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Court of

Execution Petition No.

Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

590/2022

Dateof order
proceedings

2

. 04.10.2022

Order or other proceedings with signature ofjudvgnem

The execution petition of Mst. Safia Bibi submitted today by Mr.
Hamayumn Khan Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report’ before‘touring
Single Bench at A.Abad 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
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

- B G

-
E.PNo, C]O /2022
IN
Appeal No. 916/2018

Mst. Safia Bibi wife of Muhammad Anwar, (EX LHV/PHCT) BHU Teloos,
resident of Jabba Fer oz Tehsil & District Battagram.

...PETITIONER
VERSUS

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health Peshawar & others.
’ ' . | ...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION

INDEX

S # | Descnptl’on Page # Annexures

1. Application ' 1to3

2. Copy of appeal § — /i “A”

3. Copy of judgment 13 —14 “B”

4. Copy of application F7—2) “C”

..PETITIO .NER

Through

Dated: 7 /7o /2022 —_—

t‘\""’@@u "
(HAMAYUN KHAN)

(FAZLULLAH KHAN)
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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" BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

E.P No._ /2022
~IN
Appeal No. 916/2018

Mst. Safia Bibi wife of Muhammad Anwar,' (EX LHV/PHCT) :BHU Teloos,
resident of Jabba Feroz Tehsil & District Battagram.

...PETITIONER

VERSUS

1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretairy Health Peshawar.

2. Director General Health Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. District Health Officer Battagram. |

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF

JUDGMENT DATED 16/11/2021 PASSED BY THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL 1IN APPEAL NO.
916/2018 AND ORDER DATED 20/07/2022 'fITLED
“MST. SAFIA BIBI V/S GOVT. OF KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-
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w——

That petitioner filed service appeal No. 916/2018
against the impugned order dated 10/04/2018
passed by respondent No. 3. Copy of appeal is

attached as Annexure “A”.

That on 17/11/2021 after hearing of argumehts this
Honourable tribunal accepted appeal with all back
benefits of the petitioner and set aside impugned
order dated 10/04/2018. | Copy of judgment is

attached as annexure “B”.

That, thereafter depa11111e11ts/1‘espoﬂdents refused
implementation of judgment dated 16/11/2021
petitioner filed implementation No.279/2022 titled
“Mst. Safia Bibi V/s Govt. of KPK & others”.

Copy of application 1s annexed as Annexure “C”

That, on 21/07/2022 this Honourable T-fibunal
again disposed of implementation petition with
direction to respondents for grant of back Beneﬁts
and arrears of salaries to the petitioner within two

months. -

That, since 21/07/2022 after laps of 02 months

respondents had not implemented judgment dated
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16/11/2021 and order dated 21/07/2022 of this

Honourable tribunal till date.

6. That respondent No. 3 instead of complying with
the direction of this Honourable Tribunal,
straightaway refused to comply with the direction

of this Honourable Tribunal.

7. That other point would be raised at the time of
arguments kind permission of this Honourable

Tribunal.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
instant application respondents be kindly be directed forth with
comply with the direction of this Honourable Tribunal
contained in judgment dated 16/11/2021 and order “dated

21/07/2022 in it true letter and spirit

| ...PETITIONER
Through

Dated: \| 40 /2022 | |

(HAMAYUN KHAN)
s |

(FAZLULLAH KHAN)
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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o N8 "’g___' - Ap'pealNo; " LZ'_{%) /20181

,Ms't. ‘Safia Bibi wife of Ml_ﬂlammad Anwal (EX LHV/ PE ICT) BHU Teloos
resident of Jabba Feroz Tehsil and Distnct Battagram '

B 3
...APPELLANT §

FAA
'J

VERSUS

T R st orar

i
- 1. ) GovL of Khyber Paldltunldlwa through Secreiary Health Peshaweu §

2. Director Genelal Health Scrv1oes Khybe1 Pakhtunkhwa Peshawal

3. "Dlstuct Health ofﬁcer Bauagram

..RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE 212 OF THE]

| %M | CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF}
; . . l:

.. l !

