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The execution petition of Mr. Junaid Akbar submitted today by 

Roeeda Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant register. This execution 

petition be put up before Single Bench at Peshawar on 

... _____________. Original file be requisitioned.
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• 1

Rl'GlSTRAR

i

/



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUWAL, PESHAWAR-

/2022Executioii Petition No.

In Service Appeal: 750/2020

Mr: Junaid Akbar Ex-Chowkider, Health Department, attached 

to EPI Store Pishtakhara, Peshawar. .

...Appellant

VEBSUS

(1) Director General, Health Services, KPiC, Pe'shawai .

(2) Secretary to Govt of KPK Health Department, Peshawar. .

(3) Deputy Director, EPI DG Health Services Offices at 
Peshawar.

1, i

Respondents

INDEX

P^gesS.No. Description of documents Annexure
Copy of Petition ,1.

^ “2^
2. Copy of Judgment A

3. Wakalat Nama

/I
Dated 12/08/2022

Appellant

Through

RooedaKhan 

Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar



^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

t .

/2022Execution Petition No..

In Service Appeal: 750/2020

Mr. Junaid Akbar Ex-Chowkider, Health Department, attached 

to EPI Store Pishtakhara, Peshawar.

Appellant

VERSUS

(1) Director General, Health Services, KPK, Peshawar.

(2) Secretary to Govt of KPK Health Department, Peshawar.

(3) Deputy Director, EPI DG Health - Services Offices at 
Peshawar.

Respondents

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE JUDGMENT
DATED: 07/09/2021 OF THIS HONOURABLE
TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.

/

Respeclfullv Sheweth;

That the appellant/Petitioners filed Service Appeal No. 750/2020 

before this Hon' able Tribunal which has been accepted by this Hon' 

able Tribunal vide Judgment dated 07/09/2021. (Copy,of Judgment is 

annexed as Annexure-A).

1.



c2. That the Petitioner after getting of * attested copy approached the 

respondents several times for implementation of the above mention
^Judgment however.they using delaying and reluctant to implement 

the Judgment of this Hon'able Tribunal.

3. That the Petitioner has no other option but to file the instant petition 

for implementation of the Judgment of this Hon' able Tribunal.

That the respondent Depaitment is bound to obey the order of this 

Hon'able Tribunal by implementing the said Judgment.
4.

■ It is therefore requested that on acceptance of this Petition 

the respondents may kindly be directed to implement the 

Judgment of this Hon'able Tribunal letter and spirit.

Dated 12/08/2022

AppeU^t/Petitioner

Rooeda Khan
Advocate High Court Peshawar

Mr. Junaid Akbar Ex-Chowkider, Health Department, attached to EPI 

Store Pishtakhara, Peshawar, do here by solemnly affirm and declai^e 

on oath that all the contents of the above petition are true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has beenmisstated 

or concealed from this Hon' able Tribunal. • %

V .
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7)0/1.75^ /2020 £usat»^ 7In Re S.A No
- .

HealthEx- Chowkidar, 
to EPI Store Pishtakhara,

Junaid 'Al^bar. Mr.
Departraent, attached, to

; Peshawar.
Appell^-^^

VERSUS■■

KPK,General, ^Health Services,

of lH>Iv Health Department,
' . 1. Director

Peshawar.
2..Secretary to Govt

Peshawar.

3. Deputy Director
Office atEPI DG Health Services

Peshawar. Respondents- 1

r\v THE ^YBER
.OT.-RVTCES JBIBUSiAL-ASI 

-------- ■ ORDER
THE

U/S-4appeal

AGMNMHISP^^^onIIoZqS
WHICaJiAS_lEMSM^^^^

30/12/2019.

\'.v
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• KFPnRp THF KHYBER PflKHTUNKHWA SEFtVlCFS TRIBUNAJ^
PPSHAWAR.'v

t

Service Appeal. No. 750/2020

30.01.2020 

07.09.2021 •
Date of Institution 

Date Of Decision . '

X
• f-

■■ lunaid Akbar, Ex-Chowkidar, Health pepartment;:Attached to EPI

(Appellant)Pi-sHtakhara, Peshawar.

VERSUS

Health:Services, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

(Respondents)
Director General,, 
and two others., .

✓I
• *.

\
MS'ROEEDA KHAN' 
Advocate

MR. lAVED 'ULLAH, . 
Assistant Advocate General

For appellant.

For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
member (EXECUTIVE)MR.'SALAH--UD-DIN

MRr ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

:ii in<3MENT

;
c;ai AH-UD-htN. member.

f

Precise facts - giving rise to filing of the instant service '

appeal are that the appellant, who was serving as, Chowk.dar ,n
attached to EPI Stores Pishtakhara,

removed from

/>•
••

Health Department and . was 

' wal departmentally proceeded against and was
service vide order dated .ISrOS-iOig. The departnnentat appeal

IS also rejected, therefore, he has , now
the- appellant, was

y,.

