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Execution Petition No. 511/2022

Order or other proceedings with signature ofjudg—e—~ '

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Sohail submitted today by

Mr. Ali Azim Afridi Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before Single

Bench at Peshawar on . Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

noted the next date. The respondents be issued notices to submit

compliance/implementation report on the date fixed.

By the order of Chairman

REGISTRAR
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL

Execution Petition No. §7/] /2022

In Re: R Doty

Petition No. 444/2019 piswy no. (11D

Dated _3'0 2{52')_._

Muhammad Sohail Ex-Deputy Secretary (BPS-18) Industries,
Commerce and Technical Education Department Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa R/O House No. 31, Street No. 9-A Gulbahar Colony
No. 2, Peshawar City

....Petitioner

VERSUS

1. Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Secretary Commerce & Industries Department, Civil Secretariat,
Peshawar

3. Secretary Environment Department, Peshawar

....Respondent(s)

APPLICATION FOR EXECUTION OF THE JUDGMENT DATED
' 01.02.2022

Respectfully Sheweth,
1. That the titled petition No. 444 of 2019 was preferred before

the Hon'ble Tribunal which after passing through the course
of hearing was ultimately decided on 01.02.2022 in favour of
the present petitioner. (Copy of the Judgment dated
01.02.2022 is annexed as Annexure "A").
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2. That the Hon’ble Tribunal vide its judgment had issued

Page |2

certain directions, in the similar terms, "The afore-named
representative states that Eight posts of Senior Clerks are
lying vacant and - are due for appointment through
promotion; the appellant will also be promoted against one
of the aforesaid Eight vacant posts under due course;
keeping in view the said statement of the representative of
respondents made at the bar, we are inclined to dispose of

this appeal”.

In Zahooruddin Sheikh’s Case?, "it was held that "Once a
judgment is issued in favour of a civil servant, his terms and
conditions as infringed by an order of the authority in
question stands addressed to the extent as ordained in the
judgment concerned. There is, therefore, no denying the
fact that of the judgment is not implemented and leave to
appeal is either not filed or declined, there is no escape
route for"the Department but to implement the judgment in
letter and spirit”, which appears to be otherwise in the case
at hand. |

. That the respondent No. 1 and 2; being the competent

authority is duty bound to implement the judgment of the
Hon'ble Tribunal in its letter and spirit but the same is done
away with; leaving the present petitioner nowhere but high
and dry and that too aloof.

. That the Hon’ble Tribunal is empowered by virtue of Sub-

Section 2(d) of Section 7 of the KP Services Tribunal Act

12007 PLC (C.S) 959
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1974 read with rule 27 of the KP Services Tribunal Rules,
'1974; so as to execute its judgment dated 01.02.2022
passed in favour of the present petitioner and as such

against the respondents.

'In Ahmed Nawaz Khan’s Case® It was held that, “The
proceedings on application for execution or implementation
of the Tribunal’s orders are undoubtedly one of the steps in
the prbceedings of the main appeal. Therefore what follows
is that the Tribunal has got the same powers as are vested
in the Civil Court under the Code of Civil Procedure, not only
for the purpose of deciding an appeal but also for
consequential purpose of deciding the petition ~ for
imp/ementation of its order; which exercise is of essence

and that too in a jiffy.

It is therefore humbly prayed that the respondents may
graciously be proceeded against for non-compliance of the
judgment dated 01.02.2022.

Any- such order be passed which the Hon’ble Tribuhal
deems fit and appropriate during the course of proceedings; for

securing the ends of justice.

Petitioner

Through |
Ali Azim A{Nd

Advocat Court
Contact # 0333-9555000

%1989 PLC (C.S)398; 2017 PLC (C.S) 1102
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE.

TRIBUNAL
Execution Petition No. /2022

In Re:
Petition No. 444/2019

Mr. Muhammad Sohail
...Petitioner

VERSUS

Chief Secretary KP & Others

....Respondent(s)

AFFIDAVIT

I Muhammad Sohail Ex-Deputy Secretary (BPS-18)
Industries, Commerce and Technical Education
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa R/O0 House No. 31,
Street No. 9-A Gulbahar Colony No. 2, Peshawar City, do
hereby solemnly affirm that the contents of the execution petition
are true and correct to \she best of my knowledge, belief, ability
and nothing ha oncealed therein from the Hon'ble
Tribunal.




