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RESPE C_.’fl"}*‘ULL-Y SHEWETH:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

1. That the respondent depariment raisc plea just to avoid the
implementation and waste the time of court and peiitioner.

2. That the objection petitior: filed by the respondents is; clear S
‘contempt of Cour_t. | | | '

{hat lhe respondent giving verdicts against the jmiwmem of the..
T lonmdblc, Tribunal, that by declaring the judgment as wrong.

REPLY TO FACTS: | | G
1 -~ Admitted correct.
2 Incorrect.  The judgment of service tribunal s

exccutable to the extent of payment of salaries till 201§,
ihe work already doue by the appellant.

1. That the petitioner is working. without pay since
2014 4l] 2018 in education department thereafter,
the appellant appointed in FC on contract basis, the
petitioner start working due to financial crises,
therefore not claiming the salarics of that pcriod.

ii. Correct but the petitioner claiming salaries for the
period the petitioner work done tifl 2618,
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