25™ July, 2022

| 1. Nobody is present on behalf of the petitioner. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional  Advocate General
alongwith Mr. Muhammad Shahid Nawaz, ADEO (Litigation)

for respondents present.

2. Representative of the respohdents has again produced
copy of a conditionai order dated 29.07.-2021, which was earlier
produced on 26.01.2022, copy of which was handed over td the
learned counsel for the petitioner on that date for submission of
objéction, 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

alim Arshad Khan)
Chairman



26.01.2022  Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muh_a_rinmad{ Adeel #* -
A Butt, Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Nisar, Focal Person for

respondents present. -

Respondent-department, in phrsuance of the' jud'gehient ofﬂ'
Service Tribunal dated 29.07.2021, has conditionally reiln‘s.tated
the petitioner in service w.e.f 13.12.2017 with all back beneﬁfs |
subject to the outcome of CPLA by the august Supreme Couvrt‘ of
Pakistan. The office order dated 10.12.2021 is placed on ﬁl.e‘and- |
a copy thereof is also handed over to the learned counsel for the
petitioner for submission of observations/objections, - if any.
AdjoUrned. To come up for further proceedings on 15.03.2022
before S.B. | N ‘ ‘

~ (Mian Muhammad)
- Member(E)

15.03.2022 Due to retirement of the WorthyAChairman,» the
Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned .to

14.6.2022.' for the same as before. .

Read¢r.

14" June, 2022 Clerk of counsel for the petitioner present. 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.

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman
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\s.a\ Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ‘ i g
- Execution Petition No._ - 320 /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. Rasheeda Bano submitted
today by Mr. Zahoor Islam Khattak Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court fog proper order please.
REEEIMR v
9. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on
[
2y "
O
)
26.11.2021

Butt, Addl: AG for respondents present.

Notices be issued to the respondents for submissior

'[:pl_ementation report.' Adjourned. To come up

plementation report on 26.01.2022 before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) -
.. MEMBER (E)

Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel =~ .- -

1 of

for

/




‘. BEP ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR | ' )

‘Implemenfation}No. 525 0f 2021
- In Appeal No.155/2019 | |

Mst: Parveen Begum EX-PST ...... Petztzoner/ Appellant

i

VERSUS

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

) .. Respondents
_Index - ~
5.No. | Description of documents | Annexure Pages-
1 1- | Application for 1-3
. |implementation = .
12-. | Affidavit o 4
13- | Copies of ]udgment | B 5-13
4- Application for| - 14
- zmplementatzon ‘to DEO
North Waziristan Agency
o | . | (Now District Wazzrzstan) ‘
5- | Wakalat Nama . Inoriginal | 15 .
Dated 02/11/2021 . Applicant Ttveen Begem
c Through
Zahoor Islam Khattak '
&
Muneeb ur Rehman .
Advocates,.

B | - High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBlINAL PESHAWAR

Implementation No. 2 2 S of 2021
In Appeal No.155/2019 |

Mst: Parveen Begum EX-PST at GGPS Sher Nawaz
Kot North Waziristan Agency (Now District North
Waziristan)

.. Petitioner/ Appellant

S VERSUS

N 1- Director, Educatibn, FATA, ‘.N‘ow‘ Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2- District Educatlon Oﬂicer the then Agency
Education Officer Dzstrzct North Wazzrzstant at
Miran Shah.

.. Respondents

'APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION
OF JUDGMENT DATED 29/07/2021 IN
- APPEAL NO.155/2019

Respeciﬁlly Sheweth:

1- That “the above Toted appeal was peﬁdiné
adjudication in this Hon’ble T?ibﬁnal and was
decided vide judgment and order dated
29/07/2019. | :

2- That vide ju_dgment and order dated 29/07/2019,
‘while this Hon’ble Tribunal, while accepting the
appeal of the appellant, directed respohdents to

D |




| | | 2)
reinstated the appellant with all back benefits.
(Copy of jitdgment is annexed herewith).

- 3- That the judgmen‘t and order of this Hon'ble

—

Tribunal, was duly communicated to the

\

- tespondent by the applicant for implementation.
Since no response was given .to his application
for the implementation of the judgment,

however, they are reluctant to implement th?

same. (Copy of applicaﬁéﬁ is annexed)

' 4- That instead of implementation the judgment of -
. this Hon'ble Tribunal the respondents are bent
upon to victimize the applicant one way or the

other and demanded bribe for reinstatement.

-  5- That as per the spirit of the judément and order
| dated 29/07/2021 of this Hon,lﬁé Tribunal,» the -
fespbndents are bound to conéz;der the éase of thé
applicant  for teinstatement to his service.

