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'I'hc appeal of Mr. Majid Anwar rcsubmillcd 

today by Mr. Ali Cjohar'Dtiri-ani Advocaic. Il is fixed for 

preliminary hearing before Single Bendi at Peshawar on 

30.()9;2024, Parcha Peshi.given to counsel for the appellant.

I?y order oi'llic Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Majid Anwar received today-i.e on 04,09,2024 is 

incomplete on the following score which is returned to'the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.-

1- Copy of dcparuncnial appeal is not auached with The appeal be 
/placed on il.
2- In order dated 25.6.2019 the name oFlhe appellani be highlighted.

"7*3 f /lnst./2024/l<P5T.

72024.

No.

aDt.

OFFICE A^ISTANT 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR,

Ali Gohar Durrani Adv.
High Court Peshawar.
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If

Before The
Honorable Khyber Pakeitunkhwa service

■ ■ Tribunal-I
I

j fi?72Q24
Service Appeal No..

Establishment & Administration. Majid Anwar, Sweeper (BPS-1) 
DcpartrnentCivil Socrcanat, Ppshawav.

(Appellant)

Versus

of IChybcr Paidirunkbwn duough Grief Sccrctnn',1. The Government
CKnl Sccretarint, Peshawar.

Pakhconldrwaduough Sccrcnuy
Civil2. The Government of Khyber 

Escablishment, Establishment . 
Secretariat, Peshawar.

& Administradon DcparnTJcnc

Finance3 The Government of Khyber Pal*mnkhw,ithrouEh Seetetari- 
Finance Depnitmcnt, Civil Sectetamt Feshatvat,

4 The Government of Khyber 
Secretary Mergerl Aicas. Office at Worsalr Roarl, Peshawar.

(Respondents)

Pakhtunkhwadtrough Additional Chief

- a OF Tl-TP KHY15EE
mniT^TTNALS AC1U2B-Hm 

01 n-7 2Q19 OF TFTE

^SiSLtSECTIONappeal xrNPER 
P|\t<t-itttnto-iwa service.

ppQpgctf"lh' Sheweth.

That die appellant earnestly submits as under.
1 That die Appellant is a law-abiding citi.cn of Pakistan and also bads 

■ a-om a respLable family. Thatclic appellant was ‘
Sweeper (BPS-1), against die vacant post vide nonficanon date _

2016.

[
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Copy of appointment order is Aitnex'urc-A.

number of 11'2. Thnt along with the appeUant a total
cmpteytcnppcimcci by csnvMc FATA S=c.cta.-,„t wee d.d^cd 

Ws nnd pieced them itt emplus pcol of Estebhshmcu & 
AdLnisueriob Depaxtment «de otde dated 25=J&2£U2, end ot then-
furdeet ediusoment/pleeement w.c.E.awrZe2Q12by ™me of wh.ch the 
cml servants were adjusted m th.e Surplus pool of Establishment 
Depai-cncnt and Adminisuacion Deparanent.
Copy of Notification dated 25-06-2019 is Anncxurc-B.

sur

tiled in this'tegard, before the Honourable Seevnee 
1d.Ql-2022. Tlic said appeal

notification dated 25-Q6-: 
respondent i.c. the

3. That an appeal was
Tribunal and the same was heard on 
ncceptcd. and subsequendy. the impugned

scc-asidc. and directions were given to
adjust the appellants to their rcspccuve

was

2019 was
concerned authorities, to

cTw ofTc Ser;ncc Appenl Nb. 1227/2020is Annex-C.

the Honourable4. That along \vith tiic aforementioned dirccoons 
' Service Tribunal rendered tliat upon adjusunent to their respccuvc 

dcpiu-umcnt, tlic appcllnnts wbuld be entitled to ,11
beneSts. Moreover, rh« the issue of “
denlt undi ,eeord,nee vHth the provisions eontsined m Cm Senents 
(Appointment, Promhrion end Trnnsfet) Rules 1989, end ,n the view

conteined in tire judgment tided lihlt. l-MlQ de ojhcLUi
J ^^,we^^,r Hus-lj|1 Sheh A- OthcC5.(2lll8 SCW M 

would be determined accordingly.

, the scmoriiy
Sve

die Honourable Tribunal rendered its judgment dated 14:^
implementation of the judgment in ms

dated 14-01-2022 has been Atinex-D.

5. That
2022. die appellant sought the 

pccc also, but to no itvail. 
Copy of the judgment
res

and'not personam, die Appellant
r^t se:::g lmp,ementeoon of .e jud,nent 

Zed! in E'xecudon Peddon. The Exeermon 1 enonn fo 
taplcmentedon of the judgment dated 14.01.2021wes disposed off 

vide judgment tinted 09.07.2024 by this Honouteblc Tribunal whc.un 
allowed to file a sendee appeal for the rcdrcssal of 1 ^ 

to tire Appeal No. 1227/2020 dated

and Order dated 09.07.2024 arc

I
I

the appellant was 
grievance 
14.01.2022.
Copy of the Execution Petition
Annexutes - E St P-

us be was not a party

die following grounds7. Now the appellant approaches tins Tnbunal on 

amongst others-

(^rnunds:



i
are bnscd ona. Because the impugucd nonficndons

discdiTiinadon as is clearly laid out in the facts above, 
b That tl.e judgutent dated l‘i-01-2022 rendered by the Honourable 

Savicc Tlibund is dsc sppUcsblc on those civil servants who were not
hi<io-mentfi af the JF^onoiii’iihlc 

r/‘m. finfi nor Jn
of die said appeal, becausea part

Q.»n^^\bnu!d hr frnred Ilf iu(frnisnt(i
^ rqf:pt:c[ Qf (he

to die relevant pordon ofnf civil ff'ri'nnii. Reference can be given
dtcd2e2ii.GMKi. produced herein below:judgment

■n'k l«,n,ci AMilmwlA.a. KI'K „rs;W lk,l. i» Ik «'*'■ ‘I'll’ KP Semiv 

k Aj,p.l. Nor. us:!/2019 .W
»W m Ik orkrpallid ';>■■ Ik l«m«d Ihsbmar High a»rl w II n/ r/,0«« 
No 316'>-PP0I^^. mssiiKply dismssed mlh the obsemHions that UK 
p,ii,i.„ ,»r »«/ md,,ki„M „„d,rAM, 212 0/Ik C««rOV,,„» /.«» Ik 

ms wsmlmcl. h, Hsis ng.nl, m an aflkfira. »„» lb„l ,fa ka,;nd 
■M„„al dnidss any p.ssims of la,a by dim of iisjndgn,,,,,. Ik sa.d jadgnm! ,s 
aboajs inalsd as bsb.g in n,„. and no! in pen-nan,. If in bnojndgmal, ddnand 
in i snvice nppeal, Ik nfinnn of Ik Posbasnnr Hsgb Conn Jndgn,,,., bas ken 

died, il does not net to .nasboni Ik effect of Ik jndgn.ents nnde,ed Ibe a,be,

s,mce appeals nbicb ban Ibe ejfeel ofajndg.neni in n,„.^ np.kislan
AkkarNiasfn. Tk Sesrelar,. EsIaUsknenl Dn;s„n. Cocennnen of I „Lsl,
and olbers (1996 SCMK US!), Ibis Conrl, labile mnandsng ibe 
T,ibn„nleU ebsen.d sba, if ,k TnbnanI o.- Sbis Conn dead., a pon„ of .,, 

nslaling io ik leuns of senice of a .»/»-«/ ,abieb cocen ,,o, oni, be ease sf h 
ciaii sLn, ,ak HHgated. bn! also ofolkr eiail seivanis, ,ak n,nj nn 

„„ legal pconednigs. in s„eb a case. ,be dicta,es of Jns.iee ,»/ ,* ,/.?»» 
gLaanee demand Ibe,, ik benefl of ,k abooejndgmeni be eniended ,0 o nesad 

senanis. ndso nosy noi k fades ,0 Ik alon liligpl:-,,. ....lead ofcon.peibng Use,,, 

,cb the Tiibaiial or any othtr legalJoniiii."

hi iIjc case oj Named

case to the

to approi

l‘l-0l-2022 rendered by the Honourable 

diosc civU seivants who were not
nf rhti NnnourahJe

nnd nor Jn 
die relevant pordon of judgment

c. That the judgment dated
Scridcc Tribunal is also applicable on

of die said appeal, because imlgmSOlE-
iiiHffmrnr/s in rem.

a part
.dlOrH treated OS.

ciccd2Q23.S£MBJs produced herein below:
'Tiff kanicd Addirional A.G.. Kl^K argued that, .
T,ib„„„l passed in Appeals Nos. 1*92/2019 n«d 24SI20 0 
tiaced on Ik order passed by Ik learned Pesbenaar H,gb Oian m 
No 3l62-P/20l9 ,abicb ,ae,s simply dismissed .aiib ibe obsensal.ons iba, Ibe .an 

' las ,.o: maintainable ,meter Artie,e 2,2 of ibe Conslilanon. knee lb, 
InemaleHal. In ibP ngeecel. «■ «.v of Ik fern, aim Ibeel if „ kameel 

