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10/2024Implementation Petition No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgel.)atc; of order 
proceedings

S.No.

33

/.
The implementation petition of Mr. Abdul Jalil 

received today by registered post through Mr, Mutee 

Uiiah Rind Advocate. It is fixed for implementation 

report before touring Single Bench at D.I.Khan on - 

_________. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

03.01.2024. -1

noted the next date.

By the order of Chairman

REGISTRAR

V

!



The execution petition in 'ippeai no.393/2016) recei\/ed today i.e. on 

1,20/3 oy registered.) post is returned to the counsel for the petitioner with 

die foilowir'^g remarks.

t ■ Copy or application moved by the petitioner to competent authority for 

the implemeniation of Judgment is not attached with the petition. If the 

appheabo)') has aiready bceri preferreyj and reasonable period of 30 days

has been expired be placed on rile, if not, the same process be 

nd ti'ien after approacli to this Tribunal for theco^ r^ pieted 

i rn jj: r? I n e r: ta L; o n oi u d g ns cm

2- Copy o.l' iudgmrmt is not attached with the petition be placed on it.

petiti.on is incomplete be completed according to the 

ruie-6 of the Khyber PaKhitun.kfiwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.

1- Chaniber address anci contact number of the counsel engaged is not 

menuoned or; rfio index of the petition.

0/0 rvuo'e copies/sets of the petition along with annexures i.e. complete 

I rospeci: he subrniited with the petition.
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f BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR, CAMP OFFICE D.I.KHAN

MISCELLENIOUS PETITION NO. OF 2023

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 269 OF 2022

Decided on 21/06/2023

ABDUL JALIL - (Petitioner)

Versus

Govt of KPK & Others - (Respondents)

MISCELLENIOUS PETITION

INDEX

S.No Particulars of the Documents Annexure Page

1 Miscellaneous Petition

2 Execution Petition

3 Wakaiat Nama

November 23. 2023

Your humble Petitioner

Abdul Jalil

Muteeu 

Advocate High Court
B>\a :>
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR cmP off/c^
lo /S-9§Jf
OF 2023MISCELLENIOUS PETITION NO. Khvbcr Fakhtukhw* 

Sct'* *ce Tribunal

EXECUTION PETITION NO. 269 OF 2022

Decided on 21/06/2023

Diary Nu.

Pat««l

Abdul Jalil son of Abdul Latif, r/o Mohallah Ship shah City 

Dera Ismail Khan.
(Petitioner)

Versus

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil 

Secretariat Peshawar.

The Board of Revenue Govt, of KPK, Peshawar through its 

Secretary

2.

3. The Senior Member Board of Revenue Civil Secretaria

Peshawar

14. The Secretary Establishment Govt, of KPK, Civil 

Secretariat Peshawar

The Deputy Commissioner / Collector Dera Ismail Khan5. y
(Respondents)

MISCELLENIOUS PETITION

SUBJECT: APPLICATION FOR RE-CONSIGNED EXECUTION

PETITION # 269 OF 2023

Respectfully Sir,

The petitioner is submitted as under:-

1. That the Execution Petition was pending/adjudication . 

^ before this honourable Court fixed for 21/06/2023, 

which was filed on same day, due to non-appearance



Of petitioner Side, witj^.. absence of petitioner and his 

Representative of Respondents 

advantage to submit implementation report.

That the

t 1

Counsel, took

2. petitioner filed Service Appeal # 393 of 2016 

alongwith two others appeal # 360 of 2016 & 361 of

2016 respectively which ' was aggrieved from one 

order.

3. That the Respondents implemented order of Appeal # 

^360 & 361 but the present petitioner/executor is still 

awaited for implementation of order. Likewise, try to 

mislead of this honorable court.

That the absence of petitioner and his Counsel, the4.

execution petition was filed on 21/06/2023. 

