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The implementation petition submitted today by 

Mr. Khaled Rehman Advocate. 11 is fixed for

16,10.20241

implementation report before Single Bench at Peshawar 

on 24.10.2024. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has 

noted the next date. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for 

the petitioner.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST ^

u ' ^
Versus <&» \y

T
Appellant Respondents

s CONTENTS YES NO
NO
1. This petition has been presented by: "7Advocate • Court
2. Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Depohent have signed the requisite documents? 1
3. Whether appeal is within time? W
4. Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
1

5. 1
6. Whether affidavit is appended? . V
7. Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? V
8. Whether appeal/annexures are property paged? V
9. Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished? 1
10. Whether annexures are legible?
11. Whether annexures are attested?
12. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?
13. Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? 1
14. Whether Power of Attorney of-^the Counsel engaged is attested and signed by

petitioner/appellant/respondents? - '
1

15. Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? 7
16. Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? X

17. Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?
18. Whether case relate to this court? '
19. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? V
20. Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? 7

'21. Whether addresses of parties giveh are complete? ' 7
22. Whether index filed? 7
23. Whether index is correct? 7
24. Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On
25. Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa 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 to opposite party? On

7

26.
27.

it is certified that formalities/documentation as re
Name:-

ehave^' lied.

Signature:-__________ _______
Dated:- — 2;-V
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E^ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No._f^7__/2024
IN

Service Appeal No. 829 /2020 
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

I

I

I
I

Faizullab Petitioner

Versus
The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX

Tr~i2 &
I. Execution Petition with Affidavit 1-2

Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal
No. 829/20202. 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
5. Wakalat Nama lU-

Petitioner
Through

Khaled Rahihan
Advocate, Supreme Court 
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahinan.advocntc@emiiil.com

7& (

Muhammad Ghazamar Ali 
Advocates, High Court/
4-B, Haroon Mansion *
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar 
Off: Tel; 091-2592458 
Cell #0345-9337312Dated: /10/2024

mailto:Khaledrahinan.advocntc@emiiil.com
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^'ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. .LZoJ-
IN

Service Appeal No. 829 /2020 
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

/2024

■>.1613/*>iary

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

Versus

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

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................

Execution Petition for directing the Respondents to implement the Judgment 

of this Hon'ble Tribunal dated 18.07.2023 passed in Service Appeal 
No.829/2020.-

Respectfully, Sheweth,

1. That Petitioner had filed Service Appeal No.829/2020 which was allowed 

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

2. 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 

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

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

3. 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 (-4n«ex:-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 . jiid^ent of the Hon'ble Tribunal within 

the stipulated, time. Petitioner albngwith other colleagues, also filed 

application (Ahnex\-C) for implementation of the judgment ibid, but invain, 

which constrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition.

an

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

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

Hon’ble Tribunal. I, . S

Petitiofier
Through •

\ f
Khaled-^R: an

'. ' / '* V 'Advocate, Supreme Court
&

I

Muhammad (^azanfar AH
Advocates, High Court

Dated; /10/2024

Affidavit

I, Faizullah, Sepoy (BPS-07.), Bajaur Levis, Bajaur.Agency'Khar, do hereby affirm-and 

declare on oath- thait 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.

■V

r , t

Deponent
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4 • . ' KHVBERPAKHItJNKHWA SERVICETRIBUNALPESH^WAR*

. ServiceAppeal No. 82^2020

BEFCa^E: ' MRS.RASHIDABANO ... MEMBER (J)
MISSFAEEEHAPAUL ... MEMBER (E)

^ ^■a ■ ^
'■.‘i Btiran, Sepoy ^PS-07) Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.

iT.
A

t, 1 4*. ‘I!I
I

-i-
t u . # .

{Appellant)
♦

VERSUSV
>14

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. DeputyCpmmissionerDistrictKhar.
4. restrict Police Officer, Khar.

(Respondents), • ^
1

-* Mr. Khalid Rehraan 
Advocate

4^ , f“.' ■■ For'appeilant4* ■%
. j« k

.v*.;. Mr. FazaJ Shah Mohmand 
Additional Advocate General

: ; •• j.
For respondents• s t, I

4 ■ *li! :• i
• ■^ *..

