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•Court of

Implementation Petition No.

Ordor or othor proccedinf's with signoiure of judj’oDule of order 
proceedings

5.No.

31, 2

The implementation petition submitted today by16,10.20241
Mr. Khaled Rehman Advocate, it is fixed for

implementation report before Single Bench at Peshawar

on 24.10.2024. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has-
\

noted the next date. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for 

the petitioner.

By order of the Chairman
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

^enlas
Appellant Respondents

s CONTENTS YES NO
NO
1. This petition has been presented by: Court
2. Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents? V
3. Whether appeal.is within time? V
4. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactmerit under which the appeal is filed'is correct? .
7

5. :
6. Whether affidavit is appended?
7. Whether affidavit is duly.attested by competent Oath Commissioner?

Whether appeal/annex'ures are properly paged? ■ .________________
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?

V
8. 7
g.
10. Whether annexures are legible? . r
11. Whether annexures are attested?
12. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?. 7
13. ' Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/OAG?
14. Whether Power of Attorney of the' Counsel engaged • is attested and signed by

petitioner/appellant/respondents?
15. Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? 7
16. Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? ' X

17. Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? 7
18. Whether case relate to this court? 7.
19. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? 7
20. Whether complete spare copy is filed^in separate file cover? 7I
21.’ Whether addresses of parties given are complete? 7
22. Whether index filed? 7
23. Whether index is correct? 7
24. Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On ^
25. Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along.

with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On'
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder subnriitted? On ' * _______________
Whether copies of .comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite party? On

7
26.
27.

It is certified that fontialities/documentation as required in the abdj& tay&
'Name;- ^

en fulfilled.

Signature:-
Dated;-

f9iC9itCoapoa^Ctsit,HAnsi}^CBmt.V*iieaiir

CfCyi:-*92X2SSUeaV'fi3IW493U/^3imjnSI ' I
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f-BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. f 7.0*? '/2024•-

IN
Service Appeal No. 825 /2020 

(Decided on 18.07.2023)
\

PetitionerNowshad

Versus

RespondentsThe Govt, of KPK and others
«

INDEX

fAnncxurel g Pages'DateDcs’cription'~o f Documents'^S.NoT^
Execution Petiti<m with Affidavit 1-2I.
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal. 
No.'825/2020 18.07.20232. V 3-9A

.Order in Execution Petition No. 
220/2024 ■

10-12, 16.05.2024 B3.

C 1326.09.2024Application of Petitioner4.

11Wakalat Nama5.

Peti|ionei:;<7
1 ■Through

Khaled^ah'man ‘
' Advocate, Supreme Court 

:{BCU 10-5542)
Kholcdrahman.advocntc@gniail.coni

&

Muhammad G^azanfar Aii 
Advocates, Higli/Court 
4:B, Haroph Mansion 
Khyber BazarJ Peshawar 
Off:Tei; 091-2592458 
Cell#034^9337312/10/2024Dated:
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2
$

implemented the judgment o£the Hon'ble Tribunal in letter and spirit.

That the Petitioner then filed Execution Petition No.220/2024 before the 

Hon'ble Tribunal for implementation of the Judgment ibid, which was 

disposed vide order dated 16.05.2024 (Antiexi-B) pursuant to the 

commitment of the learned AAG regarding implementation of the judgment 

of the Hon'ble Tribunal within fortnight, however, inspite of the 

commitment made at the bar the Respondents,^ven after lapse of about five 

months, failed :to implement the judgment of. the: Hon'ble Tribunal within 

the, stipulated time. Petitioner alongwith other colleagues, also filed an 

application (Annex:-C) for implementation of the judgment ibid, but invain, 

which constrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition.