BEFORE- THE KHY EF AKHTUNKHWA SERVICEH‘ F- . ﬁ

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR : -
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| Servrce Appeal No.

1. Muhammad Sohail, Ex-Deputy Secretary (BPS-18), Industries,
N Commerce and Technical Education Department Khyber :
Pakhtunkhwa (KP) Peshawar & R/o House No. 31 Street No.
9-A, Gulbahar Colony No.2, Peshawar City. | | /‘\\‘h“ . R
' (Napétiang -\
S
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VERSUS SRR 'ﬁ
‘ 7
1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary Khyber '

| Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretanat Pechawar

2. Secretary to. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Commerce &

~lndustr|es Department Peshawar. .

3. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E.nwronment

'Department Peshawar _
cecarestsns e sr s e s s e sa e et e -(ReepondentS)

LEAVE TO FILE REVIEW'APPEAL UNDE'RSECTION 4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974. THE
JUDGEMENT ANNOUN(‘ED _VIDE._DATED __ 13.04.2016.
WHEREBY THE SERVICES TRIBNAL CONVERNT THE
PUNI\;HMENT AWAREDED BY 'D.EPARTME.N.TAL INQUIRY_
COMMITTEE IN_TO COMPLUSORY - RETIREMENT FROM

'SERVICES.

Prayer in Appeal'

1 Up0ﬂ acceptance of this leave to file review appeal the

~ appeilant pray as below;

1.1. The decision/order annb"unced dated 13.04.2016. may

please be review and set-aside on humanitarian ground .

{Annexure-2). L ~ o



| Muhammad Sohail, Ex- DepUtySecretary (BPS-18), Industries, Commerce and
Technical Education Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. R/O House

4 ,No 31, Street No. 9- A Gulbahar Colony No 2 Peshawar C|ty

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary, CIVII Secretarlat
Peshawar and two others . :

' ~Present

" Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand

Advocate

Mr. Muharnmad Adeel Butt,
Addl. Advocate General; -

Review Petition No: 444/2019 . -
'Date of Institution ... 25.11.2019

Date of Decision - .. 01.02.2022

(Petltloner)
, VERSUS

For Petitioner.

" For respondents. -

MR AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN = .. CHAIRMAN _ '
MR.ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR, . . ..  MEMBER(E)
- JUDGMENT

AHMAD

described above, in theheading, the petitioner has prayed for the relief as

SULTAN TAREEN,:- CHAIRMAN:-Through the Review Petition

: oopied beIoW'—‘

1. Upon acceptance of this leave to file review appeal the- :

' .appellant pray as below -

1.1.

' please' be vrewev'ved.and set asrde on humanitarian

1.2,

The dec:smn/order announced dated 13.06. 2016 may

ground. '

The-appellant- ,appeallcase may p'lease' be»trarlsferred to

‘the vEstablishrnent Department to ~ conduct  re-

inquiry/hearing." |

o Respondents)

' IIr‘Auﬂq e -



2. . The facts stated .in" thé Review Petition preclselyf include that the

petltloner was proceeded against under the
Servants (E&D) 'Rules, 2011 and penalty of removal from service was |mposed
upon him vide order dated 19. 05 2015. He ﬁled departmental appeal which
was rejected'vide order dated‘ 05.08.2015. Consequently,'.service‘ Appeal No.
939/2015 was - preferred before this Trlbunal The service"' appeal was
" adjudicated upon’ by the Tnbunal under due course and vide ]udgment dated
13.04. ?016‘ the penalty of vremoval from service was converted into that of
compulsory retlrement | | | |

