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1 . 27.02.2024 i The implementation petition of Mst. Naseem |

: ‘ /
i Akhtar received today by registered post through Mr. |

Hamayun Khan Advocate. it is fixed for implementation

) . report before touring Single Bench at A.Abad on -
i . Original file be requisitioned. AAG has
| hoted the next date. | ‘

; By the order of Chairman
1 A .
i
|
: |
|
| .
i .
J |
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e Uuin Ly regatered oost b returned 10 the counsel for the petitioner anth

Cad e o T dppent n0.566/2023 receivad today Le. on

Vet e by

coeduy Ut Lo wof noved by the petitioner o competent authority
105 the inphlerrenialion 0!"judgment is not attached with the petition.
Fone applicavnn hus alrcady been preferrcd and rewsonable period of
iLoduys ey Do axpired be placed on file, if not, the samie process be
Lo er s tteny after approach to  this Tribunal for the
Thes st Lo Jaugméent,
Lo e e capies fsets of the memo of petition atong annexures i.e.

Seanpnetean sl respact may also e submitted with che petition.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

|
E.PNo. , / éﬁ 12024
- IN
|
Appeal;No. 566/2023

, .i
Mst. Naseem Akhtar wife of Akhtar Nawaz Ex PHSF , resident of Bagh

Near Sub Jail, Tehsil & District Battagram. - | |
' ‘ - +.PETITIONER

|

VERSUS |

!

|

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Elementalf'y & Secondary
Education, Peshawar and others. ’

. .REESPO_NDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATIQN

INDEX
S. # Description | Page# | Annexures
L. Application. = - _ 3 . 1to0;3 -
2. Copy of appeal , - 13 “A”
3. Copy of judgment dated 13/12/2023 Iy— 15 “BY -
4, Wakalatnama o) e
- A
: [ PETITIONER
- Through
- (HAMAYUP]'J KHAN) -
&

-

(FAZLULLA ,
Advocates High Co'urt, Abbottabad -

!
|
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE'SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

’ . | |
EPNo._ /92 102
1IN

- Appeal No. 566/2023

Mst. Naseem Akhtar wife of Akhtar Nawaz Ex PHST, resident of Bagh
Near Sub Jail, Tehsil & District Battagram.

|
|
...PETITIONER

Khyher Pakhtukhwa
" Service Tribunal

VERSUS o Dy v 1233
Dmcd-—._....__../l o 2o 2ed (7

L. Government of Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa through ,}?lelnental‘y &
Secondary Education, Peshawar. |

2. Director Elementary & Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. i

3. District Educatiqn Officer (Female), Battagram.

+.RESPONDENTS

, APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF

JUDGMENT DATED 13/12/2023 PASSED BY THIS

HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN APPEAL NO.

566/2023 TITLED “MST. NASEEM AKHTAR V/S

4 |
GOVT. OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA & OTHERS”,

4

Respectfully Sheweth:-



P

. . B3 ol et B i
That petitioner filed service .appeaf‘ No. 566/2023

against the impugned order dated 05/12/2022

passed by respondent No. 3. Copy of appeal is
|

. . 1
attached as Annexure “A”.

1

That on 13/12/2023 afterllhearir_lg of% arguments this
Honourable' tribunal accepted a%ppeal of the
appellant and set-aside impugngééi order dated
05/12/2022. Copy of judgment i!.s attached as

annexure “B”,

That thereafter, petitioner 'submiif:ted judgment
. ]

passed by this Honourable court in the office of
respondent No. 3 for implementation.
|

That after laps of more than] 02 months

respondents had not implemented judgment dated

13/12/2023 Qf this ﬁonourable trikfunal till  date
and refuse implement the same. |

|
That respondent No. 3 insiead of ‘co;mplying, with
the direction of this -I-Ionourat;'lleg Tribunal,

straightaway refused to comply. with the direction

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

Tribunal.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
instant application respondents be kindly be directed forthwith
implement the’ _]udgment dated 13/12/2023 passed by this

Honourable Tribunal in its true letter and Spmt

.'..!PETITIO IR
Through ;

Dated: J4 /2./2024 | |
|

(HAMAYUN KHAN)

