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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

MIsc. A. No. /2016

M. Bashir Ahmad Chief Secretary & othersversus

Application for restraining respondents to 

not make promotion of the private 

respondents to B-20, till the decision of the

case:

Respectfully Sheweth.

1. That the subject appeal is fixed for hearing on 08-09-2016.

2. That in the earlier seniority lists, applicant was figured senior 

than the private respondents on the basis of orders of 

appointment / promotion in B-18 and B-19.

3. That applicant has raised in the appeal question of public 

■ importance, so the case deserves legal appreciations.

4. That applicant has prima facie case in his favor, so balance of 

convenience lies in his favor.

5. That if private respondents, being most juniors, were promoted 

to B-20, the purpose of the appeal would defeat and the same - 

would become in-fructuous.

6. That facts and grounds of the appeal be taken as integral part of 

this application for grant of interim relief.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that the application be 

accepted as prayed for.

/ Applicant

IdUThrough
Date: 08-09-2016 Saadullah Khan Marwat 

Advocate

;j
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Misc. A. No. 72016

M. Bashir Ahmad Chief Secretary & others• versus

i
1

AFFIDAVIT
4

I, M. Bashir Ahmad, Applicant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare

that contents of Application are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief.

NOTASr PUBLIC
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GS&PD.KP-t952/3-RST-10,000 Forms-27.10.15/P4(Z),'F=PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER\aCE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAVa/AR.

No.
i

Appellojit/PetiHoner
¥■

c 1‘ !

Respondent( T y fiA. .g

.i
Notice to:.

i,
.7

Wl
WHEREAS an appeal/pefcitson under the provision of the North-West Frontier .:1 

Province Service Tribunal Act, 1874, has been presented/registered for consideration, in | 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are * 
herebyfi^OTmj^ thah^&^id appeal/petitiou is fmed for hearing before the Tribunal 

at 8>00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the 
appellant/petitioher you are at libex'ty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 1 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any J 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney; You are, therefore, required to file in . I 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of wiitten statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in m 
defatilt of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the I 
appeal/petition wdllbe heard andcfceidedinyoiu'absence. H

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of tills appeai/petition will be 
given to you by registei*ed post. You should hii^rm t!3.e Registrar of any chang© in youij 
address. If you fail to furnish such acldress yCfUr address contained in tlB Is notice wMch th J 
address given in the appeal/petition 'wil! be deemed to- be your correct. ad.drass, asid. furihel 
notice posted to this address by regi.&cered post w’ili be deemeci suiTieient for the purpose M 
this appeal/petxtiom^^^^^ fl

Copy of appeal is attached. of '' hii i'dy

office Notice No dat^id

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar tliis...

4<Day of.*....

J2
«r

/ Eegistrar,
ier Falditunkliwa ■ Service 

Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court ere the same that of the Higtt Court except Sunday and Gazetted HoStdays.

2. Atways quote Case No. While making any cc^/aspondence.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUD8CIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHVBER ROAD, f

PESHAWAR.

No.
/of 20^.

/^peal .......................... ..............................

. yewus £5 ,y / 

..........................

Appellant/Petitioner

if
RespondentiRpmndent No

lydlf irJ2-5l\ J^/77d,
J^f'y /-£?u/dy^.

Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issuCc You are

appeai/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 
....at 8.00 A.M. Xf you wish to urge anything against the 

appeilant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly eruisported by your power of Attorney You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 conies of wi'itteu statement 
aiongvvith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
defaiilt of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeai/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

hereby

Notice of any alteration in date fixed for hearing of this appeai/petition will be 
given, to you by registered post, ihu should inform the Registrar of any change in yourj 
address. If you fail to furnish such address yoar address contained in this notice which thd 
address given in the appeai/peiitio.^;; wdll be deemed to be your correct .address, and furtiie J 
notice posted to this address by registered po^it will be deemed sufficient for the purpose ol 
this appeai/petition^^^^^^^ ^

Copy of appeal is attached. C5?py of appeal has already been sent to you vide thfl

office Notice No dated.

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshav/ar this.

Day of. .20•

/■ c^-'^.egistrar,
Kh^er Pakhtunkliws Service Tribi 
/ Peshaw’ar. I

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court ars th? asms that of the Hiah Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any cc'^r^spondence.



r

GSaPD.KP-1952/3-RST-10.000 Forms-27.10.lVp4{Z)/F=PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal

99

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD)/KHVBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR. 4
No.

of 20^.
iAppeal No

•>/■-'A

Appellant/Petitioner

...... Respondent

7.Respondent No.
HLirry^

Notice to: J

WHEREAS an appeal/petitit^n under the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1^74, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are

appeal/iietition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 
....at 8,00 A.M. If j^ou wish to urge an3dhing against the 

appenaat4>etitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly RUfsported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the slate of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in 3^our absence.

hereby

INotice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this sppeal/petition v/ill be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice v/Mch the 
address given in the appeal/petitioii v/iSl be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the puipose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy

office Notice No..*. dated......

IL{E..Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

..20^Day of.

. Registrar, '
Ehy^r Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
/ Peshawar.

1. The hours of attendance In the court are ihg lamc that of the l-iign Court except Sunday and Ga2.stied Holidays.
2. Afwsjnt quote Case No. While making any coTfespondenco.

Note;

.Ai.L
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR.

No.

Appeal No jof 20 ^

Respondent No

Scjct/^

Versus

CJ./^ . Respondent

J.
Notice to:

f"

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above Case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
*on......8.00 A.M!. If you wish to urge anything a^iinst the

ietiti6ner you are at ® erty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal^^at^ached. 

office Notice No..................... .............

1appell;

-t

i..;

dated.....

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this..

Day of.
>

f ^—-"Registrar,
er PakhtunkhAva Service Tribunal, 
' Peshawar.

The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence. '

Kh;

Note: 1.

i
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r■-^3£F0RE the honorable KHYBER PAKHATUNKHWA service tribunal PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: 989/2016

AppellantMuhammad Bashir Ahmad Principal GHS No: 1 Rajjar, Charsadda.

VERSUS

Secretary(E&SE)Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others. Respondents

J 01 NT PARAWISE COMMENTS FOR & ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS No: 1-4.

Respectfully Sheweth

The Respondents submit as under:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1 That the Appellant has got no cause of action / locus standai.

2 That the instant Service Appeal is badly time barred.

3 That the Appellant has concealed material facts from this Honorable Tribunal in the 
instant service appeal.

4 That the instant service appeal is based on mala fide intentions just to put extra pressure 
on the Respondents for gaining illegal service benefits.

5 That the Appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

6 That the Appellant is not entitled for the relief he has sought from this Honorable 
Tribunal.

7 That the instant Service Appeal is against the prevailing law & rules.

8 That the Appellant has been treated as per law, rules & Policy.

9 That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

10 That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder & non-joinder of the necessary parties.

11 That the instant Service Appeal is barred by law.

12 That the Appellant is not competent to file the instant appeal against the 
Respondents.

13 That the impugned Notification No: SO(S/M)E&SED/4-25/2016/FSL/BS-19(Male) TC 
Dated 26/4/2016 is legally competent & liable to be maintained in favour of the 
Respondent Department.

ON FACTS.

1 That Para-I needs no comments being pertains to the service record of the appellant.

.T '

-
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That Para-2 incorrect & denied. The Respondent Department has recruited SET/SST on 
temporary basis. However, in 1993 one Mr. Abdul Hamid has filed a Service Appeal 
before the Honorable Service Tribunal for the purpose of grant of pay of the Post of SS 
in BPS-17 alongwith regularization of the Service from the date of his Fist appointment 
dated 05/3/1988 figured in S/No; 1 in the summary put up to the Chief Secretary N WFP 
now KPK .The appeal was allowed to the extent of grant of minimum pay in BPS-17 
with no regularization of service against the SS Post, where against the aggrieved party 
has filed a CPLA before the August Supreme Court of Pakistan which was allowed to 
the extent of minimum Pay in BPS-17 against the SS Post alongwith annual increment^:; 
from his first date of appointment & the judgment of the Apex Court was implemented 
vide Notification No: SO(S)7-15/93/SS dated 28/5/1995. The case was taken with the 
competent authority who decided to terminate the services of the appellant vide 
Notification NO: SO(S)S&L/1-4/05 /Regularization /KC dated 19/3/2008 against which 
Fazal Iqbal has filed a Service Appeal in 2008 for his reinstatement in his service 
against the SS Post which was allowed by the Honorable Service Tribunal. The matter 
was referred to the Law Department for CPLA against the judgment of the Service 
Tribunal, which was declined vide letter No: LD/1-9/180/E&SED/2008/ 12054 dated 
23/12/2008. The Respondents 5 to 15 were reinstated in service wef their initial
appointr^nts vMe order dated 18/4/2009 which has not been challenged by the 
appellan^Tdence in view of the above made submissions the plea of the appellant 
regarding illegal & without criteria appointment in the Respondent Department is 
baseless & without any solid proof &justification.

That Para-3 is incorrect & denied. The services of the above said SETs/SSTs were 
streamlined on the directions of the Honorable Apex Court to the extent of minimum 
Pay & without regularization of services & seniority against the Post vide judgment 
dated 31//5/1994 (Copy of the same as Annexure-A).

3

4 That Para-4 is also incorrect & misleading on the grounds the post of SS was net a 
Commission Post in BPS-15, rather the Department used to recruit SS in BPS-15 in 
view of the demands & requirement of the Students.

5 That Para-5 is correct. That in view of the judgment dated 31/5/1994 of Service 
Tribunal, the Respondent Department has implemented the said judgment vide 
Notification dated 17/01/1996 to the extent of grant of minimum Pay in BPS-17 against 
the SS Post for the period the appellant has actually served the Post of SS in the 
Respondent Department but without regularization of service.

6 That Para-6 is correct. Hence needs no comments.

That Para-7 is also correct. That in pursuance of the judgment dated 26/2/1997 of the 
Apex Court. The Respondent No: 2 issued a Notification dated 28/5/1997 wherein, 
minimum pay has been allowed & refused seniority & service regularization in line with 
the directions of the Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan (Copy of the judgment date d 
26/2/1997 as Annexure-B).

7

8 That Para-8 needs no comments. Being pertains to the service record of the appellant.

That Para-9 is also needs no comments being pertains to the court record.9

10 That Para-10 is correct to the extent that the judgment dated 17/8/2004 wherein, the 
Respondent Department has been directed to settled the issue of the appellant against 
the SS Post pertaining to the seniority & service regularization, whereas, rest of the Para 
is denied.

k



-m 11 That Para-11 is correct to the extent that the appellant has been promoted vide the 
^ Notification dated 30/9/2006 from BPS-18 to 19 on acting charge base & with 

immediate effect (Copy of the same as Annexure-C).
- -M

12 That Para-12 is correct to the extent that a summary dated 12/7/2006 & subsequent 
summary dated 15/7/ 2007, was put up before the Chief Secretary NWFP now Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, stating therein, the whole case record which was rejected vide order 
dated 31/5/2007 by the competent authority (Copy of the said is annexure-D).

13 That Para-13 is correct that the services of the Private Respondents were terrninated 
vide Notification dated 19/3/2008 on the grounds of without criteria appointments 
(Copy of the Same is Annexure-E).

14 That Para-14 is correct. That appeal has been filed by the aggrieved persons which was 
allowed vide judgment dated 21/10/2008 by the Honorable Service Tribunal, Peshawar. 
(Copy of the same is Annexure-F).

15 That Para-15 needs no comments.

16 That Para-16 is also correct to the extent of reinstatement wef his initial appointment.

17 That Para-17 is also correct that the Respondents were reinstated wef his their initial 
appointments with all benefits.

18 That Para-18 needs no comments. Being pertains to the service record of the appellant.

19 That Para-19 needs no comments. Being pertains to the service record of the appellant.

20 That Para-20 is correct. That j/ide Notification dated 06/1/2015, the Respondent 
Department has issued tentative seniority list of the Principal in BPS-19 wherein, the 
appellant has been placed at S/Nc: 16 on his due place .(Copy the same is Annexure-G).

21 That Para-21 needs no comments being pertains to the record.

22 That Para-22 is incorrect & denied. The Respondent Department has acted as per law, 
. rules, policy & criteria in the instant case having no ill well or discrimination with the 
appellant.

23 That Para-23 is correct. Hence needs no comments.

24 That Para-24 is correct to the extent of submission of representation against the final 
seniority list dated 24/4/2016 which was rejected by the Respondent Department on 
09/8/2016. (Copies of same is annexure-H& I).

25 That Para-25 is incorrect & denied the seniority list dated 26/4/2016 of the Principal 
BPS-19 is legally competent. Hence the appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed 
on the following grounds.

GROUNDS.

Incorrect & denied. The appellant has been treated as per law, rules & in view of the 
above made submissions in the foregoing Paras. Detailed reply has been given in Para-2 
of the facts of the present replj. . , .

a

Incorrect & denied. The plea of the appellant in view of above mentioned facts is wrong 
& illegal. Hence liable to be rejected.

b

Incorrect & denied. The statement of the appellant is baseless & without any cogent 
reason as the Respondent Department has acted as per law, rules & criteria in the 
instant case.

c



r

Incorrect & denied. The Respondent Department in entitled to act upon the directions 
of the superior Courts of law wherein, seniority & service regularization have been 
declined.

Incorrect & denied. The matter is relates to the record, hence, needs no comments.e

Needs no comments being pertains to the service record of the appellant.f

Incorrect & denied. The Respondent Department has properly implemented the 
judgment dated 21/10/2008 of the Apex Court in its true letter & spirit. Hence the plea 
of the appellant is rejected.

g

Incorrect & denied. Hence needs no comments.H

Incorrect & denied. No authentic record has been annexed in support of his plea by the 
appellant.

I

Incorrect & denied. The Respondent Department has maintained correct & updated 
seniority lists as per mandate of law.

J

Incorrect & denied.K

-Incorrect & denied, the appellant has not annexed any cogent proof in support of his 
plea in this ground.

L

Incorrect & denied. This Para is based on apprehensions. Hence rejected.m

incorrect & denied. The Respondent Department is bound to act as per law, rules & 
criteria in the instant case. However the Respondents further seek leave of this 
Honorable Tribunal to submit additional grounds & case law /record at the time of 
arguments.

n

I

In view of the above made submissions, it is prayed that this Honorable 

Tribunal may very graciously be pleased to dismiss the instant ServiceAppeal 
with cost in favour of the Respondent Department.

