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Iv ORM- OF ORDER SHEET

Implementation Petition No. __ 10/2024

Date of order

pri)ccedings

.2‘

1 .03.01.2024

received today by registered post through.l_\/lr, Mutee
-Ullah "Rind Advocate. ItA is fixed for implementation

r’epo'rt before touring Single Bench at D.l.Khan on -

O—frder or other proc@:e&iﬁés-W_ii-r‘i.signatur_'eﬁg)fhj.ﬁ'aée" '

The implementation petition of Mr. Abdull.'J'aIiI

R notAed the next date.

By th -o'rder‘ of Chai»rman"

REGISTRAR

. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has |
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ion penttion in appeal n0.393/2016 received today Le. on

P15 returned Lo the counsel for the petitioner with

{
e

o fodiowing remarks,

Fhvy the

netitioner to campetent authority for

implementation of judgment is not attached with the petition. If the

\

i has 2iready been preferred and reasonable period of 30 days

capired be placed on file. If not, the same process be

71
then  after

o

apuroach  to this Tribuna! for the

£ i
BT D,
Ly R

s mot attached with the petition be placed on it

he completed according to the

-
5

ice Tribunal rules 1974.

J T VU SRSV |
3oang contact numbper of the counse:

angaged is not

+ P !
8

tition. co

J

Juets of the petition along with annexures i.e. complete

na sunmitied with the petition,

REGISTRAR
KMHYBER PAKHTUNIOVA
SERWVICE TRIGUNAL
PESHAWAR
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR, CAMP OFFICE D.LI. KHAN

EPNO =[o /&ﬂ&l/

MISCELLENIOUS PETITION NO. OF 2023

EXECUTION PETITION NO. _ 269 OF 2022

o 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 ' [ — 3' '
2 | Execution Petition 143 - 5{
| 3 |wakalat Nama | - e

November 23, 2023

Your humble Petitioner

Abdul Jalil

Mu&h

Advocate High Court |
2348- 099340 S




4. The Secretary Establishment Govt. of KPK, Civil

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP ofFice "DIRHA'V
£PNos [o /3\9&4 e
MISCELLENIOUS PETITION NO.____ OF 2023 "’gtthc‘e""}‘r':ﬁ‘a';‘.':‘-’"
EXECUTION PETITION NO. _ 269 OF 2022  puuy ne ASLG
‘Decided on 21/06/2023 q | Dated Bl // %23

Abdul Jalil son of Abdul Latif, r/o Mohallah Ship s_hah ity
Dera Ismail Khan. |
(Petitibner)
Versus

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil
Secretariat Peshawar. . S

2. ' The Board of Revenue Govt. of KPK, Peshawar through its
Secretary

3. The Senior Member Board of Revenue Civil SecretariaQ _
- Peshawar '

Secretariat Peshawar

5. The Deputy Commissioner / Collector,Dera Ismail Khan

/ 4 _
(Respondents)
MISCELLENIOUS PETITION.

SUBJECT: APPLICATION FOR RE-CONSIGNED _EXECUTION
PETITION # 269 OF 2023

Respectfully Sir,

" The petitioner is submitted as under:-
1. That t’he Exe‘cutio'n Petition was pending/adjudication .
before this honourable Court fixed for 21/06/2023,

which was filed on same day, due to non-appearance )
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of petitioner snde with. absence of petltfoner and his -
Counsel, Representat:ve of Respondents took
advantage to submlt implementation report. |

That the  peitioner filed Service Appeal # 393 of 2016
alongwith two others appeal # -360 of 2016 & 361 of - |
2016 respectively which - was aggrieved fronﬁ one -
order. -'

That the Respondents implemented order of Appeal #

]360 & 361 but the present petitioner/executor is still"l

awaited for implementation of order. L'ikewise,.try to
mislead of this honorable court. |

That the absence of petitioner and his Counsel, the
execution petition was filed on 21/06/2023.

That the portioner was not awa}e and. non-issued any
Summons for attendance of th|s court Please may be

rehearlng of sald execution petltlon

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant miscellaneous

petltlon may kindly be accepted to rehearlng of executlon petition and -

decnded on merit,

P~

/\/o\embg/'z

- Petitioner

Muteeu Rid
Advocate High Court

{,.J‘O%;’A__ 42023




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
‘ TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR .

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)

" AFFIDAVIT

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

: Isma|I Khan the petitioner, do hereby solemnly affirm and declared on v

Oath that all the contents of the petltlon are true and correct to: the SR

. best of my knowledge and belief and no other petition on the same

sub;ect matter was filed earller

Deponent.
o \ Abdul Jalil
0 i ENCh : Through Counsel
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TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Buerviee * arvbrenat

Execution PetiZion No. ﬁ é/? OF 202}, - Phury N, \.15 0 3
- m.mQX/ Q23
Akdul Jalil cc: of Abdul Lattf r/o Mchallah Smpshah Clty

Dera Ismail Khan
\

- o ) : ' ' (Petitiqner).
| | Versus | .
1. The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief

Secretary Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2.  The Board of Revenue, Govt. of KPK, Peshawar through
its Secretary. '

- 3. The Senior member Board of Revenue C-ivil Secretariat

Peshawar. | ' Y,

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

5. The Deputy Commissioner/Collector Dera Ismail Khan.

' ' v,
, (Respondents) @l\
EXECUTION PETITION ' /“

That the petitloner hereby applies. for execution of the Judgment
herein below as follows:
1 Suit No. Service Appeal No. 361/2016

2 Name of Parties Atbdul Jalil son of Abdul Latif-r/o Mohatlah
: Shipshah Dera Ismail Khan.

:Pu: A C‘xm&\} '

. VERSUS

TIE 1. The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
A .STE]_) o . through - Chief Secretary Civit
Secretariat Peshawar, -

Khyblf Pajifitukhwe 2. The Board of Revenue, Govt. of KPK,
Service Aribunal Peshawar through Its Secretary.

Pouhinwer

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

4, The Secretary Establishment Govt. of
. | . )

e



&

KPK, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

5. The Ceputy Commissioner/Collector
Dera Ismail Khan

judgment

enseessessanes cseee (RESPONDENTS)
2 Date of Judgment 24/10/2017
3 Whether any Appeal | Nil
. | nreferred, from| .
Department
4 Previously execution | Nil
petition is filled or not
5 Relief granted in the| The impugned order dated 23/12/2015 is set

aside and the appellant is reinstated into
service with the direction to the respondents
to cond.uct Jde-rovo 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. '

assistance of the court
if required

Amount of Costs, if any’ ~ Nii
Against whom to be Respondents
executed ' , 1 ,
g PICIT L VISR DG AR Lhaonaltinsdgt O vie judygment datag

24/10/2017 the respondents conducted de-
novo enquiry in which the petitioner along
with two others declared as innocent.
Pertinent to mention here that Mr. Qudrat
Ullah & Mr. Sher Jan has been reinstated
intc. service on the besis of de-novo enquiry,
hence, the present petitioner is also entitied
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
appeliants but . refused to the present
petitioner. .

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

accepted.

March 2o, 2023

Service e
eshawsr

| Humble Petitioner

'S




21.06.2023

Kamranullah

4 B66

0l

“Attorney alongwith Mr. Abdu'l Haleem, Superintendent for the'

respondents present. |

02. _ Representatiye" of the respondents  submitted

impiementétion report Whéreby' in compliancé of the judgment of
this Tribunal, the grievance of the péﬁtioner has been redressed.
Si_nce' the order dated of tlhis'tT ribunal has been complied with,

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

03. Pronounced in open court at camp court D.1Khan and

given under my hand and seal of the T ribunal this 2 I“ day of June,

1

2023

: \
, (Muhammad 1& Khan)
Member (E)
Camp Court D.1.Khan

Date of Presentation of Apﬁ@‘ﬂfca@@m / %Z & %j
Number of v«(pfff&( } R -....a..........'