3. The grounds urged in the Revrew Petltlon mclude that no originel
documents were presented by the respondents before the departmental
enquiry committee, and before this Tribunal; that the episodes of departmental
}enquiry, review petition and proceedmgs before this Tribunal were misguided

by presentmg a photocopy of fabricated, concocted false and baseless letter

provided by the Establlshment Department havmg no legal ,status ,under the

' Qanun-e—Shahadat ' Ordinance 1984 that no relevant and specific
| documentary proofs were presented that the evndence presented by ‘the

respondents was based on mere verbal’ statements specuf ically the statement of

: Mr Naeem Khan Wthh was used to bund ground to initiate ‘departmental

proceedings; that the appellant was not treated in accordance with the basic

principles of law and his rights guaranteed under the 1AW were VIolated that no

* legal proceedlngs were adopted to conduct departmental enqunry and awarded

major penalty -of removal from service; that the charges leveled against the

appellant ‘were never - proved in the enqurry, and that the appellant never

commltted any act or omrssnon whrch should be termed as rrusconduct

4, . Arguments advanced on behalf of the petltloner and by learned AAG on

behalf of the -respondents have been heard Coples of the record compnsmg

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government '

i,
w51
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_ Judgment dated 13 04. 2016 of this Trlbunal charge sheet/statement of "
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-allegatlons and repIy, enqunry repOrt and proceedrngs, show cause notlce and
reply,' among chers as annexed wrth the .Revre_vv‘Petltlon have been perused.
5 The maintainability of this -reView" petition is- the first point for
deterrnlnatlon ‘before embarkmg upon reV|ewab|I|ty of the lmpugned Judgment
'Needless to say that this Trlbunal has been establlshed under. the Khyber |
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 with deﬁned Jurrsdlctl_on by the same
statute. According to sub section (2) of Section 3 bf the said Act, the Tribunal
has been ’v_ested vvith exclusive jurisdiction in respe'ct'of matters reIating'to
terms and conditions of serv'ice of civifl' servant 'including disciplinary 'matter's.‘
Section 4 of the Act ‘ibjd proVidels'th'a't any civil‘-serva'n't'aggrieved by any t‘mal '
order, vvhether originat'_or abpellate made by. departmental authbrity tn 'respect |
of any of the terms and cohditions of his service may prefer an'appealv to the
Tribunal havrng ]urlsdlctlon in the matter. However Sectron 4 |b|d does not
:. provide rlght of appeal for civil servant in dlsc1pllnary matters. The rlght of
appeal in dlSCllenary matter has been provrded spec1aIIy under Rule 19 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 which is cop|ed

below for ready reference -

b 19 Appea/ befare Kh yber Pakhtunl(hwa Serwces Trlbunal-

(1 ) Notwithstanding anything conte/ned inan y otner law or rules for the
time be/ng in force any Government servant aggr/evea’ by eny final
order ,aassed under ru/e 17 may, W/tn/n thirty days from the date of
communication of the order, prefer an appea/ o tne /(nyber
Pakntun/(nwa Serwce Tribunal estab//snea under tne /(nyber
Pakhtunkhwa PrQV/nce Service | Tr/buna/ Act, 1974(/(n,vber-
Pakftunkdwa Act No. 1 of 1974). o

(Z)X)e( '




6.  Inview of the above legal position, a civil servant has been glven right

- of appeal generally in respect of any of the terms and condrtnons of his service

under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Serwce Tribunal Act 1974 while

specrally under Rule 19 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

(E&D) Rules 2011 in respect of dlscrphnary matters

'7. . The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Servrce Tnbunal Act does not spec:ﬁcally

provide for right to f‘ le a review petition before the Servnce Tnbunal against |ts

. decision made in. pursuance to. the appeal preferred under Section 4 of the Act

-or Rule 19 of the Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 - Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Trlbunal Rules, 1974 have been framed in pursuance to -
Sectlon 11 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Servrce Tribunal Act, 1974 for carrying
out the purpose of the sald Act. However, the said ruIes are also srlent about

review petition. In general sense, the purpose of rewew petition is to make a

request/submrssmn for reConSideration of a decision ‘already made by a

Court/T rlbunal for the purpose of making changes or maklng of fresh decision.

