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Court of

Implementation Petition No. /^/ /Z024

S.No. Date of Older 
proccedini'S

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1' 2 3

The implementation petition submitted today by 

Mr. Khaled Rehman Advocate. It 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.

By order of the Chairman
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V KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL.. PESHAWAR
. CHECK UST

Versus
Appellant Respondents

s CONTENTS YES NO
NO

^ .1. This petition has been presented bv:/“ ■ ' 7Advocate Court
2. Whether Counsel/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed frie requisite documents?
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?
7

5.
6. Whetheraffidavit is appended?
7. Whetheraffidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissoner? ■N

8. Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? • z
9. Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished? ■ V
10. Whether annexures are legible? 7
11. Whether annexures are attested?
12. Whether 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

petittoner/appellant/respondents?
7

15. Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? 7
16. Whether 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 this court? 7
19. Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? 7
20. Whether complete spare copy.is filed in separate file-cover? 7
21. Whether addresses of parties given are (xmplete?I

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 Pal^tunkhwa'Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11. notice along

with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
Whether copies ofcomments/reply/rejoinder subniitted? On _______________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder • provided' to opposite party? On

I
26.
27.

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required irt the above^
Name:- C

ave-bean fulfilled.

Signature:-
Dated:-

WC9u Coapaa^ Ctarr, nUtwcitSfiCom, fMnor
fuair^tigaf^Jiilf^eeafoiks
Ca?ra:-t92X2iSU(Ca/>9a}W4U_U/t92SISfrsfUI.



^ORE THE KHYBER MKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. t 2'll /2024

IN
Service Appeal No. 832 /2020 

(Decided on 18.07.2023)

PetitionerNajeebullah
Versus

RespondentsThe Govt, of KPK and others

INDEX

'yAnnexureSDescription of Documentsi
Execution-Petition with Affidavit 1-21.
Judgment of this Hon'ble in Appeal 
No. 832/2020 3-918.07.2023 A2.

Order in Execution Petition No. 
220/2024 , B 10-1216.05.20243.

1326.09.2024 CApplication of Petitioner4.

laWakalat Nama5.

Petiti
Through

Khaled I^man
Advocate/Supreme Court 
(BC# 10-5542)
Khaledrahman.advocate@gniail.com

& .
/

Muhammad Ghkzanfar Ali 
Advocates, High (Murt 
4-B, Haroon Mansion 
Khyber Bazar; Peshawar 
Off: Teh 091-2592458 

. Cell #0345-9337312

\

/10/2024Dated:

mailto:Khaledrahman.advocate@gniail.com
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bI^ ORE the KHYBER PAKHTUNiqiWA service TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No. - /2024
IN ■

SeWice Appeal No. 832 /2020 
(Decided oii.l8.()7.2023)

■;

BChyber Palchtuhbw»i 
Scrvicu TriU;tt»al

Diai-y No.

Naieebuliah ,
Sepoy (BPS-07),
Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency Khar

OuteO-

Petitioner

Versus

The Govt, of Khvber Pdkhtunkhwa1.
through Chief Secretary, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

The Secretary.
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

"-Home & -Tribal Affairs,.
Civil SecretariaLPeshaw^.

2..'»•

3. The Deputy Commissioner
-District Khar. '

4. District Police Officer,
:ResnondentsDistrict 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.832/2020.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That Petitioner had filed Service Appeal No.832/2020 which was allowed 

by the Hon'ble Tribunal vide Judgment dated 18.07.2023 {Annex:-A).
1.

2. That after obtaining attested copy ofthe 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 corhpliance 

and even at the time of announcement of the Judgment the representative of 

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



r
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 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-implementation of the judgment of the 

Hon'ble Tribunal.

Petitioner
Through c

Khaled/f^hman
Advoc^e, Supreme Court

O -&

Muhammad Ghazanfar Ali
Advocates, High Court

/10/2024Dated:

Affidavit

I, Najeebullah, 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
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KHVRFR PAICHTUNKHWA SSWIt^TRlBUNAL PESHAWAR
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•Service Appeal No. 82^2020

BEFORE; MRS.RASHinA.a^NO ' MEMBER (J) •
MISSFARE^PAlX ... , MEMBER-(E)

f-
• ' Imran,' Sepoy (BPS-07) Bajaur Levis, Bajaur Agency, Khar.