.,y aneslion of lain by dieil ofilsfeedgmeni, Ibe seeedjndgmeen 
aba,,,, inaled as being in tw.,'*,/ - inpersonenn. Ifi„ 0v»>4».,,/r delinred 
l„ i „n„n appeals ,b. nfennn of ik Pesba.aac Higb Coan Jenignmen as kn, 
died i, does no, ac, ,0 laenkn, ibe effee, of ,k jndgments sen end ,n be oibu

seeaiee appenis rahieb ban ,be effee, of afneign.en, in »». /« Ik 
AkblarNiasi a. Tbe Seen,a,y. Bslablisbrnen, Dnnseon. Connnne ofPa.k la 

and olbers (1996 SCMK 1IS9J. Ibis Conri. mini, nmnneleng ik ease

1 iuthc order of the K? Savice
, ivliaiice was 

Wydt Peliiinii

petition 
nfeivinr was 
Tdhanal decides an

1



CWI
Tnbiii'iil or Ibis Cnur! decides u point of lawTiibiiinil clearly ohsenvd ihal if iIk 

Mae 10 Ibclerm ofscvUv of a cuil sM which caters no! only the case oj the 

*/;»«/. m! ,;f nih.r d„!l ,uh «.V fa™ »'
any W /.n.™.**/, /» -»‘l> » f,

:linl lb, bmfi of lb, abo,; jniisnonl b, '»
Imanll. .* »«)' -fa b> P^dics la lb, ab„. /%-fa., bislcad af amipolbag lb„n

to eppmaeb the Trlbmial or any alter k^aljoimi. ”

d Th»i *c -ipplicnnt is id?i"g '
xvheteby. th= css=nc= of Ai-oclc 212 of tl,c Consotunon ol Pntet»n,
1971 was fulEliod. by obss™- rhat any quesaon o. law deeded ) 
dae Semee Teibunal shall be teeated as Judgment .n icm, and not 
petsonatm. In otdet, to give foiee to dac judgiaaent of the Supteme 
Couit, dae applicant may also be subjected to dac judgment tendeted by

tl'.e Honourable b'omcc Tribunal.

c Because blatant discuinainadon has been conanutted in dae adjusmaent
Other similarly placed employees ot

different
of the appellant as comptired to j- i •
crscwliilc PATA Secretariat have been adjusted in 

departments of lOiybcr Paldamnidiwa Civil Secretariat.

has been treated illegally, unlawfully and against
f. Because the Appellant 

dac spirit of die law.
. • red under Ardclc 8, and 

of th,c Islamic Republic of
I g. Because dac Rights of the Appellant

of Part n of the Consdrudon
redtess fslis solely wubm -he sntbil of A.oclc 212 ol 
of the Islamic Republic of Palostan, 1973, and he wnn

arc sccu

die enrurew 
Pakistan, and its
die Consdaition 
diis Honorable Tribunal.

Article lO-A of theh Because die right to due process as pet , . ,
' Consdtudon of the Islanaic RepubUe of Palostan, 1973 - ^c-ng mac c 

cedundant m the instant ease against dtc Appellant. The nght 
absolute and cannot be done away avith and It needs to be taken as 
liberaUy as possible as pet dae dictuna laid by dae Honorable bupreme

oHhe tight to a fair mial and due ^oecss by 

/rdcle 'UJ-A in the Constitution ns nn indcpcndcn 
fundnmcntnl right underscores the constitutionnl signiDcnnce

and Ukc other fundameiitnl rights,
andof fair ti-inl and due process

Uberal and progressive interpretauonit i? to receive a 
enforcement.”

the- Honorable Supteme Couet of Pakistan in the recent 
•I. Oovi Fa'‘z Isa case has held in unequivocal terms 

cvc"n *c Ughest of ofBces arc not to be denied the fundanaental 
eights so gttaranLd by the Consdtudon. The judgment ,s tepotted as 

PLD 2022 SC 119 and lay as under:

i. Because



f
“lUgh: CO he. dcak 'vitli in r.ccofdance with law. No one, 
including e Judge of d-.c highest coutt in the land, is above 
the law, At the same dme, no one. including a judge of the 
highest educe in the land, can be denied Ids right to be dealt 
with in accordance with law; it matters Uctle if the cidzen 
happens to hold a high public ofBce, he is equally subje 

and entitled to the proiccrion of law."

The judgment rcfciured to 
natural jusdirc arc to be met in crcr>' circumstance in die followng

terms;

ct CO

above furtha- lay cleat chat the principles of

'‘After rccognidon of the right to fair trial and due process as 
a fundamental eight by inserdon of Arc. lOA in the 
ConsLitudon, violadcn of the principles of natural jusdcc, 

the nccessarj’ components of the right to fair u:ial 
and due process, is now to be taken as a violation of the said 

fundaincnoii right as well.”

which arc

time and again reiterated by die HonorableThese principles ate 
Supreme Court and have been recently held of immense value in

PLD 2021 SC 600 in the following words:

be dealt with in‘‘Consdrudonal guarantee of the right to
with law, under Art. 4 of the Consdmtion. is

of the enuntr)’ but also co
accordance
available not only co every ciuzcn

foe the rime being within Pakistan, Said 
cannot be curtailed or limited in rhe

cverr other person 
consrirurional guarantee

i whosoever he may be andmatter of any person 
• whatever the allegations against him may be.

ease or

arc in diej. Because the- acdons on parr of the respondents scdously
negation of the Constitution of ihe Islamic RepubUc of Pakistan. I97.i 

and the Chnl Servants Act.

Because the Fundamental Rigiirs of the Appellant have been violated in 
relation to r'^ridc 4, 8. 9. 18 ck 25 of die Constitudon of the Islamic 
Republic cf Pakistan. 1973. The said eights flow out of die Consutunon 
die terms and conditions of sendee of the Appellant and this Honorable 
Court being the custodian of die Fundamental Rights of aazens of 
Pakistan, as well as dee protection afforded by die Consdtudon of Islamic 
RepubUc of Pakistan 1973. is why the Appellant seeks die redress of theu- 
gdcvances and to end the ordeal the Appellant is going through due to die 

illegal, unlawful and unjust acts and inacdoii ot die Respondents.
Because die Appellant has got die fundamental right of being treated in 

accordance witii law but die ttcaunent meted out co the Appellant is on 
consideration other dian legal and he has been deprived of his Lights duly 

guarantecd to him by the ennsrimtion of Pakistan.

k.

1.



»

accordance with law, hcnccm. Because the appellant has not been UCiued in
his rights secured anti goaranteed under the Law ate badly violated.

n Because die ApnelSa-ir i^-ave for leave to add fbrthcr grounds at the time 
of his oral arguments before tins Hur.’blc Tribunal highlighting further 
contravenriens of die proidsions of die Consritution & Laws winch 

adversely affected die Appellant.

Prayer;

It is. therefore, most hutnbly prayed diat on die acceptance of this appeal, 
this Honorable Tribunal may so' kindly declare diat the nooBcanon 
whereby die appellant was declared to be in die surplus pool, and wluch 
has alreadv been set-aside by dus Honorable Tribunal, ^ndc its judgment 
dated 14.01.2022 in 'Sendee Appeal No. 1227/2022 oded Hanif Ur 
Rclimanvs. Government of Kiiyber Palditunldiwa through Chief Secretary, 
be also dechircd illegal to the extent of the Appellant and the appellant may 
so Idndly be adjustcd/placedin his respeedve deparunent W.E.F 01-07-

2019.

Any odier relief that 
appropriate may also be, granted.

diis Honorable Tribunal may deem fit and

Appellant

Through, JIk--
(ALi GoHAii Durrani)
Advocate Supreme Court 
0332-9297427 
khancliepoh.\r@yahoo.
SI'LVH 1 DUILRANI | KI-UTTAK

com
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(1
Befopx The

Honorable Khyber Pakhtunki-iwa service
Tribunal

1

./2024Service Appeal No.,

. Majid Anwar, Sweeper (BPS-1), EstabUshment & Administration 

Department Civil Secrelariat, Peshawar.

(Appellant)
Versus

The Government of IChyber Pakhlunichwa and otliers
(Respondents)

ArFlDAVIT Of,
Establishment & 

t Civil Secretariat, Peshawar-, do hereby
Sweeper (BPS-1),Majid Anwar,

Administration Departmen 
solemrJy declare and affirm on oath:-

personally ccnvcrsent with the facts and circumstances of the 
in avrd the facts and circumstances mentioned

and correct to the best of my knowledge

I I,

case 
in theI am

as contained therein 
enclosed writ peHtion are true
and belief. Deponent

CNIC#

ALl GOl-lAIt DURRAMI 
Advocate Supreme Court
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Before The
Honorable Ki-r/ber PAianruNKHW a service

Tribunal

,/2024Service Appeal No---- -

Sweeper (BPS-1), Establisliment & Administi-ationMajid Anwar,
Department Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

(Appellant)
Versus

{
1. Tlie Govcmmeat of tQ^ybei: Pakhhuilchwa through Chief 

Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The GoveiTunent 
Establisl-unent & Administration Department Civil Secretariat,

Peshawar.

3. Tire Government

of KPchrough Secretary Establisliment,

of KPtlu-ough Secretary Finance, Finance 

Department, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

of KPthrough Additional Chief Secretary 

Merged Ai'eas, Office at Wai'salc Road, Peshawar.
4. The Government

(Respondents)
0

Ap^ell^^^

Tluough,

(ALl Gohar Duiuiai^)
Advocate Supreme Court 
0332-9297427
khnneliegph-^r^vahoo.com
SHAH I DURRANI 1 KHATTAK

i
1:
1
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—t

-SECB^KrT^'RB^JkT
{AclriiirisliBljon,li''Ciasli\iclumi:Cx)itlinnlionE32pailmO''}

'iPPOlNTMENTCiRDEB,.I

tiic recomraei\dations of tl'e'No. lQl-20/HO/A.DMM-Vol.n:- Consequent upon 

IDE'.pavtinental Selection / Promo'don Commiltee, Me. Majid .Amvar 5/0 Anwar 

Ma;5eeh, Gadi Itd\ata T-Iouse Mo.i Mohallah Kali Bah Peshawar Cantt, is herebv

\
I

I!

