
Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Usman Ghani 

learned District Attorney present.

23.10.2019

Arguments heard. File perused.

Learned counsel for the petitioner argued that this Tribunal accepted 

the Service Appeal No.1329/2014 filed by the petitioner vide common 

judgment dated 19.09.2017, with all back benefits, however vide order 

dated 3^.11.2017, respondent department implemented the judgment to 

the extent of reinstatement of the petitioner and without allowing back 

benefits. Learned counsel for the petitioner stressed that under the 

common judgment passed in Service Appeal No.1329/2014, the 

petitioner is also entitled to the back benefits.

On the other hand, learned District Attorney argued that no back 

benefits were granted to the petitioner rather the issue of back benefits 

was left to be decided in the de-novo proceedings; that consequent upon 

the de-novo proceedings the petitioner was reinstated with immediate 

effect vide order datedJO .l 1.2017.

Perusal of common judgment in question dated 19.09.2017 would 

show that, the petitioner was reinstated in service leaving the respondent 

department at liberty to conduct fresh inquiry and the issue of back 

benefits was made subject to the outcome of de-novo proceedings.

Admittedly the petitioner has been reinstated in service. Learned 

counsel for the petitioner remained unable to demonstrate that back 

benefits were also allowed to the petitioner vide common judgment 

dated 19.09.2017 in Service Appeal No. 1329/2014.

In view of above, the present execution petition is dismissed. No 

order as to costs. File be consigned to the record room.

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court, A/Abad
ANNOUNCED.

23.10.2019
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Counsel ..for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Bilal, 

DDA alongwith Dr. Minhaj U1 Haq, DHO, Battagram 

(respondent no.3), Mr. Muhammad Naeem, Assistant Director 

and Mr. Jafar Ali, Assistant for respondents present.

19.06.2019

Representative of the respondents produced 

implementation report as asked for vide order sheet dated 

16.04.20196 alongwith a copy of de-novo enquiry report 

conducted against the petitioner. Both the documents are placed 

on record. Case to come up for further proceedings on , 

20.08.2019 before S.B at camp court Abbottabad.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

Camp Court A/Abad

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. 

Muhammad Bilal learned Deputy District Attorney
20.08.2019

present. Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks
for furtheradjournment. Adjourn. To come up 

proceedings on 23.10.2019 before S.B at Camp Court, 

Abbottabad.

Camp Court A'Abad
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18.02.2019 Counsel for' the petitioner present. M/S Amjid Ali, 

Assistant and Jaffar Shah, Assistant alongwith Mr. Muhammad 

Bilal Khan, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present 

and requested for adjournment. Adjourned to 16.04.2019 for 

further proceedings before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Mernber

Camp Court Abbottabad

16.04.201$ Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Bilal, 

DDA alongwith Mr. Jafar Ali, Assistant for respondents present. 

Implementation report not submitted. Last opportunity is granted 

to the respondents for submission of implementation report, 

failing which coercive measures in the shape of attachment of 

salary and civil imprisonment would be adopted against them. 

Case to come up for further proceedings on 19.06.2019 before 

SB at camp court Abbottabad.

(Ahmad iHassan) 
Member

Camp Court A/Abad

i
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Since 21st September, 2018 has been declared 

as public holiday on account of Moharram, therefore, 

case is adjourned to 15.11.2018 for implementation 

report before the S.B at camp court, Abbottabad.

19.09.2018

Chutrman
Camp court, A/Abad

Counsel for the appellant and Tauseef Ullah SO for the 

respondents present. Due to retirement of the Hob'ble Chairman 

the - Service Tribunal is incomplete. Tour , to Camp Court 

Abbottabad has been cancelled. To come up for the same on 

15.01.2019 at camp court Abbottabad.

15.11.2018

A/Abad

15.01.2019 Petitioner with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Bilal learned

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Amjid Ali Assistant present. 

Implementation report not submitted. Representative of 

respondent department requested for time to furnish

implementation report. Granted. To come up for further 

proceedings/implementation report 18.02.2019 before S.B at 

camp court Abbottabad.