•
*1

•//

. 1
‘ \}I

: t.I

.V •- -li: •

t .... ■ {Appellant)
/

VERSUS

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

.2. ■(jovernmeiiVofKhyb'er Pakhtunkhwa throu^ Secretary Home & Tribal' 
Affairs Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

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

v‘ * •

..{Respondents)
1

Mr. Khalid Rehman 
Advocate. . For appellant

. Mr. Fazal Shah Mphmand 
Additional Advocate General

I

...J.-.,. :^or respondents

.-i.if:. I C
I

♦

Date of Institution 
.Date of Hearing.:; 

■ Date ofDccision...

...021J2.2020 
..18.07.2023 
;. 1107.2023

JUDGEMENT
i

.RASHIDA BANO. MEMBER (Jl; The instant service appeal has been

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

■ Act 1974 with the prayer copied as below;
4

\ r

I

t

“On acceptance of the insta nt service appeal;* by modifying
* * 4 * • *

the impugned'origibai order dated 14.06.2016 and setting . 

.aside, the impugned;'order the'impugDC(| final appellate' 

order dated 03.11.2020 the appellants may be reinstate.into

.-^.TTV/BTE.^> •

i. •

l'-!> service with effect from 20.03.2008 with all^ack benefits. .Vr
.*■

•4

Throu^ this single judgment we intend to djspose of instant service.'

1 L appealjas well .as.connected (i) Service Appeal No;;822/2020 titled “As^a^ ..

2. I

*

AtP!SM
>I

• I
^ . ■w .

•‘■J : ,
• k

;
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••

Vs. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa througft Chief Secretary and ’
: 5- . 1

Others” (ii) Service Appeal No. 823/2020 titled .“Umar Ayub Vs. Government
' r ■ , '

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary ,^d others” (iii) Service

\ %

Appeal No. 824/2020 titled “Ghulam Younas Vs.5 Government of Khyber
j V , ^ I

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others” jOv) Service Appeal No.

825/2020 tilled “Noshad Vs. Government of KhybipPakhtunkhwa' 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.
• . t

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and .others”

(vii) Service Appeal No. 828/2020 titled ‘Imran UUah Vs. Governmeni of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary an|j others” (viii) iSeryicc

Appeal No. 829/2020 tided “Faiz Ullah Vs. Government . of iKhyber

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others"|:(ix).Service Appeai'No.

830/2020 tided “Imran Vs. Government of Khybef’Pakhi*uiikhwa through 
• . \

I * ^ ’

Chief Secretary and others" (x) Service Appeltl No.i83l/2020 tilled-“Sabed 

UUah Vs. Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa th^dtigh Chief Secretiry'^nd 

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

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”

(xii) Service Appeal No. 833/2020 tided “Mozanjin Vs. Government, of ,,
- ‘ ... - • 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others”(xiii) Service
. . i; I . , • ■ ■

Appeal No. 834/2020 tided “I^oh Ul Amin Vs. Goverruhent of Khybc-r 

Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others" (xiv) Service Appeal No.
1 li I I .

1417/2020 titled “Syed Habib Jan Vs. Government 6f Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

through Chief Secretary and others” as,in all these appe^s common .• 

question of law and fiicts are involved.

- j .

i: iL ■'
) - .

r u:

\

•*

I
I
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Brief facts of the case.-as given in the memor^dum of appeal are, ;that the3.

appellants were appoiniejl in the respondent Depirtnieni. .Puring-.sefvice they. .

performed duties upto the entire satisfaction of Jheir. superiors; ViyJe order'dated
( -

20.03.2008. they were awarded major penal^ of diwniss^l.from service, against 

which they filed departmental appeal followed byi.seryice appeal,'which were - 

disposed of• jointly • through consolidated judgm^t dated 11.05.2015. -The 

respondents, being dissatisfied fi-om the judgment; ^ssailed the same before the 

Hon’ble Apex Cp'urt by way fifing of CPLAs which’ came up for final adjudication 

d Apex Court upheld the judgment jof Tribunal dated 1-1.05.2015 

by directing the respondents to hold an .inquiry'per law. The respondents
* * . i * *

