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IRSHAD ALl SHAH, J.- The petitioner by way of instant

constitutional petition has prayed for the following relief(s):-

“a) Declare the act of respondent No.1 for not
issuing/announce the final result of viva-voce of the
petitioner, and issued appointment orders in favour of
illegal and not eligible persons to be illegal, unlawful,
based on malafides, without lawful justification and
discriminatory, as the petitioner had qualified in all

the requisite tests,

b) Direct the respondents, particularly the respondent
No.1 to issue final result of viva-voce, thereafter, if
petitioner found successful then appointment order in

the name of petitioner be issued, without any further

loss of time,




) Further be pleased to diruet the raspondents to bring

all the ralavant record ragarding the appointments,

| &' /
d)  Award costs of the patition / | f

o) Grant any other equitable and adequate relief in view
gk 4
of the ahove stated facts and dreurnstances of the case,

2, The facts, In briel necessary for disposal of instant
constitutional petition, are that Antl Corruption Establishment Sindh,
invited applications for recrultment of the suitable candidates for the
posts of Techniclans, Asslstant Sub-Inspector and Junior Clerks, The
petitioner applied to be obtained for the post of Assistant Sub-
Inspector  (ASl) and qualified physical and written test(s).
Consequently, he was called for Interview but result whereof as per
him was not announced. Subsequently, the person(s) who as per him
never appeared In physical or written test(s) were appointed. It was
in these clrcumstances, the petitioner has maintained the instant

constitutional petition before this court, for the relief, as is detailed

above,

3 it has Inter-alla submitted by the official respondents in
their para-wise comments that the petitioner could not be appointed
as he failed to clear the Interview and person(s) who cleared the test
and interview were appointed, By submitting so, they sought for

dismissal of the Instant constitutional petition,

4, It Is contended by learned counsel for the petitioner that

no result of the Interview so conducted was announced by the

| ’




official respondents, therefore, appointment of the private
respondents, was illegal. By contending so, he sought for issuance o&’\))a
direction against the official respondents to declare the result of the
interview and to appoint the petitioner as Assistant Sub Inspector

(ASI) in Anti-Corruption Establishment, Sindh.

9. It is contended by learned Additional Advocate General
that the private respondents have been appointed by Anti-
Corruption Establishment Sindh, in a very transparent manner after
observing all the requisite formalities, the petitioner could not be
appointed as he could not qualify the interview. By contending so, he
sought for dismissal of the instant constitutional petition as same
according to him has been filed without any lawful justification and
petition on similar facts and circumstances titled “Munir Ahmed Jatoi
and 3 others v. Director, Anti Corruption Establishment Karachi and 8
others (2020 PLC {C.5} 407) has already been dismissed by this court

and such dismissal is maintained by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of

Pakistan, in Civil PeitionNo.71-K of 2019.

6. We have considered the above arguments and perused
the record.
7. The petitioner has claimed that persons, appointed by

the official respondents, were ineligible as they have never appeared

in required written or physical test and interview, hence their




1

al. Such claim the petitioner has not been able

appointments s illeg e
n the legality of tﬁ)t /

to substantiate adequately. In that situatio

appointment of the person as Assistant Sub Inspector (ASI) other
then the petitioner having qualified the interview or otherwise,

involving factual controversy cannot be determined by this court in

exercise of its constitutional jurisdiction.

8. Prima facie, the petitioner has failed to make out a clear
case of infringement of his right or establishing malafide on the part
of official respondents in following the recruitment procedure which

is sufficient for dismissal of the instant constitutional petition. It is

dismissed accordingly with no order as to costs. QL,/
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