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._~'.02~.09._2020' : Petitioner in person and Addl. AG alongwith Amjad Ali,

Assistant for the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents states that a CPLA has
" been preferred before the Apex Court against. the Judgment
under |mplementat|on '

~ The record shows that the petitioner. was reinstated in

| . service with all back benefits and in that regard an office order
was issued on 24.11.2017. On 'tﬁe_other hand, petitioner'is still -

' aggrieve‘d due to non-implementatior'r-of' judgment to the extent

B o of grant of back benefits.

In the circumétances,'the respondents are required to pay . -
the entire back benefits to the petitioner before next date of
N hearlng if the judgment under execution is not set aside or
‘suspended by the Apex Court till then. |

Adjourned' to 06.10.2020 before S.B.

e 06.10.2020 - Petitioner in person and Addl. AG alongwith Saleem -

-J_aved, Litigation Officer for the respondents present. .

Former states that the judgment has been

implemented in his favour, therefore, a request for '
“consigning the proceedzngs to the record is made
Order accordingly.




16.03.2020 ' Petitioner in person present. Mr. Kabin‘l’llah Khattaklearned Addl. .
~ AG for the respondents present. Petitioner requested for adjoufnment. -

Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on 21.04.2020° befdpe

S.B. I

Member

21.04.2020 Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case
| is adjourned to 15.07.2020 for the same.. To come up for

the same as before S.B. |
Reader

15.07.2-020‘ : None for the petitioner present. Addl: AG"a'.long'"with
o Mr. Amjad Alj, AsSistant for respondents préseﬁt. ,
On the previous date of heariﬁg the case-was adjourned
through Reader Note, therefore notices be issued to' the

petitioner and his counsel.

Adjourned to 02.09.2020 before S.B.

" (Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)- -




‘ 18.12.2019

. T

03.02.2020

Drefciati-2al

Petitioner in person and Addl. AG alongwith Malak

‘Zaheer, Assistant for the respondents present.

Instant application is with the prayer for restoration of
Execution Petition No. 370/2018 consigned to record on
02.08.2018. It is contended in the application that the
jﬁdgment of this Tribunal was not implemented in letter

“and spirit while the back benefits in favour of petitioner

wggfﬁ yet to be awarded when the proceedings were
consigned.

 The grounds noted in the application prima-facie
warrant the acceptance of application. Allowed, Subject to
all just exceptions.Execution Petition No. $70/2018 shall be
restored to its original number and come up for further
proceedings on 03.02.2020 before S.B.

Chairrman

Petitioner in person present. Addl: AG aiongwith
Malik Zahir, Assistant for respondents present. The
petitioner while arguing his case stated that though
through order dated 02.04.2018, he was reinstated in
service but issue of payment of back benefits was still
held up, as CPLA has been filed in the august Supreme
Court of Pakistan by the respondents which is pending
adjudication. He sought relevant record of the
aforementioned CPLA filed by the respopdents. The
respondents are directed to provide the sai§on the next
date of hearing. Adjourned. To come ﬁB for further

proceedings on 16.03.2020 before S.B.

Member

o

L



Court of

Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Restoration Application No. 370/2019

S.No.

Date of | Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
order
Proceedings
1 2 3
1 03.10.2019 The application for restoration of Execution Petition No.
27/2018 submitted by Mr. Rashid Khan petitioner, may be | -
entered in the relevant register and put up to the Codr't ‘for_ Coor
proper order please. '
. ' REGISTRAR.
2 This restoration application is entrusted tqsi. Bench to
be put up there on OS[H ’Zfz .
CHAIRMAN
05.11.2019 Petitioner in person present.
Notice of the application be given to respondents f
18.12.2019 before S.B.

W
Chair v




) 02.08.2018 | Petitioner Rashid Khan in person present. Dr. Irshad and
| | Mr. Amjid Ali, Assistant alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Addl: AG for respondents present and submitted -
imﬁ_‘lementation report alongwith artival report 6f ‘the
petitioner. However, on one hand, the petitfon contended that
he has not been given the back benefits and on the other
hand, the abové named representative produced another
letter whereby the respondénts have filed CPLA in the

august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

In view of the above stated circumstances, the suggestion
was floated that till the decision of the CPLA, the current

execution petition be filed without any further proceedings.

