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Implementation Petition No. !_ﬂ')\o;jﬁlzoza

- E)F:-:I-;:;gr:)ther proceedings with sig-;_n_a_ture of“j‘udge

Date of or'der

proceedings
, . . . _
16.10.2024 The implementation petition submitted today by

Mr.© Khaled Rehman Advocate. It

the petitioner.

15 fixed

- By order of the. Chagman

for

implementation report before Single Bench at Peshawar
| on 2'4.'10.2024. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has

noted the next date. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for |




> A g

A

&

[2a

‘ .27"

Name:- f—/i%o/ t/a}lle-h

- S_ighature:- | :
-Dated:- fb ~ro ~2 T

PHT e Comparing Camrr, Fr fauner High Conrt, R ficuer
Py of kgal Sfting o composing

Cell¥a- nzm.usao/wwm-l!.m/vs 119732152
Easif. e pyireeedn O gmaf oo

~
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES -TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST = ™ o
ﬂ.g %.g M" “Versus ' 4 d
........... Appellant __ ... RESPONdeENts
18 CONTENTS ' YES | NO
N_o- _ .4'-’
- [1._+] This petition has been presented by: _Advocate . Court v
-|.2.__| Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have sit SIgned the requisite documents?"- v
3. [ Whether appealis within time? | » A
4. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentloned'? v
5. | Whether the enactment underwhich the appeal is filed is oorrect'? v
| 6.0 | Whether affidavit is appended? N
7. | Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? v
8. | Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? R
9. | Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject furmshed'? ' Kl
10. [ Whether annexures-are legible? . TR
11. | Whether annexures are attested? ’
12. | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? ; : v
13. | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? e IR
14. | Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and sugned by |
-_| petitioner/appellant/respondents? -
15, | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? v
16. | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? ' | =
[ 17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? v |-
[ 18. | Whether case relate to this court? ' v
19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies-attached? - A
20. | Whethér complete spare copy is filed in separate file oover'? W
21. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?. . o N
1 22._ | Whether index filed? | ' - o
23. | Whether index is correct? , - y
Whether. Secunty and Process Fee depos:ted'? On :
25. | Whether'in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along |
with copy of appeal and arinexures has been sent to respondents? On
26." | Whether copies of commentsireply/rejoinder submitted?.0n . ’
Whether - "copies“*of comments/replylrejoinder =~ pro'vided to’ opposrte party? On
it is certified that formalltlesldocumentatlon as requnred in the -been fulfiled.

1 I
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BE!)R‘E THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. | 205 /2024
IN

Service"Appeél No. 822 /2020
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

Asghar Khan.. ..o minccicciannineeeavicsernneesansn . oon. Petitioner
Versus

The Govt. of KPK and others ........c.cccccccwccvmenerervenvevrensnnnn... Respondents

’ | ' INDEX
|S.NoN | M Description™of DocuméntSHRNS] Wl Dat< BB WA nuexurck| Bl Pages W)
. R Execution Petition with Affidavit _ : 1-2
" Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal
2 | N 090 _ 18072023 | A | 39
. Order in Execution Petition No.
5 3 | 220m024 ' 16.05.2024 B 10-12
Application of Petitioner - 26.09.2024 C 13
Wikalat Nama ' . /Y

- Throu_gh

Advocate, Supreme Court
(BCH 10-5542)

K_haledrahmﬂ n.advocate ail.com
& ro

Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali
Advocates, High Cosrt
4-B, Haroon Mansién

_ Khyber Bazar, Peshawar.

- , Off: Tel: 091-2592458

Dated: ___ /10/2024 Cell # 0345-9337312
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BE!jRE THE KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 'TRIBU_N AL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.L.205 /2024

"IN
- Service Appeal No. 822 822 /2020
(Decided on 18:07:2023) " "‘1{’?3; i"‘.‘f‘.’&;‘.‘;‘il"“, .
) | Diziry N{).M ’ -
Asghar Khan _ . . o Llomle~AM ’
Sepoy (BPS-07), _ Dated a/L/
' Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar e e, Petitioner

Versus.

.  TheGovt. of Khvber Pakhtunkhwa
through Chief Secretary, -
Civil Secretarlat Peshawar.

