted. To come up for preliminary hearing on 3.3;2016_

’ before S.B. o '

Ch&irman
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Proceedings ' . » !
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26.11.2015 ~ The appeal of Miss. Nousheen Gul resubmitted today by

Mr. Misbah Ullah Advocate may be entered in the Institution

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order. q . |
: REGISTRAR .
27,//(1)’ This case is entrusted to S. Bench for pfelimingry a

‘hearing to be put up thereon 3@ ~// -1y

Cijﬁlﬁ/lAN

30.11.2015 ' Counsel for the appellant.present. Learned counsel H

for the appetlant requested for adjournment. Adjourned to

Ch%an j

3.12.2015 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

.03.12.2015 Counsel for the appel-lant present. Learned counéel. for 1
the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned to 21.12.2015 fpr

preliminary hearing before S.B.

Cha%n




The appeal of Miss. Nousheen Gul ‘d-/o~ Zafeer Gdl r/o Sﬁéikh Abad No.2 near Govt. Middle School
for Boys Sheikh Abad Peshawar received to-day i.e. on 24.11.2015 is incomplete on the following score

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

1- The law under which appeal is filed is not mentioned.

2- Copy of dismissal order of departmental appeal mentioned in para-13 of the memo of appeat
(Annexure-)) is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

No J& LD s,

-~ ‘
Dt..o- . /1! 2015 /

A REGISTRAR
“SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Misbahullah Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE |

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 1‘3%] /2015

Miss NOUShEEN GUL......vovovveeeroeoooooeoeoooooo (Appeliant)
| VERSUS

Secretary, Labour Department, Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, R/o Bungalow No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza

Foundation Hospital, Khushal Khan Khattak Road, University

Town, Peshawar and others..........c...c.evvvvvnnn..n., (Respondents)
INDEX
S.No | Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. | Memo of Appeal 1-10 -
2. | Affidavit ' - 11
3. | Addresses of the Parties o 12-13
4. | Copies of the degrees A&A-1 [ 415
S. | Copy of appointment letter B J7A
6. | Copy of Good Performance Certificate C
7. |Copy of the termination letter dated D
03/09/2013 / 6)
8. | Copy of order dated 25/11/2013 of E , ?
respondent No. 1= =
9. |Copy of the judgment dated F ;
19/11/2014 Lo-L4
10. | Copy of the order dated 06/03/2015 G A5 27
11. | Copy of compliance report H £33
12. | Copy of reminder dated 06/11/2015 ! 24 35
13. | Copy of the order dated 11/11/2015 J EYS Y
14. | ‘Wakalat Nama ] b g
Nepspeo frl
Appellan
Miss Nousheen Gul
Through
: ' o ’ 7
Dated: 27/11/2015 Misbah Ullah
Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.

- Cell No. 0333-9132679
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

W2 Provins
vice Tribune

Service Appeal No. 1321 /2015 Siary No_[377

Sated.2ullo /28] s

Miss Nousheen Gul D/o Zafeer Gul R/o Sheikh Abad No. 2,
Near Government, Middle School for Boys, Sheikh Abad, Post
Office, Karim Pura, O/S Lahori Gate, Peshawar........(Appellant)

VERSUS

. Secretary, Labour Department, Government of | Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, R/o Bungalow No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza
Foundation Hospital, Khushal Khan Khattak Road, University

Town, Peshawar.

. Secretary Worker Welfare Board, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Near

Shalman Park, Bungalow No. 67, Sector G-4, Phase-II,

Hayatabad, Peshawar.
o c@fﬂ/ <

. Director Education, Workers" Board Khyber Pakhtur.khwa,

ESSI Building Near Nasirullah Babar Hospital, Industrial
Estate Area, Kohat Road, Peshawar. |

. Worker Welfare Board, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through its

Secretary, near Shalman Park, Bungalow No. 67, Sector G-4,

. Phase-II, Hayatabad, Peshawar................,c........ (Respondents)

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
03/09/2013, PASSED BY RESPONDENT
NO. 2, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN ILLEGALLY AND UNLAWFULLY
TERMINATED FROM THE SERVICE.
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.- PRAYER:

wie it

'l - B TORIPINY
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On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned

‘order dated 03/09/2013 may very kindly be set .

aside and the appellant may kindly be re-instated in
her service with all back benefits including her
regularization in serﬁce and promotion etc.

Any othér remedy not specifically 'ﬁentiOned,

may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the a_ppeliant have -passed her B.A, B.Ed

Examinations from Peshawar University. (Copies of

‘the degrees are annexure “A”, “A-17, respectively).

That after qualifying the written test and interview,

- the appellant was appointed as Teacher on the

sanction post on 24/08/2012 and was posted in
Working Folk Grammar High Secondary School
Female-I, Hayatabad, Peshawar. (Copy of

appointment letter is annexure “B”).

That as per the appointment order dated.

24/08/2012, the appellant. successfully completed




€

her one yearsprobation:period and was awarded by

Good Performance Certificate by the Principal of

concerned School. (Copy of Good Performa_nce

Certificate is annexure “C”).

That to utter surprise, the 'respoﬁdents No. 2 and 3
vide impugned order dated 03/09/2013, terminated
the services of the appellant on the ground of poor
performance being in probation period, without any
prior notice, charge sheet or inquiry. (Copy of the
termination letter dated 03/09/2013 1s annexure.

“D”)’

That the respondents appointed their blue eyed,
inexperienced, third divisioners and lesser qualiﬁed
) fhsut

teachers whiteout any written test and interview on

the seat of the appellant, which can be easily

. verified from the concerned school record.

That wrong stigma of poo‘r performance used in the
termination letter dated 03/09/2013 of the
appellant bars the futﬁre eﬁ;plbyfnent a‘ndi the
appellant remained jobless from 03/09/2013 till

today, while the other colleagues of the appeilént
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appointed with-the appellantihave been regularized

and promoted to next higher grade.