Date of Institution.......
Date ofHearingi.........

. Date of Decision...........

....... '..02‘.J2.2020

........ 18.07.2023
....... 18:07.2023

••r e*
V•v

. \
^ *

C
• •T

4^JUDGEMENT¥

'V4,

'k*

RASHIDA BANO, MEMBER (J); Ihe inslant service appeal b^-been 

instituted under section 4 of-the Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,

. Act 1974 with the prayer, copied as below:

“On'acceptance of therinstant service appeal, by modifying
the impugned-original order dated 14.06.2016 and setting .
»' ■ •* . ..

H' aside, the-impugned order'the impugnee^ fmai appellate 

^<prder dated 03.11.2020 the appellants may be reinstate into 

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

2. -nirough this single judgment we intend to jljspose of instant service.
1 P

appeal as well as connected (i) Seivice Appeal No. 822/2020 titled “.^^ar.

» •' t* -•#>
t

k
*■

i V

tI

* * y

.sTTl^'pTTDn
5^

-'I »•••i**.tV
f

«/«»
t
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Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and ' '

others” (ii) Service Appeal No. 823/2020 titled |“ym^Ayub Vs. Government

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary .Md others” (iii) Service

Appeal No. 824/2020 titled “Ghulam Younas Vs.5 Government of Khyber
; ! V ■ I - . .

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others" '(iv) Service Appeal No. 

825/2020 tilled “Noshad Vs. Government of Khybif Pakhtunkhwa' through 

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

“Abdullah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary 

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

Government ofKhyber Paklttunkhwa through Chief Secretary and,others” - 

(vii) Service Appeal No. 828/2020 titled “Imran UUah Vs. Governmenf of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary ’an|i others” (viii) iSerWce
, ' ’ * * _ •

Appeal No. 829/2020 titled ‘Taiz Ullah Vs.' Government • of iKhyber
A

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others” .'(ix).Service-Appeal-No.

830/2020 titled “Imran Vs. Government of Khybef’Paiditfuixkhwa through
• * ».

Chief Secretary and others” (x) Service Appeh'l No. :831/2020 titled-“SaBed" 

UUah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa thVbCjgh Chief Secretkry'dnd 

others" (xi) Service Appeal No. 832/2026 'tiiltd' ‘'Najeeb Ulkh' Vs. 

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”

(xii) Service Appeal No. 833/2020 titled “Mozanjin Vs. Government , of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”(xiii) Service .
. - I . • • •

Appeal No. 834/2020 titled ‘Rooh U1 Amin Vs. Goverrunent of Khybc-r

•9

4^

1r n
Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others” (xiv) Service Appeal No.

■ IV.
1417/2020 titled “Syed Habib Jan Vs. Government bfKhyber Pakhtunkhwa

r

y1

through Chief Secretary and others” as in all these appeals common
*

V

question oflaw and facts are involved.

4

«
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f
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Brief facts of the case, as given in the memor^dum of appeal are, .that the3.
>• •r

appellants were appointed in the respondent Department. .Puringjservice they .

performed duties upto the entire satisfaction of their, superiors; Vi;ie order dated
^ service, against20.03.2008, they were awarded major,penal^ of t^simss^l from sei 

which they filed departmental appeal followed byjservice appeal, which 

disposed of Jointly through consolidated judgment dated II.05.2015.,TTie

were •'

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

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

d'Apex Court upheld the judgment of Tribun^ dated 11.05.2015
I

by directing the respondents to hold an inquuy^^ per law. The respondents

. Another order

on 20.05.2015 an• »

i
reinstated the appellants into service vide order dated 08.12.2015

f .

was issued on 11.12.2015 whereby it was held ithaii the reihstatement order of

purpose of conducting of,inquiry and' till the 

finalization 'of the inquiry none of them will bd entifred for any financial benefits^ •

constituted -wHo • ^‘onducted ’ the inquiry ’and

the- appellants is only for the

Then inquiry committee was 

. submitted its findings, after which appellant‘aloh^ith others were reflated ^ 

into service vide order dated 14.06.2016 with immejaiate etfect and werelcdpt^at" ^

the bottom of seniority list. Feeling aggrieveti thd ^pp^ant filed' departmental

representation on 29.07.2016 which was not responded. Then he filed service
^sposed of with' (direction to1,

. appeal before Federal Service Tribunal which was
I :- t ^ -

• respondents to pass order on his departmental fepres'entatioo. Respondents 

comply with the direction of the Fed&al Service Tribunal, hence

I.

failed - to
• I • ii. . . ‘I . ; . .. -'i •'

appellants again filed'service appeal before.Fedefal-Senrice Tribunal, Islamabad.
I' .