2. The Secretagg, .' '
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunlghwa

Home & Tribal Affairs,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. The Depiity. Commnssnoner
District’ Khar S
4. Dlstnct Pollce OfficerI . ‘ - :
' DlstrlctKhar...;:'. .......... veeaniaanienn. PP Respondents

Executlon Petltlon for dlrectmg the Respondents to implement the Judgment
of this Hon'ble Trlbunal dated " 18. 07. 2023 passed in ‘Service Appeal
© No.822/2020.- |

‘Respectfully Sheweth,

1. . That Petltloner had ﬁled Serv1ce Appeal No 822/2020 which was. allowed
by the Hon'ble Trlbunal vide Judgment dated 18. 07 2023 (Annex -A).

2. That after obtalmng attestéd copy of the _]udgment Petmoner submltted the
‘same to the Department through apphcatlon for 1mplementatlon in
accorda_nce with law., Slmllarl_y,. the- Reglstrar of the Tribunal had also
'transmitted thecopy of the Judgment to 'th"e Responde‘nts for compliance‘ o ‘
and even at the timé of announcement of the Judgment the representative of R

the Respondents was also avallable however the. Respondents failed to



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

3. That the Petltloner then filed Executlon Petttlon No 220/2024 before the
Hon'ble Trtbunal for nnplementatton of the Judgment 1b1d Wthh was
disposed vide: -order dated 16. 05 2024 (Annex:-B) pursuant to the
commitment of the learned AAG regardmg 1mplementatlon of the judgment

of the. Hon' ble Trlbunal within fortnlght however, inspite “of - the

-comm1tment made at the bar the Respondents even: aﬂer lapse of about ﬁve‘ -

*months, failed to implément the Judgmentv of the Hon ble Tribunal w1thm
the stlpulated tlme Petmoner alongw1th other _colleagues, also filed an .
apphcatlon (Amzex -C) for 1mplementatton of the judgment ibid, but invain,

which conistrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition,
, It is, therefore ‘humbly prayed that Executton proceedmgs may kindly be

1mt1ated against’ the Respondents for non-lmplementatlon of the Judgment of-the

Hon ble Tribunal.

Through

_ : l Advocate _ Supreme Court
& - :
Muhammad hazanfar Ali-
Advocares High Court
Dated N 0/2024
Affidav:t

l Asghar Khan, Sepoy (BPS -07); _Bajaur Lev1s Bajaur Agency Khar do hereby affirm

_-and declare on oath that the contents of this Petttton are true and correct to the-best of my

R~

- Deponent -

| ' knowledge and bellef and nothmg has been concealed from thls Hon ble. Tribunal.
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ER PAK A SERVICE 'rmBUNAL PESHAWAR
i, o . Service Appeal No. 821/2020 -
G S e R
Rk ~.'Z%, BEFORE: | MRS.RASHIDABANO ., MEMBER (7) -
R T A MSSFAREE—IAPAUL MEMB]—R E) -
- “‘ i]

Claad Emran Sepoy (BPS-O?) Bajaur Levis, BajaurAgeucy, Khar.
*(Appellant) ~
v ‘ , .

&ac ot

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa , through Cmef Secretary, le

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

i

3. DeputyComrnms:oner DmtnctKhar ' S : .
4. District Police Offi icer, Khar. ‘ . e R
. ) . .1 (Respondents)
o «* > - - t’ . % .
UMr.KhalidRebman -3 o - e
Advocate - .o SR e . For appeilant
. Ms. Fazal Sheh Mohmand & iy o
_ Addmonal Advocete General gt _P;or respondents
T . : - S if;: TS
_ Date oflnsntunon......j'.L...-. ......... 02112.2020. -
Date ofHearmg ..... [ TTPO I 18:; 07 2023 -
; " Date of Decision. .%.....oi el ineniee 18.07.2023
o,  JUDGEMENT

- RASHIDA BANO, MEMBER (3: -’l'he-insl:ant sé,'rvice‘ apjaeax bas Been -

msututed under section 4 of the K.h)r‘_er Pakhtunkhwa Serwce Tnbunal
[ 3

r-.-r . t=
DA 2

4'2‘ -
o R -

Act 3974 wuh the prayer c0pzed as below T

R > HER e, .

