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........... Appellant . © ..........Respondents -
S | CONTENTS - YES |-NO'
‘NO- _
'1. | This petition has beeri presented by: = Advocate Court A
2. | Whether CounseIlAppeIlanllRespondentlDeponent have sngned the requisite documents‘? v
3. | Whether appeal is within time? _ B K
4. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? _ T -y
5. « | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? . v .
.| 6. | Whether affidavit .is appended? N
7. .| Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Qath Commlssmner'? V
8. | Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? =~ RIE
9. | Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnlshed'? V. .
10:~| Whéther annexures are legible? ¥
11. | Whether annexures are attested?
12.- | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? . ' ) -1 v
13. | Whether copy of appeal is delivéred to AG/DAG? e v
14. | Whether Power of. Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by|{
petitioner/appellantrespondents? ’
15._| Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? V
1 16. | Whether appeal contains cuttingfoverwriting? | % .
{ 17. | Whether.list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? : ~N
1 18. | Whethér case relate to-this court? SRR
19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? R N
20. { Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? IR
21.. | Whether addresses of parties given are oomptete'? N
22. { Whether index filed? N
23. | Whether index is correct? V-
» | 24. | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On.
25. | Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along | V-
- |with'c copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On :
26. | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On :
27. | Whether . ~copies of commentsireplyfrejoinder -provided -to opposte party? On
Itis certlﬁed that formalities/documentation as required in the a en fulfilled.
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BEPRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No: | Jo0) /2024
| IN - |

Service Appeal No. 823 /2020
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

Umar Ayub......cooiiiiiin mmcnnnninseesesnnnssceennnnnine e Petitioner
Versus

The Govt. of KPK and others .........cccoeeuvecneeennnnnnnceeeeenenoo. Respondents

[S.NoX || Bl Dcscription of Dp(:ilmfcnts"__| 'Dat¢-| _[Ann__gxure]J -I{a_ esTl||
1. Execution Petition with Affidavit - - o 1-2
‘| Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal . _ ’
2. No. 8§23/2020" - 18.07.2023-. A 3-9
Order in Execution Petition No. S| '
4. | Application of Petitioner ~ ~ .26.09.2024 C 13
Wakalat Nama SR G . - {L(
Through
Advocate, Supreme Court
(BCH 10-5542)
Khaledrahman.advocate(@ mail.com
& . ’ '

- Advocdtes; High Lourt
4-B; Haroon Masion

Dated: ___ /10/2024 Cell # 0345-9337312

-


mailto:Khalcdrahman.advocate@gmail.com

. | . oo

BEIPRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Pétition No._{ 200 /2024 e Paknn e

2 Trikstrnnt

’ | IN o 'I sy N é gé’ 9 s
Service Appeal No. 823 /2020 WAL

(Decided on 18.07.2023) Duted [ Cnlcr- QM
Umar Avub
Sepoy (BPS-07), , _ :
Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar ... .. Petitionexr
Versus
“

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

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

3. The Deputy Commlsswne
Distriét Khar.

- 4, . District Police Officer,. : .
- District Khar.......oooooi esenteeransenreriesrans Respondents™

Execution Petition for directing the Respo-ndents to impleme‘nt"the Judgment
of * this Hon'ble Tribunal . dated . 18. 07 2023 passed in Service Appeal '
N0.823/2020.

" Respectfully Sheweth,

L. That Petitioner had filed Service 'Aopeal- No.823/2020 which was. allowed
by the Hon'ble Tribunal vide Judgment dated 18.07.2023 (Annmex:-A). '

2. That after obtaining. attested copy of the j'ildgment' Petitioner submitted-the
same to the Department through apphcatlon for 1mplernentatlon in

- accordance w1th law Stmllarly, the Reglst:rar of the Tribunal had also
transmitted the copy of the Judgment to.the Respondents for cornpllance
and even at the tlme of announeement of the J udgment the representatlve of |

the Respondents-_ was also: a_vallable, however, the Respondents failed to




: i’ implemented the judgment of the Hon'ble'Tri_bunal' in letter and spirit.

