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The implementation petition .of Mr. Javed i(han
received 'today by registered post through IVIr Hamayun
Khan Advocate. It is fixed for implen‘ner.\tation report
"before; tou_ring Single Bench. at A.Abad on 25.07.2024.
Original file be requisitioned. AA,G has no.ted -the next

i - g . :
| date. Parcha peshi given to counse! for the petitioner.

By'the ordeg of ’“‘/yydn
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. BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
' PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

. : E.P No7 Sé 12024
| ' Appeal No. 2009/2022

Javed Khan son of Muhammad Imran, Ex-JCT Surgical BPS-12, resident of
Tamai, Tehsil & District Battagram. |

..PETITIONER
VERSUS .
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa”through Secretary Health; Peshawar
‘and others.
... RESPONDENTS
APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION
INDEX
S. # - Description Page # | Annexures
1. Application 1to3
2. Copy of appeal oy 4 1) “A”
3. Copy of judgment dated 24/01/2024 15 4o 1) “B” :
4, Wakalatnama 22
..PETITIONER
Through
Dated:!).-Zoi /2024
(HAMAYUN KHAN)
_ &

(FAZLULLAH KHAN)
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

E.P No. 2 55 /2024

IN
Appeal No. 2010/2022

Javed Khan son of Muhammad Imran, Ex-JCT Surgical BPS 12, resident of
Tamai, Tehsil & District Battagram.

...PETITIONER
{hgyhcr Pakhtukivwi

ervive Tritresvrad ‘ .

VERSUS - e i&&?
Da!uual_wq

1.  Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health,
Peshawar.

2. Director General Health Services Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

3. District Health Officer Battagram.

...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF

JUDGMENT DATED 24/01/2024 PASSED BY THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN APPEAL NO.
2010/2022 TITLED “JAVED KHAN V/S GOVT. OF

- KPK & OTHER”

Respectfully Sheweth:-




p‘

A ]

That petitioner filed service appeal No. 2010/2022
against the impugned orders dated 23/08/2021 and
27/08/2021 passed by respondent No. 2 & 3. Copy

of appeal is attached as Annexure “A”.

That on 2_4/01/2024 after hearing of arguments this
Honourable tribunal set-aside the impugned orders.

Copy of judgment is attached as annexure “B”.

That thereafter; petitioner submitted judgment
passed by this Honourable court in the office of

respondent No. 3 for implementation.

That after laps of more than 06 months
respondents had not implemented judgment dated
24/01/2024 of this Honourable tribunal till date

and refuse implement the same.

. That respondent No. 3 instead of complying with

the direction of this Honourable Tribunal,
straightaway refused to comply with the direction

of this Honourable Tribunal.

Ay a w1, o
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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 24/01/2024 passed by this

Honourable Tribunal in its true letter and spirit

r/
...PETITIONER

W e

(HAMAYUN KHAN)

Through

Dated: [Llo}_‘ /2024

&

o

(FAZLULLAHXHAN)
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad
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"BEFORE THE HONOU RABLE KHY ...)El? PAKHTUNI&HWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

 Appeal No. 2,010 /2022

Javed Khan son of Muhammad Imran (Ex CT Surglcal BPS- 12) resident -
of Tama1 Tehsil & District Battagram.-

LY N —

...APP1ELL_ANT |

VERSUS !

- Govt. of Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health 'Pes.ha\.fval.
Director General Health Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa1
- District Health officer Ba‘rtagl ArG. :

...RESPONDENTS

APPEAL TNDER = ARTICLE 212 OF " THE

CONSTE'TUTIOT~'[- ¥ C}F-- - ISLAMIC RE?? TFJ u._ xel

N

PAKISTAN 1973 READ WITH SE(_"LM T

KlfYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

| -Acr _1974 AGAINbT rm IMPUGNED ORDER
. DATED 23.08.2021 PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT

~ NO. 2 AND ORDER DATED 27.08:2021 PASSED BY

i

" RESPONDENT NO. 3, WHEREBY, RESPONDENTS

NO. 2 AND 3 CANCELLED APPOINTMENT ORDER

OF THE ' APPELLANT, WHICH IS [LLEGAL,

UNLAWFUL, AGAINST THE LAW, FACTS AND

'y v e
i R+ "W v




Respectfully Sheweth;-

"ASIDE.