Advocates ngh Court, Abboudbad
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L]emu&térv hducavonﬁPeshawax R

~ Director I:lcmentaxy and Secondary Education, Khyber

Pakhiunkhwq Peshawar, B / : ‘ .
District Education Oﬁlcell(Fel:'nale') Battagram. . . N k.g-"

Td.' CEY v
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APPEAL UNDER R ARTICLE. 22 OF o
 CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF o 3
PAKISTAN 1973 READ WITH SECTION 4 OF
KHYBER }%AKH"I’UNKI—»IWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL iAC'l',- 1974, AGAINST

|
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 05/12/2022
PASSED BY RESP-ONI')ENT _1'\1'0..3,
WHEREBY R,IEE;ZSP()NDEN'I‘ NO.3 REFUSED
BACK BENEFITS OF THE APTELLANT
WLP 01.12.536’1*5'“ TILL 26.0‘6 2019 WHICH

IS 1L L]JGAL, A(JAINS! THE L AW PACTQ

P a3 f
. e e PR
| s 1 BRI
i

.H"»l l"'\.chrui hwa
Service 1By DYV
Fuubre mp

k)
I i B 1 .
A &
" g P d
[y a ! '
dad-Ao ) t ;
: ! i . }
' '
. !
N R N T \
.
G ! 4
)
)

r m o mmeram ae e




o 5
\\J ':’)‘ .. ——
‘ “‘. .!l 18 ;-. i 1

NATURAL JUSTICE, INEFFECTIVE UPON
THE mw;ls QF HE APPLLLANT AND |

LIABLE TO BE SET-ASIDE. N .~

5
Yoot 0
& "", IR |

’ l. A \ LI : ?L v
%;:;:zz"",—'r",:?;?ﬂrm;;: :;_—., ot act T3 - ‘-—v " a-‘;——r-\:
t . i : . ;2 HE o

ERAYER ON A(,u IRTANCE OF! INSTANT
|-
PPLAL. !MHUGNM) om)m . DATED

05 1 mogg pAsst 13\' IU‘SPO\IDFN I NO 3
T0 rl-ir fol LNT OF BACK L’.LNL‘FI!‘S MAY
GRACIOUSLY Bb SET-ASIDE - Asi BEING

n IIH“‘GAL, UT\{LAWI“UI,, ABRINITIO, " VOID ”

| AND ALJ I&INDS Or l-e’lNANCIAL'BAC.K ‘

BENEFITS, BI: IGIVI :N TO THE /\PPELLANl

H

WLF 01 12 2015 to 26. 0620t9 ANY OTHER

RI‘I IL] WIII(,lI THIS lI()NOURABLh COURT
DEEMS FIl AND PROPER IN THE
CIRCUMS I'ANCES OF THE CASE MAY ALSO

BE GRAN : ,,D lO Tlll /\PPLLLANL

Respectfully Sheweth, S

t
Appellant beg to solicit througi instant service anpeal dn

e panl T

the following legal and factual gl'oundé;~

|
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. That the appellanl wals' initially dppomted as PTC

on 11/01/199s,

T 0 Aaklukhwe
Serviee e uned |
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- - 2. That thereafter, appellant submitted.arrival repott

and - thereasler -oin , duty and’ commuws

..'l. s

performed, lledu’ty with fully devqtiqn and

o : «
1 -
1

different schools time by time.

3. That ‘sin_ce appointment appellant performed her
duties with full cfeyotion and liabilities and there

had  no complaint in .respect of ‘her

responsibilities.

