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BE’:‘?‘{E THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. Z 2 Q 9 /2024

IN

Service Appeal No. 821 /202@
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

IMPan.....co i i e s s v s ee e eesenen. PetitiOner
Versus .-

The Govt. of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX
IS.No¥% !“Descr:ptmn “of Documents'_J -Date-ll_l!'Ah'nexuréI .P_zig'é_'s"-”

1. Execution Petition with Affidavif , L 1-2
-Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal : -

| No. 8212020 , 18.07.2023 A >9
Order in Execution Petition No, ' '

3. 22012024 : 16.05.202fl B 10-12

4. Application of Petitioner : 26.09.2024 C 13

5. Wakalat Nama’ f o Yy

Through

‘Advocate, Supreme Court

(BC# 10-5542)

Khaledrahman advocate@gmail.com
& ) 1

Muhammad Ghaganfar Ali
Advocates, High Coqrt
4-B, Haroon Mansion
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar
OfT: Tel: 091-2592458
Dated: ___ /10/2024 Cell # 0345-9337312
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' BERIRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

'Execution'Petii:ion -Ni'):;-' .ﬁ-w_b ' "/2024
IN

Seerce Appeal NO 82]‘ /202’ Khybel Pfrt]khit"u‘,tl'{lluva '
(])eclded on 18.07. 2023) Service Tribw

o Diary No-lé‘gzz'
. ' _ Dawawl?zl

Imran
Sepoy (BPS-07),
. Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar ................... S Petitioner
-Versus-

1. The Govt..of Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa' '
through Chief Secrétary, =~ '
Civil Secrétariat, Peshawar.

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

3. The Deputy. Commlsswner
District Khar,
4. District Police 0fficer,~

~ District Khar................... FUTRIN Nenrseasanesseenaessannnaansenenne Respondents

- Execution Petition for diré'ctilig the Respbhﬂents to implement the Judgment
of this Hon'ble Trlbunal dated '18.07:2023 passed in Service Appeal
No.821/2020.

Resp_cctﬂllly Sheweth,

1. That Petitioner had. filed Service 'A-ppeal_-,Nc.821f2020 which was allqued
by the Hon'ble Tribunal-vide J udgmept dated 18.07.2023- (Annex:-A).

2. That after obtalnmg attested copy of the Judgment Petitioner submltted the
same to the Department through - appllcatlon for 1mplementat10n n

accordance w1th law Slmllarly, ‘the Reglstrar of" the Tribunal had also

transmitted the copy of the,Judgment_ to the Respondents for compliarice
and éven at the time of announcement of the JUdgl’_l"lCIl_t‘- the 'representat__ive of

the R’espohdents was ‘alscf.a\}e'ilable, howéver, the ‘Respondents failed to




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

£

(]

Hon'ble Tnbunal for 1mplementat10n of- the Juclgment ibid, whlch was

disposed vide order dated 16. 05. 2024 (Annex -B) _ pursuant- to the

commitment of the léarned AAG regarding 1mplementat10n of the Judgment .

of the Hon'ble Tribunal  within fortmght “however, 1nsp1te of the-

commitment made at the bar the Respondents even after lapse of about fi ive g

months, failed to 1mplement the Judgment of the Hon ble Trlbunal within.
the stipulated time. .Petitioner alongwnh other colleagues also filed. an
'apphcatlon (Annex:-C) for unplementatlon of the Judgment ibid,’ but i 1nva1n '

which constralned the Petltloner to ﬁle the 1nstant Executlon Petition.
It is, therefore, humbly pra"yed that Execntion proceedlngs lnay kindly be

initiated agamst the Respondents for non-lmplementatlon of the Judgment of the

Hon'ble Tr1bunal

| T_hrough ’

. Muhammad Gh zanfar Al
o Advocates HfghC urt .