Member

Camp Court Abbottabad I
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% Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Execution Petition No. _180/2018

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

07.06.2018 The execution petition submitted by Mr. Shahid Mehmood 

through Hamayun Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

register and put up to the Court for proper order please.

1

REGISTRAR *

This execution petition be put before Touring S. 

Bench at A.Abad on ^
2-

K

CHAIRMAN

Mr. Hamayun Khan, Advocate on behalf of the 

jietitioner present. Notices be issued to the respondents. To 

(ome up for implementation report on 20.09.2018 before S. 3 at 

( amp court, Abbottabad.

I8.)7.2018

Chairman
Camp Court, A/Abad

i



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBERt-
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

17 If /2018Execution Petition No.

Afsar Muhammad son of Muhammad Khan, resident of Village Gidri Khair 
Abad, Tehsil and District Battagram, (EPI Technician BHU Paimal Shareef).

PETITIONER

VERSUS

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health Peshawar & others.

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION

INDEX

S, # Description Page # Annexures
Application1. 1 to 2

“A”2. Copy^of judgment
-Copy of order dated'^^/l 1/20173. “B”
Copy of appeal/ representation4. “C”

...PETITIONER
Through

ig- ’f /2018Dated:

(HAMA ¥UN KHAN) 
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad 
Office No. 15, New La^vyers Plaza, 
Kutchery Compound Abbottabad 

Cell No. 0312-0861681
i
f
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BEFORE THF, HONOTJRABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

N
/2018Execution Petition No.

Afsar Muhammad son of Muhammad Khan, resident of Village Gidri Khair 
Abad, Tehsil and District Battagram, (EPI Technician BHU Paimal Shareef).

.. .PETIMONER htukh.va
Service TribunaS

VERSUS I>sary No.

£>;vteci

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretaiy Health Peshawar. 

Director General Health Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1.

2.

3. District Health Officer Battagram.
...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF 

JUDGMENT DATED 19/09/2017 PASSED BY 

THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN APPEAL 

NO. 1329/2014 TITLED “AFSAR MUHAMMAD 

V/S DHO & OTHERS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That petitioner filed service appeal No. 1329/2014 

against impugned order passed by respondent No
1.

3.

That on 19/09/2017 after hearing of arguments this 

Honourable tribunal accepted appeal of the 

petitioner alongwith all back benefits. Copy of 

judgment is attached as annexure “A”.

2.

\



That on 30/11/2017 respondent No. 3 partially 

implemented judgment to the extent of 

reinstatement and refused back benefits. Copy of 

order is annexed as Annexure “B”.

3.r-

That after laps of 90 days respondents not fully 

implemented judgment of this Honourable 

Tribunal and similarly they have not filed any 

appeal before August Supreme Court of Pakistan 

against the judgment of this Honourable Tribunal.

4.

That petitioner filed application before respondent 

No. 2 for full implementation of judgment instead 

of complying with the direction of this Honourable 

Tribunal, but till date not comply with the 

direction of this Honourable Tribunal. Copy of 

application is annexed as Annexure “C”.

5.

That other point would be raised at the time of 

arguments with kind permission of this 

Honourable Tribunal.

6.

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 19/09/2017 in it true letter and 

spirit

...RETIT^^R
Through

Dated:^^-'^ /2018 //-

(HAMAYUN
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAJ^" \\i

Service Appeal No. 1329/2014 VJa

c3
'-rS

Date of Institution... 23.10.2014

Date of decision... 19.09.2017

Afsar Muhammad Khan S/0. Muhammad Khan
R\0 Village Gidri Khair Abad, Tehsil & District Battagram

' Versus

... (Appellant)

1. District Health Officer, Battagram and 9 others (Respondents)

MR. ABDUL AZIZ TANOLI,
Advocate
MR. MUHAMMAD BILAL 
Deputy District Attorney

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDL

JUDGMENT

For appellant.

For respondents.