. appc'intcd as Sw.eeper (BPSA) (7640 •>40-14S40) against tine n-acant ,post with 

immediate effect on the followung tenns and conditions. .PTis appointment will he 

' Rule-10 S'Ub rule-2 of Khybcr Paklntunldnnva Civil Servantg<;\-ern'ed' under 

■(Apooiv.'.tment,' Promotion and Transfer) Rules. WSO.

I

1
I 1 ■ 1 Me will get pay at tht: minimum of hS-l incluclii\g usual allowances as 

admissible under" tlie rales. ..Te wdll be entitled to annual increment as per 
cxi.’ling policy. •

V

2 PTe shall be govc.vncd by the' KI\ybci‘ Pakhtanldiwa ClvU ServaJit Act 19.3 
and all the laws applicable to the'cLvil servants and rules made the e
unde

3 1-lK shaU -produce a Medical Certificate of fitness h'om Medicpl 
•’ Superintendent. Services Hospital Peshawar. be,forc.. joining .duties n

• (A,I&q Depaitment. P ATA Secretariat, as required utidei- the rules

4. In .case, he wishes to resii^p at any time, 14 days notice will be nj:ce.ss£U y 
or in lieu thereof 14 days p.!iy will be forfeited. !

I
I I

>

i

1

• (

If me above terms Sz conditions are acceptable to him, he should repo't

issuance of thisfer -iiily to (A.f&C) Department. TATA Sen'etariat within 14 days of

order.

TV

SiiCRST.ARY-{A,l &C) 

Dated /;t>/2016K'o. l.ni-20/r:O/ADMN-Vol-I]

Copy to tlie;
Additional Accountant General PR Sub-Office, Peshawru-.

2.' KBtateOfftcer/DDO.FATASecretariat, Peshawar.
S Section Of£icer.(Bfii:A) Advnn, FATA Seaetariat, PeshaTvai'. . 

Section Officer (BicA). FATA Secretai'iat, Peshawar,
PS to Sea-etaiy Deparbnent, FATA Seci-etadat, Pe^Ta^w
iJill Clerk (A.IiSrC) Deparbnent, FATA Secretariat.

7. Official -jonceir.'-'d.
8. Personal File.'

1.I

• r

4.
0.;
6.

1

i i • llstatc Officer

(

I

(
t

i

1
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aBiroaP TUP SERViCF-S .IRlBjMMJjP’^. PgSHAW^
.1 .:

I (
/<?Wm';l. I

1../202Q.V Ssfvice Appeol Mo._. KI.H,^rP„,,,.,,.,,|
f ( W(|

1

J.QaqQV ~ll. 1

/IS” ..' '^-'"•■••/.’.'Hoseeb lob S/o A'jrang'ieb,(
.u a ji ■

\ Nalb Qosid, . ■ • ,Khvber Pakhiunkhwa Ornbudsperscn Secrelana! 
Room No.212, Benevolent Fund Building.

^ , peshQwor ....................................................

. I--'

i-i t

AppellantX 4;)
\»

VERSUS.
4

The Govt oi KPK 
Through Chief Secretor'/.
Civil Secretariol. Ps5hov.'ar.

2. The Govl of kP’<
Through Secretory cstcbiisnmenk 
Esloblishrneni S. Adrr^.nistrction Department,
Civil Secretariat. Peshawar.

The Govl of KPK'
ThroughSbCreiar/Finance, • _ _ „•
Hnonce Daporlrr.snt. Civil Secreionot, Peshov.or

1,I
I I.

i'

( ■

t

(
3.

I

Rltnondents
Oinc-e at Wersok Rood, Peshawar..................Respondems

4.)

f

i

\
iooeal u/s 4 of the Services Tribunal Act.

Notification\ .1974
Service a

the Impugnedagainst
No.SO(O8.M/E8.AD/3-18/2019
vide which Ihe 117 employees Including the 

. appellant oppoinied by erstwhile FATA Secetorla 
■ a^'Serplus" and placed them In Ihe Surplus Pool 

O, rrslobllshmdnl 1 Administration Department lor 
further adjustment/ placement . v/.e.f.

doted 25,Oi.2019

V

their
I
I

I '

Ii »
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f r

Gffics Order Mo.00209/EA datei 
23.08.2019 and Office Order No.SOGCilWD)!- 
iO/StoH/2019/1946-55 da»ed ".27':de:'2019 vide 

. which",;the-- dp;cellant .hori,' b'eer^:' adjusted In 
Omb;0dsp9rson'S;ecfe{arlaf'•roifi'the Surplus Fool.

0!.07.2019.>»
' t

f , k

{

Pfover In Appeal: • , ,
On occepfance of this appeal; ihe impugned Nofification 
doted 25.06.2019, office orders dated 23.08.2019 and 
27.08.2019 mpY please be set aside and consequently the' 
respondents bs directed to adjust the appellant in Civil 
Secretariat of Establishment 2, Administration Department or 
Finance Deportment.

t

i

i ;
I[

I
4

’ Respectfully Sheweth:

The appeilant humbly submits as under:I
I \

1

Thot ihe appeliont wos the employee of erstwhile FATA 

Secretariat and he was serving os Haib Qasid in 

Administrotion Deportment of erstv/hile FATA Secretariat.

1.
I

» 1

That otter merger of FATA into Province of Khyber 

Pokhtunkhwa. the respondent No.l vide Notification 
SO(O£.M/E&AD/3-:18/2019 doted 25,06.201.9. declared 117 
employees inbluding oDcellcnl os "Surplus" ohd placed them 

in the Surplus Pool of ES-AD for their further adjustment/ 
plocemeni v.'.e.f. 0i.07.20i9. (Copy of Notification doted 
2S;06.2019 Is Annexure “A").

2.

tli
1

I

That the respondent No.l vide Notification No.SO(E- 
l)/ES.AD/9-126/20l9 dated 24-.01.20i9 directed the Finance 

Department Office working under the erstwhile FATA 

Secretoriot. henceforth report to Secretary Finance 

Department KPK. (Copy of Notification dated 24.01.2019 Is 

Annexure "B"j.

3.1.-
1

*

f

i
:

s

$

i

1
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' f
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That' the appellant should 'neve been odjustednn Finance: 
Department KPK but was adjusted in Ombudsperson 

the Surplus Pool vide office order dated, 
and 27.08.2019. [Copies of office orders doted

4.
• • r t/

■ Secretariat from 

23.08.2019
23.08.2019 and 27.ob.2Q19 are Annexure "C" 8. “D’’^ ■

1

;
t. *( '1

t
I

5. That it Is pertinent to mention here thot, the employees of 
erstwhile FATA Secretariat including appellant impugned the 
notification dated 25.C6.2C19 ibid through writ petition

in the Honourable Peshawar High Court,

i

) •
NO.3704-P oi 2019 
Peshowor ond the Hon’bie Court dismissed the sold petition

doted 05.12.2019. (Copies of writ
*
i"

1 vide order/ judgment 
petition and order/ judgment dated 05.12.2019

“E” & “F’).

i are Annexure4
I

i ' I
1 I

■:

I
I

4 That IhereoHer, the employees of erstwhile FATA Secretarrot 
including the appellant filed CPLA No.88t /2020 in the augus 
Supreme Court of Pokiston ogoinst the order/ )udgment

passed by the Hon'ble Peshowor High 

Honourable Apex Court while

1 -
» 1(I

doled 05.12.2019 
Court, Peshawar and the 
deciding the CPLA vide order/ judgment dated 04.08.2020 

held thot the correct forum to adjudicate upon Is the Service
Tribunol and the petitioner should have opproach e

(Copy of order/ Judgment dated

\ •
I
I .

l.r t
1

competent forum. 
04.00.2020 Is Annexure “G"}.

I

cppeliant being aggrieved from: the notifications 
instant appeal, inter olio, on theThat the

and orders, files the 
following amongst other grounds.

\ 7.

r k

(GROUNDS:
A Thot the impugned Notification dated 25.06.20t9, office 

' orders doted 23.08.2019 ond 27.08.2019, ore illegal, agoinst 
facts ond low on the subject as well os Surplus Policy

V

s

I

«s
fr t

\
. f I

•Ci
I'r!

*. • i’

♦

;• I f



\
' I

I
»

t >

Th0t tl^;e -Irripugped nolificdtlons and orders are Ihe sheer 

vioibtidri on Ihe sublect and the Constitution os well.

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

appellant. : i •

That the impugned notifications and orders.are against the 

principles of natural justice and fundomental rights as 
guaranteed under the Constitution of Islamic Republic of

Pakistan, 1973,

;
I •

t
i t. t

-C.
tt

u
■»*

D.j

\
• 1

That in focithe oppelianfs case is not of abolition of posts, 
or service or setup to begin with and the concerned.

and attached deportment ‘ogelher vyith the 

to exist ond hove not been abolished.

E'.•i •1;

deporiments 

posts continue
I

neither conscious application of mind hos been
reosoned order has been 

Pool Policy. 2001 has been senselessly

F. That'.i. !
1 t undertoken nor speaking nor 

passed and Surplus i 
opplied io the cppellonl.

I 1!
I- ;

i
f 1

1
1f

1 Thol 1he impugned nolifications and orders have been 
issued/ passed in flagrant violoiion of Ihe law and the Surplus 

Pool Policy itself ond deserves io be set aside.

