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FORM: OF ORDER SHEET

‘Implementation Petition No. 1142/2024

'Daljoqforder ]

proceedings

5 .

08.10.2024

' 'impiementation report before Single Bench at Peshawar

the petitioner.

Order or other-praceedings with s_.ignaturleubrjt‘jage-

= I —

The irhpl'émentation_ petition of Mr. Inaya-t-Shéh -

submitted today by Naila Jan Advocate. it is fixed-fdr-

or 11.10.2024; Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

noted the ‘next date. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for

By order'of the Chairman

BT




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKH TUNKHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

' | Execution ]ﬁetition No. ! l H37_//2024
- In® | -
Service Appeal No:731/2023

Ina‘_;yat Shah

‘ VERSUS

']‘he Inspector General of police’ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
SN Peshawar and Others -

o INDEX
[-s# Descnptlon of Documents - I'Annex_ P'ages |
1 l Executlon 'Petitio'n' | with - 1-3-
.| Affidavit . o _ .

2. ['Addresses of Partles B N 4

g. __ _Cony of Judg‘ment o A 5-10-
|4 [Avplication L L Ry 11 |
5. - Wakalat Nama . 12 |

N _Dated:-08/10/2024
: | Pet1t10ner
Through |
\ g | - B - "Peshawar

!
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution petition No. | [ E{Q"T2024 servher Palniukhe
In Piavy l'\‘o-_‘../..&.—-é--‘{—t{—9
| lo0~2:24
Service Appeal No:731/2023 YA Sl 220

I'lf'l_ayat Shah, Ex-THC No.678, Police Force Kohat.
L Petitioner

' V ersus
{

.+ 1.The Inspector General Of police Khyber

* Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2..-The Deputy Inspector General, Kohat Region
'Kohat.

3. District Police Officer, Kohat Region Kohat.

g !
| s Respondents

i

EXECUTION _PETITION FOR
IMPLEMENTATION _OF _ THE
JUDGMENT OF THIS HONBLE

;" TRIBUNAL IN _APPEAL No.
731/2023 DECIDED ON 30.07.2024
Respectfully Sheweth,

_
L. That the above mention appeal was decided by
this Hon’ble Tribunal vide Judgment dated
30/07/2024.




)

2 That the relevant portion of the Judgment is

'reproduced “Iﬂ the -light of afore- mention

 reasons tbé appeal is allowed - the no

: | remsz,‘atemeﬁt of appellant Inayat Shah cannot
_ i . _

B c;:J: . '\:.

be justjﬁédf under legal and constitutional

. .scrutiny, therefore, we order that like others,

the appellant Inayat Shah be also I'emsta'ted-

forthwith, .U)o urmg parzty and adberence to the
fz;ndamenta{ rngts - ensbrmed in -the

constitutional, Costs sba]] follow the event

consign.. (Copy of the judgment is annexed as

annexure “A”)

. That the Pet1t10ner after gettmg of the attested
copy of same approached the Respondents'

eeveral tlme for 1mp1ementat10n of the above

mentlon ]udgment. However they are using
delaying tactics and reluctant to implement the

judgment of this Hon’ble Tribunal. (Copy of the

‘application is attached as annexure “B’f).

.‘That the Petltloner has. no other option but to

f11e the instant pet1t10n implementation of the

“judgment of thls Hon’ble Tribunal.



©
5 That there is nothing which may prevent this

Hon’ble Tribunal from implementing of its own‘

judgment.

It is, therefore, requested that on

| acceptance of this petjtjon the Respondents may

r" directed to 'imp]ement the judgment of this

| Hon’ble Tribunal by reinstating the Petitioner
with all back benefits.

Dated: 08/10/2024 ,

Petitioner
Through T

A

ASC

AFFIDAVIT:- |

| I, Inay;t Shah, Ex-THC No.678, Police
Force Kohat, do hereby solemnly affirm and
déclare on oath that all the contents of above
application are true and correct to the best of
my knowledge and belief and nothing has

been misstated or concealed from this

Hon’ble Court. |
ﬁent




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKI-IWA .
e S]ERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution petition No. /2024

0 In ..
- Service Aplbea_l No:731/2023 |
‘ _.."‘ o 'Ineijr’at Shah

'VERSUS

The Inspector General Of police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa' |
' Peshawar and Others

o ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
¢ PETITIOJ\ZER

| Ihayat Shah Ex- IHC No.67 8 Pohce Force Kohat
| RESPONDENTS

2 The Inspector General Of 'police Khyber

- ﬂPaKhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3 The Deputy Inspector General Kohat Reglon.
Kohat S

4. District Pohce Offlcer Kohat Reglon Kohat

',:

t _ ' _ ' .