3.
.1*

- <-

i

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that Execution,proceedings may kindly be 

initiated-against the Respondents for h'onrimplementmion of the judgment of the 

Hon'ble Tribunal. t ' *

Petitioaer
Through

Khaled
. Advocate,.;<Si^refne Court

k

i

& / ^

Muhammad Glrozanfar All
Advocates, High Co^t

/10/2024 •Dated:

Affidavit

I,' Nowshad, Sepoy (BPS-.OT), Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Kh^,-do hereby affirm and 

declare on oath-.thait'the contents’of this Petition are true and correct to the best of,my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed front tMs Hon’ble Tribunal.
u

Deponent'
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KHYBERPAKmUNKHWA SBWICETRIBUNALPESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 821/2020

BEFORE: MRS.RAaBDABANO MEMBER (J)
' MISSFARmiAPAUL ... MEMBER (E)

^ ' -I! ^
Imran, Sepoy (BPS-07) Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.

r /

A

. /

t

; ••

I! (Appellani)
VERSUS

.
1. Government of Khybef Pakhtunkhwa through'Chief .Secretary, Civil 

. Secretariat. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Government of-Khyber.Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal. . 

Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.
3. DeputyCommissionerDistrictKhar.
4. Districi Police Officer, Khar. ,

'c- •

....' {Respondents)

Mr. Kbalid R.ehman 
■ Advocate

4

- For appellant

. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand - 
Additional Advocate Genera]

. ■ M
For respond'enis 

■ I .. I : 1
1I .*•

I Date oflnsdtution 
Date of Hearing... 
Date of Decision...

........0?'.J2;2020
:....-.1.8.07.2023 
.....  18.07.2023 •

I

I

JUDGEMENT
j V •i

RASHIDA BANO. MEMBER fJ>: The insianl service appeal bas been- 

instituted under section 4 of the Khyber;Pakhtunkhwa Service.TribunaJ, 

Act 1974 with the prayer copied, as below; ^
- ' r

f

**On'acceptance of the instant service.appeal,' by modifying
•4

the impugned original order dated 14.06.2016 and setting 

asides the impugned order tbe impugned final appellate 

^.'order dated 03.11.2020 the appellants may be reinstate into ^
.''' service with effect' from 20.03.2008 with allihack benefits.

M

Tltrough this'single judgment we intend to fJjspose of instant service, 

^^^peal as well as connected (i) Servicey^peal No.'822/2020 titled “As^ar

.»•
I

t ■pT^t>••'■TT

'( •»*•

2. f

;4

•/ vVJ V .' y.

V

'i

s 1.

. » f 4



A-

througk -Chief Secretaiy and ' 
- .:f.iVs. Government of'Khyber Pakhtiiokhwa 

others” (ii) Service Appeal No. 823/2020 iitled,“ymej Ayub Vs. Government
I

ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary ;Md others” (iii) Service

. Appeal No. 824/2020 titled “Ghulam Younas Vs.) Government of Khyber
* I'ii* I I t ' ^

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”,(iv) Service AppearNo.' -

825/2020 tilled “Noshad Vs. Government of Khybfef'Pakhtunkhwa' through- •
\

” (v) 'Semce Appeal'- No. '826/2020 btledChief Secretary and others«
“Abdullah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary

and others” (vi) Service Appeal No. 827/2020.titled“Shams Ur Rehman Vs.
• 1 *

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, and,others,

(vij) Service Appeal No. 828/2020 tilled “Lnran Ullah Vs. Go-vemment of

Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa through, Chief Secretary anil others” (viii) tSeryjce

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled ‘Taiz Ullah Vs. Government i of iKhyber

Pakhtunkhwa ihrbujgh Chief Secretary and otheta”|'(ix)iSeiyice.'AppeaJ No.

830/2020 titled “Imran Vs. Govemraeht of Khybe^Takhtui^wa dirou^

Chief Secretary" and others” (x) Service Appehl, No. 1831/2020 titled-“SafeeH

, UUah.Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa thtiligh Chief Secretary'W ;

others” (xi). Service Appeal- No. 832/2026 'tiil^d' ‘Najeeb Ullah Vs.

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chiei'Secretary and others”

(xii) Service-Appeal No. 833/2020 titled "Mozanjin Vs. Government.of 1. .

