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The implementation petitior: .su.b;‘n:‘ﬁgé_d today by’
Mr. Khaled Rehman _Advoﬁate. It s f_ixe-d'.‘ for
implementation report before Single Bench,-ét' Peshawar | -
on 24.10.2024. Originai file be requisitioned. AAG Has :
noted the next date. Parcha Peshi'g.iven_ to counsel for.
the petitibner. | o |
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the a(b/o@ta ¢ hg
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S CONTENTS .~ | YES |-NO
11| This petition has been presented by: . . Advocate - - Court iV .
2. . | Whether CounsellAppeIIanthespondent/Deponent have s:gned the requ:srle documents? v |
| 3. | Whether appeal is within time? v
- [ 4. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? V
5. | Whether the enactment under which the ‘appeal i is filed is eorrect’? . ’ K
6. | Whether affidavit is appended? ' v
7. | Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Comm lssmner? v
8. | Whether appeallannexures are properly paged? ¥
9. .| Whether certificaté regarding filing any earher appeal on the subject furnished? vV
10. | Whether annexures are legible? v
| 11. | Whether annexures are attested?
12. | Whether copies of annexures are.readable/clear? IRE
13. | Whether'copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? - N
14. | Whether Power" of Attorney of lhe Counsel engaged is  attested and 51gned by’ |
petitioner/appellantrespondents?
15. | Whether numbers of referred casés given are correct? - v
16. | Whether appeal contains cuttingloverwriting? x
17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appea!? N
18. | Whether case ‘relate to this court? e v
19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies. attached'? N
1.20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file.cover? v
21., | Whether addresses of parties'given are oomplete') A
-22. | Whether index filed? | v
23. | Whether index is correct? v
" | 24. ] Whethér Security and. Process Fee deposited? On. :
25; | Whether:in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 1, notloe along N
_| with copy of appeal-and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
26. | Whether copies of commentsireply/rejoinder submitted? On AT -
“Whether copies of commentsireplylrejoinder provided to opposite party? - "O;rf.-‘:-_-‘;"".""-’; 1
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been fulfilled.
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B%F ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. [ | ﬂﬂ 12024
IN

Service Appeal No. 827 /2020
(Decided on 18.07.2023)

SHaAMS-UT-REMIMIAN.cutreee eeeeerereccsreerssssnssssssssssnsnsssnsncnnssneneseenes PetitiONEr

Versus
The Govt. of KPK and 0thers .....voceeeeeenesisivneeensressssesesenes Respondents
INDEX
SR TICr i ptionte fiDocumen U B = oIl | WRnrex ur ol | @REAE Il
1. Execution Petition with Affidavit 1-2
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal :
2. No. 827/2020 18.07.2023 A 3-9
Order in Exécution Petition No.
3. 22012024 16.05.2024 B 10-12
4, Application of Petitioner 26.09.2024 C 13
Wakalat Nama _ ' Ju
Petitioner
Through '
Khaled
Advocate, Supreme Court
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahman.advocate@ A
&

Muhammad Ghazapfar Ali
Advocates, High Cour
4.B, Haroon Mansion
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar
Off: Tel: 091-2592458
Dated: ___ /10/2024 Cell # 0345-9337312
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| &FORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.. ]|ﬂﬂ /2024

IN
Service Appeal No. 827 /2020 Chober Pakitukhwe
(Decided on 18.07.2023) Service Iribwnnl

) . Diary N(:..m
Shams-ur-Rehman : Duwdmc_; 9

Sepoy (BPS-07),
Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar ... LPetitioner

Versus

1. The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
through Chief Secretary, )
Civil Secretariat, Peslr]'awar.

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

3. The Deputy Commissioner y
District Khar. " v
4, District Police Officer,

District Khar. ......cooovniiiiiiiieenii e Respondents

Execution Petition for directing the Respondents to implement the Judgment
of this Hon'ble Tribunal dated 18.07.2023 passé_d in Service Appeal
~ No0.827/2020.

