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23.10.2019

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Usman Ghani

learned District Attorney present.

Arguments heard. File perused.

Learned counsel for the petitioner argued that this Tribunal accepted |

the Service Appeal No.1330/2014 filed by the petitioner vide common

judgment dated 19.09.2017, in Service Appeal No.1329/2004, with all -

back benefits, however vide order dated 30.11.2017, respondent

~ department implemented the judgment to the extent of reinstatement of

thé 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 1s 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 procecdings-the petitioner was reinstated with immediate

effect vide order dated: 39:.*1%1?':20.’1- T

Perusal of common'j'udgment 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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T 19.06.2019

20.08.2019

Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Bilal,
DDA alongwith Dr. Minhaj Ul Haq, DHO, Battagram.
»k('respondent no.3), Mr. Muhammad Naeem, Assistant Director

and Mr. Jafar Ali, Assistant for respondents present.

Representative  of  the respondeﬁts produéed
- iniﬁlementation 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 $.B at camp court Abbottabad.

- (Ahmad 'Héssan)
‘Member
Camp Court A/Abad

Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr.
Muhammad Bilal learned Deputy District Attorney

preseni. Learned . counsel for the petitioner seeks

adjournment.  Adjourn. To come up for -fgrther

proceedings on 23.10.2019 before S.B at Camp Court,

%

Abbottabad.

L

Member
Camp Court A/Abad
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18.02.2019

16.04.2019

Counsel for the petitioner presént. M/S Amjid Ali,
Assistant and Jaffar Shah, Assistant alongwith Mr. Muhammad
Bilal Khan, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents presént_
‘and requested for adjournment. Adjourned to 16.04.2019 for
further proceedings before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

(Muhamméd?& n Khan Kundi)
- Member
Camp Court Abbottabad

Counsel for the petiﬁoner present. Mr. Muhammad Bila;d,
DDA alongwith Mr. Jafar Ali, Assistant for réspondenfs present.
Implementation report not submitted. Last opportuﬁity is granted
to the respondents for submission of impleméntation 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 Hassan)
Member
Camp Court A/Abad




19.09.2018

15.11.2018

15.01.2019

Since 21st September, 2018 has been declared
as public holiday on account of Moharram, therefore, -
case is adjourned to 15.11.2018 for implementation

) reportv before the S.B at camp court, Abbottabad.

CQEU rman

Camp court, A/Abad »

Counsel for the appellant and Tauseef Ullah SO fbl: the

respondents present. Due to retirement of the Hob’ble ‘Chairman S
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.

A/Abad

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.

_Z“”/

Member
Camp Court Abbottabad
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Court of _

‘Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

“Execution Petition No._175/2018

S.No.

Date of order

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or. Magistrate

proceedings
1 2 3
1- 07.06.2018 The execution petition submitted by Mr. Ayaz Muhammad
' through Hamayun Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant
register and put up to the Court for propererer please.. -
REGISTRAR -~
9. / 20 Z - 15 - _ This execution petition be put before Touring S.
1 Bench at AAbadon [ £ ~0). 2p(%
' .
CHAIRMAN
18.07.2018 Mr. Hamayun Khan, Advocate on bechalf of

ome up for implementation report on 20.09.2018 before S.

petitioner present. Notices be issued to the respondents,

(

¢amp court, Abbottabad.

Charrman
Camp Court, A/Abad

the
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIB TRIBUNAL KHYBER

¥ PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. / 7é /2018

Niaz Muhammad son of Zareen Gul, resident of Sherpur Tehsil and Dlstrlct
- Mansehra, (EPI Technician BHU Pashto) '

...PETITIONER

VERSUS

Govt. of Kh}‘}ber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health Peshawar & others.

