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f. 'That the respondust dcpcmtmcnt raise pL,a just 1o avoid the
melc,mcmdtmn and waqtc t} ¢ time of court a cmd pc,u.mn\,l '

2. That. the ob]ex.,tlon pc’uuort Mud ny thc w%pondc ats is- uuu -
2 ontompt of court. ! . . e

3.7 hat the 1Cbp0nd0m gwmg verdicts agamst the Judglmw or ’L]'l\,l |
“t{onorable lrxbunal Lhed by dc,clarmgr 'Lhc 114&4&210131 as wrong
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I Admlttcd f‘onwu lm'hcr it is, addc,d thdt t'ru appeliant
rc‘nuestcd for baol\ bumﬁts of the mtewcnmg period.
(OlT‘CLl The Hon %i;ic ihbundl Reach {0 ‘.,(;nc,lusmn_
~ that the ar‘mllam is entitled for pay of intervening
_ pcuod on the bacnb of Supreme Court ¢ Judgment cited as
SCMR 75? and 2021 SCMR 962. Farther, it 18,
aadcd that the Judgmr' nt of E:upemm Court is clear on
- 'the point that when employce not. remained gainfully
cmpk)ycc c}.urmg }uuod which he reraained out ni.._'
st,rv ce, 18 ;uﬂy en wl(,d for the pay ¢ ol mai pe eiod.
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M:cds no Lommums bu‘ 1t 18 "IddCd that the udgment of -
. Honorable Service . Tribunal 18 still i fiel 4, neither
| __mmpendea not det-aside by the %me:mc Courts S0, the
Dr‘pu bound to. mlp;cmunt Lhc same. in 10 tor and spirit.
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iniplementation. .of “judgment and gr’mimp ai benefi is
-for the int rvcnmn'purioci as “per _judgicnt. »IL the
. judgment is wrong tbc forvm f01 cnalleng‘mg the same -
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Ih.c(ﬁ_rt—:ct. ~Pai~a—6 is Clbéﬁd_ii;—p‘bédi-én’t;q of judgment and.

amount to Contempt of court and punishable under the.

“Incorrect. Para—7 is \,icar dis-6bedicnce of jua,@mcni, and

~ amount to (,ontcmpt of court dnd pumshable undcr the,
L law : -

- 'Incmrwt ](ule 1/ 01 tho KI‘ bcmcc tribunal Rules
1974 is for the purpose of f illing reply to appeal, not for
flihng objection . apamst the . implefeniation; of -
judgment. ' R S

I‘i is, tha,retorc most humblv prayed Jra1 the ()bJCCUOﬂ )
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the respondents may be directed to implement the judgment of

this august Tribunal in letter and spirit ’md pram pd o.i_ the
mtervcr-mg pCTIOd to a,ppellcmt : CeT
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“affirmed. md declared that . the contents. ol reply to the

implementation” report. are true -and correct to the best of ry
knowledge and belief, - ' ‘ |
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