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     O R D E R 

Adnan-ul-Karim Memon, J   Petitioner Ms. Fateh Mubeen Nizam 

wife of Nizam Uddin Memon filed the present Constitutional Petition under 

Article 199 of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973, seeking 

directions to the Respondents for release of her retirement benefits, including 

pension, commutation, gratuity, leave encashment, benevolent fund and all other 

admissible dues, along with a declaration that the withholding and delay in 

payment of such benefits was illegal and without lawful authority. 

2. It was contended that the Petitioner served as a Judicial Officer since 

27.10.1998 and, after rendering more than 27 years of service, retired on 

25.10.2025. Upon retirement, she became entitled to all retiral benefits and had 

duly completed all codal formalities, including submission of pension papers prior 

to her retirement. However, despite lapse of considerable time, the Respondents 

failed to release the lawful dues of the Petitioner without any lawful justification, 

which, according to the Petitioner, amounted to violation of Articles 4, 9 and 25 

of the Constitution. 

3. Learned AAG appearing on behalf of Respondent No.1 filed comments 

stating that the amount of leave encashment amounting to Rs.2,679,795/- had 

already been paid to the Petitioner on 05.05.2026 through the Office of the 

Accountant General, Sindh, and submitted that in view thereof the petition had 

served its purpose. 

4. In view of the statement made on behalf of Respondent No.1, without 

touching the merits of the case, the petition, by consent of the learned AAG, is 

disposed of in the above terms. 

 

JUDGE  
 

JUDGE 
Shafi 


