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I'ORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Implementation Petition No. S /202A

Ordor or other proceedings with signature ofjudj’eS.No. Dale ol order 
proceedings

2■1 3

The implementation petition submitted today by16.10.20241
Mr. Khaled Rehman Advocate. It is fi.xed for '

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.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES -TRIBUNAL: PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

Versus
Appellant Respondents

s CONTENTS YES NO
NO
1. . This petition has been presented by;

Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents?’-
AW^ocafe Court

2. 7
3. ■Whether appeal is within time?
4. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
V

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

petitioner/appellant/respondents?
7

■Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?15. 7
16. Whefter appeal contains cutting/overwritinq? . X
17. Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? 7
18. Whether case relate to the court? 7
19. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?
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. Whefter Security and Process Fee deposited? On
25. Whether in view of Khyb er Pakhtunkhwa^Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11. notice along

with copy of appeal ahd arinexures has been sent to respo'ndente? On_____________
Whether copies pf comment^reply/rejoinder submitted?.On
Whe.ther • copies " of comments/reply/reioihder' provided« *»

7
26.
27: to' opposite party? On

It is certified that forrnalities/documentation as required in th^'al^'^tabl^aw^i
Name:-’ ' r~Jf(^///K

been fulfilled.

~ Sighature:- 

bated:- r-s,i2. V
fWr Aiifur CM. Asirasr

CtlI-tfs-^92U2Ui3tlX)/>9ail>U»5*4/’92}IB2)>ISl
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RE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. 1 !?o5 /2024
IN

Service Appeal No. 822 /2020 
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

Asghar Kban Petitioner

Versus
The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX

LS.Nol Descriptidn^bf Documents Date' jAnhexuret ■PagesW
Execution Petition with Affidavit1. 1-2
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal
No. 822/20202. . 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
Wakalat Nama5.

Pentioner
I Through

Khaled^^
Advocate, Supreme Court 
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahmnn.advocntp/Sifmmii fnm

an

& A

Muhammad Glkzanfar AH
Advocates, High C^rt
4-B, Haroon Mansi<^i
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar
Off: Tel: 091-2592458
Cell #0345-9337312Dated; /10/2024
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIWKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
«

Execution Petition No.l^O^' /2024
IN

Service Appeal No. 822 72020 
(Decided on 18.07j2023) KJhyber ftakhtiikhwa 

Si'.J-viirc

Diary INo.

Asgfaar Khan
DatedSepoy (BPS-07.),

Bajaiir Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar Petitioner

Versus

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

2. The Secretary. .
Govt. ofl^yberPakhtunkhwa 
Home & Tribal Affairs,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

The Deputy Commissioner
District Kh^.

3.

4. Distrief Police Officer.
District Khar ........ RglEflndfinti

Execution Petition for directing the Respondents to implement the Judgment 

of this Hon'ble Tribunal^ dated 18.07.2023 passed in Service Appeal 
, No.822/2020.

Respectfully Sheweth,

, That Petitioner had filed. Service Appeal-,No.822/2G20 which 

by the Hon'ble Tribunal vide Judgnient dated 18.07.2023 {Annex:-P^.

1. was allowed

That after obtaining attested copy of the judgment, Petitioner submitted the 

to the Department through application , for implementation in 

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

transniitted 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.

same

■:



. ■

2

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

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

Hon'ble Tribunal for implementation pf4he 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.

3.

was

an

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

initiated against the Respondents for non-implemeritation of the judgment ofthe 

Hon'ble Tribunal.

Petjtioirer”
Through

Khaled
Advocate' Supreme Court

1

&
• V

Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali
Advocates, Highfourt

Dated: ' /10/2024

Affidavit

1, Asghar Khan, Sepoy (BPS-07), Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agehcy, Khar,- do hereby affirm 

and declare'on oath that the contents of this Petition are tme and correct to the-best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed frorn thisHon’ble Tribunal.
/\ '

/

Deponent7
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4 KHVBERPAKHnJN><HWA SERVICETRIBLJNALPESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 821,/2020

' • BEFCa^E; : MRS.RASHIDABANO .... MEMBER. (J)
■ ‘ MISS FABEEHA PAUL ...' MEM8®(E)

„ ■' . fr .