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: - This judgment shall dispose 

of the instant service appeal as well as service appeals No . 1325/2014 Muhammad 

Ayaz, No. 1327/2014 Mst. Mumtaz, No. 1328/2014 Muhammad Shakeel and No. '

1330/2014 Niaz Muhammad as in all the appeals common questions of law 

facts are involved.

and

2. Aiguments of the learned counsel for the parties heard and record

per

CTS 'r
0^

S| appellants were served with show cause notice°on 10.06.2014 under
g. P \ tiieKhyberPakhtunkhwaGovemmentServants(Effioiency& Disciplinary) Rule, 2011.

All the appellants submitted replies to the show cause notice and theretifter the impugned 

order dated 03.07.2014 was passed by the competent authority, imposing major penalty
O, ■

y •
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' I of removal from service. Against this impugned order, the appellants filed departmental 

appeals on 5.07.2014 which were not responded to and thereafter the present appeals 

23.10.2014.

I ...

on

/
i

• /

ARGUMENTS/
/

no specific charge has been 

leveled in the show cause notice. That the charge is only in general terms regarding 

violation of the rules/slandered criteria of the Government in the appointment. That in the 

show cause notice the regular enquiry has not been dispensed with nor any enquiry was 

conducted. That no charge sheet and, statement of allegations were served on the 

appellants as there was no enquiry at ail. That it is not made known to the appellants that 

under which specific charge show cause notice has been served upon them. That only in 

the reply of the respondents in present appeals in ground-C, it has been mentioned that 

the appellants were terminated on the ground of fake diploma. That even in the impugned 

order no specific detail of proof of any charge has been mentioned. That in the light of 

such casual approach of the author!^, the penalties imposed on the appellants, cannot be 

sustained.

The learned counsel for the appellant argued that4.

5. On the other hand, the learned Deputy District Attorney, argued that the then 

DHO Datagram (Dr. Aqeel Bangash) had made certain appointments in violation of law 

and rules. That an enquiry was conducted against that DriO and in that enquiry certain

committee. That thoseirregularities were pin pointed by the enquiry 

iliegalities/irregularities were rnade the basis of the show cause notices against the

its. He further argued that there is no illegality in the disciplinary proceedings.
•"5

'QNCLUSIQN.

tllTp Acharge/chaiges against the appellants. In absence of any specific charge/charges .no

very show cause notice is in general term giving no specific detail of the

proceedings could be initiated against the appellants. The authority has also not 

mentioned that why a regular enquiry was not being conducted. So much so that no order



r/ f
i
!

J 3/

/ of dispensing with the regular enquiry was made by die authority much less the 

/ for dispensing with the enquiry. The appellants have approached the departmental 

authority against the impugned order and have approached this Tribunal well within time. 

It is clear from the above facts and circumstances’ that the whole proceedings are illegal 

^d cannot be sustained in the eyes of law. If any specific charge like fake diploma 

leveled against the appellants, then that should have been mentioned in the show 

notice, at least. Non mentioning of this charge or any other charge, has deprived the 

appellants from defending themselves in proper way,

reasons

/
/

/ was

cause
i

/
/
/

In view of the above, the appeals are accepted and the appellants are reinstated in 

service. However, the department is at liberty to conduct fresh enquiry by following the 

concerned law and rules and if the department decides that fresh proceedings should be 

initiated then those should be completed within a period of 3 months from the date of 

receipt of this judgment. The issue of back benefits of the appellants shall be subject to 

the final outcome of denovo proceedings, if any. Parties are left to bear their own costs. 

File be consigned to the record room.

7.

/

3

ir

/9-

true copyJS‘n '

C
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal 
Camp Court, Abbottabad
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h-0 OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER
Battagram (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)

Plionc & Fax: // (0997) 3105(>7
No.

•^;S
/ Dated =,i)H ■ /2017.