. NATURAL JUSTICE AND LIABLE TO!BE SET

' GRANTED TO 'lHE APPELLANT.

following legal and factual back grbimds':- .

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL |
IMPUGNEIS_ ORDER DATED 23.08.2021 PN_;SSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 2 AND SIMILARLY ORDER
DATED 27.08.2021 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO:
3 MAY KH\DLY BE DECLARJ:D AS NULL AND

:
VOID ILJ.JE(JAL UI\LAWFUL ALAINSx 'I—h:':-

" LAW, vom ABI- INITIO HENCE LIABLE 10 'BE

SET- ASIDE AND APi “‘JLLAN BE REINSI ATED IN

: SERVICE ALONGWITH' ALL ‘BACK BENEFITS.

' ANY OTE IER RELIEF WHICH THIS HONOURABLE_

TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND PROPER IN TI—I“- o

CIRCUI\/ISTANCES OF THE CASE MAY ALSO BE

Appellant bég to solicit throﬁgh instant ap'peal on. the
. . | . |

|
| .
‘ |

1. That on G1.06. 2021, 1esp0ndent No. 3 adverused

d}fferent posts mcludmg JCTC (Sur g1cal BPS 12) _'
|

Copy . of advertlsement 18 annexed as Annexme :
: i

v
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|
. - B

That consequent upon the advertisement, appellant

submitted “documents for the post ef : Sfurgiea]

" Technician BPS-i2. Copy of Clﬁthlh”ht‘" s

‘ .annexed as Annexure “B”. - b

- That thereafter, respondents condueted test/

interview and after completion of process on' the

oo

recommendation “of - Departmental ! Selection

Committee on 30.07.2021 reSpondent Ne 3 issued

appomtmem 01der of the appellant Copy of

japp()1111:11'1{3111 01de1 of appellant 1s - annexed as

| .
Annexure “C”. - i
That on 03.08.2021, a-lppellant submitted arrival

report at Type-D THQ Hospitel Banna Allai and

- joined duiy. Copy of arrival report is annexed as

Annexure “I)”. '
. | B
x I . )

I :

~ . That on 23 I3, 2021 respondent No 2 1.,sued letm_

to t-he respenden-t No. 3, whereby, 'l'asp'(l.tfj-:l{.:'_ﬁ‘; o,
2 cancelled appointment order ‘of the appellant.

Copy of impugned l:—:-ttel‘_ da.ted_'23.08.20_21 is -

annexed as' Annexure “E”.

]
|
|
i
1
i




— —

I
|
|
|
1

w?-»»

That Jumlall / en 27.08. 2021 lespondent No 3

cancelled ppomtment order of the appellant mn the
|

Iligh-t of lette1 . dated 23 08.2021 . 1ssued by_

l

res pondent No 2. Copy of 1mpugned lette1 dated |

l PO

t ' '? I *'

b
e
|

'I‘hat thereafte1 appellant alongwuh ol.hers ﬁled

. _ 27 08. 2021 ts arllexed as Annexme “F” S ':ii ¢

i’;ll

Const1tut10nal Petmon before the Honomable

Peshawar ngh Court, _Abbottaba_d Behch. due to

- ambiguity about the term and condition of the

appellant. Copy of Writ Petition No. 955/2021
(Departmental Appeal) s ‘annexed  -as
Annexure “G”. : . '

1S

_ B -
That thereafter; respondent submitted l comments

o

'leefore the Honourable 'Peshawar_ High Court,

Abbottabad. Bench and on lS.O9.2:022, after_

~hearing of I-'ai*'guments, Honourable Peshawar High

Court’ converted writ petition to departmental
appeal and sent to the respondent No. 2 for
disposal within 90 days. Copy of comments and

order is anr:exed as Annexure “H” &~

¥ e (%

Tha: after eomhletlon of- supulatcd peuod (90

days ), respondent No. 2 d1d not gwe any 1esp0nse g




10,

. Beich. ' R

I

i

| .
and sumlally not passed any orde on the

departmental appeal whlch was. sent by the

_Honomable Peshawar ngh Court Abbottabad

That, - beiag . aggueved fwm “the ozder dated

23.08.2021 and 27.08.2021 passed by respondents -

No. 2 and 3, the appellant is before this

" Honourable Tribunal with the appeicll n 'hand "

N inger- aha on me, followmg amongst 01;,_,1 gro_und_’:_;;'-f

f aaU Cw gy

GROUNDS:- I e

a. That the impugned 01fder/ act of respondeﬁts

i

s illegal, unlawful, without lanL'}l_ auth'érity,._'.'

