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25" July, 2022

B Nobody is present on behalf of the petiiioner. ‘Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General
alongwith Mr. Muhammad Shahid Nawaz, ADEO (Litigation)

for respondents present.

2 Representative of the respondents has again produced

copy of a conditional order dated 29.07.2021, which was earlier
produced on 26.01.2022, copy of which was handed over to the
learned counsel for the petitioner onl that date for submission lol"
objection, if any. Since no observations/objections have so far
submitted by the petitioner, therefore, it appears that the’
judgment of the Tribunal has been implemented. The instant
execution petition is thus filed. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given
under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 25" day of July,

2022 | . -

(K Arshad Khan)
Chairman



_26.—01.2022 Counsel for the petitioner present, Mr. .Muhammad Adeel
- Butt, Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Nisar, Focal Person for

~ respondents present.

Responderit—departrﬁent_, in puréuance of the judgement of
Service Tribunal dated 29.07.2021, has conditionally reinstated
the petitioner in service w.e.f 13.12.2017. with all back benefits -
subject to the outcome of CPLA by the august Supreme Court of
Pakistan. The office order dated 10.12.2021 is placed on file and - -
a copy thereof is also handed over to the _Ieérned counsel for the
petitioner for submission 'of observations/objections, if any.
Adjourned. To come up for fqrfher proceedings"o\n 15.03.2022
before S.B. ‘ | '

- (Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)

©15.03.2022 - Due to retirement of the Worthy (Ilhairman? the

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

14.6.2022. for the same as before.

Reader.

14" June, 2022 Clerk of counsel for the petitioner br}:sent. Mr.
Naseerud Din Shah, Asstt. AG for the respondents present.

Counsel are on strike. To come up for further

proceedings on 25.07.2022 before S.B. Q'

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
“Chairman
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Form- A
- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Execution Petition No. 323 /2021
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 05.11.2021 The execution petition of Mst."Memoona Akhter submitted
today by Mr. Zahoor Islam Khattak Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court fdr proper order please. .
. | o REGIST] «
7. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on
YALY |
CHAI N
) |
26.11.2021 Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad

Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

implementation  report.
implementation report on 26.01.2022 before S.B.

*

MEMBER (E)

Notices be issued to the respondents for submissig
Adjourned. To come up

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)

Adeel

n  of
for




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVI&E
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

Implementation No. 2 2 ] of 2021
In Appeal No.154/2019 |

‘Mst: Dilshad Begum EX-PST..... Petitioner / Appellant
VERSUS

Director, ,  Education, FATA, Now  -Khyber
‘Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and another

v vev wee v Respondents
Index
'S5.No. | Description of documents | Annexure Pages
11- | Application - for| |13
| | implementation | | B
Vol 2- Affidavit - 4
3- Copies of Judgment ‘ 5-13
4- Application for| | 14
| implementation to DEO - '
: o North Waziristan Agency
o ‘(Now District Waziristan) ‘
‘ 15- Wakalat Nama Inoriginal | 15
Dated 02/11/2021 " Applicant DWM g‘fﬁ“’m
| - Through . o
Zahoor Islam Khattak -
8 ’ v - .
X Muneeb ur Rehman
Advocates,

High Court Peshawar



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE.
TRIBUNAL PE SHAWAR ‘

Implementation No._52] of 2021
In Appeal No.154/2019 | :

'Mst: Dilshad Bequm EX-PST at GGPS Guldad Kot
North Waziristan Agency (Now District North
Waziristan) A
| - .... Petitioner/ Appellant

VERSUS

1- Director, Educatioh FATA Now Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar =

2- District Education Officer the then Agency
Education Officer District North Waziristant at
Miran Shah. |

' ... Respondents

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION
OF JUDGMENT DATED 29/07/2021 IN
- APPEAL NO.154/2019 : ‘

Respectfully Sheweth:

1- That the above noted appeal was  pending
ad]udzcatlon in this- Hon'’ble Tribunal cmd 0as

decided vide judgment and order dated 29/07/2019

2- That vide judgment and order dated 29/07/2019,
while this Hon'ble Tribunal, while accepting the

appeal of the appellant, directed respondents to
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' reinstated the!appel—lant with all back beneﬁts. (Copy

of judgment is antiexed herewith).