That on 16/09/2013 the appellant preferred

departmental appeal before the respondent No. 1,

who is next higher authority, against the malafide
and illegal termination order dated 03/09/2013.
Respondent No. 1, 'instead_ of deciding | the said
departmental. appeal .himse.lf, sent the same to
respondent No. 2 for necessary action on -
25/11/2013. Such action of respondent No. 1 is
mockery of law. (Copy of order dated 25 /11/ 20_13

of respondent No. 1 is annexure “E”).

That having no response from the respondent No. 2,

the appellant filed a Civil Suit before the Civil

~ Judge, Peshawar, for the redressal of her grievances

- but the Civil Court rejected the plaint of the

appellant and such order of. Civil Court was

maintained upto august Peshawar High Court,

Peshawar. However the august Peshawar High

Court, Peshawar vide its order and jﬁdgment dated

19/11/2014 declared that the appellant can

approach the proper forum only after the decision of
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the departmental: appeal;“pending decision before
the respondents and also difected th_é respondents
to decide the depai'tmental appeal of the appellant
with in two months. (Copy of the judgment dated

19/11/2014 is annexure “F”).

That as the respondents failed to comply with the
clear ordér‘ dated 19/11/2014 of the august
Peshawar High Court,' Peshawar to decide the A
départmenfal appeal of the aﬁiﬁéllant, hence the
appellant filed conterﬁpt of Court petition bearing-
No. 91-P/2015. against the respondents where in
the respondents were directed to decide the
departmental appeal of the appellant within 15
days. (Copy of the order dated 06/03/2015 is

annexure “G”).

That the respondents were brave enough by not
complying the clear orders of August Peshawar High

court, Peshawar, dated 06/03/2015 in C.0.C No.

- 91-P/2015 so the appellant was constrained to file

another contempt of Court Petition bearing No. 170-

P/2015 before the Peshawar High Court Peshawar.




[}

12.

13.

14.
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| That during the pendency of €.0.C No. 170-P/ 2015,

respondents No. 2 and 3 submitted an incompetent
compliance report' which® is not signed by
respondent No. 1 who is the next higher authority.

(Copy of compliance report is annexure “H”).

That the éppellant also send a remainder to
respondent No. 1 on 06/11/2015 to decidé fhe
appeal of the appellant, but respondent No. 1 did
not response: (Copy of reminder dated 06/11/2015

is annexure “I”).

That on the basis of such compliance report, the
departmentalA appeal of the appellant’ was held
dismissed on 11/11/2015 by the august Peshawar
High Court, Peshawar. (Copy of the order dated

11/11/2015 is annexure “J”).

That the impugned order dated 09/03/2013

' followed by the compliance report dated

11/11/2015 aré illegal, unlawful, 'malaﬁde, against

the law and facts and in utter‘disregard of the law
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applicable to. the matter, hence are liable to be set

aside on the following amongst other grounds:

GROUNDS:

Thét as no show cause notice was issued to the
appellant prior to her termination, therefore, the’
termination order dated 03/09/2013 of the
appellant is void ab-initio as réﬂecfs 'fr(-)m' good
performanée certificate issued to appellant in
annéxure “C”. It is held by the august Supreme -
Court that when removal of an employee of
statu:cory body, even in the abseﬁce of statutory
rules, is made on particular grounds which are in
the nature of charges, the employees has vested
righ.t of hearing before any order ad;zerse to his
intereét was passed. 2001 SCMR 934 = 2002 SCMR

1034 = 2005 PLC (CS) 558.

That august Supreme Court repelled the contention
while holding‘ that it is wrong that on theory of
masfer and servant relationship thé employee can
not be reinstated whose services had been illegally

terminated. 2002 SCMR 1034.




C. 7hat
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Termination without show cause notice is against
the principal of natural justice which is equated

with provision of law. 1994 SCMR 2232, and

" violation of provision of law is malafide. 2011 SCMR .

11.

D.%at

It is settled principal of law that termination with
allegation and’ without show cause notice is

malafide and not sustainable in law. 2001 SCMR

- 934.

It is fundamental principal of law that one could not
be ousted from efnployment even if he was a
contract Aemployee unless the legal procedure was
adopted. The te.rmination'p'rder dated 03/09/ 2-013'
is also ultra virus of the Constitution of Pakist—an,

1973. PLD 2014 Islamabad 38 (F).

That the Workers Welfare Board Rules 1997 was

‘used merely as clock to justify the malafide of the

order of termination dated 03/09/2013. The
appellant being highly qualified and experienced

was terminated, while the lesser qualified and



A
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inexperienced-teachersswereiretained. It is held by
the august Supreme Court that retrenchment must
be in good faith and not to victimize the employees.

2011 SCMR 11.

That; aht;malous to suggest that .a victim of illegai
action has to go without redress because sub-
constitutional legislation does not lay down the
mode fbr epforcing his rights. Provisions of Section
42 of Specific Relief Act 1877, for such reasons are
not Aexhaus‘tive. Prinéipal, “Wheré§er there is a rightl
there must be a remedy to enforce it” persuaded
courts not to reﬁan bound within the technicalities
of Section 42 of Specific Relief Act 1877 for granting

relief. 2004 CLC 1029.

That terminationl and dismissal of the appeal of the
appellant by respondents No. 2 and 3 is a mockery
of law. Even a layman without-legal assistance can
easily understvand that respondents No. 2 and 3 can
not - hear apiaeal against their own order of
termination dated 03/09/2013. It is held by
superior Courts that a person who exercise original |

Jurisdiction can not exercise appellate jurisdiction
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in respect -ofszthat matters It is so obvious a

proposition of law that it hardly require any

authority. PLD 1977 Lahore 929.

That the appellant seeks, ;;ermission to acivance
further arguments at the hearing of this appe;':nl.
¢

It is, therefofe, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
‘this appeal, the impugned termination order dated
03/09/2013 may very kindly be set aside and the
aﬁpellant ‘may kindly be reiﬁstated in her service
with all back benefits including‘ her regularization in

service and promotion etc.

