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■ Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The implementation petition submitted today by16.10.20241
Mr. Khaled Rehm'an 'Advocate. It is fixed for

implementation report before Single Bench at Peshawar 

oh' 24.10.2024, Original file bn requisitioned. AAG has 

noted the next date. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for 

the petitioner.

By order of the Chairman
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECKLIST ' .

V

H Versusf

•v

Appellant Respondents’"
S' CONTENTS YES .NONO A-%

This'petition has been presented by:
Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent'have signed the requisite documents?. •
Whether.appeal is within time?________
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed'mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

1. t.Advdcate> TTCourt-
2. '
3;. 1
4. •

■5'^ Vr 6 Whether affidavit is appended? 1Ik

T) Whether.affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? V
8. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? ’ 1•>
9.' Whether certificate-reoarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?

Whether ahnexures are legible? ' , '
«■

io; V V..V

11. Whether annexures are attested?4

12. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?4: V 4

13. Whether copy of appeal is delivered tb^AG/DAG? ■ r
'.•r

_____________________________ _____________________________ -___________________________________ _______________________________________________________________________________ ■

Whe^er Power of .Attorney of the'Counsel engaged is attested • and signed by
petjtidner/appellant/respondents? ________ '
Whether numbers of referred cases given are.correct? '

14.-
t r

15,
16. Whether appeal contains cutting/overwritinq? » X.
17.- Whether list of books has been provided at the e'nd of the appeal?«.

Whether case relate to this court?-' • . ’_____
Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? ' .
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?•

Tv4

£
18.
19.. ~ 4

20.
2^r Whether addresses of parties given are complete?' >

y
22. ■ Whether indexfiled? V4

23. Whether index is correct? 7
24. Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On -

'25, ■ ;Vyhetoer in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along
•with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On > ' '
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted?-On__
Whether-^ copies of- comments/reply/rejoinder provided

•V .*'.1' I/%. r'
•26.
27, to opposite party? On 

in the ahoW'table have been fulfilled.. It is certified that formalities/documentatipn as required i
Name:-

Signature:-.
Dated*

4 Cpmfoss^ C99tt. Cbm, 9^

*92»USM600/^pst9l49S44/^2}tarinSi

♦
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BE RE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. jZo^
IN

Service Appeal No. 831 /2020 
(Decided oo 18.07.2023)

/2024

Saeedullah Petitioner

Versus

The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX

S.No. Description of Documents Date PagesAnnexure
Execution Petition with Affidavit 1-21.
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal 
No. 831/20202. 18.07.2023 3-9A
Order in Execution Petition No. 
220/2024 16.05.20243. B 10-12

Application of Petitioner 26.09.2024 C 134.

5. Wakalat Nama

Petitioner
Through

Khaled^'Rahman 
Advocate, Supreme Court 
(BC# 10-5542)
Ktialcdrahman.fldvocate@gmail.com

&

Muhammad Gh^anfar Ali
Advocates, High Court
4-B, Harodn Mansipny
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar
Off: Tel: 091-2592458
Cell #0345-9337312Dated: /10/2024

mailto:Ktialcdrahman.fldvocate@gmail.com
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^RE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARbe;

Execution. Petition No: (Zo^. /2024
IN

Service AppealNo: 831 /2020 
(Decided on i8.07.2023)

Pi^vy No.

P«»«a
Saeeduilah 
Sepoy (BPS-07),
Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar.. Petitioner'

Versus

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

1.

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

3. The Deputy Commissioner
District Khar.

4. District Police Officer. 
District Khar......... ....... !.. Respondents

Execution Petition for directing>the Respondents to implement the Judgment 

of this Hon'ble Tribunal'dated 18.07.2023 passed in Service Appeal 

No.831/2020.

Respectfully Sheweth,-

That Petitioner had .filed Service Appeal No.831/2020 which was allowed 

by the Hon'ble Tribunal vide Judgment dated 18.07.2023 (Annex>A).
• ^

Y

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. ■«:

*

- ' Ku.,



2

I 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 of the Judgment ibid, which was 

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 an 

application {Annex:-C) for implementation of the judgment ibid, but invain, 

which constrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition.

3.

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

initiated against the Respondents for non-implementa^n of the judgment of the 

Hon'ble Tribunal!