In the stnct legal sense, a court or Trlbunal havrng given a F nal decision .
become functus oﬁ’C/o and review of the decision thereafter is sub]ect to the

jurisdiction expressly'provided, by law or derived lmphedly. In the present case,

- this Tr’ibunal' has got no express jurisdiction ’provided under the Act or Rules

dlscussed above to embark upon review of |ts own decrsron However, Federal

Service Trlbunal (FST) establlshed under the - federal legislation i.e. Service

Tribunals Act; 1973 (LXX of 1973) has been vested wrth review jurisdiction

‘ under section 4A of the said Act. The.same is copied herein below:- -

"4A. Review. —(J ) A Tribunal shall have the power to review its
final order on a revi_ew petition filed b y an aggrie ved party. w/'th/h

thirty days of the order on the following grounds, namely.-




1%

) d/:;co ve/y of new and /mpon‘ant matter or ewdence wn/cn

B aﬂ“er exercise of duve. d///gence was ot W/l'/7ll7 know/edge ’
_vof the pet/t/oner or cou/d not be proa’ucea’ by /7/m at the ‘
t/me wnen tne order was passed | |
' (f/)-[ - ;on account af some m/stake or error apparent on the face
of _recoraﬁ- or | | | |
o (//’/)‘v  for any other sun-‘ic/ent cai/se._’f
.'(2) The Tribunal sna//"a’ec/de ﬂ?e ret//'ew: .pet[t/bn Mmm tn/n'y
daﬁ"._._ . S o _
3) 7776 Tnbuna/ mayl 'conﬁnn, - set Aas/c»/e, va/;{ or. nzoo’/’fy- tne
| jua’gment»or order under rew'ew “ o
8 | FST and all provmoal service tnbunals lnctudlng Khyber Pakhtunkhv»a'
Service Tnbunal have been established in pursuance to Article 212(1)(a) of the -
o Constltutlon of Islamlc Repubhc of Paklstan obvrously with different terntorlal,
Jurlsdlctlons Adjudlcatory Jurlsdlctron whrch refers to the power of a tribunal

to hear an appeal, is common for all the sald trlbunals_-as provided under-

section 4 of 'r'espective Service Tribunal Acts. 'HOwever unlike P'rovi,ncial
Servnce Tnbunals FST has been vested wrth express powers of review under
B ’sectlon 4A copled above in addmon to Its basm adJudlcatory Jurlsdlctlon under
| sectlon 4 of Serwce Trlbunal Act, 1973 Artlcle 240 0 the Constrtutron of'.'
_Pakrstan relates to apporntment to Servrce of Paklstan and condltlons of
serwce The Serwce of Paklstan as defined by Artlcle 260 of the Constltutlon' '
_’means any service, 'post or offrce, in connectlon with. the - affairs of the .
Federat}ion or a Province Needtess'to say that FST e)'(eroises ju'risdiction in
connectlon with appeals of Federal Crvn Servants who make part of the Service

of Pakistan and the power of review has been expressly glven to FST under

Sectlon 4A of the Servrce Tnbunal Act 1973 in the cases: of such CIVII servants'

"""v'?whrch the Provincial Servuce Tnbunals Iack in absence of appropnate Ieglslatlon |



for the sake of brlngrng conformrty in the adjudlcatory Junsdlctlon as the

| Provmcral C|V|! Servants also make part of Servrce of Pakrstan like the Federat .
‘Crvrl Servants Therefore if a crvrl servant in the provrnce seeks review of the
judgment of this Tribunal, he being part of the. Servrce of Pakrstan like Federal

- Civil Servants cannot be compelled to avoid seekrng revrew when there is no

specrflc prohlbrtron in this respect in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal

- Act, 1974..‘On the other hand, ‘having regard to generat conformlty of jurisdiction
of FST and Khyber bakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal borroWing of review..' |
: Jurrsdz(,tlon by the latter from the former is best suited to the purposes of Artrcle

4 read wrth Artlcle 25 of the Constltutlon of Paklstan Hence, the review petltron

at hand is held as malntalnable.

- 9. Coming to reviewability of the judgment passed by this Tribunal against

the-petitioner, it is ept to reproduce herein -below the concluding part of the
in'tp'ugned jUdeerlt'- _ | | |
"We have carefu//y perused the record and have come to t/7e '
conc/u5/on t/;at a// codal forma//t/es for d/sapl/nary acz/on aga/nst
_t/7e appe//ant he ve been fulfilled by the respondent depdrz‘ment. He _ :
has. be‘en | _o/'Ven' full op,oortun/'ty of defense and heerrhg. S/rtce
'charge No. 2 and No 3 stands proved aga/nst the appe//ant '
’ therefore he has been pun/shed The major pun/shment awarded :
to the a,ope//ant s that of remova/ from serwce however it Was
observed that the appe//anz‘ has rendered about thirteen years of .
service. Present/y he was in grade-.hS’ wh/ch Shows that he was
‘,oromoted from grade~l 7. Since Section-19 of the Civil Servant Act,
- 1973 provides for oompessionate e//owaoce jnot exceeding _z‘wd- |
third .of the -pensioo or oretu/ty to o’/'sm/s.s‘a//remoi/ed ,Go'r/ernment