Y »
,

4. That on, 01/12/2015 competcm authouty (DEO |

Pcmaic) Battang 1ssucd S0 called without any

~ . /

: .jus‘[i'ﬁcation impugned order whereby_ appellant '
o S was remo‘}e‘ from service. Copy of order dated

01.12. 2015 is anncxed as Armexme “A” '

!.:i.‘I ' CoLe . ’

3. That against. impugned order datéd- 01 /}‘?/2015 .
“o . . o ) ‘/v , ., o " .
appellant fiie' depsifmental appedl bafore: $adr
good self. i 7 B o

. [

J
|

6. Ihat meleaftex appuliant preferred appeal No.

37872016 be‘f(?pre the leamcd | Khyber

i

. ’ Myl akhyukhwe -
I .' . T - posrice Tr@unsd
o ) : | , : . ¥ushuwer :

e

e

B
e b7 it w
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:IjakfltULIRll“\iva Servxce Tribunai against the
s-' _[ ll LR :

im mgmd ordet dated 01/17/20] ‘3 3 | ~

‘: 't.
i it

‘- i
I

_That on '20/{2/2018 afier hearing: of " the

. L I : :
_ ]
arguments learned lr:bundl Camp Court

i
i
'|E'

/\bboltabad acc. pted appcal of the appellam and

set a51de unpugncd order dated 01/1”'/”’015 ‘and

L::|

dppblldm was runstated in service wm dll‘Cpthﬂ

to DL()/ Cpmpmcm ALHhOl ity “lee :espondents

are-directed to.c,,omluct dgz~,novo -z;zq.utry' str;c‘tly, e

H ,}-

in accordance -ws t‘f law and mles wttlzm pgrzod :

of 90 days from the date of recetpt of tlus-

judgmgn;”.. Copy: ﬁ{" Judgment is annexed as
Annexure “B”.

|

e

8. That in the coyhsequenccs‘ of j,udgment.datéd :

.20.12.2018, resp(;)ndént No.3 issued rein__statcmeht L o

ordcr of the appcllam on the same post and posted

i

at 'the same school (GGPS Joz) from the date of _

l

her removal fron service i.e 01 12.2015. Copy of

reinstalement order is annexed as Annexure “C”,

1
o 1

ATTHSTED
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9. That, thereafter,! appcllém joined dﬁty as a-

. reinstated employee.
v
|

10 lhat in lhe llght of Juclgmcnl passed by leamed

i

lnbunal thc (,ompetem /\ulhomy/respondent
RS R LU

2 ' o

No.3 initiated thfe de—noyo inquiry against th.ef

.. o oy \
et .

appellant. Copies| of notifications are annexed as

13

Annexure “D”,

‘;‘:5‘ P ] I li""u‘ £

1. That, meanwlulc appellant - preferre

appllcatl‘on lox 1cmcmc'ﬂ‘ on m(‘f wai g:o‘mds
X , “I‘ . ll’ e !A‘:; K e ', K 1

Copy of ‘applicatici)n is annexed as AnneXu:réff‘E.”. :

"'l

12, Fhat on 17/0‘7/2020 DfO/lespondent Nos'

lssued premature rctwe’menp ordcr Qf_'the

- e -

F\ : .\‘J, H“!

appellant. Copy of retirement order is annexed ‘s )

Annexure “;F”.-, ‘ o

i
l

13.  That since 20/ l2/2018 till to stxpulated perlod,

ie. 90 days/ Apnl 2019 DEO did not conclude

de—novo 1;1qu11‘y,.;clesp1te the clear. du‘ectlon of the

IS

Tribunal. |

AYTESTED:
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Annexure “H”.

q
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14. '.l‘hat, on "2‘12 2021 Inquiry Comnnttee

: I

submlucd mquuy xcpoll before the 1espondent‘

No.3. Co'py c_)‘f inquiry report is annexed as

Annexure “G”:

"l"hat }as;jtlj/ :on'rEOS/ 12/2022 after.reti;‘ement of

[ ;
- two ycars DEO/les.pondmi No.3 tssued Ay .pugned

B It . n_';.':mf,”‘éh 'y

'Notzhcauon n 1cspeci oi back bemﬁls whereby

e ‘! 1‘4

.DL()/lcspondcnt No 3 tcfusud back bene .._1_.s of

the appeliant. (,o:gy,ijs riotzﬁcai_'lon‘:ls‘gnnexed as

i

That on 08122022 appellant preferred

departmental 'app;eal' before the respondent No.2 -

against the impugned order/notification dated
05.12.2022 passecii by’ DEO/respondent No.3, but :

till date respondent No.2 did not passed any order

on the depértme‘?ntal appeal and -similarly not
given any response on the same. Copy of

departmental appeal is annexed as Annexure “J”,

Y, .Ip i
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17, Thaty feeiingiagoricved from the above said

