
f rorm - A
!’'0RM ORORDARSni-RT

' Com ( iji
— 1

190/2024Implementation Petition No.

S.Nu. I !m;u: oi r.irdci' Order or other proceedings witli signature ol judge
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The implementation petition of Mst. Naseem27.02.20241
/

i Akhtar received today by registered post through Mr.
I

Hamayun Khan Advocate. It is fixed for implementation 

; report before touring Single Bench at A.Abad on - 

______________- Original file be requisitioned. AA6 has

/

noted the next date.

By the order oLChaitimani
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: J^J{3C•u^ .'•;o.S66/202':5 rece;’\/;^J todny i-c*. on

:-i Ly i-just .s foiurned to the counse! for the petilioricr A'lth
. ' i . - ilL I t-'n kt

■;.i.or .noved by the petitioner co competent authority 

jOi irut !{fi|jli.rT'ef!i,\.uion of judgment is not attached with the petition. 

:! til.: applicniion has aiready been preferred and reasonablt! period of 

:u ItciS h '.hi okpirod be placed on file. !f not, the same process be 

-.e ■’{ ■ .i-i n after approach to this Tribunal for the

:: I '. --.it .. ■>! j.icigmenl.

: 1' copic-/SL;ts of the rnenio of petition along annexures i.e.

■ o.i.picu- ■n ail respuci may also be submitted witli the petition.
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BEFORE THE HONQUl^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

E.P No. /2024
; IN

AppealjNo. 566/2023

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

...PETITIONER

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Elementaiy & Secondary 
Education, Peshawar and others. I

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION

INDEX

Description Annexures1. Application 1 tO:3
2. Copy of appeal ________

Copy of judgment dated 13/12/2023 
Wakalatnama

4:- /3 “A”
3. “B”
4.

..PETITIONER
Through^ •

Dated; ///aV2Q24

(HAMAYUN KHAN)
&

(FAZLULLAiHiajAN)
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAI. KH YHF.R—

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

E.P No /2024
IN

Appeal No. 566/2023

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

...PETITIONER

Khyber Pakhtukhwa
Service'I'ribiinal

VERSUS Piiiry No.

Dutcit

Government, of Khyber Pai<Etunkhwa through Elementary 
Secondary Education, Peshawar. i

Director Elementary & Secondary Education, Khyber Palchtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. i

3. District Education Officer (Female), Battagram.

1. &

2.

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

^ JUDGMENT DATED 13/12/2023 PASSED BY THIS 

HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN

OF

APPEAL NO. 

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

GOVT. OF KI-IYBER PAKHTUNKI-IWA & OTHERS”.

Respectfully Sheweth:-



■'V. " .#

That petitioner filed service appea No. 566/20231.

against the impugned order dated 05/12/2022

passed by respondent No. 3. Copy of appeal is

attached as Annexure “A”.

2. That on 13/12/2023 after,hearing of arguments this 

Honourable tribunal accepted appeal of the

appellant and set-aside impugned order dated

05/12/2022. Copy of judgment is attached as

annexure “B”.

3. That thereafter, petitioner submitted judgment

passed by this Honourable court in the office of 

respondent No. 3 for implementatiori.

4. That after laps of more than 02 months

respondents had not implemented judgment dated

13/12/2023 of this Honourable tripunal till date

and refuse implement the same.

5. That respondent No. 3 instead of ,complying, with 

the direction of this Honourable Tribunal,
I

straightaway refused to comply with the direction 

of this Honourable Tribunal.



•r .
/■ ■6. That other point would be raised at the time of

arguments kind permission of this Honourable

Tribunal.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

instant application respondents be kindly be directed forthwith 

implement the' judgment dated 13/12/2023 passed by this 

Honourable Tribunal in its true letter and spirit

;

...PETITIONiR
Through

Dated: /^/2024

(HAMAYUN KHAN)

&

(FAZLULL
Advocates High Couk, Abbottabad
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. '■ ■' Wlyr-ite , ,
of through Sepfstai:^ ag^

■Blemehthryi:tiducation¥eshaW'^:'‘" '
Director Elementary, and Secondary Education, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar'

f 1;' >,•
■it :}

i :

2.
I '•

/ (f -3. District liducation Officer (Fcniale) Battagrarn. {

■ ■ f ■ ' »I,
■! ■M

\
i

APPEAL UfJDER ARTICLE 2-12 OF.' > • 
■' ;L I1

r . '■^ l
CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC. REPUBLIC OF .