“On acceptance ofthe instant serwce‘appeal by modlfymg
the :mpugned orlgmal afder dated 14.06. 2016 and bettmg- o
ek ) asnde the lmpugned order the 1mpugncd t‘mal appellate

order dat.cd 03. 11. 2020 the appellants may: he remstate mto te
" service w:th“eﬂ'ect from 20.03. 2008 with allmback bcneﬁts. a2

o2 'Ihrough this single Judgment we mtend to d,spose of mstant service.

%jppeal as well as connected, 10 Serwce‘Appeal No 822!2020 titled. “Asghar

H

.4,




‘Q ‘-,q.u_estidn of ln-w‘.,and-,fact's eréjinvolve,d.

—

Ly o

Vs Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through -Chief Secretary and "
vl r ‘ . [ l s 1

others“ (i) Service Appcnl No. 82312020 utled “Umarr Ayub Vs. Government

“~

of Khyber'Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary -and others’.’.‘ (iii) Serv_lce

Appeal No 824!2020 m]ed “Ghulam Younas Vs.Govemment of Khyber

‘*Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary -and others"J’(w) Semce Appeal No

82572020 titled “Noshad Vs. Government of Khybér‘Paldttunkhwa through
Chief Secretary and others” (v) Servxce Appeal; No ’826!2020 mled
a2 “Abduilah Vs. Government othyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chtcf Secretary
and others" (\n) Semce Appeal No. 82?!2020 tltled “Shams Ur Rehman Vs

Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chtef Secretary and others

e

(vii) Serwce Appeal No. 828!2020 titleu "Iroran Ullah Vs. Govemmem of

L3N -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief, Secretary anp others” (vm) .Servtee

Appeal No. 829)’2020 fitiéd “sz Uliah Vs, Government.of Xhyber

*"'J-
Pakhtunkhw& through HChlef Secretary .and others"r (lx) Senuce Appeal No.
830/2020 ntlcd “Imrnn VS Governnient of Khybetﬂrakhmmchwa through
" Chief Seoretary and athers™ (x) Service Appe‘tl N‘;o fBB;‘l 12020 utled “Sabed

,*Ullah Vs. Gover:lment of l(hyber Pakhtunkhwa thlrb’ﬁgh Chtef Secretary dnd
others" (xl) Servicg Appeal No. §32/2020 ntled “Najeeb Ullah Vs.
Goyernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others

(xii) Semce Appeal No: 833!2020 t:tled “M.ozamm Vs. Govern.ment of

,. .

“Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others"(xm) Semce ;

Appcal No 334:‘2020 tltled “Rooh Ul Amin’ Vs, Government of Khybt.r-

Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others” po\r) Servtce Appeal No

i o
" 141772020 tttled “Syed Habtb Jan Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

':‘ ] ;' r‘

through Chlef.Sec:;etaryr_.ant_i others as m ajl these appeals common '.
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‘_3. Brief facts of the case,” as gwen in the memor dum ofi appeal are, ithat the

appellants were appomted in- the respoudent Department Dunng,servree they -
l
performed duties. uptoqtho erltu'e sattsfactton of thetr supenors'Vide order dated

L
<20.03. 2008 they were awarded ‘major penalty of dtsrmssal “from semce agamst

wlueh they ﬁled departmental appeal followed b)n service appeal whtch wcre "

disposed of Jomtly through consolidated. Judgmént dated 11 05 2015 The
respondents bemg dtssausﬁed from the Judgrnent assa:led the same before the .
Hon ble Apex Court by-way filing ofCPl.As whtch came up for final- ad_]udtcanon

on 20.05.2015 and Apex Court upheld theJudgmentloanbunal dated 171, .05.201 5

‘e

by " d:rectmg the respondents fo hold an mqutry a,s -per law.- The respondents.