That the portioner was not5. aware and non-issued any 

Summons for attendance of this court. Please may be

rehearing of said execution petition.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant miscellaneous,

petition may kindly be accepted to rehearing of execution petition 

decided on merit.
and

Petitioner

Alidul Jatii- 
thjsQogh

M uteeuH^lriiifw 
Advocate High Court



\

. A.

before the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFRVTrP
1

- tribunal PESHAWAR

MISCELLENIOUS PETITION NO. OF 2023

EXECUTION PETITION NO.
Decided on 21/06/2023

269 OF 2022

Abdul Jalil(Petitioner)

Versus

Govt of KPK 8t Others (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Abdul Jalil son of Abdul Latif, r/o Mohallah Ship shah City Dera

Ismail Khan the petitioner, do hereby solemnly affirm and declared on ''

Oath that all the contents of the petition 

best of my knowledge and belief and 

subject matter was filed earlier. >

are true and correct to the

no other petition on the same

/

Deponent 
Abdul Jalil

Through Counsel

/

Mute^^ah>Ri
Advocate
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3^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVI^fe.\^

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
-»ei *

tii.iry iv<„.Execution Petition No. OF 2023
Qo:3Diitod'

Abdul Jalil scr- of Abdul Latif r/o Mchallah Shipshah City 

Dera Ismail Khan.

(Petitioner)
Versus

The Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 

Secretary Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

1.

2. The Board of Revenue, Govt, of KPK, Peshawar through 

its Secretary.

3. The Senior member Board of Revenue Civil Secretariat 

Peshawar. /

4. The Secretary Establishment Govt, of KPK, Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar.

The Deputy Commissioner/Collector Dera Ismail Khan.5.

(Respondents]
EXECUTION PETITION

That the petitioner hereby applies for execution of the judgment 
herein below as follows:

Service Appeal No. 361/2016Suit No.1

Abdul Jali! son of Abdul Latif-r/o Mohailah 
Shipshah Dera Ismai! Khan.'

2 Name of Parties

fPSTITIO??SRI
. VERSUS

1. The Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
through Chief Secretary ClvH 
Secretariat Peshawar.

attested

RX- , - 
Khybj?f

Service '-Tribunal
The Board of Revenue, Govt, of KPK, 
Peshawar through Its Secretary.

3. The Senior member Board of Revenue 
Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2.

The Secretary Establishment Govt, of4.



If KPK; Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

The Deputy Commissioner/Collector 
Dera Ismail Khan

5.

(RESPONDENTS)
2 Date of Judgment .24/10/2017
3 Whether any Appeal

preferreri, . from
Department________ _
Previously execution 
petition is filled or not

Nil

4 Nil

5 Relief granted in the 

judgment
The impugned order dated 23/12/2015 is set 
aside and the appellant is reinstated into 
service with the direction to the respondents 
to conduct de-r.Qyo enquiry within a period 
of three months from the date of receipt of 
this judgment. The issue of back benefits 
shall be subject to the final outcome of the 
de^novo inquiry.

6 Amount of Costs, if any Nil
7 Against whom to be 

executed
Respondents

Q
• •>><W w . .V • r*. - . . 

uci w. ztn.^.K Liie judgment dated 
24/10/2017 the respondents conducted de- 
novq enquiry in which the petitioner along 
with two others declared as innocent. 
Pertinent to mention here that Mr. Qudrat 
Ullah 8i Mr. Sher Jan has been reinstated 
intc service on the basis of de-novo enquiry, 
hence, the present petitioner is also entitled 
to be treated in accordance with law and is 
entitled to be reinstated into service as per 
judgment dated 24/10/2017. After de-novo 
inquiry the respondents released the arrears 
and salaries of intervening period i.e. 
23/12/2015 to 28/02/2018 to other 
appellants but , refused to the present 
petitioner.

■ i • '.(iC

assistance of the court 
if required

it is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant petition may kindly be 

accepted.

Humble Petitioner

March 1-0.2023
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Nemo for the. petitioner. Mr. Farhaj Sikandar, DismoJ 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Abdul Maleem, Superintendent for the

21.06.2023 01.

respondents present.

Representative of the respondents submitted
f '

implementation report whereby in compliance of the judgment of 

this Tribunal, the grievance of the petitioner has been redressed.

02.

Since the order dated of this Tribunal has been complied with,

therefore, the instant execution petitioner is filed. Consign. .