Petiti^ier
Through

Khaled
Advocme, SupremeCourt

lair

& r

Muhammad Ghazanfar AH
Advocates, High/Court'

Dated: /10/2024

Affidavit

1, Saeedullah, 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.

Deponent

t
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t TajVRFR PAICHTUNKHWA SBIVICETRIBIJNALPESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 821/2020

BEFORE: MRS.RASHIDABANO 
■ MISS FAREEHA PAUL

W*'** i*.'

... MEMBERCJ) 
MEMBER CE)

Imran, Sepoy OPS-07) Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.

/

I! -I t —t•i-‘ .n. •:
a

{Appellant)

VF.RSIJS

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

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

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

....' {Respondents)
1

Mr. Khalid Rehman 
Advocate For appellant ' /

. i

Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand 
Additional Advocate General ^or respond'ents

. ij! :• I

1

Date oflnstitUUon 
Date of Hearing... 
Date ofDecision...

.02U2.2020
18.07.2023
18.07.2023

JUDGEMENT
t

V

RASHIDA BANO. member fJl; The instant service appeal has been “ 

• instituted under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Trihunal,

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 r 

aside, the impugned order the impugned Anal appellate- 

'Order dated 03.11.2020 the' appellants may be reinstate into 

service with effect' from 20.03.2008 with all^ack beneilts. .V

k

I

',

V. •-1k*
r-

I

' 2. Tlirough this single Judgment we intend to ^l^pose of instant service. 
/-\ -( L appeal as well as connected (i) Service Appeal No.-822/2020 titled “Asghar

»t

J ;,4:;
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• O* •
I

I
ft>

...*-
through Chief, S^retaiy and ’ • . 

■ •■ \a *•-■ • •

others” (ii) Service Appeal ?yo. 823/2020 titled‘‘UrnwAyub Vs. Government
r I ■

ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief-Secretary ;Md others” (iii) Service 

Appeal No. 824/2020 titled “Ghulam Younas Vs.) Government^ of J^yber, 

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”^ijiv) Service Appeal No.- 

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

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

“Abdullah Vs. GovernmentofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through .Chief Secretary 

and others” (vi) Service Appeal No. 827/2020 titled'‘..‘Shams UrRehman Vs. 

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief-Secretary and,others”

(vii) Service Appeal No. 828/2020.;tilled “Imran UUah Vs. Government'of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa throu^. Chief Secretary an^ -.oihers” (yiii) Service 

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled “Faiz Ullah Vs. •Government i of iKhyber • 

:P'akhtunkhwa through Chief.Secretary and otiierB''|'(ix):Seryice'Appeai No. 

830/2020 titled “Imran Vs. Govemrhent of Khybef-Takhtuixkbwa through 

Chief Secretary.and others" (x) Service Appeh'l. No. ]831/2020 titled‘‘“Sahed 

.Ullah Vs..Govemment ofKhyber.Pakhtunkhwa throtigh Chieif Secret^'land 

others" (xi) Service Appeal No. 832/2020’'tiiltd' “Najeeb' Ullah'Vs. 

'Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chiei'Secretary and others"

(xii) Service Appeal No. 833/2020'^.titled “Mozaiijin Vs. Govemriient . txC 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and qther's’,’(xiii) Service . 

Appeal. No. 834/2020 titled “Rooh U1 Amin Vs. Government ofKhyber .

Vs. Government of Khyber Pal^tuokhwa
I

I

?.

S

•n.,

i
«?-■

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others” (xiv) Service Appeal No.
I

. ... I n • I I . . -
1417/2020 titled ‘-‘Syed Habib Jan Vs. Government 6f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

'vi-, .
as in these appe^s common

1
I

through Chief Secretary and others” 

question of law and &cts are involved.
/ «t: *

It •i:j
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1,

.f

Brief facts of the case, as given in the memor^dum ofi appeal are. ithat the 

appellants were appointe^l in the respondent Department, .puring-.service they 

performed duties upto the entire satisfaction of thei. superiors.'.Vifle order dated

3.