\

PAKISTAN 1973 READ WITH SECTION 4 OF
iI

i[; >
I

KHYBER PAKhLrUNKHWA SERVICE I

I ;TRIBUNAL t ^ACT, 1974, AGAINST

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 05/12/2022

PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO,3,

WHEREBY RESPONDENT NOB REFUSED

BACK BENEFITS OF THE APPELLANT
I
i

W.E.F 01.12.2|)15' TILL 26.06.2019-twHJGH 

IS ILLEGAL, Agains t the law, FAcfs.,
' AfTTESTED

!'... f'
■iA ’^.-Kx^ppfirNi/R

-Service ivmuis^ 
p's?*?*.-? *.?/«£■-

/
I
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NATUI?^|, JUSTICH. INIipFRCTiyE ypOJW 

I'HE lypIjTS QF THjJ APPELLANT. AMP 

LIABLE TIP BE SET-ASIDE.

*.
I 1

•1
■(

«
t

■ D; I ^ • '!. ’ r. *

j. • ' '■ >1

Ii I

I.T
{

I $

ilBAYER ..ON acceptance QFi IN-STANT
. ' . * i t • h '' •

appeau I iMppgped

!
!

•l\'

* 1.• \\ 1 •

95=!?;3Q?? PASIPP BY IBJSPONPENT-Np, 3
' .' \ ?■

TO THE pTENT PF BACK BENEFITS, jylAY ' • 

GJlACipypY' BE SET-ASIPE 'AS BEING i 
illegal.

I:
I

I
V

•)

Hj''! !
AlMNniQ,- VOlJD

AN4 AL.L KiW’S OF FINANCIAL ■ BACK '

I
I* ^ I :

: J
r

BENEFITS, BEj GIVEN TO 'I'HE APPELLANT
■ ■ '■ ■■ ■! ‘ ■ ■ D '

W.E.F 01.12.2015 10 26.06.2019. ANY OTHER

1

RELIEF WHICl'I I'HIS HONOURABLE COURT 

DEEMS FIT
i

T - .I

and PROPER IN THE

CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CASE MAY also

BE GRANTED TO THE APPELLANT.

i:i')
i

;

• i *;
I

tI

!
I

\;IRespectfully Shewetli;
■'.. ^ H i

I■1 f! !
Appellant beg to solicit througn instant service aDoea.!'on '' • \ «

\
I»

1. I' V .(r

the following legal and factual grounds;- •V

IJ1 I

I

; 1II, ■ I
■ ■ t\

■ 1 hat the: appellant Was initially appointed as PTC 

on 11/01/1995.

I

ATfrjilSTED

' K.' fNF.n. 

iScfvivi.* 'IvAuiif** :
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2. That,thereafter, appe!lant'submitted;,a,iTiya^re,DQft 

and thereaft:9r ■'joia /duty andh coatiauGUslV 

performed her-.duty with fully devotion and
................................. : j ■' '

‘ 1

different schools time by time.

i ■
1

I

I

V ■

•1,i
' J

;

3. That since appointment appellant performed her 

duties.with .full devotion and liabilities and there I
•tI

Ihad no complaint in . respect of her I

responsibihties. d

'
1

.. V.

