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Implementation Petition No. /2024
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2 31

The implementation petition submitted today by 

Mr, Khaled Rehman Advocate. ‘ It is fixed for

16.10.20241

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 Chairrpan
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KMlBmi PAKHTUMKHWA SERVICES TRABUMAL, PESHAWM

CHECKLIST

■^eifsus
Appellant Respondents s

s CONTENTS YES NONO
This petition has been presented by:1. Advocate Court
Whether Gounsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents?
Whether appeal is within time? ■____________________
Wiether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?______________
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
\■^'helhef affidavit is appended? _____
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? ^
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?
Whether arinexures are legible?
Whether ahnexures are attested? ^ ^ ^-----
Wnethercppies of annexures are readabie/clear?

13. Whetlier c6py of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?

V2. V3. 74. V5. 76. /\‘

7. 78. 79.
10. 711.
12. V

7
■iA . Whelher Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by 

petitioner/appellant/respondents? - _____
15. I Whether nPmbers of referred cases given are correct?

[ 16.-! Whetiher appeal contains cutting/overwriting?
; 17,. ["Wneliie.-list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? “

18. Vv'hether case relate to tliis court?
IS. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? ~ ^ “

' wTftlhsr complete spare copy is filed in separate file cove.’-?
'2I. Whelheraddressesofparties given are complete?

’Whether index filed? ^ ’
Whether index is correct? ~
Wneiher Security and Process Fee deposited? On ”
Whether in! view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11 
with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On‘
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On ;
Aether [copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided, to opposite party? On

14 7!
7
X

—"’•'•I----------
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20. .V
V

22.
23.
24,
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27.

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the qbcy^afe
Name:-
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Dated:- —21^
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BeSI^^E the KHYBEI^ PAKHTUNKHWA service tribunal PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. 12o ^ /2024
IN

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

Imran Petitioner

Versus •

The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX

tS.No.^ y78^Description"bf Documents' Date' lA’nnexureT ■ Pages'
Execution Petition with Affidavit1. 1-2
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal
No. 821/2020'2. 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
Wakalat Nama’5.

titioner
Through

L

khal^a^ahTr 
'Adwcate, Supreme Court 
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahman.advocale@gmail.com

an

& 1

Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali 
Advocates, High Coart 
4-B,.Haroon Mansion ^
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar 
Off: Tel: 091-2592458 
Cell #0345-9337312Dated: /10/2024

mailto:Khaledrahman.advocale@gmail.com
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BE^IIkE the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA service tribunal PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No; /2024
IN

Service Appeal No.>821 /202it 
(Decidedon 18.07.2023)

Khybei- Pakhtukhwa 
Sci-vicc Tribunal

lW2-Diary No.

Imran Dati.-a

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

Versus-

1. The Govt..of Khvber.Pakhturikhwa
through Chief Secretary, • 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Secretary.
Govt. ofKhyberPakhtunkhwa 
Home & Tribal Affairs,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. The Deputy Commissioner
District Khar.

4. District Police Officer
District Khar................ ResDondents

Execution Petition for dirkting the Respondents to implement the Judgment 

of this Hon’ble Tribunal dated '18.07;2023 passed in Service Appeal 
No.821/2020.

Respecttully Sheweth,

That Petitioner-had filed Service Appeal ,No.821/2020 which was allowed 

by the Hon'ble Tribunal vide Judgment dated 18.07.2023 {Annex:-A).

1.

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

That the Petitioner then tiled Execution-Petitibri No.220/2024 before the ' - ^ 

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

disposed vide order dated 16.05.2024[^(Annexx-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 cbllea^es, also filed 

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

which constrained the Petitioner to file'the instant Execution Petition.

3.

an

•9

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
■ Advocate, Supreme Court

an

& r
/ Muhammad Ghazanfar AH
Advocates, High Court .

Dated: . /10/2024

Affidavit

I, Imran, 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 Hoii’ble Tribunal.

Deponent

ii
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4 KHVBBR.PAKHnJNKHWA SFRVICETOBLJNALPESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 82 V2026>
BEFORE: ' MRS'.RASHIDABANO ... ,' MEMH^ (J) ••

MISS FAREEHA PAUL MEMBER CE)

«•

\?^Y- 
- !