Kl^ber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others"(xiiJ) Service

Appeal No. 834/2020 titled "Rooh U1 Amin Vs. Government of Khybcr .
• )

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others" (xiv) Service Appeal No.

' .*•

✓

.* 1

1417/2020.titled“SyedHabibJanVs.Government6fKhyberPakhtunkhwa ‘
'1

through Chief Secretary and others". as in all ^ese appeals common
• • if; V"' i ■ • '

VI . question of law and facts are involved.
,1 ) .k ! •I I .. :l

t.*s

:v,
1• .•

I
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Brief facts of the case, as given in the memor^dum ofappeal are,;that the_ 

appellants were appointed in the respondent Depi rtmenl. .Puring-.service they 

performed duties upto the entire satisfaction of their, superiors; Vi^le order dated

awarded major penalty of dismissal from service, against

3.

20.03.2008, they were 

which they filed departmental appeal followed by> service appeal, which were ' 

■through consolidated judgment - dated 11.05.2015. The

1'

disposed of Jointly

respondents, being dissatisfied from the Judgment, assailed the same before the

Hon’ble Apex Court by way filing of CPLAs which came up for final adJudicaUon

on 20.05.2015 and Apex Court upheld the Judgment-of Tribun^ dated 11.05.2015
-• •*

by directing the respondents to hold an inquiry -^ per law. The respondents, 

reinsta^d the appellants into service vide order dated 08.12.2015. Another order

reinstatemenl order ofwas issued on 11.12.2015 whereby it was beld.tha^the 

the appellants is only for the purpose of conducting of inquiry 

finalization of the inquiry none of them will be enticed for any financial benefits-'

and' till the

1
constituted -who ponducted ' the inquiry • andThen inquiry committee was 

submitted its findings, after which appellant'alongwith others were reinstated

into service vide order dated 14.06.2016 with immediate effect and were kept at 

of seniority list. Feeling aggrieved the appellant filed departmental
the bottom

• y' 1 ^ * *
representation on 29.07.2016 which was not responded. TTicn he filed service

disposed of with' c^irection toappeal before Federal Service Tribunal which was 

respondents to pass order on his departmental fepresentaiioh. Respondents
1.i.'i

comply with the direction of the Federal Service Tribunal, hened
i - .i. ‘ .

Federal'Service Tribunal, Islamabad.

failed - to

appellants again filed service appeal before
j|i • , I r •

e appeal, respondents dismissed the departmentalDuring pendency of the 

representation of the appellants, resultanlly service appeals of the appellants
I '1 1 • ».*. I II

^ • I : ■ ]!■ I\
disposed of vide order dated 20.04.2017, which was again challengedwere

through fresh appeal by the appellant and others fi^utydue
-i ■ th • i

to 25'*’ Constitutional
I

VT?': ;'
j::

• I

I. ••
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1 ••
t'4

\
Amendment ofMny 2018, FATA was merged witlikHjfber Pakhtunkhwi’ind Levy

tion dated'l2.03.2dl9.‘Vide
<

V... &iaiasadar Forces stood_^provincial2ed vide notifit^

-dated' 04.12.2019 revision petition was reminded to thejudgment
respondents to consider it as departmental appe^'.and deemed it'-after 

providing proper opportunity of personal he^hglRcspondent .aften.affording 

opportunityIto appeUant again turned do^ithetre^uest of giving.back benefits 

vide impugned order dated 03 J 1-2020, hence:the idstant service appeal.

f-

s* «

notice,- who •• submitted writtenRespondents*
repiies/comments on the .appeal. We hdve heard[the learned counsel for the 

the learned Additional Advocate General and perused the

were put on3.
t.

appellant as well as

file'with connected documents in detail-. •case
! ( . rl' . .. .--t ir. •• _

Learned counsel for the appellant arguedthe appellants, were, not

accordance with law, rules arid policyj^nd respondentsw? violated

5

4.

treated in
I' Article 4 of the. Constitution of-the Islamic Repiiblic pf P^stan,,^L973., He 

•contended that impugned order passed by th‘p rwpondeiits is unjusL unfair and-
• 4 • * 1* *•**'- '1* • ^.**',**

hence not 'sustainable in the eyes of>law. He.contended,, that-the1 c

r^either willfulappellant’s absence from duty till the'date-pf reip^tatement
1 '

unlawfully shown absent from..duty,-.he,-

was!
I *i

nor’ deliberate rather appellant was 

• therefore, requested for acceptance of .Uie instant service appeal.