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That Petitioner had filed Service Appeal No.827/2020 which was allowed
by the Hon'ble. Tribunal vide Judgment dated 18.07.2023 (Annex:-A).

o

That after obtaining attested copy of the judgment, Petitioner submitted the
same to the Department through appfication for implementation in
accordance with law. Similarly, the Registrar of the Tribunal had also
transmitted -the copy of the Judgment to the Respondents for compliancé
and even at the time of announcement of the Judgment the representative of

the Respondents was also available, however, the Respondents failed to



_’_"’"\

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

3. That tﬁe Petitiphér then filed E_xécution Petition N0.220/2024 before the
Hon'ble Tribuﬁal for imblementqtibn...of the Judgment ibid, which was
disposed vide order -dated- 16.05.2024' (4nnex:-B) pursuant to the
commitment of the learned AAG regarding implerﬁentation of the judgment
of the- Hon'ble Tribunal 'within‘ fdrtnigl{t, hou.;(.:ver, inspite of the
commitment-made at the bar the Respondents, even after lapse of about five
months, failed to ih’nplemént the judgment of the Hon'ble Tribunal within

-, the stipulated time. Petitioner aléhgwiph other .colleagues, also filed an
applié:aﬁon (An_néx:-C) for implements.itio.n of the judgment ibid, but invain,

which constrained the Petitioner to file the instant Execution Petition.
It is, therefore, humbly prayed that Execution proceedings may kindly be

injtiaied_agﬁinst the Respondents for non-implementation of the judgment of the
Hon'ble Tribunal.

" Through

Advocaté; Supreme Court

I

Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali
Advocates, High Coytt
Dated:  /10/2024

. Affidavit
I, Shams-ur-Rehman, Sepoy (BPS-07), Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar, do hereby
affirm and declare on oath that the c'onggeﬁts of this Petition are true and correct to the best of

my knowledge and belief and nothihg,has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

eponent




’ ‘ PAK. ; VICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR', .
s PO : SerwceAppcal No. 821,/2020 )
AT . e
¢+ 777 T~ 2% BEFORE: “MRS.RASHIDABANO ' ... MEMBER'()) :
R A MISS FAREEHA PALL "- MEMBER (E)

o -?--""'I,.-' % Imran, Sepoy (BPS-07) BajaurLevm BajaurAgency, Khar.

1 .

’ o o o o L (Appellant)

ag s o=t

- e '1. Government. of l(hyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief . Secretary, CMI
. Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
' 2. ‘Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secrctary Home & Tnbal
Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. .
3. Depitty Commlssmncr DISIHCE Khar.

4. District qulcc_Oﬂ' cer, Khar.

v vene (Respondents)
ol . ’ .
__ Mr. Khalid Rehman . , L T
S Advocate . : S . Forappellant:.
e . Mr. Fazal Shah Mélimand. AR e
. Addmonal Advocate General Cen (. Ei‘or respondents
: B : ifa'! -
CoL . Date oflnstxtulion....,_..:" ......... s 2"12 2020
N o Date of Hearing.................... .--.18. 07.2023
' . - o - Date ofDemsmn................I ...... 18.07.2023 .
’ _ JfJ'DGEiVIENT '
RASHIDA BANO, MEM:BJ: R () Thc mszant scrvlce appeal has been ~
msututed under section 4 of the Khy cer Pa_kb_tunkhwa Service Tribunal,
" Act 1974 with the'praye'r copied as below: - - - o e
; . .
. “On’ acceptance of the instant service appeal by modxfymg o
s - the impugned-original arder dated 14, 06 2016 and setting " 9 .

_ asnde the: lmpugned order’ the lmpugncd final appellate

.

- service w:th effect from 20.03.2008 with alléback benefits. .

v ' A

$2. 'Ihrough this smgle Judgmem we intend to pfspose of instant service.

%&;peal as wal .aS'connected(l)-Sqrvn ’zippeal No 822/2020 ntled “Asghar .

A

AN

order dated 03. 1L 2020 the’ appellants may- be remstate ioto . .

