
Petitioner in person and Addl. AG atongwith Amjad Ali, 
Assistant for the respondents present.

02.09.2020

Representative of the respondents states that a CPLA has 

been preferred before the Apex Court against the judgment 
under implementation. '1

The record shows that the petitioner was reinstated in 

service with ali back benefits and in that regard an office order 
was issued on 24.11.2017. On the other hand, petitioner is still 
aggrieved due to non-implementation of judgment to the extent 
of grant of back benefits.

In the circumstances the respondents are required to pay 

the entire back benefits to the petitioner before next date of 
hearing 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. r\
1

Chai

Petitioner in person and Addl. AG alongwith Saleem
■s ■'

: Javed, Litigation Officer for the resporidants present.
^ i ] '

Former states that the judgment hasj been 

implemented in his favour, therefore, a request for 
consigning the proceedings to the record is made.

Order accordingly.

06.10.2020
K .

. 4

Chairman!;

d'■.'V «! .
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16.03.2020 Petitioner-in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak learned Addl. ' - 

AG for the respondents present. Petitioner requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on 21.04.2020 ^before 

S.B.
■

Member \

Due. to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case21.04.2020
is adjourned to 15.07.2020 for the same. To come up for 

the same as before S.B. a

15.07.2020 None for the petitioner present. Addl: AG alongwith 

Mr. Amjad AH, Assistant for respondents present.

On the previous date of hearing 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.

V.
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member(E)

I !

■

i

I



■A
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. 37f;/2018 consigned to record on 

02.08.2018. It is contended in the application that the 

judgnnent of this Tribunal was not implemented in letter 

and spirit while the back benefits in favour of petitioner 

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. 37//2018 shall be 

restored to its original number and come up for further 

proceedings on 03.02.2020 before S.B.

18.12.2019

Chain n

03.02.2020 Petitioner in person present. Addl: AG alongwith 

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 respondents. The 

respondents are directed to provide the said on the next 

date of hearing. Adjourned. To come up for further 

proceedings on 16.03.2020 before S.B.

Member

/i/
■M



Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Restoration Application No. 371/2019

Date of 
order
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The application for restoration of Execution Petition No. 

26/2018 submitted by Mr. Tanzil-ur-Rehman petitioner, may be 

entered in the relevant register and put up to the Court for 

proper order please.

03.10.20191

REGISTRAR

2 This restoration application is entrusted to S. Bench to be 

put up there on

CHAIRMAN

05.11.2019 Petitioner in person present.

Notice of the application be given to respondents fipr . 

18.12.2019 before S.B.

iT'Chain



3%.3i'^
Petitioner Tanzeel-ur Rehman in person present. Dr.' • I

Irshad' and Mr. Amjid Ali, Assistant alongwith Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present and

submitted implementation report alongwith arrival report of
■ ^

the petitioner. However, on one hand, the petition contended
i

that he has not been given the back benefits and on the other 

hand, the above named representative produced! another 

letter whereby the respondents have filed CPLv^ in the
I

august Supreme Court of Pakistan. |
t

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 proce'edings.
I

The suggestion is robust, thus allowed. The current
I

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.

02.08.2018

Announced:
02.g).2018

v»Chairman ^ ^

i

-J

. /
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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. Adjourned. To come up for implementation report 

on 15.05.2018 before S.B.

15.03.2018

C

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

’ .‘'Z? ;Petitioner in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. 

AG alongwith .Taffar Ali, Senior Clerk for the respondents 

present. Learned AAG requested for further time. To come 

up for implementation report on 02.08.2018 before S.B.

r *
15.05.2018

Chairman
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET \

\|
26 /2018Execution Petition No.

S.No. Date of order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge

1 2 3

23.01.2018 The Execution Petition of Mr. Tanzeel-ur-Rehman submitted to-1
day by him may be entered in the releyanj^ Register and put up to the

Court for proper order please.

REGISTRAR

This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench
.'s

I C’l 11 C2- on-

06.D2.2018 Petitioner in person and AddhAG for respondents present. 

Notices be issued to the respondents for submission of 

implementation report on 15.03.2018 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member(E)

o/



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBULNAL.
■so ! •. ii-A ■4;a

PESHAWAR.