Conversely,; .learned Additipnai '-Advocatel General argued* that, the

i

\
\

5.\

appellants have been treated in accordance with.rufes and policy. He contended

that the appellant alongwith others being members of disciplined force
. . * ' : i> 1.

absented himself from lawful duty and to: that effect the then-
- ■ f;- •

• i

/deliberately

Political Agent issued Jotices to them for joining.^uty biif in vain'..In.-the. year _
I i'

I

I \. : Jk

2007-10 the insurgency spread in the district and appeiiarit left the law and
! ..I\

i

\ ’i- - \» t

-1! t
I

• ••.!.;■"rfl I

I'

I • • k-.?

*
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order at the mercy of miscreants therefore, they were ri^tly. dismissed from _
4

• •;-r .*service. \
i- • 4 8

;■ ■ f ‘
Perusal of record reveals that-appellants were apjaointed as-Sepoy -in 

respondent department and were dismissed form service vide ordar-dated

I *

6.
i i • . - *

20.03.2008. Appellants filed departmental appeal and then service app^:al before
■-li

t . t

IFederal Service Tribunal which was decided through consolidated judgment
- • • . , 'i' - • ■

Idated 11.6S.201S by holding that: ! 4|

■i
- t - •

"Consequenlly upon what has .been discusse^ above, we are of the 
considered view that the impugned orders whether verbal or written, 

are- not sustainable in the’ eyes of law as they are in violation of the 

' dictum laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme ‘̂ ourt of Pakistan. The ' 
'impugned orders are, therefore, accordingly -set aside and

' - r '' . *' I' *i • c.. - -
■resuliantly' the instant ■ appeals are_ accepted and appellants are -•

' f • '
■ordered to be reinstated into-^service fromlthe date of impugned 

orders. However, the question of back benefits shall be de'cided^ by 

the competent authority in accordance with the instruction contained _ 
at Serial No. 75-15. VoUI of Civil Establisktnehi Code (Estacode,,

2007 Edition), and the dictum-oflaw as-.laidiwwn in judgment of the ■ .

Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, rejjorteaMs 2Q10^SCM^ U-". ,■ „
. ' •» '*

Respondents-challenged said order iri-CFLA before august Supreme Court of

4

. 1

. I

Pakistan which 'was decided-bri 20.10.2015 by upholding-judgment of Federal
■! '''V- ’ •

Service Tribunal. Respondents as a result'of it cpu^ucted-.inquiry apd reinstated 

appellants in service vide order dated 14.06.2016 but*-witH'immediate eH^ct and
. • " J,'

denied back beneiits-to them and kept all of them at the bottom of seniority list:

Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06.2016 in departmdatal appeal on», '*• *.< •*
• ... ,- .

29.07.2016 which was not responded. So they -filed service- appeal to Federal 

Service Tribunal and during^pendency of that appeal, departrnental appe^ was 

dismissed .vide order dated 25.04.2017,.which was-agdin chaUehged' through 

^ I fresh appeal'by the appellants but due to 2S'^-d3ns itutionalT^eacIment ofMay

A

<•

I
V

.7.
-Sj:,-, : >

S’ ‘-i- i (

•!