' Dated: C 08/1012024

4

Pet1t10ner |

Ry ~ ASC
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Service Appeal No. 73172023 iitled “inayar Shah versus The Inspector General of Palice. Khpber Pakhnnthwe
Peshawar and othars” and connected Appeal No.732/2623 ttiled “Wahid Uliah versus The inspector General of
Police, Khyber Pokhtunkhia Peshawar and others™ and Appeal No. 733/2023 titled “Amir Nowear versus The
tnxpectar General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others” decided on 30.07.2024 by Divislon Bench
cﬁm&ﬂrhing Kalim Arshad Xhan, Chairman, and Rashida Bano, Member, Judiciol Khybcr Pakhiunkinea Service,

thunal, Peshawar.

. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.731/2023

Date of presentation of appeal ............... 01.03.2023
Dates of Hearing............cocevnnee. eeesernes 30.07.2024
Date of Decision....c.oceuveiiveiioiveneecninnn 30.07.2024,

- Inayat Shah, EX-IHC NO. 678, Police Force Kohat..........(4ppellant)

- .
1

Versus

.- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
: The Deputy Inspector General, Kohat Region, Kohat.

_ Mr. District Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat..........{Respondents)
Present:

Mr, Ashraf Ali Khattak, Advocate............o..oun For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney.............. For respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KI-IYBFR

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, THE

IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO.2 DATED

:.20:02.2023 PASSED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

REFERRED AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
RESPONDENT NO.3 DATED 22.12.2022 VIDE WHICH THE
APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE WITHOUT
ANY LEGAL OR FACTUAL JUSTIFICATION.

R
T T e AL
'r;’z'; s Serv:ce Appeal No. 732/2023
b f’?ﬂf"‘ ~ Date of presentation of appeal ............... 01.03.2023 -
s WS Dates of Hearing..ooveven e 30.07.2024
ot a«?;{ %" Date of Decision..........ooavervrerroreiciinn ..30.07.2024
N, aide N
Wahid Ullah, Ex-THC No. 622 Police Force Kohat........... (Appellant)”
? ; Versus
DO
. 1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
g

R -
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Service Appeal No. 73172023 tliled “inayat Shah versus The Inspector Generol of Police, Kipber Pakhtunkirwg
Pashaear and others® and conneciad Appeat No.732/2023 titled *Wohid Ullah versus The Inspector General of
Palice. Khyber Pokhtunthwa Peshawar and others”™ arnd Appeci No. 733/2023 tidled “Amir Naowas versws The
Inspector Genaral of Police, Khyber Pathnmihwa Peshawar and others™ decided an 30.07.2024 by Division Bench
comprising Kalim Arthod Khan, Chairman, ond Rashida Bano, Member, Judictal Khyber Pakhtunrwa Service
Tribunal, Peshawvar, .

g

. 24 The Deputy Inspector General, Kohat Region, Kohat. s
3. Mr. District Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat........... (Respondents) f.:'

Present:

* " Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak, AQVOCAte. ..occ.oonvvrvssonn For appellant. -

“Mr. Mghammad Jan, District Attorney.......oveees For respondents.
SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 'KHYBER )

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, THE

IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO.2 DATED
30022023 PASSED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ° ;

.REFERRED AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF "
. RESPONDENT NO.3 DATED 22.12.2022 VIDE WHICH THE
., APPELLANT ‘WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE WITHOUT
. ANY LEGAL OR FACTUAL JUSTIFICATION.

-
ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

e
RS

Service Appeal No.733/2023

wwte. Date of presentation of appeal ............... 01.03.2023 :'
. =50 Dates of Hearing...ovvevvivvereiennee e 30.07.2024
2 i1 Dateof Degision...oooiiiieincncirenn 30.07.2024

. Ameer  Nawaz, Ex-Constable No. 12 Police Force
- Kohati.eeeuee (Appellant) et

Versus

4. Tle Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

5. The Deputy Inspector General, Kohat Region, Kohat. +
6. Mr. District Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat...cccueuns (Respondents) )
3. Bresent:
v MiiAshraf Ali Khattak, Advocate.......c...oooveenn For appellant. Cexsfminer
', Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney, ........... For respondents. ""ﬁ:;’;';ff-'-fc'c;:.~r:‘l,unat
Lt . Pushawo”

