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| BEFORE THE
HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL yyher Palduidrs
piary vl 1S

. In Re: Datcd-QwéfM' £
Execution Petition No..?[: S /2023

InService Appeal No. 1227/2020

Decided on: 14. 01. 2022

Waheed Ullah Shah S/0 Munawar Khan R/o Danish Abad,
Street Muzafarbad, District & Tehsil Peshawar’.

1

(PETITIONER)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa: through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. :

2. The Government of KPthrough Secretary Establishment,
Establishment & Administration Department Civil Secretariat,
Peshawar,

3. The Government of KPthrough Secretary Finance, Finance,
Finance department at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

4. The Government of KPthrough Additional Chief Secretary
Merged Areas, Office at Warsak Road, Peshawar.

(Respondents)

EXECUTION PETITION TO GIVE EFFECT & IMPLEMENT
THE JUDGMENT OF THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL
DATED 14-01-2022, UPON THE EXECUTION PETITIONER.

Respectfully Sheweth.

e e e

That the petitioner earnestly craves the permission of the Honorable
Service Tribunal to submit as under: :



——p—

&/

. THAT the petitioner was appointed as a Driver (BPS-4) on contract basis
against the vacant post vide notification dated 19-03-2009 which was then
regularized vide office order dated 04-09-2009.

Copy of appointment order is Annexure-A.

Copy of regularization order is Annexure-B.

. That along with the petitioner a total number of 117
employeesappointed by erstwhile FATA Secretariat were declared
as surplus and placed them in surplus pool of Establishment &
Administrative Department vide order dated 25-06-2019, and for
their further adjustment/placement w.e.f01-07-2019 by virtue of
which the civil servants were adjusted in the Surplus pool of
Establishment Department and Administration Department.

Copy of Notification dated 25-06-2019 is Annexure-C

. That an office order was issued by the Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Planning and Development Départment on 16-10-2019 for
posting of the petitioner on deputation basis.

Copy of office order dated 16-10-2019 is Annex-D

That an appeal was filed in this regard, before the Honourable
Service Tribunal and the same was heard on 14-01-2022. The said
appeal was accepted, and subsequently, the impugned notification
dated 25-06-2019 was set-aside, and directions were given to
respondent i.e the concerned authorities, to adjust the appellants to
their respective departments.

Copy of the Service Appeal No. 1227/2020is Annex-E

. That along with the aforementioned directions, the Honourable
Service Tribunal rendered that upon adjustment to their respective
department, the appellants would be entitled all consequential
benefits. Moreover, that the issue of seniority/promotion would be
dealt within accordance with the provisions contained in Civil
Servants (appointment, promotion and Transfer) Rules 1989, and in
the view of the ratio as contained in the judgment titled Tikka Kahn
& other vs Syed Muzafar Hussain Shah & others (2018 SCMR 332),
the seniority would be determined accordingly. |

. That the Honourable Tribunal rendered its judgment dated 14-01-
2022, but after the lapse of about three months, the respondent did
not implement the judgment dated 14-01-2022 of this Honourable
Tribunal.

Copy of the judgment dated 14-01-2022 has been Annex-F

. That due to the inaction of the respondents to comply with the
directions of the Honourable Service Tribunal, post lapse of 3
months, an execution petition no. 250 of 2022 was filed in this
regard, and the same was decided affirmative.




8.

10.

&

That the judgment dated 14-01-2022 rendered by the Honourable
Service Tribunal is also applicable on those civil servants who were
not a part of the said appeal, because judgments of the Honourable
Service should be treated as judgments in rem, and not in
personam. Reference can be given to the relevant portion of
judgment cited2023 SCMR 8, produced herein below:

“The learned Additional A.G., KPK argued that, in the order of the KP
Service Tribunal passed in Appeals Nos. 1452/2019 and 248/2020,
reliance was placed on the order passed by the learned Peshawar High
Court in Writ Petition No. 3162-P/2019, which was simply dismissed
with the observations that the writ petition was not maintainable under
Article 212 of the Constitution, hence the reference was immaterial. In
this regard, we are of the firm view that if a learned Tribunal decides any
question of law by dint of its judgment, the said judgment is always
treated as being in rem, and not in personam. If in two judgments
delivered in the service appeals the reference of the Peshawar High Court
judgment has been cited, it does not act to washout the effect of the
judgments rendered in the other service appeals which have the effect of a
judgment in rem. In the case of Hameed Akhtar Niazi v. The Secretary,
Establishment Division, Government of Pakistan and others (1996 SCMR
1185), this Court, while remanding the case to the Tribunal clearly
observed that if the Tribunal or this Court decides a point of law relating
to the terms of service of a civil servant which covers not only the case of
the civil servant who litigated, but also of other civil servants, who may
have not taken any legal proceedings, in such a case, the dictates of justice
and rules of good governance demand that the benefit of the above
judgment be extended to other civil servants, who may not be parties to
the above litigation, instead of compelling them to approach the Tribunal
or any other legal forum.” ‘

Thatrelying upon the judgment of the Honourable Supreme Court,
the execution petitioner would also be subject to the judgment
dated 14-07-2021 rendered by the Honourable Service Tribunal,
since the above mentioned judgment of the Supreme Court would
be applicable on all Courts sub-ordinate to it. Reference can be
given to Article 189 of the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973, for easy
reference, produced herein below:

“Decisions of Supreme Court binding on other Courts

189. Any decision of the Supreme Court shall, to the extent that it decides
a question of law or is based upon or enunciates a principle of law, be
binding on all other courts in Pakistan.”

That the judgment of the Honourable Service tribunal cited 2023
SCMR 8, whereby, the essence of Article 212 of the Constitution of
Pakistan, 1973, was fulfilled, by observing that any question of law
decided by the Service Tribunal shall be treated as Judgment in
rem, and not in personam. In order, to give force to the judgment of
the Supreme Court, the execution petitioner may also be subjected
to the judgment rendered by the Honourable Service Tribunal.



i‘ .
&
Reference can be given to Article 190 of the Constitution of
Pakistan, 1973, for easy reference, produced herein below:
“Action in aid of Supreme Court

190.All executive and judicial authorities throughout Pakzstan shall act in
aid of the Supreme Court.”

11. That keeping in view the above facts the petitioner filed a
departmental appeal for adjustment in civil secretariat as per
service Tribunal judgment dated 02-06-2023 but to no avail.

Copy of Representation is Annex-G |

12. That the execution petitioner now approaches this Honorable
Tribunal for directions to implement the judgment dated 14.01.2021
in the larger interest of justice and fair play.

Prayer:

It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of this
petition, may it please this honorable tribunal to so kindly direct the
implementation of judgment dated 14.01.2022inService Appeal No.
1227/2022 titled Hanif Ur Rehman vs. Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary on the Execution Petitioner, any
other relief that this Honorable Tribunal may deem appropriate in the
circumstances of the case may also be given. .

G ALY

Execution Petitioner

Through

(ALI GOHAR DURRANI)

Advocate High Court
0332-9297427 |
khaneliegohar@yahoo.com

SHAH | DURRANI | KHATTAK
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“BEFORE THE

HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL

In Re:
Execution Petition No. /2023
In Service Appeal No. 1227/2020

Decided on: 14. 01. 202_2

Waheed Ullah Shah

Versus

The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others

AFFIDAVIT Of,

I, Waheed Ullah Shah S/o0 Munawar Khan R/o Danish Abad, Street
Muzafarbad, District & Tehsil Peshawar,do hereby solemnly declare and
affirm on oath:-

I am personally conversant with the facts and circumstances of the case as
contained therein and the facts and circumstances mentioned in the

enclosed writ petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge
and belief. S

ol 7
Deponent /‘/"/ 7 ~
CNIC# /pzor-1776 76FT
Identified by:

éoﬁ/‘ﬁ%
ALI HAR DURRARNT /\

Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE
HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL
In Re:
Execution Petition No. /2023

In Service Appeal No. 1227/2020

Decided on: 14. 01. 2022

Waheed Ullah Shah S/0 Munawar Khan R/o Danish Abad,
Street Muzafarbad, District & Tehsil Peshawar.
'~ (PETITIONER)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Government of KPthrough Secretary Establishment,
Establishment & Administration Department Civil Secretariat,
Peshawar, ' '

3. The Government of KPthrough Secretary Finance, Finance,
Finance department at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

4. The Government of KPthrough Additional Chief Secretary
Merged Areas, Office at Warsak Road, Peshawar.

(Respondents)

Petitioner

Through
&

(ALI GOHAR DURRANI)

Advocate High Court
0332-9297427
khaneliegohar@yahoo.com
SHAH | DURRANI l KHATTAK
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CIVIL SECRETARIAT §
{ADMINISTRATION DEPART R ¢ k
WARSAK ROAD PESHAN A

Establishment Section

OFFICE ORDER :-

On the recommendations of Departmental Selection Commitice,

the Lompetent Authority is pl'éased to appoint Mr. Waheedullah Shah s/0
Murawar Khan resident of Mohallah Matora Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat a2

Driver {35-4) in Civil Secretariat (FATA) Peshawar with admissisic

allowances on contract basis as prescribed in the following term & conditions:

\I_{-ERM AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT ON CONTRACT BASIS

1

~t

8.