However, they have mnot implemented the
i .



- - ' . .
e R - . : - . .
o R o )
— . . .
* - . :

judgment and order of thzs Hon’ble Trzbunal zn

its true letter and spirit so far

6 That the respondents are legally bound to
implement  the judgment of this ‘Hon'ble
Tribunal in its true letter and spirit without any

further delay.

It is, therefore, prayed that on
‘acceptance of this application the judgment
and order dated 29/07/2021 of this Hon’ble
Tribunal be zmplemented in its true and spirit. -

Ha<en Reque~

Dated 02/112021  Applicant é)é : \
o Through . |
; Zahoor Islam Khattak
& .
M uneeb ur Rehman

Advocates,
High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

- TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
* Implementation No. _ of2018_
. In Appeal No.155/2019

- Mst: Parveen Begum EX-PST ... veo wee oo Petitioner/ Appellant

. VERSUS =

Director, ~Education, FATA, Now  Khyber
- Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar an another | |
v ees oo woo . Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mst: Parveen Begum EX-PST at GGPS
Sher Nawaz Kot North Waziristan Agency (Now
District North Waziristan) do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that-the conitents 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.

" Pa/z(\/cm g%um :

DEPONENT ~




(now District Novth Wanmtan) ....... fern e e Tiiaeea (Appel an

©n ybor Pa.k htnkhwa

Sgsvk.e Tribianat -

-Versus R -
' . ) Du:ry No

1. Director Educatwn FATA now KPK Peshawar Date-l_.a’ rIfZeSﬂ

2. District. Educatwn Oﬁ‘zcer the then Agenc:/ Educatzon O]fﬁcer District North' '

- Waziristan at Miran SHat..... oo i, e (Respondents)

| 'SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE-KPK SERVICE

1 -

' TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINNST THE IMUGNED ORDER -
DATED 13.12.2017 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 2
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATEDB01.2018

TO RESPONDENT NQ. 1 HAS YET NOT BEEJ\‘J DISOS_ED OF.

PRAYER - [N~ APPEAL

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL THE -

IMPUGNED _ORDER DATED 13.12. 201“7'. PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 2 MAY VERY GRACIOUSLY BE SET

m\e"’im'day | ASIDE_AND_THE APPELIANT MAY KINDLY BE_RE-
Rpg\m FRE INSTATED ON THE POST WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS

Recvectfullu Sheweth,

1. Thai the appellant consequent upon the approvnl of Departmental'
Selection u)mrnlttcc was appointed as PTC (Fema e) fn BPS 09 on‘ '

. (Copy of the appozntment order is attached as anmxure A)

P

Thai the appellant thereafter ook the charge of her dztt;'eé and
~ performed hér duties during the service whole henrtedgy and to the
quite satisfaction of ofﬁchls_ concerned as well as :-nccérding to the

demand and nature of the job.

Certified to be ture eopy

e e T T T T T L s B
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ORDER - : Mr Muhar‘nrnad Saeed l(hattak Advocate for the

29.07:2021

F'abiruHah.ﬂKhattak, Addttxonal Advocate General for the

respondents present Arguments heard and 1ecord perused

“present. Mr. “Muhammad Nisar, Focal Person alongw1th Mr

Vide our detailed ]udgment ‘of today, separately placed on
file in. Service Appeal bearing No. 151/2019 titled “Mst. Rasheeda_l
"3anc Versus Director, Education, FATA, now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

_..peshawar and one other, " the appeal in. hand is allowed by

setting- asnde ‘the impugnec order -dated 13 12.2017 and the .

appellant is rennstated into service wuth

aH back benefits. Partles B

are left to bear their own COStS. File be conSlgned to the record

‘room.

ANNOUNCED
29.07.2021

,'//"_7
(ATTQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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:f"'-:-‘-BEFORF THE KPK SE RV
s ) \\—,/
Service Appcal No......... o 15-/ ..... /2(}19 o s -

Mst Rasheeda Ban()""-":Ex PST at GGPS Akram Kot North /\/azn istan Agency. ( now

. e Appell ant)
District Narth Waztrzstan) ------------- 3 """ peesesrerrres A pes (App
o : - ’\:-— ‘~ 'w ® A , o
iVersu.s : o e “—_b“(““
1. Director Education, FATA, now KPK P shnwm

[N

District Education Officer the fhen Agency Education Officer District Ncrth .