3- That  the judgment and order of 'thzis Hon’%ﬂe -
- Trib.unal,- u;as'-duly communicated to the respondent "
by the appliéant for 'implementationz»w:Sin.ce 1no-
response was given to his | dppiication for the-
implementation of the judgment, ho.'weve_'r,- theAy.are»
feluctant to" inﬁplemen’t' the samé. (Copy of
I"applic;“aftioﬁ is annexed)
g 4- That instead of implementation the judgment of th_is' ,
Hon’ble Tribun‘al: the respondents are bent upon to -
victimize the appiican't one way or the othe;' aﬁ& :

demanded bribe for reinstatement..

5- That as pé’f the spirit of tﬁé judgment and order
| dated 29/07/2621 of this Hon,ble T,m'éunal,' the .
| respoﬁdénts arei.'bouﬂd to consider thé case of the
applicant for rez’ﬁstalteﬁen't-' to his serbice. However,

they have 1ot implemented the judgment and order



3

' of this Hon'ble Tribunal in its true letter and "spirif
S0 szr.
'6-That the respondents gré legally bound to implément

. ) ] )

the judgment of this Hon'ble Tribunal in its true |
letter and spirit without any further delay.
It s, therefore/ prayed that on
acceptance of this application the judgment

- and order dated 29/07/2021 of this Hon’ble
Tribunal be implemented in its true and spirit.

; | Dilahad Bego— ‘
" Dated 02/11/2021  Applicant B |
. , Through (%—'
Zahoor Islam Khattak ,
& fpeebflul
Muneeb ur Rehman
Aduvocates,

High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Implementatzon No. of 2021
In Appeal No.154/2019 ,

Mst: Dzlshad Begum EX-PST ... ... ... .... Appel%dnt

VERSUS

Director, Education, FATA Now Khyber |
. Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and another '

.. Respondents -
AFFIDA VIT

| I, Mst: Dilshad Begum EX-PST at GGPS

- Guldad Kot North Waziristan Agency (Now -
District North Waziristan) do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the
accompanied application are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing
has been concealed from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

JIJXAQDZ gfjw"f’

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAV
 Service APPeal No. ..... 151/( ........ /2019 | e

Mst Dil Shad Begum Ex. PST at GGPS Gul Dad Kot NO?‘H’I .anr'ristan Agency

{(now District North W azumtan.)......,.............‘,..............”. ........ (Appellant)

J<r“ ‘e 'Pv\
N ‘ig T

Versus o ey e ‘&?
Daveg 5/ FZ—O/?

—-....--._._,

(1";”[ 1\’]

1. Director Education, FATA, now KPK Peshawar '
2. District Education Officer the then Agency Education Oﬁ(fer' District North
Waziristan ai Miran Shah............................ e . (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINNST THE IMUGNED ORDER
DATED 13.12.2017 - PASSED BY RESPONDENT yo 2
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED i 28 7

TO RESPONDENT NO. 1 HAS YET NOT BEEN DISOQED OF.

,..‘.«.

PRAYER - IN - APPEAL

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE 4PPEAL THE
IMPLGNED ORDER DATED 13122017 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 2 MAY VERY GRACIOUSLY BE SET
ASIDE_AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE RE-
INSTATED ON THE POST WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS,

NModte vﬂ’ Y

H“»—L.H.