' remstated the appellants into service vige order dated 08. 12 2015. Another order

© .. .y te H

was issued on ll 12. 2015 whereby it was. held thaf rthe reinstatement: order of
the appellants is only for the purpose of - eonduptmg of inquiry. and: till. the
ﬁnalization«of the inquiry none of them will be‘ enntjed _for.any financial'benefitsy -
'Ihen mqmry commtttee .was consututcd ‘who* ponducted -the mquzry and

submltted its ﬁndmgs,«after which appellant alongwith others were remstated

.into service vnde order dated 14.06.2016 wnth lmmedlate effect and were kepl at

‘the bottom of semortty hst Feeling aggneved the %ppellant ﬁled departmental

representahon on 29 0'? 2016 which was, not responded. Then he filed servxce -

. appeal before Federal Semce Tnbunal whtch was dJsposed of with dltrectton to

respondents to pass order on hlS departmental representanon Respondents

BN 2 '.‘. "-._..,

il

failed -to comply with the. dtrecnon .of the Federal Ser\nce Tnbunal «hence'

appellants agam ﬁled service appeal before FederaﬁSemee Tnbunal Islamabad
B During pendency ot the appcal respondents lsnnlssed theI departrnental
representatlon of the appellants, resultantl)z:ser\rlrge alpp‘eals of ltli.e Qf;peff;ats
'were dlsposed of vide order dated 20.04. 2017 bgvhtclh was agam challen;ged
. through fresh appea] by the appellant and others :utl u_e’ tloﬂ25"' Consntunonal
:Afl’l"‘fgfg'g;,:;}; w0 .




‘ T P '
Amendment ot‘May 2018 FATA was merged. wtthkllyber Pakhtunkhwa ‘and Levy

&Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed vide: nonﬁclatron dated 12 03. 2019, ‘Vrde

judgment dated 04.12.2019 revision pEUIIOI‘l was remanded l)ack' to: the

-

respondents to- consider it as departmental appeal'and deemed it afresh aﬂ:er

pro\ndmg proper opportumty of personal heanngr-rReapondent after affording

opportunity to. appellant agam turned dowmthe reqoest of gmng back' beneﬁts
! e T

“vide impugned order dated 03 11.2020, hence the tdstant servrce appeal ake

3. Respondents © were -~ put  on - notice,. lwho> ; submitted wrltten

4 ' ] -~

replies/comments on the appeal We have heardlthe learned counsel for the

l‘
pellant as well as the learned Additional Advocate General and pet:used the

[ . .

case file with eonnected documenta'ln detail.

.-_...-.-

- ..l| H R

T4 Leamed counsel for the appellant argued ehat _the aprpellants were, Dot

*

treated in accordance \Vlth law, rules and pol:cy énd rcspondents are \nolated -

e

L e

1

Arucle 4 of the Consntuuon of the Islarmc Repgubhc of Palostan, 1.973 He

contended that' unpugned order passed by.the respondents 1s Lln_jUSt, uafatr and
o

hence not sustamable in the eyes -of law, He. furtheg contenqedl that the

appellant s absence-from duty il the date of relngtatement was qenther wlllful
e A

"nor deliberate rather - appellant ‘was - unlawfully shown absent from duty,- he,'- .

l 2 'l! [ )
At

therefore, requested for acceptance of the instant semce appeal L o

5. Conversely, learned Additional Advocatel«'General argued that the

. T 'h .

appellants have been trcated in accordance with rules and policy:- He: confended

that the appellant alongthh -others being members of dlSCllencd force

it

£ : i

deliberately absented lnmself from lawful duty 5and o that effect the lhen
R .o

PDlltlcal Agent lSSUCd rJouces to them for Jommg duty but m vair, ln the year

"~
1 . B AL
. il

WY

'
2007 10 the msurgency spread in the dlamct*’and thc appellant loﬁ the ‘law and .




ta

R
. i B N
order at the mercy -of nuscreants theref‘ore, the ' ere rightly' dlsmlssed from
service. - . . { BN
& ] |
6. Perusal of record reveals that appellantsrwerc appomted as- Sepoy in '

b, .
i | ' 1es "-

respondent department and were dismissed form semce v;de order dated
ST e

20.03.2008. Appella‘nts ﬁled departmental appeal atd then s_erwce app_é‘al beforo
<o . o B c" . . . . -ty - N

>

Federal Service Tribunal which was decided ll{rough cousoljdqt’éd-jhdgment
¢ . . .- P .