PAKISTAN 1973 READ WITII SECTION 4 CF‘

%% REay KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

1974, AGAINST THE HVDPUGNED ORDER DAT:)..JLZV

~ 10/04/2018 PASSED BY "’“HE RJ:SPONDENT NO.
WIDZREBY RESDONDENT NO 3 I\/H’OSIZD MA Tf‘R_

r ;)) | : PENALTY CF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WI—HCri .
N ;

.IS [LLLCAL UNLAWTUL A AINST THE LA N,
. W%"l’“"’"*}w, .




X ,“EACTS AND NATURAL IUSTICE AND LIABLE TO

T .'EE SET ASIDE

‘ .EEAYEE ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT A DPEAL |
. H\/IPUGNED ORDER. DATED 10/04/2018 PASSED Y

- BE REINSTATED IN SERVICE ALONGWITL
© BACK EENEEITS

RESPONDENT NO. 3 MAY KINDLY BIZ DECL A

VOID ABI INITIO, UNLAWFUL AND APPEEI

Re_spc—;ctfullylSheweth;- '

AppeHant beg to solicit through 1nstarit appCal on t‘he :

followmg lugal and factual back grounds -

P
i

L

!
e

1. Tha.ﬂ ‘in‘jtially api:ellanf ' was  appointed gas

.PHCT/LIIV in BPS-12 on, 20/07/2016 g |

v ,That thereaﬂcr appellam submnted arTival .h:OQlL‘

and Jomed duty and was posted at BHU Telf*os -

'. Allai.




i lngh—ups and local mhab1tants

' -_abseut ﬁom duty. . Ry

- of respondento, but at no way is their pnvate

-_That apppllant performed her duty Whn f

o A[devotlon and hablhty, upto 1he satlsfacnon of ‘er

That on 21/03/201~8 at ~12"OO O’clock ap*)eillmt . E

'apphed for half duty leave due to 111ness of son

.Went to home

'That on the émne day respondent No.3 Vlslted-

_ “BHU. Tailoos Alls and marked the appbuant'

That, on '2_2/03/'2018, respondent‘ No.3. lssﬁ,ed

l'.l

faﬂer obtaunng peumsswn from in charge apbellant S

tlansfcr ordex of appellant from BHU Talloos A.llal :

No.3).

That, it is worth to mentlon that albelt the apDL,Uant, _

1s.a CWﬂ scrvant under the achmmstratWe control.

,f

. o DHO ofﬂce Battagram (ie office of re5pondent"



@ | ; _ V, o 4 ,,,.Z..

R

- . .1'éfused :blnntlv : by the appellant " resultantly

‘-r.. ¥

o - A respondent No 3 had make a ﬁnal attempt on' |

1 22/03/2018 to obtzun hlS 1nnn01'11 pleasmes and

BHU Tailoos Allal to DHO ofhce of responden=k )

1; -
: No 3. ThJS act cleally reveals the mtentlom C‘{* -
” respondcnt No. 3 because there are no dutles to l?e .. ‘
. .~|‘
.assrgned to appellant in DHO Ofﬁce as. she is¥a
. ‘14
E . -
LHV,/PHCT.- - : l : 'j{:f
8. That, on 26/03/2018 respondent No.3 issued show
cause notice to appellant,:' the abdov_e,sa.id tr'ansfe_r_
.order and show cause notice wa:s"_re'ceived to the
- appellant on 02/04/2018. Copies of ‘order & saow
céuisenotic,e are attached as Annexure “A”. " =¢ "
: - .
9.  That, the appellant has subnntted the reply oi ehg;)fw :
VgM/yg K cause ‘notice in the office of respondent No. 3i

04/04/2018 Copy of reply of show cause nof.tce

:!' - dated 04/04/2018 18 annexed as Annexure “B” !

. That,’the appel_lant also submitted an applieatien

regarding the harassment before the provincial

. A

-.h-.; 350 ¥

R % A . : . i
LA ""-‘~i"xﬂﬁwcff . . . } i
s

Ob_]GCto and. he had transferred the appellant uUll’l -



%‘ -

- -onibndsman Copy of apphcatlon is annoxed

B ‘Annexme“C”

I11. " Thdt ﬂnally the respondent No 3 on 10/04/2018
issued the 1rnpugned order, Wheleby the appe:llau1+ o

- was removed from service.. Copy of order dateo'

10/04/201 81is anne\ed as Anne\"me “D.