03. Pronounced in open court at camp court D.LKhan and 

given under my hand and seal of the Tribunal this 2r^ day of June,

2023.
h

\

(Muhammad Akfe^Khan) 
Member (E)

Camp Court D.LKhan
Kamranullah

a tiire copy

Service
Peshawir
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.1 ’■‘■V '--.MU.:. THE RHYBER PAiCHTUNKIiWA SERVICE TRIBUAL.PESHAWAR
AT' CAMP COURT D.i.KHAN. ' .'

i

i

m : I\
1;i

.1

:
; Appeal No. 360/2.016■ ■ ii ■i' At’;

; . r.!’,: 1 • ;I Dale of Instituiion 04.;)4.2016 •r. :■

./ T.y

%^Jes6vvs'-'
I C'Date ofDcetsion 24.10.2017!

.1
i

'>■ .'•rrsfhlliih S/0 Ohulam Rasoof Basil Kanjhkanwali, D.I.Khan City.
... (Appellant)

!

■:
Si :

i
VBRSUS

The Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil 
Se-crelanat. Peshawar and 4 others.

i

(Respondents)

MUHAMMAD ASGHAR KHAN KUNDk
; \ ;

MR. MUHAMMAD ISMAiL ALlZAi V

For appellant: •ocitici
l

r-:]:. l ARHA.i SfKANDAR.
For respondents.•astjU AUornev

MFyMBER(Exccuuvc') 
' NIEMBER(Judician

i-MU .aHMAD HASSAN.
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL;i ;

;

JUDGMENT !/'•A

aHMAD 1 iassan. member.- •• •
! f

This judgment shall di.spose of the inin.?.r.t sendee appeal as well as connccicd
.1

service appeals no. 393/2016 tilled Abdul JiiH'r'and no. 361/2016 tilled Sher Jan a.s
;

T.iv-/!!::.'- question of law aiid facts are involved therein.

Argiunenis of the learned counsel for the, parties heard and'record perused.
j

!

facts ■ ■ _ .M;

The brief lacts are that iheuppeUiuU on'thc ailegavions-opnot pursuing Civil
■ J' - ■> ■■

huil against the government was subjected lo inquiry and vide impugned order dated 

.21U.3 major penalty of dismissal iTUirf service was imposed on him agaihsi

f

f

Vt 1
! •

i
i*. •}'

I

W' 4

!

d
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I

which he preferred depmmentai -appeal on 19.01.2016 but was!; rejected ont
I mI

I r
i '1.03.20,16, hence, the instant service appeal.I

I

J ■ i
ARGUMENTS

A-i L.earned counsel for the appellant argued that a civil suit wasOrrslitufed ih-the coun
..y ..h,., ■ • • :

ofiCivil Judge D.LKhan in 2007 regarding declarationV.f title of 16 Kanal-of government 

hii.id situated in Mauza Shorkol. Tehsil and .Dishict D-I.iChan. Respondent no;5 gave an 

auiiiuriiy letter dated 25.05.2007 to the appellant by authorizing, him to. represent the 

Provincial Government in the above court on 02.06.2007 and on. subsequent dales. He 

i'ur!hcr contended that the appellant attended the court on 02.06.2007 sand there-after 

auahoiity letter was given to DRA Ghulam Qasim on ,20.06.2007, while next date of 

njaung i.e 21.06.2007 was also attended by him. Hovv'ver, he did not attend the court 

0^07,2007 and defendants were accordingly placed ex-parte. Afterwards the appellant was
I . !, ■

pbsied as Naib Tehsildar Naln Gomal and-was required to iook-after duties of flood
I ■'-'■■■ i'" ■

ci.uii.roi. He submitted an application on 15.06.2007 to the respondent no.5. to relieve him 

:;iicnding the court in the said case. Finally vide judgment dated 05.0.1-.2008 ex-parte 

•■Jyci-ec was pas.sed in favour of the plaintiff with the directions to allot thei'said land to the
t

piainiift The respondents did not challenge the said' order in appellate court However,

^ ibc:',' preferred an application under Section 12(2) of CPC before Civil Judge D.I.Khan 

J Uvj;?.2013. Mr, Kiramatullah Rhan, Tehsildar D.l.Khc n was deputed to attend,the court in
\ 'R

'.hi.-i ca.se. The above application was rejected on 10,U,.2014..Similarly Addf: .District &
I ^7 ■ ■ • '
Ses.sion Judge D.I. KJian vide judgment dated 16.04.2015 dismissed.the revision petition of 

ih-: respondents against order dated,. 10.11.2014. The. respondents havei'-now'filed Writ 