- | N A R
. . Cr e

situation, the appellant seek redressal of “her
i

grievdnces on thefotlowiig grounds; =

GROUNDS;- |

BT

a) That a_ll_-’ proceedings conducted by the officers

concerned - against the law, fact and natural

* justice. | . : v
|

b) . That the. concerncd officers ignored the

principle of jnatural justice ‘and procedures

| .
¢ , . W
rules and 'regulations. W

pr@cribgd by

!

c) I’hat impu'gnc

_— _._O; S

order is against [acts and actual

.. Sy oy '
ground realities and  similarly ¥officer
» A l AR A

P .. \ MY , . (s
concerned toncealed actual fagts? .. 108

RS

; .l 1!-;.?‘:-‘.;‘.‘ v ’ LG ! “ “-? "}l- ! ]»
d) ‘That the competent authority/
impugned 01‘(';:1@?-1&; i respect of back benefits in

cursory and haste manner, which is liable to be
anc vlelo

i

set-aside.

.y L .
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DEO isstéd the
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That the hnphgne'ci order has' beer..passed

’without! gwmg c,-poortunily 'of hearing,

NN
‘ -+

thm.fme thc samc s not mdmtalnable 1 the

- eye o.f law.

H

! ‘ 1 T
[ f L
P . .

bl
g

I' hat t}‘fev 'i;n'pl,iigncd order as well as whole .

R P - S ‘
proceeding is f,'he result of personal grudges of
% . I X - .

DEO Female t}étttanam. |

That the wh'ol'e' pfoceeding and Not‘iﬁ.cation

1

dated (‘):5/]4:2/"2'(')242 against the direction issued

by the ledmcd Service Tribunal in Judgment
|

ddled 20/12/2018 whc1cby strictly actlon for

(,oncludmg thc depaltmenlai ptocc,‘,dm:,/ de- :

|

novo m Giry - thhm 9(\ days bnt rmnm"mt
Ys,

DLO aftel 04 'ycals issued impugned,

. ’
| :

Notlf rahon Wthb is clear violation of law and

!
v

direcri;ion‘i's,sued by. this Honourable Tribunal.

!

That appellant 'iwfaé’ retired on'll7/07/2020_.and |

- after -retiremc{:nt DEO 1ssued impugned"

Notification lapsc of 07 ycaxs whxch is clear

X *akhte
ey vu.e q ,-ﬁu::,m
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e e A e o — =
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violayion of thq‘:: fundmnéntal rightg and natural

- Justice and just to deprived appellant from her
©,A0C Jus] pPER o

lawfyl financidl bencfits. -

Treony

|

i) That the whole proceedings were?cargied out

against thc rules and procedure, prescribe by

E&D Rule.

TR
g 341k
Chiat

espondents  alg

H
i
|
b i
\ 1e N
b B O
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. U

k) That i"'valilable rights of the appellant are involved
and all act of the respondents’. department against

the law, rules, policy and natural justice.
| !

Pl

) That the o'ther-gréunds shall be érgued at the time

i
i
i

of arguments with the kind perniission of this

| o

Honourable 'l’rii:)uﬁa}.
|

m)  That the appeal is well within time:

P
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Dated: [0 — /2023

It is therefore most Humbly prayed that on acceptance

of instant appeal, impugned u]du dated 05 12, 2072 passcd by

res )ondant no. 3- lo the cxtent of back benefits, may gr aclously

be set-aside as bemg nllegail, unlawful, ab- mmo v01d and all

kinds of hn'mmal back bcncﬁls be given to 1ho appellant w.e. f

: 0].112.2015 to 26.06.2019._; Any other 1‘e1ief' which this
|

Honourable court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of -

the case may also be:gi‘antjed_;to the appeliant.
i . S | | 7

~

_4 Through

| (HAMAYUN KHAN) -
| &

| (FAZLULLA HAM, .

|
AdJocalcs Ihgh Comt Abbr‘t aci

VERIFﬂICATION/ AFFIDAVIT:-

R

Venjted on oath that the contents of forgomg appeal are true (md carrect

to the best of my knowledge and belief| and nothing has been concealed
therein from this Honourable Court. " o