•• E^ran, Sepoy (BPS-07) Bajaiir Levis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.

•r* • '•A*-'

’ •* •
f

1 i);
. . *

^{Appellant)!

VERSUS

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

2. 'Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Homc,& Tribal 
Afliairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. DeputyCommissionerDistrietKhar.
4. District Police Officer, Khar.

A*'*

•> K

...*.' (Respondents)

■

• Mr. Kbalid Rehman 
Advocate

Vr
. For appellant

t

: : ^v. •. Mr. Fazal.Shah Mohmand 
Additional Advocate General Ijor respondents

i^!:.r i-
...........0^512.2020. •'
..........18:07.2023
........ 18.07.2023

A

rDate oflnsdt'utipn......
* Date ofHearing..........

Da te of Decision..“...... - V
*»

JUDGEMENT

%
ItASHIDA BANO, MEMBER (Jl; The instant service appeal has been ‘

instituted under section 4 of the Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal','v

Act 1974 with the prayer copied as below:,

^^On acceptance of the instant service appeal, by modifying 

the impugned' original order dated -14.06.2016 and setting 

‘ ' aside, the impugne’d order the impugned' final appellate 

^.^order dated 03.11.2020 the appellants may be reinstate into u - 
• ’ service witb'^effect'from-20.03.2008 with all^ack benefits. .V

^;2.y. Tlvough this single judgment we intend to (iispose of instant service.
tjj

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

V *.* • .
« 'Ai

I

a.

4ft

tf :cs*

I

•T

. //\
^ *<

. >; . 'J..'
»• . -

*►
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2 . \
f ...:

Vs. Government of ^yber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief S^r^iary'and ’ .
, '' < ' . : 1 . 1 I ' > 1

Others" (ii) Service Appeal No-823/2020 tided ,“ym_^ Aj^b Vs. Govenirhent
. -v ' • .

of Khyber'Pakhtunkhwa through Chief.Secretary ;Md others”.-(ui) Sd^ce
t

J

Appe^ No.' 824/2020- titled “Ghulam .Younas Vs.! Government of Khyber
■■ , ■ ‘P^tunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”|iv) Service Appeal ;^o^ , ,^

t . \

. U

82572020 titled “Nbshad Vs.’Goyernment of JOtybiWPakhtuakhwa' through

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

“Abdullah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunl^wa through Chief Secretary 

and others” (vi) Service Appeal No. 827/2020 titled “Shams Ur R^man Vs. 

Gbveniment of Khyber Pakh’tunkhwa through Chief Secretary and .others, 

(vii) Service Appeal No. 828/2020, tilled “IiWan Ullah Vs. Go>verament of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through_. Chief. Secretary ap|J others” (viii) Service 

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled ‘Taiz Uliah Vs. Government i of .Khyber
. 'V •. t •

. Pakhtunkhwk'through ChiefSecretafylahd ortiers”f(ix).Service Appeal No.

f

%
, *

>

i
830/2020 titled .“Imran Vs..Govemment of Khybe^’Pakhtuiikhwa through

' I ’ 'i- '•
Chief Secretaty.and others” (x) Service Appehl.No:j831/2020 titled-“Sahed

*'Ull'ah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa ih^htigh Quef Secretary land

832/2020 'tidtd' “Najeeb Ulteh'.Vs. -others” (xi); Service Appeal No.

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”
i

(xii) Service Appeal No.'833*/2020 titled."Moz^ih Vi Government, of, 1,, ,

• Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”(xui) Serviw
• • . . ” i . > •

Appeal No. 834/2020 titled “Robh Ul Amin Vs. Goverruneni ofKhyber .

Pakhtunkhwa through ChiefSecretary and others” (xiv) Seiyice Appeal No.
.l % *

^ i•-
• 1417/2020 titled “Syed Habib Jan Vs. Government 6f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

. • • ‘ ‘ Si-: • • : i:/-' ,
through Chief. Secretary rand‘others” as in all these appeals, corainon

• . . .. ■ ■ • . I, ■ i. . ‘ >
. • • *

.question oflaw.and .faccs are involved.

