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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
Appeal No.1320/2015
(Miss Sadia-vs-Secretary Labour Department, Govt. of Khyber
_Pakhtunkhwa and 3 others). o
JUDGMENT
Muhammad Azim Khan Afridi, Chairman: Counsel for the '
03.03.2016

appellant present. ‘ -
Appellant has- preferred the iﬂstant appeal against the
impugned order dated 3.9.2013 vide which her services were

terminated by respondent No. 2 i.e ASecretary Workers Welfare Board,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Arguments of the learned counsel for the apbellént on
maintainability of éppeal heard and record perused.

According to section-2 (b) tii) of Khyber Pakﬂtunkhwa Civil
Servants Act, 1973 the appellant is not a civil servant as such and in
view of section;4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act,
1974, thé ‘éppeal is not maintainable. The appeal is, therefore,
dismissed in limine for want of 'rr_laintainability. File be cons;gned to

the record room.

L AT,

_ Chairman
0 ">-.:0:~?> ) /5' .

ANNOUNCED

03.03.2016

ad Azim Khan Afridi) =~

RS
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21.12.2015 _ Counsel for the appellant present. Re'qu_éstéd for adjoufnﬁwent. T

Adjourned for preliminary hearing to 26.1.2016 before S.B. _

Ch%ﬁan

Counsel for the appellant is stated busy before the august

-

26.1.2016

Peshawar High Court. Adjourned for preliminary hearihg to 23.2.2016
before S.B. '

/

_ - Ch an

23.02.2016 Counsel for the appellant present. Seeks adjournment. Last

opportunity granted. To come up for preliminary hearing on 3.3.2016

before S.B.,

v




Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 1320/2015
S.No. |. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings ‘ ' '
1 2 3
1 26.11.2015 The appeal of Miss. Sadia resubmitted today by Mr.
Misbah Ullah Advocate may be entered in the Institution register
and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order.
SD e
, REGISTRAR
2D S This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary
2| hearing to be put up thereon 3o -l-1§
CHAI’%:X
30.11.2015 Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel
for the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned to
3.12.2015 for preliminéry hearing before S.B.
Cha%n
03.12.2015 " Counsel for thé appellant present. Learned counsel f

the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned to 21.12.2015 f

' preliminary hearing before 5.B.

Cha#rman
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The appéal of Miss. Sadia d/o Zafeér Gul r/o Sheikh 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 cbmpletion 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 appeal
(Annex/ure-]) is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

No. |8f3 /S.T,’

ot S/ 2 /2015 _—

Ao REGISTRAR

SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.
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' ' BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. _{%&¢ /2015

Miss Sadia............ et anas (Appellantj

‘ VERSUS |
Secretary, Labour Department, Government of Khyber
PakhtunkhWa, R/o Bungalow - No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza
Foundation Hospital, Khushal Khan Khattak Road, AUniversity

Town, Peshawar and others........................... ....(Respondents)
INDEX |
S.No | Description of Documents Annex - Pages

1. | Memo of Appeal : 1-10
2. | Affidavit ‘ 11
3. | Addresses of the Parties o -1 12-13
4. | Copies of the degrees A A k é\ 2& ] 4_' / 7
5. | Copy of appointment letter B 1919
6. | Copy of Good Performance Certificate C 2.0
7. | Copy of the termination letter dated D

03/09/2013 ]
8. | Copy of order dated 25/11/2013 of E

respondent No. 1 ?L?-*
9. |Co of. the judgment dated F .

19})31[1/2014 T - (A3—-2%B
10. | Copy of the order dated 06/03/2015 ¢ 119-3)
11. | Copy of compliance report H — 3

__12. | Copy of reminder dated 06/11/2015 I 25 —~39

13. |'Copy of the order dated 11/11/2015 J L 44
‘14. | Wakalat Nama JIYA

Appellant Ag o
Miss. Sadia / \éﬁlu“

Through

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

»

< .
L ‘o .:'}sy

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

8.%.0. Provingd
Rarvice Tribuns)

Service Appeal No. (390 /2015 . Blary EmJﬁélq

sated k(-] l,l;.;é—

Miss Sadia 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........... vveees...(Appellant)

VERSUS

. Secretary, Labour Department Government of Knyber

Pakhtunkhwa, R/o Bungalow No. 29-1/F, Near Hamza
Foundation Hospltal Khushal Khan Khattak Road, Umver31ty

Town, Peshawar.

. Secretary Workem Welfare Board, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Near

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

. Director Education, Workers ’ Board Khyber Pakhtunkhwa;,

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

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

Phase-II, Hayatabad, Peshawar.......................... (Respondenté)
APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
03/09/2013, PASSED BY RESPONDENT

NO. 2, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS

BEEN ILLEGALLY AND UNLAWFULLY .

Mo il ~
| TERMINATED FROM THE SERVICE.

U P LR VA,

A
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 PRAYER:

‘On acceptance ’of ‘this appeal, the impugned
order dated 03/ 09/2013 may very kin'dly be set
aside and the appéllant may kindly be re-instated in
her servige with all back benefits | including her
reguldrization in service and promotion etc.

Any other remedy not specifically mentioned,

may also be grantéd.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the appellant have passed her B.A, B.Ed and
M.A, M.Ed Examinations in first Diir'is'ion from
Peshawar University. (Copies of the degrees are

annexure “A”, “A-17, “A-2” and “A-3” respectively).