-
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Vs. Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa througi't Chief Secretary and

B t' t . i [
. others” (ii) Serv;ccAppeal 'No 823/2020 titled “UmarAyub Vs Government

- of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Ch:cf Secretary and others” (iii), Semce
Appeal No. 824!2020 tided “Ghulam- Younas Vs!Governmcnt of Kbyber ‘
Pakhtunkhwa through Cluef Secretary ‘and others"-’(w) Semce Appeal No. -
,825!2020 titled. “Noshad Vs. Government of KhybérrPakhtunkhwa th.rough
| Chlef Seoretary and others” (V) Scrv1cc Appeal ‘No. 826/2020 mled
.s‘Abdullah ‘Vs. Government othyber Pakhtunkhwa through Cl:uef Sccretary _\ ‘
and others™ (vi) Serv1ce Appeal No. 827!2020 mled “Shams Ur Rehman VS i
Govemment of IG1yber Pakhtunkhwa through Chxef Secretary and others

(vii) ‘Service Appeal No. 828!2020 titled “Imran Ullah Vs Govcrnment of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chtcf Secretary ﬂl:l ‘others” (viii): Semce
Appeal No. '829/2020 titled “Fatz Ulah Vs. Government : of Khyber
: ‘..Pakhtunkhw& through Chief Secretary and othens”[(lx) Servnce Appeal No

‘ ‘8301'2020 titted “Imran_,'h.fe. Government of Iﬂtybefi‘Pakht&mkhwafthmug_h_

" Chief Secretary and others“ (x) Service Appeﬁl;lio;.'?'ﬁélﬂﬂﬁb titled “‘Saéed'
Ullah Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtu’nkhw;é th‘rc{.:{lg:h Chie'fsecretﬁry"én-d e

others” (d) . Service Appeal No 832!2026 ntled “Najeeb Ullah Vs.

N .

~ Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through ChzeiLJ Secretary and others"

‘(xn) Semce ‘Appeal Nao. 833!2020 titled “Mozamm Vs. Govemment of

e

Khyber Pakhrunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others"(xm) Semce -

*Appcal No 834!2020 tltled “Rooh Ul Amin Vs‘”Government of Khybt.n ’

l

Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary and others” (mv) Service Appeal No
SR P
. 141 7!2020 utled “Syed Hablb JanVs. Govemmcnt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
. .I N 1. ! . . I. . b
through Ch1ef Secretary and others" as in all thesc appeals common :

"Q qpesnon.of‘ law and facts are_ involved.
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-.3_ Brief facts of the case, as given in the memoerum of eppeal are, ithat the

éppcllants were appointed in the respondent Depe'rtr:‘i‘eht. During~ser.vice they
performed dutles upto the entire satisfaction ofthellr superiors: Vide order dated . .
20.03.2008, they were awarded major penalty of dgsmlssql from semce agamst
which they ﬁled departmental appeal followed byi service appeal whroh wcre T

disposed of Jorntly through consolidated Judgmént dated 11. 05. 2015 "The

.respondents, being dissatisfied from the judgment, i_assailed the same before the

Hon‘ble Apex Court by way filing of CFLAs which came up for final adjudicat_ion' .
on 20. 05 2015 and ApexCourt upheld the judgment lof Tnbunal dated 11.05.2015

by drrectmg the respondents to hold an inquiry qs "per law The respondents -

reinstated the'appellants into service vide order dated 08.12.2015. Another order

]
i -

was issued on ll 12. 2015 whereby it was held t.ha'}.the reinstatement: order of
the appellants is only for the purpose of condufnng of .inquiry. and till: the
ﬁnahzauon of the mqulry none of them will bg enuthd for-any financial; beneﬁtss
Then inquiry committee was consututed ‘who' ponducted the mqurry and
submitted its findings, after which appellant‘alongwuh others- were te'mstated
into service v:dc ord er da't‘ed 14. 06.2016"with rmmedrate e‘[’fect and were kcpl at
the bottom of semonty list.-Feeling aggneved the %ppellént ﬁled departmental ‘
representanon on 29. 07- 2016 which was not responded. Then he filed- serv:cc )
appeal before Federal Service Tribunal which' was drsposod of with dlrrectron to
respondents to pass order on his departmental representanon. ReSpondents
failed -to comply w1th the direction: ot‘ the Federal Ser\nce Trrbunal "hence
appellants again filed ‘service appeal before’ FederalTSemce Tnbunal Islamahad
Durrng pendency or thc appeal, respondents qusm;ssed lhe deparfmental
representation of the appelltmts, resultantl; ser\.:rce'ai)pedls of . It];(:, ell;;pelsla’ots -

g o1
were disposed of vide order dated 20. 04, 2017 wluch was agam challenged

L P

through fresh appeal by. the appellant and others éut ue to 25“1 Consntuuonal
I"i MESYTy. ) P
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’ Ameodment ofMay 2018, FATA was merged with k.l'lyber Pakhtunkhwa llmd Levy v