dated ll.OS.éDlS-by.holdingthat: _ __ c L -

"Con.s'equently upon what “has beer- d:scussefi above, we are of the

con.s'tdered view that the lmpugned orders whet}:er verba! or-written,

*o

are. not, susmmabie in the eyes of Iaw as rhey are in vzo!atlon of the
" dictum laid dawn by the Hon ‘ble Supreme Court of. Pakzstan The

tmpugned orders are, therefore, .accordmgly sel a.s'tde .and. ,

-re.s'ul:amty the instamt appeals are accepted and appe!lam.s are =
.t ordéred 1o be reinstated mto service ﬁ-om 'the a’ate of tmpugned l
- orders. However the quesnon of back benef ts .s'hail be deczded by Lo
. -the competent :utho:»-lty in accordance w:th rhe msm.ccnon conramed ‘
- at Serial No. 155, Vol 1l of Civil Es‘tabhshmemuCode»(E.s:acode
_ 2007 Edman) and the dtc:um of 'aw as: Ia:d,ctown in Judgmmt of:the .

" Hon 'b!e Supreme,Caurt of. Palmtan reported' as 20! 0 SCMR Y] 1 Yo

ReSpondents challenged ‘said order tin CPLA befare august Supreme Court of

4

Pakistan wlnch was’ decided on 20.10. 2015 by up'holdmg judgment of Federal

a’..

"Semcc Tnbuna! xRespondems as- a\result “of it conducted inquiry and- remstated

appellants in service: vxde order dated 14 06.2016 buf with mtmedlete effect and

e - —
™ a2 .n,

demed back beneﬁts to them and kept. all of them gt the bottom of‘ semonty )1§t s

L] J \.t

' Appellants challenged sald order dated ]4 06. 2016 in departmental appcal on "

‘4

29.07. 2016 wluch was, notl res;mnded So they ﬁled semcc appeal t6 Féderal.

i H ."-.

: Servzcc Tnbunal and durmg pendency of Lhat appeal departmental appea.l Was

- -

dismissed wde order dated. 25. 04. 2017, which "'as agdin chal]enged through

3
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=g

2018, FATA was- merged mth Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levy and Khasadar Forces ‘

* ‘g.n‘c r.

stood prowncrahsed vide notlﬁcatlon dated 12. 03 2019, therefore through

. judgment dated 04. 12 20]9 revision pem}on was remanded

<

-

K%
respdndents to consider it- departmental appeal;and declded it afresh aﬁer

providing;: proper opportumty of personal hearmgs Respondent after affording

I
opportunity of heanng ﬂo appellants again turned ?own their request ‘for giving
a J
“back benefits etc vide unpugned order dated 03 1T ?020 o
A .

-

7. _Federal Scrwcc Tribunal wdc_]udgment and order dated 11. 03 2015 has held

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

accordance wlth the. instruction contained. at senal No. 155 vol.11 of Civil

E‘stablrshment Code (Estacode 2007-Edition) ;and drctum of law as laid’ down in
I

- judgment of the I-Ion ble Supreme Court of Palusta!n reported’ as 2010 SCMR 11

. appellant being on gamful busmess ‘of earnmg waf mennoned Ifdurmg secret

-

l
- This order about back beneﬁts was upheld by Supreme Court of Pakrstan vide

™Y

order dated 20. 10 2015 The representat:on of th% appellants for grant of back

benetntsrﬁled agarnst order dated 29. 04 2016 was dcclded by the Polmcal Agent
. i ol
Ba_;aur on 24.02.2017 whercm faclum of secret mqunry about pthe fact of

NC :
¢ 13 1 b L et

mquxry 1t came into’ the knowledge of Palitical Agent Bajaur that appellant waa

t v 41-.-.'

i ¢ .
carmng money and was'an job diring mtervemng penod then he must put it to

-
s

. the: appellant and provrde opportumty to accept or?to rebut it. So on the basus of

secret mql.ury holdmg that appeilant was on gamful busnness durmg hls dismiissal

P I% iil ‘. |.

penod is not loglcal and is lnjusnce agamst the fau' tnal and mquu-y Moreovcr in

accordance wuth verdlcts of* Supenor Court and FR54 relnstatement of an_

' RS

employee, consequent 6 setting aside: his dlsmnssalfremoval ﬁom servnce, the

' !
enntlernent of employec to have the pcnod ot Tus absence from hls service ~
Ta . : . i " [ ©
treated as on duty is.a statutory consequence of h;s being: remstated on ments
< ‘ ) P Y .1! . ] r .