U'uiiion no. 8.57-d72015 before Peshawar High Court i).'l.lChan:Bench andrthe same is still 

subjudice. As such Mr, Abdul Jalil appellant in..Sendee appeal no.' 393/2016. was never, 

jiirected/authorize to. pursue/attend the court regarding'a,ppUcation under J2(2)CPC and as 

.nul- could noi.be.held responsible for dismissal of apjdication on 10.11.2014. The enquiry 

pfiiecr.did not dilate upon this important aspect of'he case. DRA Ghulam Qasim. was 

y.soucrated by the enquiry officer on the sole ground of not receiving the, authority letter

•h;

h' j’

I

I

;

on

;

! i
I

.1;/
f

i

... on
I. i

!• (
I

:

•i
I'.'.'
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i
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1

1. .
! nis request to the District Officer Revenue D.I.Kh^n toT attend the coiirt proceedings. 

P'^.v.ver, The.record before the belies theltbove assertion: Authority letter
/ '-S:

IV
caied.20,06.2007. issued in favour of DRA, Ghulam Qasim, bears countersignatures of the

/: :I officer al-ongwith office stamp of. the court and order issued'.dated 21.06.2007 

!V;icrs to its pre.'scntrUion and anendance of court. Letter regarding', exemption from 

ai|cuding court dated 05.02.3006 presented by Mr.'Ghulant .Qasim beforerthe enquiry

instituted on i 2.05.2007 and authority letter 

issued on 20.06.2007, The enquiry officer was fequired:to take into account these facts. .

Af :

I

i-^ijficer was much before the subject case was

funishmem awarded iIS very ;iarsh. Casual, unproffissionai and. lethargic attitude, of 

ocen highlighted by re:,;'pondent no., 3 nor recommended 

uciitin against him to the law department. The accused officials

i
■

Oiovermneni Pleader has not
•:

;
i were never sununoned in 

pyson for recording their statements as required under E&D Rules-20n./Opportunity of 

pjsrsonal hearing was not ailbrdcd to the accused'officials. No departmental representative 

depTTted by the respondents to assist the enquiry officer and present relevant record.

;

i

r

\
\

\I \VrV7

.1
.ijiU’Ugh final show cause notice was served on 1I12 appellant, but copy of inquiry report' 

0|fing a mandatory was not annexed with it and it tantamount to illegality and departure 

i;v>m rules. I he enquiry officer failed to record statement of witnesses and opportunity of 

nn.iss examination of witnesses was also not provided to the appellant. Speaking order 

■-y npi passed on the departmental appeal submitted,.hence, Secfion-24 (A.) of beneral Clauses
i

Ae;' 1897 was violated. Reliance

I
' {

i'

i

;
was..r--;!

i

was placed on case as .report,in 2008 SCMR 1369. 2013
i

Ii
SCMR 817 and SCMR 1743. Ii

I
1

Cn the other hand learned District..Atfomey' argued that the,:;appellant 

ajuniuiized by the then lehsildar D.I, Khan to attend/pursuc the subjecfcaseinihe court of 

ibove mentioned Civil Judge bd.Khan. Initially he Attended the courtiionce. But did i 

p]''C;ar later on and ex-parte decree

was .!

ic ; nof ..

issued .against :the Provincial gdvernment due to 

ligcnce of the appellant. The provincial government was. depriyed of .16 Kanal of land

i

was

nc

!'
U'cuuse of dereliction showed by appellant toward official duty. All codaRformalities 

Lompletcd before imposition major penalty ofdismissai on the appellani..an'd others.

•1 were

. v'-f.-cC \..'I

!. •:
1

r.
f. •ff ••
!•' i'

i

;
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I

I

4 'V1

;
•i . CONCLUSION. :■ V,

J

yI

Careftil perusal of record would reveal that glaring discrepancies were noticed ^in 

'-nquiry proceedings. The accused officials(r
never summoned in person for 

l ecoiding their statements. No departmental representative was deputed by lhe respondents

were!-/I
!'
I

I

TO assist the enquiry officer and present relevant record. Though final show cause notice
r''- t; : ■

a.s ved on the appellant, but copy of inquiry report being a mandatory requirement 

no; arme.xcd with it and it tantamount to illegality and'depai'ture from rulds. The enquiry 