SC&ybei* ’Pakfitulvltwa 
Service Tribuniu)Execution Petition No. /2018

Hilary IVo.,In
-x3 ot

Service Appeal No. 48/2016

Tanzeel Ur Rehman son of Hamayatullah, Ex-JCT (Ophthalmology)

District Headquarter Hospital, Battagram.; (Petitioner)

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health 

Department, Peshawar.

2. Director General Health, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. Medical Superintendent District Headquarter Hospital, Battagram.

4. District Health Officer, Battagram. (Respondents)

i

EXECUTION PETITION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF 

JUDGMENT DATED 19.10.2017 IN SERVICE APPEAL ^ 

NO. 48/2016.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.
/

1. That the appellant was removed from service on 11,09.2015, against 

which' the Petitioner filed -service appeal No. ^^8/2016 before this
/

Honourable Tribunal.'

2. That-vide judgment dated 19.10.2017, the petitioner was reinstated in
1

service with all b^k benefits. (Annexure-A). \

N.

3. ThaUthe petitioner after obtaining certified copy of judgment’submitted

application on 28.11.2017 followed by another application dated-

,16.01.2018 Tor reinstatement in service.(Annexure-B and B/1)-



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 Pakistan.

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

and arrears 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 is most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this Execution Petition

the respondents may kindly be directed to reinstate the petitioner in service as

per judgment of this Tribunal with all back benefits.

(TANZEELUR RAHMAN 
Petitioner

AFFIDAVIT

I Tanzeelur Rehman son of Hamayatullah do hereby solemnly 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 Tribunal.

DEPONENT
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f#'FOT^F, THF PAKHTUNK.HWA SERVICE 1RIBUNAL
, • ^ ' r AMP rni IRT ARBQTTABAD

Service Appeal No. 48/2016 

Date of Inslitulion... 12.01.2016

19.10.2017Date of decision...

' Tanzeel Ur Rehman son of fiainayaiuilah, Ex-.lC'l' (Ophthalmology) District
... AAppellaiU).Headquarter Hospital, Batiagram.

Versus

1 Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary. Health. Peshawar
(Respondents)and 3 others.A.

MR. KHAN AFZAL, 
Advocate

-■ MR. MUHAMMAD BILAL 
Deputy District Attorney

For appellant.

For respondents.

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

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

.lUDGMEN^.''

NIAZ MUl-L-'MMAn KHAN. CHAlRMvVN: ^ This judginenl shtiU dispose 

of the instant service appeal as well as connected service appeal No. 49/2016 ol 

Rashid Khan as in both the appeals common questions of law and facts are

involved.

of the learned counsel for the parlies heard and recordArguments2.

perused.

FACTS

Both the two appellants were served with show cause notice 

‘23.07.2015 under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Disciplinary) Rule, 2011. Both the appellants submitted replies to the show cause

on3.

notice and thereifter the impugned order dated 11.09.2015 was passed

r-
B*



' '' s

2

imposing major penally of removal Irom service. Agamsl

09.10.2015

12.01.2016.

Vetent autlmriiy 
- ^

this impu'gnetl order, the appeilanls filed deparlmenlal appeals 

responded to and thereafter the present appeals

oit

on
which were not

arguments
1

specific charge hasThe learned opunsel for the appellant argued that 

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

no
4.

of the Government in theviolation of the rules/standard criteriaregarding 

appointment. That in the show cause notice the regular enquiry has not been 

conducted. That no charge slieet andwasdispensed with nor any enciuiiy
there was no enquiry aistatement of allegations were served on the appellants as 

all. That it is not made Imown to the appellants that under which specit.c charge

them. That only in the reply of the

A
c-'

show cause notice has been served upon 

respondents in present appeals, it 

terminated on the ground that diplomas

i1i
has been mentioned that the appeilanlssi were

'4 ^gistcred, Bui the diplomas of

26,03.2015. Thai even in ihe impugned ordci

. Thai in Ihc light of

a; were not re
if

both the appellants were verilicd on

speciftc detail of proof of any charge has been menlioned 

:h .of the authority, the penallies imposed

sr'
f:

