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Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Riaz 

Khan Paindakhel, Asstt. AG alongwith Gulzar Mahmood, 

Assistant Director for the respondents present.

19.08.2019

The representative of respondents has produced 

copy of letter dated 09.08.2019 by the Director General 

Fisheries Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and addressed to 

the District Officer Fisheries Bannu for arranging 

provisional payment to the petitioner upon submission of 

an undertaking. The process of preparation of bill etc. has 

been initiated which, in his vievy, is likely to take about one 

month.

- Adjourned to 02.10.2019 on which date the 

implementation report shall positively be submitted by the 

respondents failing which coercive action would be initiated 

in accordance with law.

Chairman

02.10.2019 Petitioner in person present. Additional Advocate

». •.General for respondents present.

The petitioner states that his grievance stands

redressed, therefore, the proceedings in hand are

required to be consigned to the record room.

Order accordingly.

Announced:
02.10.2019

Chairman
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07.05.2019 Petitioner in person and Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for 

the respondents present. Para-wise comments on reply of respondent- 

department has been submitted by the petitioner. To come up for 

arguments on 25.06.2019 before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

25.06.2019 Petitioner in person present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan
j

Paindakhel, Asst: AG jalongwith Mr. Gulzar Muhammad, 

AD(Litigation) for respondents present.

Main contention of the representative of the respondents 

was that as CPLA was filed against the judgment of this 

Tribunal dated 07.12.20,17 in the august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan. Therefore, the issue of back benefits would be
I

resolved after judgment of the august Court. He was directed to 

either get the judgment j of this Tribunal suspended from the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan or make provisional payment 

to the petitioner subject to submission of an undertaking on 

judicial stamp paper that in case any adverse decision is passed 

against the appellant he would be bound to return the received 

payment/amount. Respondents are directed to produce 

provisional implementation order on or before the next date of 

hearing. Case to com'e up for further proceedings on
I

19.08.2019.

(Ahm^ Hassan) 

Member
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Nemo for the petitioner. Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.
07.1.2019

It appears that notice required through order 

dated 22.11.2018 has not been served upon the 

petitioner. Let the same; be repeated for 20.02.2019 

before S.B.
\

irmin
V

t

Chai

Petitioner in person and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Safeer’Janan AD present. 

Adjournment requested. Adjourn. To come up for implementation 

report otherwise parawise cornments on 04.04.2019 before-S.B. .

20.02.2019

Member
3

04.04.2019 Petitioner in person present. Addl: AG alongwith Mr. 

Safeer Janan, AD for respondents present. Representative of the 

respondents submitted reply which is placed on file. Case to 

come up for further proceedings on 07.05.2019 before S.B.

V

(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member )
I

' •;

<
V.



m% Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

388/2018Execution Petition No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The execution petition of Mr. Muhammad Imran submitted 

through registered post, may be entered in the relevant register and 

put up to the Court for proper order please..

24.10.20181

\

REGISTRAR '

This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on2-

CHAIRMAN

Notice to all concerned. Adjourned to 07.01.2019 for 

implementation report before S.B.

22.11.2018

________________'S9iumikj-
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Ir i-;
Apptal No. 971/2016

Date oflnstiuition 

Date of Decision ... j

i

7
< :.

: 15.09.2016

07.12.2017 ■

•( •
I

Muhammad Imran, Fisheries Watcher 
otnee Ofthc Assistant Director Fisheries 
Disirici Bannu.

.'■‘5
.1

(Appclluiu)
!{

1.. ■.fcversus
■,-1

1. Province of IChyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
and Cooperative Department Peshaw Secretary Agriculture, Livestock 

ar and 2 others. ‘ •

A 7
lls!•

I

(Respondents)/I' wv
j

' VMR. SHAHZADA IRFAN 2IA 
Advocnic

j:.; mr.ziaullah,
[ Deputy District Attorney 

MR. AHMAD HASSAN,
. MR.'MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDl 

I ' A '
.'-liPXiMJiJii:

AHMAD I-IA.SSAN.

c.av.ar^''^^ and record perused.

!

S;
!

For appellant.I
j
1
t ! •j.I

For rc.spondenis.I

i

I ' 1 . ii I ISiMEMBER(Executive) 
MEMBER(Judiciai) j l .

