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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
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........... Appellant ~ ..........Respondents |
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1, | This petition has been presented by: Advocate Court v
2. | Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have sugned the requisite documents'? vV
3. { Whether appeal is within time? Y
4. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? Y
5. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? 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? v .
9. | Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furmshed" v
10. | Whether annexures are legible? R
11. | Whether annexures are attested? . -1 .
12. | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? N
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? v
16. | Whether appeal contains cuttingloverwriting? : x
17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? RN R
18. | Whether case refate to this court? ' v
19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? Vv
20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? v
21. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete? v
22. { Whether index filed? N
23. | Whether index is correct? v
24. | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On

25. | Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along | ,V

with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
26. | Whether copies of commentsireply/rejoinder submitted? On
27. | Whether copies of commentsfreplyfrejoinder provided to opposte party? On
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BEM)RE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No._/2 /D /2024
- IN.
Service Appeal No. 833 /2020
| (Decided on 18.07.2023)

MOZATIIN coivitiiiiiiiiiiies ceerrnreevnins s beacesssssnrnsenennsonesenenesenn. Petitioner
Versus

- The Govt. of KPK and others errerse sttt s e na e e esaan e RESPORdeEnts

INDEX
I,S.No!!l_] E_Descript_ipp_'of_chuments-”__-Date__l _[Ar;.nexurel- MPages P

1. | Execution Petition with Affidavit - | 1-2
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal

2. No. 833/2020 ‘ | 18.07.2023 A 3-9
Order in Execution Petition No. 1o

3. 22072024 16.05.2024 B 1.0-12
Application of Petitioner { 26.09.2024 . C 13
Wakalat Nama (¢

Through

Advoca!e, Supreme Court
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahman.advocate@gmail.com

-Muhammad Gh3zanfar Ali
Advocates, High Court
4-B, Haroon Mansfon
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar
Off: Tel: 091-2592458
Dated: _ /10/2024 .o Cell # 0345-9337312
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BEPJRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

.Execution Petition No._| 210 2024

- IN
s - ) wwher Pakbtukhwa
Ser"!ce Appeal.NO_. 833 ,2020 K‘ﬁ)g.lr\. lc..‘(: Teibwmnal
(Dc.md‘ed on 18.07.2023) : ey No. { é 2 o
Datcd o A Cf
Mozamin.
Sepoy (BPS-07), ) ‘
Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar .......ccoo...... AP S Petitioner
Versus .

l. The Govt. of Kh!ber Pakhtunkhw '
through Chief Secretary,

Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Secretary, -
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Home & Tribal Affairs,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. The Deputy Commlsswner
District Khar.

4. District Police Officer, :

District Khar........ e e ettt a e e e ...Respondents.

Execution-Petit_io‘n for directing the Respondents to implement the Judgmé‘nt' |
of this Hon'ble Tribunal dated 18.07:2023 “passed in .Service Appeal
No.833/2020.

Respectfully Sheweth,

l. That Petitioner had filed Service App'cal' No.833/2020 which was allowed
by-the Hon'ble Tribunal vide Judgment datéd 18.07.2023 (dnmex:-A).

2. That after obtaining attested copy of the’jué_]gnﬁent, Petitioner submitted the
same to the 'Departmént through. application for implementation in
_accordance wnh law. - Similarly, the Reglstrar of the Tribunal had also
fransmitted the copy of the Judgment to the Respondents for compl:ance

and even at the time.of anqoungement of the Judgmen}t the representative of

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



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

3. That the Petitioner then filed Execution Petition N0.220/2024 before the
Hon'ble Tribunal for implementation of the Judgment ibid, which was
disposed vide order dated 16.05.2024 (Aunex:-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 an
application (dnnex:-C) for implementation of the judgment ibid, but invain,

which constrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition.

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. @M"

Petitioner

Through

Khaled Rahwnian

Advocate, Supreme Court

Muhammad Ghhzanfar Ali
Advocates, High Colirt

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.@ )
AT

Deponent




SERVICETRIBL '
Service AppcalNo 821/2020

‘ - . ER PAK

-MISS IEAIiEE-IA'PAUL ‘
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o :.:?1:"_.- Imran Sepoy (BPS-O?)BaJaurLevm, BajaurAgcncy,Khar .

ah".

= e - . .’

'VERS s-,

. (

- Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pcshawar

‘Aﬁ‘alrs Civil Secretariat, Pcshawar
Deputy Commissioner District Khar.

District Police Officer, Khar. . : .« « =,

*+  Mr.Khalid Rekman

'. Advocate

. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand o
Addmona] Advocalc Gcncral

. Date of lnsntutlon
" Date of Hearing. .
Date of Dcc:snoo

A

.....................
........................