Iv
20.03.2008. they were awarded major penalty of d^smiss^l from setyice. against 

they filed departmental appeal followed byt service appeai;,which were- 

disposed of jointly through consolidated judgment ■ dated ;^11.05.20is'^:rr^e 

respondents, being dissatisfied from the judgment,'- '^ssaiied.lhe same before the 

Hon'bic Apex Court by way filing of CPLAs which c^me up .for firial^adjudicaUoo .

dApextourtupheld thejudgmentjofTriburi^dated ll.05.2015 

by directing foe respondents to hold an inquiry :^ per law'-TTie respondents

which'

{
J

■ on20.05.2015 an

j

reinstated-the appellants into service vide order dated 08.12.2015.,Another order

reihstatement.order of
4

I

was-issued on ll-.i2.2015 whereby.it was held:thaji the

foe appellMts is only for the purpose of conducting of rinquiiy. and; till, the 

: finalization of the inquiry none of them 'will bd enticed forany finaricialbenefits*

«

1
constituted 'who ' ponducted .' the -inquiry''and 

. submitted its findings, after which appellant'alongwiih others were reinstated - 

into

Then"inquiry' committee was

}

service vide order dated 14.06.2016 with imme'diate effect and were kept at 
. the, bottom of seniority list. Feeling aggrieved the appellant filed departmental 

representation on 29.0?.2016 which was not responde<i’Theri be filed service

fosposed of with’ </irecti9n to

n his departmental Representation. R^ondents,

1

l

appeal before Federal Service Tribunal which was

respondents to pass order on 

failed-to comply with the' direction of the Fedlral Service Tribunal, hencC

appellants again filed'service appeal before Federal? Service Tribunal, l^mabad.
-.41 • !

During pendency of foe appeal, respondents dismissed the departrpentai
. i'j, . 1 I

representation of foe appellants, resultantly prvi?e appeals of.fop appellants .

disposed of vide order, dated 20.04:2017,.which again-challenged

to 25 ■ Constitutional ^

I

li’.i1 I

were

■ through fresh appeal by the appellant and bthers iSul^ue

I,

::
K £:

• I* «

t
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1

!•.4
•• » iAmendment ofMay 2018. FATA Was merged wlthkh^ber Pakhtunkh^a'H 

&Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed vide hotifi<^tion dated-12.03:2019^ Vide 

dated 04.12.2019 revision petition was iremWed to- thejudgment
respondents to consider it as departmental appe^'and deemed it afresh after

!•

providing proper opportunity of personal hearihg^Respondent .after:affording 

opportunity to appeUant again turned do^ithe.re^gest of giving, back-benefits . 
vide impu^icd order dated 03-11.2020, hence.the ilst^t service appeal.

■i ■■

/

n

written'who • submittednotice.were put .onRespondents
replies/comments on the appeal. We have heardUhe learned, counsel for the

learned Additional'Advocate General and perused the
. i

file with connected documents in detail. j

3. » $

appellant as well as the *

case
; 4 . ll .r

Learned counsel for the appellant argued appellants,'were, not

accordance with law, rules and policyresppndenis.are violated- 

Constitution of the Islamic Republic of P^st^, ^1973., He
• T ' ' .

that impugned order passed by thp r^pondents is unjust unfair and- ^ ,

the ' .

4.

treated in
4

Article’ 4 of theI

I ■

' contended I
hence not sustainable in the.eyes of lawj He, Artbei; contentjedjVthat 

appellant’s absence from duty, till the date of reinstatement was i^eitller wiUfiil 

nor deliberate rather appellant unlawfully shown absent from.,d,uty,-.h9.. 

therefore, requested for acceptance'of the instant service appeal. ^

5. -Conversely, .learned ^ditional Advocate General- ar^^d:..-ihat_:,the .

appellants have been treated in accordance with rules and policy. He contended
♦ •

appeUant aiongwith .others being members of disciplinedvforce 

’ deliberately absented himse^f from lawful duty and to'that effect the then 

Political Agent issued iJotices to them for joining.Huty bitf in vain'. In.ihe year 

10 the insurgency spread in the district:and the appellant left the law and
. ' . ■ , . : ll , l.i • 1.

// •V'n-ft.sr'

s

' «-
\
I

•V.

I

I -

that the 4

I
I* r

2007-!

•• ■

r \
■.4
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5 I

order at the mercy of miscreants therefore, they were rightly dismissed from
: ■ I,:- .

service. 4 •
•. ;h

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

respondent department and were dismissed form service vide order-dated

20.03.2008. Appellants filed departmental appeal a id then service appeal before

Federal Service Tribunal-which was decided through consoiidated .judgmen.t,
, .... .