...RESPONDENTS -
APPLICATION
INDEX
S. # Description Page # | Annexures
1. Application 1to?2 '
2. Copy of judgment =27 “A”
3. Copy of order dated 16/11/2017 -\ “B”
4. Copy of appeal/ representation V2. “C”
' ...PETITIONER
‘ Through
Dated: A “ - < /2018

(HAMAYUN KHAN)
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad
Office No. 15, New Lawyers Plaza,
Kutchery Compound Abbottabad
Cell No. 0312-0861681




BEFORE THE HONOURAELE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR . ‘

Execution Petition No. / 75 /2018

Niaz Muhammad son of Zareen Gul, resident of Sherpur Tehsil and District,
Mansehra, (EPI Technician BHU Pashto). 4 ,
...PETITIONER

Kbhybep Pak
ey | hita !
) Serviee T&‘ibul_rff:;vn

VERSUS

Diary No. 6/82 '

. ' Dateg 3{. er ;O/P
1.  Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary ﬁealt Peshawar.
2. | Director General Health Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3. District Health Officer Battagram.
~...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
JUDGMENT DATED 19/09/2017 PASSED BY
THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN APPEAL
NO. 1330/2‘0.14 TITLED “NIAZ MUHAMI\/IAD
V/S DHO & OTHERS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1.  That petitioner filed service appeal No. 1330/2014
| against impugnéd order passed by respondent No
3.

2. 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”.
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3. That on 30/11/2017 respoﬁdeﬁt No. 3 partiélly
implemented judgment to the extent of
reinstatement and refused back benefits. Copy of

order is annexed as Annexure “B”.

4, T-hat- 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.

5 That petitioner filed application before res'pondent
* No. 2 for full implementation of judgment instead
of complying with the.direction of this Honourable
Tribunal, but till date ‘not, compl'sf with the
direction of this 'Honourable Tribunal. Copy of

application is annexed as Annexure “C”.

6. That other point would be raised at the time of

Py

arguments with 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 19/09/2017 in it true letter and

A@MM |

...PETITIONER

spirit

Through

Dated: _ 2 y-52018 L
S | .(HAMAYUZ KHAN)

Advocate High Court, Abbottabad




Niaz Muhammad S/O Zareen Gul R/0 Village & P.O Sher Pur,

Tehsil and uist rict Mansehra
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“Secretary to Government, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finénce'

- Service Appeal No

(Appellént)
VERS U S

Distri_ct Health Cfficer, Ealtagram

- Government of Khybér Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary

mealth, Peshawar

. . Director General Health Services, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar

Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

Dis;;rict Accounﬁs Offfcer, Battégram

Dr. Shehzad Ali Khan , The Ex-DHO, Battagram

Dr. Ageel Bangash, The £x-DHO, Battagram | ‘
Mu"nam‘mad Jamil, Assistant Director (Personnel-il),

birectorate General, Health'Services, Péshawar

.ur Niaz Muhammad, SMO, Civil Hospital, Battal, Baf’cagram | | -
Depu’cﬁr Commissioner, BaL tagram

| to  Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Cabus\umont & Administration Departmem h

_(Respondehts)

&«‘
TN,
.,
~
e asmnisian;
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Counsel for the appeilant and Mr. Muhammad
Bilal, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Dr. Muhammad
[rshad, Dr.” Ashfaque, Amjad Ali Assistant and Yar Gul,-
Senior Clerk for the ruspondents present.  Arguments

hcard and recozd )CI‘U.SLd
!

This appeal is also accepted as per our detailed
judgment of 1today in connected service appeal

No.1329/2014, ‘entitled “Afsar Muhammad Khan Vs

- District Health Officer, Batagram and others". Parties are

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

rooim.
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( “FORE THE KHYBER PAKHTI INKHWA SERVI EﬁBU\}ﬁ\k

p CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD / RSN

Service Appeal No. 1329/2014

Date of Institution... 23.10.2014

Date of decision...  19.09.2017

Afsar Muhammad Khan S/0 Muhammad Khan

R\O Village Gidri Khair Abad, Tehsil & District Battagram ... (Appellant). |

Versus
. District Health Officer. Battagram and 9 oihers .. {Respondents)
: . 0 _ T

‘ MR ABDUL AZIL TANOQOLI,

- Advocate - | ' - ... Torappellant.
- MR. MUPIAJ\dMAD BILAL '

Deputy District Attorney ' ' For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN

MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI, S MEMBER
JUDGMENT -

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: - This _}uCOITlCnf shall GIS“OSC

of the instant scrvice appeal as well as service appeals No. 1325/2014 Muhammad
Ayaz, No. 1327/2014 Mst. Mumtaz, No. 1328/2014 Muhammad Shakee! and No.