31 11 1s

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the appellant consequent upon the approval of Deparfmental
Selection Commiltee was appomnted as PTC (Female) in BP@ 09 on

- (Copy of the appointment order is attached as annexiure A)
~ ' b

2. That the appellant thereafter took the chmge of | ”er dutzes and
performed her duties during the service whole- heartm! y and to the

quzte satisfacticn of officials concerned as well as accordmg to the

.......

demand and nature of the job,




pr;eseu‘lt, Mr. Muhammad Nisar, Focal Per 0N alongw: < ”MF
Kébirul!ah Khattak, Additicnal Advocate ‘General for 'the
respondents present. Arguments heard and reford perused

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on
file in Service Appeal bearing No. 151/2019 t‘it,led "Mst. Rasheeda
Bano Versus Director Educaticn, FATA, now Kﬁybér Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar and one other,"’ the appeal in hand is allowed by

setting-aside the impugned order dated 13.12.2017 and the

appellant is reinstated into service with all back benefits. Parties .

ara left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record
room.

ANNOUNCED
29.07.2021 .
. _ *&#
_— ).
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) (SALAH-UD-DIN)
"MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBE{ R (JUDICIAL)
' Cerﬂ'ﬁe f 10 be ture cﬂpy
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, BEFORL THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, BESHANIA

/: Servzce Appc al No, ..o, 5_/ ........ /20}9

N

Mst I\asheocla Bano Fx PST at CGPS /\kmm Kot Nor H1 I/\/’ammtan Agency {(now

Dlstrzct No1 th Wazn is trm) ....... SR e ,.;'; e S

PRAYER - IN - APPEAL ?

(Appe Iant)

Versu.:.; ‘ . . ey /3 (\/
. Direcior Educaﬁon FATA now KPK Pe shawar . " lh'_ﬁ’u"“/ : ~/7
. District Education Oﬂicer the t‘zen Agency Educahon Ojﬁcer District North
Wazzrzstan at Mmzn Shah....?...’...i. PP e (Respondents)

SERVTCE APPEAE UND'ER SECTION 4: QF THE KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, {GAINNST THE IMUGNED ORDER
DATED 13.12. 2017 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.: 2
WHEREBY 1 rIE DEPAR "MENTAL APPEAL DATED * R

TO RESPONDENT INO. I:-HAS YET NOT BEEN DISQOSED O’“ '

o

Respectfully Sheweth, i

N

W rukhtukhwa

BresiashWWaR

J
I

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT S'EPVI(“E APPEAL T} (E
IMPUGNED ORE)ER DATED 13 12 2017 PASSED lY
' RESPONDENT NO 2 MAY VERY ("RAC’IOUSLY BE SlT
ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MA‘ KINDLY BE Rr
INSTATED ON THE PO‘?TI/\/ITh ALL BA(“K BENEFITS.

i

1. That the appellant consequ-'ﬁt upon the a;;plroule of Departmental
. Selection Comniittee was apsointed as PTC (Eeﬁgalé) in BPS 09 on

. (Copy of the appoim ment'o,'-'.:ler is attached -jaS aﬁﬁeiturg A)

That the appellant the'eaft g took the chm ge of her duties and
performed her duties durmg tne service whole heartedl ly and to tf e

quite Satlbfﬂch()n of ojﬁrzal‘. concerned as well as accordmg fo th

demand and nature of the job

Ty
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BE] FORE THE KHYBER i*-','-\KHTUN uHWA QERVICE‘: T RIBUNA[
PESHA\HAR

Service Appeal No 151/2019
Date of Institution .. 31.01.2019
Date of Decisior]ﬁ L 29-.07.20{21

Mst. Rasheeda Bano Ex PST at | GGPY Akram Kot North Waziristan
Agency (now D|str1ct North Wazmsta 1) ; '

l

|

C

| I
i

!