The suggestion is robust, thus allowed. The éurrent :
petition is filed for the time being. However, the petitioner
will be at liberty that after decision of the august Supreme
Court of Pakistan, and he had still some grievance, he
maybe ask for restoration of the current execution petition or
bring fresh one. No.order as to costs. File be consigned to

the record room.

Annqunced:
02.g;‘.201 8

Chairman , - ¢- o Q-
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15.03.2018 o Petitioner in person . present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
‘ Additional AG alongwith Mr. Amjid Ali, Assistant and Mr Jaffar
Shah, Assistant for the respondents also present. Implementation
report not submitted. Learned Additional AG requested for further
adjournment. Ad]oumed To come up for 1mp1ementatlon report

on 15.05.2018 beforeSB |

%

(Muhammad Arhin Khan Kundi)
Member

o

15.05.2018 Petitioner in person and Mr Kablrullah Khattak Addl

-

L

AG anngw1th Jaffar All Senlor Clerk for the respondents
present. Learned AAG requested for further time. To come

up for implementation report on 02.08.2018 before S.B.

 CHaman

. |
- |

. . o
. ' v :



Execution Petition No. 27 [2018 j

'FORM OF ORDER SHEET

S.No. Date of order Order or other prdceedings with signature of Judge
" | Proceedings
1 2 3.
) 23.01.2018 The Execution Petition of Mr. Rashid Khan submitted to-day by
him may be entered in the relevant Register and put up to the Court for
. TR - | AETER : :
s proper order please. A
_ _ REGISTRAR
2- rYleilig. This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench on-
06 [or)ig
AN
6.02.2018 Petitioner in pefson and Addl:AG for respondents present,

Notices be issued to the respondents for submission of

implementation report on 15.03.2018 before S.B.

(Ahntad Hassan)
Member(E)
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUINAL,
PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. 9\/:} /2018

Khyber Pakhtukhwa
Service Tribunsl

In o |
. Diary Ne._-g_,._..—m

Service Appeal No. 49/2016 ated 33/’//&9’3 .

_Rashid Khan son of Ghulam Akbar, Ex-JCT (Surgical)
District Headquarter Hospital, Battagram..................... (Petitioner)
VERSUS

- I. Government of Khyber Pakhfunkhwa through Secretary Health
Department, Peshawar.
2. Direqtbr Gehera] Health, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Meaicﬁil Superintendent District Headquarter Hospital, Battagram.
4, ._Distriét Health Officer, Battagram. (Respondents)

EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
| JUDGMENT/ORDER DATED 19.10.2017 IN SERVICE
| APPEAL NO. 49/2016.

‘ RESPE(_,;TF;GLLY SHEWETH.
| 1. That the appellant was removed from service on 11.09.2015, against
.',-WhICh the Petitioner ﬁled service appeal No. 49/2016 before this
Honourable Tribunal.
2. That vide judgment/order dated 19.10.2017; the petitioner was reinstated
in serﬁce with all back beﬁeﬁts. (Aﬁﬁexure-A). |
3. That the petltloner after obtaining certified copy of 1udg1nent/érder
submltted appllcatlon on 28.11.2017 followed by another appllcatlon

‘ d_ated- 16.1.2018. for reinstatement in service.(Annexure-B and B/ 1).




- 4. That a period of more than three months elapsed but till date the
petitioner has not been reinstated in service despite the fact that the
respondents have not obtained stay order from the august Supreme Court

© . of Paklstan

5 That the petitioner is a poor person and pressing hard for reinstatement

and zdrears of pay as ordered by this Honourable Tribunal.

6. That similarly placed person who had been removed from service
alongwith the petitioner have been reinstated in service with all back

‘ beneﬁts. (Annexures-C)

It 1srnost humbly prayed that on acceptance of this Execution Petition
the resﬁondgnts may kindly be difected to reinstate the petitioner in service as
per judgmen’t“it)f this Tribunal with all back benefits.