••

•til

> •I:

«•

t

f

• /■ -4.*%
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dum oCappeal are,'that theBrief facts of the case,'as given in the memor 

appellants were appointed in the,respondent Department. .Puring;serviGe they
performed duties uplo.the entire satisfaction of thei. superiors.-.Vifle.order dated

‘awarded major penalty of d^smiMal'from service against 

. which they filed departmental appeal followed bj^'service appeal/which j ; 

disposed of jointly through consolidated judgment dated ll.o'i.2015../The 

respondents, being dissatisfied from the judgment, pssailed the same before-the -

:T3.

•20.03.2008, they were

:
Hon’ble Apex Court by way filing of CPLAs which came up for final adjudication

d Apex Court upheld the judgment jofTribun^ dated li.05.2015
* * * ^ *•

by directing the respondents to hold an inquiry:^ per law.The respondents
. on 20.05.2015 ah

reinstated the appellants into setyice vide order dated OS. 12.2015. Aqoiher order

reihstatement order of
*

V !
was issued on 11.12.2015 whereby it was held ^thajith.e 

the appellants is only for the purpose of-conducting of Jnquiiy/arid; till, the 

finalization 'of the inquiry none of them will be ehti|0 for. any financial'benefitsr

constituted -who- conducted ’-the inquiiy -'and

I

I .

Then’ inquiry •committee .was 

. submitted its'firidings, after which appellant.‘alongwith othety were reinstated
r*

service vide order da.ted 14.06.2016 with imme’diate dffectand were kept at 

bottom of seniority list. Peeling aggrieved ,thd filed'departmental
into

I

thei • •f

t

representation on 29.0?.2016 which was.not responded,’Then he filed service

disposed of with' (direction to' . appeal before Federal Service Tribunal which was

respondents to pass order on’ his departmental, fepreseniation.. Respondents •
1 ^ '■

comply with the. direction-of iheTederal. Ser^ce Tribunal, -hence'

appellants again filed service appeal before Federa|Service Tribunal, Idamabad.

During pendency of the'appeal, respondents dismissed the departmental
;; i-L.'l '-I

representation of the appellants,- resuliantly service appeals of ..the appell^ts
■ I : ; ■

failed to
•II .i

I i •a i

11- Ir t.

disposed of vide order dated 20.04.2017, which -w.m again challengedwere
through fresh appeal by the appellant and others lut^ue-td 25“’- Constitutional ,. I1

r

r I '

•• • »
. K* ^ >6 .•V r

•fvjC.\

*.
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>
1 .£>

An«ndn>ent ofMay 2018. FATA was merged ^ithki^ber Pakhtunkhwa'Ud Lc^^ 

&Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed vide nmific^tion,dated ■12.03.2019^ Vide

dated 04.12:2019 revision peUtion was reminded tack' tO; the' 

departmental appea - and darned il afrdsh after
judgment

respondenis'tO'consider it as
providing proper opportunity of personal hearihgivRespondent .after affording 

opportunity to appellant agin-turndd.downithe.r^pest of givmg.bactbenefit' 

• vidcimpupied order dated 03.11.2020; hence theiiistant service appeal.

t

*.•

who ' f submitted ■written
' I ' i -

the appeal. We have heard the.learned,counsel for the

on notice,Respondents were put3.

replies/comments- on 

appellant as well is the learned Additional Advocate, General and perused thei:
\

61e with connected documents in detail. • j
- ■■ ■ ■ ‘ V ' ■ ■ ‘f. ...

. Learned counsel for ther appellant argued,the up^eUants were, oot
- ’ • 'l' ' •

treated in accordance with law, rules' and policy'respondents, are violated

Article'4 of the Constitution of .the Islamic Republic of P^st^, "iL973. He 

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

case
‘ il If

■ • 4.

i

hence not sustainable, in the eyes of .law, He.^rtbei; contencjed j that-the

was r\eitj)er willfiil

1

1
appellant’s absence-from duty till the date of reiij^tatement

■■• ' ' i .. ’ • .

nor deliberate rather appellant was unlawfully shown absent ^^om. duty.-he., ■

therefore, requested for acceptance of the instant service appeal.