Any other remedy not specifically mentioned
may also be granted.
, | W ~
- Appellant
Miss Nousheen Gul
Through
Dated: 27/11/2015  MisBah Ullah

Advocate High Courf,
Peshawar. |
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/ BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2015

Miss Nousheen GUl........cccooooviiiviiiiiieneiieee e '....(Appellant)
‘ VERSUS

Secretary, Labour Department, Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, R/ é Bungalow No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza

Foundation Hospital, Khushal Khan Khattak Road, University

Town, Peshawar and others..............cccoveiiunnnn. (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Miss Nousheen Gul D/o Zafeer Gul R/o Sheikh 'Abé;d
No. 2, Near G;)vernm'ent, Middle School for Boys, Sheikh Abad,
Post Office, Karim Pura, O /S -Lahori Gate, Peshawar, sb
hereby solemnly afﬁrm.and' declare on oath; that the contents
of the Seﬁrice Appeal are true and correct to the best of my
know}edgé and bélief and nOthiﬁg has been concealed from

this Hon’ble Court.

Noherfet

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. __ /2015
Miss Nousheen Gul.......ccccovvvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e (Appellant)

VERSUS - o |
Secretary, Labour Department, Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, R/o Bungalow No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza
Foundation HoSpital, Khﬁshal Khan Khattak Road, University

Town, Peshawar and. others............. e —— (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Miss Nousheen Gul D/o Zafeer Gul R/o Sheikh Abad No. 2,
Near Government, Middle School for Boys, Sheikh Abad, Post
Office, Karim Pura, O/S Lahori Gate, Peshawar. |

RESPONDENTS:

1. Secretary, Labour Department, Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, R/o Bungalow No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza
Foundation Hospital, Khushal Khan Khattak Road, University

Town, Peshawar.

2. Secretary Worker Welfare Board, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Near
Shalman Park, Bungalow No 67, Sector G-4, Phase-Il,
Hayatabad Peshawar
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4 3. Director Educatiofi;*Workers “Board Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
ESSI Building Near Nasirullah Babar Hospital, Industrial
Estate Area, Kohat Road, Peshawar.

4. Worker Welfare Board, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ' through its
Secretary, near Shalman Park, Bungalow No. 67, Sector G-4,

Phase-II, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

Dated: 27/11/2015

Through

Appellant
Miss Nousheen Gul

Mis@h Ullah

Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.
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G nlner511p ®f Peshawar
yé:a/aa A’\?\“ .
Petailed MHarks Ceptificate '

Bachelor of Education i
(B.Ed) f
‘Annual Examination 2013‘3

Bakhtawar College of Education Peshawar -
‘ 4 Regular

- Name NOUSHEEN GUL ’ Gender: Female f Rall No: 429
. Father’s Name: ZAFEER GUL : ‘Registration No: 2009-PE-14826 ™ Division:2nd
Papers Max Marks . Marks Obtained
' In Figures In Words :
‘ rsp: of Edu: & Cont Social Issues 100 62 Sixty Two
hool Org: & Classroom Manag: (New) 100 48 Forty Eight
. ‘du. Psychology, Guidance & ' 100 - 50 Fifty Oniy ' ‘ ‘
Counse!mg - . . . . <
; :f;jyaluatmn Techniques ) 50 30 Thirty Only
ggdrriculum_& Instruction _ 100 40 Forty Only
i ‘,"lftinctional English ' - 50 32 Thirty Two
‘slamiatli History(for non-mus!:m)(New) 100 64 Sixty Four ;
';E;.thod of Teaching of English 100 | : 42 Forty Two
thod of Teaching of Urdu . 100 ‘ 46 Forty Six
4 lec. Foundation of Education , 100 | ' 61 Sixty One
g ljac_tlce of Teaching ) 200 ;106 One Hundred and Six .
1100 581 Five Hundred and Eighty one '
‘)Q,Errals & omissions are subject to subsequent Chances Availed: 1 : )
redlﬂcat lon

: ':I9- l
2 < Az Q a
‘-'-‘-,,,The Examination was taken As a Whole W N"‘“"

‘. Examination held From 28-Aug-2013 to 13-Sep-2013

Result Declared an Thursday, January 9, 2014 (Prof, Dr. Rashid Khan)
I35u@ Dals: 08-Jan-2014 S . A}“" “ CONTROLLER OF EXAMINATIONS
. 11:09 am 2 UNIVERSITY OF PESHAWAR
nzed by RTC . ’

ATTESTE]
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y' WorkmgFoIks Grammar School & Congg_(_,S),_H_gy_aLaba_d, es,.bawar

Ir’

: - 1
i A)/«’ gf/a//n 2 /52 o *

To Whom it May Con'cem

"'woi;king in this Institution as

' ,They are regular and: punctual teachers and the:r ;;erformancc as obs
the:r service tenure s, satisfactory.

Dated; 2

T =7

Certified that Miss Sadig Zafeer and Mijss Nousheen Gul Daughters of Zafeera Guf havo
teachers’ w.e, [23 a4. 70:: and 03, 09.2012 :(_.,p(.cuvdy

9/08/2013

H

been

. !
crvcd/(lllsscs':cd durings
|
A
. ; :
\\ \i ! :,
(Mrs. Sa%eerai Nadecrr)
Prmc:pal “ i ,'t
+ WFGS & Co!iege ,
Hayatabad, Pcshqwlar
Pnncrpal ‘ :
¢ Workmg Folxs Gf&mma!Sq‘mg?
Hayatanaq, Peshawar
o
| I
o
ATTESTED :
ADVOGs1g ’ D
W
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.‘.; , ',:
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IRECTO m&‘ OF EE**’CAWO\I

(WY f& d Pe
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Immdff

O’”ﬁce Order

l
Ct

-The services of the followmg tcachus of Workmg Folks Gmmmar ng,hcr .
. sccondary School, - Peshawar-I (Female) are no more equucd by Khyber , [

T . /\\ s D I
D11ect01 Educatlon/Semetmy o
WKhyber Pakhtunkhwa \\/01"03 W clfa:‘c
Bomcl Peshdwar ;

CC: -
. PS to Seeretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Workers WL“EHG Board
2. Deputy Director Education L
3. Deputy Director (F EA(EdR)) : !
4,

Working Folks Grammar Higher Secondary SchooI PC‘\hcl\Vcll I (T cmale) .