_'.12. .Tha't the appellant ﬁled departmental appeal

-against o1de1 dated 10/04/2018 bef01e reSpQHdenL

No.2 but il date 1espondent No.2 not passed any :Eﬁ'f

~

. order on the samme. An“c l(uve ‘&

13. - That, being aggrieved from the' order ~ dated .
10/04/2018 of respondent No 3. appellant is before o

 this August Tnbundl with the appeal i in hand mtel- L

P - .aha on the followmg amongst other grounds L

' GROUNDS:-

a. That the 1mpugned ordel is 111egal agalnsL o

e 5 Tfl‘“» apy mre

h| T
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. That _]Ob descuptlon of appellant 1s only and

only treatment and Iook after of the females

. Chllds and new bom bablcs and such datles '

can be pelfonned n CD RHC BHU T“HQ

©etc and could not be pelformed m the Offlée‘

room af the DHO/x espondent No. 3

| That unpugned order is based on pelsor%l -

.-\ !‘.

grudges and- nﬂerests _Whlch is ot

. Sus’tainable. .

That, 1mpugned ordex is agamst the rules, no . ‘

" 1egula1 mqun'y was - conducted nor the"

opportumty of defence -and hearm’* W

L RSN -8177“‘-'* -

given to-the appellant. -

That all the. proceedmg ronducted i)y

.1espondent No.3 is clea1 Vlolauon of H&?D

'-’I‘

-xules and 1ssued nnpugned order for

. obtammg hIS nnmoral goals in 'thlS 1espect

'appellant ﬁled comp.tamt before lec.med_



 administrative _and estabhshmem

‘management oEﬁce and the appellant has; o

' hable to be struck down

That other pomts would be argued at'"tl e

..tune of argument w1th the kmd perrcussu

of this Honourable Cout. o Tl

ombudsman for protecuon of her hOI"Ol [faéhd

l.-

That the ‘act of 1espondent is ag mst .

h

guaranteed co st1tut10nal rlghts of the

appellant wlnch are also agamst the norms .

and drcta'tes of I_slam_.

That, office of DHQ/reepondent No.3~:

W

concern with the adminjstration'work under.

the contro] of respondent No.3:

That, nnpugned order 1s 1ssued in a. basty

manner, Wthh dxd fiot fulﬁll the coual -

1equ1rement hence havmg no legal valhe 1s '

. ¥
k)
’ ‘.

Qv'

G}I'l_
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. dcceptance of jnstant appéa] 1mpugned otder dated
_____ . 10/04/201 g Passed by respondent 0. 3 may klndly

be declare nqll a_r_zd'void;' abi-ini‘uo unlawﬁll and
- appellant be Iemstaied in" serwce alonzmu?l:l all

back benef ts.

" Dated: 5 — 7 LU \Aﬁ:

' VERHJF]ICATION"
N
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKH"'UNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
QCAMIP COURT ABBO’ETABAD) Cf

‘Appeal No. 916/2018

 Date of Institution . 19.07.,2018_

Date of Decision o 17.11.2021

Mst. Safia Bibi.wife of Muhammad Anwar (Ex LHV/PHCT) BHU Teloos, Resment .

of Jabba.Feroz_Tehsul and Dlstnct Battagram (Appellant}

VERSUS.

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhvva through SeCI'etaEy, Mealth Peshawar and

two others, (Respondents)
Pn‘esen'tt.

Mr, Hamayun Khan, ) . ‘

Advocate . o - For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Rasheed

Deputy Dlstnct Atiorney For Eespondents.

" MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN

CHAIRMAN
MRS, ROZHW\REHMAN

MEMBER(J)

-JUDGEMENTf

AHMAD SUH.TAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN Through the above titled appeal

described in the headlng, the JUFISdlCUOﬂ of this Trlbunal has been invoked by

~

o the appellanthth the prayer as copned below— . '
I% Oh a.cceptance.- of instant appeal lmpugned order dated

10 04.2018 passed by respondent No. 3 may kmdly be’ declared

.void ab- -initio, unlawful and appellarit be relnstated in service
alonngth all back benefits.”

ATEY R o
TYESTED

) ) . . T
< |\ ' T . Py nhiukh s
. ) .o WEryice -“'llu'mti
. /( } : Tretrn e
'S " ) a . -
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The factual account as. given in the Memo or Appeal and deducrble ﬂam

.copies of the supporting documents annexed thereWith is precrsely that - the

_ appellant was inltially .appomted as PHCT, /l_HV in_-BPS—12 on 20.07.-2013 and

was posted at BHU Teloos Allai.The appellant perforrhed her -duty ‘with full”

' 'devotlon and liability upto the satisfaction of her high;ups and local i-nhabitants

On 21 03. 2018 at 12.00 O ‘clock she wpplied for half duty leave due to illness of

her son and aﬂer obtaining permissmn from incharge, appellant went to home

On the same day respondent No. 3 visited BHU Tailoos Allai and markerl the
,appellant absent from duty On 22.03. 2018, respondent No 3 issued transfer

order of appellant from BHU Tailoos Altai to DHO ofﬁce Battagram (l e. office of

respondent No. 3). On 26.03.2018 respondent No. 3 issued show cause notice

- to the appellant. The above said. transfer order and show cause notica” was

: re'ceived to'the appellant on 02:04.20'18, The appellant submitted reply to show

cause hotice on 04.04.2018. Finally the respondent No. 3 issued the impugned |

. order dated 10 04.2018,- whereby the appellant was ‘removed from service.

wily ruw“
A P DR

4

Feelmg aggrieved, the appellant ﬁled departmental appeal before respondent

No. 4 but till date no ordei has been passed on the same, hence the present

appeal on 19 07.2018. " L

3.

The‘appeal' was admitted for regular hearing on 05;.07.202'1. The

respondents. have subn‘iitted".written .repl.y./comments 30.08'.202'1, refuting the

.. .claim of the appellant with sevei'al factual and legal ohj’ections and assertad for

dismissal of appeal.

We have heard the arguments and perused the record.

-

5. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the job desciiption of

appellant was only treatment and look-after of the female, children and new

-born babies and such du.ties can be peh‘ormed only in CD, RHC, BHU and Dl—le



(93]

elc. and could ‘not’ be performed in the office of DH’O (respondent No. 3). He
. further argued that no reguiar enquny was conducted nor she has been

. afforded opportunity of hearmg and cross-examination, which were mandaﬁry

" _' under the law All the proceedings conduCted by respondent No 3 is ciear

7.

vrolation of _Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government_Servants (E&D) Ruies, 2011. That

the i'inpugned ‘order'dated 10.04.2018 is iliegal, against the law & facts and

’ requested that the appeal may be ‘accepted as prayed for. ;

6. While rebutting the arguments of learned counsel for:'the appe ant,

iearned Deputy District Attorney aroued that during surprise visit of -DHO
Battagram the appeliant was found absence on the relevant day and nhe

performance was. found unsatisfactory as per her job descriptrons He fuither

argued that the transfer of the appeiiant was made to DHO office for the

p'urpose of departm'entai proceedings ag'ainst her. He requested that the appeal

may bé disn’rissed_ with costs:

. The'appeliant.is'aggrieved from the order dated 10.04.2018 of her

removal ‘from'servic'e which as annexed with the appeai is avaii'able on file. The

'said order by it its context reveals that the appeilant was attached to the office

of DHO Battagram i.e. respondent No. 3, was proceeded against under

Govei nment Servants (E&D) Rules 2011 for the charges including absence .