‘Dated: . /10/2024

Affidavnt
[, Imran, Sepoy (BPS-07), Bajaur Lev1s Bajaur Agency Khar do hereby - affirm’ and
' declare on oath that the contents of thrs Petltlon are true and correct to the best of my

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

- Deponent:

That the Petrtloner then: hled Executlon Petltlon No 220/2024 before the:‘




o ER PAK HTUNKE VICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
R Semce Appeal No. 821/2020 M -
RN “ : -
Y f;.:“'— WA BEFORE: * MRS, RASH]DABANO ... MEMBER (J)
TITe e M \] AN MSSFA&?EEI-MPAUL ’ MEIVIBER ®)
Lo ) .;'5;
TR A 2t h:n ran, Sepoy (BPS-O?)Ba_;aurLevns,Ba_]au:Agency,Khar _
. ‘ ' ‘ . . R (Appel!am)
R .. ' I l .. ’ '\,ER ..' #,-' . . .:__’“‘-'
LI ) - "1. Government, of K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa .through Cl'uef Secretary, Civil
. e Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. *
: © 2. 'Government’ of Khyher, Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Homc & Tnbal .
. * 'Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. - o
" 3. Deputy Commissioner. D;smctKhar _ L e ;“M
4. Dlstnct Police’ Oﬂicer Khar. R LT
. . R . . . veer (Respondents)
. .o~ 5 i Vo ] .
. Mr.KhalidRehman . _ :
) .- Advocate: .-~ S ' e . Forappellant
g ' Mr. Fazal Skiah Mohmand BRI
® o . Additional Advocate Genera) e lforrespond’cnts
Date oflnsntunon......:'....: .......... 02,12.2020
Date of Hearing.....:........... .een 18, 07.2023
Date of Decision....... eeeerreeein 18.07.2023
RASHIDA BANO, MEMBER Q} The instant ser\noc appeal has begn ~
_instituted- under secnon 4 of the Khy‘,er Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
.Act 1974 wnh the prayer copied as'below: v ca T
! A
“On acceptance ol‘ the mstant service appeal by modlfymg S
. the lmpugned original order dated 14.06. 2016 and setting - ' -
¥ ‘Tw e aside_ the- _lmpugned.order_the lmpugncq_ final appellate
g order datcd'_03.ll.2020 the appellants may be reinstate-into - -~
sy service with effect from 20.03.2008 with alliback beriefits. 7 .
2. 'Ihrbugh this-single judgment we intend to djspose of instant service.
- ' o o .
- @pe_al as well as connected (i) Service Appeal No. 822/2020 titled “Asghar
.‘*‘ i




Vs Government of‘ Khyber Pal{htunkhwa through Chief Secretary and ’

] 1 |
others™ (i) Service Appeal No 823 /20240 titled “Urnar Ayub Vs. Governrn ent

‘ of’ K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chref Secretary and others” (iii) Servxce . -

Appeal Nao. 824/2020 txtled “Ghulam Younas Vs. Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others” f(lV) Servree Appeal No.
825{2020 titled “Noshad Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chref Secretary and others” (v} ‘Service Appeal No 826!2070 htled
“Abdullah Vs Governm ent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary
and others“ (vl) Servrce Appeal No 827! 2020 t:tled ‘ Shams Ur. Rehman Vs
(Jovemmem of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Ch1ef Secretary and others

(vn) Service Appeal No 828!2020 tuled “Imran Uﬂah Vs Government of

Khyber Pakhl.unkhwa through Chxef Secretary anﬂ others” (vnl) aServme

Appeaj No. 829)2020 t:tled “Falz ‘Ullah Vs. Government of - Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa through Chref Secretary a'\d ot'hers”r(lx) Servlce Appeal No__._'

- 830/2[}20 trtlcd “Imran ’L/s Governmentrof Khyhei* Pakhtunkhwa through'. o

Chxef Secretary and- others™, (x) Servlee Appehl No r831.’2020 tltled “Sabed

Ullah Vs Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thkrhugh Chxef Secrethry ’and

others” (xl) Service Appeal No sszzzozo ntln'.ad “Ngjeeb” Uliah' Vs |

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thr0u°h ChlefJ Secretary and others”

(xid) Semce Appeal No 833/2020 trt]ed “Mozamm Vs Government of L

ﬁ.;. ERa—

Khyben Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others”(xm) Semce- '

Appeal Nao. 834!2020 tltled ~Rooh Ul Amm Vs, Govemment of K]beer.

Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others“ (}uv) Serwce Appeal No

1 S

I "
through Ch1ef Secretary and others as m a.lI these appeals commoh‘-‘.‘

- \Q questlon of Iaw and- faets are mw)lved |

141 772020 tttled “Syed I-Iablb Jan Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa o

-
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- "3.: ‘Brief facts of the case, as given in the memor ndum oﬁ appeal ane that the
appellants were appomted in the respondent ~Dlepartment Dunng servnee they
performed duties upto the entire satisfaction of thetlr supenors Vi;ie order dated
20:03. 200'8 they were awardedhma_}or penalty of dé’lsmtssal from semce _against
disposed of Jomtly through consolidated Judgmémt dated 1. 05 2015 The
respondents being d;ssatlsﬁed from the judgment, assatled the same before the
Hon‘ble Apex Court by way filing of CPl_As which came up for ﬁnal’ad_]udrcanon |
on.20.05.2015 and Apex Court upheld the Judgment iof‘Tnbunal dated 11.05. 2015

-by- dlrecnng the respondents .to hold an mquuy qs per law.- The respondents

remstated the appellants into,service vme order. dated 08. 12 .2015: Another order e

n
. N
RN ' * L

wluch they ﬁled departmental appeal followed by1 servrce "appeal, Wth:h were -

e s

was issued on ll 12.2015 whereby it was held . tha'}. the temstalement arder of

the appellants 1s only for the purpose of conduftmg of . mqun:y and till“the .

ﬁnahzanon of the mqutry none of them will be entrtled for-any ﬁnancral ‘benefitss -

-Then inquiry eommrttee was constltuted ‘who' ponducted ‘the mqmry and
submitted its‘ﬁndings, after which appeliant' alongwlth others' were t‘e:nstated

into service v;de order dated 14.06. 2016 with lmmedtate effect and were kept at

_ the bottom of semortty -list. Feelmg aggneved the %ppellant ﬁled departmental

representanon on 29, 07 2016 which was not responded. Then be filed service

-

: appeal before Federal Service Tribunal- ‘which’ was drsposed of wrth d‘:rectton to

’

respondents to’ pass order on lus departmental representanon Respondents :

falled -t0 comply wnth the direction_of the Federal Semce Tnbunal henee’

appellants agam ﬁled ‘service appeal before Federal‘Semce Tnbunal Islamabad
Y, ' N

Dunng pendency of the appeal; reSpondents 1smtssed the departmental .

e Qg | TR
< . representanon of the’ appellants, resultantly service: appeals of. the appellants

Y ¥R
‘were dlSpOSBd of vide order dated 20.04. 2017 which was agam challenged.

\-lnl

%hrough fresh appeal by the appellant and otlters ut due to 25"' Constltuttonal

IA' ;‘5?1--:-} ., e e .




-\

’-respondem.s to consider it as’ departmental appeal'and delemed it afresh after

e

.o 2/ N
A ;-._./ S

Amendment of May 201 8, FATA was merged with i(.l‘iyber Pakhtunkhwa*and Levy

&Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed vide notlﬁc%non dated 12 03.2019. ‘the

, judgment dated 04.12.2019 revnston petition was remanded Baek‘ 10. the’

i

provndmg proper opportumty of personal heanngtaReapondent after aﬁfordmg .

opportumty to appellant again turned down.the reqoest of gwmg back beneﬁts

vide i lmpugned order dated 03.11 2020 hence the u!stant servu:.e appeal.

i

3. Respondents - were . -put- .0 notice t'who :subm_itted_ _written
| e T :
rephesicomments on the appeal. We have heardlthe learned counsel for the -

appeliant as welt as the’ learned Addlttona.l Advocate General and pel:USed the

case-file with connected.documen“t.s in detail.
v . . . I . - ' 4 . . i
4. Learned counsel for the appellant argued ghar the aprpellants were not .