. . ' ' " 
■ :,'v -

ft5

Imran, Sepoy ^PS-07),Bajaur L«jvis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.
. t (Appellanl)

♦f

VERSUS
4

4 /
1. Government, of IGiybef-.Pakhtunkhwa -through Chief. Secretary, CiyiJ 

Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ■
2. Government'of Khyber,Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home. & Tribal •

. ' Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. ' '
3. 'DcputyCommissioner DistrictiChar.
4. p^trict Police Officer, Khw.

%

-* I*.

4'/.; *..*
•VT'

....' (Respondents)
A

Mr. Kbalid'Rebman 
Advocate. . For appelJanl

' •* * £

Mr. ^azal SKah^Mbhmand 
Additional Advocate General

: '■ ii
4 I ^orrespond’ents

.02U 2.2020 
18.07.2023 
18.07.2023

a r

Date of Institution.....
Date of Hearing.......'.
Date bfDecision........

JUDGEMENT

RA.SHTDA BXNO. METVTBER fJ); .'nie instant service appeal has begn '

instituted under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,

Aci 1974 with the prayer copied as below:

**00 acceptance of the instant service appeal, ,by modifying 

the impugned original order dated 14.06.2016 and setting
'' I

^ f? aside..the impugned order .the impugncc^ final appellate
^^order dated 03.11.2020 the appellante may be reinstate into 

service with effect' from 20.03.2008 with allj^ack benefits. ;V

Tlirough this single judgment we intend to fJ|.spose of instant service.

1 )l appeal as well as connected (i) Service Appeal No. 822/2020 titled “As^ar

t

\
;*

t

^ '
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I
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Vs. Government of Khyber Palditunkhwa. through Chief Secretary and • ' '

r
others” (ii) Service Appeal No. 823/2020 titled,“UmarAyub Vs. Government 

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary ;and others” (iu) Service ^ ,

Appeal No. 824/2020 titled “Ghulam Younas Vs.! Government'of Khyber
■ • , I . • ■ ■■ - ' ' •

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

825/2020 titled “Noshad Vs.' Government of Khyb^'Pakhtiinkhwh through 

Chief Secretary and others” ,(v) Service Appeal* No.- '826/2020 titled 

“Abdullah Vs. Govermnent ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa-through Chief Secretary 

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

Government ofKhyber Paklitunkhwa through Chief Secretary and,others,” '

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

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through: Chief Secretary.; ah^ others” (viij) iService 

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled , ‘Taiz Ullali Vs. Government i of. ;Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secreta^ and otihers"|'(ix)-Service Apppal Na 

V 830/2020 titled “Imran Vs..Goveimment/of Kbybef-Pakhixiiikhwa through ,' , 

Chief Secretary and others”,(x) Service Appeal No.,r831/2020 titled •“Sahed
V ^ *

Ullah Vs. Government'ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa thirhu^'C^ef Secretary'and 

others” (xi) . Service Appeal' No.' 832/2020 titled"Najeeb Ullah 'Vs.

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chie?'Secretary and others”
'

(xii) Service Appeal No. 833/2020 . titled “Mozan^ Vs. Government of . 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary aiid othersV(xiii) Service 

Appeal No. 834/2020 titled J5looh U1 Anm Vs..Government ofKhybcr- 

' Pakhtunkhwa through-Chief Secretary and others” (xiv) Service Appeal No.
. ‘ I 'Id. . , I . ^ ;

1417/2020 titled “Syed Habib Jan Vs; Government jpf Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
; i;- ■'

through Chief Secretary and others” as in all these appeals, commoh 

question of law.and facts are involved.
u:

It
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Brief facts of the case, as given in the memortmdum of appeal are./tHat the
. - ■ ' * (. N u' -

appellants were appointed in tHe respondent;.Depariineni..Puruig:service they

performed dudes upto the entire satisfaction of their. superiorsjVyie order dated

semce against

3.

f
• i

20;03.290'8, they were awarded major penalty of djsniiss^l from

which they filed departmental appeal followed byj service appeal. whi(*,were '
*

S -

disposed of Jointly' through consolidated Judgm^t • dated U.05.2015.-^ TTie
I

respondents, being dissatisfied from thejiidgmeht, assailed the same.before the 

Hon’ble Apex Court by way fifing of CPLAs which came up for filial’adjudication

on.20.05.2015 and ApexCourt upheld the judgment jofTribimal dated ll.05.2015

by directing the .respondents :to hold a^inquiiy -^ per law. The respondents 

reinstated the appellants into.service vide order dated 08.12.2015; Another pr^ef-■■■-. ■ .
' •*. V V I *

was.issued onTl.12.2015 whereby it was held:thafi the reihstatement order of 

the appellants .is only for the purpose of conducting of .inquiry, and; tili.the . 