•ft: ' H*;! 
■ ■ - 1 ^ 2i( »

■:

f -v.V'
(i

m;-Aiguijients ul ilic Icaincd f

counsel lor the i i:d.lif;
J'»s

I

■FACTSJ ;»
, .• j

)
4

- f•'
t2. The brief facts 1.'I iv mare that the appellant was appointed Fisheries Watcher'

PPC iA
I

acquittal by the august Supreme Court 

in service vide order dated 

to 26.08.2015 (4 years, 5 

was treated as Extra Ordinal

!
(BPS:?). An FIR ;

Rwas lodged against him under 

Police Station Ghorhvala, Bannii. '

I

Section 302/324/404/34

I'liai on ■ V■.

A PI
of Pakistan the 

31.05.2016. Howeve

1
respondents reinstated the appellant i

r, the p^pried from 29.03.2011
A •

day) he spent in Judicial lockup

i , :
;

months and one mf ■<

I :Vi
t

:I.
(i ■ i

I rr✓4
II Hi-.

-- ---...___♦ •
- 4-;i - -i

y -•>:
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fig aggrie\'cd of ihc said order he filed depaitmencal apj^l Oft ;

'
>

I

m 12.05.2016 for bzck xn:5zs '•.'2S rejected vide order daiCsi 03,0Sv20i6,7i i
If r

communicated to the appellant on 17.08.2016.•'
I

t

' [.ARGUMENTS «

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that an FIR against him was 

lodged uncer Section 302/324/404/34 PPG in P.S Ghoriwala, Bannu. He was 

arrested hy the local pQ'jlicc on 01.0‘1.201 I and was sent to jail. Upon registration 

o(‘ liUO (Agueulinu't lL\iio\i p!;u\'»i iIk' appellant under suspension ot\ 

30.04.2011. Finally upon acceptance of his appeal by the august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan vide judgment dated 20.08.2015 he was acquitted. Thereafter he was 

reinstated by the respondents vide order dated 31.05.2016. However, the period 

■from 29.03.2011 to 26.08.2015 (0 years, 5 months and one day) for Judicial lockup
I t

was treated as Extra Ordinarv' Leave without pay. Feeling aggrieved of the said
i

order he filed departmental appeal on 31.05.2016 for grant of back benefits for the

period mentioned above which was rejected on 03.08‘.2016 but communicated to

the appellant on 17.08.2016, hence, the in.siani service appeal. He further argued

that after acquittal by the august Supreme Court of I’akistun and after

reinstatement by the dcparimcnl there is hardly any jusiilicalion for treating die

said period as Extra Ordinary Leave. According to F.R 53 (a) Government Servant

is entitled for pay/salary duriim the period under suspension. F.R 54 provides that
I . ' ■ 1

' . {
upon reinstatement he is entitled for back benefits. Reliance was also placed or. 

2007 SCMR 537 wherein the Supreme Court of Pakistan held that respondents 

Mohammad Yousaf was entitled for financial benefits during the period spent in
I

custody being involvement for criminal ease.

I 3.

1
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A'O IOn the other hand learned Deputy District Attorney argued that on the

advicb^Law Dcpnnmenl the period from 29.03.2011 to 20.08.2015 being absent

i

)
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I ••( '1

it
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from duty was treated as leave without pay. Application submitted :by the 

appellant for grant of back benefits was regretted by the competent authority. He
! I ' ' ‘ ■

was treated according to law and rules and there is no illegality in the order dated

It /

4

31.05.2016. 1

1

V

r •t

. V t1' (
5. Careiiil perusal of record would reveal that upon registration of FIR the 

appellant was arrested on 04.04.20 i 1 and sent to jail. Subsequently, he was placed 

; under suspension by the respondents vide order dated 30.04.2011. It was also
t :

' i‘‘
mentioned in the said order that the appellant would be entitled for salary as - 

provided in F.R. 53. It is pertinent to point out that the respondents realizing the 

ground realities did not initiate disciplinary action against the appellant. ■ Finally 

. he was acquitted by the august Supreme (jjourt of Pakistan vide Judgment dated

i ■20.08.2015. The period fronv 29.03.2011 lo 26.08.2015 (4 years, 5 months‘and prie .■‘.■' ^ 

day) spent in jail was treated as Extra Ordinary Leave. It may not be out of place 

to mention here that the appellant was not absent from duty but was in judicial 

cii.slody whiclt wa.s in the knowledge of the luspondcnis. Rule-12(3) 'of the
k

Rcvi.scd Leave Rides 1981 qiioicd by Ihe Law Department in its advice, is not 

attracted in this case. The said provides that Lxlra Ordinary Leave may be granted 

retrospectively in lieu of absence without leave. It can be safely presumed that
I ' .