1 *

dated 11.05.2015 by holding that:
■ ; . : I ■ - V , ■

"Consequently upon what has been discussed above, we are of the 

considered view that the impugned orders whether, verbal or written, 
are not sustainable in the eyes of law as they are Hh violation of the 

■ dictum laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan. The

therefore, accordingly set aside and 

■resultanily th^ 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'cidedby
' s’.'’ • ^ ’ • • • f •’

the competent authority in accordance with the instruction contained 

■ at Serial No. JS'S. Vol.Il of Civil Establish)nent Code (Estacode. '

2007 Edition), and the dictum of law as-.laid.fiown in judgment'ofthe ̂  ; 

Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, refioriedfls ZOIO^SCMR Jl:"-_
^ . ■- T'- ■ ■

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

Pakistan which was decided on 20.10.2015 by upltolding.judgnient of Federal

Service Tribunal. Respondents as a result of it cpnducted-.inqiiiry aiid reinstated-

appellants in service vide,Order dated 14.06.2016 Butf wiiB immediate effect and 

denied back benefits to them and kept all of them at the bottom'of seniority list. 

Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06.2016,10 departmentallappeal on 

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

' • Service.Tribunai. and during’pendency of that appeal, 'departmental appeal
, • . « • f . r.i “ % 1 • • • , • » • •

dismissed vide order dated 25.0412017, which Was-agdin challenged-;^rough

C , fresh appeal by the appellants but due to 25"^ Cons ■|tutJonai/^en<^meht of May.

• • •

I *

6.

t

.i-

impugned orders are.
■are

''I •

I

s

't

was
'7

I

t

;

. -H'.'’ -s- ^

4 I
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SI

-merged with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Levy and Khasadar Forces-^-. -20l8i EATA-was-

provinciaJised vide notification dated- 12.p3.2019, therefore; through

remanded back 'to the
stood

judgment dated 04.12;2dl9 revision petition vyas

consider it departraejital appeal (.and-decided it afresh-after
«

respondents' to
providing proper opportunity of personal ■ hearing!-I^'spbndent after-affording

' opportunity-ofhearingllo.appellants again hjrned'^own.ih'eirrequest'for giving ■ -
back benefits etc vide impugned order dated 03:ir.|((j20.

p

i

\
I ;
,f. »

\

7. Federal Service Tribunal vide judgment and or^er-dated U.05;2015 has.held - 

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

swal No. 155 vpl.ll of Civil

%

accordance with the- instruction contained, at

Establishment Code (Estac6de,2007 Edition).and dictum of law as Itud down in.
it ■ : V .

as 2010 SCIvR ll.
A

Ijudgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakist^ reported 

. - ■niis order about back' benefits was upheld by.Sup.rerae Court of P^tan vide

order dated 20.10.2015. The representation of the qppeljants for grant of back
' . ■ T i ^

decided by the Political Agentbenefits fiied against order daled 29.04.2016 was

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein factum of .secret inquiry about the-, fact of
• r -.1• • i

f ■ \I - \
appellknt being on gainful business of earning was mentioned. If during secret 

inquiiy it came'intb the knowledge of Political Ag'eni Bajaur that appellant was,-.- . 

earning money and.was;on job during intervening period, t^en he must put it to 

the appellant and provide,opportunity to accept or-to rebut it. So on the.basis of
j. 1 'on'gainful; business during his.dismissalsecret inquiry holding that appellant-was

- I ji I > ■ 1 • I ■; • ■ ‘ '
• period' is not logical .and is'injustice, against the fair trial and inquiry. Mo.reo.ver in.

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

r . tI-I'■V : I

employee, consequent to setting aside bis dismis^/removal fi-om service,'- the .
■ i I M • ■ .

entitlement'of employee to have the-period of bis absence fi-om his service

r

. . f: II. i ;.
treated as on duty is»a statutory consequence of hjs being reinstated on,raerits._

. -I ■

. TTie term reinstatement means to place a person in^his previous position that has
■V\'-

■f

‘ V--

if'-:
J

1.* .
' ji

>
I S



V

t\ •..
r

t iI> r .. j•. t

7 •
. I

when all the appellants were4
already been done in year 2016 in the present case

I . 1 •
' reinstatedlnto.service.