_arbiti*ary, perverse, against the principle of

natural justice, hence ineffet:tive “upon the

‘rights of the appellant and thus hable to be

_ set—a31de

].
<

b, Thatall prdceedings were conducted against

4

a wéll known principle of natural justice and

guaranteed fundamental rights of appellant L

‘and. therefore as the appellant has been

condemned - unheard, therefore, the
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:.i:',npugned order/ dct 15 liable to be set-aside
and appellant be reinstated with all back
I - |
benefits. ' i

£

t
I

That the impugned orders of rl'GSpoildehtS are
sheer example  of _;_higﬁhéﬁdédneké,s ‘and

politicz__d motivation, Henoe, liablei to be set_—' '

aside.

That the impugned act of respondents is a

worst example of discrimination and mis_use |
of pewer/ authority.” j
That the act of department against’ the

Article- 4 _.&: 25 of the Const:itutioﬁ of

I's_lan?-:,iq_. Repﬁblic of Pakistan '__é;.s-"-_\;_&(ell_ as

Ye PEPRERY t W o

P

natural justice and intentionaliy il dae Ty

1

1'elea_séd back beneﬁts:' ' -

'
(W

That, impugned letter/ order are’ based on
personal grudges and interests which is not
s’u_stainable.- ,
That, impugned letter/ order are against the

rules, no regular inquiry was conducted nor

|
|
|

{




k

the opportunity of defence and hééring was

given to the appellant.
S |

| .
That, all the pmceedmg conducted by

resp Jndems No 2 and 3 are clea1 violation

of E&D Rules and 1ssued 1mpugned oxdels '

_W1thout any . lawful Jusuﬁcatlmn hence

meffectwe upon the ughts of appellant and

are hab‘e to bu set-a51de

3
oo

|
i
'

That, the 2ct of respondent is against

guaranteed constitutional rights of the:

- . ) o : '
appellant, which ‘are also against ithe norms

and dictates of Justice. -

Ihat, impugned orders are issued in a hasty
|

manner, which did not fulfill |the codal
i
requirement, hence having no legal value, is -

l1able to be struck down

{

That the valuable rights of the applicant are
involved. "and all act of the finance
department against the law, rules, policy and

natural justice




L That the othe1 glounds shall be ar gued at the

t_1me of a_rguments with the kmd_' _per_mlssmn

- ofthisHonoursble Tribunal. -\

- It is, there‘fore humbly prayed that on aeceptance

of mstant appea] 1mpugned order dated 23 08. 2021' '

passed by 1espondent No. 2 and similarly 0rde1 dated

- 27.08.2021 passed by 1espondent No. 3 may kmdly be

‘declared as nuli and vmd 1llegal unlawful agambt Lh,

. 1

law vold, d,b1 mmo henee hable to be SF‘T-d.':*l ¢ aad -
 appellant be remslated in service alongw1th all back
benefits. Any othcl 1ehef rlmcl this I—Ionourablc Tubunal. o

' deems fit and plOpel in the cucumstances of the case -

| inay also be gianted to the appellant

- APPELLANT =

_ Thl'odgh o |
Dated: .4 “2, /2022 . T V@i
(HAMAYUN KHAN) -

|

(FAZL I{Lgl%mm

Advocates ngh Court, Abbottabad

o -VERI’FICATION/AFFIDAVIT;-- R ‘

Verified on oath that the contents of forgomg appeal are true tmd correct

fo the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed’
-therem from this H, onoumble Coum‘ _ :u\/k

DEPONENT
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f Javed Khan son of Munammad Imran (Ex. t. Sufgical‘ BPS-'iiji resident
of Tamai, Tehsil & District Battagram. S '

L D —

...APPELLANT -
VERSUS Lo

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 'f.\rough Secretary Health Peshawar,

Director General ealth Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
District Health officer Battagram

7. RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE 212 OF THE
CONSTITUTION - OF 1SLAMIC REPUBLIC * OF
CPAKISTAN 1972 READ WITH SECTION 4 OF

