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ORDER
25% Sept. 2024

*Mutazem Shah*
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I
7 7 Service Appeal No.1784/2023 titled “Bibi Fatima Vs. Education Department”

Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman: Learned counsel for the

appellant present. Heard.

2. Appellant’s case, as reflected from the record, is that she was
removed from service vide impugned order dated 23.06.2021
against which she filed departmental appeal on 25.05.2024 but the
same was not responded, hence, this appeal.

3. Arguments heard. Record perused.

4.  Record shows that the impugned order of the appellant of
removal from service was passed on 23.06.2021 while the appellant

filed departmental appeal on 25.05.2024. When confronted with the

“situation, learncd counsel for the appellant submitted that the

appellant was not communicated the impugned order. This
contention of the learned coﬁhsel is not acceptable because vide the
impugned order dated 23.06.2021, the appellant was removed from
service, and soon after her removal from service, her salary might
have been stopped and she was presumed to be knowing the fact.
But even then, she filed departmental appeal after two long years
and no application for condonation of delay .has been filed,
therefore, the appeal in hand is dismissed in limine. Consign.

5. Pronounced in open Court at Abbotiabad and given under my

hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 25" day of September, 2024.
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alim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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