That after qualifying the written test and. interview,
the appellant was -'appoin.i;ed as Teacher on the
sanction post on 23/04/2011 and was postéd in
Working A.F(_)lk Gramma;' High« Secondary School
Female-I, Hayatabad,” Peshawar. (Copy of

appointment letter is annexure “B”).




@

That as per the appoirffnent order dated

23/04/2011, the appeﬁant successfully completed

~ her one year probation period and was awarded by

Good Performance Certificate by the Principal of 4+
concerned School. (Copy of Good Performance

Certificate is annexure “C”).

That to- utter surprise, the respondents No. 2 .aﬁﬂ:%
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 ian.iry{"‘iCopy of the
termination 1¢tter dated 03/09/2013 is annexure
“D7).-

o
That the respondents appointed their blue eyed,
ihexpefienqég, I.hljl:d divisioners and lesser qualified

ITSE et

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 poor performance used in the
termination letter dated 03 /09/2013 of the

appellant bars the future employment and the
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 appellant rembinied jobléss “from 03/09/2013 till

appointed with the appellant have been regularizéd
/ -

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 himself, sent the same to
;espondenf No. 2 »for necessary action on
25/11/2013. Such action of respondent No. 1 is
mockery of law. (Copy of order dated 25/11/2013

of respbndent No. 1 is annexure “E”).

That having no response from the respondent No. 2,
the aﬁpellant filed a Civil Suit before the -Civil
Judge, Peshawar, for the redressél of her grjevances
but ‘the Civil Court rejected the plaint of the
appeﬂant and such order of Civil Court was
maintained uﬁto august Peshawar Hié,h Court,
Peshawar. However the august Peshawar High

Court, Peshawar vide its order and judgment dated

®

g

, today, while the other colleagues of the appellant Wl S




10.

&

19/11/2014 ‘declared tha'.ltéi -the appellant can
approach the proper forum only after the decision of
the departrﬁental appeal, pending decision before
the respondenté and alsé directed the respondents
to »de‘cide the departmental 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 chply with the
clear order dated 19/11 /2014 of the august
PeshaWar .High Court, Peshawar to decide 'tl\le
departméntal appéal of the appellant, hence tﬁe
appellant ﬁled contem_pf of Court petition bearing
No. 91-P/2015 against the respondents where in
the respondents were directed to decide the
departmental appeél of the appellant Jwithin 15
days. (Copy of the ofder dated 06/03/2015 is

annexure “G”).

That the -re.spondents 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
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11.

12.

13.

14.

another contenipt 6f Couft Petition bearing No. 170-

- P/2015 before the Peshawar High Court Peshawar.

That during the pendency of C.0.C No. 170-P/2015,
respon‘deﬁts 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 appellant | also send a remainder to
respondent No.. 1 on 06/ 11 /2015 to decide the
appeal of the appellant, but respondent No. 1 did
not respoﬁse. (Copy of reminder dated 06/11/2015
is annexure “I”);

i

That on the basis of such compliance report, the
departmental appeal of the appellant was held
dismissed on 11/ ’1'.1‘/ 2015 by the augue-st Peshawar
High Court, Pesha\&ér; (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
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11/11/2015 are illegal, unlawful, malafide, against

the law and facts and in utter disregard of the law

. applicable to the matter, hence are liable to be set

aside on the following amongst other grounds:

. GROUNDS:

A.

That as no show cause notice was issued to the

- appellant prior to her termination, therefore, the

termination ordér' dated 03/09/2013 of the
ap_pellant is void ab-initio as reflects ‘from good
pgrféfm’ance certificate issued- to appellant in
annexure “C”. | It is held by the august ‘Supreme
Court that When removal of an employee of
statutory body, even in the absenceA of statutory
rules, is madé -on particular grounds which are in
the nature of charges, the employees has vested
right of hearing before any order adverse to his
interest was pas'séd. 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

master and servant relationship the employee can

Iz
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. not be reinstated-whose*services had been illegally

terminated. 2002 SCMR 1034.

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.

pa

It is settled principal of law that términation'with

'allegation and without show cause notice is

malafide and not sustaihable in law. 2001 SCMR

934.

- It is fundamental principal of law that one could not

"be ousted from employment even if he was a

contract employee unless the legal procedure was
adopted. The termination order dated 03/09/2013
is also ultra Vifus of the Constitution of Pakistan,

1973. PLD 2014 Islamabad 38 (F).

That the Work_e;é 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 thé lesser qualified - and
inexperienced teachers were retained. It is held By
thé eiugust Supreme Court thét retrenchment must
be in good faith and not to victimize the employees.

2011 SCMR 11.

That, anomaldus to suggest that a victim - of illegal
action has to go With'out redress because sub-
constitutional legislation does not lay down the
mode for enforcing his rights. Provisions of Section
42 of Speciﬁc Relief Act 1877, for such reasons are
not eih_austive. Principal, “Wherever there is a right
there must Be a remedy to enforicle it” persuaded
courts not to remain bound within the technicalities
of AS‘ection 42 of Specific Relief Act 1877 for granting.'

relief. 2004 CLC 10209,

That -terminatio'ﬁ and dismisé;al of the appeaj 'of the
appellant by respondénts No. 2 and 3 is a mockery
of law. Even a layman without legal assistance can
easiiy understand th‘at-respondents No. 2 and 3 can
not hear appeal agaiﬁst 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
in respect of that mattér., It is so obvious a
proposition of law that it hardly require any

authority. PLD 1977 Lahore 929.