.......................

JUDGEMENT

instituted under section 4 of the Khy::er Pakhtunkhwa Service Tnbunal

Act 1974 with the prayer copied‘as below:
. L - . .

" “On’acceptance of the instant service-appeal, by modifying '

the impugned- Eriginnl order. datefl 14.06. 201;5' and setting

2.

%ﬁppeal as well as connected () Serv:cc Appeal No 822!2020 titled’ “Asghar

Government. of Khyber ‘Pakhtunkhwa - through Chief . Sccretary, Civil

.Government of Khyber Pa.khtunkhwa through Sccretary Home & 'I'nbal

RASHIDA BANO, MIEMBFR _(Jl 'I‘he msmnt semce appeal bas begn ~

'Ihrough this smglc judgmom we intend-to ﬂlspose of mstant service.

' MEMBER () - - |
ME.MBE-R(E) =

R ¢ ppeﬂam) .

“n-

) (Re.s;pondem&) - ) .,

- For appellant

v
L, .
=l

~

.'-"i :

. '!ll 'os

02:12.2020
18.07.2023
"18.07.2023

Eor respondents .-

} . el

k)
1

* efan

t e .

’

aside, the- lmpugned order the lmpugncd final appellate
order dated 03.11. 2020 the appellants T may be reinstate into -
service W|th eﬂ‘ect from 20.03. 2008 Wit alleback benefits. .

~

W

NI -
o

oo b

i - - A o
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\Q : q_ue_stion\'of law and facts'are invol\?e’d.

—

b A BN
others“ (ii) Service Appeal No. 823/2020 t:tled “UmarAyub Vs Govemment

of Khiyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chtef Secretary and others" (i) Semce
Appeal No.  824/2020 tttled “Ghulam Younas Vs!Govemment of Khyber |
Pakhrunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others"Jf(tv) Ser\nce Appeal No
82572020 tn.led “Noshad Vs. Government of Khybér*Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary and others“ (v) Service’ Appeal No 826!2020 utled
“Abduilah Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through ChICf Scoretary
and athers™ (\q) Semce Appeal No 82?!2020 tJtled "Shams UrRehman Vs,

Government.of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through ChJef Secretary and, others

(vii) Service Appeal No. 828!2020 mled “Imra.n Ullah Vs, Govemment of )

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thrqugh.. Chlef_ Seorcta_ry au‘ti-aothers (viii) Ser,v;ce

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled “Faiz Ulish Vs Government.of Khyber—"

Pa}dltunkhwa through Chief Sectetary and- others”[(:x) Semce ‘Appeal No

. 830/2020 titled” “Imran Ns Govemment of Khybef*’Pakhthnkhwa through

Chtef Secretary and others" (x) Semce Appe‘al No 1831)'2020 titléd “Saked
Ullah Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thlrbugh Chi ef Secretérry ‘and
“others™ (xi) . Service Appoa.l No. 832/2020 uﬂ!:d “Najeeb Uliah' Vs.
Government of K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chtef Secretary and others

(xii) Semce Appeal No. ., 833!2020 tltled “Mozan;m Vs, Government of

“Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others“(xm) Semce '

Appcﬂl No. 834!2020 tutled “Roch Ul Amin Vs. Government of K.hyber p

Pakhtunkhwa through Ch:ef Secretary and others“ (xw) Service Appca! No.
: i ‘, ,
141 7!2020 utled “Syed Hablb Jan Vs. Government bf Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
through Cln_ef Secretary :and others- as m all these appeals common
- o R ARNY SR AN

t1

¢
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Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and
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appellants were appointed in the résponden't'Dep rtment. Dunng,-.se‘rv:oe‘they
performed duties upto the enttre satisfaction ¢ of then' supenors Vide, order.dated .

l
20.03. 2008 they were awarded lTlB_]Of penalty of dlsmlssal from servtce agamst

N

which they ﬁled departmental appeal followed- by' service appeal, wh:ch ‘were

av-

dtSposed of ]omtly through consohdated Judgmtmt -dated 11 05 2015“’1'he

respondents being dissatisfied from the judgment assalled the same before the
Hon‘ble Ape)t Court by way filing of CPLAs whrch came up for final adjudlcauon
on 20 05.2015 and Apex Courl upheld the ]udgment iofT,nhunal dated 11 .05. 201 5

- by drrectmg the respondents to hold an mquuy e(s ‘per law. The respondents

remstated the: appellants 1nto semce vige order dated 08 12 2015. Anothor order ’

was issued on ll 12. 2015 whereby it was held.: tha‘f.the remstatement order of
.the-_appellants is only for- the purpose of conduftmg of mq.uuy and till. the
‘ ) ﬁnalizatton. of the inquiry none of them will be enuqed for.any financial’ beneﬁts.