! = _ t/ )
. DEPONENT
A
cn.
l\%:::; .
|

... APPELLANT

P N S

gt gt s -, :‘ * :
r -

- -

e




AMELORE \% -

B’FJ*()RP THE KilYBER PAKHTUNKHWA smmcm TRUNA
T EAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD. ™ (N

Service Appeal Na. $66/2023

|
I
i
|
|

BEFORE: MR. SALAH-UD-DIN MEMBER (J)

MISS FAREEHA PAUL ... MEMBER (E)
Mst. Naseem Akbhtar wife of Akhtat Nawaz (Ex- PHST) Resndent of
Bagh Near Sub Jail, Tehsil and District Battagram. . . (Appellant)
V_;-e.;'sus

I. Government of Khyber Pakhtunlldxwa through Secretary Elementary
& Secondary Education, Pesh‘l\ur

2. Director Elementary & Sf*condary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. : |

3. District Education Officer (Femaae) ,Battagram. .... (Respondents)

Mr. Muhammad Hamayun Khan,

Advocate " For appellant
Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, i . . For respondents
Deputy District Attorney :
Date of Institution........ s 14.03.2023
Date of Hearing........... e 13.12.2023
Date of Decision.......... | ............ 13.12.2023
IUDGEMW\ T

FAREEHA PAUL, MEMBER (E): The service appeal in hand has

been instituted under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service

Tribunal  Act, 1974 against the order dated 05.12.2022 passed by

mspondmt No. 3, whereby back benefts were 1efused to the appellant w.e.f.

01.12.2015 tll 26.06.2019. It has b{aen prayed that on acceptance of the

instant service appeal, the impugnedf order dated 05.12.2022 might be set

aside and the appellant be ngcn! back henefits w.ef 01.12.2015 to
|

26.06.2019, alum,wnh any other 1emedy which the Tribunal deemed

appropriate.
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2. Brief facts of the case, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are

that the appcllant was initially appEointed as PTC on 11.01.1995. On

Q,I.,1-2.2015, the DEO (F) Battagram| as competent authority,. issued the-

order of removal from service of tthe appellant on 01.12.2015. Aftef

exlwausting departmental remedy, the appeliant filed service appeal No.
: i

378/2016, before the Service Tribuna!i which was accepted vide judgment
dated 20.12.2018, the impugned order dated 01.12.2015 was set aside and

i3 P x TR o o b - ‘ [ ' - .
the appellant was reinstated in service with the direction to the competent
authority to conduct denovo inquiry jstrictly in accordance with law and .
|. | ,
rules within a period of ninety days from the date of receipt of the judgment.
t .

3

The appellant was reingtaied into service and posted at the same school 1,.e.
GGPS Joz from the date of her.remgval from service . In the light of the

judgment, respondent No. 3 initiated denovo proceedings against the

appellant which were not concluded within the stipulated period of ninety
days. In the meanwhile, she sub111iﬂ;ed an application for retirement on
i
i

medical grounds. On 17.07.2020, ?‘esponden‘p No. 3 issued premature
retirement order of the appellant anid she was retired from service w.e.f

' o C . ) ) 4
01.08.2020. On 22.12.2021, inquiry Commiie submitted its report on the

: l ) .
basis of which back benefits were refused to-the appeliaxlqt, after two years of

her retirement. Feeling aggrieved, she preferred departmental appeal on
08.12.2022, before respondent No. 2| but no order was passed on it, hence

the instant service appeal. ' i
«
|

|

3. Respondents were put on notiée who submitted their reply/comments -
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1

i

learned Deputy District Attorney for:the respondents and perused the case

file with connected documients in detaé].
i
1

4. Learned counsel for the appellém, after presentiﬁg thg case in detail,
argued that the whole proceedings wiare against the direction issued by the
l
Service Tribunal in its judgment dated 20.12.2018, whcrem the competent
auth'ority was directed 1o co_ndué-t amts. conclude  the departmental

proceedings within 90 days but the réspondents issued the impugned order

after four years in clear violation of law and directions of the Tribunal. He

further argued that the competent authority issued the impugned order in

respect of back benefits of the appe?lapt in a cursory manner and it was
| .

liable to be set aside. He requested ithat the appeal might be accepted as

~ |

prayed for. j
| | .