That the appellant seeks, permission to advance

further arguments at the hearing of this appeal.

It is, there‘fore, ‘humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this appeal, the impugned terminatior_l ofder dated
03/09/2013 may very kindly be set aside and the
appellant may 'kind-ly be reinstated in her- service
with all back benefits including her regularization in

service and promotion etc.

-Any other remedy not épeciﬁca.lly mentioned
mayfalso be granted.
Appellant
Miss. Sadia

- ’ Through @‘M"
' 7
Dated: 27/11/2015 MisBah Ullah

Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2015

Miss Sadla .................................. (Appellant)

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

Town, Peshawar and others..............cocvveeennen.n.. (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Miss Sadia D/o Zafeer Gul R/o Sheikh Abad No. 2,
Near quei'nment, Middle SChooi for Boys, Sheikh Abad, Post
O'fﬁce, Karim Pura, O /S Lahori Gate, Peshawar, so hereby
soleinnly affirm and declare on éath, that the‘ contents of the
Service Appeal are true and correct fo the best of niy

-knbwledge and belief and nothing haé been concealed from

. this Hon’ble Court.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2015

Miss Sadia............ RPN (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 and others...................ccovueeneen.. (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

 APPELLANT:
Miss Sadia 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 Khy‘ber
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-II,
Hayatabad, Peshawar.




‘

-
L

3. Director Education,. -Workers: Board Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
ESSI Building Near Nasirullah Babar Hospital, Industrlal
Estate Area, Kohat Road Peshawa.r

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

Appellant L},
Miss. Sadla

Through

Phase-II, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

Dated: 27/11/2015 MisBah Ullah
: Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.
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R @Hmhersttp of Peshawar 2

DIRECTORATE OF DISTANCE EDUCATION

PROVISIONAL CERTIFICATE
2013-14 -

Session (

8554 |  Dgte: 20/ 02 2015

Roll No.

SADIA

* ltis certified that Mr. /Ms.
Son/Daughier of Mr ZAFEER GUL ,a student of Distance Educohon
Master of Education "

has passed the prescrzbed examination of—

held in August- September, 2014 During the session his/her conduct was good

800 -y 1%

Division

538

out of

Total marks obtained

th '
Result declared on: 4 17 FEbrqa'ry’ 2015 ATTESTED

ADVOGA ;s R
) (DIRECTOR)

Note: This cerfificate is issued {errors and omissions accepted) os @ provisional document only. It has no legal valve .
independent of the result gazette of the University and the degree awarded thereby.

w
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You may be required to stay back in the
~instituton after the routine working hours for
-+ dutles, whenever asked by the Principal/Vice

Principal. - Yoi . will  atend:  the

OF 0 5.0 EGEESATY
des 1f asked Dy

- the school authorities.

e o,

" "You shall have to produce a medical fitness
;... ceriificates from' thc Board’s Medical
"¢ Officer| or Medical Superintendent of
" district. hospital. concerned within oce

. mornth of joining of service.

If the” above terms and. conditions are -
~ acceptable to you, then you are requested - 6/
to sigm the duplicate copy of Uus letter as a v'
‘wken of your acceptanée within 10 days ‘
positively. : :

: . . 1 . . .
. Dircctor Education/Secretary : 2
~~Khyber. Pakhtoonkhwa Workers Welfare
- Board, Peshawar.
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™ Working coec

._G_raf_'rmaaﬁ.cflo_fz"& o

<Sollege (£5) 4
Noi 1) C’ﬂ{{ (/-2

Certified that MMH{J Zafrer and Miss N Daughtcrs of Zafeer Cul have been
working in this Institution q¢ do3.09,

£ 23.04.2014 an 2012 fespectively,

They are fegular ang bunctug teache
their Service tepy,
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The services of | the 1ollowm'* teachers of Werking Folks Grammar

SL‘CO')(I':&‘)’ School,

Hig.hcr
: Peshawar.] (Female) aré e morerequired by Khyper
Pakhiunihw Workers Wer: are Board on accoyd of poor perfor Mmance,
R hence ter mmated with im mediate effeet, [)un 1 the pxolmlwn period.
o I Miss Nosheen Gul D/o Zafeor Gi
R 2. Miss Sadia D/o Zafeer Gul :
-
. < \\L/]
_ _ AN )
'Director Lducauon/&ccxuary
Khybor Palchtunkhwe Workers Welfare
Board, Peshawar
CC: ‘
i PS o bu,u,wy Khyber “al\humidu\v' Workers Wellipe Bourd
3 Deputy Directoy ‘Education ‘
: 3. Deputy Direcior (F&a(s Edu))
o 4, Working Foli

Grammar Higher Scconda.ry School, Peshaw
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GOVERNMENT OF @
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW A
LABOUR DEPARTMENT
No.souLD/:s-zs/zms/.?f (?c,lf‘@_?

Dated Peshawar, the 250 November, 2013

To

The Secretary, -
Workers Welfcr'e Board,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Subject: APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER, DATED 03-09-2013, OF THE DIRECTOR
EDUCATION/SECRETARY WORKERS WELFARE BOARD,

il am directed 1o refer to the subject noted above and to ericlose
“herewith a copy of an appeal in r/o Mst. Sadia D/O Zafeer Gul Ex Chairman,
Union Council, Sheikhabad, R/O Sheikhabad No. 2 Outside Lahori Gate, P/O

Karim Pura, Peshawar city alongwith’its enclosures for further necessary action

Under the laid down policy under intimation fo this department pleasé.
Enci: As above M

: W (NOOR ALl SHAH)

Section Officer (Labour]

A copy is forwarded to Mst. Sadia D/O Zafeer Gul Ex Chairman, Union
Council, Shekhabad, R/O Sheikhabad No. 2 Outside Lahori Gate, P/O Karim
Purg, Peshawar city wir to her appeal referred to above for information.

