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Implementation Petition No.fZ^/P I202A

5; No. DaK; of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 •!

The implementntibri petition submitted today by 

'Mr, 'Khaled Rehman Advocate. It is fixed for

16.10.20241

implementation report before Single Bench at Peshawar 

on 2d.10.2024. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has 

noted the next date. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for 

the petitioner”!

1I

By order of the Chairrnan**
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST

Appellant Respondents
s CONTENTS YES NO
NO
1. This petition has been presented by: VAdvocate 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 enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
V

5. V
6. Whether affidavit is appended? V
7. Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? V
8. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? t:
9. Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished? 7
10. Whether annexures are legible? V
11. Whether annexures are attested?
12. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? V
13. Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? V
14. Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by

petitioner/appeliant/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? V■.

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? 7
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 respondenb? On
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On _______________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite party? On

V*

26.
27.

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the a'
Name:- ^

ive been fulfilled.

Signature:-
.Dated;- T7 -' •
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BE^)RE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. /2-/P 72024
IN

Service Appeal No. 833 /2020 
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

Mozamin Petitioner
Versus

The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX

IS.No.^ .Descriptjon'of Documents ^Date gAnnexuret IPagesI
1. Execution Petition with Affidavit 1-2

Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal
No. 833/20202. 18.07.2023 A 3-9
Order in Execution Petition No.'
220/20243. 16.05.2024 B 10-12

4. Application of Petitioner 26.09.2024 C 13
5. Wakalat Nama ik

Petitioner
Through

iKhale^Hlahman 
Advocate, Supreme Court 
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahman.advocatefSemail.com

&

Muhammad Gn^zanfar Ali
Advocates, High ^urt
4-B, Haroon Mansfon
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar
Off: Tel: 091-2592458
Cell #0345-9337312Dated: /10/2024

* 4#
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BE^RE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No._i_ZlO^/2024
IN

Kl»yl>cr PnUhtulthwu 
Service TribtvnalService Appeal No. 833 /2020 

(Decided on 18.07.2023)
Oinry No.

Dulcd
Mozamin
Sepoy (BPS-07),
Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar Petitioner

Versus

The Govt, of Khvber Pakhtunkhwa
through Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Secretary.
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Home & Tribal Affairs,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. The Deputy Commissioner
District Khar.

4. District Police Officer.:
District Khar......... ...... Respondents.

Execution Petition for directing the Respondents to implement the Judgment 

of this Hon'ble Tribunal dated 18.07;2023 passed in - Service Appeal 
No.833/2020.

Respectftilly Sheweth,

I. That Petitioner had filed Service Appeal No.833/2020 which was allowed 

by the Hon’ble Tribunal vide Judgment dated 18.07.2023 (Annex:-\).

2. That after obtaining attested copy of the judgment. Petitioner submitted the 

same to the Department through, application for implementation in 

accordance with law. Similarly, the Registrar of the Tribunal had also 

transmitted the copy of the Judgment to the Respondents for compliance 

and even at the time.of announcement of the Judgment the representative of 

the Respondents was also available, however, the Respondents failed to

, «



2

f implemented the judgment of the Hon'ble Tribunal in letter and spirit.

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

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

disposed vide order dated 16.05.2024 {Annex:-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, even 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 

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

which constrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition.

was

an

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

initiated against the Respondents for non-implementation of the judgment of the 

Hon’ble Tribunal.

Petitioner
Through

Khaled Ralr^n
Advocate, Supreme Court

&

Muhammad Ghmzanfar All
Advocates, High Cciurt

Dated: /10/2024

Affidavit

I, Mozamin, Sepoy (BPS-07), Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar, do hereby affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of this Petition are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent
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Service Appeal No. 821/2020

BEFORE: MRS;RASHIDABANO MEMBER (J)-
MISS FAraEHA PAUL' • MEMBER©

■ ft -
linran. Sepoy (BPS-07) Bajaur Bajaur Agency, Khar.

•; v.'*. . >
■*./

V9!!--? ; ■-

£

(Appellant)
4 VERSUS • ,i. \

4

1. Government of Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa through Chief. Secretary, Civil 
• Secretariat.^yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. •

2. Government* of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa-through Secretary Home &-Tribal ^ . 
Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. '

• 3. DeputyCommissioner DistrictKhar.
4. District Police Officer, Khar. . v

* • ^
««

4 *■ (Respondents)
1

Mr. Khalid Rehman 
Advocate . For appellant^|.