no
the appellants.on

such casual approa

cannot be sustained.A

argued that Ihcother hand, the learned Deputy District Attorney.On the5.
"I

(Dr. Aqeel Bangash) had made certain appomimenls m

conducted against that DI lO and in

. That

then DHO Batagram

violation ot law and rules. That an enquiiy was 

that enquiry certain irregularities 

those illegalities/irregularities 

, against the appellants. He further argued that there

I
I pin pointed by llie enquiry commuiee 

made the basis of the show cause notices

illegality in the

wereI
I
4

were

IS. no
•-S

disciplinary proceedings. A 1 -ESTED
3

I r. .

K.hy5.j;-^ •,va

a ; >■
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CONCLUSION.

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

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

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

meniioned that why a regular enquiry wa's not being conducted. So much so that

no order of dispensing with the regular enquiry was made by the authority much

less the reasons 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 and cannot be sustained in the eyes of law. If any

specific charge like fake diploma was leveled against the appellants, then that 

should 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

Institute before the impugned orders. \
■ i

7. In view of the above, both the appeals are accepted and the appellants are

reinstated in service with all back benefits. Parlies are left to bear their own costs.

File be consigned to the record room,

Date of Present;:lion a-~'Vution
Number cf We:".;:.. r-Copying Fee-----
Urgent
Total.------- -
Name of Copy- 
Date of Comr'.::. 
Date of Delivery c.

V '
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,4 i<'TT..;8Ati^ C«uaityDeptPhone No, 0997-310018 Fo> ^ 0997jf 11^'*^°“^""’?- r

I Jmi
i
\ No* I ^12L-/0.ffice Order datedl^ . I 1.2017

OFFICE ORDER.

AhhnfHf''H'’R'>'■■‘>-■>'-‘"31 Khyber Palchtunkliwa camp court 
Abbo tabad Bench on the petition/ Appeal No. 1043/2015 & Appeal No. 1044^^2015
Os'n 2n^7^"''H'' Services KPK Peshaivar letter No. 7.'t04 ..06/AD{Lit) Dated

. .2017 in the subject ctise & on tlie reconiniendalion of Departmental inquiry
conmnttee constituted tor the subject case. The appellants bellows are hereby reiLtated 
on their sei vices with all back benefit with immediate effect.
The period from the date of termination to date of reinstatement 
the kind due.. '

i

\

may be tfeating as leave

S.NO Name' Father Name 
Azmatullah 
Firdos Khan

  Designation
Mr. As^ Ullah 
Mr. Siraj Ud Din

1/

_ JCT Surgical BS-12 
JCT Radiology BS-12

2

Sd X X X
Medical Superintendent 
DHQ Hospital Battag ram

No & date even above:-

Copy foi^Kardcd to thc;-
I. Registrar Service Tribunal Kdiyber .PakhlunJchwa Abbottabad Bench for 

mtormation with reference to his letter No. 2294/ST Dated 25 10 2017 
1 Director GenerahHe-ahh Services R-PK Peshawar for informaWptea^- 
j. Director (Lit Cell), Directorate General Health Department Kliyber

08 11 20^7™ reference to his letter No. 7404-06/AD (Lit) Dated

1

5.'.

r

hif.
* j

Id
4. District Accounts Officer Battagram for information

Branch office of the undersigned for information and N/A 
<0. Othcials concerned for information and compliance

V
Medical Superintendent 

Hospital Bittagram

r

r

fv;

i

i

1

Ih
W

4-.:
V-
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I-W. aTo, 1
1 rThe Kledical Superintendent 

DHQ Hospital Battagram

■ S'
I Marrival reportSubject: i ^

Sir, . 1038-16/OFFiCE ORDER Dated 02.04.20,18,Reference your office letter

ly order of reinstatement have been madp byItfe i that ItWith due respect it is subm 

your good office letter No. 1038-46/OFFH 

Battagram on my original post of JCT Op 

against my original post of JCT Ophthaln 

(FNj. Kindly accept my arrival and obligt

1
BORDER Dated 02.04.20186 in DHQ Hospital |

tlilmoloiy BSH2.1 am submitting my arrival reppA 

12 in the DHQ Hospital today on 02.04.2018gyBS-lO
?

p ease.