*■ *1 G.!

1
t

t
nt and fixation ofI

H, That the mechanism provided for adjust
seniority of ihe'surplus employees .in the Surplus Pool Policy, 
2001 will del^rive the appellant of his setiionty and other 

benefits'-will render him junior to those who have been 

appointed rhuch later in lime than the appellant.

me
1 )

. j •

I

Thot as There is no service stajeture and.service rules and 

promotion for the employees of Ombudsperson Secretoriot
the said Secretariat will

!

the adjustment of appellant in
damage the service coreer ond rights 6f the appeliont by

1

I )t

i \s : I\
f.%
1.1. i

s
• t



■or'i' f II
1 / Vt I

of discriminolion and misappticoiion of Surplus Pool:means 

Policy, 20pl.

Tho't blatant 'discriminaiion has been committed ip the. 
adjustment of the appellant os compared to other similarly 

ploced employees of erstwhile FATA Secretariot have been 

adjusted in different departments of KP Civil Secretariat.

That the dppellont seeks leave to agitate more grounds at
the time of arguments In the instant appeal. :

therefore, most humbly prayed that_ on 

’ acceptance of the Instant service appeal, the impugned 

Notification dated 25.06.2019, office orders dated 23.0a.2’019 

and 27.08.2019 moy please be set aside and consequently 

the respondents be directed to adjust the appellant in Civil. 

Secretariot of Estoblishment &. AdminisiroHon Department or 

Finance Deportment.

:J.
V

J
f

I
t '
I :• •

•K.i
I

IV

t *
It is.i!

' I •

h
1.

I
t

k
It

1

fit by this- Honourable 

our of the appellant,
Any other remedy which de^ 

Tribunal may also be granted^ f^c

is
. msi

%
<

t*
A /

1 VThrough /ISyed Tahvq lahld Gllanl• I

1Afeeq-ur-RehmonI /
(rt Syed Murtaio^ohfd GHonl 

Advocates High CourtDote: iL/:o9/2020*
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REFORg THE SPRVICES TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWABI
V,

1 :■

It

L 72020Service Appeal No,_j.r

I

i

Appellant' Muhammad Hoseeb Zebj ,

1 .

i ! VERSUS
( . It Respondents■ Govt of KPK and others...,'.I ; r•y.

f
AI 1 f AFFIDAVIT

■ 1,' MUhqmmod Hoseeb Zeb s/o Aurangzeb, Ndb Qasid, Khyber

Pokhtunkhwa Ombudsperson'Secretariat, Room No.212, Benevolent 
Fund Building, Peshawar CariH, do hereby solemnly aHirm and 

■ declare on oath thot the contents of the occompanying -Service , 

Appeal are.lrue and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal. i

I
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'. RgPQR'ETHE KHYBER DftC^'uTMNt^HVA/A'SEkVICg TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1227/2020

I

21.09.2020
14.01.2022

( Date of Institution ... 
Date of Decision ...

l •»
•r

;l ■
Hanlf Ur R=hmar>, AsslsBnt (BPS-16), oiVadorate of 

Pakhtunkhwa .r-;
i

VERSUS ...
through . Its Chief Secretaty ' at Civil- 

(Respondents) .; •

i
I

It'
1 •,*

j /.Government • of Khyber .^akhtunkhwa 
' ^Secretariat Peshawar and others. ^ , ‘

i I
• I

t4 I> ^
■*. L.

■ V•1 I •S'i
i Syed Yahya ZahicrGIHanl, Talmut Haider Khan & 

Allteohar D0f?anl,
' ■ Advocates

t

I • For Appellants \
1

1.I
I

• Muhammad Adeel Butt,
' ; : Add!t)onal Advocate Geheral •

t
For respondents .

r
I

I i.
CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

it I AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN
* atiq-ur-rehman^zir

1

hJ 1
1UDGMENT

This single judgment
I

the following connected

fl-nn-UR'^-REHMAN MEMBER (£):-

the tns'tant service appeal as well as

question of law and facts are Involved therein;*

II i

shall dispose of.
\service appeals, as common

[•

I* • 1. 1228/2020 titled Zubalr Shah
’ \

2. 1229/2020 titled Farooq Khan

3. 1230/2020 titled Muhammad Am)d Ayaz 

- ‘ 4. I23iy202p titled Qalser Khan

5. 1232/2020 titled Ashlq Hussain ; -

6. 1233/2020 titled Shoukal Khan

7. 1244/2020 titled HasesbZeb '

.1 r.

I\
I t

X

p

■ ri

I
I

! I 1I \ {)
l(' \
I

I.

\!

i

i

I
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I
2il

I
I

8, 1245/2020 titled MuH'BmmarfZahir Shall''"'’

9, 11125/2020 titled Zahld Khan 

10.11126/2020 titled Touseenqbal

.* "r • *"
4

I

iti

02. Brief facts of t’ne case are that the appellant was Initially appointed as 

Assistant (BPS-11) on contract basis In Ex-FATA Secretariat vide order dated 01* 

12-2004. His services were regularized by the order of Peshawar High Court vide 

Judgment dated 07-11:2013 with effect from 01-07-2000 in compliance with ' 

cabinet decision dated 29-08-200B. Regularization of the appellant was delayed 
■ by the respondenls 'for quite longer and In the meanwhile; in the wake of merger '

- of.Ex-FATA with'the.Province,. the appeljant-alongwlth others-were declared |

■'surplus vlde order dated'-25-06-2019.'Feeling aggrieved, the appellant-alongwith | ;
■ ' .1 

^ ;others filed writ petition No 3704-P/2019 In Peshawar High Court, but In the.;

itg'the appellant alongwith others were adjusted In various directorates,

ihence the High Court vloe Judgment dated 05-12-2019 declared the petition as

ihfrurtuous, which was challenged by the appellants In the-supreme court of

Pakistan and the supreme court remanded their case to this Tribunal vide order

dated 04-08-2020 In CP No. 881/2020. Prayers of the appellants are that the .

ilmpugned order dated 25-06-2019 may be set aside and the_ appellants may be

retained/adjusted against the secretariat cadre borne at' the strength of '

Administration Department of Clvli Secretariat. Similarly

1

1
1

t

I

1 i
1

t

1.1

r ■•*<:■ :
4 :. .•

fI
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1
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it \J^\ i: I

4 X

. j
1^' ^

i • Establishment Bi

seniority/promotion may also be given to the appellants since the Inception of 

t their employment in the government department with back benefits as per

\ 1

:

Judgment titled Tikka Khan Sc'others Vs Syed MuzaPar Hussain Shah & others 

(2018 SCMR 332) as well as In the light of judgment of larger bench of high court 

in Writ Petition No. 696/2010 dated 0>ll-2013.
1

03. Learned counsel for the appellants has contended that the appellants h§s 

been treated In accordance with law, hence their rights secured under tl^p.;
••I

Constitution has badly been violated; that the impugned order has not teen --.-A

I

I not
I

1
1

li!
I
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I

passed In accordance with jaw-, therefore Is pot tenable and liable to be'set aside; ■ 

that the appellants were appointed In Ex-FATA Secretariat on contract basis vide 

order dated Ol-lZ-ZOO'l and In compliance with Federal Government decision 

dated 29-08-7.008 ana ‘n pursuance of judgment of Peshawar High Court dated 

07-13-2013, their services were regularized with effect from 04-07-2008 and the 

appellants were placed at the strength of Administration Department of Ex-FATA - 

Secretariat; that the appellants were discriminated to the effect that they were 

placed In surplus pool vide order dated 2S-06-2Q19, whereas services of similarly 

placed employees of all the departments were transferred' 'to their respective 

departments in Provincial Government; that placing the appellants In surplus pool

I
I

•f

■

I

I

\

I

\\. i
i;

I I

I I

I I

*
t

was not only Illegal but contrary to the surplus poo! policy, as the appellants 

'never opted e placed In surplus pool as per section-5 (a) of the Surplus Pool ■ 

Pollcy^f2001 as amended in 2006’as well as the unwillingness of the appellants * 

Is also dear from the respondents letter dated 22-03-2019; that by doing so, the i

- f
. I

V ,\ I

i
1

(‘ • (mature service of almost fifteen years may spo!’ and go In waste; that the Illegal ■ 

and untoward act of the respondents is also evident from the notification dated ' 

08-01-2019, where the erstwhile FATA Secretariat departments and directorates ; 

‘have been shifted and placed under the. administrative control of Khyber 

! ' Pakhtunkhwa Government Departments, whereas the appellants were declared

surplus; that billion of rupees have been granted by the Fede^l Government for

* * 'V *
merged/erstwhile FATA Secretariat departments but unfortunately despike having . 