Dated 21ijl2/2016
Director

:&SE Department Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

{Res|S^ndent\ No^

/

Secret;
entIhyberE&SE De 

Pakhtunkhwa, Pesfjawar 
(Respondents No:l&2) /T^^cretary

(Etam: }Department Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No: 4)

AFFADIVIT

1, Hameedur Rehman, Asstt: Director (Lit: II) Directorate of E&SE Department 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar is herby solemnly affirm & declare on oath that the contents 
of the instant reply are true & correct to the best of my knowledge and belief & that nothing 
has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Deponent

L
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. s(’ii(X)i.sX-.i.rri'.KACv 'M'I'T!.
i*‘v'sli:iw:ir lltc !’n-9-2()0<S

iiOTinCATION,
':O.>SO(.SM-2/2()06/Pr(vii <ifion HS-IK In HS-i')’(!Vl;iic^ I'liC I’lovinoial Govcin.ucsU, in Cijnsiiluuion vilii

»ic Pr()vinci;il Sciccli<ii* Xnird is plcasvJ in. prntnnlf iho I'ollnwiti)' uldcins <»['the Sclujnl iVi l„i|c acy 
f ’cparlnionl iVtun ili’S-1 S !<■ liPS- IP on icj’ii”"' li:isis u ilh inimcdijili: clTucl:

; I. Nanic Sl. Sl.-Sl. Name Name Name
No NoNo'o

Khiina (jii)Mtihainiiiix) 

Rchnvm UPah

SniAii Kehman Miilauiim.ul in- 2>l-10-
V

S.Wajiil Aii Shal,' , Pa/.lc ^ la!ikNasliam Kl\an 20- 2‘)-lU

.SuKim Vlnlimood.n • l''ii'/.lv‘ lii'eiI Inmill All .Ul-Sniii iU'hmim •12-

■ Khai^^ iuliammai!2.".- j Zahiii Kashul 
knntni '(in-j 

I lav.i'al K an :iT

:n-Liaiial Ali 

Said Mnlannnimr

Ahmad Jan • tla-
Sliahir ^ maul2?.-2A-Abdiis Snlam : 10.

» — II

(.iluilai i l andAli Shah •

Jamil Akhic.r . 

Jamiliir Rchman -

I'av.le Ridnm :I. /•
*■

Mi’.liaii jiiad Iqbal 

Muhan jiiad Khan

?.4-!^ Id. 2.V Abdiir Rchican •Fazic Malik 

iVlushuq Alm\acl I'17- I Ghuliim 
i Mir.'sa.lccn

?^5-
I

1 27- j^ML'sriara.rKtnm--riKi- • M
Luqnv.n AiiNoorui WahabI 1

U. :___ J*

The Provincial-! C oiernrncnl in cnnsuilnnon V'i'.I- Provincial Selccli-in IJoard is ruiihcr I ecn 

rlcascd to appoint the fol xwing tli>S-lS' oiUccrs of Ihi: Schools l'c iJtcrncy DcparVmenl in irPS-l'- on

'•.cling Chnriii; basis w:|h nhuediaU- rlTcet;

Name
___ J. . ....

SI. Nanv: .SI. Nairn-.Sl.‘>1. - Name
NoNoNj) I.No

/\h..li I Wahidi/liil.Iil;u- Aianao 

I >')9- j Siiitan 

I 7i'i- j A”iimrid I-h-sr.an

o-l-i-huiei' IshanA-/i/ni- Rehman»6- I!
Moll irr-mad Sullan8.5-•o.Mahboid' Ainnad

S!:ah____
Abciid i.alif

Mnliamni.nl Oadvem 
.Allaiiihili

Asmal Kitnii 53-‘7-
I

86- Molvibat Yar.S4-■’.S- Roz Wali i
I

Kba-/ iqur Rclimanj 71-,! Nfk I-h\w;r/. S7-Abdnltid) ,55--
4 I

Iviiili:ininiad 
Muk'itiar 

89- I Gul i ia-.-.tan

SS-56^iVUibainmd Bashir 
Ahmad !
MuhiV.iirnad
■Mamayun____
Muhamniad Javed'

■i.j-

73- Na/.ccr !<hcMil' (.la!;’.in57-
.1.....

I90- I M’.iia.nimad 
______I________ ________________________ _

1 91 - ' Miih; mmad •
Sebh ti:________
Ani:r lu.lal) Klian

K.iv.ir>:idi.! A r.’.--ir •74-Misal58-/ ). I-I/,' r t
i

Ahdui Jaiihar Kh;.i; [ 75 Mir I3;:v. Khan59-Muliommad
Ibrahim

•60-.. Akiier i Inssaln M«:hl'<-.dh II i-hman 

.Ichan Muiu mmac!

‘>2.76-Sher Ahmad Shah4 1-
I... Ghui im. Akberp;;-7?.hi- Fida .Vluhainmad 

Miiliainmad H'assa i ■ 62- Uih;'.! Aiu''':n-

j I o.V 'MohinniiKid .hoed . 
[ I fiJ. I'kiaya! .All

Salahiid Din | i

r<nbJa .vn:-:i 94-rh:S.s;:in Ail ‘-r.Ui7X- !4 V
... i.

-^aced khan .Si-nli:- v'.elmian 

'vO' i Kii-.m

95-N'hilinlhrnI 79- IA !
Ai;i':r.ir i-'.eiii.umAhAbdo’ I laq 

Znhir Shah .

4J- I
1

""1Sainudhih 

Altaidiah 

'I'nriq Mehniood

S.Ahbas.s Ali Shall lil-6.5-4-7-

! 82-Said Wah;ibMaUiullah I 66-5)-

Raza Ullah.: 07-Hanifullah{•

4 _____ !



f

r\

s
. (

I'nslri! iis • Kcu ju 1^ _ J___, •
l’('si , Alreiuly
()cc ij'ic^iy him.

•( n

- Nimif .V:l ;
Mt.S:iiriir Uc'imim. l,';h().{l'hS-lh).ScVil.. Swul.'; lilK.HliS-I')). S.'^L. Swnhi.

'Jii.

(<m :«i:iiin'. i'h;i»|'.i.‘ I'jisi.-ir ' 
Mt .1 Im'iIiiiiii Khu< Ai'.i'tir V IMn; ( HTn'i'i ( I'S !'■), 

K III A^i’iicy.
(hlM'h SX I .

K iiM'iiniAl'< i.(US I'M.
A[\i‘iiry (I'M :ii iiin’ rli:ii[',i' Ii:k.is) 
Mr.Sl'iul Krlllfim. i-IHMHS < (1

(mi iii-iiii|,', rliiii I’.i.'

Mi'.AIiiiiikI Jin. rrl.{lhS-|M\ (illS.S. K llc.'<h^;l
Nh)wsh>:r;i(o i ilclint; charge h.isis)._______

Mr.Ahclii.-i S!ii!im.''i ojccl Miinnycr (US-1 h) I Jem I’rl. (B.S-1 *)) ((( nmj', I IS.Kohiit. 
Mutinris I’roj.xt. J’c.slinw;n(nn iicling chiirgc •' .
ba.si.s).______ ; ___ ____________ _____ .______ _____________________ _____ ___ __
Mr.Fazlc Rahi.-ri.' Pri. (RS-T9) '"riilS I’rl. (P.S-l'>). GHS. Ko.2. 3unnu 
No.2.nninni(on ac iiig cliargc b;i?-is).' .

TMr:l"azic Mihik. P.l tuS-r9).0l IS, Guin.t

Agii ii:U VnciiMl
I’osi -_________

-iln-

riiiu ipiiMH.s-i')). < hiS.No.iI !
■ I 'll ngi. (t'harsucklu._______

I

Post . I'tiready 
r^ci pi-:d hy him.

• Jo-

I-

:':i. (RS-19).Gns.G.ijra:'Mincl:m

r.i jo.(n.s-1 '.>)S&l. Niiw.^kih.

J.

Mardnn(on aciing charge hasisj.__•_______. _
Ahmad,l-lK)'(nS-10) ' Hki.. • Jo»Mr.Muslilq

Nowshcra (on acting cliafp.o hasi.s). •___
MrNooriil WahabJ’rl.(BS-i9) GMSJ.hhor
Swabi(on acting charge basis).________ ;______
Mi’.Muhammad RaHq, (BS-19) On dcinilalion
wilh N('l ID (on acting charge hasi::). ......... ......
siWajid Ali’SM^^^ m.('ij‘S-l')) (ins No'.'.t.'' ■ I’r’.. {l}S !'/)(il IS Nn. t. Manian,
Mardaii (on-acting charge basis)._________
Mr.Hamid All. Pri.(BS-19) GHSS. Kaheani .
.Swahi (nn acting charge basis). _^_________
Mr’.Uinqat .Mg V/Prl. (BS-IS).. GH.SS. rinojaha
Nowshcra,______ _____________________________
Mr.Said Miibamnrid. l’rl.(Us-l9). GlhS. NaWay 
Killi l.ainan. Mohmand Agency (on acting

It.

I'li. (US-19). CMS. I.ahor. Swahi9. -ao-

I'r!.0'‘S-19) Cii iSS.^ iardai. Uajaiir .^ga'^S'• vacant
piisi ‘______
Post
occci ?i-:.d by him. 

-<lo-

10-

a!|caity

Prl.(,BvVI9) OH.SS, Kabgani,
■Sv'abi.________ _____ __________
rri.'(P.S'l9), GHSS. '"arojaba. 
Mow.shcra._____ ___ ______j______
'V'lltnS-lO). OHS. Niway Kilii
l.aman. Molniiand ;\}.{:ncy.

charg.c basis} _________________________ i____ _____________________________
Mr.Ali'Shah.AEG{DS-l9). Orakzai Agcncylor, 1 A!:(;(US-I9). Oraiw:a Agency.

12

.Agai isl Vacant
Post.;__________
Po.st already 
occu Mi;d by him.

13 •

14
i

•di)-15
acting charge lia.sis)'- ' ...............
MrJniiil Akhlcr.'l k'iT(Us-l9). oils No..i
AbboHabad(-hf> act ngV'hm'gc basis)_______
Mr.JamiUtr Rchm&i, Prl, (BS-19), CiHSS,
Urmdr Payqti.l^csh iv/ar(on acting charge basis) _
Mr.Luqman All KHan. Prl. (BS-19). GIB:.
Akora Khallak, Nqwshcra(on acting, cliargc
basis)______ , . : .v|. ____________ _____ J_____
Mr.Mnharnmiid Sa Idujnc.IVl. (Hs-1 ‘ iHS.
Khan pur, H;aripun'on]acting charge basi.'<)_______
Mr.Rchmun'Ulioh. PRI. (Bs-19). CiilSS. Doincl,
l3:m'mi(on njibny^cl 'a'jgc bnsiR)_..............
Mrii'a/ic Umincr, i'l)U(ilS-!9)'. SJcl. llaiic{i(o(» 
acting charge basis i t • _____________

•Mr.Zahid Rashid, lTlTcD.S-19).GMSS. Billii.ang, Prl, (BS-19). GIISS.' Billitang.
l^ohalfon acting clu'rgc basis) ' _______________________________________________
MV.Karam'bad, Pr;.'(RSM9). GlIS. Amnn K-.U. Prl. {I.hS:19). GHS.. A nan Kot. .
SwaRon acting cha.gc basis).!____^______________ ________ _________________ _________
Mr.Ho7.rat Kamul. i’rl (BS-lk). GH.S. Sersanai. | PH. (BS-19). GHSS N >.2.

.! Mingcra.Swat.^__________
~ ■' '’Bprriht.s-lk), .SicL, oTr i.ippcr

i’osl 1 already 
occu ncd by him 

• Jo-

i’Fl.(BS-1.9).Uil.SMr.316 ■

_ Ab'nottakuci.
____ j Prl. iBs-lO). GllSy, I rmcr Payan.

Pcslviwar______ ____ ____________
Trl.'’fi:,S-l9) OHS.' Akara Khaitak. 
Now.siicra.

17
' t

do-18

d.,--Prl. (ns-lb) GHS. Kb in pur
M:uipur_^ j______ ________
Pkk (BS-i9)’. ClllSS.'Domcl.
Baniiii. ...............
i-.l)b(l.is'.'l9j'.'s:v'i,'i.'ii;-n‘gu'

IP

- io-
! 20

- lo-1 21

-( o- ~22-

-( o-23-
I

Agai; st Vacant
Post.___________
i^ost • Already 
Occir lied by him. 

-dr;-.

24-
Swat-.' _ ___ ' _j___ ‘_____________;____ _
Mr.'Abdiir Kchinan. .•'BDO(i,tS-19). .StVl.. Ui;-
Upper(on acting charge basi.s)_________•____
Mr.Ghiilain Mursalecn^ Pri.(.i'.S'-19), CHS. 
kbshi Chitriil (on a-.linp charge basis).

'Mr.MushararKhan. Ptl’diS-l8), (3HS. Chail. , ! Prl. (BS.!9)G11S. Sha du
i Now.shcra.

25- :

.P:'i. iB.vi9),Gi-lS, .Ko-:Iu Chitral.26-

Agair st Vacant 
Post.

27-
Swat.

Post .\lr:ady 
Gccii lied hy Ihin. 

rdl >•

IVl. (RS-l 9). GHS. Oowlni. Swat.Mr.Khuna Gul. Prl. (BS-19). OHS. Dcwlai.
Sk';ii(i‘n acting: dta ge basis)_____ ____ _____
MrTPa'de Malik. Pr -’(BS- i 9). ( il isS. I’ir .Sadi 
Mard: n(tm aciiiig ge basis)._____
Mr.Siiilan I’.'lciiinm l.l'rl. i I’S-1 S) f”
Band.ai, Swat.________^_________

j 31- _ Mr! kltair Mphamr y'dMVi^(JjS- • S).G-i IS.____ _

28-

Prl. (B,S.19)..GHS;>. i’.rSadi..
_;viardiir..__________ _________
'"r-VloiiSH'H. Oils' .Slv:rw;m.

.•■■.'jboUi'bad.________
fpraC^S-Wb GHS N

29-
1

I_____
S. '1 i'lai-.i Aj’.aii si.Vacant 

Post.
30- 1 \ i

-do(v'.ai-dan;



tr

r -r- •

• Nnsccr Killi, ________ ^__ :_______ _
'Mr.Shnbir.ASmnd. V/Pri, (BS'-IS), OliS.S. No.2-,

Pcshtiwai' C^.‘ntl.______ ^.............. ...... ..... ;______
Mr.Cihiiliim i’rl.'(US-1 X), ( H LS. ICinjir;!
Colony, J_b r' pur __________ ^_______________
Mr.MuhammacI Iql'^al, Prl. (BS-18). (II IS.
I'-alaniliLT. K.nrak ( __ _ •_ ..............
MriMCihamnacl Khan, liD6(BS-lX). SdiL,

/Vt’.ainsl Vacnnl 
Post'

, Prl. {BS-19), GCMHS No.2.
J’c’sh;uvarJ''ily;______ _______
T’llT'tBS-l '))7cil I’SS ^Koi
Niijiliulhil-i, 1 iaripor_________
Pli. {hSTl9). CillSS Risalpnr. 
Nnw.'iiicra. _ _•_____
'uixHOS-iVj'sTiL. 'iTinicT

-<!o-: u

-clq-; N

Postalrciuly
occupied by him.>-

Tank. •
■i^gainst Vacant
Po^i.