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

facts are involved.

Arguments of the learned counsel for the parties heard and record

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Governmeni Servarits (Efi';cicncy & Disciplinary) Rule, 2011.
All the appellants submitted replies to the show cause notice and thereafter the impugned

order dated 03.07.2014 was passcd by the competent nuthor}ty imposing major penatly

All the five appellants were served with show cause notice on 10.06.2014 under

—

Al X

R s
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L
. from service. Against this impugned order, the appellants filed departmental

W'

*ifs on 5.07.2014 which were not responded to and thereafter the present appeals on
/ . P : I PP

. #43.10.2014.

.-{('J/

ARGUMENTS

4. “The learned counsel for the appellant argued that no specific charge has becn
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

under ‘whi_éh specific charge show cause noticeAhas tcen 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 cven in »the impugned
order no specific detail of proof of any charge hqs been mentioned. That in the light of
such casual approach of the authoriiy, the penalties imposed on the appellants,gannot be

sustained.

5. On the other hand, the learned. Dcpu;c)' Distri-c.:t Attorney, argued that the then
DHO Batagram (Dr. Aqecel Bangash) had madc ceriain appoinuﬁcnts in violation of law
and rules. That an cnquiry was conducted against that DHO and in that enquiry ceﬁain
uregularitics  were pin pointed by . the coquiry committee. That those
ilicgalities/irregularities were made the basis of the show cause notices against the

A

appellants as there was no enquiry at all. That it 1s not made known to the appellants that
|

|

| -

- appéllanis. He further argued that there is no illegality in the disciplinary proceedings.

%}ONCLUSION. | R VAN
BN

" A The very show causc notice is in gencral term giving no specific detail of the K:

6K
, <
chyrge/charges against the appeliants. In abscnce of any specific charge/charges. no

proccedings could be iniliated against the appellants. The authority has also not’

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




; | ' @/}

kN
)

.nsing with the regular enquiry was made by the authority much less the rcasons

R

aispensing with th<,; cnquiry. The appellants have approached the departmental
athority against the impugned order anc have approached this Tribunal well within time.
It is clear from the above facts and circumstances’ that the whole proceedings arc illegal
. and cannot be sustained in the eyes of law. If any specific charge like fake diploma was -
leveled against the appellants, then that should héve been mentioned in the show causc.
notice, at least. Non,rﬁentioning qf this charge or ahy other bharge, has deprived the

appellants from defending themselves in proper way,

7. In view of the above, the appeals arc.acceptcd and the appellants are reinstated in
service. However, the depaﬂment is at liberty to .conduct fresh enquiry by following the
concerned law and rules and if the departmenf d.ecides thét fresh proceedings should be
initiated ‘tl*;en _ﬂlése should be completed within a Iﬁeriod 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. .
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER
Battagram (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)

Phone & Fax: # (0997310507)

- OFFICE ORDER

As per decision of Honorable Khvber Pakhmnikhwe Service Tribunal Camp Cour
TT el
]

Abbottabad vide Judgmen: dated 19.09.2017 and Director Gneral Health Services Khvber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide his lewter No. 6394-97 cated I2.10.2017, the following officials ars

hereby re-instated into services with immediate effect:-

1. Afsar Muhammad PHCT (MP) EPI BPS-12
2. Ayaz Muhammad PHCT (MP) EPI-BPS-12
3. Miss Mumtaz PHCT (MP) EP] - BPS-i2 -

4. Muhammad Shakee! PHCT (MP) EPI BPS-12
5. Niaz Muhammad PHCT (MP) EP} BPS-12

District [Health OfTicer
Battagram

No

/2017

ATy

Copy forwarded to the:-

~. 1. Honorable Service Tribunal Court Camp Court Abboi: Abad Bench for information
)l A
2. s No. £€394-97 dated

Director General Health Services KPK with reference tw ki
12.10.2017. ' '
District Accounts Officer Battagram for information.

Account Section undersigned office for further necessary action-under the ruls.
Officials concerned for compliance. o A

NANR IR

N N £
; 7
2
o L
. .;‘ N \,‘.‘ .