. from official duty on 21. 03. 2018 at 11.00 AM, not obeymg tranisfer order dated

22,03.2018, alteratron, wrong- entry/temper.g in attenclance register, no entry

in birth and family planning register since 08.02.2018 and of her usual sitting at

. Al-Syed_Hospital Banna . during official 'duty hours. The reference of the show

causenotice ‘dated 26.03.2018 p’roposing the major penalty ha_s_ also heen given

in the impugned order. The copy of the shdw cause notice as annexed with the

appeal is also-available on fecord. The charges-as enumerated herein before



R

—

. - R e ’ ,
AN L with refelence l.o the lmpugnfzd' Gldél’ are there n the show cause_ notice

besrdes another charge that she was prevnously termlnated on her chronlc

' ahsenteelsm ‘The concludlng parts of the show cause notlce reveals that the'

| competent authonty on ‘the said charge sheet dlrectly lSSLled show cause notice

to the appellant dlrectlng her to exolaln her posntlon and submlt reply within

© seven days under Government Servants (E&D) Rules 2011 There is no reason
| in show cause notlce that why formal enqunw was’ dlspensed wrth Copy of the
_'_reply to the show cause notice purportedly given by the appellant is also

: annexed wrth the appeal She explalned wrth sufficient causes her absence
refened in the. show cause notice. She refused any cuttmg in the attendance

leglster and termed- the same as baseless allegation. She also* gave plausible
explanatton of her previous termlnatlon reﬂected in the’ show cause notlce and

_|n proof of. the allegatuon belng wrong, she was rernstated by the Director

‘ General Health Servrces Apart from the reply to the show cause notlce a copy

of an appllcatlon sent to the Provrncral Ombudsman for legal actlon against

Muhammad Khan Afndr DHO Battagram has also been annexed. She therein

levelled certain allegatlons about harassment at- the workplace and misuse of

authonty by the Dlstnct Health Ofﬂcer in relation to her for certaln ultenor
”.mouves Accordlng to copy . of the departmental appeal against the lmpugned

order, allegatlon of her harassment_has also been reiterated therein and-
. _ PR reterenCe of the appllcation"rnade to the Provlnci.al' meudsman has also been
, 4’% gl've'n.by its annexatlon with the departmental appeal.' She categorlcally
o - mentloned in the departmental appeal that ‘'she was sub;ected to dlsc1p,llnary

action and lemoval from service on account of undue exerdse of authorltv by
Dlstnct Health Ofﬁcer, Battagram.

= 8. In view of the overall_defence revealed by the appellant against the show

" cause notice and by her, other applications/appeal, there was a need of full




o
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’f ledge enquny and if lt was not got conducted by the DHO because of direct

allegatlon agarnst hlm the appellate authorlty was supposed to relnstate the

. appellant and remand Lhe case for full-ﬂedged enquiry by an lmpartlal enauiry

. the glven crrcumstances

- ANNOUNCED

malrcrous

cornmlttee to be constltuted by thé appellate: authonty i.e. respondent No. 2.

l-lowever he also omitted to order any such enqurry and no reason has been

.advanced in reply of the reSpondents that why such enqurry was not got
conducted Mele denial of the facts and grounda of appeal by’ responde..ts is
“not sufﬁcrent in. partlcular circumstances .of the case. Rather it is, deemed as

evasive reply, when the lespondents could not hold the lmpartlal enquiry into

the charges agalnst the appellant and for rebuttal of her counter allegations. In

the drScrplmary proceedings and conseouent

' nnposrtron of maJor penalty upon hel by the- impugned order is heid as

ahd revengeful not conforming to the rules on ‘the subject -to
dlscrpllnary ploceecllngs |

9. . For what has - gone above the appeal is accepted as prayed for. The
impugned ordel is set aside.. The appellant is remstated lnto service with all

back benel“ ts lncludlng the arrears of salary Partles are left to bear their own

costs. File be consrgned to the record room.