¥

| S (RASHID KHAN)
L ‘ : ; ” : Petitioner

AF F IDAVIT

I Rashld Khan son of Ghulam Akbar do hereby so]emnly affirm and
declare that the contents of this application are true and correct to the best of
‘my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this
Honourable Tnbunal
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BEFORE KPK SE R\ ICE TRIBUNAL PEHSWAR
Alee L . YG)2018

- 11 Rashid Khan Son of Ghulamy Akbar, Ex- JLI (Surgic?

District Head Ouater Hospital Bau

agram
e Appdldnt ;
S . AW . Proviksy
VERSUS Sarvios wmw

mﬂ S 'oi_gd/é)

(1 Government of KpPK, through Secretary Health, l\l’l\

Peshawar,

(2)Director General Health KPK Pesh

awar .
(3)Medical Superintendent,4Disn'ict l-leadquarter,HOSPIIal, | |
Battagram. = | ;
(4) District Health Officer Battagram ?
L Respondents ‘
APPEAL AGAINST THE OuneER NQ 2996-99/00 |
DA” I ED 11-09-2015 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO 43
MEDICAL SUi’[C'Rl'i‘*J’i"E'CN%)ENLI’ BISTRICY
HEADQUATER HOSPIT AL BATTAGRAM VIBE
, WHICH APPELLANT Walk REMOGVELD FieGM R
‘\M - | SERVICK
I praver,
a) On acceptance of the é‘lpj)i;‘ili, the order no 2996-99/0’(} dated
11-09-2015 issued by (he rés‘pon(!cnl no 3 may kindly be set
aside and the appellant sy At Cnsated on serviee with all
. ATTESTER
back benefits. i




- 49/2016
Appellant alongwith counsel and Mr. Muhamma

Attorney alongwnh Dr. .
Assistant and Yar Gul, Se
Arguments heard and

19.10.2017
Deputy District

Irshad Ahmad, Amjad Al,

nior

Clerk for the respondenté present.

record perused..
our detailed

is also accepted as per
No. 48/2016,

This appeal

judgment of today in connected service appeal

titled Tanzeel Ur Rahman Vs. Government of Khyber

a, thlough Secretary, Health
o bear their own costs.

en
Pakhtunkhw
Partles are left t

Department and 3
File be -

others™,

consigned to the record room.

4
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNIKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
S CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

Service Appeal No. 48/2010
Date of Institution... 12.01.2016
Date of decision.... 19.10.2017

Tanzeel Ur Rehman son of Hamayatullah, Ex-JCT (()ph(lmlmoloby) District
Headquarter Hospital, Battagram. _ .. (Appellant).

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 1hmm,h Scerctary. Health, Peshawar
and 3 others. ' . {Respondents)

—_———

MR. KHAN Ai‘//\[

Advocate - For appellant.

MR. MUHAMMAD BILAL o

Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, B CHAIRMAN

MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI, MEMBER
JUDGMENT

NIAZ MU AMMAD Ki- l/\l\ CUAIRMAN: - This judgment shall dispose
of the instant service appeal as well as connected service appeal No. 49/2016 of

Rashid Khan as in both the appeals common questions of law and [acts aré

e ¥ IS,
o x\“\:\k Sen s
s A

involved.
2. Arguments of the learned\counsel for the parties heard and record
pe:rused. o €
FACTS
3. Both the two appellants  were served with show cause notice on

23.07.2015 under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁciency &

D1qc1phnary) Rule, 2011. Both the appellants submitled replies to the show cause

%'hmz.x/\—/?gf

s

B
e

tngul.

o i ,.'.'_/L;

DOUCC and there fter the impugned order dated 11.09.2015 was passed by u&(i(:\)
((w

e

e
-,
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\:’ *_<tent authority,’

imposing major penalty of removal from service. Apainst

this impugned order, the appellants filed departmental appeals on 09.10.2015

which were not responded 1o and thereafter the present appeals on 12.01.2016.