9.

e

BPS-4 Pay (2345-100-5345)

Period of contract will be 2 years extendable by such perior,
through a fresh order in writing by the Competent Authority pie
to the expiry of contract period.

Annual Increment will be admissible after completion of one year
of service

Conveyance allowance as per Government rules. [ﬁ/
House Rent allowance (As per Government Rules)
Leave, TA/DA and medical allowance (as per Government Rutes)

Notice period for termination of contract:- Two months notice o
two months salary in lieu thereof.

|
i

i
Benevolent Fund:- Same facilities as admissible to qovernmem
Servants.

Contrlbutory Provident Fund:- 5% of minimum of pay by the
employees and 5% of contnbutlon by the Government,

The employee appointed aon contract will not coninbuir‘ oo

G.P.Fund and shall not be entitied to Pension and Gratunby

" . benefits

Subsequent to appointment, the employee will remain on
probation for a period of 6 months and if he does not come ur oto
the required standard and skill or Xgils to fulfill the requirement
the post, he will be straightaway terRynated from service.

" AFETED
be true COPY

A (]
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. I you agree to the above terms & condition, yGu should ropori o

© duty and sign the agreement as well as produce medical fiiness
certificate from the authorized Medical Officer within 10 days of :
the issuance of this order. in case of non joining the duly by you i
within the stipulated period, your appointment order wiil stans '
cancelled, automatically.

' : o SECRETARY (ADMN & COORI
No.CS/L/100-19 (GS) Vol-2/ {8792 .

Daled'q 13/2007 ‘ .

Copy o -

Secretary Finance Department Civil Secretariat (FATA)
Additional Accountant General (PR) Sub Office Peshawar -
Section Officer (Budget & Accounts) Civil Secretariat (FATA) : 1.
Section Officer (Audit) Civil Secretariat (FATA) -
Estate Officer/DDO Civil Secretariat (FATA)
. Bill Clerk (Admn Department)
/Individual concerned

e
il AN -
R - -

DU A WN -

—

(HSANULLAR KHAM;
Section Officer (Estab?

) . . Lo
= . i




(COORDINATION & ADMINISTRATION BREVAR HTvsNT)
WARSAK ROAD PESHAWA [

g
Eotablishment Section

OFFICE QRDER -

The contract period of the following Drivers is hereby extended for a

further period of one year with effect from 01-04-2009 on their existing torms & -
condilions -

JJ S.No | Name of official H'ﬁ(ég;é_n_f_glacesgf posting |
1. Ajmal Khan - Admn & Coord Department, FATA secretarial
2. Ghulam Muhammad Admn & Coord Department, FATA Sacrelarial
3. -K_han Muhammad ' A_dhwn& Coord Department, FATA Secrelanat

4 | Muhammad Adeel Lodhi | Admn & Coord Department, FATA Secretariai

__..--—~'J Waheedullah Shah Admn & Coord Department, FATA Scecrctezgra;i'f

ADDITIONAL CHIEF SECRETARY (FA A
No.FS/EM00-19(GS) 224 - 7L ’
Dated /9§ /3/2009
Copy to:-

1.

1. Secretary Finance Department FATA Secretarial

2. Additional Accountant General (PR) Sub Office Peshawar
Deputy Secretary (Admn), FATA Seccretariat

- Section Officer (Budget & Accounts) Admn, FATA Secretariat
Section Officer (Budget & Accounts) FATA Secretariat
Section Officer (Audit) FATA Secrétariat
l=state Officer/DDO FATA Secretariat
PS lo Additional Chief Secretary, FATA Secretariat
PS to Secretary (Admn & Coord) Department, FATA Secretariat
Bill Clerk (Admn & Coord Department) .

—1. Officials concerned.

=L ONO O S W

HOANULLAH AN}
vc}ec‘rion Officer (Estab).

ATTES

" to be true{ Cop
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FATA SECRETARIAT

(COORDINATION & ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT)

WARSAK ROAD PESHAWAR

Establishment Section

"ORDER :-

The Services of the following Drivers who were appointed on
contract basis in the prescribed manner against the regular posts are brought on

regular footing from the date of their initial appointment indicated against each :- !

S.No | Name of official Date of initial Present place of posting -
appointment
1. | tnamullah 22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
2. | Hazrat Gul 22-11-2004 - | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
3. | Said Ayaz '22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
4. | Abdul Qadir 22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Sectetariat
5. | Akhtar Niaz . B 22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
6. |lIgbal Shah - [ 22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat|
. 7. | Muhammad Ali 22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretar|at
8. | Mastan Shah 22-11-2004 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
9. | AliMan Shah : 22-11-2004 | Law & Order Depariment FATA Secretariat
10. | Mubashir Alam 22-11-2004 | Law & Order Department FATA Secretariat
11. 1 Qismat Wali 22-11-2004 | Directorate of Minerals, Ind/Tech: EJU (FATA)
12. | Alam Zeb 22-11-2004 | Directorate of Minerals, Ind/Tech: Edu (FATAY
13. | Shafgatuliah ) 22-11-2004 | Directorate of Minerals, ind/Tech: Edu (FATA)
14, | Qismatuilah 22-11-2004 | Directorate of Minerals, Ind/Tech: Edu (FATA)
15. | Sharbat Khan 22-11-2004 | Irrigation & Hydel Power Divn Khyber Agericy
16. | Yousaf Hussain 22-11-2004 | Irrigation & Hydel Power Divn Kurram Agehcy
17. | Ihsanuliah 22-11-2004 | trrigation & Hydel Power Divn NW Agency
18. | Daud Shah 22-11-2004 | Irrigation & Hydel Power Divn Bajaur Agency
19. | Ajmal Khan 31-03-2007 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
20. | Ghulam Muhammad 31-03-2007 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
21. | Khan Muhammad 31-03-2007 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretanat
22. | Muhammad Adeel Lodhi 31-03-2007 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
‘_/“_23., Waheedullah Shah . 31-03-2007 | Admn & Coord Department FATA Secretariat
2- Consequent upon above, they will not be entitled to benefit of

pension and gratuity but only to the Contributory Provident Fund -in te ms of
Section-19 (2) of the NWFP Civil Servants Act 1973.

. CHIEF SECRETARY, NWFP
No.FS/E/100-18 (GS) Vol-2/ 82-3%~4/
Dated &7 /9/2009

Copy to:-

Secretary Establishment NWFP '
Secretary Finance Department FATA Secretariat '
Secretary Law & Order Department FATA Secretariat

Director Minerals, Industries/Technical Education (FATA)

Director Irrigation & Hydel Power (FATA)

Additional Accountant General (PR) Sub Office Peshawar

ook wh

Contd....Page-2

. ‘ATTESTED |
to be true Copy



10.
11.
-12.
13.
14.

- Section Officer (Audit) FATA Secretariat

) _2_ : . . I
Executive Engineers, Irr. & Hydel Power Divns Bajaur, Khyber, Kurram c&‘ym
NW Agencies : : 7
PSO to Chief Secretary NWFP o .

Section Officer (Budget & Accounts) Admn, FATA Secretanat T .
Section Officer (Budget & Accounts) FATA Secretariat ' -

P N . : . ‘ : ‘

Vs a
MY

LT

Estate Officer/DDO FATA Secretanat

Agency Accouns Officers Bajaur Khyber, Kurram & NW Agenmes

Bilt Clerk (Admn & Coord Department) FATA Secretanat X :

Officials concerned. : _
(WAQA SAIN)

Section-Officer (Estab)

.o ol - PrCEEEE Y
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NOLHACATION

No.

SOMO&MYIE&AD/3-18/2019:

FATA

Mith Khyber

ESTABLISHMENT & ADMN:

| <l
Dated Peshawar, the 25"

June, 20149

In pursuance ol integraffon and merger ol erstwhile

Yakhtunkhwa, the Competent Authority is pleased o declare the

tollowing 117 employees appointed by erstwhile FATA Scereturiat as “Surplus™ and place
themy m the Sarplus Pool of Fstablishment and Adminisiration Department for their-Turther
adjustment/placement wee . 01.07.2019:-

Stv.No,
.

H

i

|

1 )
ay

i

(9P}

6.
17,

8.
1o,
20,

‘.-):-]

peop

3.
24

3

t

FA B SN0
o D

i

Name of employee

Ashig Hussain

I wr Relman

& Shankat Kl

Ziuhid Khan

faatser Kbhan

1 Shahid Al Shah

ironq Khan

Tauseef lq!)-ai
Wiseem
Alal Hussain
Amir Ali

Rab Nawiz

| Kamran
lafiz Mubammad Amjad

Fazl-ur-Rehman

Rujub Al Khan
Bakhtiar Khan ..
lakeem- ud- Din )
Naseem Khan
fnamullah

Hazrat Gul .

Said /\yax o
Abdul Qadir
Sharbat Khdn
[¢hal &shd_h
Muhammad Al

Designation
CAssistant
Assistint

Assistant .