-

ATTESTI.

P

| KTTESTED.

DVOGATE N i
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GO VE RNMENT O]F

KHYBER PAKHTU N]KHWA
| LABOUR DEPARTMJENT

v
1
i
i
¢
i
1
l

: No SOL/LD/S -23/2013 /
Doh.d Pg,showo: the 25m November 2@!3

The Secretary, . _ !
Workers Welfare Board; : — ]
Khyber Pckhtunkhwo Peshowor

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDE-R DATED 03-09-2013, OF THE DIRECTOR
EDUCATION/SECRETARY WORKERS WELFARE BOARD

(.ct noied above cmd fo onclo <)
Nousheen D/O iafeer GUI Ex
helkhobod No. 2 OuTsnde Lohori
gwith its enc!osur(»'s for furlh<r ‘

wn policy” under mhmonon o t

. tam d:recfed to refer to fhe sub;
"fhorew;lh G copy of an appeal in r/o Msi
"Chcurmcn Union Council, Sheikhabad, R/O S
-:Gofe P/O Konm Puro Peshowor cny alon

, hecess ory ochon undcr the laid do fns

: dbpux:n.en. plea _ . :
! :
Encl: As above 5
(NOOR ALl SHAH)
Scchon Officer: (Lubou:)
- Endst: No & Date as above : i

s : :
. o
A copy is forwarded o Msl, Noushu en, D/O Lofc.c.r Gul Ex Chcurmur.
Union Counci, Shekhabad, R/O Sheikhabad No, 2 Out tside Lahori Gate, P/O.

Kczrlm Puro Peshcwcr city wir to her appn.cl referred to above for rnformat:on

\
1

’ ! ‘! iy {i l‘”’ o

Section Office(.ig(Labour)
ATTESTE .

ATTESTED

:57/;83— |

|
th
S
i
,
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i
|
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M -."JUDGMENT SHEET

 PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWA
JUDICIAL DEPARTIWENT

Writ Petition No.1950’-f_?. of 2014.

JUDGMENT

\Q -—-l\-—l- A1

_Appellaa#Petlt:onérW\\s,( /\/n(LXﬁ\ooM e'lk(lw - .
Respondent Aes M5 Mw"'e\\b& %Po- . odhohanNIHy
_\QW'""L" PRI TR oA o bos | ml‘z; :

({a aomk 3o MM AW
oty o MSAWA ARl
MUHAMMAD GHAZANFAR KHAN,J:= Through

Date of hearing

the instant Constltutlonai petition .under Article 199 of the
Constitution of lslamlc Republic of Pakistan 1973, the"'

petitioners have” approached this Court for the following .

prayer:-

“Therefore, it -is .most humbly prayed

that the termination order dated

03/09/2013 of the petitioners issued by

réspohdent No.1 may kindly be ,
cancelled, being’ malafide, the |

judgments of two Courts below dated : /
12/12/2013 and 04/06/2013 may kindly S !
be declared as lllegal and without lawful

authonty and the swt filed by the

petltloners may kindly be decreed with

all backbenef'ts” , . ) - .
E ~ ’L/ c\’\%/ ER . '
: Paghénar Court,
2 0 DEG4014-

* ",-I'-W'T" aka b i
YA | LT

s"\'
ADVCCATLR




filing declara'tory-"suit and perrhanent injunction and duringb'i

R | .the pendency of thé said suit, the respondents (defendants in
the suit) put their éppearance and filed an application under

" Order-Vii rule—11. CPC for rgjecﬁon of the plaint which was
contested by the petitioners _(plaintiffs in that suit). After

hearing the learned counsel for the partieé, the learned Civil

Judge-XiV, Peshawar‘(re'épondeht No.5 herein) vide his."‘
judgmentiorder ~dated 12.12.2013 accépteq the said

application under Order-VII rule 11 CP_C ahd rejected the

plaint. Feeling aggrieved with the aforesaid judgment/order

the petiti§hers filed Civil Revision No.09 of 2013 which also

met the same. fate vide ju&gment and decree dated

04.06.2014 of ithe leamed Additional District Judge-l.,,'_l
Peshawar (responQent No.4: ﬁere_in). Hence, having no othéij._
adequate and efﬁcébioué reﬁedy left with the petitior;efs,

they have knocked the doors of th}s Court through the instant“
Constitutional p.etitiéh.; | i |

_3_ - This. Court vide order-sheet dated

15.10.2014 admitted this writ petition to regular hearing for




consideration the sole question whether respondents No.4

& 5 while rejecting the blaint of the petitioners under Order-
VIl rule 11 CPC have - exercise their jurisdiction in

accordance with law.’

4- We have heard the learned counsel for the

parties and havqa{éq gc)ne:___'thréugh the record of the case
witﬁ their valuable assastance | -
5. | The attorney fof_fhe pétitioners r;irl-qseff appeared '
and argued that ih__e Civil Courts are courts of ultimate
jurisdiction and:théfe is no e-x:pres-s_ bar contained in the Iaw'

for maintenance of such: Iiké- suits in Civil Courts, so the

decree passed by both the lower courts are illegal without

any material _and are the result of illegal exercise of -

jurisdiction.