, i
same cadre of posts at cMl secretariat, the respondents have carried but the 

unjustifiable, Illegal and unlawful Impugned order dated 25-06-2019, jwhlch Is not 

only the violation of the Apex Court judgment, but the same will also violate the 

fundamental rights of the appellants being enshrined in Che Constitution of 

Pakistan, will seriously affect the promotion/seniority- of the appellants; that 

discriminatory approach of the respondents is evident from the notification dated 

22-03-2019, whereby other employees of Ex-FATA were not' placed in surplus 

pool but Ex-FATA Planning Cell of P&D was placed and merged Into Provincial

r- «
I

: I • -I
i. » I
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i
I

i
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P&D Department; that declaring the appellants surplus and subsequently their 

adjustment \rt various departments/directorates are illegal, wh'ch however were 

required to be placed at--the strength of. Establishment' & Admlnlstradon 

department; that as per judgment of the High Court, seniority/promotlons of the 

appellants are required to be dealt with In accordance with the judgment titled 

Tikka Khan Vs Syed Muzafar (2018 SCMR 332), but the respondents deliberately 

and with maiaflde declared them surplus, which Is detrimental to the Interests of 

the appellants in terms Of monitory loss as well as seniority/promotion, hence 

Interference of this tribunal would be warranted in case of the sopellants.

tI

)
II

li
ilI

.1

1

0<l. Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended 

has been treated at par with the law in vogue l.e. underthat the appellants
sectiot^HT^ the Civil Servant Act, 1973 and the surplus pool policy of the

I

provincial government framed thereunder; that proviso under Para-6 of the .

the offlcer/offidals declines to be ,
t

surplus pool policy states that In case 

jadjusted/absofbed In the above manner In accordance with the priority fixed as

the Integrated list, he shall loose the fedllty/rlght of 

and would be required to opt for pre-mature retirement

• .

iper''hls ■ seniority In \4

.
. f I

: • adjustment/absorption

government service provided that If.he does not r'ulFill the requisite 

'■ ■ ■' qLallfylng. service for pre-mature retirement, he may be compulsotv retired from

.'1 '. ■i ♦.f

' 11 • ."-from-
r

4 * I

..i service by the competent authority, however In the Instant case, no affidavit Is

that the appellant refused to be absorbed/adjusted

I

I
'I

1.: forthcoming to the effecti IIt
1

under the surplus pool policy of the government; that the appellants were ,
' • -I j

Secretariat, therefore they were treated under • 

; that so far as the issue Inclusion of,

; \
I

«• •
t ■ 'ministerial staff qf ex-FATA■ . ^

« » sect!on-ll(a) of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 

posts In BP5-17 and above of erstwhile agency planning cells, PID Department-.
. 1

I I

secretariat is concerned, they were planning cadre employees, ^' merged areas
■ tience theywere adjusted ln _the relevant cadre of the provincial government; that

r
i

)

Province, the Finance Department videafter merger of erstwhile FATA with the

I

f

♦

I

I,.\

I I.
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order.dated 21-11-2019 and 11-06-2020 created posts In. the administrative 

departments In pursuance of I'equest o’f establishment department, which were 

not meant for blue eyed persons as Is alleged Jn the appeal, that the appellants 

has been treated in accordance with law, lienee their appeals bemg devoid of 

merit may be dismissed.

«»

have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the05. WeI

I
record.

t

Before embarking upon the Issue In hand, it would be appropriate to

Record reveals that In 2003, the federal

1 06.
I

explain the background of the case, 

government created IS? regular posts for the erstwhile FATA Secretariat, against
>

\ 1
• .

which 117 employees Including the appellants were appointed on contract basis inI

I f^inillng all the coda! formalities. Contract of such employees was

time by issuing office orders and to this effect; the final •
200-?1»

renewed from time to
accorde^ for a further period of one year with effect from 03-12- 

In the mearjwhlle, the federal government decided and Issued Instructions
extension was I

2009.
’dated 29-08-2003 that all those employees working on contrkt agslnst the posts 

: ‘from BPS-l to 15 shall be regularized and decision of cabinet'would be applicable‘i

«. I
f.

ex-FATA Secretariat through SAFRON Division'. • ", .1 ■' to contract-employees working, In
regularization of'contrad appolntm=-nl= In .tespeot ofeontrad employeas ; ' .

the directives, the' appellants submitted

J

/
* •I' .. :
I * i

i
! ' working -In FATA. In pursuance of■j'

I
per cabinet decision, but,r •1

jpllcadons for regularization of their appointments as

t regularized under, the pleas that vide notification dated
/.* 8i :*:

I such employees were.no 

ai-10-2008 and In terms 

status order 1972

i
of the centrally administered tribal areas (e|npioyees

I j

President Oder No'. 13 of 1972), the employees working in 

be the employees of thp provincial

V

I
shall, from the appointed day. (FATA

■|government

iailowance,-hence they are

the Federal Government without deputationI
on deputatlori toIi

not entitled to be regularized under the policy decision
(

dated 29-08-2008.
•1 •• I

I
(

I

I
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07. In'2009, the provincial gov^ernment promulgated regularization of service 

■Act, 2009 and In pursuance,''the appellants approached the additional chief 

secretary ex-FATA for regularization of their services accordingly, but no action 

was taken on their requests, hence the appellants n'ed writ petition No 969/2010 

for regularization of their services, which was allowed vide judgment dated 30 

2011 and services of the appellants were regularized under the regularization Act 

2009, against which the respondents filed civil appeal No 29-P/2013 and the 

Supreme Court remanded the case to the High Court Peshawar with direction to ^ 

and the Writ Petition No 969/2010 shall be deemed to be

t \
4r

1 >'

-11-

t>

Ire*examlne the case 

pending. A three member bench of the Peshawar High Court decided the Issue 

dated 07-11-2013 in WP No 969/2010 and services of the

II
!■'

,1
I•)

Vide judgment

guiarized and the respondents were given three months time to

In ex-

\
.appella
-Tir^re service structure so as to regulate their permanent employment 

FATA Secretariat vis-a-vis Oieir emoluments, promotions, retirement benefits and ,

were re
I

Vj-1:
i

i

inter-se-seniorlty with further directions to create a Cask force to achieve the 

objectives highlighted above. The respondents however, delayed their

■ regularization, hence theyRled COC No. 178-P/2QH .and In compliance, the ^

order dated 13-06-2014, whereby services of the ' •

I

/.
\ i respondents subrritted 

■ appellants were regularized vide order dated 13-06-2014 with effect from 01-07- ^ 

■ 2008 35 well as a task force committee had been constituted by Ex-FATA , 

Secretariat vide order dated 14-10-2014 for preparation of service structure

% \i

Ii

i*.
%

of 1 ■r %
I •

I

rules. The appellants' 'such employees and sought time for preparation of service

182-P/2016 with IR In COC No 178-P/2014 in WP No
l

11 ’.again filed CM No.I
! 969/2010, where the learned Additional Advocate General alongwith departmental

i representative produced letter dated 28-10-2016, whereby service rules for the

;4I •

I

secretariat-cadre employees of; Ex-FATA Secretariat \)z6 been shown to be 

and had been sent to secretary SAFRAN for approval,!hence vide

.•/• >
I

1
I >

formulated

dated 08-09-2016, Secretary SAFRAN v;as directed to ^inallze the 

month, but the respondents Instead of doing the needful

• I judgment
i

I t.matter within one

. I

1

I
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declared .all the 117 efnpioyees Including, the appellants as surplus vide order 

dated 2S-05-20'i9,' igalnst‘which the'appellants filed Writ Petition No. 3704- 

, ; ' |p/20l9 for declaring the lrripugned pcder as set,aside and retaining the appellants 

In the Ovll Secretariat of establishment and administration department having the 

■ similar cadre of post of the rest of the civil secretariat employees.

»

\

. ■ •

\
08. During the course of hearing, the respondents produced copies of 

notifications dated 19-07-2019 and 22-07'20l9 that such employees had been • ^ 

adjusted/absorbed In various departments. The High Court vide judgment dated 

05-12-2019 observed that after their absorption , now they are^regular employees ■ 

of the provincial government and would be treated as such for all Intent and 

.(fvcludlng their seniority and so far as their other grievance regarding 

ttfeiT retention In cMl secretariat Is concerned, being clV.i servants, It would 

Involve deeper appreciation of the vires of the policy, which have not been

I

1

1
t

purpose:t I I1
1 '

\

I

Impugned In the writ petition and In case the appellants still feel aggrieved

framework cf the saidregarding any matter that could not be legally within the

policy, they would be legally bound by the terms and conditions of service and in ■ 

view of bar contained Iri Article 212 of the Constitution, this court could not 

embark upon to entertain the same. Needless to mention and we expect that 

keeping In view the ratio as contained In the judgment titled Tlkka Khan and 

others Vs-Syed M JzafarHussatn Shah and others (2018 SCMR 332), the seniority ■.

: ■ would be dehrmlned accordlhgly.'hence'.the petition was declared as Infructuous :

I

i

;■

I

(
I

. ;■

s

.$
1.*

such. Against the judgment of High Court, the appellantsand was dismissed as 

■ Ifl sd CPLA No 881/2020 \r\- the Supreme Court of Pakistan, which was disposed of
i
I

y

lvl'|ie judgment dated. 04-08-2020"on the terms that the ^pfetitioners should.

approach the service tribunal, as the Issue being terms and condition of their 

does .fall within the Jurisdiction of service tribunal, hence the appellant

filed the Instant service appeal.
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1. ' if- rMaln conc'em bf.the ap'pellantsin the'lnstant servlcs-ilppeal Is that In the >•' 

first place, declaring them surplus Is.lllega!^’

09.: I-1• I t

as^'they were seiving against regular 

posts In administration;department Ex*FATA;.hence their ser’ices were required

I
1

> t
I

i

tp be transferred to Establishment & Administration Department q'f the provincial 

;government'llke other departments of Ex-FATA were merged In their respective : 

department. Their second stance Is that by declaring thenj surplus 

subsequent adjustment In directorates affected them In monitory terms as well as

t ■ +
J. •: •

■J . t
i>

and their Ij

their seniority/promotion also affected being placed at the bottom of the seniority

line.