I , . respondent-department blindly followed ;ihe advice of Law Departmenty, rather 

, than applying their mind. The Law Department has further clarified, that' after 

. setting aside the conviction by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan :here ’is 

nothing to stigmatize and penalize to employee as the acquittal has washecj'away 

blemish of the employee being a 'convicted person. Wc arc also of the 

consi^^d view that F.R 54 is not applicable in this case as no adverse' 

taken against the appellant by the rc.spondcnt-dcpanment. The resp*6ndenis

I
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through letter dated 21.11,2017 informed that the appellant did not get pay from 

^I^He started getting pay w.e.f 27.08.2015 till date.
i

I r.
While making calculation for payment of back benefits the above period imay be 

li'ikcn iiiio coasidcraiion.

of case law report^ 

the period spent injudicial custody.

I

¥"4
i

I
I

4 1

r Jn view yj•a
. i
r i

6. As a sequel to above, the appeal is accepted and the impugned order i 

aside. Parties arc left to bear iheir own costs. File be consigned to the record

; r
{ IS set■i

i*'• I
room.

' j
'! i

'ill' !
(AHMAD HASSAN)<y/-

(MUHAMMAD AMIN K.M.^N KUNDl) 
MEMBER
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%■ » •• BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
s.

Execution Petition No.388/2018

In
/

Service Appeal No. 971/2016

Muhammad Imran Appellant

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture Peshawar

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Law Peshawar

3. Director Fisheries Department Peshawar

INDEX

Particulars of the Documents Annexure PageS.No

Reply 11.

2. Affidavit 02

Early hearing application submitted by the 
Advocate on Record. Annexure I 03-053.

Authority letter 064.

Dated: /04/2019
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\S' BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.388/2018

In

Service Appeal No. 971/2016

AppellantMuhammad Imran

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture Peshawar

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Law Peshawar

3. Director Fisheries Department Peshawar

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS 1 to 3

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. No comments.

2. No comments.

3. No comments.

4. No comments.

5. No comments.

6. The application for early hearing has already been submitted in the Supreme Court of 

Pakistan (Annexiire I). It is expected that the date will be fixed in the Supreme Court of 

Pakistan within a month and the honorable court is requested to give time so that the 

hearing is carried out in the Supreme Court of Pakistan and this office will provide the 

back benefits to Muhammad Imran if allowed by the Supreme Court of Pakistan or may 

order as deemed fit by this honourable court. It is also stated here that the Director

. Fisheries Khyber Pakhtunkhwa is not the head of the department/implementing authority. 

The Director General Fisheries is the head of the department/implementing authority.

SECRETARY 
LAW DEPARTMENT 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
(RESPONDENT N0.2)

DIRECTOR FISHERIES 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
(RESPONDENT N0.3)

SECRETARY
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
(RESPONDENT NO.l)

^i)
/V'



\ BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.388/2018

In

Service Appeal No. 971/2016

AppellantMuhammad Imran

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture Peshawar

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Law Peshawar

3. Director Fisheries Department Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I Mr.. Safeer Janan Assistant Director Fisheries Litigation and Statistics Directorate General of 
Fisheries Khyber Pakhtunkhwa do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the 
accompanying para wise comments submitted by the Respondent No. 1 Secretary Agriculture, 
Livestock and Cooperative Department Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Respondent No. 2 
Secretary Law Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and Respondent No. 3 Director Fisheries Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar are true to the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has 
been concealed from the Honourable Court.

Deponent

Safeer Janan

Assistant Director Fisheries

CNlCNo. 14101-0773744-7
1

Identified by:

Provincial Service Tribunal Peshawar
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
V ■

^'• 'Appdlate ]uri'0it\xbir'

/2019.CMA. NO.

IN

CPLA NO. n8-P/2018

Govt. K.P. through Secretary Agriculture, Livestock & Cooperative 
Department, Peshawar & others

PETITIONERS

RESPONDENTMuhammad Imran

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING AND

TRANSFER OF CPLA No. 118-P/2018 FROM

REGISTRY BRANCH OF PESHAWR TO

PRINCIPLAL SEAT AT ISLAMABAD,

RESPECTFULLY SEWETH:

That the petitioners havefikd the above noted CPLA along-with stay application 

in the Registry Branch at Peshazoar of this august Court.

1.

That no date has yet been fixed in the case for hearing due to non-availability of 

the bench at the Registry Branch at Peshazoar.

2.

%

. . ^kat the respondent has iniliuted implementation proceeding before the learned 

- Pakhiunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshazoar loherein notice has been issued

^ ^ the petitioners for

for 04r-04-2019: (Copy of the order is attach).

Vc
compliance reportimplemen ta tion and

v/



f
/

j

/

% 4. That the learned Khyher Pakhtun.khiua Service Tribunal Peshazuar is stressing 

for implementation of the impugned order in the CPLA mentioned above ivhich is 

pending before this august Court at branch Registry at Peshawar.

r

/.