ASnistiml

Assistant

C‘nmplm.r Opermtor
Compmc; ()pmum

(ompulu ﬂpc: ator
{ Computer Operntor

. ('férﬁ'pn‘u‘:r ()pcrm:)r

Computer Opetator
('.‘m‘n pulﬁr (")pcrmor

Computer Opuriilm‘

Computer Qperator
Compuier Operatar

Feid l)m[hm.m

Sub I u;,mu.l

I)mﬂanmn

Slm'ck‘ccpcr
Driver
Driver
“Driver
Driver

' HI‘iVU!‘

Driver

Driver

BPS (Personal)
10
16

|6
i)
| fr

g
16
6

16
o 6
14

o

6

DEPARTMENT
(REGULATION WINCG)

RSV




R

21

e des s
[ I —

LS

43

«.
L wd s s
L

—.
o

Y

~1

(Y

o

LTI &)
N s

i L d
Ut LA
o =~y

oc

- Waheedullah Shah, o
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Mubashir Alum
Yausal Hussain
Ihsanullah
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Driver
Driver

[Driver

Irver

Driver

Daud Shah
Qismal Wali
Alam Zeh
H’h:ﬂ'qnluflwl1
l)l\l]ldltl” th
Wali Khan
Mubhammadd Zahir Shah
Niaz Akhtar |
S Mena Jan -

Driver

_ Driver
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Jhn Shah
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Brddpelt e

Lo l“""““f‘l as e oval person o properly maonitor the whole process of adjustment/
placement of the sueplus poal sialT

' Consequent upore ahove all the ahove surplus st along vwnh thehr onginal
recard ol servive e direeted 1o report to the Deputy Sceretary (Establishment) Establishment
Biepariment for further necessary netion,

CHIFF SECRETARY _
GOVT, OF KIVBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Lndst No, & Date ven
Copy fors
Lo Additional Chiel Seeretury, P&D Department,
2o Additiond Chiel Seerelary, Merged Arcas Seerctarial.

F.o Nenior Member Board of Revenue,
o Principal Seerctary 1o Governor, Khyber Pakhiunk hwa,
5. Principal Sceretary 1o Chiel Minister, Khyber Pakhiunkhwa,

6. AL Adminisieative Seeretaries, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
7. The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
SooSeeretary (AF&CY Merged Arcas Seeretariat, ‘
Vo Additional Seerctaey (A1&CY Merged Areas Seerctariat with the request 1o hand
over the relevant record ol the above stall o the Establishment Department for
lurther necessary action and taking up the case with the Finance Department with
regard W financial lmphcalmm of the stall'w.e.l, 01.07,2019.
L0 AL Divisional Commissioners i Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, -
FEOAN Deputy Commissioners in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
12, Director General Information, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
./l.‘x. PS o Chiel Seerctary, Khyber I’al\hlun!\h_wu.
L4 Deputy Sccrclary (Iistablishment), Pstablishment Department for NCECSKrY
action. A ‘
15. Section Officer (1:-1), Establishment Department.
6. Section Officer (l,-IH) Istablishment Departmeit for necessary action.:
17, Scetion Officer (E-1V) Establishment Deparlmicnt. x
I8, P5 to Sceretary stablishment Department.
19. S 1o Speeial Sccretary (Regulation), Establishmeént qurtmcnt
C20.PS o Spcclal Sceretary (Iistablishment), | istaBlishment ]Jcp iy
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

No. SO(G)/P&D/Posting-Transfer/2019
Dated Peshawar the 16-10—2019

Order:

' No. SO‘(G)P&.E/Posfing"l‘ransfer/QO19: In view of the No Objection conveyed

by Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat, vide their Letter No. 938/AG-Estab,
dated 31-07-2019, the competent authority is pleased to order the posting of
Mr. Waheed Ullah in P&D Department, Civil Secretariat, against the post of
Driver on deputation basis ini_tially for the period of 3 years on standing terms
and conditions extendable as per provision of deputation policy in the interest

of public services. . : |

Sec‘_:ticg;Officer (G)

Endst: No & date as above: |
Copy forwarded to the: - _ ' | - |

1. Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Mafwat, KP. ' : ’
2. PS to ACS, P&D Department. ‘
3. PS to Secretary, P&D Department. .
,4. PAto DS {Admn), P&D. Department.
S
b -
. F X ™ Lo

I// . | St étmn Officer- (G}~ .
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o | BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK. 2ESHAWAR @

| /ALYy
Service Appeal No. /2020

J\’! \lh("' } a lfh’?l,{hwa
DI Vi L l"lll’ll!l

o

T ——TT g ~ L PhowN,, D& €
T .;;;.vHoseeb Zeb S/o Aurangzeb, 4 ’/'@i?
Naib Qasid, . , Darey 4, 2
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Ombudsperson Secretariat, '

Room No.212, Benevolent Fund Building,

Peshawar Cantt......c.....iveeeeieeeoee oo Appellant
VERSUS

. © 1. The Govi of KPK
R R A ~ Through Chief Secretary,
. ~ Civil Secretarigt, Peshawar.

o 2.1 The Govt of KPK _

s k - Through Secretary Establishment.
5 ~ ~ Establishment & Administration Department, '
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.-

cy

3. The GovtofKPK
Through Secretary Finance, .
Finance Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

4., Govemment of KPK '
+ Through Additional Chief Secretary Merged Ares, .
. Office at Warsak Road, Peshawar............... Respondents’

A | ’
}xi!cd f’?-":”f‘ ¥ Service appeal u/s 4 of the Services Triburial Act,
Registi4r 1974 against  the  impugned Notification
4o \)f@, ")e')«e No.SO(O&M/E&AD/3-18/2019 dated 25.06.2019
. vide which the 117 employees including the
C appellant appointed by erstwhile FATA Sec;réioﬂai
- Os “Surplus” and placed them In the Surplus Pool
.- of Establishment & Administration Deporfm,"eni for
their  further adjustment/ placement ' w.ef.




01.07.2019, Office Order No.00209/EA dated
23.08.2019 and Office Order No.SOG{5WD)1-
80/5taff/2019/1946-55 dated 27.08.201% vide
. which the appellant has been adjusted in
Ombudsperson Secretariat from the Surplus Pool.

Prayer in Appeal:

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned Notification
dated 25.06‘.2019, office orders dated 23.08.2019 and
27.08.2019 ml:y please be set aside and consequently the
respondents be directed to adjust the appellant in Civil

Secretariat of Establishment & Administration Depariment or

Finance Department.

Re:sg'ectfunz Sheweth:

The appellant humbly submits as under:

That the appellant was the employee of erstwhile FATA
Secretariat and he was serving as Naib  Qasid  in

- Administration Department of erstwhile FATA Secretariat,

That  after merger of FATA into Province of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, the respondent No.l vide Notification
SO(O&M/ERAD/3-18/2019 dated 25.06:22019 declared 117
employees including appellant as “Surplus" and placed them
in the Surplus Pool of E&AD for their further adjustment/

placement w.ef. 01.07.2019. (Copy of Notification dated
25.06.2019 is Annexure “A"), |

That the respondent No.l vide Notification No.SO(E-
)/E&AD/9-126/2019 dated 24.01.2019 directed the Finance
Department Office working under the erstwhile FATA
Secretariat, henceforth report  to Secretary  Finance

Department KPK, (Copy of Notification dated 24.01.2019 is
Annexure “B").
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4. That the appeliant should have been acijusted in Finance
Department KPK but was adjusted in Ombudsperson
Secretariat from the Surplus Pool vide oifice order dated

g | 23.08.2019 and 27.08.2019. (Copies of office orders dated

g - 23.08.2019 and 27.08.2019 are Annexure “C" & “D"). - /

5. That it is pertinent to mention here that, the employees of
erstwhile FATA Secretoriat including appellant impugned the
nofification dated 25.06.2019 ibid through writ petition
N0.3704-P of.2019 in the Honourable Peshawar High Court,
Peshawar and the Hon'ble Court dismissed the said petition
vide order/ judgment dated 05.12.2019. (Copies of writ

petition and order/ judgment dated 05.12.2019 are Annexure
“E" & “F"). ' ' '

6. That thereafter, the emplbyees of erstwhile FATA Secretariat
including the appellant filed CPLA No.881/2020 in the august
Supreme Court. of Pakistan against the order/ judgment

; dated 05.12.2019 passed by the Honble Peshawar High

. ) " | Court, Peshawar and the Honourable Apex Court while

; deciding the CPLA vide order/ judgment dated 04.08.2020

held that the correct forum to adjudicate upon is the Service

Tribunal and the petitioner should have approach the

competent forum. (Copy of order/ ~judgment dated

04.08.2020 is Annexure “G"). r

7. That the appellant being aggrieved from the notifications
and orders, files the instant appeal, inter alia, on the
following amongst other grounds:

GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned Notification dated 25062019, office
orders dated 23.08.2019 and 27.08.2019. are illegal, against
facts and low on the subject as well as Surpius Policy.




That the impugned notifications and orders are the sheer

violation of law on the subject and ’the Constitution as well,

That the impugned notifications and orders’ are illegal,
unlawful, void and ineffective upon the rights of the
appellant.

That the impugned notifications and orders are against the
principles of natural justice and fundamental rights as

guaranteed 'under the Constitution of Iskamic Republic of

Pakistan, 197@.

That in fact, the appellant's case is not of abolition of posts,

or-service or setup to begin with and the concerned,
departments and attached department together with the
posts continue to exist and have not been abolished.