finaliMtionbf the inquiry none of them 'atU bd enticed foranyfinoncial’benefiis;-

constituted Vho-ponducted' the inquiry‘and 

. submitted its findings, after whibh appellani'alo'hgwith others were reinstated 

into service vide order dated 14.06.2016 with imme'diale elffect and were kept at 

of seniority-list. Feefing aggrieved the 4ppellint filed departmental

■■fhen inquiry committee was

the bottom

representation on 29.07.2016 which was not respondei’^en be filed service

^sposed of with direction to

respondents to pass order on his departmental Representation. R^pondehis ;
. • . ‘

• failed td comply with the direction of the Federal Service Tribunal, hence
■ ■; •[ ;.i, I I ■'

appellants'again filed'service appeal before FederalService,Tribunal, Islamabad.
' I’l - •' ' •—

During pendency of the appeal; respondents dismissed- the- departtpental ,
i I • - 1 ; I '

representation of the 'appellants, resuliantly service appeals of . the appellants

• appeal-before Federal Service Tribunal-,which was

I it;

: «
were disposed of vide order^dated 20.04.2017, which was again challenged.

IV j

to 25“* Constitutional 
. •. 'i- •

through fresh appeal by the appellant and others butidue
. ;

l1
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Amendment of May 2018. FATA was merged withKliyber P^tunkhwa'^dLevy

tion dated T2.03.2019.‘Videiprovincialzed vide notifit^ 

dated 04.12.2019 revision petition was reminded t)a<^‘ to the
&Khasadar Forces stood

Judgment
respondents to consider it as departmental appe^'and deemed it afresh after

f
1

providing proper opportunity of personal hearing ^Respondent .after -affording .

opportunity to appeUant again tinned downithe^re^pest of giving.back benefits 

■ ■ vide imputed order dated 03.11.2020, hence the iJst^t service appeal.

who : submitted writtennotice.Respondents .were pul- 

replies/comments on the appeal. We have heardUhe learned counsel for the •

on3.

f
appellant as well as the leamed Additional Advocate General and perused the

5
file with connected documents in detail.case-

i
I ll < . . •

ellants were, not
• - ■ . • . . L|! . .

4. Learned counsel for the appellant argued ^al the app

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

Article 4 of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistim, ^L973. He1 ' ' ." ;* =.'■ contended that impugned order passed by th^e r^pont^ents is unjust,'.unfair and
I . • ' • ■

hence not sustainable in the eyes of law. He. Artheq contencjed j that

appellant’s absence from duty OU the date of reipjjtatement
- I ' ■

nor deliberate rather appellant was unlawfully shown absent from.duty,-.h6^■

^

1

the:

f^either willful.was
1

1
It

therefore, requested for acceptance of the Instant service appeal.

5 Conversely learned Additional Advocate (f General argued that the 

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

that the appeUant alongwith others being members of, disciplined force

4

i

I

. \
:i I

deliberately absented himself from lawful duty and to that effect the Ihen 

Political Agent issued niotices to them for, joining .^uty- biif in vain'. In.the year

t

I r • r

2007-10 the insurgency spread in the district and the appellant left Ipi^iand ■
•i t

i ..I t.

:

i *
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f. I

order at the raercy of niiscreants therefore, they were ri^tly dismissed, from

-. ;i ‘
Perusal of record reveals that appellants were appointed as-Sepoy in

service.
i

6.r

. '1 I % •»
respondent department and were'* dismissed form; service, vide order -dated

; , t.M

20.03.2008. Appellants filed departmental appeal and then service app^fal before- . • • - ' ;
Federal Service Tribunal which was decided through consolidated judgment

? • • • ■
fdated II.OS.2015 by holding that; !