-iio-

Pfl. (R.S-ID), (on acling charge
basis) GHS. Miran Siinh NWA.'____
Prl, (BS-19), (on ac\ing charge 
basis) GIISS, Samn Bail a Bair. FR,. 
I’c.shawiir____________ ________ __
Prl. (BS-19) (on acUng charge 
basis) , GMSS, Akberpura.
Nowshera._________ ;________ __
Prl..'(BS-19) (on acling charge,
basis), GHSS.Tolakan, Mkd.______
Prl. (BS-19), (on acling charge 
basis) CHS, Malta Mugbal Khcl.
Cbarsa'dda,______^__________ _
Prl. (BS-19) (on acting charge, 
hasi.s). Gl-ISS, Ziarat Talash.Dir
Lower. _________ I____■______
I’rl, (BS-IO) (cin actini: charge 

1 i):isis).GllS. Balakot, Mansehra.
Prl. ('bS-19) (on acling chargb . 
ba.o.s), GMSS, Sainar Bagh, Dir 
I ,owcr.________________________

.Mr.ShcrA miad ;M., Prl. (BS-IS), OHS, ' Prl. (BS-19) (on acling charge
Paharpur, D.I.Kh.in ___________________ | tei;a^SLaclha,_rWo------------
-^:i^SFBS.,S,, CMS, sola,d .

^aS-IS), CHS, Balan, Pal.
-^:AEiTOXMKBS-,.8), S&L, Mardinr-^ '■

8).GHSS;Scrai 'PrI. (BS-19) (on acting charge
Naurang.haliki Marwal.’ _________________ Cd-lS.S, N,/_aiv;|2urNMi^

Mr,Maliu'bh,

(DS-I 8), GHS.I.ab^rS^;qi^(BSB9non^^ln^^^

Pri. (Bs-18), OMS-rendo

-^dlaciah, PH .CBS-18), OMSS.K.algar,

7 MrM:.r^i»:pri:u=..b:u,.s.c:hdarr

-S;hi-^rp"rrB^i^)TGi^xsanai; i;-''-,
- . basis),GHSS,No. I

AKb.bottabad. _
'PrT. (BS-19) (on acli.ig charge, 
basis),GHS. Kailana Mardan.

Mr.Azizur iJ.chman. Prl. (BS-18). G1 IS. .laniI: •■)-
IChci, FR Bi’nnu. • ________ ________
Mr.A.smal K linn, I’r. (BS-1 R). GIISS. No.l. 
Jan-irud, K.iv/ber .Agency.

-i|o-Mr.Roz Wa'i. Prn'(BS-r8)rGiis. Kagawata 
Peshawar.

38- •

-do-Mr,Abdullan, V/Pri. (BS-18)’, QILSS,lotakan39- , •iMalakand .''.gcncy. • do-Mr.Muhamntad Bashir Abmad, Prl . (BS-18) 
GHSS, Dobchra, Cursadda.

4 )- •

Agr.)nst Vacant 
Post,Mr.Muhatrmad bfamayuh. Prl.(BS-18), GllS. 

Serai Bala Dir Upper.

Mr.Muhaninuitt'.laveil, I)(>(M) (1 R< -1 S), SN.I
Manehra.____________ ;______ ______
Mr.Muhan'mad Ibrahim, DO(M) (BS-UO- Sb^l.., 
DirLowcT.

-do-
4 '.-

-O'O-
4 -

-do-
4 -

Post /^.Ircady 
oce tp cd by him. . 
Again.jt Vacant 
Post. •

^•1-

4 -
-do-

-do-'
4 A-

-do-
49-

-dd-'
.50-

-do-
51-

-do-
■ 52-

-do-
5

-do-
54-

-do-
l'--

-do- .
5 : •

-do-
5 -

-do-
5 ____!I

•do-
5. - •

-io-
6 - i-lavclian.

- Jo-
Mr Fida Muhammad, Prl BS-18), GMS 

i Babnza i, Mardan.' _______ ________
.61-

B



>.<

\ \

!’rl. (US-i‘^) (on acliny cliaigo 
■'iiasisy.Gl ISS, Serai Niumnl Khan-

,1 lariiiiii',_____________ __________________
Pf]'. (BS-iy) (on acUn{: charge
liasis). (ills. Kota, S\v ihi_________
ih-I. {BS-19) (on acling charge
hash)),GiISS, Marclnn. ________ _
1-Vl. (BS-.l'-)} (oil acting charge
basis). ClllSS.hclak. NWA_______ _
Prl, (BS-19) (on acting charge • • 
basis), Cil [SS, Alamgu'lar, Kltybcr ■
Agency. _ _ _____ __
I'ronmlet! to (HS-,1 P) (<tn acting 
charge basis),iilace<t liis services 
al ilie chsposai of IVS:i.'> i;)epu. lor

, rurlher posling. __ ' _____
liDO(BS-l9). (on acting charge
basis).S«S:L. Battagram. ______
.Prl. (BS-19) (on acting charge

_ basis). GI-IS. Totalai, Buncr.______ _
Prl. (BS-19) (on acting charge
basis), GHS.Kalu Khan, Swabi____
Prl. (BS-19) (on acting charge 
basis). Gl-IS.Batagram, District ,

_ Ballapram.'_____________________
I*rl, (nS-19) (on acting charge 
basis)', GHS, Landi Kolal, Khyber

__ Agency._____________________
Prt:TBS-19) (on aclin;; charge
hasi^, GMSS.lln-ier/i.h Chd._____

(on aclinr. charge 
Ivisis). (.ilP^. No.l Nowsltcra Kalan. 

"" ’PiT.”(BS-l9) (on aclin.t charge
hasi.s).GllSS No.A.Mardan^_______

’ Prl, (BS-19) (on aclin,; ciuirgc 
basis). GHSS, Sbanki-irt.
M a n sewbia,___________________ .

T'l l. (BS-19) (on aclin;; charge , 
basis).GMSS, Kuza i
Banda.Battagram._______ _______ _

~Prl. (BS-19) (on acting charge 
- ha.srs). GHSS, Warai. Dir Upper.
’ ”iTi50 (i3S-l9) (on acung charge

basis). S&L Karak.___________
’ i'rt,7i^S-10) (on acting clnirge 
' basis).Gi lSS. Uada B ire. Peshawar. 
' I’rl. (BS-19) (on acting charge 

basis), GHSS, Kotka Habibullah,.
FR.Bnnnu. ■_____________;______

'"T‘.l)(XBS-'P}(on ncling cdiiirgc

_ __ ^____
ivt. (BS-i9) (on iicling charge 
basis!, GHSS. Tnrbcla, KTS,
' laripiir._______________________ _

“"Prl. (BS-19) (on acting charge 
basis). GHSS, Klic.sln'i, i3ala.

AgainiK'dacant 
Post.

Mr.iqba! war, Prl. (Bs-l !S(). (.11 IS, Pir Abad. 
Mardan.

o.:--
-

.d.1
-do-Mr.Muhanad Javed, Prl.,(Bs-l 8). GHS,'

Tulitndi. Swabi._____________ ____________
Mr.Iaaya"Ali. Prl. (BS-18). GlfS.SliaTki lloTi,
Mardan, ' ______ ______ ;_____________
Mi'.AbbiK-is Ali Shaii, Prl. (BS-18), tills. Mali
Killi, Kiiiram. Agon^.___________________
MnSaid Nawab. Prl. (BsHS), GHS, .lamrod 
Khyber, Agency.

'Mr.RiV/,in!liah., AssU.t.'!iiel'(BS-l8j. Pit l.i) 
Deptt: Civil Sccll: Peshawar.

63-

•-do-64-

-do-65-

-do’-r66-

-Uo-67-

Again ;t Vatant 
post,

Mr.Muklitar Ahmad,.Prl.(BS-18), GHS No.2,
Manscltra.________. • ________________

.Mr.Siiltar Zaib, DO.(M)(DS-! 8), S&I... Boner.

Mr.Ahmad Hassan, Db(M)(BS-18),SLCL.
•Swabi.___________________ _______________
Mr.Nck Nawaz, Prl.'''BS-18)G1!S,Ismail Khcl. 
Bnnnu

68-

-do-
69-

-do •
70-

-do-
71-

-do-'tT- Mr.Aj-tib'Khan. AssU'. Director (BS-18), 
Directorate of Edu.(f‘A 1 A).Peshawar.

Mrb'aTiilCKtn. Prr(BS-18). GHS. Jehangin.,
Karak._____^_______________________
Mr.Khurshid Anwar. Prl. (BS-18), (d IS.
Chaii.Sd’at.______'_______ _____________
Mr.Mir'BazKhan, Deputy Director {BSB8),

JMTB.'Pcsluwar. _____________ _
Mr.Mchboub Rchman, !’rl,(BS-l 8). GHS. 
Dhodiaii Mardan.

Mr.Jchaln Muhamriat.r, Prl.{Bs-!8). GHS, No^ 
Nowshejra.' ; •.

Mr.Hu.ii.1aih Ahniad, InsU: (Bs-lS) R!TE(M)
Tiincrgr.ra, Dir lin^tar_____________________ ;
Mr.MahullaK. i-DO(BS-18). S&I.. Karak.;

1

-do-
L73-

■ ‘■do- -
74-

-do •
75‘- •

-Jo
76-

-d( -
77- ■

-do-
>7^-

Po.sl. already
occupied by him,
Against Vncnnl 
Post.

79-

Mr.AUiqurKchninii. V/Pi;l. (BS-18)(i!ISS
No, i .Peshawar Ci _______________________

~Mr. SaiYilullah, l.n.ai.(BS-l 8)R1TE{M) 
Ghori\N’ala; Bannu.

lYKAuiiVdhdT:iBXd XKlXT.'siiirrThkrMarwa 1,

Mr.’l'alip Mclmiocth V/Prl. (BS-18). GllSS.
Tarbclb K'l-S. Hartpur., '

Mr,Abdul Wahid, Inslt: (BS-18), Rid r.(M 1, 
Mardan. ■ .

80-
-do-.

81-

AlremlyPnst
{)gciipjcci by him. 

-dii-

8:i-

Agn nst Vacant 
Post.8<i- -

tdov'.ghcra._____ . •______________ !

Prl, (BS-19)(on acting chai'ge basis)
■ GHSS, Shergar, Maf.schra_________

Tri. (BS-t9) (on acting charge
basis). GHS’. Rustam.. Mardan._____

'Pri, (liS-19) (on acli ig chatgc
basis)' GHSS, P.arint, Mansciira____

1=00(85-19), (on abing charge 
b;\sis).S&l.., Btincr.__ ;_______ _

8:.
Karak._____ ____________■---------
Mr.Muhabal Yar, V/ Prl.-(BS-18), GPISS,
Khc\npur;Dir l-t^cr.__________________
Mr,K|a7.jpur Rchman, Prl, (Bs-18). GHS.
Gandil:ri Khaltak.’ Ctirak.____________ _
Mr.Miuhiimmad ^ l.ukhtiar, Prl.(BS-l 8), 01 IS.

-co-
[ 8C-

-c 0-
8V-

• jo-
81-

Khazana, Dir Lo\.^cr. -do-
Mr.Gu! Zaman,'t'OfM)(BS-18). S&L.89-
Malakund,L_



/
/•

/

90..., '..Ir.Mi !inmiii:u! (,):iyiim. I’lKliS-lS). GMS, 
S!Hin|;.ln.

: Mr.Mi hninm:t(f Siihhaii. I’lToiS-18). Olls.C vjj
Qir. Pcshauar. • _______
NIr.Aniaiuiliah Kliaii. l'il.(BS-I.S) GHS. Kol 
IliikiiM. I'aiik.

•’ll. (n.S-l'J) (i>t» aciing cli.nija:
(II iS.( )|i..ii. Miiii'vhia

•’rl, (H.S-1')) (jut cliiit |M'
onsls), (il I.SS, /\tK;/!ii. I’fsliawar.
■’rl, (MS* iO) (on ;iclin|i ciiariic 
I'aniiO. f tl IS.i ):ii Iciiiit.Mausi'iii II 
■'rl, (IIS-1'!) (nil ai'iiMj'. dial I’.i- 
i:r:is), Gi IS SiiMiaii Mlauviir,
Mnhmand
I’l l. (US -1'») ("Il aiiiii}', i-liai j’C 
iiasis). GlblS. Nn.i Uajai .C’lul.
I’rl. (BS- I'J) ((111 iKiinti: diarjic 
iKi_sis). CtH.SS Ni).2 IVsliawar (dmll.
I’rl. (l.lS-19) (nil adiiM: charjic 

_______ I li-?:;;.!). ki) IS. MuMiawai. .Sual. _ _

Coiisccuciiliiil posliiu’-'lransl'cr of Ihc ('(illnwiiij (ilTu crs .tic hcicl>y nulcrctl iii llicir (uvn pay scale 
in (I : I'lihlic inicrcsl:

Apaiti-.! Vncaiil 
INiM.

-'.In:'91-

92- -do*

93- Mr.G’iiilain Akl)cr. I)(»(M}.(B.S-18) .S3;:l ..Su- i. -dn-

-9'1. Mr.Uii ' Nau'.T/. I'rl. (H.S-1 K). l IJ IS. liirnhimv. i. 
Char.'^iidda.
Mr..S."il\ir IkTiman. I.)G(M)(BS-1.S), .s"c^L. 
I’csli:i'-var. _______
Mr.Ddawar Khan'IV {B.s-I^) Cilis7
Uarik-ol.Su al;

• dr.

95- . •do*

9f.- -do-

. 4-

97- Mr .ra/.li Rabi.Prl. (B.S-18). (illSS. Chagl ar
Malli. I’csiwwar.___  ___________________
Mr, Sajid I’arvc7!.lnsll. (BS-I8|. KiTIUh ). 
p.l.Khaii,
Mr. Ilahiuicr Kiian iViaiuni. I’rl. (BS-1 ). 
GlISS.I'alai Maiakand.

l’ri.(BS. l.S) GHS. Civil (..Uiaricr.';. 
I’c.^hawar.