4 ■
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2018, FATA was merged with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Levy and Khasadar Forces 

stood provincialised vide notification dated 12.'.03.2019, therefore, through
... j-•

judgment dated .04.12.2019 revision petition was ^remanded back to the 

respondents to consider it departmental appeal j.and decided it afresh .after 

providing proper opportunity of personal hearing- Respondent after' affbrtUng , 

opportunity ofhearing l|o. appellants again turned down, iheir request for ^ving 

back benefits etc vide unpugned order dated 03.1 L ^020.

•

I
'5

.e. *

I

7. Federal Service Tribunal vide judgment and or<}er dated 11.05.2015 has.held 

■ about the back benefits that it shall be decided by the competent-authority in
.<

accordance-with the instruction contained, at s^al No. 155 vpl.ll of Civil
iJ

• fetablishment Code (Estacode 2007 Edition) and'dictuin of law as laid down m

as 26l0SCMfLll.i;judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakistw, reported

upheld by Supreme Court of Pakistan vide .This order about back' benefits was

; order dated 20.10.201:5. The representation of th^ appellants for grant of back 

benefits filed-against order dated 29.04.2016'was |ecided-by the Political Agent
.iI

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein; factum of .secret inquiry about the fact of

appellant being on gainful business of earning 'w^ mentioned. If during secret _

inquiry it came into the knowledge of Political Agent Bajaur that appellant was.
.1 .

earning money and was on-job during intervening periodi-t^en he must put it to
i li- > ! . ; •. • ' - •
••to rebut it So on the basis of'

secret.inquiry'holding that appellapt-was on gainiiil business during his.dismissal
. ^ I , J i ■ I • I . . I •
period is not logical and is injustice, against the fair uial and inquiry. Moreover m

(I • ' . . ;•* •
accordance with verdicts of Superior Court and. FR54, reinstatement of an

-.■V ■■employee, Consequent to setting aside his dismissaJ/remoyal from "service, the
■ V ■ ■ ! ii .1 ■ ! j .

entitlement of employee'to have the period of bis absence from his service
, . * • ; • il! • 1 ‘ -2 .

' treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of hjs being reinstated' on; merits.^ ,

^ The term reinstatement means to place a person ih’ihis previous position that has

.*

*1

the appellant and provide opportunity to accept or-
I\

^ *
t

* (V

i , <

WT-, .Ul J
.'.V.

i
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V}
I

when all the appellants werealready been done in year 2016 in the present case
J •

reinstated into.service.
K

, i1 1 V

y*

8. It is also pertinent to mention here th^t 391? e colleagxjes of ^e app^ll^nt.,
« t

were reinstated with retrospective e/fect by the-’ -e^pondent vide! order dated 

. 03.07.2013 as a result of judgment ofFedera! Sery|ce Tribubal blajnabad passed 

on 01.03.2013. Federal Service Tribunal Islamabad also passed such like nature
■: I I I . [ : I I . ' 1 • j

order in case of appellants vide judgment and ordej- dated 11.05.2015 upheld fay
I

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20.10.2015 and s Subsequent order of Federal 

Service Tribunal Islamabad dated 04.l0.20il9. It^will not be out of place to 

mention here that 92' ofticials/sepoys were given back, benefits by the
i

respondent who were dismissed on the same charges, but present appellant’s^
I • • ■ r"! •' ' .1

request for back benefits was turned down which'|s injustice with the appellant 

and against the principle of justice. Concept of fair trial and equality demands
V . »• «

that when employees having identical and similar were given |back benefits 

by Che respondent, then present appellants also deceive the same treatmenc,-but
• *• ."1 ' '"' ■t

respondent did not treat them like other difiirfals,. v^Wch' is‘discriminafion.

Respondents are directed, to reinstate the yppcU.mts'wjtfi reu-ospectwe'effect
n

from the date of dismissal and not with immediate Effect.'
« fc

. ii ■

As a sequel to the above discussion, we allow this appeal In accordance
' ■ '(

with relevant rules and law. Costs shall follow the event. Consi^.

Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and'^ven under'our hands and'seal 
of the Tribunal on this ISf'' day of July, 2023.