•t • -M. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand j.. 
Additional Advocate General

%
^or respondents

■ .•

i •' ■ -«
■ ^

\
..0?a2.2020
.18.07.2023
•18.07.2023

■ Date of Institution. 
Dale of Hearing...'. 
Date bfDecision...

& .
A

JUDGEMENT
i

RASHIDA BANO. MEMBER fJ>; The inst;ant service appeal bas been

instituted under- section 4 of the Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,

Aci 1974 with the prayer copied as below: •

“On 'acceptance of the instant service appeah^by modifying 

' the impugned prigiaal order dated 14.06.2016'and setting 

aside, tbc impugned order the impugned niial appellate'
^order dated 03.11.2020 the appellants may be reinstate into • : •

.service with effect'from 20.03.2008 with alliback benefits. ;V

'2. Through this single judgment we -intend to jj|.spose .of instant service. '
■* -- ’ . . > iJ ... '

appeal as well as connected (i) Service Appeal-No.'822/2U20 titled “As^ar

\
i

• vt ;/
.*1

i

<
4

t • ' :
■ *'• u: ••j

*
4•V, V
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of Khyber Pakhtuokhwai throu^-Chief S^reiary and ’4

Vs. Governmentr
i

others” (ii),Service Appeal No'. 823/2020 titled,‘‘(Jmw Ayxib Vs. Government
!

of ^yber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary ;and others” (in) Service

Appeal No. 824/2020 titled “Ghulam Younas Vs.l Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and otherk” J:iv) Service Appeal No. ^
. K

V’v « • •
825/2020 titled “Noshad Vs. Government of Khybfef'Pakhtunkhwa through

’V . • •
Chief Secretary and others” (v) Service Appeal-No..'826/2020 titled 

“Abdullah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary 

and others” (vi).Service'Appeal No. 827/2020 titled'“Shams UrRehman Vs.

Govemment.ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chiej Secretary and.others” .

(vii) Service Appeal No. 828/2020, titled- “Imran UUah Vs. Government of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through. Chief Secretary a^-others” (viii) iSetyice

4

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled ‘Taiz Ullah Vs. Government ; of :Khyber
' 0 • • 

Pakbtuhkhwa through Chief Secretary and-ot4ier«”(.(ix).Service Appeal-No.
.« I , ’

830/2020 titled '^mran Vs. Government of-Khybef"’PakhiVhkhwa through^
- ii -

Chief Secretary and others” (x) Service,Appelil No.3831/2020 titled;“Sabed 

UUah Vs: Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa-thtbugh Chief Secretkiy'^nd 

others" (xi). Service Appeal No. 832/2026 'tiffed ‘T'Jajeeb UUah Vs. 

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secret^, and .others” 

(xii) Service Appeal No.. 83*3/2020 titled* “Mozamih .Vs.. Government .of,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”Cxiu) .Secvice
, . - . I . • • . - ■

Appeal No. 834/2020 titled "Rooh Ul ^nm Vs, Government ofKhyber.
• I ».••••■•

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

4

%
I

} .

t J V. - . t
1417/2020 titled “Syed Habib Jan Vs. Government bfKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

through Chief Secretary. and oihers” 

question of law and facts are involved.

• I
as in all these appeals common

i. .I ’IJt. >
?i:STt£?0

. ;l

T>><f•A
‘ * II >» ft

i
k

\
;»• i* :
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3. .. Brief facts of the-case, as given in the memor^dum of appeal, are. ;that the

app-eUants were appointed in the respondent.Dep|hmeni;puring:.service they’ '

performed duties upto the'entire satisfaction of the^lsupenors^Vyie^orderdated .

20.03.2008. they.were.
I-awarded major penalty of d^^^miss^f frolh service, against

, which w’ere- "which' they filed departmental appeal.followed byvservice appeal
disposed of jointly through consolidated jud^^t.-dated 11.05.2015.: T^e .

l

respondents, being dissatisfied from the judgment, ^assailed the same before the
t
I _came

*■ ■

up for final adjudicationHon’ble Apex Court by way filing of CPLAs which

d Apex Court upheld the judgmentjofTyibun^ dated.hi .05.2015
• '* ' . . ! 