4. That on.01/1,2/2015 competent authority .(DEO 

Female) Battagrajm issued so called without any 

justification impugned order whereby, appellant 

was remove from service.' Copy of order dated 

01.12.2015 is anriexed as Annexure “A’h

I

t. .} i\ \ :I ; \
i

1

i II

5. That against, impugned order dmed ,Oi/‘ii2/20'’15
..... ' '■ yi ■■■ ‘'1. '■

appellant 'depaitmental appeal b^.fdf|^v,''5‘ddr
I

■> i

good self. f
V

■ n 1 ' I
f

;

6. That thereafter appellant-preferred appeal No.
/'

378/2016 befcpre the learned Khyber ;
'■ 1

t
; ATTESTED

rl"I

1i ■I
WINER 

'Trwuoiili

C '

I
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I ;Pakhtunkhw'a S'ervice Tribunal 

impugned order dated 01/12/2015.
; i. . i ,

against thei

?:

20/i2|/2018 after hearing of the 

arguments learned Tribunal Camp' Court,

AbbottabacJ accepted appeal of the appellant and
• ' ' '

i • ! ' ‘ •

set aside impughed order dated 01^2/2015 and 

appellant was reinstated in service with, direction
; _ li I . . -i

to DEO/ Cpmpctent Authority 'T/ie respondents
’ • ■ ■ '; ' ■■■ ■ ■ ■ ■■

are directed to cpndiict de-novo inquiry strictfy
' . ".'‘i'' ■ . ■' !■ /fj'■ ■ •

in accordance law and rides within period, .. .......... . . .

of 90 days froin the date of receipt of this 

judgmcnf\ Copy^::;of jtidgment is annexed as 

Annexure “B”.

7. That on
• I

1
!

I

I

ii:

I

I

1

I

f ■II •
t

i

8. That in the consequences of judgment . dated
i • I ■

20.12.2018, respondent No.3 issued reinstatement 

order of the appellant on the same post and posted 

at the same schOjQl (GGPS Joz) from the date of

)

.r
1'^!•

1

her removal from service i.e 01.12.2015. Copy of

reinstatement order is annexed as Annexure “C”.
i

ATTESTED
1

V ■

I>.
Scr

hwtf r
f

!:;
V •
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\

9. I'hat, thereafter, appellant joined duty as a

reinstated employee. . I

i

\

;

S. .1

10., lhatj in the light of judgment passed’by learned '
I '.r

I’ribunar the Competent Authority/respondent 
.. . ^ ■. , ;■ . ■ . . ^ , 

No.3 initiated the dcrnovo inquiry against the ' * i • 'i 
• ; • *

■ x

appellant. Copies of notifications are annexed as
I

■-1 I
Annexure “D”. I

■

I
1I

i
i I 'I

i
11, That, meanwhile appellant preferred .

■ : . oi, . m,v -
application lor retirement on medicai ..grounds.

1
1

;• '>•
ii- ‘

1
Copy of application is annexed as Annexure “E”. 'd

•{ :.

12. That bn 17/017/2020 DEO/resppndent No.3
I

issued prematuie retirement order of the
• I

appellant. Copy of retirement order is annexed as

Annexure “F”.
i I

t

13. That since 20/;I2/2018 till to stipulated period
' ■A ■ ■ " ! T.

i.e. 90 days/ April 2019 DEO did not conclude

de-novo inquiry, |despite the clear direction of the 

Tribunal.

. I

I

•j

; f

. A1 TESTER ^ } f
}

\

K11 kh w
Service 'rrlSuOfil

'5*
•I

/

'I

jirw'i. Ui'.!
I

• M, , -
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14. That, 22.12.2021' Inquiry' Committee 

.submitted - inquiry report before the respondent 

No,3. Copy of

on .
1

inquiry report is annexed as
j

:Annexure •‘C’:

j
,*■

i

15. 1 hat lastly pn 05/12/2022 after , reti|'ement of 

two years DEO/rqspondent No.3 issued'impugned. 

Notification in respect of back benef]ts.;.v./liereby
; .-il- ir" ■ . '‘i'-.r r• '

- ;j ■ ■ . r*

DEO/respondent No.3 refused back benefits of

I

I

..p' -
■

»

4 .:

the appellant. Copy is notification is annexed as 3
5 I. '1

Annexure “H’f\
!