‘i' llla

iy e —— e

treated-in accordance wnth law rules and polu:y énd respondems are v1olated

" Article 4 of the Consntutton of the Islarmc R.ep}ubhc of Pakxst:}n 1.973 He

‘r

'contended that tmpugned order passed by the respcmdents is unjust, unfmr and
V

hence not sustamable in”the eyes of law‘ He. Ifurtl;ter; contenqed that the

_ appellant’s absence from duty till the date of rei tatement was ettl‘;cr willful
l‘ﬁ n

- .

nor deliberate rather appellant was unlawfully shown absent from duty,- he,_- -

[ 'I".' S g
.. s

therefore, requested for acceptance ot the instant semce appeal

S. Couversely, learned Additional Advocatel' General argued that the

. lh . ‘et 4l
appellants have been treated n accordaoce with rules and policy. He contended
that the appellant alongwlth others being members -of dtscrplmed force
i '\
deliberately absented himself frorn lawful duty g,nd to that eft‘ect the then
i v !

Political Agent issued rJottces to them for. Jommg duty bt in vairt, ln the- year

o EE o
2007-10 the insurg_ency spread in the dlstnct and the appeliant lcﬁ the law and .




= 1

dated I 1.05.2015 by hol_dmg that:

5 ;...." ;‘ T _
i Eig ] * i
P o e ot

order at the raercy of” rmscreants l.herefore the I were nghtly dismissed, from

X ‘ e
sérvice. ' CLe W
‘ ]

It [
6. Perusal of record reveals that appellantsrwerc appomted as: Sepoy in -

i f' e B :.. .-"u-

respondent department and were* dlsmlssed form . Service, v:de order dated
20. 03 2008. Appellants ﬁled departmental appeal and then service appéal before

Federal Service Tribunal whlch was dec;ded through consohdated Judgmcnt

e e e e o5t

“Consequently.upon’ whar has’been discusse above, we are.of the. .
. cons.'.dered view that the Jmpugned orders whether verbaz' or written,
are. not susramabie in the eyes. of Iéw as rhey are in vroiar!an of the
" dictum laid down by rhe Honble .Supreme Court of Paktstan ﬂre ;:' .
;mpugned eorders ‘are, therejbre accardmg!y set aside’ and R
-res:d:anﬂy the mstam appeal.s are accepted ana' ap;':e:‘f;dm are - :‘-‘" o
"2t ordered. to be remsra:ed into “service ﬁ-om ;the date’ of impugned

orders. Hawever, rhe quesuon of back benef r.s shal! be dec:ded by v

. the competem author:ry in accordance wnh rhe mstrucnan conramed
“at- Serla! No. / 55 Vol Il af Civil E.s'tabhshmem Code (Estacode
2007 Edmon) and rhe dfc.‘wn of law as:laid: wn in Judgment ofithe - .
' Hon ‘ble Supreme Caw'z of Pdkistan, reported' as 20! 0 SCM L

.

Re5pondents chailenged said order.in CPLA before august Supreme Court of

PR3

Pakxstan w!uch was’ dccu‘led on 20 10 2015 by up‘holdmg judgment of . Federal
'I'- . IR : .

Serv:ce Tnbunal Respondems as a result of it condu.cted mqmrx and remstate?:l

. appellants in‘service vide Order dated 14 06. 2016 Buf wnl’: unmednate effect and

Hl . ‘.

demed back beneﬁts to them and kept all of themugt the bottom of' semonty hst

llov..f,.- :.a

Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06 2016 in departmental appeal on *

29 07 20]6 which"was not responded. So  they ﬁlcd semce appeal 0 cheral

Serwce ‘Tribunal and durmg pendency of that appcal dcpartmental appeal was

[

dtsmlssed wde order dated 25 04, 2017 which- "Ias agam chal]enged thr_ough

]




- Jback beneﬁts etc \nde u'npugned order dated. 03 11. ?020

’ 1 e
. ) ' P B
R H o o L R S
6 - S e, o :
l e
. - .‘ | N :

2018, FATA was merged w1th K.hybe1 Pakhtunkhwa Levy and Khaeadar Forces -

stood provmelahsed vide nottﬁcat.lon dated 12! 03 2019,, therefore through__

i
judgment dated 04. 12.2019 revlsmn petxtaon was remanded back to the

R
respondents to cons:der lt departrnental appealrand demded it afresh after

' prov1dmg proper._ opportumty of personal hearmg. Respondent after:. affordmg

opportumty of hearmg t{o appellants agam turned iiown theu‘ request for gwmg
-1 _ |