by directing the respondents to hold an inquiryper
reinstated .he appellants in.o serviee vide order datid 08.12.2015. Another order ' ^

on 20.05.2015 an*
law. The respondents

was issued on 11.12.2015 whereby it was held ithai; (hq reihstalement order-of 

the-appeUants is only for the .purpose of conducting, of .inquiry, andi till, the 

. finalization of the inquiry none of them be enticed forany financiahbenefits>- 

Then inquiry-committee was Wstituted ;who;^onducted '.the inquiiy ’and 

submitted its findings, after which appellant‘alongwiih others 

into service vide order .dated 14.06.2016 with imme'diate.Effect and were kept
of seniority list. Feeling aggrieved thd Appellant filed' dep'ar^ental

fr

m

were fejastated-.. .
4at

the bottom

representation on 29.0?.2016 which' was not responded. Then he filed service
"s ^sposed of with direction to

p.>

appeal before Federal Service Tribunal, which'was

his departmental Representation, Respondehts 

the direction-of the Federal Service Tribunal, hencd

respondents to pass, order on <

failed • to comply, with th
appellants agaih filed^service appeakbefore FederaJ'Service Tribunal. Islamabad.

dismissed the departijiental
; *

During pendency of the appeal,;- respondents
11 -. i l. r. •{ • I

appellors, resulianlly service appeals of^thp appellants
1 1 : P ' ; ''

disposed of vide' order dated -20.04.2017, Which was again challeoged .
■ • 1 - ii • ‘ ^ ,

to 25*^ Constitutional

representation of the

. were

through fresh app.eal by the appellant and others ut^ue
• I

1':

«*
K n V ••t r >'W

• v
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>
s' ith khyber Pakhtunkhwa" '^’d lixyyAmiDdmentofMay20l8.FATAwasmetgedwit

Forces stood provincialzcd vide Ao,ifi|.ion dated i2.03.2dl9,'Vr.de 

dated 04.12.2019 revision petition was reminded fcack' to- the
&Khasadar

- •judgment I.i departmental appe^Vand deemed it afresh after 

providing proper opportunity of personal hearihgUespondent after affording

4

respondents to consider it as

■ opportunity to appellant again turned down,the, r^^uest of giving bach benefits 

■ ;ide imputed order dated 03.11.2020, hence the ijstant service appeal.
\

who ! submitted writtennotice,put s•on

on the appeal. We have heard ^the learned, counsel for t^e 

learned Additional Advocate General and perused the

Respondents 

replies/comments 

appellant as well as the

file with connected documents in detail. j

were3. (

t
case

! i . ll . - . •

ellants were, not
• • 'f:. - '

4. Learned counsel for the appellant argued the sp^ 

treated in accordance with law, rules and policy^^d respondents^ a^e violated
1

of the Islamic Republic of Pakisttm, 1973., He
• ■ i ■ . ■' ■

contended that impugned order passed by th.e r^poiid.ents.is unjust, unfair, and

hence not sustainable in the eyes, of law, He. ^the^ coiiten(|edj.ihat

i^eit.her willftd

■ Article 4 of the Constitution;

the

appellant’s absence froni duty till the date of reinstatement was
• • ) * *

deliberate rather appellant was unJawftUly shown absent from.duty,-.h.e,; •
t

nor
f

therefore, requested for acceptance of tlie instant service appeal.

Additional Advocate I’General argued .that, the 
.j; ; I : ■

in accordance with rujes and policy. He contended

!
«

t

Conversely, .learned«

appellants have been treated in

t 5.

I >
that the appellant alongwith others being members of disciplined force 

deliberately absented himself from lawful '^uty Ld to-that effect'the then; >1 II

Political Agent issued. Jotices to them for joining .puty- but in vain'. In.the year;
{

I

2007-10 the insurgency spread in the distnet and the appellant left the law and
r.'/ ;• t

A. » rr
t%r VV

.
■ -.I..--. i

—I ■•6»
-it; :

?■

.*
A'/

A A
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■ ofmiscreants therefore,; they were ri^tly dismissed 'fromorder at the mercy
r \

■service. 1

4
»'i < I *

Perusal of record reveals that appellants were appointed as-Sepoyin6.
\\

vide order-dated
t

^ respondent department and were dismissed form service

*20 03.2008. Appellants filed departniental appeal and then service appfiaj before ;

Federal Service Tribunal which was decided through consolidated'-.judgment
■ ' ? ■ . \ '

.1

■X

MI t
dated 11.05.2015 byholdingthat:<

1.
"Conseguenlly upon what has been^discusse^ above, we are. of the 

'considered view that the impugned orders wiiether 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 X^ourt of Pakistan. The
impugned orders are. therefore, accordingly set aside and

1 ................... '1.
resultantly the ' instant appeals are accepted and appellants are, - 

•* - *1.* • * . ' 
ordered to be reinstated into service from the date of impugned

I orders. However, the question of back benefits shall be de'cided^ by
the competent.authority in accordance'with the instruction contained
at Serial Ho. liS. VoUl of Civil EStahlisktnehl Code: (^tacode.