ARGUMENTS

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

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

regarding violation of the rules/standard 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 al

all. 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 ol the

respondents in present appeals, it has been mentioned that the appeliants were

terminated on the-ground that diplomas were nol registercd. But the diplomas of

both the appellants were verified on 26.03.2015. That even in the impugned order

charge has been mentioned. That in the light of

AN

no specitic detail of proof of any
such casual approach of the authority, the penalties imposed on the appellants,

cannot be sustained.

5. On the other hand, the iearned 'Depuly District Attorney. argued that the

then DHO Batagram (Dr. Aqeel Bangash) had made certain appointments. in |
violation of léw and rules. That an enquiry was conducted against that DO and in

that enquiry certain irregularities were pin pointed b)} the enquiry comimittee. That

those illegalities/irregularities were made the basis of the show cause notices
. against the appellants. He further argued that there is, no illegality in the

b Yo%

disciplinary proceedings. e .;»;r.,.,,,.‘D

AR R i3
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CONCLUSION.

6. - The very show cause notice is in general term giving no specific detail of the

charge/charges against the appellants. In absence of any specific charge/charges

no proceedings could be initiated against the appellants. The authority has also not

mentioned that why a regular enquiry wa$ not béing conducted. S6 much so that
no order of dis{aensing w;th the regular enquiry was made by the authority much
less the reasons for dispensing with the enquiry. The appellants have approached
thedepartn_néntal 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 and cannot be sustained in the eyes éf law. If any
specific charge like fake diploma was leveled against the appeliants, then that
shc;uid have been mentioned in the show cause notice. at least. Non mentioning of

this charge or any other charge, has deprived the appellants from defending

themselves in proper way. The diplomas were duly verified by the concerned

Institutc before the impugned orders. . \
O, . Ao
- i\ c
7. In view of the above, both the appeals are accepled and the appellants are

remstated in service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

T

T
File be consigned to the record room. //Mé)
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. ' OFF}CE CF THE i""iEblCAL SUPER!NIENDEN'[__DHQ HOSPITAL BATTAGRAM
) MS Office Phone No. 0997311518 Email Address;

?'!S

y

0997-3115}8

OFFICE ORDER.

In the light of the decision of the Service Tribunaj Khyber Pakhtunkhwa camp court
Abbottabad Bench on the petition/ Appeal No. 1043/2015 & Appeal No. 1044/2015,
Director Generai Heaith Services KPK Peshawar letter No. 7104-06/AD(Lit) Dated
08.11.2017 in the subject case & on the recom mendation of Departmental inquiry
committee constituted for the subject case. Tl appellants bellows are hereby reinstated -
on their services with all back benefit with immediate effect.

The period from tRe date of terimination to dale

_ dhqbtgS ! 8@yahoo.com ‘
Casualty Dept Phone No, 0997-310018 Fax No, ’

No, Y7U[-UF /Office Order dated Ly 012017

of reinstatement may be &ea{-r?g g as leave
the kind due, - - __ o Created
[SNO | Name Father Name __‘_; Designation ]
L | Mr. Asad Ullah_‘/__ — _{ Azmatullah JCT Swgical BS-12
2 __I Mr. Siraj Ud Din Firdos Khan

| ICTRadiology BS-12

Sdxxx . '
Medical Superintendent
- DHQ Hospital Battagram

No & date even above;-
Copy forwarded to the;- '

- 1. Registrar Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Abbottabad Bench for

information with reference to his letter No. 2294/ST Dated 25.10.2017.

2. Director Gencral Health Services KPK Peshawar for formation please—
Assistant Director (Lit Cell), Directorate G‘eu{iral Health Department Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar with reference to his letter No. 7404-06/AD (Lit) Dated
08.11.2017.

4. District Accounts Officer Battagram (or information

5. Account Branch office of the undersigned for information and N/A .
f( Officials concerned for information and compliance

Lo

"
Medical Superintendent
/\k&HQ Hospital Bzzmgra[n

e e e e e
————————




/13_:

(n

'BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHA WAR

E.P No 27/2018
In Service appeal No.49/2016

RASHID KHAN AN GOVT OF KPK -

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF EXECUTION
PETITION NO. 27/18 CONSIGNED ON 02/08/2018
WITHOUT IMPLEMENTINL JUDGMENT IN ITS

LETTER _AND SPIRIT _AND NO BACK BENEFITS

AWARDED TILL DATED -

Respected Sir, |
Applicant humbly submitted as under:-

1. Tha't execution petition,-in the said appeal was filed by applicant,

for implementation of the jud;q\r_nent. ( annexure-A)

2. That execution petition, was not implemented in its letter and
spirits consigned to record room without awarding back benefits

till date.

