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l\,4r. Moutvr lqbal Haider, advocate for the pelitioners

. The petitionsrs claim to have obtained sd hoc / conkaclual appoinrment
with the Health Oepartment in the wake of the Covid-1g crisis in 2020 and have
prefened this petition to essentially seek regularization of lheir servrce in BS-17
Al the very onset, learned counsel wa! confronted with respec{ to the
maintainability hereoli nler a/,a as to what vested nghts did the petitioners have
to seek regularizalion, what was the law pursuant wher9of such a ctaim was
preferred and most importantly how could regularization of seNice in BS-17 be
sanctioned in any event in view of the pronouncements of the august Supreme
COUrl. Learned counsel remained unable to articulate a Cogent response on
either count.
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The Supreme Court has maintained in Ali Azh l<han Balc|c,htthal a
post in BS-17 could only be filled through a competitive examination process
after an advertisement. lt was specified that the Sindh Government was devoid
of any authority to bypass the mandatory requirements, essential to maintain
transparency in the process of induction and to ensure meril, and seek rgcourse
through any parallel process. The Supreme Court was pleased to hold that
appointments in BS-16 to 85.22 could only be made through the compettive
proc€ss delin€ated in the law.

The august Court maintarned in Khushs/ KharP that the High Cout1
lacked jurisdiction lo revive, amend or alter contractsi there was no vested right
to seek regularization in the absence of any legal and slatutory basis for the
same: and that temporary smployees had no automatic right to be rsgularized
A Division Bench of this Courl has held in Anjum B8dod that such employees
had no vested right tor rogulsr appoinlment or even to seek regularization of

Itheir servrces. hence, wers debarred from invoking ths Constitutional
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jurisdiclion of this Court The law is now vrell setlled that such employees are

devoid of any geneni Lntitlement for regularization'

Petitioners' couns€l souoht to Dlace reliance upon lhe Rquleizelion of
oo"too-i6iiiif;:;';r;t*e-; ;i ioc Basis Act 2ot8' however' such
,etiance aif,ears-t-o u".-J"i""}v iiuaonceived vvhil€ we consciously eschew
any observation ,-rpon tf,e.aia Jn""t..nt. since the v,/'es thereof is not under

scrutrny before us, section 3 thereof clearly extends the benefit sought to be
confened upon liiiiitiri iip.rtme ;n the commencement ot tha Act tt

is patentlv obvious that tne-oriient Detfioners ware nol holding any relevant
omce I ippointne", ,p""it" daie of commencemenl ot the 

-aforesaidenaclment. Therefore, in the absence of any law demonstrated before us to

confsr any 
"ntru"r"ni 

,ponit" peuttners to be considered for regularizatons
no case is set fo(h to entertain these pehtions.

Anicle 199 of the ConstiMion contemplales the discr€tiona0f writ
jurisdiclion of this Cou and lh6 s3id discretion may be exercised in appropriale
circumstances. ln the prasent malter no case has been set forth before us for
invocation ot he writ jurisdiction. ln view hereof, while granting the urgent
applications the petition;8nd listed applications are hereby dlsmissed in li,n/,6
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Mansoor Ah shah J in Prowoca ol Puqab vs tu. .lavd lqbel rcWrlLcd e6 2021 SCMR 767, Pet
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