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

ACY 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER

DATED 23.03.202 l- PASSED BY THI I:{_ESI-i’t')'ND'[E.'N'l"
NO. 2 AND ORDLR l)A'l'ED 2? 08.2021 PA\S‘-D BV'
- RESPONDEN'I‘ NO. 3 WHEREBY RESPO? JL)LJ\IB
“\JQ 2 AND 3 CANCELLED APPOINTM‘E\}T ORDER
OF  THE ¢ APPELLANT, WHICH 18 '.i['_,{.,if“;G.ﬁ\I_.,

UNLAWLEUL, AGAINSY 'l'}-_lE LAW, FACTS AND

ATTE

ar
h‘(é\‘h‘l:’ﬂ'ﬂu
Ky bor ekl tukbwe

Sy iee Teiby et
F vy o 0 b £
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ORDER Es
24.01.2024 1. Leamed counsel for thc appellant present. Mr. Asi "‘Masood y
Nl

{ 0
Qe

Shah leamed Deputy District Attorney Dr. Adnan Shehzad\L‘ﬁganp

.. V:A 3 | /ﬁ] /]/04%9/] O/ .,_«:t k_.;-\;s——'-'" o

i

it 2
P

~ Officer for the respondents present.

2. - Vide our détailcd.lj{zdgment of today piac.ed_ 01'1‘[ file in service
_appeal No. 2009/2022 tiﬂ'cd “Muham;lnad Wagqar Vs. Sécretary Health
énd qthers”,' the impugned orders are set«_aside and app_e_tllant..is
reinstated into service for the_ purpose of denovo mqurry with.
dire.c'_tion:tc; the respondents to asséciate Iappellant with the mqunry _
..proceeding by providing opportu‘nity of defense and hearirig to
hin;l-.-...Res;Jondeni are .further dir%:ctcd -to. condﬁct and conclude
inquiry within sixty days after receipt of copy of this order. I‘Cc')s-ts_

: s_haﬁ follow the evént Cbnsign. /

3. Pronouncéd in camp court at Abbottabad and given our hands

and séal of the Tribunal on this 24" day of January, 2024.

(MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN) (RAS\DA BANO)
Member (E) ; Member.(J) :

Camp Court Abbottabad Camp Court Abbottabad

. Su ;;:3._ il 1 II % . .
L t.ah.a:..:-,:: ol : M
4
LT Date of Presentation of Application ="

Number of Words wo—demms

Copying RS I-Y AR ;:
Urgent ,__% Z2 R -
Total — j/
Name of Copyitnsim. b e /7/b .
Trate of Comnplection Ot Ll ——m- ,..,

Date of Dalivery of Ot . ___7/ /7//),?‘.—




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHA W7 1"\“
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD rr’/ /

Service Appeal No: 2009/2022

BLFORE MRS. RASHIDA BANG
MR. MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN .

Mr. Muhammad Wagar S/o Muhammad Bashir (Ex. ICT Surg,icla!, BPS-12),
Resident of Tamai, Tehsil & District Battagram.
| | ' v (Appeliani)
VERSUS |

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Health, Civil

Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Director General Health Services Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa_

Peshawar.
3. The District Health Officer, Battagram.

(Respondents)

Mr. [Hamayun _
Advocate For appellant
Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah . R TONE
Deputy District Attorney For rGSpondcnts

Date of Institution...................... 28.12.2022

Date of Hearing......................... 24.01.2024

Date of Decision..........cooccivin 24.01.2024

JUDGMENT

CE

Rashida Bano, Member (J): The instant service appeals have been instituted - |

under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Act 1974 with the
prayer copicd as below:
“On acceptance of instant appea;l the impugned order dated

+

23.08.2021 passed by respondent No.2 and similarly order dated

\\ ‘h\\d g

sy




- 27.08.2021 passed by respondent No.3 may kmdly be dcclarcd as

nuif and vmd 1llegal unlawiul against the law, void ab—lmtlo,
hencc liable to be sét aside and the appellant be reinstated in
service a.lengwith all back benefits. Any other relief which this
honorable triﬁttnai deems fit and proper in the circumstances 6f

the case may also be granted to the appellant.”

2. Through this judgment we intend to dispose of instant service appeal

as well as connected service appeal bearing N0.2010/2022 titled “Javed

Khan Vs Secretary Health & Others” as in both the appeals are common

Question of law and facts are involved. X
3. | Brief facts 1eading to ﬁiing of the instant appeals are. that' the
applellants _Qere_appﬁihted against the posts of JCT (Surgical) \?éde order
dated 30._07".2021. They were serving against théir respective seats \Xfi}t;ﬂ in

the meanwhile, vide office order dated 23.08.2021, their appointments were

cancelled and an inquiry was ordered to be conducted in. the matter.