6. On the other hand Mr. Mujahid Al Knan,
learned AAG appearing on behalf of the respondents,
supported and defended the judgments of both the Courts

below and m.aintained that- legally " the relationship of

* petitioners  and - respohdents is that of ‘Master’ and

A Stew ATTESTED

- 20pge

ATTESTE:
3 P

4DVOGATE




‘S'ervant’.' Further that the e‘mploy,ment of thé petitioners
was contractual and was Iiab'le to be terminated at any fime.
7. | Perusal-- o f record’ shows that the peti#ioners ‘
were the emp!joyeeshof the Worker V\;elfare Trust Boafd. and
their services were 'governed under Worker Welfare Trgst.
Law and Rules. Anbfhef'thing which is pertinent to mention
here for the disposal of this wr.it' betition is that the

petitioners in their writ petition in Para No.5 has

categorically stated that, “being aggrieved by the

aforesaid order the petitioners preferred an

appeal to Higher authority i.e Secretary

Labbur," KPK Peshawar,' who instead of taking

any action sent the appeals to ' respondent

No.l for disposal. The respondent No.l made

no . response -to the said appeal till today”,

which means that the petitioners have availed the remedy

available to them under the Rules but without waiting for the -
. t " m

result thérebf.héve filed'.ci\)il suit. There is no cavil with the

proposition that the services of petitioners were governed

xerESTED

ATTESTE




IR s
DR ‘ ®
’ under Worker Weifare Board-;en;lployees Rules 1997.-The
veﬁement Rules for the purpose of appeal and
representation are 14.01 and 14.04 yvhich ‘provides remedy
for appeal before next Hggher'aut_ﬁ‘orilf);; “

8. Both the lower @Lwté ha\;e r'iéht-ly‘dec-:lined to
interfere wifh the orders of authority terminating the

petitioners as civil court has no jurisdiction to entertain such

like matters, conséquently, the writ -petition in hand being

devoid of any force is dismissed. However, the respondenis

are directed to decide the appeél of the petitioners pending

before them positi\)ely within two months and after decision

—

of departmental appeal the petitioners shall be at liberty to

seek their remedy before competent fora.

ANNOUNCED.
Dated: 19/11/2014.

%_
/ /// 72 / CHIEI%%‘EE ﬂ/
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IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR o P

G

C.0.CNo. 9l ~1)2015
In _ ‘ _ o
Writ Petition No. 1950-P/2014

1. Miss Nosheen Gul

2. Miss Sadia Gul daughters of A.J.fccz Gul R/o Shmkh Abad
No. 2, Near G.M.S. for boys, Sheﬂ{habad Near G M S for

boys  Sheikhabad .No. 2,

Pcohawcu ................... eredeearenans :

: VERSUS

1. Naimat Ullah Khan, Secretary, Khyber’ Palmtunkﬁwa,f
Worker Welfare Baord R/ o} House No. 129, Street No 2

Shami Road, Peshawar Cantt

S

' Outside Lahonl ’Gate,

2. Khyber Pakhtunihwa Woka

Scorctary R/o Housc No. 129,!

Peshawar Cantt.

Wle’cx Boar d, Jlrou“ll 11:3

Strect No. 2, Shaun,l\oad,
ii o

3. Director Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Worker Welfare

Board, R/o House No. 129, Strcct No. 2, Sham1 Road

Peshawar Cantt........cc.uviioe..... {Respondents/ Contemnors)

CONTEMPT OF COURT APPLICA’TION FOR © ;’: .

INITIATING CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS
AGAINST THE RESPONDENTS FOR NOT.
DECIDING THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEALS
OF THE APPLICANTS Iv THE S""IPULATED
PERIOD OF TWO MONTHS AS PER ORDER

OF THIS AUGUST COURT, PASSED IN
WRIT _PETITION NO.  1950-P/2014

DECIDED ON 19/11/2014.

R 24 = e e .



W

PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, BANNU BENCri

FORM OF ORDER SHEET. '

FORM “A”

Courtof ....eovven: TROE SOTOPR R r{
Case NOw.evrvnerinneenns et SR
. - - “’Q o fd
Scrial No of | Datc of Order or | Order or other proceedings with Signat ulof‘JuH @;pr Mdgisteg
order or Procecding of partics or counsel where nccussary . »«* 5 }.if‘ s
procceding I \\ en gt
1 2 3 PN o
l e o em g™ : ': ]
COC 91-P /7015 in WP No.1950-P/15. B
06.03.2015. i

Present= . Mr. '\msbah Ullah Advocate, ;fqg'-
- : |
!

" petmo?er

Syed anoar Ali Shah AAG,; fbr
respondents R

l ! i

s e et s

ABDUL LATIF KHAN J:= Through instant 'cd'c,

! r
proceedmgs agamst ' the respondents for not

deciding the department"l appeals of the
applacants in the stlpulated period of two momhs

" as per order of this Court passed in WP No 1950-

P14 dec:ded on 18. 11 2014,

passed in WP No.1950-P/14, decided by "this
Court, reveals that the respondents were dlrected
to decnc‘e the appeal of petitioners pendmg befcre
© them posmvely within two mo':ths and after

decnsmn of departmental appeal the petxtlonerb

shall be at liberty to seek their remedy b,eso,re

2. perusal of ordcr dated 19.11.'200&4"

the petitaoner seeks xmtlauon of contempt of Court |

—

3

porTrmT

PN

\,\

ADVOCATR




A
A
¥

competent fora but the said order of this Court has

- not bcen complred with so far. The petmoners had
: ”

KPK/respondent No 1. by fmng an appiication but
no heed was paad to the grouse of petxtzoners
Respondent° are once again directed to corrply
wnth the order of thns Court posntlveiy w:thm 15
days. Additional Reqr.»trar(duduc:a.) of this Court is
directed to send the copy of this order o
re.;pondent° for comphanm. of order of thts Court
in the hght of app[:catlon made by petmoners who
in turn has to mfon m the Roglqtmr of thls Court
about comphance of order of this Court strlxctly m

accordance with law In case respondents fa:IAd to

comply wuth the order of this Court, the petnuoners

proceedmgs agamst the respondents whlcn wouid
be dealt w:th stnctfy. in ace ordance with !cw zhls