That neither conscious application of mind has been .
undertaken nor speaking nor reasoned order has been

passed and Surplus Pool Policy, 2001 has been senselessly
applied to the appellant. '

That the impugned notifications and orders have been
issued/ passed in flagrant violation of the law and the Surplus
Pool Policy itself and deserves to be set aside.

That the mechanism provided for adjustment drid fixation of
seniority of the surplus employees in the Surp!us Pool Policy,

2001 will deprive the appeliant of his seniority and other

benefits-will render him junior to those Who have been
appointed much later in time than the appellant,

That as there is no service structure and service rules and
promotion for the employees of Ombudsperson Secretariat
the adjustment of appeliant in the said Secrefariat will
damage the service career and rights of the appellant by




Date: M /69,2020

Notification

means of discrimination and misapplicatficn of Surplus Pool
Policy, 2001.

That blatant discrimination has been committed in the
adjustment of the appellant as compared to other similarly
placed employees of erstwhile FATA Secretariat have been

adjusted in different departments of KP'Civil Secretariat. |

That the appellant seeks leave to agitate more grounds at
the time of arguments in the instant appeal.

It s, therefore,' most  humbly prayed that on

| acceptance (J of the instant service appeal, the impugned

ated 25.06.2019, office orders dated 23.08.2019
and 27.08.2019 may please be set aside orid éonsequenﬂy
the reﬁpondents be directed to adjust the appellant in Civil’
Secretariat of Establishment & Administration Department or
Finance Department. |

Any other remédy, which deems fit by this- Honourable

Tribunal may also be granted in fayour of the appellant.
N . \_, . |

/

Syed Yahya Zahid Gilani
o

Ateeq-ur-Rehman -~ ]
I ‘/
Yl _

Syed MurtazorZahid Gilani
Advocates High Court




BEFORE TH S RVICES TRIBUNAL KPK, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No._-___ ‘ /2020
'Muhemmed Haseeb Zeb...... e teveeeeeeee e s Appeliant
veasus | |
Govtof KPK and others.......oooovivinii . s Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

l, Muhammad Haseeb Zeb $/0 Aurangzeb, Naib Qasid, Khyber

-quhtunkhwo Ombudsperson Secretariat, Room No.212, Benevolent

Fund Building, Peshawar Cantt, do hereby solemnly affirm and

declare on oath ’rh'rft the contents of the accompanying Service

" Appeal are true and'correct to the best of my knowledge and behef

ond nothmg hcs been concealed from this Hon' ble Tribunal.

e

&T’m&‘:ﬁfﬂy
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BEFORE TH EMSERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK, PE 'e;zf“
Service Appeal No.__. 12020
S TR HASEED 2D ....Applicant/ Appellant
VERSUS |
Govt of KPK and Others. ... Respondents

Application for suspension of the operation of
impugned Notification dated 25.06.2019, office
orders dated. 23.08.2019 and 27.08.2019, fill the final

decision of the instant service appeal.

Respectiully Sheweth: ‘
1. That the ﬁﬂe%d..serv.ice appeal is filed before this Hon'ble
Tribunal, in which no date of hearing has yet been fixed.

2 . That the applicant/ appeliant has got a good prima facie
‘ case in his favour, and is sanguine about its success. '

3, That the balance of convenience also lies in favour of the

applicant/ appeliant for the grant of interim relief.

4. That i Nofiication dafed 25062019, office orders dated
| 23082019 ond 27082019, are not suspended, - the
* applicant/ appellant would suffer trreporc:bie loss, |

|




AFFIDAVIT:

5. - That Theﬂfoc'rs and grounds of the occompcnymg service

: oppeol moy kindly be read as an integral part of this
application.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed thci on acceptance
of this application, the operation of Notification dated
25.06.2019, office orders dated 23.08.2019 and 27.08.2019,

may kindly be suspended, till the fm. I dec ionf of the instant
service appeal.

-

App com ,elion’r
Through “

Ateeq -ur- Rehman

Date: M /09/2020 Advocate High Court

It is stated on ?oth ’rho’f the contents of Apglication are true
and correct to ’rhe best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has
be;en conceoled from this Hon'ble Trsbuneifl\,?}




: Se"rvlcg‘Appeal No. '1227/2020
' Date of nstitution ... 21'.09.26.20'
' ; Déte of Decision .. 14.01.2022
“Hanif Ur Rehman As;lctant (BPS~16), Directorate o. Prot.s'cutson !"hybor
Dakhtunkhwa m}eitant}
| ' vERsus ,
. Government: of * Khvber -‘Pék.htuhkhwa 'throug.h 1ts thef Se*cr&.tarv at C.vsl
Secretatiat Peshawar arid others, " , :RespondentS)
1 : v JA ‘ ‘. . l
Syed Yahya Zahid Glllam, Taimur haiuer Khan L
‘Ali Gohar Ddrrani; : , S S
Advocates A ' .. . For Appeliants
Muhammad, Adeél But, -
Additional Advocate General For respondents
'AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN - .. . - CHAIRMAN | ,_i‘ E
TIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR w © MEMBER (ExhCU"WE) RE
- \\‘ \/ L . R . . . i N H
, Ja’\\ . JUDGMEN'I - - L . BB
TIQ UR-EEHMAN WAZIB ME‘V!B"B (g) This slngle Judgment§~ -
shalt dnspose of the mstant service appnat as weil as the fcllow'nq connerted

seyvice appea‘s as common questlon of law, and facts are m\ oived !haresn - ]

1. 122802020 titied Zibair Shah N P
2'1229/2020 tit’EdFarooq Kh.an ."':&'T: ‘

'3, 1230/2020 titied Muhammad Amjid Ayaz'

4. 1231/2020 titled Qaiser Khan

5. 1232/2020 titled Ashlq Hussain -

6. 1233/2020 titled Shoukat Khan -

7. 1244)2020 tided Haseeb Zeb

e treseTini o e sl
teagtissee




-

\\\\" hrtnce the Hrgh Court vrde Judgment dated 05 12-2019 deciared rhe petrdcn 3s ].'

8 1245/ 2020 trtied Muhammad Zahrr Shah
9, 11125/2070 tzt1ed Zah!d Khan Lo .. o : -

10. 11-126/2020 trded Tpuseerrlqbal .'

0. Brlef fects of the Case are Lhat the appeilant was initiaily a.:pomte:i as

' Ass:stant (BPS-ll) on contract basrs in rx-FATA Secretarrat vade orcler dated 01- -,

- 12- "004 His sewlres were regu!ar zed by the order of Peshawar Hrgh Court vide

Jucgment dated 07~11-2013 w1th effect from 01-07-2008 'in comp.rance with | -

' cabinet-diecision‘ dated 29-08-2008. Regularization of the dppeliant was delayed

S by the respondent’s for quite'1onger and In the meanwhile, in:-thé"'iivake of m merger |
of Ex-‘FATA w:th the Province," the appeliant aldngwrth others were dedared“ -

surpids vide order dated 25-06 2010 tFeel:nq aggrle./ed the appenant alangwith | .

o*ners ﬂled wrrt petxtrdn No 3704 -P/2019 in Peshawar High Court uut in the
// .
mr:auwhﬂe the appelianr alongwuth others were adgu*sted in various dne ctorates

mfructuous, which was chaﬂenged by the appellanrs in the supreme court of|- -

| Paklstan and: the supreme court remanded, thetr case to this’ mbunal vrde order.' )

1}

unpugned order dated ZS 06-2019 rnay be set aslde and the appellant' may be

retamed/ad;usted agarnst the secretanat cadre porne ']t the strength of

istablnhment & Adrnmrstratron Departnent “of rhn .,ecrétanat Cnmalarsy

ﬁemonry/prornotron may also be gr\mn to the appeliants StﬂCE'the mreptlon of

— therr emp!oyment in the government department wrth batk branent:. as per

1udgment trtled Tikka Khan & others V: Syed Muzafar thsam Shah & others

r (7018 SCMR 332)as-well as in rhe light of ]udgment of 1arger bencn of hrgh -or_rt :

in WnL Petrtron No. 696/2010 dated 07-11- 2013

03.. ' Learned counsel for the appellants las comended Lhat the' apprllants has

not been treated m accordance with 1aw, hence their rights secured under tha v

AFTESTED
ﬂnkld wkzhivv

ATIESTER | ‘LiEm,

Constrtutron nagq badly been vtotated that the impugned order has not betn
TVAOINER
bé true Copy eI

;dated 04-08~2020 in CP No 881/20’)0 Prayerf of the appehant.. are that the,, . '




passed in accordance wath law, therefore Is not tenable and llable to be set aslde, |

that the appellants were appolnted in Ex- FATA Secretariat on contract b35l° vide

order dated 01- 12 +2004 and' in cornpllance with Federal Government decision

‘ dated 29- 08 -2008 and in pursuance of ]Udngﬂt of Peshawar ngh Court dated

- 07-11-2013, thelr servlces were regularized with effect from Q1- 07~2008 and the

appellants were placed at the strength of Admlnlstratlon Department of Ex-FATA |

Se--retarrat that the appellants were dlscnmmated to the erfect that they were

placed ln surplus pool vide order d

) placedl cmployees of all the departments were transferreu to thelr respectrve

ated 25- 06 2019 whereas servlces of similarly

_departments in Provlnclal Government that placlng the appallants ln surplus pocll

wias not only.lllegal but contrary to the surplus pool poll’v as rhe appellants ,

- never oplﬁtorbe placed in surplu; pool as per section-§ (a3 of the Su plus POC)I ,' .