2007 Edition), and the dictum of.Iaw osjaidti^wn in judgment ofthe
Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, re^ortedps20lO^SC^ 11.“

Respondents-challenged said, order in CFLA-before august Supreme Court of
-V-. • > - • ‘ _

• • I' *V‘ • '
Pakistan which was decided on'20.10.2015 by-upholding judgment of Federal 

Service Tribunal. Respondents as a result of it cpnid.ucted-.inquiry ajid -reinstated- 

vide ord^ dated 14.06.2016 b'uf witH immediate effect and

t'• *

»

' >

j ,

-
J.

• A*

A*r

appellants in service
-*-r ■ . • .' ^ '

denied back benefits to them and kept all of them at the bottom of seniority list.•

Appellants challenged^said order dated 14.06.2016 in departmentaltappcal on'.- 

29.07.2016 which was not responded. So. they filed serWce appeal 'Tb Federal.V

t t

Service Tribunal and during pendency of that'appeal, depaririieiiial appeal .was- •
. > ,. I • ,

.dismissed vide order dated 25.04;2017, which was-agaiin challenged--through
■ ■.'i , V..:; .*•

fresh appeal'by the appellants but‘due to 25*^ 00^ iiutionaj Amendmeht ofMay

r-tf.

I

fT s

9 ^
ft i

*»

m
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merged with Khyber Pakhtunkhw?. Levy and KJiasadar 

provincialised vide notifiMlion dated 12.133.2019,“ therefore, through 

■ judgment dated 04.12.2019 revision petition.;was- remanded back' to:-ihe' ' ' 

consider it departmental’appeal f.aod decided it afresh-after

Forces.2018,-FATA-was

stood

respondents to

providing proper opportunity of jiersonal hearing-I^spondent.aifter-affording 

opportunity of hearing tjo.appellants again turned i io'wn, ihcir-request for.^ving

1

. i' r
back benefits etc vide impugned order dated 03.11. ^020. I:

.K •
‘

7. .Federal Service Tribunal vide’judgment and'order dated 11.05.2015 has.held -
' i"

about the back benefits that it.shall be decided by the competent’authority in

accordance with .the instruction contained, at serial No. 155 vpl.ll of Civil
’ - . • » , f . ' .

Establishment Code (Estacode 2007 -Edition) and dictum of law as laid down in _
. S' ' . . 'judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakist^ reported as 5010 SCMR 11.

; j.i 1 .* . . 4.. •

This order about buck benefits was upheld by Supreme,Court of Pakistan vide •
r i : Ik'

order dated 20.10.2015. The representation^of th^ appellant for grant ofback 

benefits filed against order dated 29.04.2016 was ^ecided*by the Political Agent
• > ;•n

-.1 4• i

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein factum of .secret inquiry abourthe fact of .
?• ■ 4i . • X

appellant being on gainful business of earning was mentioned. If during secret
“ ' ' . .1’ 

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

earning money and was on job during intervening jjieriod, tben he must put it to

- the appellant and provide opportunity to accept or .-to rebiit it So on the basis of
II

■ secret inquiry holding that appellapt-was on gainful business during his.dismissal 

periodis not logical and is injustice, against the fair trial and inquiry. Moreover in
»:

accordance with verdicts of Superior Court • and-FR54,'reinstatement of an 

employee, consequent to setting aside his dismissal/remoyal from service, the 

• ■ endtlenaent of employee to have-the period-’of bis absence from his. service
• ^ • --5 .

treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of bjs being reinstated on: menis. 