Endst: No. & Date as above

Section Officer (Labour)
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ADYOGaTg




JUDGMENT SHEET

" PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWA
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

Writ Petition No.1950-P of 2014. - B

JUDGMéNt

Date of hearinq ‘\Q — l\ — 2 olu

Ap.peuan#Petltloner MK /\/r) (LXﬁxaaM 81 {AQ@'@D&L oﬂ
Mo . e
Respondent_\_, A\ e, 1‘% C\Q&‘STD o
S AR LV 2 N VTN B S VYN WYY \AAL{QM.

S 0 axek 23 B\‘G M. MM%QM ‘A:Qf\ xg_\/fm
MUHAMMAD GHAZANFAR KHAN,J:- Through

the instant Constitutional petition under Article 199 of the
Constitution of Islamic 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
réspondent No.1 may kindly be
cancelled, . being malafide, the
judgments of two Courts below dated
12/12/2013 and 04/06/2013 may kindly
be declared as illegal and without lawful
authority and the suit filed by the
petitioners may kindly be decreed with
all back,beneﬁt‘s”. o T
eg{fsrso KA kb

A
AV ER
}'u.xs, 1 h Court,

2 G DEG 4014
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\, o o 2 | Brief facts of the case are that both tﬁe
petitioners were aﬁpointed by thé Directorate of Education,

Khybef Pakhtunkhwa Workers Welfére Board, éeshawaf as

elementary teachérs on contract basis for a period of three

years extendable on perfok?nance & mutual consent vide

_ office orders dated 24/08/2012 and 23/04/2011 respectively

and that they were performing their duties to the entire

satisfaction of their superiors and no complaint whatsoever

was eyer made against them. It was further averred in tﬁé

petition that vide office order dated 03/09/2013 issued by

respondent ‘No.3 herein whereby their services were

terminated with immediate effect on account of their poor

| _performance. The petitioners then preferred two separate
appeals before the ngher Authorities i.e.
Chéirman/Secreztary Minister of Labour and Manpower KPK
who instead taking any action sent the same to respondént
No.1 for further necessary action under the laid down policy
but uptil now no response was given to the petitioners.

Thereafter the petitioners approached the civil Court by

~

ATTESTED

- ATTESTE™
A
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filing declaratory suit and permanent injunction and during"

.the pendency of the said suit, the respondents (defendants in

the suit) put their appearance and filed an application under

Order-Vll rule-11 CPC for rejection of the plaint which was

fcontestéd by the petitioners (plaintiffs in that suit). After
‘hearing the learned counsel for the pa-irtie's, the learned Civil
'Judge-xi\_‘/, Peshawar'(responde‘nt No.5 herein) vide his
| judgment/order dated 12.12.2Q13 accepted the safd

application under Order-VIl rule 11 CPC and rejected the

plaiﬁt. Feeling aggrieved With the aforesaid judgment/prder
the betitibners filed Civil Revision No.09 of 2013 which also
met the same fate‘ vide judgment and decree dated
04706.2014 of the learned Additional District‘ Judge-|,
Peshawar (respondent No.4 ﬁerein). Hgnce, having no other
adequate and -efﬁcacious remedy left with the petitiohers,
they have knocked the doors of tl*;is Court through the instant '
Constit.ut_ional petition. |

3. This Court vide order-sheet dated

15.10.2014 admitted this writ petition to regular hearing for




consideration the sole question whether'respondenfs 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 have also gone through the record of the case

with their valuable assistance.

5. 'The attorney for the petitioners himself appeared
and’ argued that the Civil >Courts are courts of ultimate
jurisdiction and there is no express b_ar contéined in the Iaw.
for mainténance of such like suits in Civil Courts, so the
degree passed by both the lower couﬁs are illegal without
any material. and are the result of illegal exércise of
. juri_sdiction.

6 On the other hand, M Mujahid Ali Khan,
learned AAG appearihg on behalf of the resApondents,
:support'edA an'd defe_ﬁded the judgments of both the Courts
below 'and maiAntained thét legally theﬂ relatipnship,of '

petitioners and respohdents is that of ‘Master’ and

ATTESTED

~

ADVOGATB




s o) -

‘Servant’. Further that the employment of the petitioners

was contractual and was liable to be terminated at any time.
7. _'Perusal of record shows that the petitioners

were the employees of the Worker Welfare Trust Board, and
their services were governed under Worker Welfare Trust,
Law and Rules. Another tﬁing which'is pertinent to mention
here for the disposal of this wr.it petition is that the

petitioners in their writ petiton 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

Labour, KPK Peshawar,' who instead of taking

any action sent the appeals to ' respondent

No.1l for di.éposal. The 'respondent No.l made

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

which means that the petitioners have availed the remedy

available to them under the Rules but without waiting for the
T S

result thereof have filed.civil suit. There is no cévil with the

proposition that the services of petitioners were governed
. _cTED
m’ﬁsﬁ
| ATTEST: -

ADYOgA g
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# ) '
under Worker Welfare Board employees Rules 1997. The
vehement Rules for the purpose of appeal and

representation are 14.01 and 14.04 which provides remedy

for appeal before next Higher authority:

8. Both the lower courts have rightly declined to
interfere with the orders of authority terminéting the
petitioners as civil court has no jurisdiCti:on to entertain such

like matters, consequently, the writ petition in hand being

devoid of any force is dismissed. However, the respondents

~are directed to decide the appeal of the petitioners pending

before them positively within two months and after decision

—

~

of departmental appeal the petitionérs shall be at liberty to

seek their remedy before competent fora.