T’riTIi-^ rsT” G iT.V 'ls'ni^aii” Klic'lT
Baitnii.
i‘i I. (IBC I .S) I il l.‘.S, ;ii-i ,11 I'Jiiin imj..

1 akki Marwal,
Vice i'rincipai (BS-is). (.tllSS, 
No..7 rcshiwva'' * ‘.iiili,

'Vicc”rir.“(llVls'l. 'GilSr'Hn.l 
Pci^aw^ir (?ily- _
ivi. (i3S-1 K) (.iil.S. l iandii i Klialiak, 
Karak.

Vice vS..‘lo.9l

98- Vice .SNo.71.

99- Viv.' In,-in.

Vice S Nn..l2Mr, Vis Ali .Inn. l’rl.(BS.I.8) GlIS. Saihai J.
I'c.sha'’.:|i\ ___ __________ ____
Mr. Alainiiir Khan. Vice I'rl. (iiVlS). (ili.S i.
Shah()adar I'orl. Chiirsadcki^________________
Mr. Allah l.)ad khan.Insii. (B,S-I8. Krr(:(fl) 
KohnI,

100-

Vice S.Nn.SO.101-

Vice S.-V0.87.102-
r

The nlTiccr.s so promoied will remain • n prohalinn for a perind nl’i>nc year in Icnns nl
.Scctiini 0(3) of NWI-I’ ("i\'ii Scrvanl". .C T. i97.) read wiih Rule-1 5(1) nl' NWI-1’ Givi! 
.Scrv:in(s(Appointmen!. riniViOlinn & 1' n.s-.ei ) Rule.s. 19S9.

• I?, • '-V ■

> r
I

SliCKI-.i'AKY

iV;' : ENrST. NO. i.;: DATE IZVBN.

V
Co|)y n.irwardcil (i»r inHiiinalinn iV n/aeliont

,' V.
1 The .Speci.nl Sccrclai y lo Gh.icf Mini.ster. NVM'!’.
2 ' The Acconnlant (general. NVVI'I’, Peshawar,

c.;^: '- 3 The Dircclor of l:(liicati(.in {.i'A’l'A). Pcshiiw: r.
{ I:'" * 4 '('he Dircclor. Schools I.itcraey. NWrP. Pe.shawar.

5- The Dircclor Cuniciihiln & rcachcr.s Ediical on. Ahhnilabad.
6 The Dircclor. Pjl TE.NWIBTPcshawar.
7 All niMrict/Agcncy Aceoimts Ornccr.'; Gone rued.
8 EDOsi S&L ('oncciTiqd.
9 On’iccis C'onccnicd.
1 - PSO to ChicrScerctary. NWi-P.
I • PS Mini.stcr for iuh'.calion. N'vVFP.
1 - i’S to Scerdary. Scluiois & l.ilciacy I.icpM. > Wl-l'.
1. - PAs lo Special Sccrclary/Addiliona! Scerc'ai >. SiVI. Dcpil. NWT l 
1< - PA lo Dc|)iity Sccrclaiy {Admn) Si^l. I)opU. dWI P. 
r - OiTicc oilier file.

I

(1 IGi NAW A/, KI1,\NJ''
SKGT-I >.-'1 (.tl'h'lC.KU (SCIi[|^).(.>l,.'-i).
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I. lIKlrORK. TUI-. Nwin>, .SF.jLvicr-: trtbunat. vv.^^:c k^^x> k n.
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.[i:>• \
. \App.:alHo. 970/200S i/

\ t«

'V.i*

Dale oCinsiiuilion - 03.07.200S 
Dale of decision.' -21.10.2008

V

n-n' Specialist Government His-acr Secondary SchopI Samar Barii
i:>n Lower i;/0 ffa.nbal NmiiJil 11 .dwer........................ .......... ^..CAppcIIa.Vl)

VERSUS

m t

1. GovcrnnVenl ofNWFP llirouBli CliiefSccrctary NWFP Pcsli
2. Sccrciary'iEslalilishmcntNWFP Civil Sccrciariat Pcsliawar. '
3; Secretary !21cm|cnlnjry imd'Sccondary Uducalion NWFP Pcsliowor

1awnr. I

I i;

Iii (Respondents)
I

4pcaj undcrScclion 4 of.hc NWFP Service Tribunal Aei, 1P74 aeainai lire 
Npirnealion No. SOS/S&L 1-4/03-Rcgularization KC dated 19.3.2008 
wnereby the appeliMfwas terminated from service with immediate effect

i
I

ii IMr. Ijaz Anv 
• Mr. Gltulam

qr.jAdvoptc.'. 
'Mustafa A.GlP .For appellant.; 

For respondents.
;; :f.

MR. NOOR. JL-HAQ,..:.- 
SYED MANiliOdR Aill SHAH

I 'T: 11
MEMBER,
MEMBER.

1
► .

■i.1UDGMF,NT.,'3 iL.|

V•> \r\ vi t

I^00K-G|T.-HAQ. MBMBRR This appeal has been filed by the appellant ' 
against the Nhifieatior^datbd 19.3.2008. ^^^K^cby ^he was terminated fiom service with 
immediate cficct against wjiich the departmental appeal dated 26.3.200S has not been 

replied dcspitj; ih^c laps^ ofipo days. He has;praycd that on acccptanc'c of this appeal the 
lmpuBncd-No[ifiEalioh mayibc set aside, and lie be declared 

intents and purposes with effect'from 
reinstated in servjcc with full back wages and benents of sci^icc.

Brief facts of the caSc arc that the Governmem ofNWFP Education Dep 

-- an ^dvjcrt.isciticiU'published-in I3aily News paper dated 3.9.1PS7. invitcrl 
applications fiorr^ the desirous candld.atcs for appointment against the post of Subject

I ‘

• I
I
i

as regular employee for all ))
the dale of his appointment, and lie may also be ■ ;

!

/}
I.

i2.
1arlmcnl

had vide i,
S

I«
ii

I •it

:



A

>- .

in ihc rclcvanl subjccu vyiih M.Ed orSpecialist BPS')? with Lhc qualificaiibn of M.A j ...
13-Cd. The appellant having the quaiir.cation of M.A in the relevant subject, also applied 

for the’same. A:; required number of candidates having M.A with B.Ed 
available, hence the Dcparimcnial Sclcclion.CommiUcc considered the

or M.Ed were 
case of the

appcllin'l'ind r ecommended him foe appoinlmcnl osainsuhe posl of Subject Spcciohsl.

di'tcctcd that he be allowcd BPS-ld and the appellant was issued

not

However, it w:is
cppolnimcnl ordcr dated 17.2.1988. • •

II is pc.lincnt 10 point out here lhal at the relevant time eliEiblc candidates 
luvinE llK 'n'tld.liondl qualincarion of D.Cd. i; M.Ed were not evnilabtc. while there 
svas dire-need of opi>ointmenl of Subject Spehirdisls in the uppaded Higher Secondary 
Sehoolr, henee keeping in view the above requiremcnls. the Government of NV/FP vide 

• Nolincalioh dared 21.11.1991 amended Ihe-.reero'ilmenl rales for the post of. Subjeel

3.

Specialist (DPS')?)ln5’rollows>

••^rrftnri Class MliStcr Degree in the relevant subject, or in the cose of English 
Sub ee^ -^lilrd aass Masler degree in English with B.EdyM.Ed/M.A Edueat.on . 
in Loilnd Division respectively from a rccogmzcd University or Inslitu c.

- ^cvl^'d th^ SialcsLt possessing B.Ed. M.Ed or M A Education 

\ shall hi: elidible for appoinlmenl subjeel to
-V ihe professional qualifiealion as aforesaid wiih in 3 years from the "tc oft^me 

over ts^ubjeei Speeialisi, fiiiling which their services were liable lo

icmiiniuion ”

1

I
l
I

amended rules, improved and ’ acquired, theThe appcllanl iji accordance with the
"B-Ed with in the target period.i

• rcqulscl qualification o
Regularization Ads for The i

i.c MWFP Civil Servants 
Contract Basis 
Coniraci Basis

Tlic Krolmcial Government promulgated various

regularimlioi & Contract | Appoinlecs
CReguloriaatiln o'f sUiie) Act. l'988 .HWP Employees 
(Regulrhiaalillm of s'erviee). Aer, 1989 k .ihtWFP Employees on 
(Regulori Jon of Se[viecs) (Amendment) Aer,' 1990. The appcllanl was considering

himself as regularized by virtue of Ihc 
light that the respondent. deparUnent 
requisition to |thc Public Service 

appcllanl alongwiih other similarly placed employees
' HiEhIcoilrt Pesiiawar with a prayer of his regularizauon m terms

. buring the pendency of i.he ,Wrii Pelilion ii was objected on behalf 

Ll! J appellant and dthers have nil filed appeal to thb Chief

quhed under Section d of the Regularization Aet,.hence the Writ

fresh pelilion in ease he

4. • i

on

\.
above regularization.laws, however, it came lo 

held by the appcllanl withhave sent the post
Commission for fresh appointments, hence, the

filed Writ Petition No. 667/1992 •
of the

\

in the Pcshciwa •
■■

Regularization AcU • t
!

of the Govcrnntcnl
Secretary NWp as re
Pelilion was dismissed i withdravm with permission to frle a

ledress fro^d the said forum. Alrhough .he appcllanl was working against 
; of Subject Spceialis. (BPS-n) and was perfectly eligible and having the .

: •
■■ T

I ;
docs not g:t 
the post 
prescribed qUaUfication but was

• I ■

paid the salary- in BPS-15. hence, he filed a service

\ / -••• I '
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3

appeal in .'he Service Tribunal for liic firant of pay of BPS-17 with arrear wilh .cffucl _

:,nd for ihc rccularir-ntion of his services. Tliisfrom the t.i.nlc of Iti.-i nppoinlmcni 
Tribunal allowed the relief of pay. huwever, arrears-of pay were allowed lor 3 years 
buck fronv the dale Ihc Wril Pciiiion was filed; regardinE the prayer for rcBularizaiion ii ■ 

dirccTd nil the mailer of rcEulari7Jlion is left for^lhc department to process Ihe 
of scl :ciioL of Ihe appellant as Subject Specialist. The Government filed appeal in

the decision of .this Tribunal. The August

was

ease

the Suprdinc Court of Pakistan against 
Supreme Court of Pakistan in Civil Appeal No. 18, 128 and 539 to 551 of; 1995.

appeal of the Government and maintained the judgment of this Tribunaldismissed ihc
the poinl ofjrceuIariMlion,'however, allowed and sranted Uro claim for payrhcnl of 

minimon, salaiy asainallhe porl of Subjec. Spccialisr from .he dale of his|inUhd 
appom.n-.inl, tine Muhammad Riae Subjccl Spceialis. a similarly placed cmplo>;cc had 

. also nicd AppUl No.92/1995 in this Tribunal. The same was allowed vide jur^gmen. • 
and order daied 16.7.1996, however while implemendns the judgment the respondent 

depanment, allowed him graded pay in BPS-IV alongwith inerements against the post. , 
of Subject SpUalist from 23.5.19SS, He was allowed seniority against the post ol 

wilh effect from the date of his acquiring the prescribed qualification 
in filed service appeal No. 649/20p0, and

maintained

on

Subject Sipccidlist
of the post. The said Muhammad Riaz.again
soushl sinlorlly w.e.r 24.5.1938, huwever Ihe erdcr dated 15.2.19W 
and he si-as ijcid entitled to the grant of seniority from the date of hts aequtr.ng 
pua.incaloh je 17.2.1992. Accordingly vide notineatien (Annexure-G) the sa,d 

allowed seniority w.c.f 17.10.1992.

was

On the other hand the
Muhamrijiad Raiz; was

■ appcllanS wasiallowci llK pay wilh arrears qf the post
errect fr: J his ihttiir appointment pursuant to-the judgment of the august Supreme 
Court of plhis.an vide notineatien dated 2S.5.1997. Hosvcvcr. quite tilegally attache 
riOer/coirdiiidn that he will not claim any seniority against the post of Subject Spce.a ,s ^ 
The appellant is hiso granted Move-over BPS-H to BPS-IS by the resprm^

■■ dcpann,ent videi9otif,ea.ion dated 27.10.2001 w.c.f. M2.2000 on the meommendau n
■ ,he Departmentaf Promotion Committee. The appellant had challenged the

' ‘ denied the claim of seniordy. referred nv

of Subject Spccialist-BPS;-17 willi

>
’ 1

~ \
\ ■

of •
Notificktldn dated 28.5.1997, wherein he was -,mdr-ils
Para 21 of tile nbttfieation in Se^iee appeal No. 2175/1997. This .Trrbunpl vtde tts 

ir,dEmin. land order dated 17.8.2004 again did'not decide the matter of regular,-eahon o 
ap^clW-i directed the respondent depar^ent to settle the longstand.ng tssue of

seguJi Jin of seWicc of the appellant as^per mlcs widain a reasonable span of U,^. 

and ri.Jndcd baek^ the case to the department' for necessary action. The ease of d ^
appel J.with pther.subjcct Specialists was'rercrred to the Departmental Promotton f /

Comliillce by the' respondent department for

aredl'to this effect by the Dcparlmcnl
of rcgulariialion of the appellant and held that it did not

?the

regularization. .Working paper 
, Tlic Dcp.irlmcntal Promolioh Commillcc ,

fall within

was

prep
disctlkisch the ease-

;
: ■

.ii •!