" g

—

&Khasadar Forces slood provincialzed vide nonﬁezanon dated” 12 03. 2019 ‘Vide

judgment dated 04. 12 2019 " revision petition . was reménded Back‘ to. the
respondents to conSIder it as departmental appeal*and delcmed it afresh after

prowdmg proper opportumty of pcrsonal heanngtsRcbpondent after- aﬁt‘ordmg

{
Opportumty to appellant agam turned dowmthe reqnest of. gmng baclc beneflts

* . . : vide impugned ordcr dated 03.11. 2020 hence the ldstant service appeal. - . .
: o . 3 |
3. Respon'dents were put-- on notice,.t who 'submitted . written i

- 5 -,

replxes!co:runents on the appeal We have heardllhe lcarned counsel for the - )

l ‘ :
appellant as well as the learned Addmonal Advocate General and perused the . .

S
..

: * case file with connected'documents in detail. ..

-~ 4
+ . . . ‘e

4
s 3 e 4

[ - i . 1 li ]
4.. I.eamed counsel for the appellant argued ’ghat the ap[pellants were not

treated in accordance w:th law, rujes and pol:cy and respondents are vnolated

' _ " Article 4 of the Consutuuon of the Islarmc R.epéubhc of Paklstq.n 1973 He
contended ‘that u'npugned order passed by thc res;:’sondents is unjust, -unfair and
heace not. sustamable in the eyes of !aw He. ;{urtheq contenqed; that the

< TN

appellant’s absence from duty till the date of rclns‘;talement was qetther wrllﬁzl

- .

o ' } '
& nor deliberate rather appellant was. unlawfully shown absent from. duty, he,
- . Tt el

therefore, requested for acceptance of the mstant servrce appeal v

- — e e
3

L 5. Corwersely, learned. Addmonal Advocatel* General argued 'that the

. appellants have been trcated in accordance w1th rules and policy. He contended .'

that the appellant alongw:th others bemg members of dlsclplmed force

) { S
del:berately absented himself from lawful duty Emd to that effect the then

ay v .
t

' +

Polmcal Agent rssued rJotzces to them for Jommg duty bist in vain' ln the year

i

- - P A

iR
© 2007-10 the msurgency spread in the dlstnct and the appellant left the law and

i
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order at the merey of’ nusereants lherefore, theylwere nghtly dtSmlssed from

l;

semee. ' . . A

-

5.

“l‘.' oy v

6. Perusa! of record reveals that appe]lamsrwere appomted as: Sepoy lIl X

. 1 L Dt .t
i l L R
respondent department and were dismissed form semce wde order dared

20.03.2008. Appellants' ﬁled departmental appealland then service app'é'al before
p

~ Federal Serv:ce Tnbunal whtch was declded through eonsolldated Judgmem
. Ty

— b,

‘dated 11.05.2015 by holdtng that 1.
. _ j . . _
"Consequem!y upon what has blz»ze;zr dtscusse_f! above we are of the' .
cans:dered v:ew h‘mt the tmpugned orders whether verbal or wrf:ren

; aré. not sus:amable in the eyes of Iaw as they are. in violation of the .