»
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. •»

H-i.-

I
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■*

approached this Tribunal through filing of the instant service 

'appeal for'redressal’of: his grievance.. , :

Notice was. issued to the respondents, who submitted,their

.'comments.'■
.1

-.i- •

i

\ ■

I:

. 2,

I
V

Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the>- .. ,3
. inquiry proceedings, were not conducted in accordance' with the 

relevant .provisions- of Efficiency-'& Disciplinary Rules,' 2011; that 

neither-the appellant was associated with the inquiry proceedings
;

'V'-v' opportunity of personal . hearing was afforded to.. the

mentioned in the
nor an

' appellant; . that one .'of the allegation .as 

" .■ Impugned .order was willful absence of the appellant, however-

period, of: absence has been ;neither specification of any 

n'lentioned nor the procedure: as provided in.; rule-9 of Efficiency 

and'bisciplinary Rules,..2011:.was.adopted; that the-impugned'

orders are.bereft of .an legal.sanctity, therefore, the same are ,
• liable, to be .set-aside.. Reliance was placed on .2021 PL.C (C.S)

PLC. (G.S) 12-91, 2008- PLG (G.S) 1302, ’2008 SGMR' ■

j-

221, .2020 .
'634', 2013 5GMR'1053 and PU 2018.Tr:G (Services) 6

rrrT-

learned Assista.nt.Advocate General for.

N : Ihe respondents, has contended that the appellant was. proceeded

. against on the allegations of habitual absence and Irresponsible

■ attitude and after fulfillment of all codal formalities-, the appellant 

’ has rightly been, removed from service; that show-cause notice 

issued to the appellant and an .opportunity of personal • 

- ' hearing Was also provided to him; that the allegations against the 

'■ appeirant stood proved, during ;the inquiry, therefore, the appeal 

of the appellant.was righty dismissed by -the.appellate'Authority.

' •Reliance was placed on 2020 SGMR 1154.

Gin the other hand,4

> ;
was

we .have heard the 'learned-counsel :for the parties and 

' bave. perused the record.
':5.

the record is copy of.show-cause notice issuec ..Available on
the appellant by the' competent Authority viae order dated .

."6.
.-to.
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notice is reproduced06:02.2019. Para-2 Of'the said show-cause

^^^as below
"2. ;n tem.s or R./es-5 of WKbar Pa/c^wa Govt; ; ,

■■v and Discipline)
with a show-Servant (Efficiency ^ ■ , . , ^

■ Authority dispense with the inquiry and servA y

. : cdusenoiice.under Rule-? °f the iUd rules.:

-2 of the show-cause .
was

Thff: above mentioned reproduced .para 

would show that the
by the competent Authority but on the other

would show that an inquiry 

- e was issued to

holding of regular, .inquiry
notice

'' • . dispensed with.
show-cause noticepara-1 of the. sarine

already feonducted and the show
' re of the inquiry

-cause notice
conducted against

-1 of the said

was

show.cause notice is reproduced as beiowi-. ■

.• thex -

him

of ■a.Ilegation served, 

bmitted by Director
sheet and statement"As per charge.

and findmgs of the inquiry report su^
Upon you

mch dghs did not camethat ihspite of repeated .cans you nmcer The
. statement before the inquiry officer. The .

„ell as Deputy Director EPl showed :

‘ is irresponsible, unpunctual,

finding
■itd; sVbmit your

V ;. statement of Store Keeper as
upon their displeasure: apddabeled as

' careless and unwilling employee,^ .
full of explanations

^nd also show that your , 

absent reports, inquiry 

/ And also issued minor
/

personal flic Is
reports, warning and charge sheets

at difference occasion
three timepenalty of censure

■ -annt that the show-cause notice ,issued to the
;7. - It is thus evident that the s ^ created

appellant, was m its . • • . ^ against the appellant.'
material dent in the inquiry . .r . ' service of show-cause

. . Moreover, the appellant has . eni ^ produce any

• •.

.appellant 

. evidence .to

4TTKSTE'C»

MyrvpW ...
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. I^^^over,. one of the . allegation as

of. the
■> • Ii.r

nlleghd inquiry proceedings
mentioned in the impugned order was .. absence

neither specification of any penod of absence
procedure as provided, in rule-9 of

adopted. The. 

of law and

willful absence

appellant,, however- 

has been mentioned nor the
.. i

and Disciplinary Rules, 2011 was
impugned orders are thus not sustainaPle .in^the eye

liable to be set-aside.

. Efficiency

are
hand isthe appea' m

and the appellant
of the abov/e discussion/

-aside the impugned, orders
. ,S reinstated in service With dll back benefits.

bear their own costs. File be consigned to.the record

■ In view
.•■accepted by setting Parties are left to

■ room,.

amnounced
.07.09.2021 j

• j.

member (JUDICIAL)
1

CATr^-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
member (EXECUTIVE)
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