.)f!iccr failed to record

: was
j.*

I

statement of witnesses and opportunity to, cross examine , the 

Uimesses to the appellant was also not provided to the appeilam. Another lacuna noticed i "

'1

1.

in •
,r

ii|c. ..-nquiry report is that unprolessional and lethargic attitude of Government Pleader has 

npi oeen highlighted/ discussed nor any action was recommended against-him to the law 

dpp. irunenl. Normally it is the responsibility of the Government'Pleader to fepresent/defend 

in the court ot Civil Judge on behalf of the provincial government. Speaking order 

uol passed on his departmental appeal, hence, Secli6n~24 (A) of Genera! Clauses Act 

ih'97 was violated.

;

(
J ihe case*
i

{

:
I

i
i

7 Re.spondent no.5 gave an authority letter dated 25.05.2007 tO' the appellant by.

■ auu'orizing him to represent the Provincial Government in the above court.on 02.06.2007 

ijiid on subsequent dales. Me further contended that the appellant attended, the court 

j. 02.06.2007 and there-after authority letter was given to DRA Ghulam Qasim on 

06.2007, while next dare of hearing i.e 21.06.2007 was also attended.by/him..'However; 

he did not attend the court on 04.07.2007 and d'efendards were accordingly-placed'ex-parte. 

KUerwards the appellant was posted as Naib Tehsildaf Nala Gomal anT'was required to 

jook-after duties of flood,control, That no documentary evidence-iiavailable to substantiate- 

tlr'.i the appellant was deputed as departmental representative to pursue/attend the court of •

i
I

i

/i)
I I

on

Hi :1
■

\

: ir,

I! -

il Judge VH D.l.Kdian. Learned District Attorney produced an'office order of Tehsildar 

|lLLKhan whereby the appellant
;

was deputed to attend the court of the above judge

pcnali ofTch.sildar D.I.Klian. Huweyerv w'heh confronted, on the .point whether, Tehsildar

[was cornpcient to.pass such order he stated thatit was beyond-tlte jurisdibtioh.of Tehsildar 
j

•• .' ..jlo pass sueff orders. As such orders passed'.by the Tehsildar D.l.Khah.^ vV'ere beyond his

>■

on

I:
!

f-

15.2!J7 I
4

;^EVENUlSi:
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i

I / </

cijo-peicnce, hence, illegai. Moreover, the appellant aUended the court on 02.06;2007 and 

"2; .i{’e:.2007 but could not attend the court 

trcrisifrred/posted out.

/

the next date of hearing and was later onon

I,

1.
/ S. We have no hesitation in saying that without active connivance ot'the then District 

Lojlecior Mr. Klian Bakhash and others this should not have happened. In order to 

senior otlicers appelium; and others were made scapegoat. The respondents 

cvpiamuion lor their meaningful silence on the.duty role of senior officers^ especially the 

Dibirict Collector. U.is not the only case decided against the. government rather, D.I.KJian is 

a jiappy hunting ground for such dramas but were hushed up for one reason or the other.

I he appellant has also quoted a case of similar nature in his reply departmental appeal. The 

■role of Civil Judge in the instant case has given rise to tnany.questions and further credence 

iir observation is given by referring to the order passed by the Peshawar High Court 

Oided 20.01.2016. which is reproduced below:-

/ \

save the

owe an

I

;

!•
i
i

;
ioi II I

i'
i

n!
“The learned .^{AG contends that decree has been obtained by the 
respondents by deploying fraudulenrmeans and fraud has. been 
committed on the Court as the suit, (and

1
I

was never resumed for 
land reforms; moreso. in such like conlroversy. junsdiciiibn of 
Civil Court was barred under Sectiori 26-of the land Reforms 
Regi.tlation, 19.'2. but the Courts .helow had not adverted ib this 
vital aspect oj the case, therefore, judgment of both (he courts 
below are not suslainahle in the eye of law. Points, raised, need 
consideration: Admit. Noiice and record."

i

i

:
r
1i-

>
Vi As a nutshell to the above discussionj the appeal is accepted. Impugned order dated 

.• ik 1 .’.2015 is set aside and the appellant is reinstated into service with the'.direction. to the •
I- ■ ’ . .