Battaggain

Datad: (& o )
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER

Battagram (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)
Phone & Fax: # (0997) 310507

No. Qaug- o / Dated z2/!/ - J2017.
. / o -

OFFICE ORDER.

As per the decision of Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trlbunal Camp

Court Abbott Abad vide judgment dated 19/09/2017 , Director General Health Services KPK ‘
Peshawar vide his letter No 6594-97 Dated 12/10/2017 and on the recommendation of enquiry
committee: the following officials arc hereby re-instated/ posted/ adjusted into  services with

lmmedlate effect

v woN e

2)

3)
4)

. 5)
6)

Mr.. Niaz Muhammad EPI Technician'BPS-12 BHU Pashto
Mr. Shakeel Ahmed EPI Technician BPS-12 BHU Sakargah
Mr. Afsar Muhammad EPI Technician BPS-12 BHU Paimal
Mr. Ayaz Muhammad EP| Technician BPS-12 BHU Jambera
Mst: Mumtaz Begaum EPI Technician BPS-12 RHC Thakot

District Health Officer,
. Battagram

Copy forwarded to the;--

Chairman Honorable Service Tribunal Camp Court Abbott Abad Bench for information
please

Director General Health Services KPK with reference to his letter No 6594-97 Dated
12/10/2017 please

District Accounts officer Battagram for lnformatlon

Incharge BHU Pashto, BHU Sakargah, BHU Jambera, BHU Paimal Sharif & RHC Thakot for
|nformat|on

Account Sectlon office of the undersigned for information and N/A

Officials concerned for information and compliance
. i 1

Distri ealth Officer, _

Battagram




To,

&y

The District Healtn Officer,
Batragram

Subject-  ARRIVAL REPORT.
Sir, - L

. " Most respectfully that under vour office order number 9170-74.Dared
. 20.11.20171submit my arrival today on 20-11-2017 After noon in your gfjice. 5o
the report is submitted for your kind information and further necessary action

please.

o Your Qbedientiy

Niaz Muhammad PHCT ( MiP] )EP!
BPS-12 DHO Office Battagram.
20.11.2017 | |
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®  CHARGE & ARRIVIAL REPORT

| Mr. Niaz Muhammad EPI technician took overcharge
of my duty at BHU Pashto today on 30-11-2017 vide DHO ¢ffice
oder No: 9245-50 dated 30-11-2017.- :

- : In charge |

BHU Pashto

Copy to: | ' - 3 RNt
i.  Chairman honorable service tribunal camb court Abbgttabad.
ii. District Account officer Battagram.

iii. DHO Battagram.

Iv. . Officefile.

TR
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Afsar Mohammad and others

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others................

BEFORE THE HON ORABLE KHYBER-PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
: - TRIBUNAL AT CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD '

" EXECUTION PETITIONS NO. 174 TO 18 OF 2018
- INSERVICE APPEAL NO. 1322 TO 1330 OF 3014

............................................ Appellant

Versus

...A.........Respondents :

Réspectfullv Sheweth:

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS 1 TO3

Preliminary Objections:-

I. That the Appellants have got neither cause of action nor locus standi to file
the instant Petitions. '

2. That the Appellants have filed the instant Petitions just to pressurize the
respondents. ‘

That the instant Petitions are against the prevailing Law and Rules. A

4. That the Petitions are not maintainable in the present form and also in the
present circumstances of the issue. S '

5. That the Appellants have filed the instant Petitions with mala-fide intention
hence liable to be dismissed. : '

6. That the Appellants have not come to the Tribunal with clean hands, -

That the Petitions are time barred. :

8. That the Honorable Tribunal has no Jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the
matter. '

(9]

~

ON FACTS:

o

Para No. 1 pertains to record, needs no comments. : .

Para No. 2 is correct upto the acceptance of appeal, rest of the para regarding
back benefits 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:

“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

Pageilof2




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
: proceedmgs, if any. Parttes are left to bear their
- own CosIs”. :

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.

4. | Para No. 4 is wrong & incorrect. Detailed reply has already been furnished in-
" the preceding paras. '
5. Para No. 5 is misleading and concocted, hence denied. The. respondenta

implemented the Judgment of this Honorable Court in letter and spirit, detailed
reply has already been furnished in preceding para.
6. Para No. 6 is Legal, needs no comments.