:

OFFICE ORDER.I

As per the decision of Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Camp 

Court Abbdtt Abad vide judgment dated 19/09/2017 , Director General Health Services KPK. 
Peshawar ^ide his letter No 6594-97 Dated 12/10/2017 and on the recommendation of enquiry 

Committee the following officials are hereby re-instated/ posted/ adjusted into services with 

irnmediateieffect.

1. Mr. Niaz Muhammad EPI Technician BPS-12 BHD Pashto
2. Mr,- Shakeei Ahmed EPI Technician BPS-12 BHU Sakargah

3. Mr. Afsar Muhammad EPI Technician BPS-12 BHU Paimal

4. Mr. Ayaz Muhammad EPI Technician BPS-12 BHU Jambera
5. Mst: Mumtaz Begaum EPI Technician BPS-12 RHC Thakot

District Health Officer, 
Battagram

''V-'

‘ 1) chairman Honorable Service Tribunal Camp Court Abbott Abad Bench for information 

please
2) Director General Health Services KPK with reference to his letter No 659^-97 Dated 

12/10/2017 please
3) District Accounts officer Battagram for information
4) Incharge BHU Pashto, BHU Sakargah, BHU Jambera, BHU Paimal Sharif & RHC Thakot for 

information.
5) Account Section office of the undersigned for information and N/A

6) Officials concerned for information and compliance

Copy forwarded to the;--

) ' 2!

1
1
3

J
4

.5
I
I

Battagram
7■:

:

5

I
1
5

1
I

v
i
■
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»'



r 7»

■r- iT

CHARGE & ARRIVIAL REPORT ■f

I Mr. Muhammad shakeel EPI technician took over charge 

;of my duty at BHU Sakargah today on 30-11-2017 vide DHO office 

Oder No: 9245-50 dated 30-11-2017.
*\ ,

in charge

tijiU Sakargah

Copy to:

i. Chairman honorable service tribunal camp coujt Abbottabad. 
, ii. District Account officer Battagram. 

iii. DHO Battagram.
,iv. Office file. In charge 

BiiU Sakargah

Li.— c] 2--
:.7
.•i ;
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** * ^
J^)J^/l0-09-2013 PHCTechnician
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(^1/^(^03/07/20144Lbi^*lkf7>l_t/^ Cpmp]aint(3/w?i]^Zlb^’lklw^03/07/2014//^ ,3
>21
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.'?
before the honorable KHYBER PAKHTTTNKHWA SFRVTrF

tribunal AT CAMP COURT ARRQTTABAn

EXECUTION PETITIONS NO 174 TO I SI of 2018
IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1322 TO 1.^30 OF 2014

C‘

-!;

Afsar Mohammad and others Appellant
Versus

Govt, ot Khyber Pakhtunkhvva and others.

Respectfully Sheweth:
Respondents

P^WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RF.SPQNnFNT*^ i TO 3
Preliminary Objections:-

' ““ "’-"li » file

respondent^’""""'' pressurize the

That the instant Petitions are against the prevailing Law and Rules 
4. That the Petitions
3.

are not maintainable in the present form and also in the
present circumstances of the issue.
lhat the Appellants have filed the instant Petitions with 
hence liable to be dismissed.

6. That the Appellants have not come to the Tribunal with clean hands
7. That the Petitions are time barred.
8. That the Honorable Tribunal has

5.
mala-flde intention

no .Turisdiction to adjudicate upon thematter.

ON FACTS:

1. Para No. 1 pertains to record, needs no comments. 
Para No. 2 is 
back benefits

2. correct upto the acceptance of appeal, rest of the para regarding 
IS wrong, incorrect, and misleading. The Honorable Tribunal in • 

his Judgment about the issue of back benefits, directed the department to affix 
this issue subject to the final outcome of De-novo Enquiry.
Para No. 3 is wrong, incorrect and misleading, hence denied. The respondents 
implemented the Judgment of this Honorable Court in letter and spirit The 
concluding para of the Judgment is reproduce as under:

3.