!v apondenis to conduct de-novo enquiry within a period of three.months from .the date'of

;
■[

;
r

leceip; of this Judgment. The issue of back, benefits shall be subject to the final outcome of 

inquiry. Parties arc left to bear their own costs. File be consigijed to the record
i-

lilic dc-novoI r
ji rouiu.

■e:.-:
• ii • .?

•: ■!. - ■ MAHMAD HASSANl 
MEMBER

CAMP COURT D.l.KHAN

\I. 0i
I

• i /
{'MCHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAtf...v 

Mi-:.MBF.R

!.

■A!d]\iO(.iNCED 
id. 10.2017,

1
•'-f> ..i.i -TAkh- ■»* c . 1/i : • JC

'ipi"
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r :
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. -Farhaj Sikandar, Dislric, 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Mukhtiar All, A.9sistant SecretaryAor respondents 

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

■O'! Vt •• 'V
■cOrderI

t

24.I0.20]?

\
iri

This appeal is also accepted as per detailed judgment of .todaj 

placed on file in connected semce appeal No.i 360/2016. entitled 

“Qudratullah-vs- The Govt: of .Khyber Paklitunkhwa

; ;■

I

■ :i through Chief-
Secretary Civil Secretariat, Peshawar and 4 others". Parties are left to bear.1 i

their own cost; File be consigned t-:» the record room. ::

I: r Announced:
24.10.20171

..r*'

'‘X^Kmad Hassan) ; 
Member

Camp'cburtD.i.KJ-ian.

■1 m:
!

(Muharnmad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

C’

■ 1

t

■ A/
- '■ •

I

;; •;
i

f

I
; '

j

' '; /
I .. ..
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1

I
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28/02/2018lr23/12/201 5-^I^bb

J'l'X -I
Li?*L;y'i_-L/u-_lj?^b^Disnniss From Service _r

Dismiss from iT^'jSOie jT393y:"

Service

V (X/ £/Ty 3 9 3

i

>

of 2016XJ?iJxX 

lf^t/jX2016

393 of
> .

^r
-<i_ j If iSji^d ((/vjU>^ 11

(^3 loi/xJJjy‘

.—v/>JcXi^)VUvIrloy j.



y %

', COUNCIL

■ ©iSS:

...~m. ;.-o -j\

; »•

.,, ,
:-:7. '•-■ici.u-p;.

> I ; -Hi

afeiiiii'i
AtiMi

.N'< 11
- ■ '

I
f i •''

. fi'' ' '•••.<• I

' '^‘•■'P«-'rCv;.:7,r.ii
■. ........................•-•^•

I l> I

Hi-'

id :•;■ -.P' .

'f

!■
I

,* ■

.-
^.■ •

1
^i!^

■:

-i
4•V: .•
7i\ I* AJ''!

0)lAu i
'-' y'

.■■.•■:
• V ' ••I '> «. f.r :
\d.1

V ' (
: y ; ' —-t.

1 , ;;. ,p: .1:.

! • ■••' — ' ’,

'''■■’ ': Ud

I .' t

/o.--y...
’’■y ...:■> L,: /_

', .Ln UL.r\r /'. -
- uj! //j ^ j /_ , il

.-Jr;[| .:'.y,l ,'I

•:i

y -'r'r- 'L/

i.1 I. •' .Li-I ,’y:i -L,-' rd: I oy>
JA^ydy.:ij ,j/ ■/'Uuy^-

•d'd
''"d''0-'i-'oyjOU.d^■'/ ' yjl

*'C.., '••■,•'' I- iJ '-'-l j'"
;

y jy-Cx// I• ii.;. I ••■d dj. 
j-> r.<

N C

.:':"d'iiiy.-duLd 'I

■ u^U j ['jj/^ iji .L>

i d'- -f -jyj Jd- •.. . I
V.•J. I -J'y: ■t‘. ■>J.VI_ •:■:>.:•;v

J
'; j\u1.

f'd ('-J.

.'T

■^'' (.^! lOx--

I.!; I.' ;

r•r.-.
udd/•i'

0 ^ 6A' lA' -jy j-\!'
■I-..

A■■I r
:■■ di.i.

'•• •‘, ' ' '/ 'i-----:s^ : itr. ■■\

r-di'-..yyiAAcNj. -ss..-4-

. '■: !...
j •

_ ■' ld>
:

4 ■■ .