4,

© dictum. laid down by the Hon ’bl‘e .Supreme Cow't ‘of Pakistan. The
impugned - orders ~are, therefbre, accardmgly set. aside and

iJ

'-resu!tamiy the instant appeals. are accepted and ap}'aeﬂanr.s are . <

-"_ordered ‘to be re:mrated into serwce ﬁ'Omtthe -date of tmpugned

- orders. However the que.srzon o; back benef ts shail be a’ectded by .
the competent, authortry in accordance wtth rhe msrrucnon cor’rramed ' '
at Serial No. }55 Vol.ll of Civil Els‘!abhsh!nenl Code ﬂEstacoa‘e _
12007 Edmon), and rhe dictum of law as: Iaib',iown in _;udgmnm ‘ofithe - .
Hon ‘ble: Supreme Caurt of}’aktsran reportea“ as 20!0 SCMR " .

" Respondents- challengede satd _order in CELA before august Supreme Court of
-Pakistan ‘which was dectded on 20 10. 2015 by upholdmg ]udgment of Federal
. ! l- 1

Service Tnbunal Respondents as a result of tt conducted inquiry and remstated

appellants in service vide order dated 14 06. 2016 But’ with- Jmmeduite effect and

demed back beneﬁts to them and kept all of them Est the bottorn of semonty list.

' Appellants challenged satd order daled 14 06. 2016 in departmental appeal on

29.07.2016 Wthh was not re5ponded So they ﬁled serwce appeal ‘to Federal B

Service Tnbunal and dunng pendencyr of that appeal dcpartmental appeal*was

dtsmlssed vide order dated 25. 04 2017, wl:nch \Es ageﬁn challenged: through

.1 fresh appeal by the appellants but due to 25"" Cons tutlonal A.mendntent of May

PP ..
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2018, FATA was merged wnh Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Levy and K.hasadar Fort:es

.

stood provincialised vide notification dated 12. ;03 2016, thereforc thrOUgh
judgment dated 04.12.2019 revision petition v!ms remanded back to the
}espondents to consider it departmental ai)peal?.alnd_ decided it afresh .after
providing proper opportunity of personal hcariné' Illc\sp'oudenl after' affording

)
opportunity of hearing t!o appellants again turned qlown their request 'for gnvmg
}
back benefits etc vide impugned order dated 03 11 !20'20 - o
- i

7. _Federal Service Tribunal vide judgment and order datcd 11.05.2013 has held
about the back benefits that it.shall be decided by the competent’ authonty in
accordance with the instruction contained at sc,nal No. 155 wvpl.11 of Civil
Establishment Code (Estacode 2007 ‘Edition) and d;ctum of law as laid. down m-- .

d
judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of Palusta’n reported as 2010 SCMR ll

This order about back benefits was upheld by Suprcme Court of Paklstan vide

order dated 20.]0.2015. The representation of th% qppel[ants for gram of back

’ T SN - ‘. .
bcncﬁts filed against order dated 29.04.2016 was accidcd by the Political Agent

vy ! ‘l . R | I

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein factum of secret mqmry about the fact of

[ ’ '

appellant being on g_ainful business of earning waf‘. mentioned. If during secret

. !' -
inquiry it came into the knowledge of Political Ag'i:m Bajaur that appeliant was

. . R . i, [} ::! i.8 s } - et
carning money and was on job duning intervening plcnod, then he must put it to

= .
P

. 1"' Lo s et Al T
the appellant and provide opportunity to accépt orito rebut it. 8o on the basis of

’ ) ' ) .
secret inquiry holding that appellant was on gainfullbusiness duriné his.dismissal ’
it .
period is not logical and is lnjusucc against the fau’ tnal and mqmry Morcovcr in

1

accordance with verdlcts of Superior Court and FR54 reinstatement of an

N
0 ket

employee, consequent 'to setting aside his dismiéé_al'fremoval from service, the

y _' Pia ot Lo )
enutlcment of employee to have the period of his absence froimn his service
. ' [ i ‘ [T
treated as on duty is a statutory conscqucuce of h;s being reinstated on ments
. S Voo ”
. The term reinstatement means to place a person injhis prewous posntlon that has
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- reinstated into service.

Y . Lt
— T g
.ot
already been done in year 2016 in the present case whcn all the appcllants were
. . ' [

tg e

) '.!" R T .