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

was issued on 11.12.2015 whereby it was held;tha^fhe reihstatement order of

the appellants ;is only for Ae purpose of cohdu^'ting of .inquiry, and till. the •
• • • i*

finalization of the inquiry none of^era will be enticed for any financial'benefits,'

Then inquiry • committee was constituted -who'^'onducted' the inquiTy 'and

. submitted ite'findings, after which appeliant'alongwith'others were ^'instated

into service vide order-dated 14.06.2016 .with imme'diate e'ffect and were kept at 

bottom of seniority list. Peeling a^evei the kppelldnt filed''dep'artmental.

on 20.05.20 rS an

the

representation on 29:0?.2016 which was not responded.’Then he filed service

appeal before Federal Service Tribunal which-was-disposed of with Direction to

respondents to pass order on his departmental representation. Respondehts
. .. 1 , - ..............

failed-to comply with the,direction of the'Federal Service Tribunal, he-nctf
-i . . ‘I .: ; M ;i., ‘'-

Federal-Service Tribunal, Islamabad.appellants again filed 'scrvice appeal before
.. . I . ! » t I .

During pendency of the appeal, .respondents dismissed the’.departtpentar
Vl.--r I I ;i Ir; I

representation'of the appellants,, resultanily service appeals pf.the appellants 

of vide' order dated 20.04.2017, which was again challenged 

.through fresh'appeal'by the appellant and others Mt.due

1

were disposed
. rI

to 25^ Constitutional

i
)
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1 \
f I

{■ ■4 .
t
!$ <

ith khyber PaOchtunkhwi ‘knd Levy

&Khasadar Forces stood provincialzed vide notifit^

dated' 04 12.2019 revision peUtion was reminded feack' to- the 

respondents to consider it as departmental appe^'and deemed it-afresh.after 

providing proper opportunity of personal hear^hg[^Respondent 

opportunity to appeUant-again turned down.the^r^best of giving.back benefits

mpu^ied order dated 03.11-2020.,hence the irist^t service appeal. ^

■ notice, who • submitted

Araendment . of May 2018. FATA was merged wit
tiob dated'l2.03.20l9^’Vide

judgment • .f. %

1'

.after-affording

I Ai-
vide i

. »•
vkTitten* were put. on

repUes/coinments on the appeal. We have he'ard' lhe learned, counsel for the

Respondents3. s .
:.*V

appellant as well as the learned Additional Advocate General and perused the

file with connected documents in detail.case
! i ' . il

Learned counsel for the‘ appeUant argued the appellants were, not 

treated-in'accordance with law, rules and.policy'^nd respondents^.a^e violated 

Article 4 of the Constitution of .the. Islamic Re^mbUc pf P^stipi, ^L973.,He 

contended that impugned order passed by th,e re^popd^ents is unjust, uofau and 

hence not sustainable in the eyes of law, He,;furtbei; conten(|ed,-.that the 

appeilant’s.abscnce from duty'tiU the date of reinstatement wm i^either ^iUM ■ 

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

therefore, requested for acceptance of the instant service appeal.

5. . Conversely,‘.learned Additional AdvocateGeneral ar^ed that the

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

appeUant alongwith others being members of disciplined force
;1 ^1' I 1 : Il I

deliberately absented himself from lawful duty and to that effect the Ihen 
* - |. . 1. . f:. I c I i; '■

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

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

t ' ' ’

t

4.
y

I

i
I

I

1- ■!

that the

\

I

i . .1•
*

J' - • I
I:

\
ys.-^I

-5t
* ■‘’XUi

1—V>/ •I; i?' '

J
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1

order at Uie mercy of miscreants‘therefore, they were rig^itly dismissed from
j. . . .service.

Perusal of record reveals that appellants were appointed as-Sepoy in’, 

respondent department and were dismissed form service vide order-dated

20.03.2008. Appellants filed departmental appeal and then service app^dl Before
' ‘.Si’ ' .

1 I

6.