3. That the Pet1t1oner then filed Execution Pet1t1on No. 220/2024 before the .
| Hon'ble Trlbunal for 1rnplementatlon of the Judgment ibid, wh1ch was R

disposed vide order\ dated 16.05.2024,.L(A(mex._-‘B)._ pursuant. to _the

_ coninlit‘ment of the learned AAG'regardmgj-.implenlentation:-of the j_udglhent '

of the' Honble Tribunal within fortnight,” however, inspite -of the

commltment made at the bar'the Respondents even after lapse of about five

months, fa1led to 1mplement the Judgment of- the Hon ble Trlbunal w1th1n |

the stlpulated tlme Petltloner alongw1th other colleagues also* ﬁled an
appllcauon (Annex -C) for 1mplementat.lon of the Judgment ibid, but 1nva1n

which: constralned the Petitioner to f'lle the 1nstant Executlon Petition.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that Execuuon proceedings may kindly be .
: 1n1t1ated agamst the Respondents for non-lmplementatlon of the judgment of the

Hon ble Tnbunal

| - Peti
Through: .-~
. Khaled R
o Ad gcate, Supreme Court
& ,
Muhammiad Ghazgnfar Ali
" Advocates; High Coy,
Dated: ~710/2024 .
Affidavnt

* 1, Umar Ayub, Sepoy (BPS 07), Bajaur Lev1s Bajaur Agency Khar do hereby afﬁrm and
declare on oath that the contents of- thlS Petltton are true and "correct to the best. of my
knowledgé and bellef and nothing has been conce\aled from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

. : .

Deponent




PAK A SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
. +» Service Appeal No. 821/2020
Y _ _ :
‘« ;\\ BEFORE: 'MRS.RASHIDABANO ... MEMBER (J)

(Respondents)
b
Mr. Khalid Rehman '
Advocate . . ' o ~ For appeliant
. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand BRMENAE R :
Additional Advocate General -+ 4oy, . FHorrespondents
Date of InSttution. ... ...o.cveeee... 02:12.2020
Date of Hearing........................ 18.07.2023
Date of Decision...............cu.e... 18.07.2023

. r',

R MISSFAREEHAPAUL ... MEMBER (B)

=I

AN ;
B Hnran, Sepoy (BPS-07) Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.

(Appellant)

Government of l{hyb;r‘ Pakhtunkhwa through Chicf.S'ccrctary, Civil”

Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
‘Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tnbal

Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.
Deputy Commissioner District Khar.

District Police Officer, Khar.

JUDGEMENT

RASHIDA BANO, MEMBER (N): The instant service appeal has been ~

instituted uride_r section 4 of the Khyoer Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,

Act 1974 with the prayer copied as below: o T

\H

13 L
“On acceptance of the instant service appeal, by modifying .
the impugned original order dated 14.06.2016 and setting

order dated 03. 11, 2020 the appellants may be reinstate into !\
service with efl'ect from 20.03.2008 with allrback benefits, .V

‘I
-
-4

Through this single judgment we intend to d,spose of instant service.

Y
peal as well as connected (i) Service Appeal No. 822{2020 titled “Asghar

B

b

aside. the-impugned order the impugned final appellate g “ ' e

4



-~

Vs Goverument of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through -Chief Secretary and’

. I-‘ I . ’ I- 1

others” (i) Semcc Appeal No. 823/2020 titled “Umer Ayub Vs Government

"‘

of Khyber Pakhtun}_ghwa through C.hlef.Seeretary ;a'nd others”: (iii} Service
Appeal No. 824?2020'tit1ed. “Ghulam Younas Vs.! éovernm'ent- of Khybef-
Pakhtunkhwa through C}uef Secretary.and others"J’(w) Semee Appeal No. .
82572020 titled “Noshad Vs. Government of KhybéslPakhmnkhwa through
'Chief Secretary and others" (v) Service Appealll No. 826!2020 Titled,
“Abdullah Vs. Gavernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Ch]ef Secretary