,1
„ I

“Consequently.upon what Has been discusse^ above, we are.of the _
considered view that the impugned orders whether verbator written,
are. not sustainable in the eyes of law as they are in violation of the 

. ‘ ■ i..
dictum laid down by the.Hon'ble Supreme ^durt of Pakistan. The

■ ■ ’’'i-y.
impugned 'ordersare. therefore, accordingly set aside dndt'

• ■ - ' ■ - 1 'i . ■
■residiantly the instant., appeals are accepted and appellants are

'• ordered.to be reinstated into service from^the date of impugned'- .
orders. However, th^questiori of back benefits shall be de'cided by '

. the competent authority in accordance with the instruction contained
at Serial No. JS'S. •Vol.ll of Civil Establisfttnerit Code (Estdcbde,
2007 Edition), and the dictum of law asjaidi^wn in judgment of the_• .

Hoh’ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, reporiedas 20i0 SCji^R II." .
i-

• Respondents-challenged said order, in CPLA'before august Supreme Court of

«■

I •

.•»«

f <

1

. Pakistan which was'decided on 20.10.2015 by up^iolding Judgment ofFederal
' •! I ' 'J. * • '

Service Tribunal. Resppndents’.as a result of it cpnducted-.inquiry apd reinstated '

appellants in service vide order dated 14.06:2016 but'-witl^ immedidte effect and
■ {i'

denied back benefits to them and kept all of thenvat the bottom of seniority list.
il ♦ .*-11 * L. , J ; . .

1 * ‘ r
, AppeUants challenged said order dated 14.06.2016 in departmentaTappeal on

.* *«•*.- •****^a' •.

29.07.2016 which*'was not responded'. So they fi^d'service'appeal to Federal

Seivice Tribunal and during pendency of that appeal, departiriental appeal was
... . ”, i‘ ........................ ‘ ^

dismissed vide order. dated 25.04.2017, which was-again challenged-thcough T
9

fresh appealiby the appellants but due to 25‘^-C6ns|itutionaiA^ea(^ment of May
I

"'.-I

ATTGSTEO
r-rr.'l:.'.'.'. **1

>:
s% t



<4

v

I
;

6
t

2018, FATA was merged with KHyber-Pakhtunkhw?. Levy and KJiasadar F;orces 

stood provincialised vide notification dated, 12.03.2019,^ therefore, through 

judgment dated 04.12.2019 revision petition vlas remanded back, to the 

respondents to consider it departmental appeal f,and decided it afresh -after 

providing proper opportunity of personal hearing, Respondent after, affording

opportunity of hearing ijo appellants again turned ^own, iheir request for giving^

back benefits etc vide impugned order dated 03.11.^0'20.
' ■ ■ .. *!

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
■ . - ' ' i- • ■ . .

accordance with the instruction contained' at serial No. 155 vpl.ll of CivD 

Establishment Code (^tacode 2007-Edition) and dictum of law as laid do^n in 

judgment-of the Hon’ble Supreme Court'of Pakiksui reported as 2010 SCMR 11. 

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

order dated 20.10.2015. The representation of the appellants for grant of back
.,i- i- > ■■ ■■■..■'■ ... • ■'

benefits filed against order dated 29.04.2016 was decided by the Political Agent

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein factum of secret inquiry,; about the fact of
• - . ,appellant being on gainful business of earning was mentioned. If during secret

inquiry it came into the knowledge of Political Agent Bajaur that appellant ^as 

earning money and was on job-during intervening period, then he must piit it to 

the appellant and provide opportunity to accept of ^to rebut it. So on the basis of

secret inquiry holding that appellant was on gainful business during his.dismissal
i ji I' ,> '• i. -' ‘ .

period is not logical and is injustice, against the fair trial and inquiry. Moreover in
(i. : ^

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

I

.

I

4.

.;.r. :
employee, consequenfto setting aside.his dismissaJ/removal from service, the<.
• • • . : <4: I
entitlement of employee to have the, period of his absence from his service

treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of his being reirislated on merits -•

ce a-per$dn-inihis previous positiori':tha.f hasl\ . The term reinstatement means to

ATTF/7fE0 : ;r !
. »■'

til

\

V
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already been done in year 2016 in the present case when all the appellants were
• I '

e

i I

reinstated.into.service. s*
••5 , J

Itjs also pertirifnt^tb'mention here th^t spij e 'cqll^agues of the' aj^ellant

were reinstated with retrospective effect-by ihe’^ eipondent vide! order dated
■ -