I4. ^ *

✓

\ s •
*

• nI . I

9.

I.

JO.
I

s
.1 t

1

\

J
Member (J) *Kaiecnmu.h

!. 1,

1> I

FAULTCF
' '• '■ ' Member {li)

■. ; t i . i :•iflsT I

iLr.: i. -i.al, 4I

: 4-i 1
■ • i'4

¥

si *: 1I
I
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*JVccuUi>»’PotiUuii Np,J20/2024 UllwJ/!lmmn Va. Thf .aovum.iricuuuiijvh^lwr;

' ‘UliiiiiikUwa ihroualrG|iiorSct‘fuiui^^Cfvil,SocwiiiitItin*ij«h»waVi( uihai'a"'ujiir t
T^'tfnnuwtej iKiliioiinL

V •
k'''Miiy. 2024 KaUm Anchiul klm.i. rii.ilrnm.ii Tliraiiiih tiiiv timsta

Ijcmioii find Ull iln; followluu cCnmccwd 14 [wifiloim arc buine
or fliinUnr imiuiv. Dcluil of l!icviccided loi^cilicf lU *all V

^v^coiiutciiiil pm'uiuiis, is as uniler.

Tiilel:xcciitionPclUi,on.‘
.Nos.

S.No-

RnohUl:Amii>209/2024 -
Mozamin210/2024I'

21:1/2024 ’ Imran-3:
Nnietib Ullnh^4. 212/2024 I

213/2024 Abdulhih5.‘
6. '214/2024 Nawshnd

Imran Ulluh215/20247.
21^6/2024
217/2024

Sved Habib Jan. 8.-
9. I-aizUllah
10. 218/2024 ^ .'Vsuliiir

•SKam.iUr.JtBhiriiiLn.r2d5a024r
Umar Aviib12; ■ ‘221/2024

'222/2024 'Ghulam'Vo'unas-f3;
Saeedull'Qli-14. ‘223/2024

2. Leahicd counsel Tor die petiiioncrs presunu Mr. Umair 

Azanii Addilional Advocnie General alonywiili Mr. Habib Uilah, 

- l-icad Clerk for die respondents present. ' \

3. Learned counsel- for die appellaiii stated that aliliuuglt,:ilic-'. 

pciitioncrs were reiitstntcd iit.scpvicc.wiih.'reirospeeiive crfeci bui 

ihc nuiincaiipn Itu.’i a coiidiuuii iltat (he. issue of back bencnis 

would be subject to finul decision of C1‘LA. Tltc judgmc'ni is tltas 

hoi complied williiii its tme spirit and when eonlVomed with the 

Ijihits of lilt* judgment of die 'rribuiial, the learned AAG submhied

lltai Uie respoftdatts would rcciilV the order, within a foratiehL ^ 
^’TTiTSTTtfD r

Of
■1

I

\

'' " pQcamScaru
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Clerk iQ^QOUnstal. Air ilic prMctit.0S;O4;2l)Z4 1,•Xtj

/k»e
*4

NoUecs littVb not bcwi .lMueti to\il)«»rcijpaodiinw *>o”" -
i' * , ’ • *

dcp^ina d^TCS cxpwisus, U»atifuro,,[jflJ[rtiW^ la <^iroqiud ip Uqposi
• "y

?-■

.a'CS.otports^ wjlhm-ite.dayl 1‘hercaficr;nguce b6;issued to the
V •

respondenfe for submission of implerpentation reppitrTp^^come up 

for implcmcn^uon report on 14.05.^024 ^beforeyS.BlP:i?; given'ip 

dcrk;OFJcurae;dcouriselTorihC;j:¥i>.^^^ / ■‘?m<y

(Muhammad Akbar Khari) .. . ' 
, Member (E) ■. ' . ^

\
r

. '•'Mwun*'

J^.0S.202i} . I .. Juniur,lp.cou»sc[ ror|hc pctiiiancr^prcscni. Mr-. Muliammad... 
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