.. (Appellant)
B ke
VERSU
Director Educatuon, FATA,' now Khybe r Pa&htunkhvm Peshawar an’d'
one other. ‘
: ! : (Respondeht:.)
Mr. MUHAMMAD SAEFD KHATT/—\K : :
Advocate . - . . © -—- For appellant.
VIR, KABIRULLAH CHATTAK, . |
Additional Advocate Qenera1 A - For respondents.
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - Lo MEMBER (JUDICIAL) -

MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR | MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

i
i
1
H

JUDGMENT: L .
Lo . ) ) . ll '1'1: ‘: .
SALAH -UD-DIN; MEMBER‘-- Through tmc srr\gie judgment,

we lntend to CHSpOSE‘ of the mstant ser\ice appeal as welj as connected '

Service Appeal bearmg No 152/201L titled “Msty Mernoona Aktar
Versus Dnertor Educatlm., -r\TAl now Khyber Pak-.tunkhwa Peshawar - |
and one- other, SPFVICE , Appoai )earmg No. "\153/2019 titled .
“Mst. Zahoora Begum Versus Dtrectos . Education, ‘—?A\FA, now Khyber'

Pakhtunkkwa Peshawor and onel othe.”, Qervuce Apppal bearing No.
154/2019 titled “Mst. Dil Shad Begum \ ersus D!recfor Educatlo'w FATA, _

now .\hyt'e'r Pakhtunl\hwa Peshawar gnd one other Serv1ce Appeal'
,'i




o @lj{ |

beanng No. " 155/?019 titled “Mst Parveen Begunﬂ Versus Dlrector

Education, FATA, now- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one other, "
Service Appezl bearing No. 156/2019 ritled “Mst, Salma Begum Versus )
Director Education, FATA, now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one
other”, Sarvice Appeal bearing No 96/2019 tltled “Mst Zeenat Gu!
Versus D:rector Educatlon FATA| now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
and one other Service Appeal bearing No. 593 /2019 tltled “Mst
Shahida Kalsoom Versus Dlrector Elementary & Secondary Educatlon
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and one other”, as similar questions of

law and facts are mvolved in all these appeals.
l & LR
2. Prerise facts of”the instant appeal as well as'“connected appeals. -

mentioned above are that the |appv-$lants were servmg as PSTs m ;

)

various schools of North Waznrlstan Agency (now District North. .
Wazmstan), when duscuplmary action was initiated agamst them on the:.'_'
ground that they were found w:llfully absent during the vusrt of Assistant’ :
Agency Education Officer to the concerned schools on 01.09.2017. Vnde |
order dated 13.12. 2017, passed by Agency Educat'on Officer North.
Waznr.stan Ag=ncy, major penalty of removal from <eIV|ce was |mposed,
upon the appellants. with retrospectwe effect on account of their W|Ilfu|j
absence from duty. The same was challenged by the. appellants through
fmng of ,eparate departmental *appeul ‘however the same were not'_
responded, therefore, the appellants ‘epproached th . Tribunal through

ﬂhng of the appeals for redressal Iof their grievance.

3. Mr. Saeed Khan Khattak, Advocate representln the appellants,
has contenda2d that accordlng to  impugned Notlflcatlon dated

13.12.20%7, A55|stant Agenry EdUCc't on Officer h-sd nald monitonng

wsut to the concerned schools on}01.0%.2017, which: |s qqlte astonzchlng'

for the reasons that according to : press - release ]psued by the -

| Government of Paklstan Ministry; of Interior, dated i to 4th September

2017 were derla.ed as public holidays on account of °~|d ul -Azha; that m,; ‘

response to the show cause notlce tssued in Dally “Mashnq" dated:

03 12. ZOJ regard:ng the alleged absence of the ar;pellants from thelri

:s mentioned in the pubhcatlow issued in Daily “Mashruq" that the

appellants Were. earller |ssued show -ciause notlces however no such'
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notlce was recelved by any of the at “ellants? that the appellants were
proceeded against on the charges Ol their wulful ‘absence from dutv,

however the required procedure ac prescribed m' Rule-9 .of Khyber

‘Pakhtunkhwa Government Se vams (Elﬂcrency & D|s<:lol|ne) Rule;,

2011 Was not complied with, therefore the entire dlsc1pllnary
proceedlngs are nulllty in theye ye of taw; that’ tn= appellants were
assured: by the ofﬁce that the comml*tee constltuted for d:sposal of tl ‘e

departmental appeals has recommerded their remstatement but lat=r

on it came to the knowledge of the appellants that the report of the sai d

committee has been suppressed by the respendents; that it was due o

- the afo: ementloned fact that Lhe appeals were ﬁled with some delay

and condonation appllcatlons were also filed alongw»th the appeals,
which merits acceptance, that otheerse too, law favours adjudication

on merit by avoidincj technical lénock's:;uts includinq fimitation.