Dated 02.04.2018

Your Obediently

Tanzcel Ur Rehman S/O . 
Hamayat Ullah 
JCT Ophthalmology BS-1J 
DFIQ Hospital Battagram

a

1

I
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IV

To, o

-;'x: I

fThe Medical Superintendent 
DHQ Hospital Battagram

I!
1 ‘

i

irARRIVAL iUEPORT. i ISubject;
i Ii'Sir, a-1038-^ 6/OFFICE ORDER Dated 02.04.2018.1 :Reference your office letter'
y i

that m / order of reinstatement have been madfe by 
» < 

3RDER Dated 02.04.20186 in DHQ Hospital I .! t
1 BS-H. I am submitting my arrival report against' 

DHQ Hospital today on 02.04.2018 (FN). Kindly

With due respect it is submiit;

your good office letter No. 1038-46/OFFIC
• >•

. Battagram on my original post of JCT Surg 1 'A
U

my origirial post of JCT Surgical BS-12 in t \t
t

accept my arriyal and oblige please.

i I
Dated 02.04.2018

Your Obediently

%
Rashid Khan S/0 
Ghulani Akbar 
JCT Surgical BS-12 
DHQ i lospital Battagram ;

t

\

■

■

■ ft’

u

I
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4OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL SUP 
, MS Office Phone 

Casualty Dept Phone No, 0997-310(

B NTil^LDENT DHO HOSPITAL BATTACf^AM 
' Ema I Address; dhqbtgS 18@yahob.com

•Fax No, 0997-311518

___ [/Office Order dated 02.04.2018

No. 0997-311

No,

OFFICE ORDFR a
j

In the light of the decision of the service Tr )i nal Kh} her Pakhtiinkhwa Camp Court
1

Abbottabad Bench on the petition/Appeal h 

19.10.2017 & Health Department Khyber P 

3085/2016 dated 14.03.2018. The appellant;

48/201(>*& Appeal No. 49/2016 dated

: k itunkhv 'a letter No.SOH(Lit-II)13-

) dow are hereby provisionally reinstated on

their services till the final decision of the St I;me Court of.Pakistan with immediate)

effect.

S.NO Name Father ime Designation
Of Mr. T^zeel Ur Rehman Hama} Jllah JCT Ophthalmology BS-12

02 Mr. Rashid Khan Ghular i .TCI Surgical BS-12

Sd X X X
Medical Superintendent 
DHQ Hospital Battagram

• i

I 4
aNo & date even abovei-

Copy forwarded to the;-
1 - Registrar Service Tribunal Khyber I; Jc 

, information.
2- PS to Secretary Health Government 

information.
3- Section Officer (Lit-II) Health Depa 

^No. SOH (Lit-ll) 13-3085/2016 date
4- Director General Health Services K1
5- District Account Officer Battagram
6- Account branch of this office for inf
7- Official concerned for inforhiation.

itunkh\/a Abbottabad bench for :: I

Chyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for

■ 11 ent Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vv/r to his letter 
c 4.03.2C 18 for information,
4 sr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for information.

information.
: rr lation.

II

Medical Superintendent 
DHQ Hospital Battagram ,

0

I

4

mailto:18@yahob.com


MOST IMMEDIATE 
COURT MATTER

1
iOVER MMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

HEALTH department' 
NO. SOH (Lil-lI)13-3085/2016* 
Dated Pesh: the, 14/03/2018 T

)

To

I
1. The District Health Offi 

Battagram. !

!
2. The Medical Superintei ( 

DHQ Hospital; Batiagrai
nt, I

i

t

Subject:- Aj^XECUTION PFTtTinM js 
r^MR, RASHID KHAN VFR';[ 
HjALTH department

.:.-2Z/Zdl^LN SERVICE APPF^_NO 49/2016
govt ' " “ ■ ' “ ^

OTHERS.
-QFJOIYBEREAKHTUNKHWA

I ain directed to refer to th 

judgment of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
SLibjec tioted above and to state that the 

^ ;'Vice TriJjunal, Peshawar dated 19.10.2017 

decision of the Supreme Court of j
fnay be irnpiementated provincially till 

Pakistan under intimation to this depart
il e fina

Int plec se.