Conversely, .learned Additional Advocate | General ar^ed that, the 

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

1 ✓\

!
• j

5.

I

appellant alongvwth others being members, of disciplined forcethat the
. ! it 1

absented 'himself from lawful 'duty ahd'to that effect the Ihendeliberately

Political.Agent issued tJotices to thein for. joining ,^uty biif in vaih. ln.fhe year
f. S’

I

the districi‘‘and the appellant left Abfaw and
i.

2007-10.the insurg'ency spread in t
i.l . I.■I ;, »

V

^■T'rA'.s'7-p4 t

i ,
•IJ

1t
•4 “

•St
1 I r

i i I'.:; t?'
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7.s ,

order at the mercy'of nuscreants therefore,' they were rightly dismissed from
,, . .

1

service. A' 4

-. ;i 1

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

respondent department and were dismissed form service vide order-dated 

20.03.2008. Appellants filed departmental appeal and then service appeal before

Federal Service Tribunal which was decided through conspljdafed judgment
i* • ■ •

I *
6.

• } ,

' t •>
dated 11.05.2015 by holding that:

A 1.
"Consequently upon what'has beer, discusse'^ above, we are of the
considered view that the impugned orders whether verbal or written,
are- not sissiainabie in the eyes of law as they are in violation of the 

. »• •' • • ■

' dictum laid down by. the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pdki^an. The
impugned orders are, therefore, ^accordingly set aside .and-,
resuliaraty the instant appeals are accepted and appellants

■ordered to be reinstated into service from^the date' of impugned
orders. However, the question-of back benefits shall be de'cided by
the compeient.authority in accordance with the instruction contained
at Serial No. JS-5, Vol.ll of Civil 'EstabUsh)nekt‘ Code^(Estacbde,
2007 Edition), and the dictum oflawas-.laid.^wn in judgment of the ^ .

Hon'ble Supreme.Court ofPaKistan, reportedps 2010^SCMR 11.

Respondents-challenged said order in CFIA before august Supreme Court of
.

Pakistan which was'decided'on 20.10.2015 by upholding judgment of Federal 

' Service TribunaJlvRespohdents as a‘result of-it CQn^ucted'in,q'uiiy< apd reinstated 

appell^ts in service vide order dated 14.06.2016 Bjif witB immedidte effect and

•-are
■ ■ !

S

1

denied,back benefit to them and kept all of them at the bottora.of seriicriiy^^St: - -- '
■' ■ .1'' '

Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06.2016 in departmental appeal on'
A > . , . 1 .

29.07.20]6 which.yk'as. not-'responded. So they 'fil^d service iappeal'to Fe^deral. '' . - .-r- *
Service Tribunal and during pendency of that appeal, departrhenial appeal was

dismissed vide order dated 25.04.2017, which Was-agdin challenged-through 

fresh appeal by the appellants'but due to 25‘* Coiis iitutional Ainendmehi of May ' ^- (I"
^ .» •

a . A i

S'
J-'’

.■ '-.T V • ■ .«•

V

^ * % A ;
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f - •I

',

fr-'6 y< •
- * • ' M

■ ^OIS'FATA was merged with Khyber PakhtunkhW.L^ and Khasadar Forces

notification dated 12.P3.2019, therefore, through
r

remanded back to the •
‘ • ’ * •' 

consider it departmental appeali,and decided it ap-esh-after

4 » C.7

stood provincialised vide 

. judgment‘dated 04.12.2019 revision petition was 

.. • • respondents to
i;

providing, proper^opportunity of persona! hearing/Respondent after- affording 

opportunity of hearing tfo appellants again turned |iown. iheir request fo'r giving' 

back benefits etc vide impugned order dated 03.1 l\^d20.