4, | On the other:hand, Mr. Kablru*lah Khattak Addltlonal Advoca e

General for the respondenl.s has argu ed that the appellants were in tlle

habit of remaining absent from thelr duty, therefore they were
prOceeded agalnst on account]of tﬂL’ll‘ willful - absence from duty, that
show- -cause notices: were lssued to the. appellants and publication was

issued in Dally “Mashrig” also Ibut d-spite that thu appellants did r)t

bother to attend thelr duty, therefor> they have rmhtly been removnd
from service after observmg of all codal’ formalltles that the appellarts
have not preferred departmental aopeals therefor€ thelr appeals fil:d
before the Service Tribuna! are not raaintainable;, that the appeals fil-d
by the appellants are time barred znd are liable to be drsmlssed on this

score a'one

i
'

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the

appellants as well as 'earned Adrt monal Advocate General for the

respondent; and have perused the re ord

6. A perusal of the record would show that cllsc:lphnary action was
mtlated acainst the appellanlts on the ground : hat they were found
absent’ from duty durlng Momtor:ng visit of the concerned Assistent
Agency. Education Ofﬁcer to the cone erned schools on 01.09.2017. The
appellants have specrflcally alleged in ground- B of their appeals tt at'

Pbshaw‘“
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according to press release dated 23" Auqust 201/, it was notlfzed for
general mformatlon that lst to 4th Se ptember 2017 (Friday, Saturday :
Sunday and Monday) shall be publu holidays on occasnon of rehglous:
festival gf E|d-ul-Azha. They ha‘ve aiso annexed the concerned press_
release a“s _anneﬁcu're;'E with theirirespective appeals-'.?.l.n their comments, |
the respondents have not specifically r,lenied the pres release regardin;sjv.
_the Eid-ul-Azha holidays from 1% to 4% September 201:7. It is thus quite

astonrshmg that the ‘concerned Assz<tant ‘Agency Edl'catlon Officer had
made Momtormg visit to the concerned schools on a public holiday and.
was. expecting the presence of the apoellants on duty in the concerned
schools. The aforementloned fact has rendered the entire dlsoplmar',

proceedlngs a nulllty in the eye of law.

l
7. Furthermore, the appe[lan|ts were removed from service on the

ground of willful absence therefore, tlle authority was required to have.
followed the procedure as laid dtown 11 Rule-9 of Khyber PakhtunkhWe
Government Servants (EffiClency & Dlsaplme) Rules, 2011 which e

lJeproduced as belowl- _ : -

/ "9.  Procedure in caseé of willful absence: Notwithstandfn_c}i'
:anyth/ng to the contrary conf'a/ned in t‘wse rules, in CJ e of willful absence:ﬂ
from duty by a government servant for seven or more dd/s, a notice shall bE':
issued by the competent autﬁonty thrcu.gh regrstered dl l\nowledgement or
his home address directing him to resume duty wrth/n flfte en davs of issuance

of the notfce If the same is rece/ved ba ok as undellvefe‘{ or no response <

received rrom the absentee within stlpula ed . /me a not/ce sha// be pubhshec
in at /east two leading newspapers drrec*mg him to resumc duty within fifteer:
" days of the publication of that not/ce, failing which an ex pa(te decision sha/ .
be taken agairst the absentee On iex;:ury of the stfpulated penod given in the
notice, major penalty . of remova/ from service may be rmposed upon sucri