I

• ^

I

16.. That on 08.12.2022 appellant preferred 

departmental appeal'before the respondent .No.? 

against the impugned ofder/notification dated

I

'

05.12.2022 passe^ by DEO/respondent No.3, but

till date respondent No.2 did not passed any order
!

the departmental appeal and similarly not
I

given any response on the same. Copy of 

departmental appeal is annexed as Annexure “I”..

1
_■

on

i

:
j

I

f

AT! I D!
!■

f/x am

Serv.ee
-I' »
]

Ij'l.;

•, y,,'-
IT 1

/
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That;’ feciU^^g/'al'g'ricved from the above said 

situation, the appellant seek redressal of'her

!7. !' -
!|

1 ■i'!

/
grievances on thc’fbll'owmg grounds; - :

1

1

GROUNDS; ~
'r

That all' proceedings conducted by flie officersa)

concerned against the law, fact and natural *

' justice. i

1

I

That the, concerned officers ignored the
}• I <

principle of jnatural justice "and procedures 

prescribed byfules and'regulations. 'h/
I

;/

That impugnciji order is against facts and actual /
;

ground realities and similarly ■'“officer

concerned bd^tceUled actual fact®' , -T* a ^
' ff’- ■'

' \ -f ! i

ft.'-

■' j

That the competent authority/ DEO issued the
i!.

d^

I ■ timpugned ordef in respect of back benefits in 

cursory and Haste manner, which is liable to be
\

I
I

set-aside. ; r! , .ATT6\STED

ri'i: ® '• • 'if:.T ■ !!i:r -iI 1 I

‘i

}



A. : \! w
8. • ! • til1.

- -^11 . : 'J
[hat the hnpugned order Has beeri,-.passed 

without j giving Qpoortunily of hearing,
■g;.- ' g;,;-

therefore, the same is not maintainable in the
; ’

eye of law. ‘

■ e)

\

;
}

1i

0 That the impiigned order as welhas'whole
.1. g. j , • ' . . .

proceeding is the result of personal grudges of 

DEO Female liatttagram.

ii

1

that the who e proceeding and Notification 

dated 05/12/2022 against the direction issued 

by the learned' Service Tribunal in judgment 

dated 20/12/2018 whereby strictly action for 

concluding the departmental proceeding/ de- . 

inquiry iv'ithin 90 days, but respondent

years isstied i.mpugnevi,

NotiF.cation which is clear violation of law and
'O'. ,

direction issued by this Honourable Tribunal.

g)
•’ 1

•: I.
• '(

r
'!

/

novo

DEO after 04 A i

’!

A

I1

h) That appellant was retired on 117/07/2020 and

after retirement DEO issued impugned

Notification lapse of 02 years which is clear
'^'’FES:psn

i

I:

I
I

“S<liy|/e

\
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IT™•' i
I

\ I9V ;
I\

violation of th^ fundamental rights ancj natural 

justice and just to deprived appellant from her 

lav/ful financiail benefits. , : '
'«

i i«;
' I

* ;i) That fhe whole proceedings were: carried out
• * h ' '

against Iht-^ru cs and procedure, presqribe by

I

•<
E&D;Rul(;, I

i

i V1 '-I
■ It'

j - • -''V -a-

That Act oi theVAjespondents alsd ’ag&^i-'vV^li' ■ 
known Principles and Fundamental Rules 54, , I

J)

(,I •

' {T.’
I hat valuable rights of the appellant are involvedk)

and all act of th e respondents’ depaitment against 

the law, rules, policy and natural justice. t

;•
::

1) That the other grounds shall be argued at the time
i

of arguments with the kind perniission of this !
I

honourable ’fribunal.

I
1i

m) That the appeal is well within time.'

J -•;
I

1

t

I .

.f
f

J
■m
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. It is therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptance 

ol instant appeal, impugned order dated 05.12.2022 passed by

respondent no. 3 to the extent of back benefits, may grapiously
' i ^ , - . ■ ' ■

be set-aside as being illegal: unlawful, ab-initio, void and all

kinds of iinancial back benefits,, be given to the appellant w.e.f 

01.! 2.2015 to 26.06.2019.; Any other relief which this 

Honourable court deems lit and proper in the circumstances of 

the case may also be granted to the appellant.

