
     ORDER SHEET 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH,  
CIRCUIT COURT, HYDERABAD 

 

C.P. No.D-1593 of 2023  
 
 

DATE   ORDER WITH SIGNATURE OF JUDGE 
 

For order on office objection. 

For hearing of MA No.1901/2024. 

For hearing of main case.  

12.02.2026 

Mr. Muhammad Ismail Bhutto, A.A.G. Sindh along 

with Akhlaq Ahmed Kalwar Deputy Director 

(Recruitment) SPSC Hyderabad. 
  

None present for the petitioner. No intimation is furnished.  

The record reflects that on consecutive dates, i.e. 

19.12.2023, 17.01.2024 and 14.02.2024, neither the petitioner 

nor his learned counsel appeared. The petition has been pending 

since the year 2023 without any meaningful progress. It is a 

settled principle that a litigant invoking the constitutional 

jurisdiction of this Court must pursue the matter with due 

diligence and seriousness. The repeated and unexplained absence 

of the petitioner clearly demonstrates lack of his interest to 

proceed with the instant matter. Even otherwise, on merits, the 

grievance of the petitioner does not warrant interference. The 

petitioner has challenged the qualification for the post of Subject 

Specialist Sindhi (BPS-17) However, as per the comments 

submitted by respondent No.2/Sindh Public Service Commission, 

the required qualification for the post of Subject Specialist Sindhi 

(BPS-17) in Recruitment Rules and Advertisement was “Master or 

equivalent Degree (Sixteen Years) education in relevant subject 

with minimum 50% marks or equivalent marks from H.E.C. 

recognized University but when the application of petitioner come 

under scrutiny it revealed that he did not possess required 

qualification i.e. having less than 50% marks in M.A. Sindhi and  

the Commission is bound to act strictly in accordance with the 

recruitment rules and the requisition furnished by the concerned 

Administrative Department. It is not vested with authority to alter, 

vary or deviate from the prescribed eligibility criteria or conditions 

embodied in the recruitment rules. Therefore, the Commission 

being a recommending authority is under obligation to follow the 



requirement for any post provided by administrative department 

where appointment is to be made.  

In these circumstances, on account of non-prosecution as 

well as on merits, no case for interference is made out. 

Consequently, the instant petition is dismissed along with the 

listed application. 

                 JUDGE 

JUDGE 

*Abdullah Channa/PS*                