PRAYER:

It is therefore hulllbly-pl'ayed'that' on acceptance of the ref)ly, the instant

Petitions may very graciously be dismissed with cost.

ey

“Secretary Health, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa S -+ Director Ggneral Health Services,
Respondent No. 01 Rz : - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Respondent No. 02

G

. A

District Health Officer Battagram. - |
Respondent No. 03 o

Page 2 of 2




OFFICE OF THE DESTMCT HEALTH OFFICER

Battaoram (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)
- Phone & Fax: # (0997) 310507

~ No., /Dated

OFFICE ORDER

~In. the light of the court judgment’ vrde Honorab!e Khyber::_f{:ff.-;"
: Pakhtunkhwa Servuce Tribunal Camp Court Abbott  Abad decrsuon dated-f”'”

19/09/2017 the fresh enquiry committee has been constituted to enqwre the. e

whoie process of first appomtment of 03 ofﬁcrais name mentloned in- ‘the

judgment -
1. Dr. Adﬂ Nawaz I\/Ieducal Officer RHC Thakot - Member
2. Dr.Muhammad Saleem Coordinator NP Member

3. Mr. Amin ul Haq Drug inspector o - Member

‘ The enqwry commlttee will examine the academlc and professronai documents of _
" above noted officials and furnish- the report along with their recommendatlon'_

Wlth |mmed|ate effect, but not later than 13“‘ Nﬁﬂ@mberZON to proceed: furrher, .
inthe matter,

' DlStl‘lCt Health Offlcer :
Battagram.

- <\\‘\<\é-—'\»’t°r o o

No | / . Dated / ) /2'017}

Copy forwarded to the - ‘ . -
1 Dlrector General Health Servu:es KPK Peshawar for mformatlon please '

2. Chalrman Honorable Service Tnbunal Camp Court Abbott Abad Bench for
mformatlon please. '

. 3. Dr. Adil Nawaz Incharge Medical Officer RHC Thakot for mformatron
4. Dr Muhammad Saleem Coordinator NP Program for information ,
5. Mr Amin ul Haq Drug Inspector DHO Offrce Battagram for mformatron

W
ealth Officer,
Battagrar? '

.



The District Health Officer

Battazram
Dated 20,11.2017

i

Subjscte- DENOVO ENQUIRY RELORT

Reference your leuer No 910609+ Dated 16:1L2017 on the subject. An ihquiry:
committge was constitutnd by your good self on the following officer tu conduct an the inqulry of the
court tase decided In favour of the sppeltants Mr. Afsar Mulammad Khan, Ayax ttebianpad,
Muhammad Shokeel, Miaz Muhammad and Mst:-siumiaz Begum EPI Tech BPS-12 and submlt the foctiad

position atong vath recommendation to fmplement the cotet decision in later & spirit.

1. O Muhammad $pleem BPS- 18 Coordinator LHW Program
3. Dr. Adil Nawas Medical Officer 8PS-17 Incharge 'RHC Thakot
3. mte, Amin ul Hag Provincial Diug Inspector GPS- 7

SCOPE OF INQUIRY

1. Implemeniation of the court declsion Dated 19.09.2017

2. Reastatement of the Parametics siaff meationed i1 the court decislon

3. Comments of the DGHS vide his letter Na 6594-97 Dated 12,10.2017 the follving affictaly are
heraby re-instated

Nr- Advar Muhasnead Khan
Ayaz Muhamasad
Mulsmmad Shakeel

Wiaz Muhammag

Mst; Mumtaz Begum

CONCLUSION

1. The court declde and clear the point that at that lime of appointment the appeliants are not a
povernment servant and they cannol come under the preview of nuscondugt,
The Honorabe court decide wa aee left with no apuion but 1o accept the present Anppml s8I
asuie the mpugaed order 8373-78 and resinstate the appellants in service by plaging the
rr.:siwudcd av liberty tw proaceed against the appeliants in accordance with law and subject (o
affording them ogportimity of hearing, which process shall be-conducted snd concluded with a
period of 03 Months from the dite of recelpt of this judgment.
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