V

1
r;

- .n .
0

7. .Federal Scrvice.Tribunal vide judgment and order dated ll.05.2015;has..h^!d-.^ 

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

s^al No. 155 vpl.ll ,of Ci\al 

Establishment Code ^tacode 2007-Edition) .and dictum of law as laid down m

accordance with the«'itistruction contained. at

S I
• judgment of the Hon^ble Supreme Court ofPakistA reported'as 2010 SCMR II.

upheld by Supreme Court of P^stan vide'This order about back benefits was
c,

presentation of appeljants for grant of back 

benefitS'iiled 'against order dated 29.04.2016 was ^ecided by the Political Agent

order dated 20.10.2015. The re
s;

.1i I

.Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wlierein faciuni of secret inquiry aboutpthe fact of 

appell^t being on gainful business of earning was mentioned. If during secret 

inquiry it came into' the knowledge of Political Agent Bajaur that appejlaiit.^as-.-
"i ’ ‘ ’ -ii • J '

earning- money and was on job during intervening period, tfieo he must put 

■ the appellant and-provide opportunity to accept or?to rebut it. So on the basis of 

secret inquiry holding that appellant was on gainful business during.his.dismissal 

period'is not lo^col.and is injustice,,against the fair trial .and inquiry. Moreover m

accordance with verdicts of-Superior Court and-...ER54, 'reinstatement of an
- . ... /' ... • ‘ ‘ ^ •

employee, consequent to setting aside his dismis^/remoyaJ from service, the

entitlement, of employee to have the period of his absence from^his service

4

1
It CO

I

u: *a* •V

treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of hjs being-reinstated on;meriis.^

. The term reinstatement means to.place a person in'ihis,^previous position that has

ii.

'. Cl;

isC/ *...........

^ •
7 «

>•«
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already been done in year 2016 in the present case 

• reinstated into.service.

«
when all the appellants were4

i I

I ;
■ ’ f ' •»

It is also pertinpnt-lo mention, here thsjt spti 

were reinstated with, retrospective effect by th.e’^

I \ ‘

e colleagues of the .appellant 
- * * *

e^pondent vide! order dated 

03.07.2013 as a result of judgment of Federal S^ce Tribunal Isl^abad'passed
. • . • . I . I I J i ; I .i 1 • . •

8.

on 01.03.2013. Federal Service Tribunal Islamabact-also passed such.like nature
- : , . 1 J |1 E • : I I . ! •"

order in case of appellai.ts vide judgment and.orde^^" dated 11.05.2015 upheld by
» .,1 ' ' ’ •

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20.10.2015 andj^ubsequent order of Federal 

Service Tribunal'Islamabad dated 04.10.20il9. Itj|^lJ not be'out of place to

92'ofBcials/sepoys were'given back benefits by themention here that
n,'

I

respondent who were dismissed on, the same charges, .but present appellant’s' -
)

request for back benefits was turned down which [is injustice vvith the appeJIant 

and agaiitst the'principle of justice.'Concept of fdir trial and equality demands

that when employees having identical and similar jjase'were given Jback benefits 

' by the respondent, then present appellants also de^cH'e the same-tireatm'ent,-but
. * . » J * • ., •••*■ «f.

respondeat did not treat them like other^dfSci'als, . \^''ch';is';discriminaridn.
• • • , « • * ’ ’.

Respondents are directed-to reinstate the Appellants [with retrospectWe'effect

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

- I' •

I*.
I

•*

1
' I t .

V I

9. As a sequel to. Che above discussion, we allow this appeal in accordance
i*

with relevant rules and law.jCosts shall follow the event. Consi^. , * •#I.

tf10: Pronounced in open court at Peshawar dnd'^veii under our hands. 'arid'seal 
. ofthe Tribunal on.this lS‘'day of JulyiiOT}:"- ' . ]•

.; <1..I

■' \ s
. 2 .{

V

. .(RASHliJiJi-BANQ) I , •
Member (J) •KaJecnuiUah ' '• .