J
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i.c NWFP Adhoc 
. 1988, NWFP Employees on Conlracl Basis

Conlrnpl. Basis

ion of Adhoc tS: Conlracl AppoinlccsIcaicd for ihc rcculurizaiion■)romu
Civil ScrAinls (Rcgjiarizalion Scn/icc) Aci

19S9\V: N\V!‘i’ Employees on(Rci^ularizalion of Service) Ael 
(Rceubrizalion of';cr^■iccs) (Amcndmcni) Ael

oflhose legisl.uiuns auai

/ully aiiractcd lo ihc ease of1.990, were

ined ihc suius of regular employee,

denied formal regularizalion ,

provided lo

ihc appcllani. He b/ virtue 

however, due lo
. Before lerm'.nalipn of the appeUum-^ service, no

nolicc for exp

Ihc iniiclion of ihe rcspoiulenls. he was
righl of hearing
lanauon and thus (he appcllani 

in accordance wilh-lhc amended rules

was
Order

noi issued any show cause
hini. He was

been coademned urJicnid. The eppclU.nl bed 
„.;l in.prnvcj ..nd! nap,bed lUc p,aa;i.a: „„nhlia,u.m

od und considering his clieibilily for ihc posl ii

nf 11.Hd williin ihc largct 
allowed Ihc pay and scale ofc was

C.mri of Pakistan. Thus he shall he
. The noiilicaiioivwhereby;Sp.-viallsi hy: Ihc Aniu'-'^t Sup.v.nc-

for all inteni and purposesconsidered as a regular employee of ihc judgment of ihc^ 
Hfi.*;. Ni-R^nmi: 

1996 SCMR pafic l^^O, 
complaint

ictminalcd from service is in viololion
lire nppcUanl was

Siii'iuiiu:

ScrHcc page 12 

because there is' no

• ?,{in5 (Civil .Sri-viix) pnj'.eri’akbsUin rcpnrled in Pl-i
r 200? SCMR pi>B= «•

of lockiiiG of Ihe tequisho quoliriccuon, or
: nolificalion impugned is liable to be sel 

similarly placed employees 
d seniorily and are slill in serviee while the 

order impugned is nol lenable on

t ’nul l u

allcgalions
in dulles. Hence, theregarding his pet rorrnance m .

uside. -fUe appeSlunbh^ been diseriminared aja.nsl
hove already b&n r^eularizcd and allowe

oppehan. has “j p;oUaeallon dated 19.3.T008 may please

,hb score aloneMic prayed

‘I'll.
bach wages anljl'bpntfitsj of sen'ice. ,

, because

• and purposes

noalcd through orjcnI was|,„ped argued ---2" ,,,, ^p^-lTon tempera,

condiiions mcniioncd in his appomimcnl

The!\ 8.\\ luediii on
bnsis.Thciipjc^anlwas appoin

-15 (0 iiTixcd pay).
oii Icquirc^d Undidaics lor 

n.Ed/M.EdmiWCEducalioh)
condilioh that they shall acquire 

years. The ipihant Was appointed on tempera.

fixed pay'but he eouldnollbe regularized asi
He vias bbpoinidd on fixed pay on icmpora.-basis.

order. Due to
[condition of

omendmenldaled 21.11.1991, subject to
lification wilhin three ■ 

stop gop arrangement on

in BPS the appointment, ihc(
\ slioriagc\ related, videwash' the same professional qua

the basis as a

1) ualificalions and CNpcncncc
ihc professional q

Ihc time of his appoinlmcnl. as he svas .simplyli)'. i He Bid.nol possess uk

i prescribed for the postal

!, M.A.

)
» ■



6.

of contract appointees, 

ood scale of ibe post
of the ActAccordingly ^ nc did not fall under the purview

be rcgul.'iri-/.ed. U is correct. Uiat pay
WHS

ihcreforc. he/could not were notn , m linht of the court, dccision but his services 

----- ■

given

i-x was appointed against the post

"■AEirr3r;5-:'==
Subject Specialist, whiU appointmcnl v/as^

c could not be considered accordingly.

in hand. It was the

mailer

Honourable ApcK 
of the app9inimcn\ 
the rccruithicnt ^Ics, therefore, he

-not in accordance to

i, nclUKr premolio. nor concomod «ilh seniority
of sourv/piy. The Tribunul righlly declined lo dee|dc

Administrative Department 
rclcrrcil; lo lUc

returned back

Ujcoilillo luri,nt>lili^-J‘

not compeunt for 
time 

and .

^;'iovc•oYcr, is9.
relates wi'lit ihclrunning status 
mutter ofircgulWizution i

afic^ thorough scrutiny

of the
of uinjcll.ml

;,nd examinolion of die ease, ;U was

r..i Im WiiiK Ihp loiuhruirn

US the same is prerogative
waa'riic ciwc

Nvilll ll'>- • I'l"
DPC. bul;

. r«tr rrm'h''''’*''"Winr. a>.M> ill "
*. rules as the Divisional Director 

,, po. sep.>ae recoup , ^

oppolnlhlcn, ^.a,ns ^ „alfon

“ y declined 10 aeon,adze .he sanae as ihc appolnlniail 0 :

.ccruinucnl mles. on p.ek and , .J

recommendations

was

i
and agum
scrutiny tlic competent

.vere .)^dd^,,o ,,, proposal of Admimslral.vc- ,
DcparlincpL trcajedAhe ■-. ■„ violation of law and relevant Act 'i'

Departlnebilbeeauseilhe beino a eompelenl aulliorily also |
Ries ifDeparUT>en,s. All Ihe proaccdlnos hove ;

Of eosnpelenl aulhW. The |

,akcn per aw p:,siV as a stop BoP ‘7^’

c of conlcaet/adhoc employees rcEularizalion 
ibed professional ciualif.calidn ns required

iind Law :
;

[

• nud
agreed 
been .

.! on icmporao' 
do. not fall under the scope

:^ppcli■;.nl was .appointed
-'i its :casc pq ^
U'Ael, n,hiic he was n°l
" undcJ ihi rulcsj He prayed ihallhe appeal may be dismissed..

hence

sened lhat Ihc appoinlmcnl of Muhanmv.id
,imos was'difteranl one, however, .he deparlmimlu, ^

conftonled with ihc Idler of appoinlmcnl of Ihe 

eded that there is no disUnclion

has as: I'iThc respondent: department 

who whs, granted regular ^ 
ropr^schtatW^prcscnl in the court, was
appl,him andiihhlof Muhammad Riaz.,lc candidly con

To:*
-Ilia:

■:!
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^ liicir teller of appo.nimcnis.'.-A'\CO'.np:.:::;cr. of Muho-mmad Riaz and'.^al of the ' 
p’.ilani showed that the appcDahthrcasc r.i'.d ihat of Muhatnniad Riaz y/crc identical

;lc.ss. The respondent dcpii'Lnicnt has' 

...son and tiller disregard ofahe norms of 

ppclhinl.’s rundanicnlal rights.

:*
:■ :i!i re'spccl.s aiul llic isscrlidh is ahsolt!'.-'’

.. seraninalcd ihc appeliaiU'for .hvo-v 

i.-iiiil)‘ and juslicc. ll is a glaring vintalion.s ni !:ie a

. \
The learned AiG'.P stressed il'.al ihe apnoinimcnt of Utc appcllanVv/^s irrcgul^ 

.'nd eoiild not be regularized on accounl of I’.or.-obscrvalion of ihc recruiinaciit’rules aitd

I.

r roccdurcs.. Wltcn he '.>/as asked' vdio 'violiUed, ih.c ruj^esjmd prescribc^_pr_Qcedufe, he
i ad no saiisfacioiy answer. Only a preiexi which, nas been malafidely ma.de’^^c basi^ of

rn iltcgal'action,, the, omission coi'npbin^_d_oA;.wa5' on 'U'ie^.parl:.of_,|hej;.pspQn£lcpt ■ ■

t epai tmcnl and, they earutot be aJlow'c^ip_.bco.cii,'..o,ut„gf.lhcir.;p.'.yn_wxo.oS-.v‘?/l.y>X_^i^5£- ,

ioi after 20 years. Asjias been held by die augusl Supreme Court of P^st^’in',thc„ciis^
"Sccrciar)^ Gp,vcrnnienl of NV/TP Vs. Saadullali I^an

laving himself appbintcd'lhc civil scrvani.s ihe rcspondcnts.canno.t Jaic,c..tlic benefit£,.of—
. . 1 . y ‘''.tip

heir own lapses,, if an; af[cr consitlcrablc long lime, wh.cn valupblc rights'liavc b^n.

l K

:portcd as1
■

:

*.rcaicd in favour of Ihc employees. '• ■«
I

■'i- I

. ■•:•••• v.'.*
ihc above .authorities, the respondents..

;
Judging ihc .ease .on ihc. touch .Slone..of.

eannoi be allov/cd .ici,.lcrm_tJtc appoii'iimeiU ol' ‘.l;o appellant as iUegal aflep^0 years..oT 

his service, coupled wi.tly tj}C facts .ih.at there is no allegation of his'incligibiliVy,
e:\]>abiiiiy to pcrforiVi his''duties. Iniercsiingly, in the instanf ease the appellant 'was_

allowed move-over from, BPS-12 -lo DPS-IS, vide order dated 27T(h2Q01 'w.e.f. f 

1.12.2000 (Armcxurii-J wltKilhc appeal)..The Hcn’blc Supreme Court

12.

I
m-

i

)
I

t

also approved ihc induction ds well.as er.lillcmeht lo B~17 ^'aded pay
• ...............................i............................

h . « *• 
appoinimcnCof. the appellant was on A1'fhe learned I'AGPlilricd to. ar^ue lhai the 

slop gap arrangcrrichtSi however, wheii he wa:: confronted with tlic appointnicnt letu^
■"................................... -■ t'-T’".’.......................

13.

!
(Anncxurc-B y/ilh ..dicl appcM); :i o;:!-;' referrej io the appointm.ent..as .temporary..The 

learned counsel for ihc...appcllahi-poi.n.lcd .out Uiai it is an appointment for- indehnitc

period and regular ond.iihvibw of a:’;.r.:;iiip'.',„r..n-..c:icd.cas.c..i;Ab.du.l..M.ajid‘S,hcikh2^s.Jyl^ 

.Ahmad, Section Offidcr another ri-LO-!9b5-3’C-20S).jrh£_lcamcd cd'^^el for die

:• \

1- \
appcllam has placed |on Ti c, llic pV;. roll o: the appeUrmpwhich also .refers^to__.tli^ 

\ . appoinlmciil of. appellant :as tempora.i7..;lS'lo;Coyci‘, in lhc_,CQ_l.iuTi.n of qualifying service,_. 

ihc period ofhis scp/icc-has been giver; as 2'. ye:.-'sand 11 nionths^h^fatcof a pcrson__
\ • •• ............................... ;• --........... ............ "■ :.7—' .

\yho has pul in IS.to[22 ycavs'sciT/icc could not be determined just witla;a".s.tr.oke_ot.pc^ 

wilhcnii application of mind to ihc.-r.'.aicrial iV.eis involved in the case, therefore,, the 

arguments pul fcrtli'by iilic Icru'iVc;
' i-arrnngcmcnis, holdsjno ground.;.In

I

]/t

'i '•
dr-::--' the appointment was oil'stop gap 

of ihc casc under the NWFP Civil ■I
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•[

Si;rv;iiiii Rciiicivai from Service Special ■ Powers Ordinmiee 2000» if "ti)crcUs 
elleyaiion thai li;ic ap|poinlmcnt-*was madc'on cxirancously consideration, in violation of 

law and rclcvarii appointment rules, then ihc procedure prescribed u/s 5;of Urcisaid 

Ordiiiancc is lo oe followed. The termination order of the appellant clearly.refers to the 

■ appuinimeiu orihc appellant as in violation of the recruitment rul'cs, thcrcfbrc/Scclion 3 . '
sub clause of she RSO 2000 was applicable'oiid while dealing with lhc’‘casc of die 

show cause notice, conslilullon ol the departmental inquiry was'required 
whicli has not been done in this ease. Therefore, the order of icrminatioh from'service . 
of the appcllaiU;'iS aiso.'not sustainable at this stage. . : '

may//
I

I

K

A( .»
The upshot of the abovc'discussion islthat we accept the-appcal'as .prayed for

and set aside Ih'c impugned order of tcnninaiion of the appellant dated 19.-3’.i008.iThe 
rcspondciU departmeint is directed to rc-ins(a(c nhe appellant in service .wiill''all back

1

bcncfiis of service.
I

T .

This judigmciit will also dispose of thc:Otlicr connected appeals..bearing Nos. 
j i ■ ' • i

912/2008 Abdul Hamid Bull, 913/2008 Daiycsh ‘Khan, 914/2008 Hamidul Haq,
15. h

i !■
.!i

915/2008 All hiaid'arl 916/2005 Jehan Didar, 917/2008 Muhajnmad Amin,':918/2008 .1
■ i ■ • ■ : • 'i ; • ■ j

Miiji.ib.t KJtan, 19119/2008 Biradar Kitan, 920^008 Sardar Ali, 921/2008-‘Hurnay\in [:

;i ;-| • . -i'" e'
Khan, 922/200^'Humayun,'Versus Chief Secretary NWFP etc, inVolvingi common

r

n lltc same manner.
1 '

as tOj costs. File bc consigncd to tlic record.
question cf law,!'

No prdcr 
ANNOlINCF.nJ

i
tI •

:
.1 ;

■;

• 21.10.2008. i;
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; BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A. No. 989/2016

i M. Bashir Ahmad Secretary & Othersversus

REPLICATION
\ ^

•Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

All the 10 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No reason 

jin support of the same is ever given as to why the appellant has no 

cause of action etc.

Not correct. Appellant has cause of action and locus standi as 

respondents, being most juniors, were made seniors for no legal 

reason.

1.

Not correct. Appellant has come to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean 

hands.
2.

Not correct. The appeal is well within time. No material facts were 

suppressed nor the same were brought on surface.
3.

Not correct. Appeal is based on bona-fide. Respondents are not so 

weak to come under pressure. The appeal is quite maintainable.
4.

Not correct. Appellant has come to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean 

hands. All.the necessary parties have been imp-leaded therein.
5.

Not correct. Replying respondents were not seniors to appellant, 
wrong seniority was given to respondents from 14-03-1998 as at the 

s.ame time, respondents were in BPS-15 (personal grade B-17) while 

appellant was in B-18 since 18-05-2000.

6.

Not correct. Appellant, was at the time in BPS-19 on regular basis 

since 05-01-2009 while he has no concern with final seniority list of 

BPS-18.

7.
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8.^^ Not correct. Appellant never filed any writ petition against the 

respondents, so such objection is not concerned with him.

9. Not correct, Appellant has no concern with regularization of 

respondents since 18-04-2009 as at the same time, respondents
I

were in B-17 while appellant was in B-19 since 05-01-2009. As for as 

regularization of respondents from the date of appointment is 

concerned, appellant was not party to that proceedings, so has no 

binding effect upon his seniority and fate.

10. Not correct. Appellant did not challenge final seniority list (B-18) of 
pl-01-2014 as at the same time appeliant was in B-19 while 

respondent were in B-18. In this seniority list, no count of appellant 
was given nor his name was figured in the same at any place.

11. Not correct. The instant appeal Is not barred by any Law.

12. Not correct. Appellant is quite competent to file the instant appeal 
against respondents.

13. Not correct. The impugned notification dated 26-04-2016 is illegal 
and liable to set aside as per Law.

ON FACTS;

Needs no comments as this para is not related to appellant.1.
{

2. Not correct. As far as regularization of services of respondents as 

Subject Specialist with effect from the date of their initial appointment 
in B-17 is concerned, appellant has no concern with the same, because 

respondents were appointed in the year 1988, 1989 and 1990 while 

appellant was appointed as such in the year, 1982.