- Resultantly, ali the mders were camelled vide 1mpugned ofﬁce order dated

27.08. 2021 Feelmg aggrleved from the said orders, they hled writ petition

 before the Peshawar High Court and the Peshawar High Court, vide order
dated 15.09.2022 transmitted the writ petition to the respondent‘S*"fdf -

treating’ thie” same -as departmental appeal. But the respondents did not

respond to the departmental appeal, hence, the instant service appeals.
4. Respoﬁdents‘ wére put  on notice who submitied written

reply/comments on the appeal. We have heard learned counsel for "thie

Q appellants and Mr. Asif Masood Alz Shah, Deputy District Attomey fox the

y 51'@




case in minute particulars.

o s

respondents and have gone through the record and the procecdings of the‘-
5. Learned counsel for the”appeilants_ argued that the impugned o'rd'efé |
dated 23.08.2021 and 27, 08 2021 were against }aw, facts and norms of:

natural _]USIICE: He submitted that the 1espendents had violated Amcles &

25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 Further

submitted that no inqqiry ﬁad been conducted before passing of the |
impugned orders which was against. law and rules. Lastly,h he C(’mel.uded.
thet 1;11e action taken against the appellaﬁts was arbitrery anel ma‘iaﬁ(.i_e;,l_
1herefore he requested for acceptance of the instant service appeals. o
6. | Come;sely, learned Deputy District Attorney submitted that the

respondents had ‘treated appellants in accordance with law, rules and

~ principles of natural justice. Further submitted that a fact ﬁnding i_nqilix'y'

had been cenducted before passmg of 1mpugned orders; that the appe]lants'
were appomted without eenduemg, of ETEA test. Further submltted that-

ilregul'aritle-s had been committed in the process of. appointments of the

appellants due to which their appomtments were cancelled. Therefore, hie

requested for dismissal of the instant-service appeals.

7. 'Perusal of r'ecord reveals that appellants- applied for their respective ~

posts in consequenee of publication published in newspaper for the posts of .

| JCT Surgleal advertlsed by respondent N03 Appellants were consxdered.

by the DPC duly conbututed cmd attended by the lespondent N03 as_

=C hauman Dr. Ahmad lcusai lepzesenmtwe of DGHS and Mr Mustafa

SEI v Tri;.z

!1"‘3!“ LT
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Khan representative of DC Baitagram as members held on 14.07.2021

upon recommendation of DSC, appellants were appointed vide order dated

30.07.2021 by respondent No.3.

8. Appéllan'ts assumed cl%xarge of their posts on 3.1..07‘2'0'21 énd
- 03.08.2021 respectively and started performing official - duties: but
, appointment order was withdrawn by Director General Heallth -vide Qr.der
Idated_ 23 .08.2021 followed by order of respondent No.3 dated.Z_?.OS.ZOZ i

/

on the grounds of uregularities committed during appointing/recruitment

process. Appellant approached worthy Peshawar High Court, Peshawar by

ﬁ_ll_ing writ petitio'n bearing N0.955/2021, which was considered as

departmental appeals vide order dated 15.09.2022 by considéll'ing'

appellants as civil servants and send it to the respondent to deéide_ it. The

order of worthy Peshawar High Court is reproduced as under:

“Since the matter squarely falls within the jurisdiction of
service tribunal, as such, jurisdiction of this court is bar

wrder Article 212 of The Constitution of Islamic Republic of

Pakistan”

In view thereof copy of the memorandum of this writ petitions be
transmitted to the respondents/department and be treated as departmenfal

appeals for decision in accordance with law, On the completion of 90 days

the petitioners would be at liberty to approach service tribunal subject to alt’

(; just and legal exceptions. Respondents after receipt of order of Worthy

Khyher h “ '. "{QM
Seevier Pribun
Pashawwpsr .




"11.- Inthe circumstance it would be appropriate to provide opportunity to

Peshawar High Court alongwith writ petition did not decided the matter
within 90 days.