. Pc)evof 2001 as amended ln 2006 as well as the unwrllmgness of the appellants

|s also clear from the respondents letter dated 22-03-2019; that by~dolng S0, the
. mature service of almost ﬁfteen years may’ spoll and go in waste, that the rllegal
and unLoward act of the. respondens is also, e\ndent from \.h? notlﬁcatlon dated
0B- 01 2019, where the erstwhile FATA Secretanat departments and cllrectorates
have been shlfted and. placed under the admlnlstrjtlve control of l\hyber
F akhtunxhwa Governrnent Departments, whercas the appellants were declared
.nurplus that hiltion of rupees have been, granl:ed by the Federal Gover nrnent far
| merged/erstwhlle FATA- Secretanat departmen\t bUL unfortunately rleeprte having
| same cadre of posts at civil secretariat the respondents have c.lrrled out the
unlustlhable ll'egal ‘and unlawful m’rpugned order dated 25 Do 2019 whlch l not.
o Jnly the vrolatlon of the Apex Court judgment but the same wrll also wolatc the
. ,. fundamental rlghts of the appellants being enshnned in- the Cmstltutlon of -
Paklstan, wil serlously affect the promotron/senlorlty of the appellants that
dlscrrmlnatory approach of the respondenls is evident frorn the notlﬁcatlon oafed
22-03-2019, whereby other employees of Ex- FATA were not paaced in surplus

‘ pool but Ex-FATA Plannlng ell 'of P&D was placed and merged lnto Provlncral

"Awresre17

to be true C@py ) U

e o et e s o b v ey s
e e




P&D Departrnent' that declanng the appellants surplu= and subsequentlv thelr
ad]ustment In vanous departments/dlrectorates are 1liegal, whlch however were .

requnred to "he placed at the - strength of Establlshment & Admlnlstratlon

L department that as per Judgment of the ngh Court senlorlnf/prornotsons of the

NA

appeliantsl are requlred to be dealt wlth in accordance wlth the judgrnent titled
Tikka ‘Khan Vs Syed Muzafar (2018 SCMR 3?2), but the respondents deliberately
an-:l wrth malafide declared thern SUl‘pan, whlch is. detrlrnental to the interests of
- the appellants m terms of monltory loss as well as senlorlty/promotlon, hence

mterference of thl., tnbunal would be warranted in case of th(-. appellants

04. Learned Addltlonal Advocate uencral for the |e5ponr‘ents has contended .

that the appellants has bean treated at par wrth the |aw n vogue 1.8, under

qectl/on-,lwl A) of the Crvil Servant Act 1973 and the surplna pbol porlcy of the | -

\erovmclal governrnent framed thereunder, that provlso under Para~6 of tne
-! N3 |..‘ »:l'

, surplus pool pollcy states that in case the ofl‘ccr/ofnc-ais decllnes to be"

achusted/absorbed in the above manner in accordance with the pnonty fixed as"
per his senlorlty in the mtegrated list, he shall lo?se the rac;u“y/nght of |
a -'l}ustment/absorptlon and- would be required to opt for pre» dture retirement-
from governrnent SENICE prowded that if he does not lulf’ ll the reqursute

l

cuallfyrng service for pre»mature retlrernent he’ ‘may be compulson/ retued from

service by the competent authonty, however in the lnstant cas:, 1o afﬁdavlt 5

louthcomlng to the effect that the appellant refused o be ahsmped/adjusted
_under the surplus pool poltcy of the government that the appellants werg
ministerial staff‘of ex-FA‘l‘A Secretanat then_rore they were oeatcd under
sectron 11(a) of the Civit Servant Act 1973 that 50 far as the lssue of inclusion of
posts in BPS 17 and above of erstwhlle agenw planmng rells, P&D Departrnenl'

' merged areas secretarlat is concerned, they were plannng Cadre employees,

hence they were adjusted in. the relevant cadre of the provuncsal government that

-~ after merger of. erstwhile,FATA:\ h the Provmce, the Fmance Departmenf‘ vldc

v.. \ AR R i

1

. .
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departments. In purs:uance of request of establishment departmc.nr wh!ch were

not meant for blue eyed persons asls aHegecl In the appeal thdt Lhe appc!iants

has been treated m accordance with- law,

‘merit | may be drsmlssed

- 05, we nave heard learned counsel ror the pames and have oerused the

. re-_ord

L
‘1

Before embarklng upon the issue In hand It would be appropnate u]:
e plam the background of the case Record reVea!s that in 2003, the federal
crovernment Created 157 regular posts for the erstwhile FATA ::ecrecanal, agamqt

‘whrch 117 ernpro\ ges mcludrng the appellants were aapornted o contr act basis in,

2008. In the. meanwhrle the rederal govemment decrded andnssued mst.uctlons

ko contract empioyees worklngwn ex—EATA Sec_retanat throu__gh -SAFRQN Division

for 'reguia'rization.of co.ntract appointments ‘m respiect'bf chntracﬁ _employees

8 such employeea were not reguldn,.ed under the pleas that vnde norrﬂcauon uatea

IRl

' government on deputatton to the- Federal Governmenl wrthqut deputatron

allowance, hence they are n

dated 29108-2008.

ENAN
1\’1\21!.! 1M
b\| Vi et l"!ili \,
' » A\hh aavate

to bet“ e COpy

.l ' . . R . . . . N ’

0&.

. orter clated 21- 11 2019 and ll 0c~2020 created posts in the admlnistratrve

hcnce t_hesr appea!s '1?‘3",‘9 ‘devold of |

\ 200,/after fut"tling all the codal formahhcs Contrac; of cm.h emptoyeec was

/‘r \4\“ u=newed from tume to time by iesumg office. orders and to. thls erfec:t the final

extensron was e«ccorded for a Furtner perlod of one year! w:th effec“t F‘ror’n 03»12-'

. dated: 29 08—2008 that a!i those employees workrng on contr;:ct agalnst the posts .
From BPS-1. to 15 shail be regu!aruzed and decrs]on of cabtnet would be appll cable -
'Norking. tn FATA In pursuance of rhe dsrectrves the. appnllanta submrtted )
apphcatlons -“r reguiarlzatlon of theh' dppointments as per cabmer decision,- bu” '
21-10- 2008 and in terms of the :.entral!y admlnlstered erbat areas (employeas ‘

status order 1972 Presldent Oder No 13 of 1972), the c.mplc:yee., workrng in

'FATA shall from the appolnted day be the emp!oyecs cf Lhe provrncrall.

entitled to be regu!arlzed under the pollcy decision L




. |
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Act, 2009 and in pursuance ‘the appellants approached the. acldltlonal chief

was taken on their requests hence the appellants filed writ petltlon No 969/2010
for regularlzatlon of their serwces, whrch was allowed vide Judgmenl: dated 30-11-
2011 and servires of the. appellants wera regularlzed under tl"e regularlzatlon Actl

: 2009 agalnst \\.hlch the respondents fi led ¢ivil appeal Nf‘ 29-P/2013 and the,
Supreme Court remanded the case to the ngh Court Peshawar wlth dlrectlon o
re—examme the case and the Writ Petlt on No 969/2010 shall be deemed to be

pendlng A three member bench of the Peshawar ngh Court declded the !ssue

\

. \\/J lwepare serwce structure SO .as to rngulate thelr permanent ernployment 1n ax-
: " FATA Secretanat vis-8-vis thelr ernolurnents promotlons, retlremel it benefits and

mter se senlor-h/ wrth further dnrectlons to create 3 task force to aclveve the

objectivés hghllghted above “The respondents howeVEr,

delayed their

regulanzatlor hence they ﬁled COL. No. 178~P/2014 and ll'l ccmphancc, the
respondents cubrnlttecl order dated 13 06-2014 wher"by sewrces of the
appellants were regulanzed vide order dated 13-06- 2014 wllh effect from 0 07-
such employees and sought tlrne far preparatson of service rulee The appellants
. %9/2010 wheré the learned Addrtlonal Advocate General alongwat]x depastmental

secretariat cadre employees of Ex-FATA Secretanat had been shown to ‘be

Lo Judoment dated’. 08-09- 2016 Secreta

matter wrthln one month but the-

I '2009, the provmcnal government promulgated :egularizauon of ser\nce ;

. secretary ex-FATA’ for regularrzatson of thelr servlces accon.mgly, but no actlon '

vide® Judgment dated 07-11-2013 in WP No 969/2010" and servrces of the'

appellants@ regularlzed and the respondents were gllen three rnonths time to. © . "

"7008 as well as @ task force cornrnl‘ctee had been conrtltuted by EX-FATA.