€ Taase6eerseitesvues et aaoun ey aceIIuasianIInatseeestessrisenrITTIOIIIIRIRIOITIGIORIIRY

. 4 PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, THE
" 5. IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO.2 DATED
6. 20,02.2023 PASSED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
REFERRED AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
' 2. RESPONDENT NO.3 DATED 22.12.2022 VIDE WHICH THE
.3 APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE WITHOUT -
ANY LEGAL OR FACTUAL JUSTIFICATION. . :

)

. . .SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
@"f
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1 Service Appeal No. 73112023 titled “Inayat Shah versus The Inspec:or Generul of Police, Khyber Fakhtumkinva

N o Peshawar and others”™ and connected Appeal No.732/2023 ritled "Wahid Ullak versus The Inspector General of
SR Pulice, Khyber Pakhitnkhwa Peshawar and others” and Appeal No, 733/2023 titled “Amir Nawaz versus The

. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhva Peshawar and athers " decided on 30.67.2024 by Division Bench

‘\ -' f", ':“ e comprising Kaltm Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Rashzda Bano, Member, Judiciol Khyher Pakhtunkkwa Service
. - Tribunal, Peshawar. .

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Through this single judgment

Ullah versus The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

4 Peshawar and others” and Appeal No. 733/2023 titled “Amir Nawaz versus

others” are decided as all the three are regarding the same subject matter

_ and can conveniently be decided together.

. 2 . Brief facts gathered from the memo and grounds of appeals are that._

. f;h_e appellants were appointed as Constable in the respondent department; .
3 chat the appeliants while posted in Police Line, Kohat, were eharged sheet

on the ground that whilé deputed on challan duty and to produce hardened .

crimmal including accused Najeeb Ullah /0 Taj All Khan R/O Civil Lines, .

Dnstrlct Tank involved in case FIR No. 35 dated 30.03.2022 u/s

302/324/353/120 B PPC, 4/5/ESA/15AA/7ATA P.S CTD D.IKhan at

escape from the police party due to his alleged negligence and carelessness
as such case had been registered against the above officials vide FIR No

729 dated 23.11.2022 u/s 223-224 PPC P.S Cantt Kohat; that the appellants

r-\__g\\- JINE TR

A \-r
RO R

‘P" \{htui»

Vripna? rephed to the charges leveled against them but their replies were 1gnored

Soagr
P.ﬁ pAvw Y

W and they were dismissed ‘from service vide impugned order dated

| 22. 12.2022; that the appellants, being aggrieved, filed departmental appeals

thls appeal and the connected service appeal No. 732/2023 titled “Wahld

“The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and

—a’

o

~

ATC Kohat and during police custody the said accused made good hlS o



o
1 "E
_5' $ "
L .
!» g o
e
te
il.
? -
T "
s
E ™
M
i
?‘“
3 ™

txAMINER
o Ehyteor Hailbtukhwe .,
. Vibuavst 77

Service

i Peshpwe?

A
-1
z

Page’-‘!' o

L%/

Service Appeal No. 731/2023 tisled *tnayat Shah versus The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkinva
Peshenvar and others™ and connected Appeal No.732/2023 tiiled "Wahid Ullah versus The Inspecior Gineral of
Police, Khyber Pathtunkivra Peshawar ond others” and Appeal No, 73372023 titled “Amir Nawas versus The
tnspector Ganeral of Police, Khyber Pakhtuntima Peshanear and others™ decided on 30.07.2024 by Diviston Berch
camprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Rashida Bano, Member, Judicial Khyber Pakhruntireo Service
Tribunal, Peshawar.

v
-

on 12.01.2023 to respondent No.2 which were rejected on 20.02.2023,. -

hence the instant service appeal on 01.03.2023.

3.‘ On receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing, the

respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and contested
the gpﬁea] by filing written reply raising therein numerous legal and factual |

objections. The defence setup was a total denial of the claim of the.

appellant.