and others” (vi) Servuce Appeal No. 82712020 t:tled “Shams Ur. Rehman Vs

Government of KIhyber Pakhtunkhwa through ChJef Secretary and, others

ws 8

(vii) Service Appeai No. 828}2020 titled “llm'an Ullah Vs Govemment of
Khyber Pakhtunk.hwa through, Chief Secretary au%.l others™ (viii)- Scmce
Appeal No 829!2020 titled “sz Ullah Vs, Gnvernment : of :Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others“sfuc) Serwce Appeal No.
£30/2020 titled “Imran Vs Govemment of I(hybeb‘-Pakhl*uhkhwa through
" Chief Secretary and others™ (x) Service Appehl. No ?831)'2020 titléd “Saked
 Ulizh Vs, Government of "Khyber Pakhmnkhwa Lh'rb{lgh Ch:ef Secretery tind
others” (xi) Service Appeal No. 832;20_20 iGikd’ “Najeeb” Uliah' Vs.

. Government of Khyber Pakhrunkhwa't’hroug‘li Chief Seére:ta'ry ‘and 6thers"

(m) Servlce Appeal No. 833/2020 titled “Mozarmn Vs, Gevernment Of

. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others"(xm) Semce

Appeal No 834!2020 tltled “Rooh Ul Amin Vs. Government of Khyben*

I5 oo

Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary ‘and others” '(xw) Scmce Appeal No.
lﬂ. .o

141772020 titled “Syed Habib Jan Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

a,.. T »

through C_h:_ef_ Secretary and others” as m a]! these appeals comman

Q question-of law and facts are involved.




. . -
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. 4 "- . . : . - - -
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| ¥ : _ - e :- ot

T 3. Brief facts of the case, as given in the memorajndum of appeal are, that the .
appellants were .appointed in the respoudent Dep{rtmenr JPuring: serv:ce they

. -3
performed duties upto the entire san_sfaeuon pf thenlr, supenors: Vide Order dated
' |

20.03.2008, they were awarded major penalty of diar'nissal from service against=

ceee
N

which they ﬁled departmental appeal t‘ollowed byt servlce appeal whlch wcre .
disposed of Jomtly through consolidated Judgment dated 11.05. 201‘5 The "
respondents being dissatisfied from the Judgment* assalled the same before the ,
l-lon‘ble Apex Court by way ﬁhng of CPLAs which came up for final’ adjudleatmn

on 20 05:2015 and ApexCourt upheld the_]udgmentpt‘Tnbunal dated 11 05 2015 -

L : by - d:reeung Lhe respondents to hold an inquiry: als ‘per law 'I‘he respondents

reinstated the appellants mto service vide order dated 08. 12 2015 Another order

was issued on ll 12. 2015 whereby it was held. thar the reinstatement. order of
the appellants is. only for the purposs of condufnng .of . mquuy and: till. the

ﬁnalizatlon-of‘ the mqmry none of them will’ be entmled for-any’ finnnclal'benefits. .

 * " Then inquiry : committee was. consututcd ‘who' ponducted the mquu-y and

# : submnted its findings, after whlch appellant alongwith others’ were temstated

’.‘- * - .

. into service vide order dated 14.06.2016 with lmmednate e‘ﬁ‘ect and were kepl at 3

t

_the bottom of semonty list. Feeling aggneveé the éppellant filed’ departmental

e represcntanon on 29. 07 2016 whlch was not respondecL Then he ﬁled service
appeal before Federal Service Tribunal which'was dlsposed of with dlreetlon to
respondents to pass order on. his departmental representanou ReSpondents

falled -to comply wuh the direction of the Federal Semce Tribunal, "hence

appellants again filed ‘service appeal before Federa}lESeﬁncc Tnbunal Islamabad
N tl N
During pendency of the appcal, respondents 1sm:ssed the departmental
m et B .il.l | P R YT
. representanon of the appellants, resultantly service appeals of the appellams
: )
I R TR P :.-

