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ORDER SHEET
IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH, KARACHI

C.P No.1239 of 2021

Order with signature of Judge(s)

Fresh Case
1. For order on Misc. No.5l60/21 (urgent)
2. For order on office objection no.18
3. For order on Misc. No.5161/21 (Exp,)
4. For order on Misc. No.5152/21 (Stay)
5. For hearing of main case.

I

Dated : 17.02.2021

Matik Attaf Hussain, advocate for petitioner.

1. Urgency granted,

2. Deferred for the time being.

3, Granted subject to alt just exceptions.

4-5, lt is contended inter-olio that the petitioner agitated her claim for payment of
non-practicing attowance before the competent authority of the Shaheed Zutfiqar Atj

Bhutto University of Law on the premise that she was appointed as Assistant Registrar
(BS-17) in the year 2017 and during her tenure of seMce, she was attowed non-
practicing attotvance vide order dated .1.1.02,2019, however, later on, the said

atlowance was withdrawn and recovery proceedjngs were ordered to be initiated
against her. The petitioner being aggrieyed by and dissatjsfied with the order dated
24.9.2020 approached this Court by fiting Cp No. D-5475l2020 which was djsposed of
vide order dated 16.11.2020 wjth direction to the appettate authority to decide her
pending appeat, Per tearned counset, the order passed by this Court was not comptied

with in its tetter and spirit by the appettate authority of the respondent-universjty vide
order dated 26.01,2021, however, she preferred the second appeal against the
aforesaid findings before the Chairman Syndicate which has not yet been attended,
competting her to approach this Court for such directjon, At thjs juncture, we asked

the learned counsel to show us vr'hether the second appeaL/representation is

maintainabLe against the order dated ?6.01.2021 passed by the appettate authority;
and, we atso posted another question to him that since there are findings against the
petitioner vide appettate order dated 26.0'1.202i; and, the same findings have not been

caLted in question through these proceedings, he candidty conceded the Legat posjtion

of the case and seeks disposat of this petition with permission to fite a fresh to jmpugn

the order dated 26.01.202'1 passed by the appettate authority. Be that as it may, since

the petitioner does not wish to press this petition and jntends to fite a fresh one, tet
him do so subject to atl just exceptions as provided under the law.

ln view of the statement of learned counsel r the petitioner, this petition

I

stands dismjssed as not pressed, teaving the peti

as provided to her under the Law.
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