- . B .- ) R . .!.. . ) . ] . ,I,_,,Ijlr-
9. It is also pertinent to miention here that appointment orders were

cancelled as per representative of respondent upon report of _1'esp6ﬁ213h"i

No.3 who reported that local MPA Mr. Zubair forcefully snatched ‘entire

record of appointments/recruitments of appellants at gun point from him as

‘he wants to get appoint his blue eyed who was not appointed; When

respondent No.3 reported incident of snatching of record legal proceeding

must be initiated against the said MPA but instead of doing so, appointment

‘orders were concealed without providing opportunity to direct effectees i.e.

present appellants which is against the settled norms and rules upon subject

Ty
¥

and is not sustainable in the eyes of law.

10. Moreover it is mentioned in cancellation order dated 27.08.2021 "

local in-charge are directed not to accept the arrival of any of

appointee/candidate but present appellants submit their arrival reports amd:;-L
_ | : e

also assumed charge of their posts. So, when appellants assunied charge

S rh{
then they became civil servants and they will have to be dealt with inf

- g . .
. _ ) . C
accordance of rules and law, otherwise too Worthy Peshawar High Court
. - o ; lI:,'-'
consider appellants as civil servant.
R

!

the appellants to defend themselves as they were appointees of the process
i

-in which irregularities were allegedly committed. Hence, impughed orders

it

'y L B
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are set-aside with direction to the respondents to associate appellants with
the inquiry' .}Sfoceeding by providing opportunity of defense and heariné to
them. Appellants who assumed charge of their respective posts are heréby
reihsta:ted'int(.) service for the purpose of int’:}u_iry; Respondént are further
directed to conduct and conclude inquiry within 60 days after recei_p-t. of

copy of this order. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

12, Pronounced in camp court at Abbottabad and given our hands and

seal of the Tribunal on this 24" day of January, 2024.

(MUHAM
Member (L) Member (J) o
Camp Court Abbottabad Camp Court Abbottabad |
*M Khan

AKA&%AN) (RASHIDA BANO) !




e e mmae A m ————an

xS

. ORDER

| N

24.01.2024 1. Learned counsel for the.appel_iam present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali

_Shah-'lcarncd Deputy District Attorney Dr. Adnan Shehzad, Litigation

Officer.for the respondents prcéent.

2. Vide our detailed judgmeﬁi of ioday. placed on file, the impugned

" orders are set-aside and appellant is reinstated into service for the

purpcsé of denovo inquiry ‘with direction to the respondents to
associate appellant with the inquiry proceeding by providing

opportunity of defense and hearing to him. Respondent are further

_ directed to conduct and conclude inquiry within sixty days after

receipt of copy of this order. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

3. Pronounced in camp court at Abbottabad and given our hands

and seal of the Tribunal on this 24" day of January, 2024.

*M.Khan -

™ UHAMMA KHAN) (RASHIDA BANO}

Member (E) Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad Camp Court Abbottabad




To

v 2‘;- - )é o
¢

The District Health Offi
District Battagram

Respected Sir

l'

It is stated that the applicants was appointed as PHCT/ICT In the Health
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide order dated 30/07/2021
That the applicants wers gerving against their respective seats in the
meanwhile, vide office order dated 23/08/2021 sppolntments were cancelled
and an inquiry was ordered to be conducted in the matter. Resultantly, all the
orders were cancelled vide impigned order Office Order dated 27/08/2021.
That the applicants feeling aggrieved from the above mentioned impugned
orders filed Writ Petition before the Peshawar High Court, Abbottabad Bench
the Peshawar High Court, Abbottsbad Bench vide order dated 15/09/2022
transmitted the. Writ Petition to the department, treating the same as
departmental appeal, but the departmient did not respond the departmental
appeal, . C . )
That feeling aggrieved, the applicants filed Service Appeals No 20095/2022 &
.2010/2022, Which was accepted vide order dated 24/01/2024 and the impugned
orders are set aside with tho ‘direction to the respondents to associate
appellants with the inquiry proceeding by providing opportunity of defensé
and héaring to them.,Respondent are further directed to conduct and conclude
inquiry within 60 days after receipt of copy of order.

It is; therefore, most humbly requested that on acceptance of this
representation, the judgment dated 24/01/2024 of Services Tribunal
KP, Peshawar in Service Appeal No 2009/2022 &2010/2022, may please
be implemented in letter and spirit. .

'
)

Applicants

Dated:- 4] /03/2024

MUhammad Waqar k@‘

(1) Service Appeal No'2009/2022

Javed Khan A\M

(2) Service Appeal N6 2010/2022
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