/
I

I

/
5. That if the above mentioned CPLA is not fixed earlier for hearing the 

purpose of the CPLA would be lost and the petitioners will face the execution 

proceeding of the Service Tribunal Peshaumr. ;

/ • very!■

i

6. That the facts and circumstances explain above an early date of hearing and 

transfer of case from Registry Branch at Peshawar to the Principal seat at

Islamabad may please be order to save the petitioners from inconvenience.

7. That it is in the interest df justice and fair play if this august Court is pleased to

PLA for early hearing and transfer as convenient tofix the above mentioned C

this August Court.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the above mentioned CPLA along-with 

stay application may kindly be transfer from Peshawar Registry Branch to 

Principal seat at Islamabad for early hearing and fixation as convenient to this

August Court.

Drawn & Filed by

Through

MiafrSaadullah Jandoli 
Advocate on Record 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government/Petitioners

9
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Nemo for the petitioner. Add!. AG foh-.the 

respondents present.

07.1.2019

It appears that notice required through order • 

dated. 22.11.2018 has not been served upon the 

petitioner. Let the same be repeated for 20.02.2019 

before S.B./

'V
Chairman

Petitioner in person and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learn 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Safeer Janan AD prese 

Adjournment requested. Adjourn. To come up for irapiementati 

report otherwise parawise comments on 04.04.2019 befc@-S.B.

20.02.2019
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WWW. fsheries.kp.gov.pk

DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF FISHERIES
7.-SHAM1 ROA[) PESHAWAR '

0 091-9212096 kpkflsheries@yahoo.comV

https://twiner.com/fisherieskfacehook-com/dgfisherieskpkWWW.

No. /DGF/L&S/B-Q4 . Dated Q3/0lf2QI9

MOST IMMEDIATE/COURT MATTER
To

Mr. Safeer Janan 
Assistant Director Fisheries

COURT AUTHORITY LETTER IN EXECUTION PETITION NO,
388/2018 IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 971/2016 TITLED MUHAMMAD
IMRAN VERSUS THE GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH SECRETARY AGRICULTURE AND
OTHERS IN THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Subject:

You are hereby nominated/authorized to attend the court of law on behalf of 

No. 1 Secretary Agriculture, Livestock and Fisheries Department Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Respondent No. 2 Secretary Law Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

Respondent No. 3 Director Fisheries Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on each and every date of hearing till 

the decision of the case in execution petition No. 388/2018 in service appeal No. 971/2016 titled 

“Muhammad Imran versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Agriculture 

and others” in the Provincial Service Tribunal Peshawar.

Respondent

You are further directed to prepare joint para wise reply/comments of the case, 

vet it from the office of the concerned Law Officer Provincial Service Tribunal Peshawar and 

send a vetted copy and a fair copy to this office for necessary action if required. You are further 

directed to meet the concerned Law Officer to assist him and apply for attested copy of the court 

order/judgment (if any) well in time and submit for further necessary action.

DIRECTOR GEN L FISHERIES 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR

mailto:kpkflsheries@yahoo.com
https://twiner.com/fisheriesk


BEOFERE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition NO.388/2018

In

Service Appeal No.971/2016

AppellantMuhammad Imran

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Seceretary Agriculture Peshawar.
2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Law Peshawar.
3. Director Fisheries Departmen Peshawar.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPLANT

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. No Comments.
2. No Comments.
3. No Comments.
4. No Comments.
5. No Comments.

l/lmplementationi/All Back Benefits tfAppellant (./si/Law DepartmenBjiy^/^

^l>^i>^lbStay Order /AppeIlant(y‘.C7)i-l/o:/[/DepartmenUjlx/’

back Benfites-C

ijf c-L(X^2jjL^^t'Fl)elay/Casei/^

iS U? ^7 (j/f Appellant

ZlAppellant

y^bt/Law Department:::y^_7*Appellantj1r

^ ^ LCv-0^ C3^ 3 - ^

Appellant

Muahmmad I^an FT
cy



BEOFERE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition NO.388/2018

In

Service Appeal No.971/2016

Muhammad Imran Appellant

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhvva through Seceretary Agriculture Peshawar.
2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Law Peshawar.
3. Director Fisheries Departmen Peshawar.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPLANT

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. No Comments.
2. No Comments.
3. No Comments.
4. No Comments.
5. No Comments.

ijlmplementationJ'AII Back Benefits dAppellani (Jl^)5i/s!yLavv DepartmentJji>y^.^jC-6