I In view of the foregoing explanation, in the first place, It would be 

count the discriminatory behaviors of the respondents with the ' 

appellants, due to which the appellants spent almost twelve [years In protracted 

litigation right from 2008 till date, The appellants were appointed on contract 

basis after fulfilling all the codal formalities by FATA Secretariat, administration 

wing but their services were not regularized, whereas similarly appointed persons 

by the same office with the same terms and conditions vide appointments orders 

dated Ofl-lO-200'l, were regularized vide order dated 04-011-2009. Similarly a 

batch of another 23 persons appointed on contract were regularized vide order
1 ■ I'

. dated 04-09-2009 and stl.i a batch'of another 28 persons were regularized vide

order dated 17-03-2009; hence the appellants were discriminated In regularization ,
i

of their services without any valid reason. In'order to regularize their services, the ; 

appellants repeatedly requeued the respondents to consider them at par with 1- 1
■j ■ . I , ,

those, who were regularized and . finally they submitted applications for

Implementation of the decision dated 29-08-2008 of the federal government 
I '

jWnere by all those'employees worklng In FATA oftcontract’were ordered" to be .

•: regularized;-but.their requests were declined under the plea that by virtue of 

presidential order as -discussed above, they are employees of provincial 

government and only bn deputation to FATA but without deputation aliowance,

10.

appropria
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h^nce'thay.'canhot be regularized, the fact however remelns that theyiwere not 

employee- of provlndsil government, and were appointed < by administration 

department of Ex-FATA Secretariat, :but due to malaflde of the irespondents, they 

were repeatedly refused regularization, which however was nod warranted. In the

f ..
I

V 'A: I*
I:

i •r
i j

meanwhile, the provincial :government promulgated Regularization Act, 2009, by 

.'V ■ .^vlrtue of wfilch'.atl the contract employees were regularized, but .the, appellant

r

i t

I I n
Sv. i' 'f V

• were'’’again:r6fusi*d regularizatlohi'but with no plausible reason, hence they were ;I i • H1 i '
4.•t

i j'. ■ again discriminated and-compelilng them to file Writ Petition in Peshawar HighV. .

Court, which was allowed vkJe judgment dated 3C*ll*20il without any debate,
i

as the respondents had already declared them as provincial employees and there 

•whatsoever to refuse such regularization, but the respondent ,

:r t

1

1

was no reason
I

Instead of their regularization, filsd CPLA In the Supreme ,Court of Pakistan 

decision, which again was an act of oiscrlminatlon and malaflde,

I

against

whwe the respondents had taken a plea that the High Court had allowed

1

I regularization under the regularization Act, 2009 but did-not discuss their 

regularization under the policy of Federal Government laid down In the office , 

memorandum issued by the cabinet secretary on 29-08-2008 directing the 

regularization of services of contractual employees working In FATA, hence the 

Supreme Court remanded their case to High Court to examine this aspect as well.

member bench of High Court heard the arguments, where the 

respondents took a U turn and agreed to the point that the appellants nad been 

discriminated and they wli: be regularized but sought time for creation of posts 

,Bnd to draw service structure for these and other employees to regulate their 

permanent emplo'-meht. The three member bench of the High Courthad taken a 

serious view of the unessential t^hnlcalltfes to block'the wajr of the appellants 

WTO too are entitled.to the-'same.rellef.and advised the ripondents that the '■ 

priUtloners.are-suffering and are"In'troUble besides mental agony, hence such \ 

regularization was allowed on-the b^ls of Federal^Governmenldeclslon dated 29-' 

08-2008'and the appellants, were declared as cMI servants of tie FATA
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Secretariat and not Of the prdvlnclar.governrnent. In a mariner, the appellants 

\veff WrongV refused their right of regularization under the Federal-Government 

PpIlCY, Which was conceded by the respondents before three' member's bench, 

but' the ■ appellants suffered for years for a single wror^g refusal of the
I

respondents, who put the matter on the back burner and on tlie ground of sheer ; 

technicalities thwarted the process'despite the'repeated direction of the federal . 

; ^ '1 ' ■ (government a^ well as of'the Judgment of the courts. Finally, Services of the

..appellants were..very unwillingly regularized In 2Ql^ with effect from 2008 and 

that, too after contempt-of court proceedings. Judgment of jthe three member 

bench !s very clear and by virtue of such Judgment, the. respondents were 

required to regularize them In the hrst place and to own them as their own 

employees born^ the,strength of establishment and administration department 

but step-motherly behavior of the respondents continued

I>
t 1 i

I ■

I(
V
1 I

I.'

I• f • 'ii ■

I Ir

I % \ : .

I• *

I
f

\

»
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1 lecretarlat.of F, I

unabated, as neither posts were created for them nor service; rules were framed 

for them as were committed by the respondents before the'Hlgh Court and such 

part of the Judgment dated 07-11-2013'of Peshawar High '

Court. In the wake of 2Sth Constitutional amendments and upon merger of FATA . 

Secretariat into Provincial Secretariat, all the departments' alongwlth staff were ,

, Placed on record Is noCtflcatlon dated 08-01- ■ |

p
I p

\ p

commitments are
!■

I

merged Into provincial departments 

2019 where P&O Department of FATA.Seaetadat was handed over to provincialpit
t \

I Department and law & order department merged Into'Home Department 

notification dated 16-01-2019, Rnance department merged Into provincial , . . j

I PBiD
I
I

I vide
\ t

Rnance department vide notincation. dateii 2‘1-01-2019, edDcatlon department ^ 

(vide order dated 24-01-2019 and similarly all other department like Zakat & Usher 

Department, Population Welfare Department, Industries, Technical Education, 
Minerals, Road S-Lfrastructupe, Agriculture, For.ests, Irrigation; Sports, FDMA and 

merged Into respective Provincial Departments, but the appellants

ex-FATA were not merged

r

« r t1

f

' others were

'being employees of the administration department of 

■ ';lnl3J Provincial Establishment E. Admlnlstratlor. Department!, rpthe- they were .
tl, , . I II
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declared surpluVv/hlch’Was dlscHmlnatoivand based orTmala'flde, as there'wBs

rib;reason for declaring'frie .appellants as surplus^ as total'4strength . of FATA- 
• •• •' ■ - . ■ . . ■ ’ i -

' "S scrfetariat from'BPS-l to'zi-'were 569B3- of'tfie civil,administration against which'
. • 'ii’

employees of provincial government; defunct FATA DC, employees appointed by
1 i'

FATA Secretariat, line directorates and autonomous bodies etc were Included
j

amongst which the nurnber of 117 employees Including the appellants were

granted amount of Rs. 25505.00 million for smooth transition, of the employees
! !

as well as departments to provincial departments and to this effect a summery 

: was submitted by the provincial government to the Federal Government, which ;

• • :was accepted and vide notification dated 09-04-2019, provincial government
?

' : •• • asked to.ensure payment of salaries and other obligatory expenses, including 

• ■ , terminal benefits as well of the employees against the regulaij sanctioned 56983

posts ophTadmfnlstratlve departments/attached directorates/field formations of

er^whlle FATA, which shows that the appellants were also working against .
1

sanctioned posts and they were required to be smoothly, merged with the ; 

establishment and administration department of provincial .government, but to 

their utter dismay, they were declared as surplus insplte cf'jhie fact that they ; •

posted against sanctioned posts and declaring them surplus, was no
I ,

malafide of the respondents. Another discriminatory behavior of the , 

respondents can be seen, when a total of 235 posts were .created vide order 

dated 11-06-2020 In administrative departments l.e. Finance, home, Local 

Government, Health, Environment, Information, Agriculture, Irrigation, Mineral

\ ; »/ « *•• ^
! J-■ i.i .1'

■ ' i

< I•, *
I

r,!• \r<
■;-4 ;

'I..;V.v,
•'Y '»

I

I.
T i 1

I It
J

II t
?

1
t :•

'
I I ;\

I

'?

i

»*
i was

t

I

>

*

:
1

morevjere

than\

t ,

1,.

*,
and Education Departments for adjustment of the staff! of tlis respective ■

t

departments of ex-FATA, but here again the appellants were discriminated and

created for iiem In Establ!shmer\t Si Administration Department and ,

1
I

,
no '■*.

t post was

they were declared surplus and iater on were adjusted .n Various d redorates 

detrimental' to their rights In terms of monetary benefits, as the

1

f

t
1, >which was

. allowances-admlsslble td'them In their new places of adjustment were less than 

■ th'e one admlssibleln^ clvli seaet^rlat. Moreover, their se'nior^ was also affected
! I
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as Wey v™r^plaj:Sd-=Whi^,5p, end Iheir promotions, as the

Wdllant ,^ofed ,3
factors, w^lcH'carinotVlriiy'a^diwlfh^lidws Ih^tlnjustlde hasidm^done to : 

toe ippellaht5,,Neeaiiss tom^iohto^ the rapondehts falldtfto appreciate that
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1'. 1r 1 the Surplus Pool. Pollcy2001 'did'^not r •j r
■ i:.. •■ not apply-to'the appellants since the same was 

s;iecif1cally made and meant fordeaIlng w!th the Pansltlon of district system 

rdsultant ;;e-structurlng of go^^ernmental offices under the devolution of powers 

from provincial to local governments as sutih, the appellants service 'n'erstwhile 

FATA Secretariat (now-merged area secretariat) had no nexus whatsoever with 

the same, as neither any department.was abolished nor any post! nence the 

isurplus^h^ollcy applied on them'was'totally Illegal. Moreover the concerned 

med counsel for die appellants had added to their miseries: by contesting their 

In wrong forurhs and to this effect, die supreme court-of Pakistan In their 

case In civil petition No, 881/2020 had also noticed that the petitioners being 

pursuing their remedy before the wrong forum, had wasted much of their time

f- (■ ' 1
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and the sen/lce Tribunal shall justly and sympathetically consider the question of ' 

delay In accordance with law. To thlseffect-we feel that the delay occurred due to '
. I

wastage of time before wrong forums, but the appellants continuously contested 

their case without any break for getting justice. We feel that their

I

case was

already spoiled by . the respondents due to sheer technicalities and vrlthout 

touching merit of the case. The apex court Is very clear on the point of I'mltation 

that cases should be considered on merit and mere tecnnicalltiss including 

llmitaljon shall not debar die appellants from the rights accrued to them. In the

I

1I
f I(I

1
«

t

instant case, the appellants has a strong case on merit, hence we are ncllned to 

condone the delay occurred due to the reason mentioned ab-we,!