Then mqmry commlttee was - constltuted ‘who' Fonducted the mquxry and'

’ subrmtted its ﬁndmgs, after. whtch appellant’ alongwnh others’ were remstated-:,,__, E

Lo

_ into service vnde order dated 14.06. 2016 with 1mmed1ate eﬁ'ect and were kepl at
the bottom of semornty ‘list. Feeling aggnevec'l the é pellant filed departmemal ]
representation on 29. 07 2016 whlch was not reSponded "Then he ﬁled semce
, appeal before Fecleral Service Tnbunal which’ was arspoSed of wnth d'u'ectlon to
respondeots to pass. order on his departmental representauoo Respondents
failed -to comply, wrth the drrec'uon of the Federal Semce Tribunal, "hence

: l
appellants again ﬁled ‘service appeal before Federal}Semee Tnbunal Islamabad

K. ' .o
During pendency of the appcal 1espondents mm:ssed the departmental

ih. | TR L R

_representauon of ihe appellants, resultaml);.semee appeals oftthe appellams
- - ? 'ﬁ. " 1 :\ . o .
. were . dispased. of wde order dated-20.04. 2017 whlch was agam challenged

i

through fresh appeal by the appellant and others gut due to 25"’ Consntuuonal
' : ﬁ' MEST ‘I

3. .. Brief.fael_a of the. case, as given in the rrleqiorafdur_n_ of appéal are,that the

-... *

-
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Amendment ‘of May 2018, FATA' was merged with i(.Hyber Pakhtunkhwa 'de Levy ‘

& Khasadar Forces stood provmclalzed vide notlﬁciat:on dated 12 03. 2019 ‘Vide

Judgmem dated 04.12. 2019 rewsu:on petition was reménded back’ to- the -

reSpondents to consider it as departmemal appea]i and deemed it afresh afier

provndmg proper opporlumty of personal heanngtuRebpondent after affordmg

~ opportunity to appellant agam turned dcwmthe request of gmng back benefits

vide impugned order dated 03.1 1 2020 hence the uistant service appeal.
N i :
3. Respondents were put .-on notice, } who : s_ubrq:tled \written

replies/comments on the appeal. We have heard}the learned counsel f‘ar the_
4

t
appellant as well as the learned Additional Advocate General and pet:used the

. case file with conpected documents in detall. - .
. .

' . i I .k ol
4. Leamed counsel for the appellant argued %hat the aprpellants were, not

treated in accordance wnh law, rules and pollcy a,nd rcspondems are violated
3 :
Amele 4 of the Ccnsntuuon of the Islamlc R.e%ubhc of Pak.lstan, 1.973.,He

‘contended that u:npugned order passed by the res;iondems is unjust, unfair and

hence not sustamable in 1hc eyes. of law. He. Tfmtt}eq_ c.ontepqed_,-_that the

appellam S abscnce from duty ull the date of reu;.gtatcment was neither willful

: - 1
nor deliberate rather appeliant 'was unlawfuliy shown absent from duty. he,- .
¥ 'l' L e ’

PRSI

therefore, requested for acceptance of the instant semce appeal

1 L] ~

5. Convérsely, Jearned Additiopal AdvccateL’General argued that the
'i‘l : , B R

appellant.s have been treated in accordance with rujes and pohcy. _He con_tendecl

that lhe appellant alongwith others being members of dlsclplmed force

-t

iy
dehherately absented hlmself from lawful duty léamd to that effect* the (hen

Political Agent issued. rJot:ces to them for Jommg E:lury but m vain‘ ln the year

%

2001 10 the msurgency spread in the dlSlrlCt and t.he appellant le& the law and
1:

fy
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'order at the .mercy of nuscreants therefore,/ they fwere nghtly drsmlssed from

P . M ‘] - . o Dy ae T .
SCI'VICB. 1 -

&

” . . 4 . o
6. Perusal of record reveals that appellantsrwerc appomted as’ Sepoy in

- 1 ' L R .""