ANNOUNCED.
Dated: 19/11/2014.

| Resnawar RN % o
g T TED Tha Ganan-SHut '5‘,:1‘::‘_8;’ 1 f ‘
ATTES | 2 0 DEC 2014 ;
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&
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR

C.0.C No. 91 »'!?2015 -
In |

Writ Petition No. 1950—P/'2014

1. Miss Noshecen Gul g .
2. Miss Sadia Gul daughters of Lafun Gul 1\/ o} Shc:Lkh Abad
No. 2, Near G.M.S. for boys, Shelkhabad Near GM S, fo'r‘
boys  Sheikhabad No 2,11 Qutside Lahorzn ‘ Gatc,‘
Peshawar.....oovovvenn... T A AP UUT [Appllcants)
VERSUS ' ; S
1. Naimat Ullah Khan, Secretary, Khyber' quhtunkhm
Worker Welfare Baord R/o Ho'use No. 129, Strcet N 2

E : L
Shami Road, Peshawar Cantt ! SRR )

!
2. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Worker Wle'u Boar d, du ouf*h 1ts

Scerctary R/o House No. 129, Strcct No. 2, Sh 11111 l\oqd

3. Director Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Worker Welfare
Board, R/o House No. 129, Succt No. 2, Shaml Road

Peshawar Cantt. o ‘ ‘

»' :E A : Peshawar Cantt.............. B (l?cfspondents/Contemnors)
S | ¥

o 1| . CONTEMPT OF COURT APPLICATION FOR
R INITIATING _CONTEMPT PROCEEDINGS'
, : ‘ AGAINST THE RESPO“JDEI\JTS FOR NOT
f; il DECIDING THE DBPARTMENTAL APPEALS
| * S OF THE APPLICANTS IN. THE S”"IPULATE’.) ) o 1
, ‘ f;;,l o o PERIOD OF TWO: MONTHS AS PER ORDER g i ‘
i q OF THIS AUGUST COURT PASSED IV | [
WRIT __ PETITION No. 1950-p/2014 . .+ |
Do DECIDED ON 19/11 /2014 | |

Pl

At

MM A = A v e -
L

ki
i
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PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, BANNU BE
FORM “A”

FORM OF GRDER SHEET.

Court of e ,
Case NOw.awrwevimensrsareess FUTPPPN -

Serial No of Dato of Order or | Order or other p:oc'.cdmbs with Sjghat é‘!oi*

order or Proceeding of partics or counsel whc.re nccpss'uy
proceeding \\ ,
1 2 : I.J

COC 91-P fzms in WP No,1950-P/15.

06.03.2015.

I 6
O M M bh’lh Ullah Advocate, jior:
oetatimer i

" Syed Qlalo..}r Ali Shah AAG, for
rospondcnls Pl

|
i
|

ARDUL LATiF KHAN‘ J1- Through ‘wstant CO\,,
B
the pe’utxoner sesks mmatton of contempt of Court

oroceedmg., agamst'the respondents for not

deciding the departmenf'ai appeals of the;

applicants in the stlpuiated period of two momhs

as per order of this Cou:l pa..sed in WP No 1950-

P14 decided on 19.'1 1.2014.
' i

2. Perusal of lorder  deted 19.11.20014
passed in WP N01050~P/ 14, decided bv Lmo
Court, reveals that th:e respondents were d;rectgd

to decide ﬂ"e appegl of petitioners pending befofre

them positiveiy wun.n two months and aﬁer
decision of dep ar{rr‘enial appeal the pettilonor

shall be at liberty to seek their remedy De.ore
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Competent fora but the sazd order of this: COJFt has, 3
" not boen compixed with so far. The pctlti_onlers Iﬁad: - I .
aporoached the |Seoretary Wo ker W eifzzzrel Boaro j
b K ’ .
VPK/respondent No1 by lemg an apphéatiron but’. :
no heed was pa:d to "i*e grouse of petitnoners ‘
: rll Respondent are |3nce again directed to comply
iR ‘g] J' _with the order of iihis Court positively thhm 15 . |
} !il days. Additional éclgistrar(JudIciai) of this Court is R
! : directed to sa':c: the copy of this order to
: reapondonto for con‘npliqnc» of order of thrs.;Qourt E
- : ' in the ‘195‘[ of applhciatﬂon mad by petitiorééjr‘; who | ,I
' . in turn has to mfoam the Rugiqtmr of thl& Court i -
Loy ! i
e ~ about comnhance of order of this Court stric*:l y m |
accordance with iaw In case res oondwtslrauad to |
comply Wlth the orcer of this Court, the PCTILOI’]CI’S
4 would be at iwcrty to initiate contempt of Cour‘
_ proceedmgs agams’ti the respondents which:wo;md
) be dealt with strictly, in accordance with lew. This "'
o COC is disposed ofa%ccordizﬂgiy. ) / |
: ; Announced. ¥
Ny 06.03.2015.
n
5
J . ’ : Gy ’
o ATTEST ﬂ o
fhop \,\ B et
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I ' BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HiGH COURT, PESHAWAR
Miss Nosheen & Others
VERSUS
Naimatullah Khan & Others
INDEX