3. Admitted correct to the extent of appeal granting respondents graded 

pay of B-17 while refused to regularize their services & seniority from 

the date of initial appointment. Thereafter, respondent were stopped 

tiD take any action except to challenge their grievances before the apex 

court. As for as judgment dated 21-08-2008 of the hon'ble Tribunal is 

concerned, the same has no binding effect upon the fate of 

appointment as appellant was not party in the appeal of respondents.
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/\t the same time, respondents were in B-17 while appellant was in B- 
i9 on acting charge basis.

4. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding qualifying 

Commission for the post of SS B-17.

In the preceding para No. 3, position has been explained.

5. Not correct. Respondents were at the same time in BPS-17 while 

appellant was in BPS-19. Only monetary benefits were given to 

respondents w.e.f 27-05-1993 and no other benefits.

6. Not correct. The judgment of the hon'ble Tribunal dated 31-05-1994 

and of the apex court date 26-02-1997 is very much clear on the 

s.ubject where regularization of services of respondents and seniority 

was refused in toto.

7. Not correct. Regularization and seniority to respondents was refused 

by the apex court vide judgment dated 26-02-1997.

8. Not correct. Annex "H" giving knowledge to respondents regarding 

promotions to appellant to BPS-18 by PSC.

9. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding subsequent 
appeal before Service Tribunal of respondents for seniority and 

deletion of last five lines of the said order.

10. Not correct. The hon'ble Tribunal did not allow regularization of 
s,ervices & consequential benefit including seniority at the cost of 
qthers who were appointed on merit on regular basis.

11. Not correct. Proof is attached with the appeal annexed "J" promoting 

qppellant to BPS-19 on 30-09-2006 on acting charge basis.

12. Not correct. That para of the appeal is correct regarding double 

rejection of Summaries on 12-07-2006 & 15-07-2007 in respect of 
regularization of services and grant of seniority to respondents from 

the date of initial appointment with further remarks that respondents 

shall be dealt with as per law because their appointment was illegal 
and ab-initio-void.
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Admitted correct regarding termination of services of respondents vide 

cirder dated 19-03-2008 as codie formalities were not observed as well 
ds less in qualification.

13'J

14-15. Admitted correct by the "respondents regarding fling of appeal by 

respondents against the termination and promotion of appellant to 

BPS-19 on regular basis on 05-01-2009.

16. In response to this para of reply, it is submitted that respondents were 

terminated from service on 19-03-2008. Their regularization should 

have been from this date. More so, the Summary was not approved by 

the competent authority, i-e Chief Minister, KP, Peshawar.

I^ore so, appellant was npt party to the proceedings. The earlier 

judgments of the hon'ble Tribunal as well as of the apex court could 

riot be superseded at any cost on any legal forums.

17-19. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding promotion of 

respondents to BPS-18 on 12-04-2011 on regular / acting charge basis 

with immediate effect and further promotion to BPS-19 on regular 

basis on 21-01-2014 and appellant was promoted to BPS-18 on 18-05- 

2000 while to BPS-19 on 05-01-2009. These dates of promotion of
i

respondents and appellant shows that appellant was quite senior than 

respondents.

20. In response to this para of the reply it is submitted that wrong and 

il'legal seniority list was prepared by the department extended 

respondents undue favor without taking into consideration the dates of 
promotion of appellant viz-a-viz respondents in each and every grade / 

cadre.

21. Proof regarding submission of appeal against tentative seniority list is
I

attached as Annexed "U" with the appeal.

22. Not correct. The report of Scrutiny Committee regarding re­

determination of eligibility, qualifications, etc. of respondents still hold 

field.

23. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding issuance of final 

^ s,eniority list which was agitated by appellant by not accepting position 

assigned to him as well as to respondents.
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2^. Proof regarding submission of representation against incorrect 
seniority list was preferred which was rejected for no legal reasons.

r^ot correct. The official record was not properly, fairly and justly 

scrutinized by the official respondents by giving extra-ordinary 

advantage to respondents for no legal reason.

25.

GROUNDS:

,Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding 

appointment of appellant as SET in 1982 with'requisite qualifications 

^while respondents (1988-1990) on fixed pay as such with 

iqualifications.

a.

no

b. iNot correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding rejection 

of appeal by Service Tribunal and Supreme Court for grant of 
■regularization of service and seniority.

Not correct. Respondents were in deficient in educational 

qualifications as against appellant. Their reinstatement was from 

date of termination i.e. 19-03-2008.

c.

d. Not correct. CM rejected the plea of regularization and seniority of 
respondents as their appointments was in total disregard of Law, 
lack of qualifications.

Not correct. The dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant (18-05- 

2000) and respondents (12-04-2011) are crystal clear. Law was not 
followed in the case in hand in letter and spirit.

e.

f. Not commented upon by the respondents and is crucial para in 

respect of promotion to B-19 of appellant (05-01-2009) and 

respondent (21-04-2014), meaning thereby that the same is 

admitted correct by them. Issue of regularization was not resolved in 

the judgment. The same should have been w.e.f. 2008, i.e. the date 

of termination from service.
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Not correct. How judgment of Service Tribunal can over ride over 

the judgment of SC. Respondents should have given benefits from 

the date of their termination and not from the date of initial 
appointment.

a-

h. Not correct. Department was / is under legal obligation to.honor the 

report of Scrutiny Committee because the same was only for this 

purpose as prayed for i.e. 2008 and not from the initial illegal 
appointment.

Not correct. Respondents did not qualify the Commission for the
j ,
post time and again but adopt back channel diplomacy.

I.

Not correct. The date of promotion of appellant to B-19 is 05-01- 

2009 while that of respondents is 21-04-2014, appellant is senior for 

more than 06 years from respondents.

J-

k. Not replied by respondents, so the para of the appeal is admitted 

correct by them regarding dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant 
04-03-1998 and of respondents 12-04-2011, gap of 13 years. 
Respondents have sought regularization from the date of 
termination as before this, regularization and seniority was refused 

to them by the hon'ble Tribunal and Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Not correct. Proof has been attached in shape of dates / orders of 

appellant to. B-18 on 04-03-1998, to B-19 on 05-01-2009 while of 
respondents to B-18 on 12-04-2011 and to B-19 on 12-04-2014.

m. Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts regarding 

further promotion of respondents to B-20 within short spane of 02 

years.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts. Official 
respondents are backing private respondents in their nefarious 

designs for further promotion to B-20. Appellant was not party in 

their appeals, so did not challenge the same nor the same has any 

binding effect upon the fate of appellant.

n.

0. Allowed.
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■'M
It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted 

as prayed for.

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 
Advocate,Dated: 05-02-2017

i

i

AFFIDAVIT

I, M. Bashir Ahmad, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents 

are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record.

m DEPO'NENT
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
i:

S.A. No. 989/2016

’

Secretary & OthersM. Bashir Ahmad versus

! :

replication
<
k i

Respectfuilv Sheweth^
1; ;
1- •

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: J '

All the 10 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No reason

given as to why the appellant has noin support of the same is 

cause of action etc.

ever

of action and locus standi as 

made seniors for no legal
Not correct. Appellant has cause 

respondents, being most juniors, 

reason.

1.
were

to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean2. Not correct. Appellant has come 

Hands.

Not correct. The appeal' is well within time. No material facts were 

suppressed nor the same were brought on surface.

Not correct. Appeal is based on bona-fide. Respondents are not so 

under pressure. The appeal is guile mainlainabie.

3r

4.
weak to come

to the hon'ble Tribunal with cleanNot correct. Appellant has come 

hands. All the necessary parties have been imp-leaded therein.
• 5.

not seniors to appellant.Not correct. Replying respondents were 

wrong seniority was given to respondents from 1.4-03-1998 as at the 

same time, respondents were in BPS-15 (personal grade B-17) while 

appellant was in B-18 since 18-05-2000.

6.

at the time in BPS-19 on regular basis 

with final seniority list of
Not correct. Appellant was 

since 05-01-2009 while he has no concern
7.

BPS-18.
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Not correct. Appellant never filed any. writ petition against the 

respondents, so such objection is not concerned with him.
8.

with regularization ofNot correct. Appellant has no concern 

respondents since 18-04-2009 as at the same time, respondents 

were in B-17 while appellant was in B-19 since 05-01-2009. As for as

9.

regularization of respondents from the date of appointment is 

concerned, appellant was not party to that proceedings, so has no 

binding effect upon his seniority and fate.

10. Not correct. Appellant did not challenge final seniority list (B-18) of 
01-01-2014 as at the same time appellant was in B-19 while 

respondent were in B-18. In this seniority list, no count of appellant 

given nor his name was figured in the same at any place.was

11. Not correct. The instant appeal is not barred by any Law.

12. Not correct. Appellant is quite competent to file the instant appeal 

against respondents.

Not correct. The impugned notification dated 26-04-2016 is illegal 

and liable to set aside as per Law.
13.

ON FACTS;

Needs no comments as this para is not related to appellant.

Not correct. As far as regularization of services of respondents as 

Subject Specialist with effect from the date of their initial appointment 
in B-17 is concerned, appellant has no concern with the same, because 

respondents were appointed in the year 1988, 1989 and 1990 while 

appellant was appointed as such in the year, 1982.

Admitted correct to the extent of appeal granting respondents graded 

of B-17 while refused to regularize their services & seniority from 

the date of initial appointment. Thereafter, respondent were stopped 

to take any action except to challenge their grievances before the apex 

court. As for as judgment dated 21-08-2008 of the hon'ble Tribunal is 

concerned, the same has no binding effect upon the fate of 

appointment as appellant was not party in the appeal of respondents.

1.

2.

• 3.
pay
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bivAt the same time, respondents were in B-17 while appellant was in B- 

19 on acting charge basis.

ilr
•I

I '

f
4. Not. correct. The para of the-appeal is correct regarding qualifying 

Commission for the post of SS B-17.

In the preceding para No. 3, position has been explained.

5. Not correct. Respondents were at the same time in BPS-17 while» 

appellant was in BPS-19. Only monetary benefits were given to 

respondents w.e.f 27-05-1993 and no other benefits.

6. Not correct. The judgment of the hon'ble Tribunal dated 31-05-1994 

and of the apex court date 26-02-1997 is very much clear on the 

subject where regularization of services of respondents and seniority 

was refused in toto.

- 7. Not correct. Regularization and seniority to respondents was refused 

by the apex court vide judgment dated 26-02-1997.

8. Not correct. Annex "H" giving knowledge to respondents regarding 

promotions to appellant to BPS-18 by PSC.

9. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding subsequent 

appeal before Service Tribunal of respondents for seniority and 

deletion of last five lines of the said order.
r
1

10. Not correct. The hon'ble Tribunal did not allow regularization of 
services & consequential benefit including seniority at the cost of 
others who were appointed on merit on regular basis.

11. Not correct. Proof is attached with the appeal annexed "J" promoting 

appellant to BPS-19 on 30-09-2006 on acting charge basis.
i

12. Not correct. That para of the appeal is correct regarding double 

rejection of Summaries on 12-07-2006 & 15-07-2007 in respect of 

regularization of services and grant of seniority to respondents from 

the date of initial appointment with further remarks that respondents 

shall be dealt with as per law because their appointment was illegal 
and ab-initio-void.
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13. Admitted correct regarding termination of services of respondents vide 

order dated 19-03-2008 as codie formalities were not observed as \well 

"as less in qualification.

14-15. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding fling of appeal by

the termination and promotion of appellant torespondents against 

BPS-19 on regular basis on 05-01-2009.

In response to this para of reply^ it is submitted that respondents were
19-03-2008. Their regularization should

16.
terminated from service on 

have been from this date. More so, the Summary was not approved by
the competent authoi'ity, i-e Chief Minister, KP, Peshawai.

More so, appellant was not party to the proceedings. The earlier 

judgments of the hon'ble Tribunal as well as of the apex court could 

riot be superseded at any cost on any legal forums.

Admitted correct by the respondents regarding promotion of 

’ * respondents to BPS-18 on 12-04-2011 on regular / acting charge basis 

with immediate effect and further promotion to BPS-19 on regular 

basis on 21-01-2014 and appellant was promoted to BPS-18 on 18-05- 

2000 while to BPS-19 on 05-01-2009. These dates of promotion of 
respondents and appellant shows that appellant was quite senior than

respondents.

20. In response to this para of the reply it is submitted that wrong and 

illegal seniority list was prepared by the department extended 

respondents undue favor without taking into consideration the dates of 

promotion of appellant viz-a-viz respondents in each and every grade /

cadre.

21. Proof regarding submission of appeal against tentative seniority list is 

attached as Annexed "U" with the appeal.

22. Not correct. The report of Scrutiny Committee regarding re- 

determination of eligibility, qualifications, etc. of respondents still hold

field.

Admitted correct by the respondents regarding issuance of final 

seniority list which was agitated by appellant by not accepting position 

assigned to him as well as to respondents.

17-19.

23.
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regarding submission of representation ■ against incorrect 

seniority list was preferred which was rejected for no legal reasons.
24. Proof

I

Not correct. The official record was not properly, fairly and justly 

by the official respondents by giving extra-ordinary

rl.

>•25. !'•

scrutinized
advantage to respondents for no legal reason.

GROUNDS!

ground of the appeal is correct regardingNot correct. The 

appointment of appellant as SET in 1982 with requisite qualifications

while respondents (1988-1990) on fixed pay as such with no

!a.

:qualifications.

b. Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding rejection
Tribunal and Supreme Court for grant ofof appeal by Service

, . regularization of service and seniority.

deficient in educationalRespondents were in 

qualifications as against appellant. Their reinstatement \Nas from 

date of termination i.e. 19-03-2008.

Not correct. CM .rejected the plea of regularization and seniority of 

respondents as their appointments was in total disregard of Law

lack of qualifications.

Not correct.c.

d.
/

The dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant (18-05-
crystal clear. Law was not

Not correct.
2000) and respondents (12-04-2011) 

followed in the case in hand in letter and spirit.

e.
are

Not commented upon by the respondents and is crucial para in
B-19 of appellant (05-01-2009) and

i f.
respect of promotion to 

respondent (21-04-2014), meaning thereby that the same is
admitted correct by them. Issue of regularization was not resolved in

should have been w.e.f. 2008, i.e. the date

r
■i.i

the judgment. The same 

of termination from service.
I
.!■

5';
i'r

E'.:
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g. Not correct. How judgment of Service Tribunal can over ride over 

the judgment of SC. Respondents should have given benefits from 

Ahe date of their termination and not from the date of initial 

appointment.

Not correct. Department was / is under legal obligation to honor the 

report of Scrutiny Committee because the same was only for this 

purpose as prayed for i.e. 2008 and not from the initial illegal 

appointment.