:ecretanat vnde order dated 14—10 2014 for. preparabon of serwc_e b’tlUCl‘.Ul’E of -
again flled CM No. 182- P/2016 ‘with IR in COC No 178 P/ZOH in WP NO
representatwe produced letter dated 28 10 2016 whereby servrce 1ule° fos the' "~

formulated and "had been sent to secretary SAFRAN for approval hence v:de
SAFRAN was dlr..c’ced to fmallze l.he:",:

ondenrs lnstead 0‘ dorng the needtul
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dated 25~ 06 2019 agalnst ‘which the appellants filed” Writ Petlt:on No.- 3704- .
.P/2019 for declaring thve. impugned order as :et asrde and retalning the appelfants

- n the Civil Secretariat of establnshment and admmnstratton department havmg the

_ simllar cadre of post of the rest of the cM] secretarlat employees

X
f
1

= * “c . . F - . N
“: N ) . u ‘
* 08 .

adlusted/ab orbed in varlous departrnents The High Court wde judgment dated

/
\/ N\—eth%'etentlon In clvn secretanat is concerned being ciwl servants it would”

“invalve deeper appreciatton “of the vires of the polrcy, whlch have not ‘been”

Impugned in . the Wt’lt ‘petition and in" case the appel!ants sts!l feei aggneved

regarding - any ratter that could not be 1egally w:thin tha framewodf of the sald

view of bar contalned in Artlcie 212 of the Constltution thns court could nnt

-='nbark upon to entertaln the same Needless to menuon and we expect that

filed CPLA No § 81/2020 in the Supreme Court of Pakistan whlch was disposed of

filed tlhe instant service appeal. .

R .

of the provmcsal government and would be treated- as Lun sh for all mtent and -

policy, they wouId be lega!ly bound by the terms and conditions or servsce and-in

mxeepmg in vtew the ratio as contamed m the 3udgrnent uded Tl(ke Khan and

declared all the 117 ernp!oyees lnt:!uding the appellants as surplus vide order I

i

Durmg the course of hearlng, the’ respondents produced coples of -

notur“ catuons dated 19- 07-2019 and 22- 07-2019 that such employees had been 4
05-12- 2019 observed that after therr absorptson now they are- regutar employees .

puspose Aficluding thelr semor:ty and so far as their other gnevance regarding a

others Vs Syed Muzafar Hussaln Shah and others (2018 SCMR 332), the seniority
‘wouid be determlned accordmg!y, hence the petntlon was daf'tared as mrructaous S

' and was dlsmlssed as such Agamst the judgment of ngh (: ourt the appellant:. _

vide Judgment dated 04-08 2020 on the terms that. the petmoners should' '
approach thr= servlce tribunal, ‘as the nssue being terms and condrt!on of thear' '

servrce, does- fatl within the jurlsductton of service trlbunal hence the appetlapt a

AT EPRC IR R N A ST S .
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09. Maln concem of the appellants In. the lnstant servlce appeal Is that In the

rst place declarlng them. surplus Is Illegai as they were servrng against regullur

posts in adrnlnlstratron departrnent i FATA hence thelr servlces were requlred

1,

to be transferred to Establrshment & Admlnlstratron Depar‘ment of thc pro\/mclal

government llke other departrnents of Ex-FATA were merged in thelr respect:ve

department Thelr second stance ls that b,r declarrng them surplus and thelr

subsequent adgustment in drrectorates arfected them ln monltor; terms as well as

t‘rerr semonty/promotron also affected bemg placed at thL th’tDm or rhe senronty

line.

appropﬁte/t’ count the drscrlmrnatory behavrors of the respondents wrth the:

J \I‘P apﬁellants, due to whlch the appellants spent almost twelvz years In protracted
\J

' lrtrgatlon nght frorn 2008 il date The appellants were apporntcd on r.ontract

basis atter rulF ling all-the codal Formalrtles by FATA Secretarlat admlnlstratron o

“wing but thear o) rvlces were not regularrzed whereas srmrlarly appornted persons
by the same ofﬂce wrth the same terms and condrtrons vrde appomlments orders

jated Q8- 10 /,004 were regulanzed vide order dated 04 04 ”009 Srmllarly )

, batch of anather 23 persons appomted on contrac. were regulanved vide order '

oated 04- 09 2009 and stifl @' batch of another 28 persons were rcgulanced vide

order dated 17 03-2009; hence the appellants wcre dISCI‘lmll’!atEd ‘in regularization
B PR S

. of their servlces without any valld reason. In order to- regulerwe thél servl-.es, the

. appellants rcpeatedly requested the respondent.s to L.OﬂSld“I‘ them at’ par with
those, who were regulan,.ed and ﬁnally they submltted aopllcatrons ror,

rmplementahon of the decision dated 29 08-2008 of the rederai government‘

where by all those employees worklng in FATA on con*‘racl: were ordered to loe

regularized but thelr requests were decllned under the ;_Iea that by v:rtue of

presldentlal order as drscussed above they “are: employees “of provrncal

governmen* and only on depy;

In view of the foregorng explanatron, in the fi rst place, it would he _

y




3

. were repeatedly refused reoulanzatlon, .vhsch however was not warranted In the

N were again refused -egularlzatlon but wrth no plausrblr. reason,. hence they were

Court, whlch Was allowed vrde Judgment datcd 30 11 2011 wlthout an,f debate,

'lnstead or their reo'ularl'vadon; ﬂled. CPLA in the Suprerne: Court of Pakistan
/

\_/\) }V‘-’where the respondents had taken a ples ,that the ngh Lourt‘ had allowod

ragularization under the regularlzatlon Prt 2009 but drd not discuss l:herr

'A three’ member bench of ngh Court heard .the arguments, where the-

|
and to draw servrce structure for the e and other cmployees to regulatra thetr

permanent employment The three member bench of the l-ltgh C ourt hcd tal\en'a
|

1

_herv:e they cannot be regulanzed the fact however remaln:. mat they | were not
EWDIOYEE of " provincial government and were appolnted by admlnlstratlon-”'::"

deoartment of Ex- FATA Secretarlat but due to rnalaﬂde of the reSpondents they

_meanwhlle the pr ovlncral government promulgated Regul#rl‘.atlon Act 2009 by -

virtue of whzch all the contract employees WEre regulanZed but the appellant '
again dlfcnmlnated and compellmg-l'hem o file Wnt Petitlon v.ln Peshawar' High .

_as the resporrdents had already declared them as provinclal ramployees and there »

was_no;reason whatsoever to refuse such regularlzatlon, but .the rcSpondent ,'

\ , against ,such’dEdQOm which’ agoln Wwas. an act of dlscnrnmahm and mala :de, _

regulanzatron under l;he pohcy of Federal, Government lald down m the ofﬁce '
rnernorandum issued by ‘the cabinet secretary on 29 08 008 drrectlng the - .
|r=gulanzatlon of .lervlces of contractual employees workmg in FAl‘A hence the ’

t.upreme Court rernandecl l:helr case: to High Court to exarnlhe thrs asor_ct as well, -

' respondents took au turn and agreed to the potnt that’ the a,.pellants had been .

' dlSCl‘ll‘T\maLed and they wﬁl be regulanzed but, sought trme for creai ibn of posts ‘

serious view of the unessentxal technrcalltles to block the way of the appellants '_ i |

' - who 00 ar‘a entstled to the same rel:ef and advised the respondents that t!'le o N
T

petutloners are suffenng and are- in trouble besldes menral agony, hence ,suchv

regularlzatron was allowed on.the basr:. of Fedaral Government dECISlOﬂ dated 29~- .
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5ecretanat and not of the prov!ncial governrnent In 3 manner‘ ‘the appeliants
_werg wrengly refused thelr nght of

) Pclrcy, Whlch was conceded by the respondents before L

but the appe!!

- ' respondents, wha' put the matter on thé back burner and on the ground of sheer.

‘technicalitres tlﬂwarted the process dcsplte the repeated dlrectron of Lhe federal

gdvernment as well as of the Judament of the courts. '“mally, Sr_rvlces of the

anpellanl_s were very unwmmg!y reguldril.ed In 2014 wlth effect from 200 and

o requlred o regu!arize them in the F st place and to, owri them as thelr own

r.nployee': bOF}OH- the strength of establehrnent and admmlvtratron department

\ wﬁ%ecreranat but step rnotherly behavior of the re=pondenb continued’
\./J \‘l\"
commltments aré part of the }Udgment dated 07- 11 20 of Pashawar. Hrgh
.recretanat into Provincial Secretartat, aii the departrnents‘ alongwrth etaff were
.mergeci into provlncrai departments Placed on record IS notlﬂcatron dated 06 01-
3 .-4.019 where P&D Department of FATA Secretariat was handed over to provmcial
wde notiﬁcation dated 16—01 2019; F"nance department merged !nto provmcial

merals Road & Infrastructure, Agricu!ture, Forests Irrlgatrnn, Spmts, FDMA and

by
others were merged mto respective. Provint.Iai Depertments but the appellanlts

Rt e A RIS AT
Vaeiigegaaat,

regu!anzation under the_ Federai Government

hr ee member’s bench |

ants suffered for years for a smgle wrrmg refusa[ of the -

‘that tog after 'ontempt of court proceedmgs Judgment of the lhrce member |

bench.. lS very clear and by vlrtue of ‘sch Judgment the respondents were. '

unabated as neither posts were creatcd for. them nor SEI'VIC\. rule were framed = .

for them as ware comm%tted by the re.,pcndents before the ngh Court and =uch |

Court, In the wake af 2Sth Constltuttonal amendments and upon merger of FATA .