• 'I

I'*'

1

!
i

/I

r'

APPELLANT
Through

Dated: I o — 3 /2023

1-^1 f

(HAMAYUNKHAN)
I

&

.i
1; •li

(FAZLULLAHTKHAN),^ 
Aidvocaies High Court, Abbcttabad,.

!i

VERIFICATION/ AFFIDAVUT:-

. i..
Verijicd on oath ihai the contents of forgoing appeal are true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 
therein from this Honourable Court. !

J

DEPONENT

r • ;r
'

; . t • ••

i

! •

t

I:
A \
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B>?.FORE TOE kllYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVICE ^

Service Appeal No. 5;r'6/2023

MEMBER (J) 
MEMBER (E)

BBFOKIi; MR. SALAH-UB-OIN i 
MISS I AREEHA PAUl'

Mst. Nasecii! Akbtar wife of Akhjtar Nawaz (Ex-PHST) Resident of 
Bagh Near Sub Jail, Telisil and District Battagram.

Versus

{Appellant)

!. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Elementary 
& Secondary Education, Peshawar.

2. Director Elemenlajy & .Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

3. District Education Officer (Feniaje) ,Battagram.

Mr. Muhammad Elamayun Khan,
Advocate

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,
Deputy District: Attorney

]’)ate of Institution 
Date of Hearing...
Date orDeci.sion..

(Respondents)

For appellant 

For respondents

14.03.2023
13-12.2023
13.12.2023

y

I
JUDGEMENT

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 0.5.12.2022 passed by 

respondent No. 3, whereby back bene:pts were refused to the appellant w,e.f. 

Oi.12.2015 till 26.06.2019. It has bden prayed that on acceptance of the

instant service appeal, the impugned, order dated 05.12.2022 might be set
i . _ i

aside and the appellant be givenj back benefits w.e.f. 01.12.2015 to

26.06.2019, alongwith any other remedy which the Tribunal deemed

attestedappropi'iatc.
\

Jr.-:
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f

lil
mi IS'■

2'i
a 2-. Brief tacts of the case, as given in the memorandum of appeal, areI

that the appellant was initially appointed as l^TC on 11.01.1995. On 

01.12.201.5, the DEO (F)^ Battagram
m

as competent authority, issued the¥

order of removal from service of the appellant on 01.12.2015. After
y.:

W' exhausting depailrnental remedy, the appeiiant filed service appeal No.
i

I 378/2016, before the Service Tribunal which vvas accepted vide judgment 

dated 20.12.2018, the impugned order dated 01.12.2015 was set aside and .
•1
4
&

the appellant was reinstated in service with the direction to the competent 

authority to conduct denovo inquiry istrictly in accordance with law and

rules within a period of ninety days from the date of receipt of the judgment.
1

The appellant was reinstated into service and posted at the same school i,.e. 

GGPS Joz from the date of her.removal from service . In the light of the

3 initiated denovo proceedings against the 

not concluded Within the stipulated peiiod of ninety

judgment, respondent No.

appellant which were 

days. -In the meanwhile, she submitted an application for retirement on

medical grounds, ■ On 17.07.2020, Respondent No. 3 issued premature

retired from service w.e.fretirement order of the appellant an^ she 

01.08.2020. On 22.12.2021, inquiry coimrfihee submitted its report on the

was

basis of which back benefits were refused to-the appellant, after two years of 

her retirement. Feeling aggrieved, Jihe preferred departmental appeal

but no order was passed on it, hence

on

08.12.2022, before respondent No. 2

the instant service appeal.

Respondents were put on notice who submitted their leply/comments

the appeal. We heard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as the

A7-TESTED

3.

on

//

'ym.
el

I
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i

learned Depniy Districi Attorney fordhe respondents and perused the case

fiie with connected docunients in detail.