We are of the ccjinsldered opinion that the appellants has not been treated 

,In accordance with law, as they were employees of admlnUtration department of' 

;the ex-FATA and such stance was accepted by the respondents In their comment.' '
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'.submitted to the High Court and th'e High Court vide judgment dated 07-11-2013 

declared them dyll servants and employees ora'dministrstlon department of ex- 

FATA Secretariat •and r^utarizfid their seiyices against sanctioned posts, despite 

they were.declared surplus. ThBy'ware-dlscrimlnated by not transferring thair 

services .to the establishment,end. administration oepartmant of provincial.

r
I♦
I

ii

, I
. . f,r

I
?

•t .K.I *.
i :

gjivemment bn, the ■inatogy’-of other ^employees transferred to their respectiveI i. *
V I

'.V • [departments in provincial government and Ih case of non-avpilablllty of post,:
I <

I ; • Hnance:,'department, .was required ,,to• create posts in Establishment 6i|. _

Administration Department on- the analogy of creation of posts In other' 

i • : Administrative Departments as the Federal Government had granted amount of, 

iffltlien for a total strength of 56983 posts Indudlrrg the posts of the 

'' appellants and declaring them surplus was'unlawful and based on maiafide and, 

this score alone the Impugned order is liable to be set aside. The correct' 

would have been to create-the same'number of vacancies In their

4

\
r

i
1

Rs.- 251I

f
I

I

Ion
4

course

respective department I.e. Establisr^mant & Adm’rlstrat vc Cepsrtmcnt and to 

post them In their own department and ‘ssuas of their sen'orlty/promotlcn was 

required to be settled In accordance with the prevailing law and rule.

12. We have observed that grave Injustice has been meted cut to the 

appellants in the sense that after contesting for longer fo' their regularization and 

finally after getting regularized, they were stlil deprived of tre service 

structure/rules and creation of posts despite the repeated directions of the three 

member bench of Peshawar High Court In its judgment dated 07-11-2013 passed 

In Writ Petition No. 969/2010. The same dlrect'ons has sti! not been implemented, 

and the matter was made worse when impugned o.-der of p.ccing tnem in surplus- 

pool was passed, which directly affected the'- seniority e^d the future career of 

the appellants after putting In 18 years of service and half o'’ the!' service iias 

already been wasted in litigation.
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I f 13. In view 0' the forego'ng Q:5cii5::'on. cne 

comected service aDp(*a!3 are acceptca, Ths imp^gneo o iier Ciatea 25-Q6-2C19 -i 

set as de with o^rectlon to the respondents :o iO^jci sppc ^ cne • 

respective department .e. EstBUiisl'm&rt i. Adm'-'O -pjrtmmt <nyOir 

', Pakhtunkhwa sgalnst the;r respective posts aro .n casi; o* ncvava »a. ty 

• posts, the same shall'bs crested for the app=i ants on tne same manner, as were 

I cffiated ^ other Administrative Departments vide Fnarce Departmsnr‘

' npuncatlon dated ll-0^*2020. Upon the' eo;u"aT'-?nt in the’r rcLprjctivc 

d';spartment, they are held entided to t.' contcQurirt-. b-n^jf^s ssue o* the:r 

ssnlo'iry/promoQcn shall be oaa': w,m "i ecco^denc: -v m tn; o'ov-!: or*, 

contained in Ovii Servant Act, 1973 snd khyo^r onxntun.tnwa Gcv.rnrT-.r^t 

Servants (Appointment, Promoton 8i Transfer) Ru 25, 1969, particu S-Cton*

. 17(3^ of Khvber Pakhtuikhwa Government S-rvents (Appo •'tmmt Promorot i 

.Transfer) Rues, 1989. N'etoiess to menton and i --xp.cteo tn.it n .- .w o' m; 

rgdo as contained in the judgment tided Ti.Ks <hen and otn .rs Sv-.-U 

Hussain Shah and others (2018 SCVR 332), ens san-or:cv vvoi, d 21 cn^rm neo 

accoremg y. Parties are left to besr their own costs. F : C'. :or’" 7'- .0 cd r-. cq -c
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■ in Service Appeal No.l 227/2020,Execution Petition No,715/2023
.. ' ' titled “Waheed Ullflh Sheih Vs. Governi-penl of Kliyber

PaklitunJ<ii\va!L
• •7—r**- *

9“MufyV2024 Knlim Arshad Khan,. Cliairmnn: Learned counsel foi the 

peiiUoner present. Mr, Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the

respondents present.

' The matter has, been, received from the Single Bench of Ms. 

Fai-eeha Paul, learned Member (Executive). Special SB-of the

. I

2,.

undersigned,(Chairnian) was constituted.

This application is for implementation of judgment dated 
1 .

14,01.2022, passed in Service Appeal No.1227/2020 titled 

UrRehman Vs. Government of !<Jiyber Pakhtunlchwa” wherein, the 

petitioner was not party', The learned counsel informed that the 

petitioner has filed departmental.appeal. Since the petitioner has 

■ himself simultaneously resorted to the provisions

3.
“Hanif

of Section-4 of

the.KhyberPakhtunlchwa Sei-vice Tribunal Act, 1974, therefore, let 

him file Service Appeal before this Tribunal. Disposed of. Consi

Court at Peshawar under my hand and

gn.

Pronounced in open4.

this 9"' day of July, 2024.seal of the Tribunal on

Chairman
“Miinituiii Shcih *

' :
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Before The

Honorable BChyber PAKi-iiuNKHw a servicek

s Tribunal> >t

I

t

In. Re:I (
I

/2023. ExecutionPetidonNo.,\

InSetvice Appeal No. 1227/2020I 1

Decided on: 14.01. 2022I i
1

I1
I

M^id Anwar S/ o Anwar Masih R/o Guddi fliata. Post Ofdce GPO,

House no, 02, Mohallah Kali Bari, Telnsil and District
(PETITIONER)

I
1»

I

T

II

Versus1

»

Government o£ ICryber Palshtunkliwa through Cliief 

Secretery,.Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

Government of ICPthrough Secretary EstabUshment, 

Establishment & Administration Depai'tment Civil Secretariat, 

Peshawar,

1. The

2. Hie

i

I .

Government of KPthrough Secretai7 Finance, Finance,i
3. The

Finance, department at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.
:i

Government of KPdirough Additional Oiief Secretary4. The
Merged Areas, Office at Warsalc Rond, Peshawar-.

I

(Respondents)

k

ii

1
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I EXECUTION PETITION TO GIVE ‘EFFECT &: IMPLEMENT
t THE TUDGMENT OF THIS HONOUlUVBLE TRIBUNAL

DATED 14-01-2022. UPON THE EXECUTION PETITIONER.

4

Respectfully Sheweth.
!

t

That the petitioner earnestly craves tlie permission of the Honorable 

Service Tribunal to subrrut as under:
>
f

1. THAT the petitioner was appointed as a Sweeper (BPS-1) against tlie 

vacant post vide notlficatfon dated 21 •10*2016.
Copy of appointment order is Annexure*A.

t

1
I

i

2. That along witlt the petitioner a total number of 117 employees 

appointed by erstw'lule FATA Secretariat were declared as surplus 

and .placed tliem in surplus pool of Establislunent <Sr 
Administrative Department vide order dated 25-06-_20l9, and for 
their urther adjustment/placement w.e.f 01-07;2019 by vktue of 

whicli the civil servants were adjusted in tl\e Surplus pool of 
, Establislunent Department and Administration Department.

Copy of Notification dated 25-06-2019 is Armexure-B

I

J

i

i.
I

t
3. That an appeal was filed in this regard, before the Honourable 

Service Tribunal and the same was heard cm l<l-Ql-2022. Tl\e said 

appeal was accepted, and subsequently, tl\e impugned notification 

dated 25-06-2019 was set-aside, and directions were given to 

pondent i.e th4 concerned autlrorities, to adjust the appellants to 

drclr respective departments.
Copy.of the Service Appeal No. 1227/2020is Annex-C

t

res

i

I
along with the aforementioned directions, tlie Honourable 

Service Tribunal rendered that upon adjustment to tl^eu■ respective 

department, the appellants would be entitled all consequential 
benefits. Moreover, that tlie issue of seniority/promotion would be 

dealt witlun accordance witl^ tl^e provisions contained in CivU 

Servants (appointment, promotion and Transfer) Rules 1989 

the view of the ratio as contained in the judgment titled Tiicka KaJm

I 4. That
I

I

and inI

1

t

1

i
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I

I
I

& other vs Sved Muzafar Hussain Shah fe otheis f2018 SC^‘^l 332>, I

the seniority wouJcl be determined accordingly.