Not correct. Respondents did not qualify the Commission for the 

post time and again but adopt back channel diplomacy.

Not correct. The date of promotion of appellant to B-19 is 05-01- 

2009 while that of respondents is 21-04-2014, appellant is senior'for 

more than 06 years from respondents.

h.

J-

Not replied by respondents, so the para of the appeal is admittedk.
correct by them regarding dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant

04-03-1998 and of respondents 12-04-2011, gap of 13 years.
the date ofRespondents have sought regularization from

before this, regularization and seniority was refusedtermination as
to them by the hon^ble Tribunal and Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Not correct. Proof has been attached in shape of dates / orders of 
appellant to B-18 on 04-03-1998, to B-19 on 05-01-2009 while of 

respondents to B-18 on 12-04-2011 and to B-19 on 12-04-2014.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts regarding 

further promotion of respondents to B-20 within short spane of 02 

years.

n. Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts. Official 
respondents are backing private respondents in their nefarious 

designs for further promotion to B-20. Appellant was not party in 

their appeals, so did not challenge the same nor the same has any 

binding effect upon the fate of appellant.

m.

Allowed.0.



It iS; therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted 

^ as prayed for.
i J
i .

>V'
■'i:
■1

:\l

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 

Advocate, iDated: 05-02-2017

i l
i:

affidavit ]■

>

Bashir Ahmad, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm andI, M. ,
declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true and correct to 

best of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents
1

the
are illegal and incorrect.

■

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record.

l;':-

DEPO'NENT

i’--

iW'-

a/;;
pp'-
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.1-

BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
:■ .

f .! ;S.A. No. 989/2016
i

!:

i:• !Secretary & OthersM. Bashir Ahmad versus
1

rfplicati QJi

Respectfully Sheweth,
1-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: l:
I

All the 10 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No reason 

in support of the same is ever given as to why the appellant has no 

cause of action etc.

L
i

of action and locus standi as 

were made seniors for no legal
Not correct. Appellant has cause 

respondents, ■ being most juniors, 

reason.
t

Not correct. Appellant has come to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean 

hands.

Not correct. The appeal is well within time. No material facts were 

suppressed nor the same were brought on surface.

Not correct. Appeal is based on bona-fide. Respondents are not so 

vyeak to come under pressure. The appeal is quite maintainable.

Not correct. Appellant has come 

hands. All the necessary parties have been imp-leaded theiein.

Not correct. Replying respondents were not seniors to appellant, 

wrong seniority was given to respondents from 14-03-1998 as at the 

s.ame time, respondents were in BPS-15 (personal grade B-17) while 

appellant was in B-18 since 18-05-2000.

‘Not correct. Appellant was
05-01-2009 while he has no concern with final seniority list of

1.

2. !

3.
i

4.

to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean5.

6.

at the time in BPS-19, on regular basis7.
Since
BPS-18.

r
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Not correct. Appellant never filed any writ petition against the 

respondents, so such objection is not concerned with him.
8.

X 1

Not correct. Appellant has no concern with regularization of 

respondents since 18-04-2009 as at the same time, respondents 

were in B-17 while appellant was In B-19 since 05-01-2009. As for as 

regularization of respondents from the date of appointment is 

concerned, appellant was not party to that proceedings, so has no 

binding effect upon his seniority and fate.

9.

Not correct. Appellant did not challenge final seniority list (B-18) of 

01-01-2014 as at the same time appellant was in B-19 while 

respondent were in B-18. In this seniority list, no count of appellant 

was given nor his name was figured in the same at any place.

10.

Not correct. The instant appeal is not barred by any Law.11.

Not correct. Appellant is quite competent to file the instant appeal 

against respondents.
12.

Not correct. The impugned notification dated 26-04-2016 is illegal 
and liable to set aside as per Law.

13.

ON FACTS:

Needs no comments as this para is not related to appellant.1.

Not correct. As far as regularization of services of respondents as 

Subject Specialist with effect from the date of their initial appointment 
in B-17 is concerned, appellant has no concern with the same, because 

respondents were appointed in the year 1988, 1989 and 1990 while 

appellant was appointed as such in the year, 1982.

2.

Admitted correct to the extent of appeal granting respondents graded 

pay of B-17 while refused to regularize their services & seniority from 

the date of initial appointment. Thereafter, respondent were stopped 

to take any action except to challenge their grievances before the apex 

court. As for as judgment dated 21-08-2008 of the hon'ble Tribunal is 

concerned, the same has no binding effect upon the fate of 
appointment as appellant was not party in the appeal of respondents.

3.
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At the same time, respondents were in B-17 while appellant was in B- 

19 on acting charge basis.
l;,t^

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding qualifying 

Commission for the post of 5S B-17.
4.

In the preceding para No. 3, position has been explained.

Not correct. Respondents were at the same time in BPS-17 white 

appellant was in BPS-19. Only monetary benefits were given to 

respondents w.e.f 27-05-1993 and no other benefits.

Not correct. The judgment of the hon'ble Tribunal dated 31-05-1994 

and of the apex court date 26-02-1997 is very much clear on the 

subject where regularization of services of respondents and seniority 

was refused in toto.

5.

6.

-7. Not correct. Regularization and seniority to respondents was refused 

. . by the apex court vide judgment dated 26-02-1997.

Not correct. Annex "H" giving knowledge to respondents regarding 

promotions to appellant to BPS^IS by PSC.

9. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding subsequent 

, appeal before Service Tribunal of respondents for seniority and 

deletion of last five lines of the said order.

8.

Not correct. The hon'ble Tribunal did not allow regularization of 

services & consequential benefit including seniority at the cost of 

others who were appointed on merit on regular basis.

Not correct. Proof is attached with the appeal annexed "J" promoting 

appellant to BPS-19 on 30-09-2006 on acting charge basis.

Not correct. That para of the appeal is correct regarding double 

rejection of Summaries on 12-07-2006 & 15-07-2007 in respect of 

regularization of services and grant of seniority to respondents from 

the date of initial appointment with further remarks that respondents 

shall be dealt with as per law because their appointment was illegal 

and ab-initio-void.

10.

11.

12.

pr^r-
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13. Admitted correct regarding termination of services of respondents vide 

order dated 19-03-2008 as codie formalities were not observed as well 

as less in qualification.

14-15. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding fling of appeal by
the termination and promotion of appellant to

!

respondents against 
BPS-19 on regular basis on 05-01-2009.

In response to this para of reply, it is submitted that respondents were 

terminated from service on 19-03-2008. Their regularization should 

have been from this date. More so, the Summary was not approved by 

the competent authority, i-e Chief Minister, KP, Peshawar.

16.

More so, appellant was not party to the proceedings. The earlier 

judgments of the hon'ble Tribunal as well as of the apex court could 

hot be superseded at any cost on any legal forums.

17-19. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding promotion of 

’ ‘ respondents to BPS-18 on 12-04-2011 on regular / acting charge basis 

with immediate effect and further promotion to BPS-19 on regular 

basis on 21-01-2014 and appellant was promoted to BPS-18 on 18-05- 

2000 while to BPS-19 on 05-01-2009. These dates of promotion of 

respondents and appellant shows that appellant was quite senior than 

respondents.

20. In response to this para of the reply it is submitted that wrong and 

illegal seniority list was prepared by the department extended 

respondents undue favor without taking into consideration the dates of 
promotion of appellant viz-a-viz respondents in each and every grade / 

cadre.

Proof regarding submission of appeal against tentative seniority list is 

attached as Annexed "U" with the appeal.
21.

22. Not correct. The report of Scrutiny Committee regarding re- 

determination of eligibility, qualifications, etc. of respondents still hold

field.

i

23. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding issuance of final 
seniority list which was agitated by appellant by not accepting position 

assigned to him as well as to respondents.
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24. Proof regarding submission of representation against incorrect 

seniority list was preferred which was rejected for no legal reasons. 1^1>

25. Not correct. The official record was not properly, fairly and justly 

scrutinized by the official respondents by giving extra-ordinary 

advantage to respondents for no legal reason.

i'r'

G R Q U N D S:

1 !

a. Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding 

appointment of appellant as SET in 1982 with requisite qualifications 

while respondents (1988-1990) on fixed pay as such with no 

^qualifications.

b. Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding rejection 

of appeal by Service Tribunal and Supreme Court for grant of

. . regularization of service and seniority.

Respondents were in deficient in educationalNot correct.
qualifications as against appellant. Their reinstatement was from

c.

date of termination i.e. 19-03-2008.
1

Not correct. CM rejected the plea of regularization and seniority of 

respondents as their appointments was in total disregard of Law, 

lack of qualifications.

Not correct. The dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant (18-05- 

2000) and respondents (12-04-2011) are crystal clear. Law was not 

followed in the case in hand in letter and spirit.

d.

e.

Not commented upon by the respondents and is crucial para in
B-19 of appellant (05-01-2009) and

f.
respect of promotion to 

respondent (21-04-2014), meaning thereby that the same is 

admitted correct by them. Issue of regularization was not resolved in
the judgment. The same should have been w.e.f. 2008, i.e. the date

of termination from service.

V'

I ■ ■

X
i
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g. Not correct. How judgment of Service Tribunal cari over ride over 

the judgment of SC. Respondents should have given benefits from 

the date of their termination and not from the date of initial 

appointment.

Not correct. Department was / is under legal obligation to honor the 

report of Scrutiny Committee because the same was only for this 

purpose as prayed for i.e. 2008 and not from the initial illegal 

appointment.

Not correct. Respondents did not qualify the Commission for the 

post time and again but adopt back channel diplomacy.

Not correct. The date of promotion of appellant to B-19 is 05-01- 

2009 while that of respondents is 21-04-2014, appellant is senior for 

more than 06 years from respondents.

h.

I.

J*

Not replied by respondents, so the para of the appeal is admitted 

correct by them regarding dates,of promotion to B-18 of appellant
k.

04-03-1998 and of respondents 12-04-2011, gap of 13 years.
the date ofRespondents have sought regularization fiom 

termination as before this, regularization and seniority was refused 

to them by the hon'ble Tribunal and Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Proof has been attached in shape of dates / orders ofNot correct.
appellant to B-18 on 04-03-1998, to B-19 on 05-01-2009 while of 

respondents to B-18 on 12-04-2011 and to B-19 on 12-04-2014.

m. Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts regarding 

further promotion of respondents to B-20 within short spane of 02

years.

n. Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts. Official 

respondents are backing private, respondents in their nefarious 

designs for further promotion to B-20. Appellant was not party in 

their appeals, so did not challenge the same nor the same has any 

binding effect upon the fate of appellant.

Allowed.0.
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1

therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be acceptedIt is,
i

^ as prayed for.
>V.
■^1:

i:|1:1;

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 

Advocate,

1
i!

Dated: 05-02-2017 .!

i

affidavit

I, M. Bashir Ahmad, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents

are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record.

iSe •:ISiS:

I'1

M-f

iy ,
■

f::
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T t.‘

BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A. No. 989/2016

Secretary &. OthersM. Bashir Ahmad versus

REPLICATION
i

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

All the 10 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No reason 

in support of the same is ever given as to why the appellant has no 

cause of action etc.

Not correct. Appellant has cause of action and locus standi as
were made seniors for no legal

1. ■

respondents, being most juniors, 

reason.1

Not correct. Appellant has come to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean 

hands.

3. Not correct. The appeal is well within time. No material facts were 

suppressed nor the same were brought on surface.

Not correct. Appeal is based on bona-fide. Respondents are not so 

vyeak to come under pressure. The appeal is quite maintainable.

Not correct. Appellant has come to the hon'ble Tribunal with clean 

hands. All the necessary parties have been imp-leaded therein.

2.

4.

5.

Replying respondents were not seniors to appellant.Not correct.
wrong seniority was given to respondents from 14-03-1998 as at the

6.

same time, respondents were in BPS-15 (personal grade B-17) while

appellant was in B-18 since 18-05-2000.

Not correct. Appellant was at the time in BPS-19 on regular basis 

since 05-01-2009 while he.has no concern with final seniority list of 

BPS-18.

7.
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Not correct. Appellant never filed any writ petition against the 

(Respondents, so such objection is not concerned with him.
8.

Appellant has no concern with regularization ofNot correct.
respondents since 18-04-2009 as at the same time, respondents 

were in B-17 while appellant was in B-19 since 05-01-2009. As for as 

regularization of respondents from the date of appointment is 

concerned, appellant was not party to that proceedings, so has no

9.

binding effect upon his seniority and fate.

Not correct. Appellant did not challenge final seniority list (B-18) of 

01-01-2014 as at the same time appellant was in B-19 while 

respondent were in B-18. In this seniority list, no count of appellant 
was given nor his name was figured in the same at any place.

11. Not correct. The instant appeal is not barred by any Law.

Not correct. Appellant is quite competent to file the instant appeal 

against respondents.

13. Not correct. The impugned notification dated 26-04-2016 is illegal 

and liable to set aside as per Law.

10.

12.

ON FACTS:

Needs no comments as this para is not related to appellant.

Not correct. As far as regularization of services of respondents as 

Subject Specialist with effect from the date of their initial appointment 
in B-17 is concerned, appellant has no concern with the same, because 

respondents were appointed in the year 1988, 1989 and 1990 while 

appellant was appointed as such in the year, 1982.

Admitted correct to the extent of appeal granting respondents graded 

of B-17 while refused to regularize their services & seniority from 

the date of initial appointment. Thereafter, respondent were stopped 

to take any action except to challenge their grievances before the apex 

court. As for as judgment dated 21-08-2008 of the hon'ble Tribunal is
concerned, the same has no binding effect upon the fate of

1

appointment as appellant was not party in the appeal of respondents.

1.

2.

3.
pay
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:.VAt the same time, respondents were in B-17 while appellant was in B- 

1.9 on acting charge basis.

4. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding qualifying 

Commission for the post of SS B-17.

In the preceding para No. 3, position has been explained.

5. Not correct. Respondents were at the same time in BPS-17 while 

appellant was in BPS-19. Only monetary benefits were given to 

respondents w.e.f 27-05-1993 and no other benefits.

6. Not correct. The judgment of the hon'ble Tribunal dated 31-05-1994 

and of the apex court date 26-02-1997 is very much clear on the 

s,object where regularization of services of respondents and seniority 

was refused in toto.

Not correct. Regularization and seniority to respondents was refused 

by the apex court vide judgment dated 26-02-1997.

Not correct. Annex "H" giving knowledge to respondents regarding 

promotions to appellant to BPS-18 by PSC.

.1

i

i

- 7.

8.

9. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding subsequent
Tribunal of respondents for seniority andappeal before Service 

deletion of last five lines of the said order.

hon'ble Tribunal did not allow regularization of 
consequential benefit including seniority at the cost of

10. Not correct. The 

services &
others who were appointed on merit on regular basis.