C xpymg Fee wunise - - /

- W S L b .
L"ivlie.Ofo?!‘?ffﬂ'""ﬂ-”-\:“"" By b e

i B R UT . R 1
Bate of Dekivery TSl -
) ‘ ’
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JLE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL PESHAWAR /j:'.f”_
ATCAMP COURT DIKHAN. | =

Appeal No. 36072016

- 04.04.2016
©24.10.2017

Date of Instituuon

Date of Decision

Crdratnllah S0 (:hu!dm Rasool, Basti Kan;hkanwah D.I.Khan Clty .
(Appellant)

VERSUS - - S

The Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Lhroug,h Chlef Secretm y, C ml
Secretariat. Peshawar and 4 others. ' (R_espondepts)

------

SHAMMAD ISM‘\!LuLlu\l o ‘  T R
‘ . Forappellunt. -~

Soaoriie ) —
FARMATSIKANDAR. -+ S

21 Altorney - For respondents

MEMBER(Exccittive)
 MEMBER(Judicial)

et AFIMAD HASSAN,
- R ‘1UHAMMAT)H AMID MUGHAL

JUDGMENT o T

Am\.iAD HASSAN, MEMBER. '

1h judgment shall dispose of the insa t Nice appeal as well as connecied
Lrpvice appeals no. 393/‘2()16 titled Abdut J:a%i‘:,'and no. 361/2016 titled Sher Jan as
WW s STty - . L

1 facis are mvolwd merem

far ,»m.sncm of lcm and

Argumnents of the learned counsel for the parties héurd and record perused.
Lﬁﬁlﬁ
The briel facts are that the mpmlam ¢ n xilc. a m:znrms 01 nut PUrsuIng, (‘»\ !

" dult ngainst the zovernmment was subjected to ,‘inq‘uiry and vide impugned order -,;t:;:te-;!

12.2015 major penalty of dismissal frone serviee was imposed on hime agaihst

vl B




"\:';m he prcfuicd dcpartmmml ﬁppeal on 19, 31'7016 but was n:Jccu,d on

.-..“|

]
\ )\

4103, 7010 huncc, the mstani service appedl . R |
l

| ARGUMENTS
| -
I

Lear nccl counse! for the appellant argued thal a c.v1l suit was: msututed in. th(. coun

ol .Cm Judge D LKhan in 2007 rebnrdnﬂ declaration nf title of 16 l anal -(‘pf govér_mnent’ =

i:.u;.d situated in Mauza Shorkot. Tehsil and -District D.1.Khan. Res;pondcﬁt no:5 gave an

N . . o A . L. ' R oo .
adthonty lefter dated 23.0).200? to the appe!lam by authorlzmg. him to' represent l'he
1‘10‘ incial Government in the above court on 02 16.2007 and on. subseque:wt dates. He -

i-.inhu wntended that thc appellant attended the court on 02.06.2007 and there-aft«.r

; _ o
1: g e 21.06.2007 was also attended by him. However, he did not atténd the court on

122.07.2007 and defendants were accordingly placed ex-parte. Afterwards the appellant was

l

ool He submitted an application on 15. Ob 2007 to the respOndent no. 5 to relleve htm

-;af'z sitending the court in the said case. Finally vide- jL.adgment dated 05.01:.2008 ex-parte

' :_i:r:c.x‘f.c was passed in favour of the plaintiff with the directions to i—xllot thersaid land to the

ni intiff. The 1espondems did ot Lhalienge the said order in appe}iate oomt However

f'.‘h 2% ;»rei(.r' ed an application under Section 12(2) of C PL bcfou: (,ml Judge D.L Khan on’

e

'Eh' case. l"he above application was lejet,ted on 10.;1, 7014 blrmlarly Acldl District &

e (.

l"

g
i
|

Gl could not. be held responsi ble ’ror dismissal of apgucat:on on 10 11. ’?014 The »nqunv

o
{ .
1
i
1
g

7
i
|
i
l
i
'
1

Cs

tieer did not dilate upon this n 1ponam aspcct of he case. DRA (Jhulam QxSlm was

eil.jf.(!‘:m"ll'}/ letter was given to DRA Ghulam Qasim 0n.20.06.2007-, whilé next date - of -

(9.07.2013. Mr. Kiramartullah Fhan, Tehsildar D L.Khen was duputcd fo 'lttend 1he court in )

5! ession Judge D.L Khan vide |Ldgment dated 16, O-l ’)LlS dismissed the re\'/mon pclmon of
e respondents’ against order dated 1011 2014’ The. respondents haw ‘now ﬁled ert'
Feiilion no. 83 7-d/2015 before Peshawar ngh Court i3 1, I\han Bench and the same is stnlu
'H_.’:ijildlCi‘ As such Mr, Abdul iahi appellam in.Sefvi lce appeal no. 393/2016 was nc\'er,:'

dirseted/ant honze to. pursue,at{cnd the court regardmp apphcallon under 12(”)CPC and as A