Servant on compassronate ground therefore z‘/7e Tribunal /s

X “"‘ hhas s /nc//ned z‘o form t/7e op/n/on that though ,oena/ly of removal from E
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serwce and that ef compu/sory ret/rement both fa//s in the domain
of major punlshment yet t/7e /atter s /esser /7ar5/7 We therefore,
l' deem it appropr/ate t‘o convert the appe//ant pun/shment or
 remo val fram service into t/7at of compu/sory ret/rement
10. The condltlons which work for review of a judgment are as ‘
' f_O||OW'- o |
| @i - - vdlscovery of new and /mportant matter or ewdence wh/ch .
after exercise. of a’ue ail gence, was not W/th/n know/edge
- of the- pet/t/oner or cou/d not be produa:rd by him at the .'
time when the order was passed '. |
( ji) _ on account of same m/sta/(e or error apparent on tﬁe face_
of recoraj' or | o |

(m) for a‘r7y ather' suﬁ" c/ent cau'se

11, In order to see whether any of the above condltlons is mstrumental to

make the review of lmpugned Judgment possrble we have to have recourse to_ :
the charge sheet served upon the petltloner for formal mqurry The said charge |
-shee_t includes three heads of charge as copred betow.- |

, ij "~ You i.ssuedv“the .f'ake. Envirenment Protectien Agency
approval to 780 -BTS',si’tes: for Pa,kistan Comnju'niCation"

Limited (Mobilink). | | |

i) ,-4Y6lt, : yourself dellveredv -'the fake Envirohmental

' Protectlon Agency approval to 780 BTS sntes for Paklstan

| | '.Mobnle Commumcatlon lelted (Mobllmk) to the office of

T . Chlef Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunknwa and Secretary

Enwronment

N l\v‘llNLa-q
k'\i) <
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i) AY_o‘u-had no;,__officia'l relation being a Deputy Secretary
I'ndustryrwith th',e EPA' Environmental Approval but got

yourself mvolved |n lt

12. :According to inquiry report, first’ charge was not proved The second

‘charge as per Findmgs of Inquiry Committee was proved The said charge.

relates to delivery of EPA approval in office of the Chief Secretary. The said

committee as: per |ts observation was concerned that a- letter WhICh was neither

addressed nor endorsed to the Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa had been

registered under Dlary No.. 10269 on 25th September 2013 by Mr. Zafrullah, :
Junior Clerk, Chief Secretary OfF ice. His statement that he received it with
“posrtive intention” was noted wnth a question by the Committee that what
could have been  that "positive _i-ntention”? The Inquiry Committee |tse|f
anvswered that this was a lapse on. part of him (Zafrui_llah)r'ihe Committee then
embarked upon discussion oflstatements of other persons‘ having no relevancy
at all to proof of secon:i charge but there seems no effort on part of' the inquiry

committee to dig out-that who - actually delivered the EPA approval to Mr. |

Zafarullah, Junlor Clerk, Chief Secretary Office. When no evrdence was brought

on record to prove the charge that the petitioner had deh_vered' the EPA

approval in Chief Secretary’s office, it was not warranted for the Inquiry

Committee to give findings as to proof of said charge against the

accused/petitioner. The third charge was itself inconsequential and it could
work when there was no, second opinion as to proof of the second charge. As
already noted that fi rst charge was not proved against the petitioner even

during the departmental proceedings while second charge was heid as proved

~quite imaginativeiy_ just to show something agalnst the accused let it be with

ﬁndings highly irrational,and farfetched.




‘13. The concludlng part of the judgment of thls Tribunal impugned for

review has already been reproduced hereln above. Accordingly, it was

concluded tnat all codal formallties for disciplinary action against the appellant

(present petltioner)_ have been fulfilled by the respondent department. He has

been given full opportunity of defense and hearing. Since charge No. 2 and No.