5. That the Honourable Tribunal rendered its judgment dated 14-01- 

2022. but after the lapse of about tltree montl^s, tlie respondent did 

not implement tlie judgment dated 14-01-2022 of diis Honourable 

Tribunal.
Copy of the judgment dated 14-01-2022 has been Annex-D

I

f

6. That due to tire inaction of the respondents to comply with the 

direcdons of the Honourable Service Tribunal, post lapse of 3 

months, an execution petition no. 250 of 2022 was filed in diis 

regard, and die same was decided affirmative.

1 Ii

I
7. That the judgment dated 14-01-2022 rendered by the Honourable 

Service Tribunal is also applicable on those civil servants who ivere 

not a part of the said appeal, because iuiigincuts of the Hononrabla 

fiettjicc s/io»M be ti-cated as ludmicnts in rem,
^eisouam. Reference can be given to die relevant portion of 

judgment rited2Q23 5CMR8. produced herein below:

4

i

audiiotin

"Tlifi lenrned AddiUond A.G., KPK nrguad that, in t/ic order of the KF 

Service Tnliunnl passed in Appeds Nos. 1452/2019 find 243/2020, 
reKfliice toes pinced on die ordiir passed by die leniTicd Pcshmofii- Hig/i 
Cou)-t in Writ Petition No. 3162-P/2019, lohidi tons shnpiy dismissed
toidi die obseivntions 'that the lorit peHHon tons not ninintnin/ibic under

tons uiiinnierifli. Jn
I

Article 212 of the Constitution, hence the rcfircncc 

this regard, toe ore of the finn view that ifn learned TWiniiwI decides any 

question of law bi/ dint of its judgment, die sniri judgment is nhmys 

■ treated ns being in rem, and not in personam. If in two judgmenls 

delivei-ed in die seroice appeals the ivjerence of the Peshawar Hig/i Court

i

judgment bns been cited, it docs not act to washout the effect of die 

judgments nmdcmri in die odier seroicc appeals which have the effect of a 

judgment in j-em. In die case ofHaniced Akhtar hhazi v. The Sea-ctnry,
Esfabiishmeht Division, Gooemment o/Pofcisinn and ot/iers (3996 SCMR

to die Tribiinni clearly

I

t
f

1185), diis Court, toJtile remanding the case 

observed dint if the Tribunal or tiiis Court decides a point of law relating
to the terms ofseivice of a civil seivant which covers not only the case of I
the civii seiunnt toho litigated, but also of other civil seivants. who may j

i
{(



%a/

have mt taken nny /egn/ pmccedings, in sucJi n ense, tJic diefnfes of justice 

and niles of good gowninnce rfenHinri Wuit die benefit of the nbovc 

;iirigjnent be extenried to other civil servnnls, v>)io mmj not be parties to 

the above litigation, instead of compelling them to approach the Tribunal 

or any atlicr legalfoi’um."

8. That relying upon the judgment o£ the Honourable Supreme Coui't, 
the execution petidonet would idso be subject to tlie judgment 
dated 14-07-2021 rendered by the Honourable Ser\'ice Tribunal, 
since the above mentioned judgment of die Supreme Court would
be applicable on all Courts sub-ordinate to it. Reference can be 

to Article 189 of the Constiturion o£ Paldstan, 1973, for easygiven

reference, produced herein below:
I f "Dgciffioiis ofSKpranie Court biitdiiig on other Coia-ts 

189. Any decision of the Supreme Court s/ini/, to die extent that it decides 

a question of law or is based upon or enunciates a pnndple of taio, be 

binding on nit ot/icr courts in P/ikistan."

i

I

I
9. That tl^e judgment of the Honourable Service tribunal cited 2023 

SCMR 8, whei’cby, die essence of Article 212 of die Constitution of 

Pakistan, 1973, was fulfilled, by observing diot any question of law 

decided by die Service Tribunal shall be treated as Judgment in 
Ind not in personam. In order, to give force to die judgment of 

the Supreme Court, the execution petitioner rriay also be subjected 

■ to the judgment rendered by the Honourable Service Tribunal. 
Reference can be given to Article 190 of die Constitution of 

Pakistan, 1973, for easy reference, produced herein below:

"Action in aid of Supreme Court
190,Ail eicaiffue ffiidjudfcrni niidiDritfcs ilirougliout Prfcfstaii slinli nef iii 

aid o/die Sitpic»« Court."
lO.Tliat die execution petitioner now approaches diis Honorable 

Tribunal for directions to implement the judgment dated 14.01.2021 

in the larger interest of justice and fair play.

rem,

Prayer:

It is dierefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of this 

,y it please this honorable tribunal to so kindl)' direct diepetition, ma
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l-;.312222 irv i-r-'ic:

CO’-'Circi'-' til nf ..1i'. ;
implemantEtioiv of Hidgmant dr,tsd 

1227/1C22 titlsd Hanil Ur Rclunnn v-;
cn Ex .cue xi rPeldttunlchwH duough Chief S;:rrcT',L7 

Other relief cf-^at dus Hcnovr.ble Inhun^l mey

,1

cXipTrypt:. '. .n L .

circumstarcas of the case axy else ee givet'..

ExecuCon I'. d:-C.“iir

Thrciiglv

(All Govia-; DeK:; A.Ni;' 
Advocate Hii;h Cuuri 
0332-5257427

zot'.iT vr.:M'*o.rMTn
SHAH ' DUIUIANI 1 iCHATTAlC
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Before TheI
t

I

Honorable IChyber Pakhtunkhwa service

Tribunal
i\

IrvRe:

,/2023Execution Petition No.,

In Service Appeal No. 1227/2020)
1' Decided on: 14. Ql. 2022

I
S/o'Anwar Masi]\ R/o Guddi Il'^ata, Post Office 

GPO, House no. 02, Mohallah Kali Bari, Tehsil and District
(PETniONER) ,

Majid Anwar
1

t

i

I Versus
1

I

Tine Government of Khyber Palchtunldwa and otherst

(Respondents)

AFFTPAVITOf.

I Majid Aiiwar S/o Anwar MasihR/o Guddi Ihata, Post Office
' . 02, Mohailah Kali 'Bari, Tehsil and District

1
1

GPO ouse no

do hereby solemnly declare and affirm on oath;- 
i am personally conversant wiUr the facts and circumstances of die case as 

’ contained therein and the facts and ciicumstarices mentioned in the 
enclosed writ petition are true and cbrrect to the best of my knowledge 

. andbelief.
1) Deponent

CNIC#
t

j

Identified by:

All Gohar DimitANi 
Advocate High Court

i

'
:

I
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/• Execution Petition No.715/2023. in Service Appeal No. 1227/2020. (

titled “Waheed UHah Shah Vs. Government of Klivber L
V.• Pakhttinkhwa'!

>• “

ORDER
9“‘July. 2024 Kniim ArshacI Khan> Chairman: Learned counsel for the

1
petitioner present; Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the

respondents present.1

!

The matter has been received from the Single Bench of Ms.2.

i Fareeha Paul, learned Member (Executive). Special SB of the

undersigned (Chairman) was constituted.

3. This application is for implementation of judgment dated

14,0i.2022, passed in Service Appeal No. 1227/2020 titled “Hanif
t

Ur Rehman Vs. Government of KJiyber Pakhtunlchwa” wherein, the
I

petitioner was not party. The learned counsel informed that the 

petitioner has filed departmental appeal. Since tlie petitioner has 

himself simultaneously resorted to the provisions of Section-4 of

tlie Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, therefore, let

him file Service Appeal before this Tribunal. Disposed of Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar under my hand and 

sea! of the Tribunal on this 9^'' day of July, 2024.

4.

.amn Arshaa 
Chairman'Mtiluzm Shah *

Ucation—14
f PresenUktion of AppDaleo

Mumber of Words----

Copying Fee 

Urgent 
Total-
>lanre o*

of Coiv.;d.'.c:i>'•••

1 Duie
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^ To,

The Chief Secretary,

Government of KhyberPakhtunkhwa,

for adjustment in

>

Peshawar.
Subject; APPEAL , 
DATED 14;01.2022

Respected Sir,

h is stated with

CIVIL SECRETARIAT AS PER SERVICE TRIBUNAL JUDGMENT

Prownce of Khyber Pakht^wg Tth 'P^egretion

Establishment and Administration Depa'rtm 

S0{O&M)/E&AD/3-18/20l9 
hTigation and Hyde Pow

and merger of erstwhile FATA 
others, was declared

er, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

with
as "Surplus" by the 

unkhwa vide Notification
No,

was adjusted in the Directorate of
2. Some of the officials filed case m ft, ^ 
-;n„„mwa passed a fod,me„:da :

OPoranvepartoftPefodgmentisreproducedas ”

"In view 
accepted, 
adjust the
Khyber Palchtunkhwa, _ 
ihall bo created for the 
Departments vide

and the Hon'ble 
and set aside the

Service Tribunal, Khyber 
Surplus Notification.above

oPder (Page-14 of the judgment);
of the foregoing discussloi, 
The impugned order dated 
appellants In thel

n, the instant appeal along with 
- set aside w„h are

—e PCS. and Sf"
25.06.2019 is 

'■®spectlve department I.e.
against their

'P pursuance of the above! 
Rakhtunkhwa Peshawar. judgment, I am also entitled to be adjusted in Ci

vil Secretariat, Khyber
4.

my adjustment order Civil 
e Tribunal dated 14.01.2022, Secretariat,

please.

Faithfi ^urs

Maji^Anwar,

0
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