COC is disposed of accordmgiy I "7':’ )

/ &ﬁ%{%%ng uqfe’s

U fhoidss % Fivoae

l
!
;A

would be at hberty to initiate contempt o' Cour* :

approached the Secretary Worknr Weifare Board “

- 4, : '

: ., L1
Announced. / L(/// :
06.03.2015. : R -

—————

“AQuytem”
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. BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HiGH COURT, PESHAWAR

Miss Nosheen & Others

_ VERSUS ’
Naimatullah Khan & Others
INDEX
S. ' Documents - Annexure | Page Na.
N | | |
1. | Civil Miscellancous -- ooy
2. | Affidavit - R
3. Memo _ -- L 03
3. [ Compliance Report /‘ - 04-05
RESPONDENTS No. 1&2
Dated: [{ - 07,205 Through g "
' ! ~ L ‘ , MUHAMMAD ADNAN SHER
S Advocate High Court, Peshawar -~
ATTES.
ADVOGATE

;
-




i BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

Civil Miscellaneous In Ref:
COC No. 170-P/ 2015 |
Writ Petition No: 1950-P/2014

Miss Nosheen Gul & Others PETITION ERS

o . VERSUS
’ Naimatullah Khan & Others ‘ RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION I"OR SUBMISSION, OF COMPLIANCE REPOR’I IN
PURSUANCE OF ORDER OF HON’BLE COURT

Respectfully Sheweth;
1. That the instant contempt petition is pending adjudication before the august
court whereby contempt proceedings were initiated against the r¢spondents

and fixed for 16.07.2015.

2. That respondents obeyed the directions of this august court i in its letter and

' spirit and via instant cwnl miscetlancous petition hcrcby eubmlt compll.mce

report in strict observance of orders of this august court.

Iti is, therefore, respectfuliy prayed that on aeceptance of instant civil
miscellancous petition, thc compliance report may kmdly be allowcd to be

submitted and be considered part and parcel of the comments in the main-

‘contempt petition. o : BT
- —. : -/
/
Dated: g -7 ,2015 - RESPONDENTS 1&2
Through ' ‘

IAM M&f ADNAN SHER

Advocate ‘[tgh Court, Pe.shawar

ATTESTEp
B L |




IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR

Additional documents: R _
COC NO.170-P/2015 o A
W.P..NO.1950-P/2014 ' . ‘ ' o

Miss‘Nosheen' Gul & Others
| vs
'Naimat Ullah Khan & Others

/ .
AFFIDAVIT
1. 1 Haji Qudrat Ullah Assistant Director (Legal) KPK WWB do here
by declare & affirm on oath that the contents of enclosed
documents are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief & - ' " .

2 That nothing has been concealed from the court, which it is .
necessary to disclose. : .

" \erified on this 15™ day of July, 2015, at Peshawar that contents of this
Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belie! and

that nothi'ng has been deliberately concealed from the Hon'able court.

DEPO
NIC No.11201-6

i : e

Identified; »

5 . _ ~ jCertitied t a{ the atave was verilied en seieniyl; '

! , ) /. -, laffirmatiop before me i office, TR T YOO AV, S0F - T ;

1 . PR ) ) / e
g h/' {W LW@ay 9?...“.'..!.‘3.{3/.:.....‘ 205 47 l{,d.. ..xg,;.‘-.&.;ﬁz,zg Y
; U%/"Cd('& wiho was identined b, i*’l Fefleleipa. P

1 Who is personaily KiGvis (o -

4

a .

: Qath Chhrissions
i Baghawa. High Coary,

¥

e ~ ATTESTED

ADVOCATE




P ' BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

C.M In Ref:
COC No. 170-P/ 2015
Writ Petition No: 1950-P/2014

- e - e -

- W w -

PETITIONER
1. Miss Nousheen Gul &

2. Miss' SAdia Gul

i Daughfers of Zafeer Gul _
.. Resident of Sheikh Abad No.2,
‘ Near GMS for Boys, Shelkhabad Outsndc Lahori Gate, Peshawar

. RESPONDENTS

1. Naimat Ullah Khan

: Secretary, Workers Welfare Board, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
. . Near Shalman Park, Phase-II, Sector-G-4, Banglow No. 67

" Hayatabad, Peshawar -

2, Mujahxd Hussain Sun ;

Dxrector Education, Workers Welfare Board KP - _
ESSI Building, Near Nasirullah Babar Hospital, : " _
Industrial Estate Area, Kohat Road, Peshawar '

3. 'Kllyber Pal{htunklxwa Workcrs Welfare Board

Through Secretary . .
Near Shalman Park, Phase-II, Scctor G-4. Banglow No. 67

I-Iayatubnd Pcalmwm

RESPONDENTS 1& 2

Thrdugh B o
MU[%AK!&DNAN 'SHER
i IR Advocate High Court, Peshawar-
| ATTESTED o |
m - -—Can e —— ’ .~ - ’ ’ . .

ADYOC As'lB
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P

"15."‘ — Subject: Compliance Report of Personal Hearine  Annciate
L : Committee Regarding Case Tiiic Miss Nosheen Gul &
Miss Sadiz Gul Vs Sceretary, KP'WWB & Othors In
WP Na.1950-P/2014 '

L

P.U.C is the order sheet dated 01.07.2015 issucd by the Honourable Peshawar .
High Court Peshawar in COC No.170/P-/2015 in WP No.1950-P/20] WD,

reproduced as under:

‘ “Learned Counsel for respondents along with respondent No 2
b3) are directed to submit their replies duly supported by alfidavit

NS
~ § within a fortnight, failing which, respondents No.l & 2 ure
\c\;\ directed to appear in person on 16,07.20157
~! ? The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Workers Weltare Baard. in the light of" Honourable
;Q\ wy Peshawar High Court Peshawar dircctions. s already notified o personal
}z ~ / hearing appellate committee vide Noo WWHA 2273600 dited P.00.0005
snoNaedic vl iy