Federal Service Tribunal which was decided through consolidated -judgment
ii • -
Idated 11.0S.2015 by holding that:

.{•

“Consequently upon what has been discusseY above, we are.-ofthe
considered view that the impugned orders wither 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

I - -i . •
•resullantfy th^. instant .appeals are accepted and fappiellants -are

* > L* *
■' * ' ordered to be.reinstated into service from.'^the date' of impugned 

orders. However, the question of back benefits: shall be de'cided^'by ' 
the competent authority in accordance with the instruction contained 
at Serial No. yjls, Vol.li of Civil Establishment Code (Estacode,

wn in judgment of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan, reported^as 2010^SCMR iJ." .'

* , » '*
' X.

Respondents challenged said order in CPLA before au^t Supreme Court of 

Pakistan which was decided on 20.10.2015 by upliolding judgment of Federal 

Service Tribunal. Respondents as a result of it cpnjiAJ'Cted-.inquiry apd reinstated 

appellants in service vide order dated 14.06.2016 buf with immedidte eOect and 

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

2007 Edition), and the dictum of Jaw as:laid;^M

V ..

Appellants challenged said order dated 14.06.2016 in departmdotar appeal on 

29.07.2016 which was not‘responded. So they filied serWce 'appdal to. Federal
r

Service Tribunal and during pendency of that appeal,-departmental appeal was 

dismissed vide order dated 25.04.2017, which was -again challenged^ through 'i

K I fresh appeal by the appellants but due to 25'^'dons itutional^endmeht ofMay
^1 ■ ••

*)

■

hr::?:!; » %
•S-- fi.
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2018, FATA was merged with Khyber Pakhtunkhw^. Levy and Khasadar Forces
> ■ -

stood provincialised vide notification dated'12.03.2019, therefore, through
I

remanded back to thejudgment dated 04.12.2019 revision petition was
' il' • •

respondents to consider it departmental appeal j and decided it afresh .after 

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

opportunity of hearing ijo appellants again turned ^own, their request for giving 
back benefits etc vide impugned order dated 03.1 r.[!020. I

:■

.f. »

I

7. Federal Service Tribunal vide judgment and order 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 sejiai No. 155 vpl.ll of Civil

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

261OSCMRII.j;judgment of the Hon’blc Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as 

This order about bade benefits was upheld by Supreme Court of Pakistan vide 

order dated 20.10.2015. The representation of the appellants for grant of back
H .r t : .. ■ _ • _ • '■

benefits filed against order dated 29.04.2016 was decided by the Political Agent
I ^ I ■

Bajaur on 24.02.2017 wherein factum of secret inquiry about the fact of
1 I

appellant being on gainful business of earning was mentioned. If during secret

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 p.ut it tp
•• * . ^ 1

I 1 Ij- 1 . 1. - . - . >:.
the appellant and provide opportunity to accept or-to rebut it. So on the basis of

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

1 ' I • 1. . I

periocf is not logical and is injustice, against the fair trial and inquiry. Moreover in
‘ fj; . I

accordance with verdicts of Superior Court and-. FR54, reinstatement of an
11 • I.

employee, consequent to setting aside his disraissaJ/rcraoval from service, the
• • ■ :ii I

endtlement of employee to have the period of his absence from his service
, J

i•J

treated as on duty is a statutory consequence of hjs being reinstated on merits.
ii

. The term reinstatement means to place a person in’his previous position that has
"h.

A i
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when all ^tbe. appellants werealready been.done.in year'2016 in the present case 

• reinstated,into.service.'
I . 1 1 . V

1I I i %
'•fj .