- respondent department and were dlsn'ussed form service vide order ‘dated

20 03. 2008. Appellants ﬁled departmental appeal ml.ld then serv:ce appéal before R

v

Federal Service Tribunal which was decided lhmugh consolldated =judgment

i‘ ' . .
r. .t

T
“Consequently upon what has bee;r“dr‘smse}:! above, we are. of the

consrdered view that the rmpugned orders whea‘her verbal or wrfrren

dated 11.05.2015 by holding that:-

are.not sus'tamable in the eyes of {aw as rhey are in vrolarron of the -,
" dictum laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Coz.mt of Pakistan. The | )
impugned orders are, -therefore, accardrngly set aslde and .
-re.suftanrb» !he mstant appeat's are accep:ed and appelk!mr.s are 4' :
et ardered to be remsrared into servrce ﬁ-omkrhe date’ of rmpugned ]
orders. However, the quesrron of eack benef‘ its shalf be decrdea' by‘ :
the camperenr aurhorr!y in accordance' wrth rhe msrrucnon conramed ‘ . L
at Serial No. 155, Vol II of Civil Estabhs}mtem Code. (Estacode
. 2007 Edrtron) and the dic:um of law as: Iardrc‘ilown in _;udgmenr of rhe B

| ton b"-’ S“Pfeme Cowrt of Pakman. reported' as 2010,SCMR 11" : :'.ﬁ'.:_-._ e

ReSpondents challenged said. order in CI-!LA before august Supreme Court of '
. - A AT L
Pakrstan which wasdecided on-20:10,2015 by up'holdmg judgment of‘ Federal

. Ltk

~-

Servrce Tnbunal Respondents as a result of it cpndwcted inquiry and remstated-

appellants in service vide order dated 14 06 2016 but' with 1mmedlate effect and

- MER N ]

demed back: beneﬁts tg them and kept all of them ;t the bottom of semonty list.

i
‘.

" Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06. 2016 in departmental appeal on"

29 07.2016 which was not responded So they ﬁled service appeal o Fedcral - e

Service: Tribunal and durmg pendency of that appeal departmental appeal ‘wag-- o -

dlsrmssed wde order dated 25. 04 201‘}' whlch "‘as agdin challenged through




.
- . - - e -
’ B . ' H ’ ! .
. 3 T e : N
' a
. : '. .

$2018; FATA was- merged wrth Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levy and Khasadar Forces

’

-

stood provrnmal:sed v;de notnﬁeatlon dated 12.03. 2019 therefore through
|

" judgment dated 04. 12.2019 revision pentlon ‘was remanded back to Lhe
*.

respondents to consider 1t departmental appealrand deerded it afresh .after

provldmg proper opportumty of personal hearmgs Respondent atter' affordmg

1
opportunity of hearmg fo. appellants agam rurned down thezr request ‘for. giving -

k]

back benefits etc vide 1mpugned order dated 03 11 !2020 o Ok L
. - Il .
7. .Federal Service Tnbunal vlde judgment and: order dated l] .05.2015 has held

" about the back beneﬁts that it. shall be decided by the eompetent authonty in’

¢

aecordanee with .the mstrucnon eontamed at senal No. 155 vpl.11 of Civil

-t

E‘stabllshment Cade (Estaeode 2007 Edltron) and drctum of law as lald down m
t? '

judgment of the Hon bie Supreme Court of?a.lostan reported as 2610 SCMR 11.
'l'hls order about back benefits was upheld by Supreme Court of Paklstan vnde

. order dated 20. 10. 2015 The representatton of‘ thp{\f appellants for grant of back

Yy

benet:ts filed agamst order dated 29.04. 2016 was deerded by the: Pohncal Agent

-l ’ ‘l ¢ ™

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherem faclum of secret mqulry about" the fact of :

oo - AR

-

appellant bemg on gamful busmess of earnmg was - mentloned Ifdurmg secret
l .

1nquu'y it camé into the knowledge of Pollttcal Agent Bajaur that appellant was .

4.;-_-

earmng money and was on _}Ob during mtervenmg penod t‘r'len he must put it to

*

. by
the appellant and provide opportumty to accept or%to rebut it So on the’ basrs of

-
-

secret mqulry holdmg that appellant was on gmnful busmess durmg hls dlsmlssal

I ] 1

per:od’ is not logical and is. mJustlce against the fair tnal and mquiry Moreover in

] .
b

accordance wlth verdicts: of Supenor Court and FR54 remstatement of: an

employee consequent to setting - asxde his dlsmtsialfrernoyal Il.’rom s:er\;tee, the

. . > * ‘o . -

enntlement ot' employee to have .the penod ot Tns absenee ;‘rOIn h;s service
- e L ‘l S i Vie

treated as on duty isa statutory consequeuce of b hts Il:iemg [remstated on ments

The term remstatement means to’ place a peraon lhlms prev;ods posmon that has -

-




. ,rennstated mto service. L ' ' .

when all the appellants were .