, 03.07.2013 as-a result of judgment.of Federal Sy^ce Tribunal Islamabad passed

01.03'.2013. Federal Service Tribunal lslamabaii''also passed such like nature
- ■ ■■; I I |i - t ; I I •

order in case of appellants vide judgment and orde^ dated 11.05:2015 upheld by
. ■ -f ■ ' * - ■ ■

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20..10;2015 fand^^ubsequent'order of Federal

I ■- I ;
• i

8.

on

' 1

.Service Tribunal Islamabad dated 04.10.20iji9.-Ir^u'ill'not- be out of place to
• • ' i!

mention here ,that ^92 •''ofBcials/seppys were given .back, benefits by the
•' - •}

respondent who were dismissed on the same charges, but present appellant’s- i

.)
request'for back benefits wm named down whicli|s injustice;vriih'Che a^tpeilant.',-: 

and agairist the principle of justice. Concept of fair trial and equality, demands'
, >. * > * , 5

• ^ * * , ? • . ' 
that when employees having identical Md similar jpasewere given back Beriefits

• . ' ' ' • 
by the-fespondent, then present appellants also dejfcive.the same tfeatment^bui

. ' ' ' i -
respondent did mot., treat .them like other; dfficSals,. uWch'.is' disenniinatibn. • 

Respondents are directed-to reinstate the yppelJtots'with retrospectWe'effect 

from the date of dismissal and not with immediate effect.'

^ _ -I....
As a sequel to the above discussion, we allow this appeal in accordance

; ’

with relevant rules and law. Costs shall follow the event. Consien
- • ;■ - ‘ • I. . -i r

.ik.

I

I 1

9.

I,i'- 4

Pronounced in open court at Peshawar'and^^ven under 'our hands atvl'seal 
. of the Tribunal on this /S'* day. of July. 2023. -

*.10.; t
• ?

fl. 'ih ;I
J.\

.1 i ,
. B^NO) I .

Member (J) •KaJecnuillnh

I? i l1 .

PAUL*)0? JIi"' Member Hi);I\
; i I : . f ; .I !|-1In ,'V

1
■.{ 4i'-
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^^ccuifi)jH*ciliiun Np,220/2024'lltliyl;"lmruH Va, :rh9.Qovcm.inc»Uo|;>;hii.hcr 
^afc|iiuiil:l»wa tliroUBh GUiofSc;lro.ui>i\-.Crvil,Soc«Uii'ktiW«l|UwaV & (Mltort" aJ"l

r'4'cnimculflj iwliioim
I S ^ %

\ ^ • /P
l6‘'‘ Mio*- 202*1 KiiUnt An«lim> Klimi, Chulrnunii Thwuuh On* ortl***" Ml0»

pcuiiou aiitl-ttli ilii: followlnu cOinifClcO l*» potUJoim urc bcms
or Kimilur jiuiuiv. Dcluli 61' HieJccideil wijetlwr *i> ..yll \

v\cotmwieil pcutiuiiSf is as umlcr.•V

TitleUxccuiionPcijuun. 
.liJos. 

S.No.

Rooh UlAmiii209/2024
Mo2amin210/2024T

211/2024 Imran3:
NaiaebUllnii212/20244.

213/2024 Abdullah5.
6. 214/2024 Nowsimd

Immn Ulluh215/20247.
2^6/2024
217/2024

8. Syed Habib Jan
9. I^uiz Ullah
10. 21S/2024 Asphar

ISh'umnUr-'Jtchiritu^JJ.~ 2!U>/2024j.
li ‘22172024 Ulmar Avub
13 . 222/2024- "Ghu!am‘V-ounas
14. 1^23/2024 SaecduUali

2. Leahicil counsel for the pciiuuncrs present Mr. Umair 

Azanii Additional Advociitu General ulongwiih Mr. Habib Ullah, 

Mead Clerk for the respondents present. . V

•*.
Learned counsel for die appellant stated that u!tliuugh,.dic • 

petitioners were reinstated in service wi||»'reirosj3eciive'crreci but 

the nutiflcalipn hu.s u condiiiun that the issue of back benefits 

would be subject to final decision of CI'LA. The judgment is titus 

not complied within its true spirit and when eoniVonted with the 

terms of the judgment of die Tribunal, the learned AAG submiued 

dial die rcspoftdenis would recti IV the order, widiin a foruii^L
•'S’n-ESTTO'D /

3.

•* •

'1-=.

./• •
mgj CamScam

I
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