3 stand proved against the appellant, therefore he has been punished. As far

as fulfi llment of codal formalities for disoplinary action is concerned, it is a

matter relating to due process which the departmental 'authorities are bound to -

ensure in the 'proceedings but it also-makes part of due process that evidence

collected Juring inquiry is appraised impartially having regard to its probative:
value. Prior to initiation of disciplinary proceedings, there were only verbal

allegations against the accused/petitioner which culminated into three heads of -

charges already discussed above The lan|ry report if read as a whole is

mostly imaginative and unsupported by any tangible matenal The factual'

details f_ollowed by pro and ,contra arguments were s_ummed up in paragraph

10 of impUQned judgment of this Tribunal which includas the findings that it is

establlshed on record that NOC in question was a fake document Charge No. 2.
pertains to the delivery of this fake document about which the inquiry

committee reached on the conclusmn that the document had been delivered by .

appellant himself to Muhammad Naeem, PS of the Secrefary Envuronment The
finding is based on statement of Muhammad Naeem May be there would have
been a case of an allegatlon against the petitloner at the stage of facts finding
that he delivered fake NOC to afore -named Mr Muhammad Naeem but this

allegation did not make part’ of the charge sheet or. statement of allegations

served upon accused/petltloner in_ the course -of formal disc_iplinaryv

proceedmgs. The findings in the impugned judgment of this Tribunal in this

respect and believing the proof of second cha'rge are beyond the scope of




costs. File be consigned.to the record room. '

\ A
(ATIQ R-REHMAN WAZIR)

charge sheet whlch is an error on the face of record makmg a good ground for

r.evrew of the |mpugned Judgment It has been observed herein above that no

evidence was brought on record to prove the charge that the petitioner had
dehvered the EPA approval in Chref Secretarys office. “The aIIeged delivery of

fake NOC to Mr. Muhammad Naeem cannot be stretched for proof -of second

| charge in absence of further mqulry as to how and when the petltloner/accused

had delivered fake NOC.nn the office of Chief Secretary. Therefore there is a

need of denovo. mqurry in this respect'to this extent.

14, For what has gone above this 'revi_eW‘ petition s accepted. -

Consequently, ‘impugned ]udgment of. thlS Tribunal being revnewable' is set
aside. fhe impugned order of removal of the petltloner from service is also set
aside. He'is relnstated into service for the purpose of denovo inquiry to be
completed wrthln 90 days of the receipt of th|s ]udgment ofﬁcrally. The back

beneﬁts are sub]ect to outcome of the denovo mqurry There is no order as to

(AHM AD S EEN)

Chalrman

Member (E)

ANNOUNCED
01.02.2022
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Plaintiff(s)/Appellant(s)
&%&QM@. A & .. Applicant(s) /Petitioner(s)

: VERSUS
%

FOR_

g efendant(s)/Respondent(s)
ti‘\‘lﬁ".l‘ll.l.li llll'llllllt !illl.lbk * ccused

KLQWW@X CED\\CLQ

LRV&', hareby appoint Mr. Al Azim .Afn_dn
s - (Advocate High Court)

1. To appear, act and plead for mefus in the titled case before the
Couru‘mbunal in which the same maybe tried or heard, and any other
proceadings arising therefrom or ancillary therewith and its stages that

o 1 personally could do if this instrument had not been executed,
- 2, That fee paid, or agreed to the said Counsel is for this Court alone and
) no part of the fee-is refundable. The Counsel shall be entitled to retain
osts payable by the opposite side.

/.’.lj 1, we, will make arrangement for attending the Court on every hearing
to inform my/our Counsel when the case is called. The Counsel shall in
no way be responsible for any loss caused to me/us through my/our

= A fallura to inform him,
AND hereby agree:-
- ) - 4, That the Counsel shait be entntled to wnthdraw from the prosecution of

- the titled case if the whole or any partof the agreed fee remains unpaid,

5. I/We have read the above terms and conditions and the same have been

. explained to me/us; and 1/We have accepted them in WITNESS

- ' WHEREOF, I/We have set my/our hand this dayof 20

- ACCEPTED o

~ gmall: - aleee_1@live.com
Contact # 0333-9555000