~ (R .o |l.
’ ’ oA

already been doue in year 2016 in the present case

8. Itisalso perti‘nent .o  mention here that some“cqllqagues‘o:f..i:hqv;agp;e:ﬂant-“

respondent vide!-order dated

were remstated with retrospecnve effect by the
03.07.2013 as-a result ofjudgment ofFederai Sernee Tnbuhal Islamabad passed

on 01.03.2013. Federal .Service Tribunal Islza\rnal:ual ‘Ialso passed such like njature
t . A Ia s o '

\ order in case ofappellmjlts vide. Judgment and ordej- dated 11. 05 2015 upheld by

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20 10.2015 and; ?ubsequent order of Federal

Service Tnbunal Isiamabad ‘dafed” 04 10. 20119 It[‘wﬂ! not be out of place to

,.mennon here that 92 oﬂlc]als!sepoys were glven back beneﬁts by the

‘ 3

reSpondeut who were dnsmlssed on the same ch%rges but present appellant s

Y . . N
¢ »"

request for back beneﬁts was turned down whlch F ID]USUCE:'WIlh‘ the appellam' -

- and, agamst the prmc:ple of justice. Concept of fau' tna.l and equality | demands

F

that.-when employees having 1dentlcal and sundar. base*wer.e given ‘bacK -beneﬁts

L d

by the respondent, lhen present appellants also degerve the same treatment; but.
respondent d1d not treat them hke other dfﬁcials,»ufluch s dtscnlmnanon

ReSpondents are dlrected to remstate the dppellhnts mth retrospectwe effect

from the dare ofdlsmlssal and not with immediate §ffect.” | 0 v .,l" T
. . fl l: T o, o .
9. As a sequel to the above dJSCLISSlOﬂ, we a.l[ow this appeal in accordance
I .
with celevant rules and law. Costs shall follow the.event. Consign.
. - ST R I I T A »
“ . ) 'i' : . '
10. Pronaunced in. open court at Peshawar’ and lgiven under our hands and seai
i of the Tnbwzal on this 18 day of. July 2023.. 4 ~ .
R i{l‘, e i-'A- :|_ N ‘l ot el i-‘ ’j
(BASH]&PA BANQ); - e
Member (J) *Katecowtich ,
BT b \ ._" s i, . .
’é !:g . H u' it .
T LT
! -
; II ¢ FE S ¥ 1 : . R
“. ) ) + *
4
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E%La.udun Petitlun No,2 2072024 tiled *Imran Va. of h'.;Ciuv»mm:m.ul hhyhnr
. l'IHuuul.Itwn through Cl\lnfSumwt}. Civil. Sucmnwlm l*wlmwm & othmia" ann

,.( L ' la'cnnnm.wd peultioin / ﬁ / oot o ‘5
UROER. - .
|6 Mny. 20249 Ljummm_b_!mm_cmlmumﬂ\muuh s wingle ORISY lhlb :

petition and -all the l'nllawlnu canmucd 18 Pﬂ"“O'"‘ are bum,

. il c. Dcull af* i S
Jecided together a all ara af giwilar ‘nutm t I 1 c_ _

comnected putitions, is as undor: - LT
S:No. | Exécution Petition. | Title R
' MNos, . . : _
1. [20972024 " |Rooh ULAmin _ . -1
Y [21002024 - Mozamin -
© 3 [21H2024 “ 1 lmran '
4. 12122024 ¢ Najeeb Dby
3. 121342024 Abdullah SR,
6. 12142024 .« | Nowshad = |
7. [21572024. . tlmmn Ullsh
8. {216/2024° Syed Habib Jan . .
9. (2172004 | Faiz Ullah =T
10. 121872004 | Asphar - '
1219720245~ “l:ShumaWiRehinun 1 S e
©12 22122024 Wmar Ayab . = :
g+ 13, (2227024 “GhulamY.ounas: .t
14, (02372024 - . . | Seeedullali- - T B
LAPL Y *
2, Leamned. counsel for the potitioners present. Mr. Umair
(4 "o
Azam; Additional Advoeate General alongwith Mr.. Habib Ullah,
- Head Clerk for-thc rc:ipgn_dcqls present. A T ST

3.7 Leurned counsel far the appellnm stated -that ulthu;ugh. lhc ' .
petitioners wc.rc reinstated i service wu;h-mru:.pu.cuw. cl‘ fect bul '
the notification has a condjuon thar the .issu-:‘ul' bnck_ benefits )
" wauld be subjr.-.ct to final decision of CPLA. The ju'dgu_mm is thus
not comﬁlicd within jts true spirit and when cﬁnfronlml with the
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