. The term reinstatement means to place a person in’jhis previous position that has

i •I v:

1.

it

4

•r

«.& '
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•0 • . (
when all the appellants werealready been done in year.2016 in the present case 

• reinstated into.service.
J < L* •

\ • *■t - , J

e colleagues of.iiie-.appellant- 

•eipondent vidd order dated 

. 03.07.2013 as-a result of ju^dgment ofFederai Se^ce Tribuh^ plamabad passed 

on 01.03.2013. Federal Service Tribunal Islamabad,also passed such like nature
• _ , I I ; .t I . ; .’r li

order in case of appellai ts vide judgment and ordej" dated 11;05.2015 upheld by
► I

. I
Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20‘.10.2015 and;Subsequent order ,of.Federal

I
^ •

It is also pertinent-to mentioah’ere -thqt sprr8.

were reinstated with retrospective effect by the-

• t

Service Tribunal Islamabad-dated’04.10.20il 9. Itjf/will: not- be out of place to

92 ‘ oflicials/sepoys were given back -benefits by the 

respondent who were dismissed'on the same ch^rgesj .but present appellant’s- 

request for back benefits turned dpwri which||s injustice.with-the appellant' 

and against the. principle'of Justice. Concept of fair-trial and. equality demands 

. that.when employees having identical and simb^. base*were given jback-benefits 

by the respondent, then-present appellairits also deceive the same-treatment,-but 

.respondent , did . not treat'them like other,.d£BcWs,T.uWch‘';is'.il.iscnniinatibn.

rriention here that

c

S

Respondents are directed'to reinstate the ^ppeulnts'with retrospectWe'.effecc . -
... .. i . ,

from the date of dismissal.and not with immediate effect."
‘ ^ * (I ,. I: • i

%#
I

• 1

« i

9. As a sequel to the above discussion, we allow this appeal in accordance
' ■■ ‘r ■ '

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

t(
Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and^^ven under our hands, arid-seal 

H.- of the Tribunaion this 75'* day_ of Jufy^ 2023. - ■*
10.

i
• 7- V ^ !t 4 » •

• [I- » ‘ i ■- -tI

Member (J) ‘KslecniuUab
(F

Member (6) '
k I.- , 1,I I : I

i /fj

= 1: ■ a»
7
.1.

I Ki
i i ..!I iI

If. .
• •I

t
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y I'il’cnniVwioJ iwlUoim' ' V •i

16”' ^liiyi^2U2‘l *^:iIIh> Arxliml KImii. Clmlrnnim Ttiwunh tlliK tiiiifll'? ***^t*"’

fonowlnu conMcilad I** "^‘=petition uttcl 'ull lUo 

decided together

conuitcieil pcuiioii!>. is us ut\dcr.

of dimilur .nutut-e. Dctuil . ciJ’' Hie. .«i> ..•‘ly
-S*'•/ •- ! /*

^ -t
w

Tilletxccutioit Pcljiion. 
.>ios. 

S.No.
RooliUlAmlii209/2024 

•210/2024 -
(1.

Mozamin
21:1/2024 Imriiit3:

Nuieeb'lJlInli212^0244.
Abdulinti213/2024 . .M, ^

Nowshud6. 214/2024 ■%*

■Imroo Ulluh7. 2:l-5/2024
21^6/2024’ ■
217/2024

Sved Habib Jan8.
9. i'uizUllah

218/202410. Asnhar
'' I- Sh'umnUrJtchm'dn

■Ulmar Avohii ■ ^221/2034
??2Q024 'Ghulam>'Vounas• 13._________

- 14. 1^23/2024- SaeedullQli-

Learned counsel' for die pciitioners present Mr. Umair 

AzaiOi Addilionai Advocnie General aloiigwiiii Mr..Habib Ullah,
4 , *

- Head Clerk for the respondents present
; - -j ' '

■3." Learned counsel for dte appcllani Slated dial uldiough,. die

pciitioners were reinsiaicd in service widv rcirospeciive effect but

ihe noiificaiipn has a coiidiuoii that die issue'of back bcncfiis

svould be subject lo final decision of CPLA. The judgineni is^lhus

hoi complied wiihin ils ime spirii and when confronied with ihe
' * ' • . \

Icrms ofihe judgmenrofdic Tribunal, the learned AAG submiued. 

lltai die rcspofitlaus would rcciily ihc order. wUliin a.fonnieht j

if*
\ • ^

V

) i/
'*■
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''jkHiunkhwa llitougli.Qiipf.Secij^tj'V.GIvil S«ci$Uriii.^l?os)inwn'r&.piK
' • .14 Alicctod pctiifbnii

u, biijj<wcd Qf'iicco)'ijiiV(;l>'. Copy of tliirt orclor Iw plucu*!
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