if- ^*>1I'in^
FAULT

r... V,.Member i[t)b-: *•
, I,>|i i .I

‘tm
■ 't

i. . i !i ci*! 'l! • • t

: . , |i \ . 1 V .i-I •, It

I

V

f ^
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*^^'ccutlu»-l*ctiilun No,220/2024»lllwl;‘'.ltnrun Va.-’nif.Qovcnimciiuuj'iJykVjis*’ - ^ *»i *
”lk(uuiiJ:l>'va ilirouglrG|vlofSoi:nJW«Y;Cfvil,SocrcUii'.lm'l^c«huw»»'A x. n'

'■ ;ra:cfl(mtf«ua iwiiitiiiB ■■ v-y/^ .
•l^peu • ■ ' ' , '.n ‘ •

!()"' MiO’. 202^* Kalint Ar«timl Clitilrniiim Throuah tlhK «»•»»«

.pc(iliu)i uiid-ull ihc foljowlKU c 

JccidciJ logctlwr i\i

coimccietl pcuiiuiis, is iis under.

I

oiiucfilcd pciKloiio arc Utine- 

or flimllnr .nutuiv. Dcluil (ij‘ tlicall ^iru. V

TideS.No. Execution Pciidon. 
,Nos. ^

Rooh Ul:Amin
Moramin*

* r209/2024- 
210/2024 
211/2024 -

T

Imriui3:
Naiiitrb'Uilnli212/2024 '4.
Abdullah -'• 5. ■ 213/2024 ; -• .

6. '214/2024 Nowshod
Imran Ullah . •
Sved Habib Jan

7. 215/2024 ’ •
2^6/2024
217/2024

S.
9. fiih Ullah

218/202410. ■■\suhar
I'SIvumaUf.'Jt^iTW-■ iJ.-- :219/2024*-

1-2: »22Jy2024.. -UJinar AviiU
222/2024 :Gtiulam~‘'V-dunos13.

SaeeduU'ali- '1^^23/2024
. **

2. Lcahicd counsel for tlw peiiiioners present, Mr. Uniair.
*

AuiUi Additional AdvociUe General alon^wiil) Mr. Habib Ullah,

- Head Clerk for the respondents present. t
»,A .

' 3. Lcurned counsel for die appellant stated liiut 'ali]iuugh,.tJic

pclhioncrs were reiiisluied in service wi(hireiriispeciive cffeci but-

the nulincniion hu.s a conditiuii that the issue uf back benefits

. would be subject to final decision of CI*LA. The judgment is ilius

*n6t complied within its true spirit oml when confronicil with the 
*

Icmis ofthe judgment of die Tribunal, the learned AAG subrniiicd- 

dial the respofideiiis would rectify the order, witliin d fortnight. ,
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Diiposcd af-uccoi'dinjil)'. Copy of liv.rprcJflV Ixi plUctfd .on^JlIt^'of
sa)l-connec(<<) pyticioiis. sCon!(ii^ii.

ProwviK:a^.in:QftaniCoiirj at /y.r?Aii»-^r miUct-
, • m t

(i(v fiainJattUxi'a/vfjhe Tnbuiia/'on //us-Jlf-^ r/ay 2024.

- 4.

• s

\](br

(KaJim Arshad JOian) 

ChairnmnT
<

—v*

* . ’ . ; \m

\ . *

s« .;1a

• ^

Bale orPrcFc^nlalinii

Oo>
1. ."unt —1

Tala!____

NamacCD'-
DalcofC-.v' .r ;;
BaicorBvii^viy ui Cuiiy

I r*•• •
«**

///- *

' . ^'fZ . s
t

/
m ^ r . -

IP

« \.. ^ *
\\

■f *

.*/
A «J '

1 K

* ‘r H,
>

:1 ^^CamScamier



I

, ^

rJ

jooxrBosraBQ

s
V t

YTTrfi«.v'r:i

4

'(o\in{i,»!puisthO mZ .•
*r4>>.