During pendency of the appeal, respondents dismissed the departmental

•I>

T?- 'I I*r

.1 11 • 1. ‘I :i II ,

representation of the appellants, resultanlly service appeals of the appellants^
; 1 : : '''

were disposed of vide' order dated 20.04.2017, which was again challenged
i- '’ ■ ' lb ' :

through fresh appeal by the appellant and others butriue to 25 Constitutional

V1

f

r

I ur



V

4>

ft'

• I
{
i-4

S' >
IAmendment ofMay2018,FATAwas merged withIclijiberPakhtunkhwi'imdLe^- 

&Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed vide notification

dated’ 04.12.2019 revision petition was reminded ta«^' lo

3

k dated 12.03.20li>V.‘Vide -
- r s*

judgment
respondents to consider it as departmental appe^'and deiemed it afrfesh after. 

'providing proper opportunity of personal hearihg^cspondent .after:affordmg

{■ ‘ \I . *,

appeUant again turned dowmlhCtrequest of.givins:back benefits'opportunity to
■ vide impugned order dated 03.11.2020, hence the iiistant service appeal.

<*
writtenwho •• submittedjiotice.Respondents were put on

repUes/(:oiTiments on the appeal. We have heard^the learned counsel for the 

the learned Additional Advocate General and perused, t^. 

file with connected documents in detail.

3. s

i

appellant as well as
t

case
i

I '• *-
4 j| 4 . . •

ellants were, not

I ,

■ Learned counsel for the appellant 'argued ^^t the ap^ 

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

4.- : •I

■ yyucle 4 of the Constitution.-of the’Islamic Republip of P^stipi, •^L97-3..H6
.' y * * '

' '^contended that impugned order passed unfair and

hence not sustainable in, the. eyes of l_aw^ He. j^rlhei; conten^edj-that the 

appellant’s absence from duty till the date of reipijtatement was r^either.willfiil 

nor deliberate rather appellant was unlawfully shown absent.from.duty,-.he. •

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

- '5 ’ .Conversely, learned' Adchtional’’Advocate General- argued that, the
' '' ■' ■■

appellants have been treated in accordancrwith ru|es and policy. He contended
• • . ^

that, the appellant alongwith others being m^b.ers of disciplined force
;; .iji' ' ‘

deliberately absented himself from lawful duty and to: that effect the then
• • - - ^ • i. ‘ •. '■ ,

Political Agent issued‘rtdtices to them for.joining .duty but in vain'. In; the year 

2007-10 the insurgency spread in the district and 'the appellant left the law and

t ‘ ' * *

;

1
I

:
i
I:

i>
- I

|.
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ft \

• .■
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I . I < ' *order at the mercy of niiscreants therefore, they were ri^tly dismissed from

tservice. 1

h
lI ( »

. Perusal of record reveals that appellants were appointed as-Sepoy in6.
i *.( I

respondent department and were dismissed form service vide order-dated
k

i- !

20.03.2008. Appellants filed departmental appeal and then serv'ice appeal before 

Federal Service Tiibunal which was decided through consolidated Judgment 

dated 11.05.2015 by holding that:
i' t

t
f

i
L

“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 in violation of the
dictum laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan. The

•%
impugned orders are. therefore, accordingly set aside and

t■

■resuliantly thq instant appeals are accepted and appellants are 
. &

ordered to be reinstated into service from^the date' of impugned 

orders. However, the question of back benefits shall be decided by '
. f •' I ■

the competent authority in accordance with the instruction contained 

at Serial No. JS'S, Vol.ll of Civil Establislihierit Code (Estocode,
2007 Edition), and the dictum of law as.laidi^wn in judgment of the ■ 

Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, rejjoriedas 2010^SCM^ U- .
r *

Respondents challenged said order in CFIA before august Supreme Court of

Pakistan which was decided on 20.10.2015 by upholding Judgment of Federal
• ‘‘'re ' ■

Service Tribunal. Respondents as a result of it CQp^ucted-.inquiry apd reinstated 

appell^ts in service vide order dated 14.06.2016 l^ut! with immediate effect and 

denied back benefits to them and kept all of them at the bottom of seniority list.
i' ' ^ ■1 ' '

Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06.2016 in departmental appeal on 

29.07.2016 which was not responded. So they filed seridee hppeal to Federal

• 4

4 «
Service Tribunal and during pendency of that appeal, departmental appeal was

as- agdin challenged- through
V

,1dismissed vide order dated 25.04.2017, which 

^ , fresh appeal by the appellants but due to
■ ,1, , .

25‘*ConstitutJOnali^endmerU of May.

I
V

H’-'s-

1
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2018, FATA was merged with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Levy and Khasadar Forces 

stood provincialised vide notification dated 12.03.2019, therefore, throughI

judgment dated 04.12.2019 revision petition was remanded back to the
• .i, ' ' . • • ^:

respondents to consider it departmental appeal {.and decided it afresh—after
:

providing proper opportunity of personal hearing,- Respondent after' affording 

opportunity of hearing ifo appellants again turned '(own, their request for ^ving 

back benefits etc vide unpugned order dated 03.11'. t020.
t

; 3

r'. •

1
7. .Federal Service Tribunal vide judgment and or^er dated 11.05.2015 has,held

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

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

Establishment Code (Estacode 2007 Edition) .and dictum of law as laid down in

judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Pakiktm reported as 2610 SCMR 11.-^

This order about back benefits was upheld by Supreme Court of Pakistan vide
t ' * * * 'order dated 20.10.2015. The representation of th^ appellants for grant of back

11 .^1
benefits filed against order dated 29.04.2016 was decided by the Political Agent

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein factum of secret inquiry about the fact of
• f ' '

appellant being on gmnful business of earning was mentioned. If during secret
i'" ' 'inquiry it came into the knowledge of Political Agent Bajaur that appellant was - 

earning money and was on job during intervening period, t^ien he must put it to
I 11 j- . . • . I;. .....

the appellant and provide opportunity to accept or to rebut it. So on the basis of>
: 'll

secret inquiry holding that appellant was on gainful'business during his .dismissal
. I ji * ‘ 1 • * . . I

period* is noi logical and is injustice, against tiie fair trial and inquiry. Moreover in
. :• s

fj;
accordance with verdicts of Superior Court and FR54, reinstatement of an

f• . f .
employee, consequent to setting aside his dismis^/reraoyal from service, the

■ ' 'i ‘ . .
endllement of employee to have the period of his absence from his service

: . i . • ^ .
treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of hjs being reinstated on merits.

■ -''

. The term reinstatement means to place a person imhis previous position that has

. •«J I

15 , I

r
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V ,• already been dooe-in year 2016 in the present case when all the appellants were
• * ' t . \ j

• X.**

• reinstated into.service..
t, I

e colleagues of the' app^ifant

were reinstated with.retrospective .effect by the’: :eipondent vide!;order tfated-
' ■ • ■ ’ ■ 

of judgment of Federal Seiy|ce Tribunal Islamabad passed

on 01.03.2013. Federal Service Tribunal Islamabad.-,also passed such like nature
•: I .J 1 .. I : I

order in case of appellants vide Judgment and ordej-dated 11.05.20IS upheld by
. . * • . ir

Supreme Court* of Pakistan on 20?.10.2015 andsSubsequent order-of Federal
1 f '

Service Tribunal Islamabad dated-04.10.20i)9. Itfiwill: not be out-.of place to 

mention here that 92 'ofQcials/sepoys were given back beneilis by the

I Ii \
*

It is also pertin^nt.tb;mention.here thqt'spn8.
I

i- •
. 03.07.2013 as-a result

I
j

I » ; • t

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

' request for back benefits was turned down whi^fis injustice'with'the appeJlanffI
and. against the principle of Justice. Concept of fair trial and. equality .demands .

that when employees having identical and simil^. (jase/were given Jback beriefits

by, the respondent, then present appellants.also deSfcive'the same treatm'ent^-but

respondent did not treat them like other, 'dffici^s,; \\Wch‘jis”. discrimination.