1z
i

il

7. Federal Servnee Tnbunal v1de _}udgment and order dated -11.05: 2’013 has held
about the back beneﬁtb that- 1t shall be decrded by the competent authonty in
accordance wnh the msl:ruct.lon conta.‘med at se,nal NO 155 Vpl 11 . of Civil

I
]udgment of the Hon ble Supreme Comt of PakxstajJ:l reported as 2010 SCMR ll

This order about baclc benet‘ ts was upheld by Supreme Court of Palqstan vide
order dated 20.10. 2015 The representatlon of thﬁ: appellants for grarrt of back

benehts filed: agamst order datecl 29 04 2016 was, decloed by the Pohtlcal Agent
s, -l

" Bajaur on 24 02.2017 wherelrl factum of srcret mqunry about the faet of

‘.4'||_

1]

Estabhshment Code (Estacode 2007. Editlon) and d:ctum of law as laid dow:: in

appellant bemg on gamful business- of earnmg was mentxoned If durmg secret s

F © s

- mqulry it-came into the knowledge of Political Agent Bajaur that appellant was

earnmg money -and was on _]Db durmg mtervemng penod then he must put 1t to

1
the appellant and prov:de opportunity to accept or to rebut it. So on the basns of

| _'sec; et mqmry holdmg that appellant was on gamful busmess durmg hls dlsmtssal

’lt'l

l

accordance wnth verdtcts of Superior Court and FR54 remstatement of an

! . .
|‘-‘. .--'v.

employee, consequent to. setting aside his’ dlsmrssalf‘removal l:rom serwce the

~ "
|-.

' |
entltlement of employec to have the penod of hl:-.- absence from h;s servnce

treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of h1s bemg remstated on mems

l. l‘ . 1

. The térm remstaternent meansto place a- person in; hxs prevmus posxtlon that bas

o - RTTERRED

LA

-

' penod is not logxcal and is m_]ustlce against the fatr tnal and 1 mqutry Moreovcr in




'S

.
. .-- -1-.'.,

’ : . ':_ . . « :
X N g | ‘
whcn all the appcllants were

‘ _tl__ v

» remstatcd mto service. : ) ) , - -
: 2 : ) "li' R e T

already been done in year 2016 in the present case

8. lt is also pér*tinézntﬂth"memion here that some e 'collqégucs of Ehc'-'apﬁél[ént :

re!‘.pondcnt vndc ordcr dated

were remstated with retrospective effcct by the!

03.07.2013 as-a resu]t ofjudgmem ofFederal Se.rncc Tnbunal Isla.mabad passed

on 01.03. 2013, chcral Service Tnbunal Islamaba ja.lsc:u passed such hkc_ nature
' H o bt Ii LI A it ‘

order in case ofappcllarlts vide Judgment and ordej- dated 11 05 2015 upheld byb

Supreme Court of Palqstan on 20 10: 2015 and;bubsequent order of Federal

.Service Tnbunal Islamabad dated 04.10. 20119 Il'['wdl not be out of place to

mention here that 92 'ofﬁclals/sepoys were gwen back, benefits by the

) respondent who were d:smlssed on the samc chargcs, but present appellant s
3

A .
‘ request for back beneﬁts was turn;zd down whu:hi lnjﬂSt.lCB wuh the appellant o

and agamst the pnnclple of justice. Concept of falr l.na] and equality. demands )

that when employces havmg ldcntlcal and similar base were glven 'back bcncﬁts

S

by thc‘rcspon‘glcnt, then present appe__]lants also de§_erve.the same treatmen't,-but

respondent .d1d~not\.trcat «them like othcr" dﬂi‘cials, \J]‘lfch‘ 'ls"‘discriminétion

. of the T nbuna! on this 18" day. of July, 2023,

Rcspondcnts are dlrected to remstate the preﬂbms w1th retrospectwe cﬁ'ect

from the datc ofd;srmssal and not with im:mediate Bffect. ° b b
. . .I \
&1 IR i e o "

9. Asa scquel to the above dlscussnon e aliow this appeai in accordance _

P L
I','l e ‘3

wnh relevant ruies and law Costs shall follow lhe evcnt Consngn .