S. | , Docunicnts . Annexure JPape Ne.

/o ) | .
1. Civil Miscellaneous ‘ - oL -
2. AfﬁduVit P R SRR - e ...._:;.... e pemsemeen s ~mi (3:.)'. - -
3 " Memo » == 03

- {3. | Compliance Report '// s 04-05

RESPONDENTS No. 1&2

A

 Dated: [§ - 07 ,20°5 Through M C,/

MUHAMMAD AD\’AN SHER
Advocate Figh Couri, Peshawar |
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

. -Civi,l Miscellaneous In Ref:
COC No. 170-P/ 2015
Writ Petition No: 1950-P/ 2014

Miss Nosheen Gul & Others ~ eeneens PETITIONERS
VERSUS :

’ NaimatullahKhan & Others wersss+i-. RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR SUBMISSION OF COMPL]ANCE REPORT ]N
PURSUANCE OF ORDER OF HON’BLE COURT _ :

Respectfully Sheweth;
1. That the instant contempt petition is pending adjudication before the august
court whereby contempt procecdiings were initiated against the respondents

and fixed for 16.07.2015.

2. That respondents obeyed the directions of this august court in its letter and
- spirit and via instant civil miscellancous petition hereby submit compliance

report in strict observance of ordérs of this august court.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of instant civil

miscellaneous petition, the compliance report may kindly be allowed to be

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

‘contempt petition.

Dated: -7, 2015 RESPONDENTS 1&2
: ' Through

[AMMAD ADNAN SHER

Advocate High Court, Peshawar -

ATTEST
A
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IN TH.E PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR
Additional documents:
COC NO.170-P/2015 -
W.P.NO.1950-P/2014 , : 1
Miss Nosheen Gul & Others
VS -
Naimat Ullah Khan & Others g
,/IA
AFEDAVIT

sistant Director (Legal) KPK WWB do here
on oath that the contents of enclosed
d correct to the best of my knowledge and

1. 1 Haji Qudrat Ullah As
by declare & affirm
documents are true an

belief &

2. That nothing has been concealed from the court, which it s

. necessary to disclose. ‘ |
A | DEPONENT

" Verified on this 15" day of July, 2015, at Peshawar that contents of this

| Afﬁdéﬂ/,it are true and correct to the best of my know

o _ _,_.;.‘-;hgtz ribthihg has been deliberately concealed from the Hon'able court. .
| L d ATTEST.." D:‘jo B !T
; ‘A NIC No.11201-6385087-3 ,

-‘?‘!der}.t';i_fied;‘ LDYQCLLY L

ledge and belie! @na

Bt
R A
¥ "0 e ....("...w'.‘c....'.‘: .......

P { . :
| Certified that the auove was verified on sy,
; S

» v— . . - . N . 2 :
3,ff1rrr.-.auo§xbetore me it sifice, th!s...........;’..g.\..k‘:!.r

' m 'fM :.’ﬁ pAday c‘(}ﬁ{“":i{j{ 20 i")(? %4{}}’@,‘:0‘/@-"4'} ya
, : slo. Y3 Pk S g T L ple g >
. . M”C"L& who \.\?,as idemlfn-;-;?'.-'r-.-..... Hf . ‘ \.:/.::: Vfi}%' -

o

Oath &
Baghava: mio €oary, B
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

CM In Ref:
COC No. 170-P/ 2015
Wnt Petmon No: 1950-P/ 2014

P A T R

/
- PETITIONER
" 1. Miss Nousheen Gul &

2. Miss SAdia Gul

Daughters of Zafeer Gul
.7 Resident of Sheikh Abad No.2, '
e Near GMS for Boys, Sheikhabad,Outside Lahori Gate, Pcshfqur

) RESBONQENTS

1 Naxmat Ullah Khan ' \

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

| ) ;2.'Mujnhid Hussain Suri

R Dzrector Education, Workers Welfare Board KP
<~ ESSI Building, Near Nasirullah Babar Hospital,
Industnal Estate Area, Kohat Road, Peshawar
3. 'K_hyber Pakhtunkhwa Workers Welfare Board

Through Secretary
Near Shalman Park, Phase-11, Scctor G-4, Banglow No. 67 ATTESTL o
Hayatabad, Peshawar T

ADVOGLTE

RESPONDENTS 1& 2

Through

MUI -MMM(ADNAN SHER
Advozate High Court, Peshawar




PR Subject: Compliance Report_of Personal Hearine Apnelinte
coLt "---‘ ‘ : Committee Regavding Case Tiide Widss Nosheen Gul &
v 7 Miss Sadia Gul Vs Sceretary, KPPWWB & Others In
WP No. 1950-P/2014
P.U.C is the order sheet dated 01.07.2015 issued by the Honourable Peshawar
High Court Peshawar in COC No.170/P-/2015 in WP No.1950-P/2014/D.
reproduced as under:
. :
F' “Learned Counsel for respondents along with respondent No 2
o {.5_) are directed to submil their replies duly supported by affidavit
;'g § within a fortnight, failing which, respondents No.l & 2 ure
. N directed to appaear in person on 160720157
S *
~3 ? The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Workers “Weltare Board. in the Heht of Honourable
:Q\- ™y Peshawar High Court Peshawar dircctions, has already notified o personal
E. ~ / hearing uppeflate committee vide No WWI/DEA-277300 dated 17060015
. ! .
| :\g:‘ \g The said commitee personally heard the :qn|n,'.llzml:: re Miss Sl Gl By
A Y Teacher und Miss Nosheen Gul Ex- Peachier, in person on 0907 2005 and
¥ § conclude as under, Findings of the Personal earing Appetlate Committee are
%

as under:-

i Both the individuals were appointed on contraet busis lor 2 Dertod o
years extendable on mutuat consent. However, before, completion of
: their contract period, they were terminated from their services, '