!

"It is therefore, requested to ré-open the execution petition for

implementation of the judgment and applicant may kindly‘be

awarded back benefits.
| s
w /
Applicant
2 Rashid Khan
. o4 s / )
Y S S




b».lﬂ FORE R}’k SFR‘VI(E TRIBUNAL PEHSWAR

ﬁWem/F = L(é;‘/ 22/6.

. I) Rashid Khan Son oi Ghulam Akb

ar, Ex-JCT (Surgicdy

~ Dist trict Head Quater Hospital Battagram -

............................................................................ Appe]lam
B C A W.E. Provinss
. VERSUS Barvioe Tribu

Blery He38mm
g ,,’;gmw ol
ary Health, KPK o
Péshawar. o z | ' o |

(1) Government of KPK, through Secret

1
|

(2) Director Genéz'al Health KPK Peshawar

(3)Medical Superintendent, District Pleaqu;al;tei"Hospiia.l,
Batta’gram. __

' (4)Dlst11ct Heqlh Oifcel Battaman;

................ Rcspondcnls
e |

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER 1‘1

0 2996- ))/00

ONDLNI NO 03
MEDICAL SUPERIN FFNBFN"! DI

DATED 11-09-2015 PASSED BY ‘RESP

STRJCE

HEADOUATER HOSP T

AL L/‘a%’ TA.(;RAM VH;F

WH[CH APPELLANT WAS ki %’E(.Ni* D FROM i

‘\fe@ra iy

SERVICE

a) On.acceptance of the appeal, the order ho 2996-99/00 dated -
11-09-2015 issued by the respondent no 3 may kindly be set

aside and the appcllum may he Rinst: Ale J on service withall-

AlTE ED.
' . {.J"MS ;'3(,,'” ¢
Al

ba.cl_{ benefits.

PP RS
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49/2016 .

19.10.2017'

Appellant alongwith counsel and Mr. Muhamma»

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Dr. l\}f Rahlm, Dr.

Irshad Ahmad, Amjad Ali, Assistant and Yar Gul, Senior

Clerk for the respondents present. Arguments heard and

i
H
i

"~ record perused. o g

This appeal is also accepted as per .our detalled

judgment of today in connected service appeal-No. 48/2016
entitled Tanzeel Ur Rahman Vs. Government of Khyber

Pakhmnkhwa; througﬁ Secretary, ‘Health Department and 3

others”,
consigned to the record room. , /N\NA

A2 M MM//M

Date of Praccrg casivn ol Ans ’rmho, lﬂflo ”/

Muinbe r 6f War m

Copyzuo Fee ....é T e e : .
Urgent __...........':'“ - .. -
Totalo o BT i

Ncme of «,e,,;',_:“",} s =

R ’ g =
ate o Campw“;;:; Flon ')/g"'f (24 '”/ g-
Nate of Pelivery of ‘\,..J.», ')/-g"/o ~/7.

Parties are left to bear their own‘c'osts. File be

o - -
;T
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e BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
T | t&MMPCOURTABBOTTABAD : ok

. Service Appeal No. 48/2016
Date of Institution... 12.01.2016 .

Date of decision... 19.10.2017

Tanzeel Ur Rehman son of Hamayatullah, Ex— CT (Ophthalmology) District w
Headquarter Hospital, Battagram. o (Appellant)

i

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary, Health, Peshawar
~ and 3 others. - , _ (Resp‘ondents).

MR. KHAN AFZAL, , I .
Advocate ‘ - - .. For appellant.
MR. MUHAMMAD BILAL o

‘Deputy District Attorney - For respondents.
MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN . ...~ CHAIRMAN

MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI, ... MEMBER

JUDGMENT =.'.