Learned counsel for the appellant, after presenting the case in detail,

argued that the whole proceedings wdre against the direction issued by the
!

Service Tribunal in its judgment dated 20.12.2018, wherein the competent 

authority was directed to conduit and conclude the departmental 

proceedings within 90 days but the respondents issued the impugned order 

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

fiij-ther argued that the competent authority issued the impugned order in 

respect of back benefits of the appellant in a cursory manner and it was

liable to be set aside. He requested [that the appeal might be accepted as
!
I

prayed for, j

4.

Learned Deputy District Attorhey, while rebutting the arguments of5.

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 offices, those inquiries could not be

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

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

requested that the appeal might be dismissed.-

Arguments and record presentjed before us shows that the appellant,6.
i

while serving as Primary School Teacher, was proceeded against

departmental!y in 2015 and removed from service. After doing the needftil

at the departmental level, she preferred a service appeal .in. 2016 which was
attested
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)
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4

and vide its jodgment dated 20.12.2018,accepted by this I’ribnnal 

respondents were directed to conduct denovo inquiry strictly in accordance

with law and rujcs within a period of ninety days of the receipt of the 

judgnienl. '.I'he issue of back benefits was made subject to the outcome of

the denovo inquirv. in the light of that judgment, the appellantI
reinstated in service vide an order dated 26.06.2019. After that the

was

i

respondents were bound to conduct 4enovo inquiry within ninety days, but

inquiry proceedings werethe record prest-Miied before us sho'v\|s that il'ie
j

initiated vide a notification dated 12,06.2019, according to which a

committee was constituted for the said purpose. Another notification was

issued on 2,i .08.2019, constituting a committee with a different composition

I Vfor 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 composition of the inquiry committee. Another

document presented before us shows that one Saira Tabassum, being the

inquiry officer, Inquiring into the njatter of the appellant, submitted her
j „ ■ i

inquiry report bearing diary No. 24'0 dated 10,.06.2020. Finally, another 

inquiry report dated 22.12.2021 was presented before us, which according to

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

impugned oixier was issued. During tins entire process of appointing 

different inquiry o-fficeiV committees, the appedam; submitted an application

for pre-inatiire I'etireinent 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. •
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NJ

4v I uk|jLW



r
W-1 ./^J.

5

Frojii the entire proceedings presented before us, it transpires that the 

depaitment took three years to implement the judgment of this Tribunal, 

where it'was required to complete the process within ninety days of the

7.

receipt of the judgment. It further shows that while conducting the denovo

opted i.e no cliarge sheet or statementinquiry, the procedure was not fully ac 

of allegations was issued to the appe lant, neither was she associated with

the Inquiry nor was she given any ojsportunily of personal hearing. It was 

further noted that when the competent authority retired the appellant during 

the course of the denovo inqtiiry, how could they continue the inquiry under 

the Khyber Pakluunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 when 

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

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

competent authority could not do soiunder the law and rules. This clearly 

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

without giving any heed to the law and rules.

In view of the above discussion, the service, appeal in hand is allowed8.

as prayed for. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced in open court at Cpmp Court, AhboUabad and given 

under our hands and seal of the Tribunal this I3'^‘ of December,

9.

■ 2023.

■

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad

(FA,R^E.HA .PAUL) . 
Member (E)

Camp Court, Abbottabad

(Date of Presentatk^n of 

Number of
zle Svbhan, P.S

Copying Fee
Urgent-----
Total—-----
Name ofCopyiest 
Bate of Complec^on af Crn:; - 
Batfie of Delivery 'pi G©p-/„..—

iS^air-yS-!.





I

^ferKTAt^

T^BVaJAL-

D
—V^

f-1 l-i'ow\

U^£). ^

♦

rUvvuu^vv. ^ fo
1/LL ♦j2t/Vv

c o

■\c

UKjftt

-*«>P’(»Ci*^^ut^(rj[,^

V'

i
\

♦ V✓,
K

>.

♦ ^
rft:

•fife
“V

jiJ