Government servant”,
l

'/ 8. othing is avallable on the record which could shpw that notices
were issued to the appellants throuqh registered acknowledgement "j

Similarly. the Authonty was required to have published notice in twc

leading newspapers, ,dlrectlng the ap-')eliants to reisume duty but the:
notice wiis prIushed in only ore newspaper on Oj 12.2017, dll’eCtll‘Cf?‘

th appellants to ensure thelr prese.'n ‘e on duty w1th|n fifteen days ol’ ,

r\ 1 RN’:R
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issuance of the publication.. The! Autl'.onty, however 'did not wait for .

lapse of fifteen daysz_'and issued [the r*moval orders of the appellantsj;, |
- vide respective Notifications |dated. 13.12.2017, therefore, the .

impugned orders of-"the appellant<‘from service. are illegal, void?@

ab-initio, hen(e not sustamable in the e,ye of law.

9. ThIS is not a dtsputed fact that similarly placed PSTs (female)' ‘.

namely Mst Gulshan Ara, Mst.‘ Sa«.ma, Mst. Akh_tar Numana, Mst.
Nusrat Kalsoo_m, Mst. Zainab Bibii, Mst. Kdusar Shabsna, Mst. Mehnaz,

Mst. Zartaj Bégum and Mst, Baswari EveQUm who were removed from -

service byr the Agency Education Offlt_(‘l’ North Wazarlstan Agency vide 4

separate orders of the even date i.e 13.12. 201/ had filed Service

Appeals bearing No. 519 to 527 of 2G18, which were aliowed by this

Tribunal V|de single judgment dated 30 07.2019, wnlle service appeal.
of similarly placed appellant namely MC Shabnam was allowed by this
Tribunal vide ; udgment dated 11. 04 2019 and they were reinstated into
service by setting-aside the orders of their removal from service. On‘;

this score too, ‘the appellants need xo be treated at par with theif

appellants, whose appeals have alreacly ‘been allowed by this Tribunal.

10.‘ In view of the above dlscussson the appeal :n "hand as well as'f-.

connected Service Appeal bear:ng No. 152/2019, titled “Mst. Memoona :

Akhtar Ve=rsu< Dlrector Educatlon FATA now Kh\,ber Pakhtunkhwa .-
Peshawar and one other” Servrce Appeal bearlng No 15372019 titled -
"Mst. Zahoora Begum Versus Dlrector Education, FAT/-\ now Khyber -

Pakhtunkhwa ‘Peshawar and one othe , Service Aopeal bearing No.
154/2019 titled “Mst. Dil Shad Begum Versus Dlrector Educatlon FATA,

now I«hyber Pakhtunkhwa Fgshawar and one other Serwce Appeal ’
bearing -No. 155/2019 titled “Mst Parveen Begum Versus Director

Education; FATA, oW, Khyber Pakhtunlhwa Peshawar and one other”,

Service Appeal bearing No. 156/2019 titled “Mst. Salma lBegum Versus :

other”, Service Appeal bearing l!\lo 490/2019 titled “Ms',t Zeenat Gul
Versus Director: Educatlon FATA now - l«hyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
and one other” Servnce Appeall bearzng No. 593/2019 titled “Mst.

14

Shahida Kalscom Versus Dlrector Elementary & Serondary Education, .

‘ Dlrector EdUCclthI’l FATA now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one

1

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and one other”, are allowed by fettlng-“

Kh.\’h:—_:,. LI f\’llNrR ' Q '
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o “13).
aside the impugned orders datéd 13.12.2017 and the appellants are

reinstated into service with all back be:nefits. Partles are left to bear

-f;,-/.v" , their own costs. File be consigned [to the record room.
i
o :
. ANNOUNCED |
l 29.07.20z1 : y _\\__J

) /.
' 5 (SALAH-UD-DIN)

v - MEMBER (JUDICIAL) .
%/\_/;”/.__—-__. L '

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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