5. Learned Deputy District Attorney, while rebutting the arguments of
|
i . . .

learned counsel for the appellant, argued that in compliance of the judgment

of the Service Tribunal, respondent No. 3 constituted the de-novo inquiry -

committee several times during 2019] but it was the pandemic era of Covid-

19 and due to closure of schools and oftices, those inquiries could not be
;

completed. He further argued that the denovo enquiry was conducted and it
: o o

was recommended that shie did not deserve the claimed back benefits. He

'rc(juested that the appeal might be dismissed.

| : :
6. Arguments and record presented before us shows that the appellant,

while serving as Primary School Teacher, was  proceeded against
|
‘ !

departmentally in 2015 and rcmoved‘i from service. After doing the needﬁll

at the departmental level, she ptefened a service appeal .in 2016 which was
ATTESTED

. ¥
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171

——

PO

accepted by this Tribunal  and v:i_de its - judgment dated 20.12.2018,

respondents were directed to conductjdenovo inquiry strictly in accordance

with law and rules within a period [of ninety days of the receipt of the

judgment. The issue of back benefits was made subject to the outcome of

-

‘the denovo inquiry. in the light of that judgment, the appellant was

!
i |
reinstated in service vide an ordef:r dated 26.06.2019, After that the

respondents were b;mn('i to conduct cienovo inquiry within ninety days, but

the record presented before us shdvés that the inquiry proceédings were
. i .

initiated vide a notification dated% 12.06.2019, according to which a

committee was constituted for the siid purpose. Another notification Was

issued on 21.08.2019, constituting a committee with a different composition

for the same purpose, i.e conducting denovo inquiry. A notification dated

29.08.2019 was issued, available on record, for the denovo inquiry of the

appellant, with another compositioni of the inquiry committee. Another
document presented before us shows that one Saira Tabassum, being the
inquiry officer, inquiring into the matter of the appellant, su/bmitted her

1
1

inquiry report bearing diary No. 240 dated 10,.06.2020. Finally, another

inquiry report dated 22.1 2.2021 was p‘lresented before us, which accordihg to

the learned Deputy District Attorney, was the final reptort based on which

impugned order was issued. During this entire process of appointing

different inquiry officers/ committees; the appeilant submitted an application
for pre-mature retirement on medical: grounds, which was accepted and she

was retired from service with effect! from 01.08.2020 vide an order dated

17.07.2020. | P : /~




7. From the entire proceedings presented before us, it transpires that the
. T : ! . ‘

department took three years to imp}e;ment the judgment of this Tribunal,

" where it'was required to complete t]]‘le process within ninety days of the

receipt of the judgment. It further sho’éws that while ‘conducting the denovo

inquiry, the procedure \\.ras not fully atjﬁ:optedi..e no charge sheet or statement

of allegations was issued to the appeillant, neither was she associated with

the Inquiry nor was she given any opportunity of persoﬁal‘ hearing. I‘t wés
g ! ,

further noted that when the compe‘ienf authority retired the appellant during

the course of the denovo inquiry, how,could thev continue the inquiry under
1

the Khybm Pakhuwnkhwa bovemmem Servanis (h&D) Ru]es 2011 when

the appellant was no more in government service? When asked to clarify the

t |
:

point, the learned Deputy District | Attorney frankly admitted that the

competent authority could not do so lunder the Jaw and rules. This clearly

shows that the entire procedure had {been conducted in a cursory manner

without giving any hecd to the law and rules.

8. In view of the above discussion, the sevvice appeal in hand is allowed

as prayed for. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.
qi.
i
9. Pronounced in open court at Ccf:mp Court, Abbottabad and given

under our hands and seal of the Tribunal this | 3" of December, = 2023,

:.
i . -~
. i . 4
- s

| | | (SALAH-UD-DIN)
Member (E) _ | ) Member (J)
Camp Court, Abbottabad Camp Court Abbottabad
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