Wl kmmd b) the enqmr\ offizer on the sole g bround of not rece iving thc authom\ lLttﬁ" '




>

Eh A ot A

i : : , !
i i request 10 thc District Olficer Rc.venue D L. Kh(n to altend the court procccEImgs’

wiver, the.

u.cnrd before the mqmrv othcer behcs the above qssemon Authonty letter

.z.} wed 20,06, 7007 issued in favour of DRA, lelam Q;.srm bears counterslgnamres of thc

o

ru» hling officer alongwith office stamp of thc courl 41d order tssued dated 21.06. ')007 ‘

refers to its presentation and ;menddnce of coun

: urt, ;etter regar.dmg. cxemp_tibh frcmi

oy
i

s 'wl on 20. 0(3 "007 The enquiry” officer was requrrcd to take into account theqe facts.
l

(m\;mmum Pleader ‘hds not been highlighted by re::;p:ondent no. 3-, nor-rccommended'

w

clion ags unst him to the law department. The accused ofﬁéials were never s’ummohed n

_.__f -

péison for n.cmdnm their statements as reqmred under E&D Rules 2011 Opportunlty of

0

1

— "f[. -

recmal ncmmb was not afforded to the accuséd otﬁcmls No dc.pdrtmenta] representative

“1 2 deputed by (hs—. respondents 10 assist the enquiry officer and present relev;mt record.
!

'n wgh final show cause notice was: serw.d on lh“ arpellant but wpy of mqmry rcpon'
l
| :

ul' ing a mandatory was not anccxed with it and it tan: amount to 1lleaahty and depdrture
|

1

: n,\ammatmn of witnesses was also not prowded t the appellant. Speakm;, order was

i
|

, BOT ) .mﬁd on the departmental dppeal submltted hencc Sect10n~74 (A) of (JCI'\CIE!] CEausea

Acr 1897 was violated. Reham.~ was placed on (,ase as report in ”008 SCMR 1369 70}

CMR 817 and SCMR 1743, B L

3 On the other hand lmrned DISlI’lCt Atlomty argued th'u the; . appel]ant ‘was

_ : i_ .
o “Hnll?vd by the then Tehsildar D.1. Kh'm to attcnd/pursuc the subjeu La%e in Ihe court 01

Heciaase of duclu.non 'showed by appellam toward Gl f zual duty All codal f()l'mdlltle'u were

‘f

i
)

:(m'epieteci before imposition majo‘r pen'alfy of.diémissai ‘On the a;jpellvam_val;‘c_ljothers. -

A i.i:zu:iing cmn‘i dated A'L:JS.(}Q 2006 presem\,d by Mr (hulam Qdmm bctoxe the cnqulry _

fieer was mua.h before the sublcct case 1nst1tu1ed o f2 0s 2007 and authorxty 1etter was -

“‘%mishmem awarded is very harsh. Casual, unprotvsszonal and letharglc attitide ‘of

tuin rules. The enquiry officer Iaxled 1o record statemant of witnesses .md opportumw of -

e dabove mumoned Civil Judge D.I. I&han Imt:ally he attended lhe court oncc but dld nm: -
m}\n ar }ater on and ex- parte du crec was issued . agam«t the Prov11101al govemment due to~

Acplivence of ihe appellant The pnovmmai governme.ﬂ was deprlvcd of '16-Kanal of land-
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|
|

o assist the enquw officer and present 1eicvant wcor.l Though final show cause notme :

a9l annexed with it and it tantamount to 1llegallty and departure trom rules The enqulrv

--)II,\.\,: f'nled o record statement of wunesses and opportumlv to c1oss emmme the

;
o "ru\u: to the 1ppe!lanl was also not prowded to the appeilam Another iacuna nouced in -

mL beern l'llf:,hhf,htEd/ dmcusscd nor any actlon was rec ommended ag_.,amst hlm to the l“m

! partment, \Ionmallv itis the raspmisxblhty of the Govn.mment Pleader to represent/dcfend
: _

bz case in the court of Civil ludge on behalf of the prcvmcml governmcnt Spcalamg, order

! 107 was violated,
l
i

‘ Respondem no.5 gave an dlllhorlly ictter dal;d 0 007 to’ the appeIlam by.