• I • *>•. • .... V ,•>. * I • p

8. ‘ It is also pertin^nt-lb mention here th^t S91T e-colieagues of the'^appellant

were felnsiated-with retrospective effect by the’'r(Bipondent vidd'order dated.•"

. 03.07.2013 as-a.result of judgment ofFederal Seiy|ce iTribuhal Islaniaijad'pas^ed

on 01.03.2013. Federal,Service Tribunal IsJairiabad,*also passed such like nature 
; . '■ I' .»■ I : r t • ; -* i.\

* . * • • • *' * , 
order in case of appellants vide judgment and qrdef dated 11;05;2015 upheld fay '

Supreme Court of Pakistan on 20..I0.20IS and:|ubsequent order ofFederal

••

Service Tribunal'Islamabad'dated 04.10:20iI9. Itt{/wiU; not be out of place to■ ■ ' ■ ■ '.i

92 - officials/sepoys were-given back beneiils by themention here that
} ■respondent who were dismissed on the same.charges, .but present appellantV - 

. request for back.benefits w^ turned down which jis injustice .'with-the appellantr
and. against the ■principle of justice.-'Concept of fair trial, arid equality demands 

that when employees having identical and simtlai; (tase'wer.e giveri-'back benefits
• • * • • • • 

by the respondent, then present appellants also dejerve the same-treatment,-but •

respondent did not treat them 'like, other;-dffiaals,. wWch' .is', discrimination.

the* yppellints'witH retrospectwe' effectRespondents are . directed-to reinstate 

- fi-om the date of dismissal end not with immediate Effect. ’

As a sequel to the above discussion, we allow this appeal in accordance
I •• S-.'-

with relevant rules and lavy. Costs shall follow the event. Gonsi^.

1 s -
I

• ri-( . «
9.

..fl'

I, p
■ ?

1
t

10. Pronounced in open court at Peshawar'and^^veri under'our hands dfid-seal 
. . of the Tribunal on this ISf’'day of July. 2023.

il.■f ■ ■ 1 » 'S

'■i.1

FAULT
P ' 'V

Member (J) •Knlecmitillah^ Member ([Is)v<r-\1-V

'1 : t : ,• r 11-• ■» ?
1K ->•

I

i . . •
-i : . ■ i 1

I.
= • .1

i
It

:
{
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C^'ccuUDH'PciHiuii No,220/2024llili?a;:imrQH Vs. :ih5-govanincuuut;v>l'y‘«r . -•
‘tkltiuiiJjhvva iJiroUali G|iioPSciroiury;.Crvi!.Sucrclni’Jnri\««l»uwm‘^! oiliwV'x ^ '

W'ctmu'wwJ iictliliiiiB ' ^ ^ ^L

Muy- 2U24 KaHtiL-f\n<tim1 iClmn. Chitirnimii Thcoiuth ill'*’’ oftUir UjU

and all ilia roljowiiiu cOmicilod H {>aiitl«snB arc bcm^
or similar .iiuiorc-. Ocluil ol' (lie

peiiiiQii

^Iccidail lotc|l»«w a» ,iil| V

AvC ^Xcoimucid pciiiiuns, is as unilcr. 
nL

TitleExecution Pctiiipn. 
•Nos.

S.No.
J'^'inar \ Rnoh lJl:Amin209/20241.

Mozamin•2(0/2024t-

-21-1/2024 imriin3:
Nuieeb Utlnli212/20244.
Abdullah213/20245.

6. 214/2024 Nowshod
Imniu Ullflh215/20247.

216/2024
217/2024

S. Sved Habib Ja»
9. i-uiz Ullbh
10. 21 S/2024 Asuhar

I'SKnmn-lJriRahm'^,-1J.~- :2!l9/2024^
12.' ‘2210024, lllmar AvuU

222/2024- •^Ghulamt^punos13.
14. ^2^/2024 SaettduU’ali'

2. Learned counsel for the pciiiioiiers presenU Mr. Uniair 

Aunii Addiliuiial Advocnie General Qloiii>\vuh Mr. Habib Ulluli, 

' Head Clerk for the respondents present. V

3. Learned counsel for die appellaiii stated iliai uliliuugli,.tlie 

peutioners were reinsiaicd in service witlvre‘ruspecu%'e effect but 

the nuiificalion hu.s a coiidiuuii that the issue uf back benefits- . 

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

not complied wiihin its true spirit omi wlien conlVomcil with the . 