_ . .
were dnsposed ef wde order dated 20.04, 2017 wluch was again challenged

..
E S

*.through fresh appeal by the appellant and others lgut due to 25"‘_Consnrutaonal
. 'Aﬁbﬁrﬁg,}.‘m:l-‘_“: - |~ -

- .. ’ ez oA




: ._ i : ke T
4‘ .v !.‘__., ’ .o P

Amendment of May 2018, FATA was merged with kllyber Pakhtunkhwa and Levy

-& Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed v1de not:ﬁc‘atmn dated 12 03 2019 ‘Vide

judgment dated 04.12.2019 revision. peunon was’ reménded Back‘ to. the’
f

rcSpondcnts to consider |t as departmental appealland ‘déemed 1t afresh aﬁer
provudmg proper opportumty of personal heanngl\Rc:.pondent after affordmg
opportunity to appellant agam turned dowmthc reqeest of gwmg back beneﬁts

wde impugned order dated 03.1 1. 2020 hence the n;stant service appeal.
: .
‘3.7 Respondents  were put on. notibe, | who E submi_tled written

AN
\

‘ "
rephesicormnents on the appeal- We have heardi the lcarned counsel for the.

s

appellant as well as the learned Additional Advocnte General and per:used the-'

. case file with c_onnected ducuments m detall.

[pp——

ll N ¢ e 1} .\.

4. Leamed counsel for the appellant argued ghat the ap{pellants ‘were; not
treated in accordance wuh law, rules and pohcy énd rCSpondems are violated
" Article 4 of thc Consntuuon of the Islarmc Rephxblzc of Pak:stan, 1973 .He

'contended that impugned-o_rder- pass_ed by the res_pondents is I.ln_]llst, unfair and
. LN ‘. LI . 1 “« - R

S

hence’ not ‘sustainable in the -eyes of‘ taw, He. i{urtpeq contended; that the

>

appellam s absence from duty ull the date of rengtatement was qelthcr wnllﬁx]
-t 'l -
nor deliberate rather appellant was unlawfully shown ahsent from duty,ﬁhﬁ,.“ .

HE A

therefore, requested for acceptance of the; mstant scmce appeal

1

_,5._ Convérsely, lenmed Addmonal Advoeatel]l General argued that theb
. ‘h .

appellant.s have been treated in accordance with rules and policy. fHe contended

‘that . the appellant alongw:th others being members of d:sc:plmed force,

>

deluberacely absented h;mself from lawful duty ssmt:l to. that' effect the lhen‘

v
Polmcal Agent issued’ rJothes to them for _;ommg duty bt m vam ln the year

' e
: 2007 10 the’ msurgency spread in the drslnct and the appellant left the law and.

II . R o Tiaes T

L4

'




dated 11.05.2015 by holding that:

!
s ;....7

order at the mercy of ‘miscreants therefore, Lhey'werc rightly dismissed from

service. L i’ o T

v [ .
6. Perusal of record reveals that appcllantsrwerc appomted as- Sepoy in

i ‘ . 4 -"'

respondent department and were dismissed form service vide order datcd'
i

20.03.2008. Appell.ants' filed departmental appca] apd then service appé'a! before
toe - ’ oLt .

Federal Service Tribunal which was decided thn‘mgh consolidatgd judgmen't

[3

1

i
“Conseguently upon what has bees -discusse?:’ above, we are aof the ~
considered view that the fmpx:tgned orders y.{hl?ther verbal or written,’
af'e‘ not sustainable in the eyes of law as t}n;f? are in violation of the
" dictum laid down by the Hon'ble .S‘Qpreme t‘ow—t of Pakistan. The -
impugned orders are, therefore, accordmgfy ser as:de and
-resultantly the instant appeals are accep:ed and appe!!am.s are .« <
't ordered to be reinsiated into service ﬁomkrhe date’ of impugned
orders. .However, the question of uack benef' ’s shall be decided by
the competent authority in accordance wuh rhe instruction comamed
at Serial No. 155, VolIl of Civil Es:abhs}q_tneru Code (E'.s!acod.e,
2007 Ed:'n'o:;) and the dictum of law as-fa:'t:‘-c%own in judgment of the -
Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, rae;:;'n:)r'af:dJ as 20! 0SCMR 11.”

l.