4,  Wehaveheard learned counsel for the appellants and learned District
Attorney for the respondents.’

e b EEh 1]

g *'*'L eamed counsel for the appellant asserts that the disciplinary process

violated fundamental rights ‘of the appellant, lacking transparency and

Yot

faitness, as enshrined in Article 10-A of the Constitution of Pakistan. That
he was not issued a final show cause notice, nor was he aware of any inquiry
proceedings. The charge sheet was deficient, lacking details on specific

dates and duties that directly implicated him in the escape. The charges did
55 - D

not. clearly establish his_responsibility for the custody-df the escaped )

accused. The appellant was not granted the chance to participate actively in

the inquiry, denying him the right to cross-examine witnesses, thus

*

questioning the reliability of the inquiry outcome. Only a select few out of
Fligea - :

- 28 officers were dismissed without a clear basis for this selective

T L 9

disciplinary measure, raising concerns about inequality and fairness in the '

l}'&'\; -_:l- h-%
disciplinary process. The disciplinary action proceeded while criminal

L
Cod o~

f‘;rb'éeedings for the same incident were still ongoing. The appellant cited
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{ . W Service Appeal No. 73172023 titled “Inayar Shah versus The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pokhtunkhwa ‘l! E
i H R Peshinvar and others” and connected Appeal No.732/2023 titted "Wahid Ullah versus The Inspecior General of 4
. Y . - Police, Khybar Pathtunkiva Peshawar and others” and Appeal Na, 733/2023 titled "Amtr Nawaz versus The- \
W g . Inspector General of Police. Kliyber Palditunkhwa Peshawar and others™ decided on 30.67.2024 by Division Bench 2
wt 3 S comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Cﬂnmu ond Rashida Bano, Member, Judicial Khyber Fakhtunkiva .S'ervfm . ¥
2 v . - Tribunal, Peshawor, a0
® s f'
ri. -
‘precedents suggesting such actions should be deferred until criminal*<
. D . * “”:‘t_
: '_matters are resolved. The learned counsel for the appellant contended that =~
. \ o
. the inqu iry report was not furnished to him as mandated by legal protocols, @4‘;
! LW
- "d his dismissal did not adhere to the procedural requnrements of the ‘xf‘,;
. Q kY
“".;. k] Y . - C- g
T _:Khyber Pakhtunikhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973. S i
% sll . . , /’
o7 '6... _ Learned District Attorney argued that there was no violation of the....”" -
. s
Sl TR . . . . . . - . Il ’ A
Constitution of Pakistan in taking disciplinary action. The processes -~
' ;,h_'- L jfg_llewed were in accordance with the law and relevant departmental rules. i
\Lisarded District Attorney emphasizes that criminal and departmental - [\
N .‘ AT . . . e !'.I 1|‘|
R T ot . . e Y
N ._.pro__ceedmgs are distinct and can proceed simultaneously, The pendency_ of
. -/
"a crrmmal trial did not preclude the department from conr.luctmg lts own _f,:
mqmry and takmg action. The appellant was given an opportumty to be “*«i’--a‘
-heard in person during an orderly room hearing. However, he failed to
i g a -aa'-_‘._-v, s
;present any substanttal justification that could mitigate his responsnbrllty
HETENS & {;
o for the mc:ldent Due to the srgmﬂcant negligence displayed by the
o :
S __appellant which resulted in a serious breach of duty, the dlsmlssal was ]

deemed appropriate. The respondents mamtam that all necessary

A
t NP L,
! |

procedures were adhered to before imposing the pumshment leen the

seventy of the misconduct and negllgence the appellant is argued to be £

‘.‘;5. - .‘?.‘ J\:z

: melrgrble for reinstatement into serv1ce The respondents assert that
U remstatem ent would undermine the dlscrphnary standards expected wnthm Ty
vjé B JM._,_ - - o y !'

S the police force.
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Service Appeal No. 731/2023 titled “Inayat Shah versus The Ins_pecfor Generatl of Police, Khyber Pakhiunkiwa
Peshawar and others" and connccted Appeaf No.732/2023 titted “Wahid Ullah versus The Inspector Generalt of
Police. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others” and Appeal No. 73372023 tilled “Amir Nawas versus The
Inspector General of Palice, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others’ dsendedon.?ﬂ 07,2024 by Division Bench
comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Rashida Bano, Member, Judicial Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
Tridunal, Peshawar.

7. Atotal of 28 officers were implicated in an alleged misconduct case,
resulting in their suspension. It was reported that out of these officers, 25
were subsequently reinstated. However, the appellants, were not initially
}einstated. During the pendency of this appeal, appellant Amir Ullah was
reinstated, and Wahid Ullah’s status was rectified, le'aving only one
appellant, named, Inayat Shah without remstatement, therefore, appeals of
Amlr Ullah and Wahid Ullah have rendered fruitless. The central issue in
the appeal Inayat Shah was the lack of a clear distinction between the roles
of the appellant who was not remstated and those of their colleagues whe
;a;ere._ There was no cogent explanation provided to justify the differential
treatment of the appellants vis-a-vis the other officials. The mconsmtency
m l'laadlmg sm'ular cases runs confrary to the principles of equallty and
falmess enshrined in the Contitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakxstan
Equal treatment must be afforded to individuals in congruent eltuathna
unless a substantive and lawful rationale is presented. The. defense has