I^nns of the judgment of die Tribunal, the learned AAG submiued 

lliui Ibe respohdenis would rectify the order, within a fortnight
'^'^esnSa /

« i

)

GamScani
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0S;O4;2a24 I. eiwk lo floumol lbriho prMcni.e
•j
ti

Notices havg not been i^uod-tg iJ)« r^wpc^ndw^^ duetto non-
i

deposins o/TCS iwjionaus, U«posU

•3.

TCS cxpQiiaes willun ihrce.days, 'I’hereaficr notice be issued to rlic
\

respondents Cor submission of implementation report. To come up
• . I -

for implemcniadon report on 14.05.^024 before 5,B;P.P given tp 

clcrR .of Icuraed counsel for ilic t

(Muhammad AkbarKhan) 
Member (E)

\

*

, 14.05.202^1 I. Junitjr lo counscl IbrUtc pcliiipncr present. Mr. Muliammiiil .
* *

Jai). DisU'ici Adonicy liir Ihc rctipoiiclvnls prescui.
•

- 2. Iinplumcntuii.un rupuri not s\ibmiUcU^. Learned District 

AlUintcy stmi'hL liotc to coniacl the rc.'tpondcnts ftir .suhnti.s.sion ' 

(if ituplaneiUiiiion ivptiri. AiQuumed. Tu cumc up lor 

implcmcnuiiion reportun 16.05;2024 beforeSJi-. I’urcha J^eshi *- 

. given to the parties.
\

. (Uasltidu iJuiio) 
tVlcmbcr(J)'

CiK-kWlifi

CamScanner

.f



* ft

t

♦

«-
K

- /s, {:^c"

dL>4«J J|j,u Jtul lO'^

V
«^ I1

JX , “V*.
4, *:

♦ tf-

. ljU^
•.

- i

VLi.'ijlji& IS jjlliL ^ ^j O^J^'JjI lijl:^^'
-S ij\^ Viij jSjj.Qi^ ajjl^'ililiic. jiJ; jjj

(Jl^ Ij'Jj (>^ *J? l5jW jSl^-07-2023 (-ii^
cji& J u“ o^ ®ilJljc- VIj (jJ />j jjl ^ oif*. <-U^ Uf^j^

x«!j* (JJ*^ ijUISji.I

jSj-

:Vij
-j^ IS -WS, J=i^ Lrt^ jljii.l;^lj;lS.ojjS>-^iJlJt sjLjj ^ o^?-r^

j ^ J^ _^l^ '(>i ej4jj c^j^. jS 2024-0?-!^

^ .ia|_>j lUc OJ- <>.v^':>Us jj^ U oS^lo^

'i \ -•

U^'Sa

sy jS Ujj f^j ji Jt^ ^js .Ijj-Ajb* Ji \r.M^ v'
J}

ij2 J 1^4*='!J" j^ {»V" jj> cHJJ*^J
w>

\ S
I

o^jUll
;

(6) {5)i^^ ^ {4)l^^1 >»e; (3) .>^' (2)u^ ^1
: (10) *^' (9)

ii^(7)
ft

(13)^> (12) -il Jj— (11) jl :t>^Jr-
rf (iSj'uJ^Vl ^jj (14)ux.

V

V0:r
\I .•i

*.* •
\

0\T
CamScaimer

i ‘ .;\ •.
1

'
.



► 1

IdJH) «(BP>u»xju
n )
f

r

\
1

/ ir^ V
■ !r"“ «

■*.

t

-,. \{(j■ . • -i

UP-a;, /tv
,'^'"^<»''^n/^iii;^(p<r'^o;?5^in^f'/i^)"ip<^

1^/a/

*. • •••i

fI

/I
f 2/—y“• «

ss
fi^-

I

>

>* ■ A-. ••• . i
i

\

V

?

• •

. i"J t -.
° ^/9 ' ■

; - ■-

>^/f,
/>^! <

/
•1t;

♦ ":A ■fS. ■>.
V-

{ *
^ <-s

V,.* ' «:
(r'A-/" ^1. , r C'sI

t.

^y -
. i.-

,!■' ' •.'4
! • «

• •{
>,.