Respondents- chailenged said order in CPLA before august Supreme Court of

Pakistan which was decided on 20.10. 2015 by upholdmg judgment of Federal

Service Tnbuna.l Respondents as a result of it conﬂuctcd inquiry apd remstatcd

appellants in service vide order dated 14.06.2016 'B'ut‘ witth unmednéte effect and

bl HE

dcmed back benefits to them and kept all of thcm &til the bottom of semonty list.

@l
\

- Appellants challengcd said order dated 14.06.2016 in dcpartmcmal appcal on~

29.07.2016 which was not responded. So they ﬁlcd service appeal ‘:o 'Federal

Service Tnbunal and during pendency of Lhat appeal departrnemal appca] was
dismissed vide order dated 25.04.2017, which |.as- agdin challcnged- through

s fresh appeal by the appcllants but due to 25% Cons ltuuonal A.mencfmcnt of May




) , 2018, FATA was. merged wnh Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levy and Khaaadar Forces

stood provmcmhsed vide nouﬁcatlon dated 12 03 2019, therefore through-

judgment dated 04. 12.2019 revision petmon was remanded back to the

-
-

: RR
respondenls to consider it departrnental appeal;,and decided ‘it afresh after

providing proper Opportumty of personal heanng’ Respondent after' affording .

$
1]

i
opportunity ofhearing to appellams agam mrned own their request 'for giving
020 G

back benefits elc vide unpugned order dated 03 I l
- ‘|

¢ 7. Federal Service Tnbunal v:dejudgment and order dated 11 .03, 2015 has held
about the baclc benefits that it.shall be decided by the competent authonry in

accordance w:th the instruction contamed at sanal No 155 vpl.11 of ClVll

. # l

Estabhshment Code (Estacode 2007 Edmon) and dxctum of law as lmd down m »

’ ‘\ ]udg,ment of t.he Hon ble Supreme Court ofPalusta’n reported as 2010 SCMR/I] 2 :'

This order about back benefits was upheld by Supreme Court of Paklstan vnde ‘

3
.3

o order dated 20.10. 2015 The representanon of thz appellants for grant of back ’
ec:ded by tbc Pohucal Agent

< - R I <
. Bajaur on 24 02 2017 wherem faclum of secret mqu:ry about the fact of
' B I ' s

appellant belng an gamfui busmess of ea:mng was mentloned If dunng secret

’benehts filed: agamst order dated 29 04 2016 was

1nqu|ry it came into the knowledge of Pullthﬂl Agent Bajaur that appellant was -

earnmg money and was on ]Db durmg mtervenmg penod tﬁen he must put xt to

......

l
secret mqmry holdmg that appellant was on gamﬁll business dunng hls dismissal
) i § 134 ! ..
penod is not logxcal and is mjusnce agamst the fau-ltnal and i mqulry Moreovcr in-

- accordancc wnth verdicts of Supenor Court and FR54 remstatemcnt of an

) employee consequent ‘to setting asuie hlS dlsmlssal/removal ﬂ‘om servnce, the

-

. : ! .
enuﬂement of employee to have the penod ol “l’ns absenee from hxs serv:ce ;-
H R ] . . |l te Vil
. treated as on duty isa statutory consequence of h;s bemg remstaled on ments
‘ l. o al
lace a person m’ghls prewous posmon that has’

.-The terr_n_ remstatement means to




- reinstated into service. . ,

. 03 07.2013 as-a resu]t of_ludgment ofFederal Sernce Tnbunal Islamabad passed

A '

‘ I ‘ ¢ +

.already been done in year,2b16 in the present case when all the appellants were
Lol e ‘ gt : .

I ‘II '_‘ P | ‘.b .t [ .' :- .