_ P&D Departrnent and law & ordel department merged into Home Depertment L

Findnce department vrde notrﬂcatlon dated 24- 04-2019 educatnen department
VICle order dated 24-01 2019 and :;lmi!ar!y all. other departrnentirke ‘.aI\at & Usl‘r.r .

Department Populatron \Nelfare Department, Industrres rt.chnrcal Educatlon, _

‘ berng emp!ovees of the. admlnistratlon department pf ex-FATA were not merged. -

mto Provrncral Establishment & Adrnlmstretlon Department rather they were

i

i
|
;
'!
i
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no reason for declanng ‘the appellants as surplus as totul strength of FATA‘

Secr etariat from BPS 1tg 21 were. 56983 of the crvrl admtnlstratlc)n agalnst whlch :

S

employees of provlnclal government defunct FATA DC, employees appointed by
FATA Secretanat llne dlrectorates and autonomous bodles etr vvere mcluded
amongst which the number of 117 employees Including -he appellants were‘
grunted amount of Rs. 25505.00 mlllron for- smooth translt.on of the employees
as well as depari"'nents td provrncral departments and 0 thrs effect @ summery
Was submrtted hv the provrncral government to the Federal Government ~which ;
was accepted and vide notrﬂcatron dated 09 04-2019 provrnclal government Wwas .
asked to ensu.e payment of salanes and other obllgatory expenses, including.

terrnrnal benents as well of the employees agalnst the regular sanctroned 56983.

/‘
posts O /the"édmlnrstratrve departments/attached drrectoral.es/ﬂeld fol lTlcrLlOl’lS of
-

tJ\Nv.ar stwhile FP‘FA whlch shows that the appellants were al5u wurklng against

sanctioned posts and they were requrred to be smooth‘v merged with the
establishment and admlmstratlon department of provmcral government but to
their utter drsmay, they were declared as surplus lnsprte df the fact that they '
were posted agalnst sanctloned posts and declanng them surplus, was no more
than malaf dz of the respondents Another drscnmlnatu"y behavror of -the

": respondents can be seen, when a total of 235 posts were createJ vlde order-

dated 11 06~2020 in admrnrstratrve departments le. Flnance, home, l.ocal

G ovemrnent ' Health, Envrronment mformatlon, Agrlculture, Irrlgatlon, Mrneral

A
I

| "
and Educatron Departments for adjustment of the staff of the respectlve
departrnents of’ ex-FATA but here agarn the appellants were drscrrmmated al-rd no L
post was r_reated for thern in Establrshment & Admmlstratlon Department End -

~ they were dectared surplus and later on, were adjusted rn varlous drrectorat...., '

I3

whlch was’ 'detrrmenl:al to thelr rlghts in terms of mone“ary beneﬁts, as, thel

{

‘ allowances adrnrssrble to ‘them in their new places of adjustmerlt ivere less than o

l:he one adrnlssrble in_civil secretanat Moreover, therr senic: ity was also affected‘i R

‘ ' A,‘.qﬁg'IE

declared'surplus which was discriminatory and l)ased on Jnalallde, as there was ', o

o s b e 1 D

[P,
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as they were placed at the bottom of semonty and thelr promottons as the

i ,
.facto: S, whrch cahnn* be ignored and whrch shows that inJUSthE has been done to
.the appellants Needtess to mention that the respondents falled to apprectate that - )
the Surplus Paol Do!acy~2001 did not appiy to the appeliants smc:e the sa‘ma was .
specrﬁcaily made and meant for deallng with. the transttion or dlstrlct system and. -
resultanit re-structunng of governmentai ofﬂces under the devolutxon of powers .
from provincia! to 1oca| governments as such the apoellanls Ser\/!ce in erstwhne }
FATA Secretariat (n ( now merged area secretanat) had no nex us whatsoeve- wrth -
‘the same, ‘as nelther any department was abolished ‘nor any post hence the
pohcy apphed on them was totally lllegal Moreover the concerned |

surplus p

\/j\\\_/iea'rned counsei for the appeﬂant; had added to therr mlsenes by contesttng their

3
. and the, service Trlounal shali Justty and sympathetncauy c0nsrder the qoestron of ['

detay in accordance wrth law To thrc effect we feel that the delay orcurred dueto|

wastage of time before Wrong forums out the appel\ants contanuous\y contested

their case w:thout any break for gettmg 3ust1ce. e feel” Lhat therr case was

- already sporled by the respondents due to sheer technrcailt:es and wlthcut‘

that cases should be consrdered on

' mstant case, the. appetlants has a strong case on merlt, hence we. are mci!ne t
. . |
condone the delay otcurred due o the reason rnent\oned above r

An accordance wlth law,, as they were employees of a!ﬂmlntstratron department of

the ex FATA and such stance was ac epted by the respondents ln Lhe:r comn.ent

T
Beervive T gy
bl 3y 7 e

tobe true Copy

: appeilant appointed as Assistarit Is: still worklng as Asslstant in 7072 are the

cases in wrong forums and to thrs effect the supreme court of Pakistan in. their
case in cwn pehtron No 881/202{) had also noticed that the petrtloners being. .

1
i
ursumg thelr remedy before the wrong “forum, had wasted rnuch of therr time | .

touchlng merit of the case, The apex court ls very clear on me po\nt of limitati ort. -

merlt and mere technlca!lties 1nclud1ng .

hrnltat:on shan not debar- the appeilants from the rights accrued tcs them. in th~

} ' ' | R
to1L . We are of the consldered oplnlon that the appeilants has not been treated ‘




der

. they were declared

’re :spective depertment ie, Establrshment & Admmrstratrve Department and to

12, We naize' 'observed' thai grave injustice ha.s been meted out to tr're’

. alreadv-been-"wasted%. : o

13
srr'ornitted to the Hrgh Court and the Hrgh Court vlde judgment dated 07 -11- 2013
FATA Secretariat and regularized thelr servlces agamst sanctroned posts desprte
-surplus, They were drscnmrnated by not tran.-.fe'rlng their

servrces to the establrshment and administratbon department of provrncral

govemment on the anaiogy of other ernp!oyees transferred to therr respectlve

deoartments in provrncral government and in. case of non-avarlab:!rty of post‘

'Fmance department was requlred to create posts in’ Estabrlshment &

‘Admlmstratron Department on the ana!ogy of . creatron of posts in other -

Aommlstratrve Departments as the Federal Government had, granted amount of“

1? for a totai strength-of 56983 posts includlng the posts of the

, appetlants and’ declarrng them surplus was un!awful and based on malaﬁde and

on thts score atone the rmpogned order is’ habie to be set asrde The r;orrect

course would have been to create the same number of varancles An their
. r

post them rn Lh&lf own department and issues of Lherr senrorrtv/prornotron was

raqurred to be sett!ed in accordance wrth the prevallrng Iaw and rule. . i'
N : . |

| .
‘ appeilants in Lhe sense that after’ contesting for longer for therr regularrzatlon andr

f‘naily aﬁ:er gettrng regularlzed they- were strl! deprived of the servr}ce“
structure/ruies and creation of posts desplte the’ repeated dlrectlons of the three'

:'nember benc‘h of Peshawar ngh Court in rts Judgment dated 0"-11 2013 passed' -I
in ert Petrdon No. 969/2010 The same ‘directions has still raot bee.n 1mplemented -
and the matter was made worse when :mpugned order of placlng them in surplua}e‘
pool was pa"sed WhICh directly - af‘ected therr seniorrty ano the future career of

. the appellants after puttmg‘rn ‘18 ry.ears of servrce an([i half Of therr service has :

ST
tho“:er eCop' /’

llhuu i
«»h "

jared, them ci se"’a“ts and emmoyees of admlnlstration department oFex U

¢ .




-Butt Addltlonal Advocate General for respondents present _ ]
- “_heard and record perused | L
R \/nde -our detal!ed ]udgment of today, passed In service appeal'
i 'bearmg No. 1227/2020 titled Hanlf-Ur-Rehman Versus Government of'l

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through its Chlef Secretary at. Ctv:! Secretc

Peshawar and others" "the lnstant semce appeal 15 accepted Fl'he
|
|

mpugned order _dated 25-06-2019 is' set aside with dlrection fo the . = .

' 'respondents to adjust the appeltant tn h:s respectlve depa:tmeLt e

Estabhshment & Adm:nlstratlon Department Khyber Pakh'.unkhwa agagmst S

" ~ his respectuve posts and in case of non-avaliabriity of posts the same ba
‘createci tor the appellant on the same manner as were -created for. olther'
Administrative Departments vrde Finance Department nctlﬁcatson dated
11 06- 2020 Upon. hns adJustment in hlS r‘espectlve department the -
. appellant is held entltted to all consequentlal benef ts. ’The issue of his T
| semortty/promotion sha!l be dealt with in accordance ‘with the provisnons |
contamed in Clwl Servant Act 1973 and Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government . |
Servants (Appomtment Promotion & Transrer) Rules, 198q particulatly ﬂﬂ
Sectlon*17(3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants-(Appoiﬁtment1

, Promotson & Transfer) Rules, 1989. Neeriless to mention and is expected .
that mI view of the ratlo as. contalned in the Judgment tltied Tikka Khan |

' anid others Vs Syed Muzafar Hussaln Shah and others \7018 SCMR 337),

the sentoruty wouid be deterrnlned accordlngly Partles are left to bear"

thejr w Flle be consigned to. record room.