. . . i .
. T e
? . Nt e

10.  Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and lgrven under ‘our hands and ‘seal

“oneo ot

]

™ - ) ' ' LI . .,.-.'
T @Asm&m BANQ) |,
- l Member (9) *Kaiccnuitian
;




“thm“-““'“ “""ﬁuhh CQIG" Set-nmln' wal Sucrclul*lut I‘Lﬂlmwaa & mhm tu"'

vﬁ/ ‘ Ta'canieetod perltionn / 0 _ ,,'p(‘\" ‘5

WRDER - ,
b6 My, 2024 Jh.l.im_r.\m!nu!_l\_lum._c.hu!.:mnm Through Ihu- wingle onler this
petition and all the following t:omwu:.d ta i"“m“““ e l’""b

. . ) x Do )
ecided wgethor as ) ura al d"n“"r ‘nullm- lull. of te

goinected petitions, is ws under: : . )

SiNo. | Execution Patition. | Title
_ Nos. :
1. 12092024 Rooh ULAmin - -{~ = >~
2 2102004 Mozamin L - T
3 [ 2142024 | mran
J. 20272024 N Najeeb Uliah | R
3. |213/2024 i Abdullah . :
6. |214/2024 Nowshad
7. |215/2024 ‘ mran. Ullah
8. (2 L_G!!O?.4 Syed Habib Jan
_ 9. 21212024 Faiz Ullah -
10. | 21872024 Asyhur :
_11.-)200/2024: ____\'ShumpUrRelunin '
©ar [23ra02d Gmar Ayuh .
3. {223/2024. “GhutamY.ounos .
14. 22372024 . Sueedullai- - -1 . . -
\

2. Leamed counsel (or the pelitioners present. ‘Mr. Umair
Azan; Additional Adveente General alongwith M}. Habib Ullah,

- Head Clerk for the respondents present, .* SRR T,

e o .

3. Learned counsel for the appeliant stated that ﬂlﬂllfi;.lgll..l‘lu':l -
petitioners were reinswted in service willy l_‘t:lruspccli‘\'c"cf.fucl.. but
" the notification has a condiuun that the issue of back h_cncﬂls
" would be subject to finul decision of CPLA. The judpment is thus
not complied within its true spirit and when C;)I!FFOI].IC(‘ with the

leyms of the judgment of the Tribunal, the learned A:‘(G‘ submilln.:d : 3

that the rupnhdcms would rectify thc order, within o fortmght.
‘RrTEsTp
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08:042024 1. Clerktoicounse T

Clt_.r}:.-m-cnunsu].,ﬁ;n the ﬂh‘_{;‘“‘@:__prwum, " / 2“"-3’,.’;-_-;-"'.""-‘-‘“. 3

2 -Notices luwu not heen Issupd-to lht.t rcupnndcnlﬂ due W non-

deposing of TCS mpwwm. thereivre,, pg{f:wm.w lu dimcn.d 10 uupu»u

\4..;69 TCS, cxpunses wtlhm three. dnys Thereafter nouce bc issued to the
Vg !
P

_,9\1‘9( , ', . | \

respondents for rsubmlsmqn,qu:_funplemgnlatio_n~-.rcpm_jl'. To-come up -

for i'mplemc_:mati_on"’-rcp.dn on 14.05.2024 ‘before ;B:P';P__ given tp

\ L (Mu_hm.aﬂ ﬁkbarilih#n): :

- Member (E)

© tdamua®

(14052024 1. Junior i.¢ounsel.for the petitiener present. Mre. Myhanmig . .

“lan. Disteie) Auorney Tor the respondents present.

- 2, Implementation <reporls aoy submitled: Learned. District.

- Alleney sought lime do contact the respondents-faf submission

s

ol ii_:ui)lcmcnlulion' repiel. Adjourned. o .uu;nqk‘ -u])' loy
'imp_i‘m'n‘cn_lnlion‘ report on 16.05.2024 bcforu'S.B_'..l:nrchu-pcshi :
,givuu n lﬁt_:pa_r_liqs. o B N . L
A ’ ’ o . E!E
/ ‘STE - (Rashida Buno)
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