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' ■19.04.2024 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

District Attorney for the respondents present.
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2. Perusal of record reveals that judgment in favor of the petitioner 

passed by this tribunal vide order dated 5.9.2023 on the basis
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of which execution petition No. 745723' was filed by the petitioner,

vide order dated
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which was consigned to the record room 

14.12.2023, wherein, it was held that judgment is self-explanatory

\which needs no further implementation as transfer order was set
♦

aside by the Tribunal, whereby posting of the petitioner 

automatically stand restored, he may continue working on the.post 

to completion of his normal tenure as found in the Judgment. 

Today, petitioner stated at the bar that despite resuming the charge 

and order of this tribunal respondent No.4 is holding the post upon 

which respondent No.4 was summoned, who appeared in person 

and stated that he was directed by the authority to continue his
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Education is directed to attend the court in person and explain the 

situation that why despite direction of this court after expiry of 

than 4 months, same, is not complied with and matter is 

lingei ing on the pretext of sending summary to the Chief Minister, 

which is a lame excuse. Respondents are directed to produce

10.05.2024 before S.B.P.P given to the
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implementation report on

parties. I
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