The said committee personslly heand the appellants e Mi
Teacher and Miss Nosheen Gul Ex- Feacher, in person an U907 2015 el
conclude as under, Findings of the Personal Hearing Appellate Committee are

2
22

15

7
R
=

as under:-

Both the individuals were appointed on conteaer basis for o pertod o s

years extenduble on mutuat consent, However, before, comgletion of

their contract period, they were terminated from their services, 7

// Bt There are no statuary rules in XP WWB and its emplivees arc

/ - working on master servant basis, which has already been declured by the
Honourable Peshawar High Court Peshawar in s judgement in Wy
No.1651 dated 17.06.2014. i

ii. Presently no vacancy of teacher is available in our schools it Peshawar

i.e. WF S, Hayatabad Peshawar,

The KP WWB in its 79" meeting held on 30.06.2015 has decided no

iv.
extension will ‘be granted 1o contract employees and all reeruiiment in 9-'\/}9
KP WWB will be made in future through NTS. ’
v. In the instant case, ermination: of MissNosheen Gui wis made it the

probation period, hence may remained intact in the light of clause-1V of
her appointment letter reproduced as under: i

“During the probation period your services ean be

terminated without any notice or assigning any reason.

After probation period your service can be terminated on .
onc month notice or pay in licu there of on ci&ltct‘ side - /
provided that such termination is not due to misconduct - -
for which you will be terminated without any notice.”

vi. The termination of Miss Sudia Gul was made without one-month -

2 . . . ) M-
S prior notice/one month salary in lieu, as per clause-IV of her

£ appointment letter, theiefore, she may be paid one month sajary = i

prt --and may be considered as relieved from duty, N 3} Bell
X o f
5 ;i - (;/b“ ' S5
P Jiost np i B & P
3 o . . Y Sg e
5% s S 5"0 /@ g
ol = - da é -
LS8 y : / SiEx
Sano - : :;3;- -
: / 775
-4

- ATTESTE",
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oy ,«ém; WSl

A As per deeision- of the‘court, the decision’ is to be made by the

~y Competent Authority within fortnight but not later than 15.07.2015,
- the committee report is therefore, submitted for your kind perusal to
submit the same to Honourable High Court accordingly.

)
,{’

T A
\ ‘,ﬁ \\“.,,

()Hq J

Qudrat Sameera Waheed
Assistang.Director (ch'xl) © Principal WFGHSS, Peshawar-
7 CUDRATULLAN KHAN
" Aysfatam Dicoctor Legat
Khyher Pakhtunkbwo

Workers Wetiza Bootd Peshawear.

vy \ "“ - \7--

—n

! ' -"d_;::l-:-" -~
' : Prof: Mujahid Hassan Suri
: Dnc.ctm Education, WWB

Director Eciuc"mon
KPK Workers Welfare Beard
Pe.)hnwar

; &o@@é/ T WW@ o

% m VU Mr{ F/"’d/‘v . "‘*?{71’ Y f\_p ‘77L.§.}:>7:{-(~*_ o o

/\/'/m;mé& %Wz%/f
\’K{/’ AN B - \

L ji0Shap
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oo " T T Ihpbr"!;, B i
| |  Thesecretary labour, < .. . |-

Govt of KPK Peshawar.

\ ) o '
subject: Reinstatement of the petitioners with all back benef:t;. .

Respectfully sheweth o '__‘~_,__;...-.~-

] . That the pet:tioner Nousheen gulis B.A B.ed" whale the petlt:oner '

if SadiaisBABedandMA M.ed. S

. That both the petitioners were appomted on sanctior]ed posts

! through written test and interview on 24-08-2012. And 23- 04- - :
2011 respectively and were posted in Working Folks Grammar o : -

[\

i Higher Secondary School Peshawar 1 (female) Hayata’bad 5 o
 Peshawar. , - . ’ J Ii -1' , ,

r 3. That both the petluoners were terminated on 03- 09-f’013 l!legallyr .
and the petltnoners referred an appeal agamst thelr te rmm?tlon Pl

. ; Ly i}
to your excellency. - . . i ;5 ol Ii Lo

| ; 4. That instead of decrdmg the appeal yourself your exce-llancy send '

the same to the secretary/Director education for necé*ssary B
acur*n/de(:|5|on on 2%8- 11 2013, but they failed to comply of your A
order. ' ’ | - :

That the Peshawar High Coqrt Peshawar has ordered the :
Secretary/Director Education'of worker Welfare Board to dec1de T
the appeal of the petitioners wuhrn 15 days posmvely on 06 03- /
2015 but they failed to do so.- .' : |

l
6. That the secretary/Director Education are dehberately not -

obeying the order of youn excellancy dated 25-11- 2013 as well as . ,'5" o r
i -:5.- ; ",. b :

N

e RGN LLemL g vm e Geder v ae . L Wt e o

e a ne




S rr— < . ]i : } —
I U35>:}
K i ; '
7 : b P
, the u:du ol /\u;,u:.t Peshawar High Court dated 06-03- 20155,
r : therefore the petitioners were compelled Lo mov_e ccznter_h'pt Qf-.

court proceedings against the_m, in'which the next date is f'yl’ed_in
5 Peshawar high court on 11-11-2015, 1o S
A _+ Thereforeis most humbly prayed that both the L

; | petltloners may kmdly be rewtated with all back ber eflts in order
o to avoid further hu[,auons in future in the best mterest of the ,
petitioners as well as of the department N ‘o

Petitioner
ousheen gul
- Sadia ]

08711 Jants” Through
(Zafeer gul ) father and attorney for the petitloners

=

T

‘ : ‘ e
: Lx chairman union council Sheikh Abad R/0 Sheikh abad noi2 near ,i o
f govt middle school for boys sheikh abad outside lahorl gate TR '
i Peshawar c:ty. ;_ PRI R
[ ; : : . ; et
: 1 i L
I’ , Note : all the necessary documents mentioned in the instant SR I R
i application are attached. ' | o ;
: t L
S
o/ P
' .:l‘ i:" ; :
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In