^::_f>'^)>^lLjStay Order /Appellant(3‘*^.»i-i/L^L^y Department7ji.>;y^

All backBenfitesjC

yAppellant 

—'If

ZlAppellant Jl

->^.^7l>>/c:^JlA"lilC4_A(iy:?L"jLawDepartment>/^-^Appellantj1r

<n^:Appellant

Muahmmad Imran



BEOFERE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARt
Execution Petition NO.388/2018

In

Service Appeal No.971/2016

AppellantMuhammad Imran

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Seceretary Agriculture Peshawar.
2. Government of Kdiyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Law Peshawar.
3. Director Fisheries Departmen Peshawar.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPLANT

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. No Comments.
2. No Comments.
3. No Comments.
4. No Comments. 
•5. No Comments.

.

J^ImplementationijAII Back Benefits (^Appellant {/sl/Law Departmentyf

Department^ji.::/^

•i ,

i::_.f>c:^l>iE(DStay Order /Appellanttj‘^^Ji

-i^jlfU/ii^Wci^fv^^i-XlrlmplementationjAll back Benfites/

-U.‘

hJb^C>

... . - ./<-
Appellant

■' Appellant

f\ y:?L"iiLaw Departmentyy^J^AppellantV"T

Appellant

Muahmmad Imran ■ 5/-^

AV<- ,
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-t"- CQURT iVlATTER/iViOST URGENT.

■'

« niRPninRATF GFNERAL FISHERIFS KHYRFR PAKHTUNKHWA.v}.

2, SHAMI ROAD PESHAWAR.
i

Peshawar/ Dated Peshawar the 09/08/2018.No.358-62/DGF/Lit/

To
The District Officer Fisheries, 
Bannu.

EXECUTION PETITinN NO mms IN SERVICE f
“MUHAMMAD IMRAN VERSUS GOVERNMENT OF KYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.&Subject; -

OTHERS”.

copy ol the order sheet dated.25-06.2019 on the subject cited
Find enclosed herewith a

above, which is self explanatory.

The office of Advocate General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar has been requested by 

General of Law & Human Rights, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar to file
the Assistant Solicitor (Lit;). Directorate

application for early hearing before the Supreme Court of Pakistan vide No.SOL/DG/Law/Agri/2018/9979-7
an

dated.09.08.2019

However, you are hereby directed to make arrangement for provisional payment to the 

petitioner regarding the pay & allowances for the period with effect from 29-03-2011 to 28-08-2015 subject to 

submission of an undertaking on judicial stamp paper that in case any adverse decision is gassed against the 

appellant he would be bound to return the received payment/amount.

This may be ’treated, as most urgent, because it involves court directives to comply with

letter & spirit.

DIRECTOR GENE^L/FISHERIES 
KHYBER PAKHfUNKHVyA ^ 

PESHAWAR,

Copy forwarded for information & necessary action to;

The Section Officer (Litigation), Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Agriculture 
Stock, Fisheries & Cooperative, Department.

Live1 1.

The Section Officer (LFC). Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Agriculture. Live 
Slock, Fisheries 8 Cooperative Department,

The AcWocale on Record, Supreme Court ol Pakistan. 0/0 Advocate General, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Tim i^S lo Sccielary, Government ol Khybei Pakhtunkhwa, Agriculture. Live 
'Slack, lusl'tencs 8 Couperalivc Department.

2.

3.

'I,

DIRFCrOlYGl'NLRAi. FISHERIES 
KiiVBFP PAKHTUNKftWA 

PESHAWAR.
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> a-Petitioner in person present. Mi'. Muhammad|.l.ik2tt^anf •."■ '■^ll25.06.2019

Paindaldiel, Asst: AG aiongwith Mr. Gulzar

AD(Litigation) for I'espondents present.

Main contention of the representative of the respondents 

was that as CPLA was filed'against the judgment of this 

Tribunal dated 07.12.2017 in the august Supreme Court of. 

Pakistan. Therefore, the issue of back benefits would be 

resolved after judgment of the august Court. He was directed to 

either get the Judgment of this Tribunal suspended from the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan or make provisional payment 

to the petitioner subject to submission of an undertaking on 

judicial stamp paper.that in case any adverse decision is passed 

against the appellant he would be bound to return the received 

payment/amount. Respondents ■ are directed to produce 

provisional implementation order on or before the next date of 

hearing. Case to come up for further proceedings on 

19.08.2019.

(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
. 'I

.‘V
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District Bannu
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f^ri^ Saeeda. Advocate

Oath Commissioner■■i\

1^. • District Bannu