Being Court matter, hence y please be treated as Most Urgent

r;

SECTION OFFICER (LIT-II)Endst: Even No R/

Copy forwarded for information to

1. The Registrar Khyber PakhtukI
2. P.A to the Additional Secretary

in, Ser dee Tribunal, Peshawar, 
ev) Health Department.

14

SECTION OFFICER (LIT. il)

I

i
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BEFORE tHE KPKSERVICE{TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

E.P No 26/2018 

Ih^rvice appeal No.48/2016

GOVT OFKPKVSTANZIL UR REHMAN
/

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF EXECUTION

PETITION NO. 27/18 CONSIGNED ON 02/08/2018

WITHOUT IMPLEMENTING JUDGMENT IN ITS

LETTER AND SPIRIT AND NO BACK BENEFITS

AWARDED TILL DATED

Respected Sir,

Applicant humbly submitted as under:-

1. That execution petition, in the said appeal was filed by applicant, 

for Implementation of the judgment. ( 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 re-open the execution petition for 

/ implementation of the judgment and applicant may kindly be 

awarded back benefits.

Applicant
TANZIL UR REHMAN\

. I
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Service Appeal No. 48/2016

12.01.2016 

19.10.2017
' Date of Institution...

Date of decision...

.f Ek-ICT (Opl.«».olo6,0
Tanzeel Ur Rehman son 
Headquarter Hospital,' Battagram. j,

Versus

Oc,v™™„, of Khfb., P.kh.o„khw. .hroogh
and 3 others.

1.
■a.

MR. KHAN AFZAL,
Advocate
MR. MUHAMMAD BILAL 
Deputy District Attorney

■ MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDl,

. THDGMENT ;..
>^A7.-MUHA.MMAD khan, CHMRMAN: - This judgment shall dispose

connected service appeal No. 49/2016 of

Rashid KKan as in both the appeals common questions of law and facts are

For appellant.

For respondents.

■ CHAIRMAN
■ MEMBER

well asof the instant service appeal as

involved.

heard and recordof the learned counsel for the partiesArguments2.

perused.

FACTS

served with show cause notice on^;.Both the two appellants we 

23.07.2015 under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (EfBciency.& 

Disciplinary) Rule. 2011. Both the appellants submiSed replies to the show cause 

thereafter the impugned order dated 11.09.2015 was passed byj^

3.

notice and



.. r' •« i"

2r- , t

e •

^ ■'^C^'CStent authority, imposing major penalty of removal from service. Against
/' V ‘

' this impugned order, the appellants filed departmental appeals on 09,10.2015 

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

1-1\ '

ll

:

arguments

specific charge hasThe learned counsel for the appellant argued that no4.
}

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

of the rules/standard . criteria of the Government in the

I •

regarding violation

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 

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 ot the

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

not registered. But the diplomas ofterminated on.the ground that diplomas 

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

specific detail of proof of any charge has been mentioned. That in the light of

were
I

no

■ such casual approach of the authority, the penalties imposed on the appellants,

cannot be sustained.

On the other hand, the learned Deputy District Attorney, argued :that the 

then DHO Batagram (Dr. Aqeel Bangash) had made certain appointments in 

violation of law and rules. That an enquiry was conducted against that DHO and in 

that enquiry certain irregularities were pin pointed by the enquiry committee. 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 

disciplinary proceedings.

5.
I •

attested

5>e]viccTr.!-..-jni

i
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CONCLUSION.

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 xharge/charges 

no proceedings could be initiated against the a.ppeliants: The authority has also not 

mentioned that why a regular enquiry w^. not'being conducted. So much .so that . ■ 

order of dispensing with the regular enquiry was made by the authority much- 

less the reasons 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 and cannot be sustained in the eyes of law. If any 

specific charge like fake diploma was leveled against the appellants, then that 

should have been mentioned in the show cause notice, at least. Non mentioning of

no.

• i.-

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

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

Institute before the impugned orders. \
‘

In view of the above, both the appeals are accepted and the appellants are- 7.

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

y(dFile be consigned to the record room.
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