Writ Petition No. 1950-P/2014

1. Miss Nosheen Gul

2. Miss Sadia Gul daughters of Zafeer Gul R/o Sheikh Abad
No. 2, Near G.M.S. for boys, She1khabad Outside Lahon
Gate Peshawar................. vabessersacessscusasnnrronsersa (Applicants)

1. Naimat Ullah Khan, Scerctary, Khyber Pakhtuﬁkhwa,
Worker Wellare Baord R/o l-iouse No. 129, Street No. 2,
Shami Road, Peshawar Cantt. | d

2. Mujahid Hussain, Director Edug:ation, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Worker Welfare Board R/o House NO. 129,
Street No. 2, Shami Road, Peshawar.

3. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Worker Welder Board,'through its
Secretary R/o House No. 129, Street No. 2, Shami Road,

Peshawar Cantt..........ccceeunneen. (Respondents/Contemnors)

CONTEMPT OF COURT APPLICATION FOR
INITIATING _CONTEMPT _PROCEEDINGS  /
' AGAINST THE RESPONDENTS FOR NOT |

DECIDING THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEALS |

OF THE APPLICANTS IN THE STIPULATED
PERIOD OF 15 DAYS AS PER ORDER OF

THIS _HON’BLE __COURT __ DATED
06/03/2015,~PASSED_IN_C.0.C_NO. 91

P/2015.
| r ~"
! isrR25 ATTESTE: _.,'
%.; W “
.'!

' ADVOGATB s A
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~_ Respectfully Sheweth:

Depu"ﬁf
15 A

FILBQ}{/AY

l. Ta r
2015

The applicants humbly submits as under:

That this Hon’ble Court, while dismissing the above

mentioned Writ Petition vide order dated 19/11/2014,

directed the respondents to decide the departmental'

appeal of the appellanj:, pending before the respondents,

positively within two months.

% w¢wﬁ |
That the 'q;;ﬁcan'ts were failed to decide the decide the

departmental appeals of the applicants  within the
stipulated period of two months despite of filing
application for the strict compliance of the order détéd
19/11/2014 of this august Court, the applicants were
constrained to file C.0.C No. 91-P/2015 agairist the

respondents.

That on 06/03/ 201§, this august Court while ‘disposing

off the C.0.C No. 91-P/2015, again directed the

respondenté to decide the departmental appeals of the
applicant strictly within 15 days. The Additional
Registrar of this Court was also directed to send the copy
of the Court order dated 06/03/2015 to the respondents
and the respondents were also clire-cted to inform the
registrar of this Court about the compliance of the Court
order dated 06/03/2015. o

That on 12/04/2015, the applicants sent an application l

to the respondents alohg with the copy of the Court order
dated 06/03/2015 and were requested for the
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compliance of the order dated 06/03/2015 of this Court
but the respondents paid no heed to such application of

the applicants.

S. That the respondents are paying no heed to the order
dated 19/11/2014 and 06/03/2015 passed by this
august Court in Writ Pci,tition No. 1950-P/2014 and
C.0.C No. 91-P/2015 and have committed sever

conlempt of this august Court for which the respondents

| . are liable to serve punishment according to law,

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the respondents
may kindly be awarded e)::emplary punisﬁment' for
disobeying the clear orders.dated 19/11/2014 passed in
Writ petition No. 1950-P/2014 and C.0.C NO. 91-P/2015
of this august Court and also direct to decide the.
departmental appeal of the applicants forthwith with

intimation to this august Court.

Any other remedy, not specifically mentioned, may

also be granted.

Applicants
Miss.Nosheen Gul etc
Through
Dated: 15/04 /2015 ~ Mishah Ullan .
Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.
.ATTE?TET

ADVOGATE

v .. o o P e e —— e eh = - e



nl ——7 gl . .
the respondents were directed to decide the appeals of the
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MAZHAR ALAM KHAN MIANKHEL,CJ.- Petitioners,
Miss Nosheen Gul and Miss Sadia Gul, have filed this
C.0.C for initiating contempf of Court proceedings
against the respondents  for not implementing - the
judgment of this Court dated 6.3.2015 passed in COC No.
91-P/2015. |

2. Petitioners | had filed Writ Petition No.
1950-P/2014, wherein they had sought for setting aside
their termination order dated 3.9.2013 and also declaring
the judgments of two courts below dated 12.12.2013 and
4.6.2013 to be illegal and without lawful authority. The

said writ petition was dismissed on 19.11.2014, however,
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petitioners pending before them positively within two

months. As the departmental appeals of the petitiOnéré

" were not decided within the stipulated period, therefore,

they filed C.O.C No. 91-P/2015, which was disposed of

by this Court on 6.3.2015 with the direction to the

respondents to comply with the order of this’ Court

positively within fifteen days, failing which, the

~ petitioners would be at liberty to initiate contempt of court

m~—-7":

proceedings against the respondents. ~ Since the -

respondents once again failed to comply with the order of

the Court, therefore, the petitioners have come to this
court with the instant C.0.C.

3. The grievance of petitioners is that the

respondents have not honoured the judgment of this

Court, as no action has been taken so far towards
compliance of the directions issued by this Court. The
respondents No. 1 and 2 were, thus, issued show cause

notices to which the respondents submitted their

compliance report, according to which, the ag‘&gl%ag -
BNk
*M.Zafral* ) ' Gapheviis
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titioners on 9;7;2015,

Committee after hearing th¢ pe

dismissed their appealé.

4. Since the order of this Court have been

tter and spirits,

complied with by the respondents in le

therefore, the show-cause notices 1ssued to respondents

are hereby recalled and this COC is dismissed.

Announced s n- B
11.11.2015 ' CHIEF JUST]Q/E
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