“The Appeals are accepted and the Appellants 
reinstated in service. However, the department is at 
liberty to conduct fresh enquiry by following the 
concerned taw and rules and if the department

are

Page 1 of 2
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decides that fresh proceedings should be initiated 
then those should be completed within a period of 
3 months froM the date of receipt of this judgment 
The issue of back benefits of the Appellants shall 
be subject to the final outcome of denovo 
proceedings^ if any. Parties are left to bear their 
own costs”.

From the above concluding para, it is crystal clear that the issue of back 
benefits was subjected to the final outcome of De-novo Proceeding and after 
de-novo Enquiry and in the recommendation of the said enquiry, the Appellants 
were reinstated/posted/adjusted into services with immediate effect, which 
reflects from the order dated 22/11/2017 already annexed as Annex-C in 
Appeal of the Appellant.
Para No. 4 is wrong & incorrect. Detailed reply has already been furnished in 
the preceding paras.
Para No. 5 is misleading and concocted, hence denied. The respondents 
implemented the Judgment of this Honorable Court in letter and spirit, detailed 
reply has already been furnished in preceding para.
Para No. 6 is Legal, needs no comments.

4.

5.

6.

PRAYER:

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of the reply, the instant 

Petitions may very graciously be dismissed with cost.

Secretary Health, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Respondent No. 01

Director Qeneral Health Services, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Respondent No. 02

District Health Officer Battagram.
Respondent No. 03

Page 2 of 2

fA



V

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER
Battagram (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)

■ Phone & Fax: # (0997) 310507
/Dated /^y:/2dl7No.

OFFICE ORDER.

In the light of the court judgment vide Honorable ■Khyber; 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Camp Court Abbott Abad decision dated 

19/09/2Q17, the fresh enquiry committee has been constituted to enquire the 

Whole process of first appointment of 03 officials name mentioned In the 

judgment:-

1. Dr. Adil Nawaz Medical Officer RHC Thakot
2. Dr. Muhammad Saleem Coordinator NP
3. Mr. Amin ul Haq Drug inspector

Member
Member
Member

The enquiry committee will examine the academic and professional documents of 
above noted officials and furnish the report along with their recommendation 

with immediate effect, but not later than to proceed further
in the matter.

/
District Health Officer, 
Battagram.

c\vv\6-U^
:No
^Copy forwarded to the:-

1. Director General Health Services KPK Peshawar for information please
2. Chairman Honorable Service Tribunal Camp Court Abbott Abad Bench for

information please. ’
: 3. Dr. Adil Nawaz Incharge Medical Officer RHC Thakot for information.

4. Dr. Muhammad Saleem Coordinator NP Program for information ,
5. Mr. Amin ul;Haq Drug Inspector DHO Office Battagram for information, . .

/ /2017,Dated

. cn
th^cer,

Battagr^.
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To.I
The District Health Otfker 
3.3ti3j;ram Dated 7-0,11.2017

nFr>jQVO ENQUIHYSitbject:-

Reference your luUer No IUT6-49 Doted I6ai.20l7 on ihe subject, An inquiry 
committee was constituted by your nood self on the following officer to conduct an the inqiii.y oi the- 
court case decided in favour of the upipeilams Mr- Afsar Mittnintmad Khan; Ayaz Muhoiniuad 
M..jf.arrimad Shakee!. N'm. Muhammad rind Mst; Mumiar Begum EPI Tech BPS-12 onrl submit the faclunl 
position along with reconimcndotion to Itripleniew itie cotiri clecismn in l.iier & spirit-

t. Df, MuhiimmncI Sateiim BPS-lS Coordinator tH^V frogr.im 
2, LV, Adtl Nnsva.’ Meclicnl Officer SF’ii- i.:' Iridiarge KHC Tfiakoi 
i. Mr. Ainin ul Hnq Provincial Drug Inspector

SCOPE OF INQUmV

1. IniplerneHtatiori of the courc dedsion Dated 19,03.201?
2. ae-i'iStatemGm:of the Paramedics staff mentioned in the court decision
1. Commerns of theOGiJS yide his letter Wo. 659.1-y; Pated I2.:i0,?.017 Um foilowing omdals at-t* 

Isereby re-irrsiated

--A*

■r
Mr. J\P,.11-Muhammad Khan 
Ayaz Muhamn^ad 
Muharimmd .Shalmei 
Niai Muhammad 
Msc: Mumiac Begum V

eONCLUSlOW

1, The court decide and dear the point that at that lime of appointmont ilie iippidirsnts are not o 
goverrin'ent servant and they cannot corne under the prrjview of niiscanduci.