The term reinstatement means to place a person ;nEh:s previous posmon that has

L - {X LI

back - to the-




. remstatedmto servlce . ' , L L L o

with retevant r_ules and law. Costs shall follov\( the event. Consign.

" ofthe Tribunal on.this 18" day of Jily, 2023 .~ . : B

. : . . A
already been done in year 2016 in the present case when-all'the appellants were
- ;. * ot I L

:-"-,‘" e I-. ' 11: S T Y .'-.-:'__".:._, e

- 8. Itiis also pertingnt.to' mention here that some colleagues of :thej':égpellént '
X . - - N ‘§...n ', .

were reinstated with retrospective effect by the-‘?respondent vide! order 'dated

03.07.2013 as.a resu]t ofjudgment ofFederal S ce Tnbunal Islamabad passed

¢ also passed such llke nature

on 01 .03.2013. Federal Serwce Tnbunal lslemaba j A
”» E s P : ot it

i order in case of appcllallts vide Judgment and. ordej' dated 11 05 2015 upheld by -

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20 10.2015 gmd %mbsequent order of Federal

~ Service Tnbunal Islamaba.d ‘dated 04 10. 20:19 It[‘mll not be: out of place to

mention here that 92 ofﬁczalsisepoys were - gwen back benefits by the

respondent who ‘were dtsmtssed on the same chargcs, but present appcllant s
request for back beneﬁts was turned down whteh !s IDJUSU.CB w:th ‘the’ appellant
and against the pnnolple of Justtce Concept of fau' tnal and equahty demandsv

that when employees havmg 1dent1cal and smular basc=were glven 'back benefits

" by the respondent, then present appel!ants also de§erve the same treatmem -but

0

respondent dld not treat them ltke other di'ﬁmals v)hxch :s.dtscnmmat:on

'Respondents are. d:rected to remstate the dppelanLs w1th retrOSpectwe éffect

,: ‘- N L.
trom the date. ofclzsmnssal and not w:th lrrnedlate aﬁ’ect boosto .
LI .l‘:lll"l. . °‘:i v .
9. "Asa sequel to, the above discussion, ‘we ailow this appeal in accordance
* . 1 .*r‘ -
I

P e Lt ' Yol 20 . b . .
T h C * ’ * i‘ . .,

10 Pronounced in open court at Peshawar ana‘ lgiven under our hands and ‘Seal

._(Reis %BANQJI. a

Mcmber (1) *Kajeenuitah "+




E’\c..uuun Petition rso,..znaou tited. Imran Vs. The ! (mmmm:m.m qunr i
flkhtuul b !hrouhh Cl{wf's'm.mmw wal Sucrclurlm I‘cuhuwan & oliene’ m'ﬂ
)m'(" ‘5

. “Tatcaniested petlians
"(LQI;I; . / p

1™ Miy. 2024 Ld_u_r.\.m.lnul_bhnu._t‘.lmtmnm Through thhs vingle ordue thiin

pcuuun -md -al¥ |||L fDIIQWhlu :tmm.clcd 18 P“'m“““ nrs L"'mh'

s e

. utui. Duml of fhe
Jecided together ay alb are al nunllnr A\l i

gonnecied petitions, is us under: ' o o

l 1SNo. | Execution Paition. | Title
' Nos. . : - |
i 120972024 - .|Rogh ULAmin_- -1 . *
: 2, 21002024 _| Mozamin=® =
: 3 (20142024 - Amran i -
R Najeeb-Ullnks N -
TS [2137024 L {Abdullsh . "= L L
G [2/4/2024 " Nowshad = . . )7
7. |215/2024 « _© © | lmeny Ullah .
8. 1216/2024 Syed HebibJan___ -]
5. 121972024 | Faiz Ullah A
- A 10, 12182024 - Asghae -
: i Ll k219720245~ " tSKyma WeRchman__
T (22143024 Lhmar Ayaly_— .~~~
3. |223/2024 - . GhulamiY.ounos
14. 22372024 . Suecdullali- =« .
' S -~ . A
. 2. Leamed counsel for the petitioners present. Mr. Umair,
Azam; Additional Advoeate General olongwith Mr. Habib Uhuh,
- Head Clerk for the respondents present, ' G ERICT
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