Waziristan at Miran Shah.......... Y AT (,Respondentb)

SERVICE APPEAL: UND JR SECTION 4 OF THE KPK bf-RVICF
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 \GA{NNST THE IMUGNED ORI“EP
DATED 13.12 2017 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.:
WHEREBY THE DEPAP MENTAL APPEAL DATFD g i 20‘7
TO RbSPONDENT NO.1HAS YET NOT BEEN DISOSED QJ.-.

PRAYER - IN - APPEAL ?
|

| .
ON ACCEP TANCE' OF THE INSTANT >1—RV[CE APPEAL THE

\ deo-a2Y B IMPUGNFD ORZDER DA TED 1317 017 PASSED I‘Y
B RREIERE
( Lalf, RESPONDFNT N(D 2 MAY VERY GRA CIOUSLY BE ‘51 T
oy f’, G ASIDE. AND THI; APPELILANT_MAY KINDLY BE RE:
' INSTATED ON THF POS TWITH ALL BA CK BENEFITS,
Respectfully Sheweth, . ,
1. That the appellant conse uent upon the ap 'U?‘OU#I of Departmental
Selection C omn"ttee 'was apgointed as PTC U'ernale) in BPS 09 on
- (Copy of the r.zppomtgment order is attacned as an;rmxure A)
2. That the appel arnt fhprmft; took the rh.vrgﬂ of her duties and
performm her dutiesidurirg the service ’uhum heartedly and to th: :"
quite atrsfamon of o cjﬁ( wals concerned as well as according to f/m
ATAESTED demand and nature of the job
\
"""l;“{?“ ;Nfu‘?chwﬁa

T/ Tribunad
Pesbawagr
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BEFORE THE KHYBE’R L"»ﬁ\l(HTUN {HWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
PESHAV/AR. :

Se‘-:rvice Appeal No. 151/2019 -

Date of Instltutlon ... 31.01.2019 "
| Date of Deas:on .. 29.07.2021

Mst. Rasﬁeeda Bano }Ex-PST at|GG2H Akram Kot '\iorth Wazms‘can :'
Agency (now District North Waziristan) -

... (Appellant).
| VERSUS
Director Education, FATA, now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and
one other. , :
(Respondents)
Mr. MUHAMMAD SAEED KHATTAK S ,
Advocate . L --- . For appellant.
MR. KABIRULLAH KH}ATTAK, |
Additiona; Advocate General | - For respondents.

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN . ) MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR |~ --- . MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT;

a

N4 ' : :
/" SALAH-UD-DIN; MEMBER:

we intend to dispose of the instant senice appeal ar well as connected

— '

Through thls ;(r]gle Judgment

Service Appeal ‘bearing No. 152/20:¢ titled “Mst. V!emoona Akhtar
| Versus Dif‘ector Educa‘tion, Tr’\TAl now I\hyber Pakntunkhwa Peshawar,
and one other”, Service Appeal nearing No.- 153/2019 titled .
“Mst. Zahoora Begum Versus Drectol"iEducation, ‘rAFA}, ncw - Khyber

PakhtunkFwa Peshawér and one othe”, Service Aa'pr:al bearing No.’
154/2019 titled “"Mst, Dli Shad Begum \ ersus Director Education, FATA, _

now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar &nd one othei”, Scrwce Apped! ;




IEe D

bearing MNo. 155/201.9 titled “Mst Parveen Begu'm Versus Director
Education, FATA, now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one other”,

| Service Appez! bearing No. 156/2019 ritied “Mst. Sdlma Begum Versus
Director Education, FATA, now Kl',yber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and onei;“, .
other”, Service Appedl bearing I\|lo. 296/2019 titlec “Met. Zeenat» Gul
Versus Director Education, FATA, now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pe;hawar’
and- one ;other", Service Appea bearing No. 59.>/2019 titled “Mst
Shahida Kalsoom Versus Director Elerentary & Secondary Education, -

Khyber Pakhttjnkhwa};Peshawar and one other”, as similar questions of

law and facts are involved in all these appeals.

2. Precise facts of'the instant% appeal as well as connected appealsi-"
mentioned abiove ar‘é that the éappeilants were serving as PSTs in:
various schools of “North Waziiristan Agency (n'bw District North
Waziristan), when disfcipli'nary ac:tion was Jinitiated ac-;e-';'n‘;t them on the-'j

ground that they were found W1HfU|Iy absent during the visit of Ass:stant |
Agency Education Ofﬁcer to the concerned schools on 01.09.2017. V|de-':
order dated 13.12.2017, passed by Agency EdUCdtIOI’] Officer North
Waziristan Agancy, major penalty of rernoval from servnce Wa3s |mposed3
upon the appeliants. with retrospective effect on af.countg of their willful’
absence from duty. The same was cha"enged by the appellants tnrough"
ﬁling of separate departmenta! appeal, however the same were not_;v

responded, therefore, the appellants approached thls Trlbunal through;‘

-filing of the appeals for redressal of their grievance.