17.11.2021 .~

- " (AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN)
4 j) ~ ' CHAIRMAN.
' -(Camp Court, A/Abad)

Dol 22

: t‘%h.mmcr of Words 2 2 / o2 =

. (ROZINA REHMAN)
: “?E{‘;IBER")
(Camp

Court Abad) f“ib ””dme%,mhm- ot Appiicades-

L.L‘p‘{‘% b{e;_ lé " - e € AT 4

irgeat

T L 'Folal 21? ""—' — , remrormsn £ .

fame of Copyiest—

Lom, R A m e T
07, G- e

Pate of Complection o3

Ertned Reflvery of Copy.
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BEFORE YHE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER ~
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR S4s

EPNo. 2/ 1022

Mst. Safia Bibi wife of Muhammad Anwar, (EX LHV/PHCT) BHU Teloos,
resident of Jabba Feroz Tehsil & District Battagram. :
' ..PETITIONER

VERSUS
1. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health Peshawar.
2. Director General Health Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. District Health Officer Battagram.

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION‘ OF

JUDGMENT DATED 16/11/2021 PASSED BY THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN APPEAL NO.
1916/2018 TITLED “MST. SAFIA BIBI V/S GOVT. OF

-

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-




[\
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That petitioner filed éervice appeal No. 916/2018
against the impugned ordef dated 10/04/2018
passed by respondent No.. 3. Copy of appeai is

attached as Annexure “A”.

That on 17/11/2021 after hc—:eiring of arguments this
Honourable tribunal accepted appeal with all back
benefits of the petitioner and set aside 'impugned
order dated 10/04/2018. Copy . of judgmeht is

attached as annexure “B”.

That thereafter on 15/04/2022 petitioner appeared
before respondent No.3 for implementation of
judgment dated  17/11/2021  and submit

application. Copy of application Is annexed as

Annexure “C”.

That after laps of 05 months respondents not

implemented judgment of this Honourable tribunal

* and similarly they have not filed any appeal before

August Supreme Court of Pakistan against the

judgment dated 17/11/2021 of Honourable

Tribunal.




5. That respondent No. 3 instead of complying with
the direction of this Honourable Tribunal,
straightaway refused to comply with the direction

of this Honourable Tribunal.

6.  That other point would be raised at the time of
arguments kind permission of this Honourable

Tribunal. |

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
instant application respondents be kindly be directed forth with
comply with the direction of this Honourable Tribunal
contained in judgment dated 17/ 11/2021 in it true letter "and
spirit

it Le =
e

. PE®ITIONER

Through

_Dated: 5/ , 212022

(HAMA%T HAN)

&

(FAZLULLAH KITAN—
- - Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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20" July 2022 1. None for the petitioner present. Mr. Noor Zaman

> S anal
B s o g0y e

Khattak, District Attorney alongwith Dr. Yasir Bangash,

Litigation Officer for respondents present.

2. On 18.07.2022 Dr. Yasir Bangash, Litigation

Officer put appearance and sought some time to

'implement the judgment of the Tribunal passed in this
matter. The matter was accordingly adjourned to
22.07.2022 on his request but today an office order was
produced by the said Dr. Yasir Bangash showing
.compliance of the judgment of the Tribunal 'in appeal No.
916/2018 titled “Safia Bibi-vs-Government of Khyber
Pakhtunldlwa. and others” reinstating the ‘petitioner n
service subject to the decision of the CPLA filed before

the august Supreme Court of Pakistan. The judgment

“passed in favour of the Petitioner has been perused,

which shows that the petitioner was reinstated in service
alongwith back benefits including the arrears of the

salaries whereas the order produced does not contain

anything regarding the grant of back benefits including

the arrears of salary. As the petitioner has not come to fhe

- Tribunal, therefore, the respondents are directed to grant

back benefits including the arrears of salary as per

- directions of the Tribunal contained in the judgment

within two months. The petitioner may again come to the

Tribunal and make an application in case the back

N



benefits including the arrears - of salary are not
released/granted within two months. Copy of this order
shéet alongwith order of 1;einstatement be sent to the
petitioner through registered post. Similaﬁy, copy of this
order sheet be also sent tb the District Health Officer,
Battagaram for grant of back benefits and arrears of
salary to the petitionei' within two months. This

application is disposed of in the above terms. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Camp Court
Abbottabad and given under my hand and seal of the

Tribunal on this 20" day of July, 2022.

" — ——

(Kahm Arshad Kﬁ‘a'r‘f)
Chairman
Camp Court Abbottabad
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