' // ii. There are no statuary ruley in KP WWB and its emiplovees are

/ working on master servant basis, which has already been declared by the

: Honourable Peshawar High Court Peshawar in its judgement in W

No. 1651 dated 17.06.2014.

// i, Presently no vacancy of teacher is availuble in our schools wt Peshawar —2

4 .
. i.e WFGTISS, Hayatabad Peshawar.
‘ / iv. The KP WWB in its 79" meeting held on 30.066.2015 has decided no
N\/ ‘ extension will be granted to contract emplovees and all reeruiiment in 9—'\JP

KP WWB will be made in future through NTS., : -
V. In the instant case, terminution of Min¥ Nosheen Gui was nade jo the
probation period, hence may remained intact in the light of clause-1V of
e ..., herappoinument letter reproduced as under:
“During the probation period your services enn be
terminated without any notice or assigning any reason.
After probation period your service can be te iinated on
one month notice or pay in licu there of on cither side
provided that such termination is not due to misconduct
for which you will be terminated without any notice,”

N

Vi, The termination of Miss Sudia Gul was made without orc-nivath
prior notice/one month salary in lieu, as per clause-1V ot her

o
=
=
CE appointment letter, theiefore, she may be paid one month seiary =
j 50-3,’ . and may be considered as reliecved from duty. R
2T St
- 7

"

Khydar by

11 0PN
BRE G Yiard f

- e
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HAN GuoRay
Ss3istant O3
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‘ acf«’xx:c".&igw ,4\1";‘5?'3‘i~:/.:f;‘¢!'.: (".A':ff
As per decision of the‘cowrt, the decision is to be made Ly the
Competent Authority within fortaight but not later than 15.07.2015,
the committee report is therefore, submitted for yous kind perusal to
submit the same to Honourable High Court accordingly.

1
N

a@ 14 \\ i‘r’.z .
LG WS ‘ o J

Qudrat Ylla Sameera Waheed
AssistantPirector (Legal) Principal WFGHSS, Peshawar-{
7 DUNRATULLAN KHAR L
" Agsyrant Directar Lepal
Khyher Pakhtunkinya

Wotkers Wellme Boord Peshawar.

=)
AR Wit S NEOH
‘3___,_..- \ [N}
__..-—'ﬁ—"__-
’3 ey TN

Prof: Mujahid Hassan Surt
Director Education, WWB
Director Education

KPK Workers Welfare Beard
Peshawar

L7 ji051 np

ATTESTE

(W
ADVOEATH

u/ﬁ 7 N\ ﬂﬁ> | Vﬁ_/-
1

@ g

.




TS S ey e

. : xl
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? I . - ' :l .,I' ;
¢ The secretary labour, - «, R
Govt of KPK Peshawar. A .
| . ¢ 'I'fi‘:.
,f.“! il
- subject: Reinstatement of the petitioners with all back benefits.. "
Respectfuily s’heweth: B L,;H.-— """ - | i
1. That the petltsoner Nousheen gulis B.A B.ed: whlle the petttloner BT
Sadia is B.A B.ed and M.A, M. ed. L I} ' o o i
2. That both the petitioners were appointed on sanctiored posts . g
. S R L S
through written test and interview on 24-08-2012. And 23-04~ L ’1
- 2011 respectively and were posted in Working Folks (zrammar | ¥ :
AR
Higher Secondary School Peshawar 1 (female) Hayatabad | ! | g'f' e
o e
Peshawar. _ : : i i RN 1
LT N N NI UV I
3. That both the petitioners were Lermmated on 03- 09-2 013 lfle'egally’g: I
and the petitioners referred an appeal agamst thel" te'rm“'m'i 1:;|5n AT 3
to your excellency. A | RERRRI ‘;] | o
. s ! g i ' . 1 .ll ! :Z':'f‘;
; 4. That instead of deciding the appeal yourself your excd»l!ancy i;end 'r :’ Y
the same to the secretary/Director education for hecessary | .. b
action/decision on 28-11-2013, but they failed to comply of your i ‘, ‘
order. | - i i ﬂ L
: : [ERE
5. That the Peshawar High Court Peshawar has ordered the I
: SN
] Secretary/Director Education of worker Welfare Board to dec1de o
i the appeal of the petitioners within 15 days posntlvely on 06 03- .
. [
: 2015 but they failed to do so.- ; f P
6. That the secretary/Dlroctor Education are de! iberately not . ‘
eying the order of your excellancy dated 25—11-201;3 as WeH as . ;
U
[N 1
A A
' ! fr {
SRy
T
S
o
|




Peshawar high courti_n 11-11- 2015

petitioners as wel| g¢ of the department

-
| W:’Z//iwf

Note :

apphcatlon are attached.
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Therefore'is most humbly prayed th N
‘ per:t:oners may kmdly be rei n<tated with all back ber eﬁts ln order
to avoid fur{hu lltlgatlons in future | in the best lnterest of the

at both the

all the necessary documents menti'oned in the insta’nt

ntempt of

— .