3. Mr. Saeed Khan Khattak,. Advocate representing the appellants "
has contended that accordmg to  impugned x\lotltlcatlon dated
13.12.2017, A55|stant Agency Educqt on Officer had ga!d momtormg}
visit to the concerned schoois onl01.09.2017, which ‘s qqzte astonv:nlng:
for the reasons that according to-: press release !g;sued by theﬁ,
Government of Paklstan M!nustry of Int*erior dated 1 *"5’ to:'?élth 'September’,

2017 were den lared as public hol days on account of tlx. !.;I Azha that m.’
response to “he show -cause notlce issued in Dally “Mashrlq" datedf
03.12.2017, regardlng the alleged absence of the appellants from the1r§
duty proper replies were submltted by the appel:anlc that atthough ut-z
is menticned in the pubhcaho:'w issuad in Daily “"Mashrig” that the:

appellants were. earher issued show <ause notlce:,,however no such




g
? .

notice was received by any of the a;;‘?‘i;‘:eliants; that.the appellants weie
proceeded against on the charges cf their willfui: absence from duty,

however thz required procedure as: prescribed in Rule-9 of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Serva_nts'f (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules,

2011 was not complied with, therefore, the- entire disciplinary
proceedings are hdility in the!eye 1'3f law; that vt'he appellants were
assured by the ofﬁce that the commﬁtee constltuted for dtsposal of tr ‘e
departmental appeais has recommerded their remstatement but Iat-=r
on it came to the knowledge of the appeilants that the report of the sa,}d

committee has been suppressed by the respondents; that it was due £0

the afor ‘ementioned ‘fact that the appeals were f'ile’d with some delay
and condonation appllcatlons were also filed alongwnth the appea}
wh|ch merits acceptance that, otherwise too, law favours adjudicaticn

on merit by avoiding technical knocl> Suts mctuqu nmltatton

4. | On the other hand, Mr. il/abiriv'lah '<hatta|< -\dditsonai Ad\ura e
General for the responderits has argued that the u,zaellants were in the
habit of remaining absent from then duty, hwrefore they were

proceeced against on account| of taeir willful abserv.e from duty; thdt

show-cause notices were 1ssued to the appellants and publication was

~issued in Daily “Mashrig” also: but daspite that, thc appellants did nat

bother -0 attend their duty, therefor they have rightly been removnd
from service after observmg of all cedal formalmes, that the appellarts
have not preferred departmental appeals, therefore thelr appeals fil:d
before the Service Tribunal are not raaintainable; that the appeals filad
by the appellants are time barred and are liable tc !_:>e _dlsmlssed on this

i
score a'one. :

5. We have heard the argume ngs of learned"counsel for the

appellants as well "as !Parned Adr itional /—\dVO(..ate (:eneral for tae

respondents and have perused| the ¢ cord.

6. A perusal of the record WOU- d show that cwsopimarv action was
initiated against the apchants on the ground that they were found
absent. frorn duty durmg MOI‘\ItOFH(j visit. of the ror;:erned Assistent
Agency Education Ofﬂcer to the conierned schools on 01.09.2017. T.m

appellants have specmca»Iy alleged in ground- B o their appeals that




)

according to press nelease dated -23""ﬁ\ugust 2017, nt was notified for
general information ‘that 15t 1o 2&”‘ Séptember 2017 (Friday, Saturday,
Sunday and Monday) shall be publn holidays on occasion’ of religious
festival of Eid-ul- Azha They have atso ar.nexed thc concerned press
release as annexure; E with their respcctqve appeats In thelr comment-,
the respondents have not speaﬂcally denied the pre' 5 release regardlng
the Eid-uvi-Azha hol:days from 155 to 4¥! September 2017. It is thus quite
astomshlng that the, concerned ASSI stant Agency Educatlon Officer had
made Maonitoring v15|t to the conlcerned schools on a public holiday and
was expecting the presence of the apaeltants on duty in the concerned
schools. The aforementioned fact has rendered th2 entire dlSCiphﬂar‘

proceedings a nullsty in the eye of law.