Respondents’are directed, to reinstate the dppeuints'with. retrospectWe'effect -

fi-om the date of dismissal, and not with immcdiate.effect.'
■

- i'l •' •

As a sequel to the above discussion, we'ailow«this appeal in.accordance
I -v-.; . ■■

with relevant rules and law. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.
■ .' ■ . ' ' ' F ^ ■

' * ^
Pronowxced in operi court at Peshawar'and'^veri under, our hands arid-seal

■ ofthe Tribunal on this 18"'day of Jufy/202 '3. • .

r
U

V

9-

I u -
•*/ t-
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a
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10.
‘• >
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a I ♦

CFAR
Member (fij ‘

RAUL*
Menibisr (J) •noieenuiitati
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•^^ccuUiiiiPoUUuij Np,:2in024lltl(^."lmfP« Vs. Thfgovcmmcuuof’.Vvhyher . 
'UliiuiiJsItvva ihrouatj GliioPSwimiury,'.Crvil,S«crcUii'.l;ili*,«i|lmwttVi (UltQhi"'iu'«J r

14'pniinctita^ ITcililUHi) '' /p
I(>"'Miiy-2024 Kalliii Arahml KImti. Chnlrmiiiii Tliroim)! llin.' ningtp ofttur

pctitiim and all ilia rollowino cannctlod 14 po»itlo»«i ore Uemg
o( dimliar iiului'c. Dcluil cij' (lieUccidcil loyallwr *b .ali "fa \

n^A (joimwieil pciuiuiis, is as unilcr.ff}

TillcExecution Pcijtion 
Xos.

S>No.

Rooh UlAniiii209/2024
Moznm'm210/2024

211/2024 linraii■ 3:
Nuieub Ullnli212/20244.

213/20245. Abdullah
6. 214/2024 Nowsimd
7. 215/2024 Imran Ulluh

216/20248. Sved Habib Jan - • I
9. 217/2024 I'ai'z Ullah
10. 218/2024 Asahar

- IJ.-- 219/2024^ I'SItnina-Ur-Jtiihiniim
12; >22'l'/2024 llimar Avult
13. 222/2024- 'Ghularri-^^o'unas
14. ^/2024 SaecduUbli'

2. Learned counsel for ilie pcliiluiicrs presciiL Mr. Umair. 

Auiiii Addiliuiul Advocniu General ulongwiih Mr. Habib Ulluh,

- Head Clerk forihc respondents present. \

3. Learned counsel for llte appellaiiL stoicd that ultliuugh,. die 

petitioners were reiiisiutcd in sup\'icc wi;h>reiros)}eciA'i: cfrcci but 

the nuiincation ha.s u condiuun that the issue of back benefits 

would be subject to linul decision of CPLA. The judgment is thus 

not complied within its true spirit oml when confronted with the 

lenns of the judgment of dte Tribunal, the learned AAG submitted 

dial the respohdenis would rectify the order, widiin a fonnighu-
^STTESTtm ■ ' /

r*

•c-

..

CamScani
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H.

J>(iti(idnrl^0/20;4 lilled ‘Iniiw Vi-, Il'lte Governmc„r orKJ,yb«-
aWiiunUiwa ilirouBh aiicfSeciplaiy, Civil Scwuirint-pcihow3ri&.oihor»i:^t^

; 14 cdmiccicd pciiito ' - . v .
/7

, V✓

Disposed of nccoi'dlnjily. Gojjy of llv:i prddfbd pjucuW.on Jllcn of 

a)|CQi)nec(cd petHlpd&vCrnifitQii.’
V4, l>(<intxunfiiid.h\ op4H:Cnuti {It «//</ ^iyci^.uiidav

(iiv hatidantisvalofihe Tnbimlon this J6'^ (Jay o/May^ 2024.
X,
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