2, Till; Hohorabie court decidi? we are left with no oution but to accep' tfis present: lipfsea! sei 
n-tidr; the iir.piig/ieb orchir S373-7G zmd re-instaie the appcillams in Stuviia’ by placing ifiu 
msponderj .It libariv to proceed against the nmic-ilanis in accordance with law and Subject to 
affording them oppoi turuiY of henrini;, which process shall be cundiictorJ nncl concluded with,rt 
period of 03 Montl.isfrom.iht-dateof receipt of ihls judgment.

■I

0-'

:
i-
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msRTAa^S^^HCE
^ffifflllON FETfTrojvc
mwcKMm^ 7—iH-lO_I8i OF 2ni5i 

1^22lJO 13.^0 OF -)f^| ^NO.
Afsar Mohammad and others....'.

............Appellant
Versus

Govt. ofKhyberPakhtunkh

Resgectfullv Shpw^ti..

^X^mmLY Obiectinng--

wa and others....
Respondents

P0NDENT^T0 3

]. That the Appellants hav 
the instant Petitions

« nS 111' '2"“^
prcsem circumstances of the issue.- Pi'esent form and also in the
hence liable to be dlnfsse^'' mala-fide intention

7. That* it PeSnTare toeTIrrer
8. That the Honorable Tribunal 

matter.

e got neither cause of action locus standi to filenor
2.

3.

5.

6.

has no Jurisdiction to adjudicate opon the

ON FACTS-

1.

back benefits tw^rlLoTCcTTnd misf ""girding
his Judgment about the issue of back hen Honorable Tribunal in

22“™ r, 2:.r2
concluding para of the Judgment is reproduce as un to:'”

.2.

j.

“The Appeals are accepted and the Appellants 

concerned taw and rates

are
IS at

enquiry by following the 
and if the department

Page 1 of 2



mM
decides that fresh proceedings should be initiated 
then those should be completed within a period of 
3 months from the date of receipt of this judgment.
The issue of back benefits of the Appellants shall 
be subject to the final outcome of denovo 
proceedings, if any. Parties are left to bear their 
own costs''.

From the above concluding para, it is crystal clear that the issue of back 
benefits was subjected to the final outcome of De-novo Proceeding and after 
de-novo Enquiry and in the recommendation of the said enquiry, the Appellants 
were reinstated/posted/adjusted into services with immediate effect, which 
reflects from the order dated 22/11/2017 already annexed as Annex-C in 
Appeal of the Appellant.

• Para No. 4 is wrong & incorrect. Detailed reply has already been furnished in 
the preceding paras.
Para No. 5 is misleading and concocted, hence denied. The respondents 
implemented the Judgment of this Honorable Court in letter and spirit, detailed 
reply has already been furnished in preceding para.
Para No. 6 is Legal, needs no comments.

l»
/

4.

, 5.

6.

PRAYER:

It . is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of the reply, the instant 

Petitions may very graciously be dismissed with cost..
r\

Director Qeneral Health Services, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Respondent No. 02

Secretary Health, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Respondent No. 01

District Health Officer Battagram.
Respondent No. 03

Page 2 of 2
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Battagram (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)
■ Phone & Fax: # (0997) 310507

:
■/■

/Dated 16 j If -72:bl7:/No.w/ .
OFFICE ORDER.