-+ dutho rizing him to mprcscnt the Prowncnal Govemme,n in the above court on 07 U() 2007
|

.i!lu on subsequcm dates. He further contcnded that ‘he appellant attended the court on

i
07.06.2007 - and - there-after aulhouly Ietter wis gvcn to DRA Ghulam Qasun on

Il .:,ué.lf.,}(,l w ]11 le next date of hearing i.e 21.06. "007 Was also attended. by him. IIowevcr
: .
i;r.- Jid not attend the court on 04.07.2007 and defendar ts were accordmgiv placed E‘C-p"lrte

“niterwards the appellant was posted as Nalb Tehs:ldar Nala Gomal and was reqmred to

i

! ‘

f}o -after dulu:s of flood control, T]mt no documemar‘ ev1den(.e is. avallabic to substanhatc
{

15.1.Khan wheleby the appell.mt was’ deputed to attend the court. of- the abovc Judgc on

Lohalf of Tchsridar D.1L I\han Huwwer when contrx med on the pomt whether Tehsxldar

Il

.S \.umpuu.nt t0. pass such orr*lcr 11e sta{ed that it was beyond Lhe lerlSdlCUOl] oi Tehsllddr

- CONCLUSION, . L U

Careful perusal of record would reveal that g!aring discrepahcie's‘ \'Afere noticed in
e endguiry proucedmgs The u:cuqc.d ofﬁcmls were - never summoned in person for -

recording their statements. No alt.partmental represenmtxvc was dcputcd by the respondents

wus served on Lhe appellant, but copy of inquiry report bemg a mdndamry requuem{.nt was

-,1\ mqmr} report is that unpm'u.bional and: lt.thd.ruu: mltude of Government Pledder has .

s nol passed on his departmental appeal, hence, Secllon-’m (A) ot General Clauses Act
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e T

own

o

f
Rl

¢.2007 but could not attend the court on the next date -of- hearmg and was latc:r on

i
fragsierred /posted out.

ave no hesilation in saying that wnhuul active connivance ot the’ then District

el

: \\}\rﬁ.h

Collecior M. kh an Bakhash and othexs this should not have happened In order 10 save the

u,‘.

1)1E~ irict Collector. 1t is not the only case deczded against the government rathel D.LKhan i is

t
i

a 11 appy huntmg ground for such dramas but were huehed up for onc reason or the other.

T hr wppdlam has also quoted a case of similar nature in his reply depar'mental qppcal The ) A

senior omcus _dppeliamjand others were made scapegoat. Thevrespondeﬁt‘s owe an ‘

unmon for their meaningful \1]cnce on the dirty role of senior otﬁcers especlally the -

ol of (,ml ludge in the instant case has given nsc o many. questlons and further credence

.

ic;%mn‘ observation is given by referring to the order passed by the ‘Pesha(zvar [-Iigh Court
| | s
I

- ddted 20.01.2016. which is reproduced below:-. f .

“The learned AACG contends that decree na.s been obtained by rhé
respondents by deplaying Sraudulen:. means and fraud has. been
commitied on the Court as ‘the suit land was never- resumed for
land reforms: moreso. in such like coniroversy, ;unvd:cl:ow of
Civil Court was barred under Sectiori 26 .of the land Refornzs
Regulation, 1972 but the Courts below had not adverted fo this
vital aspect of the case, therefore, Judumem of both the : courts
‘ below are not susicinable in the eye of law. Points. razsed need
; consideration: Admit. Notice and record.” :

i3
)

B ,"1

i
i
J
3

\(AHMAD HASSAN).

T | MEMBER
»/ o  CAMP coum D.LKHAN

(MHHAMM ‘XD HAMID MUGHA}
MiMBER

('—'v\

ondents w conduct de-novo enquiry within a |cnr d of three months trom Lhe date of
s2eeipt ol this Judgment. The issue of back benem hall be 'subjecr to the ﬁnal outcome of

i de-nove inquiry. Parties arc left to bear their own costs. File ‘bq consigrjed to the record .