©WOWe Copy o
.? b N ./h\;___—fe*
(AYMAD SULTAN TAREENy#isabf ) £ (AT‘IQ UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN - o |

- \MEMBER (E)
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In v:ew' df the foregoung drscussle
L connected servlce appea‘ a"' accepted The lmpu

set aside w

respectwe department re Estabhshment & Admln!strat:on Department Khyber .

Pakhtunkhwa against thefr respectrve poss and in case of non avallablllty of

, created “for

: 'notrfcatron dated 11- 06 2020 Upon thelr adjustrnent I~ thenr

respectave
department

' aemonty/promotron shall be dealt wrth in- accordance ‘with Lhe prov:sions

contamed in Crvul Servant Act 1973 and Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
‘ : I

aervants (Appoantment Premotlon & Transfer) Rules,
17(3)

19&.5, particuiariy Sectlen~
of Khy ber Pakhtunkhwa Govemment Servants (Appolnfment Prornntlon

k
_ratio. as’ contamed ln the judgment trtled Tikka: Khan and other=
Hussain Shah and others (2018 SCMR 332),

af‘cordrngly Partres are 1eﬁ: to bear the:r own Costs,

room . ' : '.4 ’ . . .:-- l .’ ) -. . ’ .

, ANNOUNCED
];4.'01.202%.

n the Instant: appeai elongwlth
| | gned order dated 75 06 2019 rsp..:'

rth d .ectlon to the reSpdndents to adjust the appellants In the!r- R

the same shall be created forthe appe!lants on the same’ manner as Were ;

other Admrmstrat!ve Departments vlde Flnance Department

r.hey are heid entltled to: aii consequential beneﬁus The lssue of t‘aeir

LN
- Transfer) Rules,: 1989 Neediess to ment:on and 1s. expected that rn vrew of the

Vs Syed Mu‘afar

the senlority wouid be determined '

File be consngned to remrd e
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To,
. The Chief Secretary, . TeD / 8 // )2
Government of Khybér Pakhtunkhwa ¢ .
Peshawar. 07/ - 72eg 2(7
T e

T T e
Subject: 'APPEAL FOR ADJUSTMENT IN CIVIL SECRETARIAT AS PER

... SERVICE TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT.DATED 14.01.2022

Respected Sir,

It is stated with great reverence that in pursuance of mtegratron and
merger of erstwhile FATA with Provmce of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa I, the undersigned,
besides others, was declared as “Surplus” by the Establishment and Administration
Department(Regulation Wing), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide  Notification
No.SO(O&M)/E&AD/3-18/2019 dated 25.06.2019. Later on, I was adjusted in the
Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. | |
2- Some of the officials filed case in the Court and the Hon'ble Service
Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa passed a Judgment dated 14.01.2022 and set asrde the
above Surplus Notification. Operative part of the Judgment is reproduced as under
(Page-14 of the judgment); ’ .
“In view of the feregoing discussion, the instant appeal alongwith connected
service appeals are accepted. The impugned order dated 25.06.2019 is set
aside with direction to the respondents to adjust the appella'nts in their
respective department i.e Establishment & Administration . Department
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa against their respective posts and in case of non-
availability of posts, the same shall be created for the appellants on the same
manner, as were created for other Administrative Deparl:ments vide Finance
Department Notification dated 11.06.2020....."
3-. - In pursuance of the above judgment, I am also entitled to be adJusted in
Civil Secretanat Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

4- Above in view, it is humbly requested to kindly issue my adjustment order
in Civil Secretanat Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as per judgment of the Service Tribunal dated

14.01.2022, please : .
/|J A
i (fr@
Faithfully Yours

Waheed Ullah Shah

ATTESTED " (oot 20,
to be {rue Copy - | z

Driver (Ex- FATA)




. Government of Pakistan -
y . ) AGPR Sub Office Peshawar
Monthly Salary Statement (February-2017)

Personal Information of Mr WAHEED ULLAH EHAH d/w/s of MUNAWAR KHAN

Personnel Number: 00356888 CNIC: 1730171676839 NTN:
Date of Birth: 07.02.1984 Entry into Govt. Service: 02.04.2007 Length of Service: 09 Years 11 Months 000 Days
Employment Category: Active Tcmpomry )
Designation: DRIVER 00000002-Min. Of Commerce
DDO Code: PRO310-GOVERNOR'S SECTT: FATA PESHAWAR -
Payroll Section: 006 GPF Section: 002 Cash Center: '
GPF A/C No: Interest Apptied: No GPF Balance: 22,420.00
Vendor Number: 80154183 - WAMEED ULLAH SHAH 3179-5 ABL IRRIGATION COLONY BR
Pay and Allowances: Pay scale: BPS For - 2016 Pay Scale Type: Civil  BPS: 05 Pay Stage: 11
Wage type ' Amount - Wagc type Amount
0001 {Basic Pay ] | 13,210.00 1001 | House Rent Allowance 45% 1,503.00
1210 | Convey Allowance 2005 1,932.00 1300 [ Medical Allowance 1,500.00
1516 {Dress/ Uniform Allowance 100.00 1567 | Washing Allowance 150.00
1580 | Overtime Allowance . 2,000.00 1948 | Adhoc Allowance 2010@) 50% 2,070.00
1966 | Special Allowance 30% 3,116.00 2211 | Adhoc Relicf All 2016 10% 1,321.00
Deductions - General
Wage type Amount Wagce type . - __Amount
3300 | GPF Other Govt.Emp -745.00 3701 | Benevolent Fund(Fxchange) ‘ -180.00
3705 | R. Ben & Death Comp(Exch) -450.00 : ' 0.00
Deductions - Loans and Advances
I Loan Description ! : l - Principal amount Deduction ) l Balance
Deductions - Income Tax
Payable: 0.00 Recovered till February-2017: 0.00 Exempted: 0.00 Recoverable: 0.00
Gross Pay (Rs.):  26,902.00 Deductions: (Rs.):  -1,375.00 Net Pay: (Rs.):  25,527.00
Payee Name: WAHEED ULLAH SHAH *

Account Number: 3179-3
Bank Details: ALLIED BANK LIMITED, 250310 IRRIGATION COLONY IRRIGATION COLONY,

Leaves: + Opening Balance: Availed: Earned: Balance:

Permancnt Address:
City: PESHAWAR Domicile: - Housing Status: No Official
Temp. Address:

City: ‘ Email: waheedullahfata@gmait.com

Swstem generated document in accordance with APPM 4.6.12.9 (SERVICES/27.02.2017/08:25:07/1 1)
1l amounts are in Pak Rupees

* LErrors & omissions excepted




POWEROFATTORNEY .
- BEFORE THE c—g,, Vzedond! ZWM

No. Z#No 1244 _of 208
Wakear /el
VERSUS

%«: bf (%

1/we ' do heteby appoint & constituteThe Law Firm Of

SHAH |[DURRANI | KHATTAK

(a registered law firm)as counsel in the above mentioned case, to do all ot any of the following acts, deeds
and things:-

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in this Court/Tribunal
ot any other court/tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and any other
proceedings atising out of or connected therewith, .

2. To sign, verify and file Plaint/Written Statement or withdraw all proceedings, petitions,
suit appeals, revision, review, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdtawal,
ot for submission to atbitration of the said case, or any other document, as may be
deemed necessary or advisable by him for proper conduct, prosecution or defence of the
said case at any stage.

3. To do and petform all other acts which may be deemed necessary or advisable duting the
course of the proceedings.
AND HEREBY AGREE:-
a) To ratify whatever the said Advocates may do in the proceedings in my interest,

Not to hold the Advocates responsible if the said case be proceeded ex-parte or
dismissed in default in consequence of their absence from the Court/Tribunal
when it is called for hearing or is decided against me/us.

b) That the Advocates shall be entiled to withdraw from the prosecution of the
said case if the whole OR any part of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Power of Attorney/Wakalat Nama hereunder the contents of
which have been read/explained to me/us and fully understood by me /-us this day of
L
re

X G

Signattre of zecutant(s)

Accepted subject to term regarding payment of fee for/on behalf of The Law Fitm of Shah |

Durrani | Khattak. | d%[7%0[’[ 7 [6 75 7 ‘7

Lo
ALI GOHAR DURRANI
Advocate High Court

aligohar(@sdklaw.ot:

+92-332-929-7427 ? :!E é
Zarak Arif Shah .

Babar Khan Durrani
Advocate High Court Advocate High Court
0333-8335886 0301-8891818
Hannah Zahid Durrani Sarah Aziz
Advocate High Court Advocate District & Sessions Court(s)

Shah | Durrani | Khattak

(A registered law firm)
www.sdklaw.org info@sdklaw.org

231-A, Street No. 13, New Shami Road, Peshawar.
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