NtAZ th  MMAD KHAN,ChAtanN ~ This judgment shqtti@disnos{ :

t‘t

of the 1nstant service appeal as well as connected service appeal No 49/2016 of

Rashtd Khan as-in both the appeals common qucsttons of law and facts are

1nvolved.
2. Afgulnents of the learn?qd_,counselv for the parties heard and recor;i.
.perused. o |
- pacts | I
3. Both the two appellants were servcd. with show cause notice on,\ |

- 23.07. 2015 under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efftcrency &

Disciplinary) Rule, 2011. Both thc appcll“nts ubnn‘ted tepllcs to the show cause

notice and there'fa-fter’ the 1mpugned order dated 11.09.2015 was- passed by trgi?)o

L P.«S‘;




/tent authority, imposmg major penalty of removal from service. Against
this impugned order;- the appellants filed: depaitmental appeals on 09 10 2015

whrch were not’ responded to and thereafter the present appeals on 12.01.2016.

ARGUMENTS
4. The learned counsel for the appellant argued that no specific cha.rge'h’as

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

regarding violation of the rules/standard.criteria of the’ Government in the’

appomtment That in the show cause notice the regular enquiry has not been

dispensed w1th nor any enquiry was conducted That no charge sheet and.

statement of allegatrons were served on the appellants as there was no enqurry at

“all. That it 1s 'not made known to the appellants that under which spe(:iﬁc charge“

show cause notice hzis been served upon them’. That only in the reply of the

respondents in° present appeals it has been mennoned that the appellants were

terminated on the ground that diplomas were not registered But the diplomas of
,. both the appe‘llant‘s. were verified on 26'.03.2015. That even in the iinpugned order
'no speciﬁc detailiofé proof ot; any charge has been mentioned. That in the liéht of -
- . such casual ap.proa:'c'h of the authorit‘y, the penalties im‘posedon the appellants,

" cannot be sustained.

5. On the other hand, the learned Deputy District Attorney, ai%ued'_that the

then DHO Batagram '(D.r. Aqeel Bangash) had made certain ‘appo‘intmen‘ts in

violation of Jaw and rules. That an enquiry was conducted against that DHO and in
. . . N :“ -

that enquiry certain irregularities were pin pointed by the enquiry cornmittee. That

. those illegalities/irregularities were made the basis of the- show. cause notices

" against. Athe'appellants.' He further argued that there is no illegalit,*y; in the

disciplinary proceedings.
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"CONCLUSION.
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6. " The very show cause 'notice is'in general terim ‘giv,ing no speciﬁc detail of the

.

. - e

.chaxge/chatges agamst the appellants In absence of any spec1ﬁc charge/charges
-‘ no. proceedmgs could be 1n1t1ated agamst the aopellants The auth’o'r‘tty has also not -
mentloned that whyl a regular enquxry wa‘§ not bemg conducted So much S0 that
no orde1 of dlspensmg W1th the 1egular enqulry was  made by the authonty much~ '
: less the reasons for dlspensmg ‘with the enqun‘y The appellants have: approached
'- the departmental authority agamst the 1mpugned order and have approached this
‘ 'Trlbunal well w1th1n time. It i is clear from the above facts and c1rcumstances that. i
- _:the whole proceedmgs are 1llegal and cannot be sustamed in the eyes of law If any
Spec1ﬁc charge like fake dlpl‘oma was leveled agamst. the appellants, then that
should have been 'men"‘;ioned' in thc ,s_hlow-l can‘ee'no,tice, at least. Non mentloning of C
- this 'charge or ;any .~otli'er:chargc, has A-dcpr.ived the appellants tirom defending
, .thenlselves, i proper way. -The dlpl(jlnas nfere 'd'uly verified byf thc'concerned _

Institutebefore the impugned orders. Ll W oy

7. In view of the a'botle, both the appeals are accepted and the appelllante,."are |

reinstated in service ‘withall back benefits. Parties are left to-bea:_'\their own costs.

Flle be consxgned to the record room. , S /)Wﬁ/ L
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