8.  Itis also pertingnt.to mention here that .sgr_rr: collsagues of the' appellant

were reinstated with retrospective effect by the'! c#pondgnt_ vist_le! order @ated

03.07.2013 as a result of judgment of Federal Selrvi;bc 'I‘ribu'nal Islamabad passed: :

vt ‘z.lln', 3

on 01.03.2013. Federa! Service Tribunal Islamabad{lalso passcd such hke nature
1§ . .

order in case of appellarlts vide judgment and ordej- dated 11.05.2015 upheld by

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20 10.2015 and g;ubsequcnt order of Federal

Service Tribunal Islamabad dated 04.10.20:19. It[.wﬂ] not be out of place to
1
mention here that 92 officials/sepoys were given back benefits by the

respondent who were dismissed on the same chz’%rgcs, but present appellant’s

-

request for back benefits was turned down Which! F mjusnce ‘With thc appcllam

and against the pnnmple of justice. Concept of fau' trial and equality demands .

that when employees having identical and similar base-wene given ‘back benefits
: |

by the respondent, then present appellants also dé?tr"vc the same treatment,-but

“

. . ' . . ] PSS BN
respondent did not treat them like other officials,. Mﬁ'ch‘ is" discrimination.

Respondcnts are directed. to reinstate the dppclllmts ‘with retr ospechve eﬁ"cct

from the date of dismissal and not with immediate ﬂﬁ‘cct bt
. '}ll V. A ;
9. As a scquc! to the above discussion, Iwe al!ow this appeal in accordance
! %
with relevant rules and law. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.
- LI RS S | - . L
f

.

10.  Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and lgrven under our hands ana’ ‘seal
of the Tribunal on this 18" day of July, 2023. : o
' NG :
ﬁ \ ated”

- *i‘ ) l{;& 1L .
o E PAUL 1 (RASHIDA-BANQ) ,
e ¥* Member ﬂ:) Mcmbc? (J) *Katecnitiah
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L’\C..uuuwl’etitlun No "2[]120"4 titled. “Ymran Vs lh;-(.mmmm:wm Rhyhar

n‘anmthwa lllmuhll CI{

e

R,RDJ:J :
6% Miy. 2024 L;.UIILAEIJm__an._QuAmuuu‘mmuuh thax uingle onhr Wils.

g nee lu.m:,.

Y]

pcu!lnu and -al)k e ollowlng :mmuuetl Ia putitio

decided together s e ur_cf ol

;-ié;id Clerk for the rcs:pogdeuls present.

T enpiiveiod mlllluna / D

S\ Gonnected petitions, is asunder,

SNo. | Exécution Petition.* | Title
. |.Nos. . I -
T 1. 20972024 - |Rooh-UkAmin .- - e
C 2 210004 « + | Mozamin )
T3 |25H30%4 “men__ ’
J. 21272024 . -~ "} Najeeb:Ullab
S5 (2132024 0 0 - [ Abdullah
0. (2142024, ~ . " |Nowshad - .
7. 1215/2024 " .| hinran, Ullab -
8. 121612024 | Syed Habib Jan -
9, <“1217/2024 Faiz Ullah = =
10, | 2182024 o _PAsphae :
] Ili~ §:249/2024:%-  ° 1:Shama WrRehman

10 TR22042024 JBUmar Ayuly
13 |22242024 - I'Ghufam:Y.ounas "
4. [¥223/2024 . Sueedullali-

' ' o A

2. Leaied counsel. for ‘the pelitioners present. Mr. Umair

_Ai_mm Additional A'dvocxigc Gen‘cfaI alongwith M. Habib Ullaly,

\

»

3. Leurned counscl jor the appellant sired that aithough,. the

petitioners were reinstated in Setvice with: retrospective ‘effeet bur

Cihe notification has a condition that the issue of back benefits

»-

would-be subject 16 i nal decision-of CI’LA’."Thc judgment is thus
nol compllcd within llb true 5|nul and when Lonfronlul with llu.-

lerms: of the judgnunr of the’ Inlmnal the learned AAG suhmm-.d'-

Um the respohdents would~rccu!")' the ordcr, within furr.mght.

dnniiar ‘nulum - Detuil a[’ the

i Saenufiivy;- Civil. Seccaturial !‘Luhnwm &- iy wat .2

JMW

$’

et
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