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BEFORE TBE Kl-IYBER VAKimjN^IV^'A 

■ Mli>5CF/l1FIBU!VAL, PESHAWAlI ' KUvh<»r mlthtoktiw*
Service iVibunal

l>»AI\Y N*>.Tmplcnit'rviadon Petition N().977/202,3 IteelAVm Ditica
t:Service Appcal'Mo. 994/2016

Sanaullah VS liducation Deptt;

REPLY rO 0BJECT10,\PETITION Ors BEHALF OF
PETITIONER

RESPECil ULLY SHEWEIH:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

1. That the respondent department raise plea,just to avoid tlio 
implejnentation and waste die time of coiiit and petitioner.

2. 'That the objccr.ioii petition tiled by the respondents is clear 
contempt ofeonrt

3. That the respondent giving verdicts against the judgment of the 
1 lonorable Tribunal, that by declaring the judgiTient as wrong.

cREPX.Y TO FAC rS:

yVdmitied correct.

2 incori'ccl. The judgment of service tribunal is 
executable to the extent of payment of salaries till 2018, 
the work already doiic by the appcllain.

i. That the petitioner is worleing vviihoul pay since 
2014 till 2018 in education department thereafter, 
the appellant appointed in .PC on contract basis, the 
petitioner start worlditg due to fmanciai crises, 
ll'iereforc not claiming the salaries of that period.

ii. Correct but the petitioner claiming salaries foi' [lie 
period the petitioner work done till 2018.

/iii. Inconect. cr-
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