8. Itis also pertin_é:nt.tb'.mention_'here thgt spme ‘collgagues of :tl\lé_',:z’igﬁéliént\

were reinstated with rethpective.eﬂ‘ect by 'the-’ -‘respondent vide' Erdei- dated

LA
o

‘II.E:II.':_ ] it

on Ol 03 2013. Federal Service Tnbunal Islarnabad{ also passed sueh like nature
order in case of appellmjlts wdejudgment and ord

ej- dated 11:05.2015 upheld by .

Supreme Court of Paklstan on 20 10. 2015 and; bubsequent ‘order of Federal

“an

© Service Tnbunal Islamahad dated 04 10. 20119 Itfw:ll not ‘be out of place to

il
mennon here that 92'- ofhclals/sepoys were gwen back. benefits by Tthe

respondent who were dismissed on the same chargcs Jbut present appellant 5

' requcst for back. beneﬁts was turned down whtch 'm' ustxce w:th the aj pcjlant
1}-“' 0] 'P

and. agamst the pnncnple of j Justlce Concept of. fau‘ tnal and equalny demands
that when employees havmg 1denncal and, sumiar base'were given ‘back benefits
by the respondent, then present appcllants also de§t:rve the same treatment;-but

respondeut did not treat them like other dﬂiciats, v\?hfch 1s dlscnrmnanon

’Respondents are durected to remstate the dppeulsmts w1th retrospectlve eﬂ"ect '

L | .
]»... e.-.

from the date- of dlsmissal and not with. m\nedlate gﬁ’eet
t .
;._.u ls 0, v, HH .

9. Asa se_quel to the above discussion, we allov_v rhisg aﬁpeal in accordance

‘s

wﬂh relevant ru]es and law. Costs shall follew tbe event Cons;gn
. : ;‘

10.- Pranounced in apen court at Peshawar and lg.-ven under our hand.s‘ and seal
of the- Thbuna! on this 18" day of July, 2023~ . t i v .

f!, ¢ l{.l& WRRE el
L (RASHIDA BANQ) ; ,

Member (J) “Knlccnu.lllnh

|
[
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Exeayuwn-Petition No,2207202+4 titted *Imran V. The Cxov«.mm:ut wlRhyhar
Akhewitklna “lmuthI{Iﬂf Seerutary; Civil.Socratur]pt’ I"Lulmwan & iy’ uml

. &' cantieutod petltions
. :M(V ﬂ
"Qfm \-/O. -

f g Miy. 2424 K; [ i Slzlm:! K l.ll.lll Chuirmuag Thoough sz single anter this

petition and -all the follewlip cannedied 14 putitiony ars bcml, .

[ TN

decided together as afl ara al’ gunilar knulun.r. Detail c:f'll-llc .

Sonnected petitions, is as under: ' : )

S\WNo. | Exccution Petition | Tile
Nos. ' '
1. [209/72024 Roch ULAmin -1
2 (21072074 Mozamin ' '
3 {211/2024 lmran
4. 131212024 Nujeib Ullah
5. 21372024 Abdullih
G | 21472024 Nowshad
7. 1215/2024 linran Ultak
8. 1216/2024 | Syed Habib Jan
9. 2112024 Faiz Ullah
10, | 2182024 Asghar
L1~ 1209/2024= t Shinna Uf-Rehman_ LT
12 #224/2024 BmarAyaly . "V~ oo e
3. 22272023 ‘Ghulam-Younas __ -] © - 77
14. |223/2024 . Saeedullali .

\-

Learned counsel foi the petitioners present. Mr. Unwir

e L

Azam; Additional Advoeate General alongwith M}. Habib Ullah,

- Head Clerk for the respondents present. ‘ T T

3. Leurned counsel for the appellant siated thi uIU1p;:gI1..L}|c
petitioners were reinstated i service wﬂh-(‘clmspcclil\'c cfﬁ:cl but
‘e notification has a conditun that the issue of back berefits

" would be subject to finul decision of CPLA. The judgment is thus PR
not complied within its true spirit and when con_ﬁ'omcsl with the

lerms of the judgment of the Tribunal, the learncd AAG submitied™ )

that the rﬁpuhdems would rccufy the order, within o fonmghl. /
Z3
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