e colleagues of the ,appellant
' ■ ............................... ........... '

were reinstated with retrospective effect by the’•'eipondent vidd order dated 

. 03.07.2013 asa result of judgment ofFederal Setyice Tribunal Islamabad passed 

01.03.2013. Federal Service Tribunal Islamabai^also passed such like nature
■; I I 1 . [ . ; J I I 5 .,'1 i'

order in case of appellants'vide judgment and prdej^ dated 11;05.2015 upheld by — 

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20.10.2015 andi Subsequent order of F^eddirial 

Service Tribunal'Islamabad dated 04.10.20il9. It^iwill not- be .out of place to 

mention here that 92' ofBcials/sepoys were given .back beneDls by the' 

respondeat who were dismissed on the sanie charges, .but present appellantV.'
. ' ’ V • • j

request for back benefits was turned down which||s injusticethe appellant

and. against the principle of justice. Concept of fair trial and equality .demands
•i * ^ V ' * - *

. V «

that when employees having identical and simile jjase-were given ■'back bcriefits

Vf •N'.,-I -

It is also pertin^ntlo mentioa'here th^t spir8.

on

1 .
by the respondent, then present appellants also deserve the same-treatment,-but

* ■»'

respondent did not treat them like other dffi'dals,. v^Wch';is'discriiriinatibn.,.. .

the yppellints'with retrbspecl:ive'effectRespondents are directed, to reinstate

fi'oin the date of dismissal and not with immediate iffect.'
* * *•

; iiii ■ I .

As a sequel to the above discussion> we allow this appeal in accordance
' ' I-*''

with relevant rules and law. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.
. * * I • * J •. . ^

5 * • *'
Pronounced in open court at Peshawar'and^^ven under our hands 'and seal 

. of the Tribunal on this 18f‘'day ofJuiy, 2023.

1 I V. T*.

1

9.

10.
i

■ r- •
. (1/ .I
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-Member (J) •KaileeniuUah•V'-Member (fi)0-:
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‘%ccuiio»-PoUiiu»,Np,22qaO24lllM;‘lnirnHy«jn»(^0ovciTi.inciiv.vi;v;h^^^^^^^ *
*'Uluuijklivvn Uirouah GUiorSc4:miu»y.'.Crvil,SucMUir.ltit-i*c>ilmwaVi ^ 7> '

■ ' "l5^gR ■- ■

1.6”' MiJy- K;ill»n Arytmil KImii. Chnlrmimi Thcutiu)) thiK uinotportl***'

-pclition antl ull |I»u roljowlnu coniiutiod H poiitlonu iiru b«inK %

of flimllnr-.uuiure. Dcluil of (lie.\lccidciJ logciltcr <i» ..al| 

contttcwil.pculiulis, is as under

V \
t.

Uxwution Pciidpn;' 
.Nos. 

TitleS^No.

Rooh LH:Aniin■209/2024
Mozamin210/2024*1-

-21-1/2024 Imran3:
NaititibUlInli212/20244.

5. 213/2024 Abdulkilv.
6. 214/2024 Nowsiiad

215/2024 •7. Immu.UtIuh
216/2024 Sved Habib Jan8.

9. 217/2024 I'aiz Ullali
218/2024 .10. .■\subar
;2J^/2Q24.^ - ' ^I.SKmnN.UriH^inan . J

12: ■221/2024 / AUniar AvuU
222/2024- ■Ghulam''Vo'unos "13. . !•.

14. 4^23/2024 Sutieduiroli • • ~
<•) \

,2. Lcahicd counsel for die pcliiidners presenu Mr. Umair
‘ I

A^nii Additional Advochie General alqn^wiih Mr. Habib Ulluh,-

' Head Clerk for the respondents present.
> •

3. Leurned counsel for-ltie uppellaiu stated.iluu although,.Uic 

pcmioncrs were reinsiaicd in'supvjce.wiih'retrospective'effect but 

the nutinciUion l)U.s a condiiiuii that the issue of back benefits 

would be subject to final decision of CPLA. The judgment is tlius 

not complied within its true spirit'oiul vvlien confronieil with the 

terms of the judgment of die Tribunal, the learned AAG submitted • • 

dial the rcspohdaits would recti (y the .order, within a fortnight, '

\

1

r*

f« '

V-
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■■ J»ctiUan.N.».220/20^ ll'hc GoVtmmcnp^fKJ,
‘ akhiunUnva iliroMKjvaiicf SdCiplui)^, :CJvil Sc^Wriftt-pcilm\wr & oiHo'rs
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