As a nutshell to the above discussion; the appeai is accepted. Impugned order dated

122015 is sel aside and the appellant is reinstated into service with thésdirec_tion, to the -

A -

i a . . : 7
Cowon. ' L p
H N . 3 -—""'"

’

e
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J{%ﬁu W, 260/ 2ol & oo
Shes Frrt VS ///f’/<.:f' \

' : - Order _
[ 24.10.2017 Counsel for the appcllant and Mr Farha_l Sl!\ancldr D1smm
. ; Attomey alongwith Mr. Mukhtlar Ali, Ass;stant Secretary for respondents
N 5 present. Arm.lmcnts heard and record perused.
NSNS i .
Lo This appcal is also accepted as per detailed judgment of loday
A'j f placed on file in connected service appeal No 360/2016 entitled
(OIS AER “Qudratullah-vs- - I‘he Govt: of Khyber Pal\htunkhwa through Chief:
: . : : Secretary Civil Sccrctanat Peshawur and 4 others Parues are lefi to bear .
thelr own cost: File be consxgned to the record room,
A | r
3 ' Announced; e ,“
o ' 24.10.2017 e 1
- Member _ g
: e Camp court D. I Khan. |
o , . (Mqhammad Hamid Mugl ai)
o : f""t’f‘;’ o Membc.
v i ; >
AR ‘ iy A
Do :
3 l “ /) - "‘u) . ,A._;._._ﬁ.',-;_g
R T " :
S ok
ats -
aA L
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i Fe oV FE herld b2 A 35 ety
28/02/2018t23/12/2015 415

_¢,qu/J3JJL 'dtﬁu—/t%

Bl /g‘”w/z_,; LmL_,L»Juf r
J’lw/a.JL«.LébfL;/Dlsmlss From Service Sl _r
Dismiss from u”{/ﬂbu DAV 2o Sse b (2 S12016 T 393 -
. Ac:..(j/ Jo!i d/,ﬂw;,v/fuul{tlui»w,»wcﬁ.( /@Jlfu“( o)£.¢.YServsce
393 of mrfrwyw&wfu(cusgs of 2016 4 J152 %

4:_(}/0/4(, -~ //Izv(/ﬂ ;é—:bbﬁolj:f2016

i o

-G)b&#U'/JVJW’?J)J/L lww
-Jyww‘&,b -

UGJ{ Plo{j;;_-



s
4§ S RE
i ,
§ :

=S mne rdw

z
=
S

e

T

e —————

USe i

4v

o R .y L ./I

» N .’_,",|l: . .\f:(
' = .
r A ] o
]
L
/.1: .,.-.m,,J c)u// . |
l. |,l'“: /"/.‘5 .’...:r\;-.-f(f '( ‘lHU’ P (} ’..//.' al L UJ{,_,_'!J‘_,JJ_ . N E 2
. ' . ! " . o ¢
: e ey L S 11 M gy J/' it . i
‘ PR ), 7 l)a) il Un v iyt bt J:.?l,.-:""‘..; 150 )’s_u wMesil g ',.- }
S ’ ‘ . * . K] i
: e L - ¢ Ty 1
ety G e /'U YU Jur & /u/(,./t’:»ff,\"/,.‘:\‘)) sl s e L2 7 et f./ 't“"". ¢
. [ 1 . v i
" .. . - # s A LR q
- b s g S o cotds ey i A t;ﬁ{'.ij-/ u)‘ )'lu s U,r(ﬂ [ ,,f)' RCESW S ] . }';
h | - . . .o . . yaoo ! o
’ Bt g s Tt Ty MESHNEY .f.,:,-:» o le t, JEaz L g, . i
. A . v ’ ’ : i t
o eyt ot . T . . i
. NN N S v Xy Sl i S At .f i T I lJ\'I/J ) ;
i I
N o . B Vs ooy
el (Jll~/tlJ) /a_l/,f rl,/ ;f/' ;‘ . oyt | Ulﬁ .-UJ L“/(;'
. - i B . .
ir SR D o '.-n; PR N RS TRNTH v BT 7—>L» <L bty
i .
- ‘ -~ . * P .
it ',b’ /.__/,J/ g.~“LJ j 3 ‘J"/ =l oy .'-EJ;Z‘ o,
i . .
) T E RV OSNEI cwded Ll ‘//
o] H v RIS PO
. Pl
s
' .
EOORR | " et oty e st
’ !

-5