7. Furthermore the apr\ellan,ts were removed [ om service on the
ground of willful absence, therefore the authorzty was required to have.

followed the procedure as laid down ia Rule-9 of Khvber Pakhtunkth

Government Servants (EfﬂCIency & [\lsopllne) Rules 2011, which is-

reproduced as below:-

"9. Procedure in case-l of willful abserice: Notwithstanding'
anything to the contrary con*arned in thase rules, in case of willful absence
from*duty by a govemment servant for seven or more da"b, a notice shall be
issued by the competent authorft/ throvgh reg:stered r:cmowledgement of:
his home address direct/ng him to resume duty within fift Fen days of issuance
of the notice. If the same is rece/ved ba:k as undel:ve/ed or no response is
received from the absentee within Ictipula ‘ed time, a notice shall be publ:shec"
in at least two leading newspapers d/rectr’rq him to resume duty within fifteer:
days of the publication of that nct/ce failing which an ex- parte decision shal

be taken against the absentee. On ie)tplry of the stipulated penod given in Lhe

notice, major penalty ‘of removal [from service may be imposed upon sucr;_

Government servant”.

8. No: hin(l is avallable on the record which could shpw that nctices

were issued to the appeHants throu lh registered ncknowtedgementi
Similarly, the Autnor[ty was requrrej to have puolhhed notjce 'in twc'
leading newspapers,’ ; directing the ap; >elldnts to resume duty but tne7

notice was pubhshed in only one newspaper on 03.12.2017, directmg;

the appellanis-to ensure their presenr.e on duty within fifteen days of




T | (2D

issuance of the publlcatlon The Authr)rlty, however did not wait fo
lapse of fifteen days and |ssuedrthe r*moval orders of the appellants_
vide respective Notifications 'datec 13.12.201/, therefore, the
impugned orders of the appel[ants from service are illegal, void:

ab-initio, hence not sustainable in'f the eye of law.

9. This is not a d-Fsputed faci% that%similarly placed PSTs (female)
namely Mst. Gulshan Ara, Msti Sa‘rha Mst Akhtar Numana, Mst.
Nusrat Kalsoom, Mst: Zalnab Brb:, Mst. Kcusar Shabar .a, Mst. Mehnaz,
. Mst. Zartaj Begum and Mst, Baswarl Eegum who were removed- from .

service by the Agency Educatlon*iOffr-;sr North Wazmstan» Agency vide

separate orders of the even da!te i.e 13.12.2017 had filed Service
Appeals bearing No. '5519 to 527iof 2'.C-.:1'8l, Iwhich Were allowad by this
Tribunal vide single judgment dated 30.07.2019, while service appeal
of similarly placed appellant namely Mct, Shabnam was allowed by fhis |
Tribunal vide Judgment dated 11. 04 2019 and they were remstated into -
‘service by setting-aside the orders of .their removal fr om service. On}.
v this score too, the appel!ants need C be treated at par with Lhe:

ju S appellants, whose appeais have aireacy been allowed by this Tr|buna|

AN A v e

B
—

10. In view of the above di.;cussuon the appeal in hand as well,asi'
connected Service Appeal bearmg No. 152/2019 titled “Mst. Memoona -
Akhtar Versus Director Education FATA, now Khy ter Pakhtunkhwa .
Peshawar and ohe other Servrce Appeal bearmg No 153/2019 titled

- “Mst. Zahoora Begum. Versus Drector qucatlon Ff‘TA now Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and one othe(", berwce AppJal bearing No.

154/2019 tltle:l “Mst. Dil Shad Begum \ersus Drrecto: Educatson FATA,

now Khyber F'akhtunkhwa Peshcwar and one othe . Servrce Appeal-
bearing No. :55/2019 titled “Mst. Parveen Begum Versus Director
Education, FATA, now “Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawer and one other”,
Service Appeai bearmq No. 156/2019 titled “Mst. Salma Begum versus

Director Educatron FATA now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Deﬁhawar and one :
other”, Service Appeai bearmg '\lo 2%/2019 tltiedg““flat Zeenat Gul
' Versus Duectc:r Education, FAI’A' novy - Khyber Pakhtmkhwa Peshawar;
and one other”, Servrce Appeai beamg No. 593 2019 titied “Mst
Shahida Kalsoom Versus Director Flemamary & Secmdary Educataon

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and ow other” are affowed hy setting-

I"‘-.AN!INI‘R
BChwinee B dchtukhwa
Service 1 ibunal
Pashawat
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aside the impugned orde ers date‘d 13.12.2017 and' the apbellants are-

ED

reinstated into ser\uce with 3ll back Goinefits. Parties are left to bear

their own costs. File be «.onmqned ]to the record room:.

ANNOUNCED - |
29.07.2021 |

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