falled to present any distinguishing factor or specific allegations that set the

appellant apart from their remstated eolleagues In the absence of such

gl;fferentlatmn, the unequal treatment is arbitrary, With the majorlty of the

mvolved officers being reinstated, mcludmg appellant Amir Ullah durmg
hfhe pendency of this appeal, a precedent has been set that supports the
femstatement of all involved officers. Without evidence proving add1t10nal

mlsconduct or different circumstances for appellant Inayat Shah denymg

‘,,‘.-.-

hls'relnstatement goes against the fairness principle.

_L

.‘..'
S
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Service Appeal No. 731/2023 titled "Inayar Shah versus The Inspecior General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunidnea V]

s . Peshpvar and others” and connected Appeal No.732/2023 titted “Wahid Ullah versus The Inspecior General of -

S Police, Khyber Pakhtunkinva Peshawar and others” and Appeat No. 73372023 titled * Amir Navaz versus The $

e . dnspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunidnea Peshawgr and others” decided on 30.07,2024 by Dhvision Bench :

‘(‘q-' - conprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman, and Rashida Bano, Member, Judicial Khyber Pakhtunkinva Service b
- . : .

Frébunal, Peshowar.

8. In light of the aforementioned reasons, the appeal is allowed. The
non-reinstatement of appellant Inayat Shah cannot be justified under legal
and constitutional scrutiny. Therefore, ;ve order that like others, the
gxppeliant Inayat Shah be also reinstated forthwith, ensuring parity and
édh_erence to the fundamental rights enshﬁned in the Constitution. Costs

s;hall follow the event. Consign.

1
R

09. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 30" day of July, 2024,

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman

RASHIDABANO

C Member (Judicial)
“4dnan Shah, PA* :
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- A4 -4 ; WA LML TP e Tan
- Name * 3
o Anayat Shah
Lot i_'. i .'v.;ctr
Vs Narwg 7 v
Sarwar. . o
) s

Gender Coumr\loinar_' S N
M Pakistan-. . ¢

identity Murher' Date of Bhth
_ 14101-4816499-3 | 01.06.1973

1) " Date ot tuor Oate of Uspiry
11.07.2024 11.07.2034

Holder's ;:I-u:




é) JJ’-J ...A’/I}JJV J-B-ﬁl Py 141014315‘9$‘ ";_‘

: A _rﬂ,@

...J

&*Jur’ _ef‘,t'Jw-»_rs, af Dﬁ.r
' ‘ * i ?ﬁn v
m -.} .

Jm,f ,Jwg,,swf




- :ah'?(j’u ({ﬁ).,«lﬁjdjﬁ-ﬁ/f;c- J)’U: (a W s kot i

Q t_ sz l t)( é‘uﬁ'zﬂ =y %95‘: #lby f[:; Ké&.j)l_:tjﬁﬁ 3 dl‘}t}d*j

2 o0, e BB L0 B 12

lﬁ

T e L ol (e

z).m-,f%ug‘ﬁ‘g%a_zz 2z o R L

/\/m ﬁm 2k
ik 7| R assocun
| Lo S3122 AR
RTE G INCE VYY) & @) )
ool (9/?}/ Gl =" kP . trm

|

¢
v ”,/ ~ 4
N A ,;;Z‘/ Ll (Yl o 2l (oo
| I, W\ ]
; Tt ﬁ%{ﬁ?lr)sf ¥ dl@ff&ﬁiﬁfr‘ﬁé{% IS
GBS 1B $55 U515 2 -é.ueh,:.u.éﬁs‘);‘;é; LIt

Je L?)’buf u@t’r : 'LJ.',;’L Jﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ:&lmﬁr gﬁ/.ﬁ".’ "K‘g{kﬁéujd

it .d,ﬂ L.//'b

5.’ RN LTI T TPEaT T 1= / ¢
w2l ! E’hn W}/’ LBEITlA g@iﬂg;w l J’-gn L sk

)

oo rli" Lfg:f}l,gmx‘a. w’& A ﬂlﬂ};‘:}?{zi 2 s i iy
PIPRCIT J,-c\d%, T L it S I 2
\ 2ol

kg AWAR SO0
Jreeg pi&ﬁ"?oo“‘&g"; /70 [2029 :(;'/J'

s ae) OIH eV P |

\ -
- <

Vol g
f AU/?@A/Q%L/W'