(Zafeer guj ) father and attorney for the petmoners .
- Exchairman unign council Sheikh Abag R/0 Shelkh ab'ld no.2 near 1)
govt middle s Jchooi for boys ShEIkh abad outsid

! o
lahori gate ‘
Peshawar c:ty
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the order o August p eshawar!ngh Court dated 06-03- ZOf P
rherefore the petitioners were compelled to move Wi

court proceedings against them in'which the next dcte is fH’ed in

Petitioner

' ’l\iJoush:een gul-
- Sadia
Through
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In

Writ Petition No. 1950-P/2014

1.
2.

1.

2.

3.

Miss Nosheen Gul
Miss Sadia Gul daughters of Zafeer Gul R/o Sheikh Abad

No. 2, Near G.M.S. for boys, Sheikhabad, Outside Lahori
Gate, Peshawar................... e e ...(Applicants)

VERSUS
Naimat Ullah Khan, Sccretary, - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Worker Wellare Baord R/o [—iouse No. 129, Street No. 2,
Shami Road, Peshawar Cantt. » |
Mujahid Hussain, Director Education, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Worker Welfare Board R/o House NO. 129,
Street No. 2, Shami Road, Peshawar.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Worker Welder Board, through its
Sécretaxy R/o House No. 129, Street No. 2, Shami Road,

Peshawar Cantt.................c..... (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
06/03/20615, PASSED IN C.0.C_NO. 91-

P/2015.
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Respectfully Sheweth:

The applicants humbly submits as under:

That l.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 appellanfc, pending before the respondents,

positively within two months.

bormdlerts
That the aéx\:zmi‘s 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 against the

respondents.

That on 06/03/2015, this august Court while disposing
off the C.0.C No. 91-P/2015, again directed the
respondents 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 Athe respondents were also directed to inform the
registrar of this Court about the compliance of the Court
order dated 06/03/2015.

That on 12/04/2015, the applicants sent an application
to the respondents along with the copy of the Court order
dated: 06/03/2015 and were requested for the

EL

EXQ TN
Poshisah %J’Q"FC%Uﬂ
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-compliance of the order dated 06/03/2015 of this Court

but the respondenfs paid no heed to such application of

the applicants.

S.  That the respondents Jare‘ 'paying no heed to the order
dated 19/11/2014 and 06/03/2015 passed by this
raugust Court in Writ Pétition No. 1950-P/2014 and
C.0.C No. 91-P/2015 and have committed sever
contemptl ol 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 exemplary punishment for
disobeying the clear orders.dated 19/11/2014 passed in
; Writ petition No. 1950-P/20;14 and C.0.C NO. 91-P/2015

TEIR st gl e RS AT I
P RN as

g of this august Court and also direct to decide - the
' departmental éppeal 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 ~ Misbah Ullah

Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.
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the respondents were directed to decide the appeals of the

JUDGMENT SHEET | ég |

PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

C.0-C no.lZ0- oF
I WP No. (9S8 )0=11
Date of hearing /s Ye

-

appeltant 22 Modesn Gt )8y hihfo L A

e ot e it i e o e B O i %t S

. 7 [ “
Respondent-(déém!ﬂzeé._%e‘).é}cﬁ pAasumas! A:f:z .! -

2014
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MAZHAR ALAM KHAN MIANKHEL,CJ.- Petitioners,

Miss Nosheen Ggl and Miss Sadia Gul, have filed this

C.O.C for initiating contempf of Court proceedings

against the respondents  for .not implementing the
judgment of this ‘_Court dated 6.3.2015 £)assed in COC No.
91-1;/2015. |

2. Petitioners | had ﬁled Writ Petition No.
1950-P/2014, wherein they he;d 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 bc .ilglegal and without lawful atlthorify.)_ The

said writ petitibn was dismissed on 19.11.2014, however,

24 NOV IS




petitioners péndiné ‘before them posiii.vely within two
months. As the departmental appeals of the petitioners
were not decided j'Within fhe stipulated périod, therefore,
they filed C.0.C No. 917P/20‘i’5, which was disposed of
by 'this Court on. 6.3.2015 Wlth the direction to the
respondents to comply with the order (')f tt_lis‘ Court
positively within‘: ‘ﬁfteen dayé, failing -,-which, the
petitipners would be at liberty tol initiate contempt of cgurt
proceedings against the re:s:}l/)ondents.' Since the
respondents once again failed to comply with the order of -
the Court, therefore, the petitionegs have come to ._this

court with the instant C.O.C.

3. The grievance of petitioners is that the

respondents havg not honqured the judgment of thlS

Cou.l,'t’ as no action haé; been taken- so far towafds

Icompliance of the diréctions issqed Aby this Court: The
respondents No. 1 and 2 were, thué, issued show cause

notices to which the respondents submitted their

*M.Zafral*
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Committee after hearing " the petitioners on 9.7.2015,

dismissed their appeals.

4. Since the order of this Court have been \
: i

| No,

complied with by the respondents in letter and spirits, . 1'9‘7.
therefore, the show-cause notices issued to respondents \
E

~ are hereby recalled and this COC is dismissed.
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