In the light of the court judgment vide Honorable /Khyber. 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Camp Court Abbott Abad decision dated, 
19/09/2017, the fresh enquiry committee has been constituted to enquiry the 

whole process of first appointment of 03 officials name mentioned : in the 

judgments

1. Dr. Adii Nawaz Medical Officer RHC Thakot
2. Dr. Muhammad Saleem Coordinator NP
3. Mr. Amin ul Haq Drug inspector

Member
Member
Member

The enquiry committee will examine the academic and professional docurnents of 
above noted officials and furnish the report along with their recommendation 

with immediate effect, but not later than 13*^^.B^^jfmb^f2017 to proceed further 

in the matter.

District Health Officer, ■ 
Battagram.

/

■

/ /2017,No . Dated
Copy forwarded to the:-

1. Director General Health Services KPK Peshawar for information please
2. Chairman Honorable Service Tribunal Camp Court Abbott Abad Bench for

information please. -
- 3. Dr, Adil Nawaz Incharge Medical Officer RHC Thakot for information . .

4. Dr.; Muhamrnad Saleem Coordinator NP Program for information
5. Mr,. Amin ui Haq Drug Inspector DHO Office Battagram for information, ,

- cx —
Health Officer

Battagrar^.

Si
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To,

Uic Ulsirici Hciiith Offlcct 
Satiaijram

Dntod 20.11.2017

PgNOVO ENQUIHY REPO»T

Rcfcience ,yoi.it loue» No Ol'iS-rti) Datod 16.1.1..20J7 on the suljjoct. An inquiry 
contniiiiee -.vas cotistiigiccl by your I'ood self on the foUowiiiii officer to contJuci an thr; innuliy ol Ihe 
covin case tlecicfed in favour of Iho appellants Mr. Afsar Muiunmrnad Kljan, Ayn;: Muhantiitncf^ 
Miihatntuad 5hat<eel. Niaz Muhatumad and Mst: Mumtnr Begum GPI Tecfi ISPS*.12 and submit the taciuni 
|•J!)'ltllon along wiih I'C'Coinmcndalion to liiijili.-iticni ilte cotui decision in laior ft. spirii.

V

• I

j*''1, Of, iVluhanunacI Satc'i'ni BPS-lii! Coorrlinator IHW Program
2. Dr. Adtl WiT.var Mcdrcat Offlcc-f flPS-J.? Incl’arpe HHC Thakoi 

III Haq Provincial Drug Inspector BPS-iv

A

*• f

iI-' 3, ivlf. A'liin

SCOPE OF INQUIHV
■'V

t

1. impleiMi'iitation of the court decision Onicc J9.0<f.20J7 
1. Be-ffistatement of the I’oramedits staff mentioned fn the couri decision
3. Coinnicnis of the OGitS vide his letter No 65y‘l-y'/ Dated 12,:iO.?,Oi7 the foilo'.vlng officlatr. nre 

I'Orebv re-instated

5..

'■■S'ryiff
it.

■r
• Mr. Alinr sVtiihamninrl Khan
• Aya.: Miihamniad
• Miihaniniad Shaltcel
• Niav: Muliammad
• Msr: Mumiac Begum

* \ .
X

>
■-^1

,'■4?-•d
CONCLUSION 11

•:,V.
1. The court decide and clear ihs point that at ilwt time uf appointmeiK the; appeltnni? 

goveninient .servant and they cannot come under U'e preview of nuscondiici.
2. The Hnnoiable court decide we are left wiili

are nut n

no ornioii hut to accept the present appeal sot 
asi.!?' thy ni-.piii'ned order S3V3-70 and rc-instaic the aopcllnnis m seivko Jiv placing iIuj 
responded at liljeiiv to proceed against the anndlants in accordance••.vittj lav.' and subject to 
aifording thorn opportiinfiY of hearing, which process shall be condiicicd and coiKkidL'd with a 
period ofOi Months from the date of receipt of this jutfginont

Vr

Q



D:’. tail MfdiifiJ OiOcef BPS-U-tiifi'ia.'ge RHC Thajci:

;
■1. M;. AfI^I^1Ql Haq Prcylti'dnl Dr<j^ tnsp^cior

••■<■■ V'- •
■-'I
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