I

" . ^ \
■sbn.iRd6i(i 01 inAjfi ’

. iiptf tiMOJnj-jrfs luojoq bc0c!50‘9t un.vadM uoiimuauniduu 

•joj- iln-.nuinn nj. -pmunofiVv 'limclM ob|li!Ui:iuw|(litii. jo - 

. ubjKS’jUiqns joj. siunpnods-n.i nip pmuop cn aiUji iqvinos X:)\i.uniV - 

,jniaisiclvp3'UJnb'i -ptiiiiuiqns imi-ijod.ij uojiniii3Uih[tiui| - xz .
n'

♦

•uibsojd siu.ipUDdJOJ aip .toj ,C:iitjn|jv l?UIS!(| ’imp

■ pnuiui«qt\]Ai 'itrasojdriouoiqpd .iqvjqi psunqn rijjoiunf
7 ♦

✓
I :t^cOcSO>r

s

(ireq'-x, JB'qqy- puLUureqnpq)
4 '

• x'-'.
V

V V
L

psunoa pBaHTOijo'iqpp

aJOjaq; PtO^'Sb'w vod®-* uonmuauiaiduii aoj

\

li...

i^:v
I

6\ u3a|3 a-a>fl;
* •»» *

dn ouiod ox^*ii6dar'UOiimu3tU9|duiT JO uois^imqris ioj squopuodstu

oqi 01 psnssjioq oDUou jpijunjoqj, ‘s^np ooaqv iiuil|wS; sasdodxb SDl
*

liMdnp oi pnl»«|p,i>i:3fW«lW)^K34-'“
5

-uoo (jrqnpViritK»p:tiodiroj »(|r oi pfliiBsi iwqq lou oath( fwanoM c ,4

r,i

IliJnwjddi|iJty;instmoo:or.}tiPt3 ••T,.rarwso. 0:
:?y *•

A

• S '



*

•1

c

4 ■
«»

X

> •
;
• >.

<■ . **\/2: M^C% \

^Uj ti>wi yjj^^ c»^ Jii' .:cli'.,>^ '.'w ^

 ̂j (j\ >-s\t.-i »._ii ^j^UiUii /^ (^>jS

Vb'O'j^ IS ijlSijj-^jjU ^UJI L>^jS jjl x_iL^ ijj-

i^JiiiJ* U-J j-*^ jj'lVilj jSjj Qi- «JjSa« t:Jl:ic. ^ O-a-^Uj cIjc.^ Jij oi-*

^ ^ ^ ^ju.-u JJ \ji ^sJ^ jSl^-07-20’23 4^-L5JiJ=^ of-
--- Jl1 lAfl L>yS ojjSia ^_m llJIJc Iftj (jJ _JjI ij^ ^

-LsdJ*. l5 CiUl^^l

, :Vlj -U-

.1^ tiAi ^ jS jLsi.! ^lj l£.DjjS>.^lJt

0^^ V' y- 2p24-Q5;i^ ':^
jij j-j^'J^ Ij

V -•

Z^JSa.\ ^
-Os^ > ^ wdJ^.a“ iir*"

% r

>
•4iyA V'4 ol JJ •

■jy-ji UJ^ J -)>-^ ^=“- -Ah' jjl i>J>' ‘=^
>J.

( \
Vx

jUil

(3) uU. 'ji^' (2)u‘>=-' (l)u^'^ 

(10)^^^ (9)‘-j>'0*->^ (8).i>^jl' u*^

>
V

^7) (6) (5)tj«jj ^ (4)vji' J-*
(I3)iil ^.(12) -il ^.(11) l\^

J-(15) uii‘'lf> CJJ (14)'C}^) ,3»

r

» ' ^
\

♦

>
« *.

k %'. •> fc’
i or

\ '^B.CamSc^er .•i

♦
t i

t-W
K* • »

\ V
J

\ .
* ^

a



ldJH> <*I»P«J*A|U IMMifI

t

/ ■i^jc in*
ir^

'r?'^ 1/
/

j^n^^-7^.i.y-7f^'^3f^"f5-rrdirr-^jfl^f-rii<-0i^p''/jr»ff''

^ I * ^ ^

i^//i/

. . •*
• t .

A?■

79
^0

• « ..yifTA

i -
i£^

v: <r;' V r 6-I

V

■

> ,