Not correct. Proof is attached with the appeal annexed "J" promoting 

appellant to BPS-19 on 30-09-2006 on acting charge basis.
11.

12. Not. correct. That para of the appeal is correct regarding double
12-07-2006 & 15-07-2007 in respect ofrejection of Summaries on 

regularization of services and grant of seniority to respondents from 

date of initial appointment with further remarks that respondentsthe
law because their appointment was illegalshall be dealt with as per 

and ab-initio-void.
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Admitted correct regarding termination of services of respondents vide 

order dated 19-03-2008 as codie formalities were not observed as well

'^s less in qualification.

13.

14-15. Admitted correct by the respondents regarding fling of appeal by

the termination and promotion of appellant torespondents against 
BPS-19 on regular basis on 05-01-2009.

16. In response to this para of reply, it is submitted that respondents were 

terminated from service on 19-03-2008. Their regularization should 

have been from this date. More so, the Summary was not approved by 

the competent authority, i-e Chief Minister, KP, Peshawar.

More so, appellant was not party to the proceedings. The earlier 

judgments of the hon^ble Tribunal as well as of the apex court could 

not be superseded at any cost on any legal forums.

) :

by the respondents regarding promotion of17-19. Admitted correct
’ • respondents to BPS-18 on 12-04-2011 on regular / acting charge basis

with immediate effect and further promotion to BPS-19 on regular

21-01-2014 and appellant was promoted to BPS-18 on 18-05-
05-01-2009. These dates of promotion of

basis on
5000 while to BPS-19 on 

Respondents and appellant shows that appellant was quite senior than

respondents.

20. In response to this para of the reply it is submitted that wrong and 

illegal seniority list was prepared by the department extended 

respondents undue favor without taking into consideration the dates of 

promotion of appellant viz-a-viz respondents in each and every grade /

cadre.

21. Proof regarding submission of appeal against tentative seniority-list is 

attached as Annexed "U" with the appeal.

report of Scrutiny Committee regarding re-22. Not correct. The
determination of eligibility, qualifications, etc. of respondents still hold

field.

by the respondents regarding issuance of final 

seniority list which was agitated by appellant by not accepting position 

assigned to him as well as to respondents.

23. Admitted correct
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24. Proof regarding submission of representation against incorrect 
seniority list was preferred which was rejected for no legal reasons.

25. Not correct. The official record was not properly, fairly and justly 

scrutinized by the official respondents by giving extra-ordinary 

advantage to respondents for no legal reason.

■

GROUNDS:
t ■

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding 

appointment of appellant as SET in 1982 with requisite qualifications 

while respondents (1988-1990) on fixed pay as such with no 

qualifications.

a.

i

b. Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct regarding rejection 

of appeal by Service Tribunal and Supreme Court for grant of 

, . regularization of service and seniority.

1 :
:!Not correct. Respondents were in deficient in educational 

qualifications as against appellant. Their reinstatement was from 

date of termination i.e. 19-03-2008.

c.

d. . Not correct. CM rejected the plea of regularization and seniority of 
respondents as their appointments was in total disregard of Law, 

lack of qualifications.

Not correct. The dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant (18-05- 

2000) and respondents (12-04-2011) are crystal clear. Law was not 

followed in the case in hand in ietter and spirit.

e.

Not commented upon by the respondents and is crucial para in 

respect of promotion to B-19 of appellant (05-01-2009) and 

respondent (21-04-2014), meaning thereby that the same is 

admitted correct by them. Issue of regularization was not resolved in 

the judgment. The same should have been w.e.f. 2008, i.e. the date 

of termination from service.

f.

• I
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g. Not correct. How judgment of Service Tribunal cari over ride over 

the judgment of SC. Respondents should have given benefits from
^the date of their termination and not from the date of initial 

appointment.

h. Not correct. Department was / is under legal obligation to honor the 

report of Scrutiny Committee because the same was only for this 

purpose as prayed for i.e. 2008 and not from the initial illegal 

appointment.

i. Not correct. Respondents did not qualify the Commission for the 

post time and again but adopt back channel diplomacy.

Not correct. The date of promotion of appellant to B-19 is 05-01- 

2009 while that of respondents is 21-04-2014, appellant is senior for 

more than 06 years from respondents.

k. Not replied by respondents, so the para of the appeal is admitted 

‘ correct by them regarding dates of promotion to B-18 of appellant 

04-03-1998 and of respondents 12-04-2011, gap of 13 years. 
Respondents have sought regularization from the date of 

termination as before this, regularization and seniority was refused 

to them by the hon'ble Tribunal and Supreme Court of Pakistan.

J-

.1

i

Not correct. Proof has been attached in shape of dates / orders of
04-03-1998, to B-19 on 05-01-2009 while ofappellant to B-18 on 

respondents to B-18 on 12-04-2011 and to B-19 on 12-04-2014.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts regarding 

further promotion of respondents to B-20 within short spane of 02 

years.

m.

n. Not correct. The para of the appeal is based on facts. Official 

respondents are backing private respondents in their nefarious 

for further promotion to B-20. Appellant was not party indesigns
their appeals, so did not challenge the same nor the same has any

binding effect upon the fate of appellant.

0. Allowed.

r
i--

\

*•

vfTw
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It Is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the.appeal be accepted 

as prayed for.
!
i:.

1

Ip-

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 

Advocate,

1t

Dated: 05-02-2017

1

11

IAFFIDAVIT ! '<

I, M. Bashir Ahmad, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents 

are illegal and incorrect.

1

;
5 .

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record. ;

r

»

t

;•

i

Pi
*
1*1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAICHTUNKHWA. SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 989/2016

Chief Secretary & othersVSBashir Ahmad

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO.^to 15

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

1. The appeiiant has no iocus standi and cause of 

action.
2: The appellant has not come with ciean hands.
3. The appeal is time barred.
4. The appeal is not maintainable.
5. The appeal is bad for non-joinder and misjoinder of 

. parties.
6: That the replying respondents were most senior than

the appella.nt and according to the seniority list the 
seniority given to the replying respondents from : 
14.3.1998 and the appellant was appointed in • 
18.5.2000. :

7. : That the appellant never challenged the final
seniority list of 27.5.2013. Copy attached.

8. That the some petitioner file writ petition against the
replying respondents but the same was also
dismissed vide judgment dated 5.3.2014.

9. That the appellant never challenged the order dated 

18.4.2009 in which replying respondents were 
regularized from the date of appointment

10. That the appellant never challenged the final
seniority list of the 1.1.2014. (Copy Attached).

FACTS:.

Denied for want of knowledge. Moreover, this para 
does not relate to replying respondent.

1.



Incorrect hence denied. The services of the replying 
respondents were regularized as subject specialist 
with effect from the dated of their initial appointment 

in BP5-17.

;2. :

Correct to the extent that the appeal respondent was 
accepted by the Hon'able Tribunal vide judgment 

. dated 31.5.1994 while the rest of the contention; of 
the appellant was incorrect. On the basis of judgment 
dated 21.10.2008 of the Tribunal the E&SE 
department vide notification dated 18.4.2009 
reinstated the replying respondents with all back 
benefits. The services of the replying respondents 
were regularized as subject specialist with effect 
from the dated of their initial appointment in BPS-17. 
(Copy attached)

3

Incorrect and misconceived. The judgment of 
Tribunal dated 21.10.2008 is so much clear on that 

point.

4.

Incorrect and misconceived. The respondents were 

regularized on the basis of judgment dated 
21.10.2008 which is very much clear on every point.

5:

Incorrect and misconceived. The Supreme Court in its 
judgment held that the tribunal rightly says that the 
issue of regularization was solved by the 

Department.

Incorrect and misconceived. The seniority and 
regularization was refused by the Respondent no.2 

illegally.

Denied for want of knowledge. Moreover/this para 
does not relate to replying respondent.

6

7.

8.-

9. Incorrect and misconceived.

Incorrect and misconceived. The case was remanded 

back to the department and gave direction to settle 
out the issue as per law and rules.

10.

Denied for want of knowledge. Moreover, this para 
does not relate to replying respondents.

11.

Incorrect and misconceived. The appeal of the 
replying respondents was accepted as prayed for.

12.



Therefore, the summary was approved by competent 
authority keeping in view the judgment of the 
Tribunal, there is no favoritism displayed to the 

replying respondents.

Correct to the extent of the replying respondents 

service was terminated.
13.

14. Correct.

Correct." 15

16. Correct to the extent that the summary
the replying respondents was

their initial

was
approved and
reinstated and regularized from 
appointment while rest of the contention of the 

appellant is incorrect. Moreover, the summary was 
approved in compliance of judgment dated 

21:10.2008.

Correct. The official record and judgment is so much 

clear.
17.

Correct..V 18

. 19. Correct.

Correct to the extent that the replying respondents 
have been placed at the top of the seniority list of 
2010 of B-17 while rest of the contention of the 
appellant was incorrect. The seniority given to 
replying respondents in B-18 were from the date 
when the junior was promoted through proper 
representation filed by the replying respondents 
which was quite right and according to law.

never

20.

Moreover, the said seniority of 2013 was 
challenge by the appellant nor their antedated 

promotion was challenged by the appellant.

Denied for want of knowledge.

Incorrect and misconceived. The replying respondent 
was rightly promoted and given seniority by the 

authority to replying respondent was correct and 
according to jaw and material on record.

Correct. Moreover the replying respondent was 
rightly placed in seniority list because they are senior

21.

22.

23.



from the appellant. The seniority given in BPS-IS; to 
the replying respondents on the basis of . 
regularization of service of the replying respondents 
from the date of initial appointment and from the 
date the juniors was promoted, which is according to 
law and rules. The matter was never challenged and 
according to superior court judgment once the case 

. decided is always be decided, it is, closed chapter not 
to be reopened.

24. Denied for want of knowledge and not related to the 
replying respondents.

25 Incorrect and misconceived. The official record and 
judgment dated 21.10.2008 is so much clear.

GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect. The seniority list was issued according to 
law, facts, norms of justice and the replying 

; respondents was regularized from the initial 
; appointment -while the appellant was appointed 

inBP5-17 in 2000 and material on the record.

B. incorrect and misconceived. The official record and 
judgment is so clear.

C. Incorrect and misconceived. The replying respondents 
■were reinstated in to service which means that the 
replying respondents were rightly appointed.

D. Incorrect and misconceived. As reply in above para.

The contention of the appellant is incorrect and 
misconceived. The appellant was promoted to BPS-18 

. on 12.4.2011 but later on after fixation of issue of, 
regularization of the replying respondents. The. due 
seniority and promotion was given to the replying 

. respondents according to law and rules.

■ E.

F. The contention of the appellant is incorrect and 
misconceived. The appellant was promoted to BPS~19 
on 21.4.2014 but later on after fixation of issue: of 
regularization of the replying respondents. The due 

^ seniority and promotion was given to the replying 
respondents according to law and rules.



G. Incorrect and misconceived. The seniority given to the 
replying respondents are according to law and rules 
and never override the judgment of the Supreme 

Court.

H Incorrect and misconceived. The appeal of the 
replying respondents was accepted as prayed for. ;

.. Therefore, the summary was approved by competent 
authority keeping in view the judgment of the 
Tribunal, there is no favoritism displayed to the 

replying respondents.

1. Incorrect and misconceived.

. Incorrect and misconceived. Moreover, as explained in 

above para, ^

K. Incorrect and misconceived. The seniority given in 
BPS-18 to the replying respondents on the basis of 
regularization of service of the replying respondents 
from the date of initial appointment and from the date 
The juniors was promoted, which is according to law 

and rules. The matter was never chailenged and 
according to superior court judgment once the case 
decided is always be decided, it is, closed chapter not 
to be reopened.

= L. Incorrect. Hence denied. The replying respondents 
were given promotion with immediate effect in BPS-18 
against which they filed departmental appeal for 
giving seniority from the date their juniors , was 
promoted. The appeal was accepted and the replying 

respondents have been given seniority from the date 
junior was promoted. (Copy attached).

M. Incorrect and misconceived.

■ ■ ■

N. Incorrect and misleading. The seniority given to the 
replying respondent was according to the law and . 
rules and not challenge the judgment of the Service.

■ Tribunal now at that time, the plea of the appellant 
. was badly time barred.

O. That the replying respondent seeks permission to 
advance other grounds and proof at the time of 
arguments.



therefore, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal in hand may be dismissed with cost 
throughout being merit less and devoid of any legal 
footing.

it is

Respondent No.4 to 14

Through:

(M. ASIF YOUSAFZAl ) 
ASC.

SYED WOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE PESHAWAR.

AFFIIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of reply 
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

concealed from the Hon’able
are true 
and nothing has been 

: Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRmUHAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal Ho. 989/2016

Bashir Ahmad Chief Secretary & othersVS

I

REPLY TO APPLICATION FOR RESTRAINING THE 
RESPONDENTS FROM MAKING PROMOTION CASES OF 
RESPONDENTS N04 TO 14 TILL THE FINAL DISPOSSAL

OF THE INSTANT APPEAL.

]
■<*. ■n;

RESPECTFULLY SHEVtfETH: • i

VO'- ■

1. No comments.
!

-V:- 2. : That, there is To right of the appellant was violated 
hence there is no cause of action and the reply of 
the replying: respondent may be considered as 
integral part of the application.

Incorrect. The replying respondents are senior to 
the appellant and rightly placed in the seniority list j 
and the seniority list of BPS-18 never challenged by '.•■ 
the appellant.

I I
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if'#
3. - ■t:r " I Ai

si! ;

I
1

■ 4. Incorrect. That all the conduct of the appellant is 

based on malafide and against the cause of justicfe 
More so, the appellant with malafide intention only 
delay the promotion of the replying respondents#.';

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 
the on acceptance of this reply the restrain' 
order may be withdrwan . Any other remedy, 
which this august Tribunal deems fit .and

* . 5
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. /
also be awarded inappropriate that, may 

favour of replying respondent.

Respondent No.4 to 14

mThrough; V'

(M. ASIF YOUSAFZAl ) 

ASC.

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT:
declared that the contents; of 
and correct to the. best of my

It is affirmed and 

the above reply are true
knowledge and belief.

Dea®nent
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also be awarded inappropriate that, may 
favour of replying respondent.
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Respondent No.4 to 14

Through;

(Ml. ASIF YOUSAFZAI ) 
ASC.

SYED
ADVOCATE PESHAWAR

AFFIDAVIT:
and declared that the contents of 

and correct to the best of my
It is affirmed 

the above reply are true 
knowledge and belief. MSI: "■
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