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- 31.10.2024 . The implemer_ltajtion. petition of Mr. Khial
Muhammad- submitted today by Syed Waqas Naqv‘i-
Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before
touring Single Bench at A.Abad- on 26.11.2024. Original
file be réquisitioned. AAG has noted th‘e,"next date.
Parcha Peshi givento 'cou'n'sef for the petitioner.

By order of the Chairman
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ServicelAppeal No. 1377/2018

Khial Muhammad (PST) (BPS-12) S/O Nooran ShahER/O Village Rashang, Allai
Battagram. ¢

....PETITIONER
VERSUS
1. Director Elementary and Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa

Peshawar.
2. District Education Officer Male Battagram.,

[

...RESPONDENTS

IMPLEMENTATION PETITION

APPLICATION FOR lIEdPLEN[ENTATION OF
JUDGMENT DATED 06/06/2]024 PASSED BY THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN THE TITLED SERVICE
APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth;-

1. That the petitioner /'appeliant filed service appeal
No.1377/2018 before this Hon{aurable Tribunal. Copy of

appeal is attached as Annexure “A”.

2. That this Honourable Tribunal decided service appeal of the
appellant / petitioner on 06/06/2024. Copy of judgment dated
‘ i
06/06/2024 is attached as Annexure “B”.

3. That vide judgment dated 06/06/2024 the appeal of the
| :
appellant/ petitioner was accepted and the petitioner was

reinstated in service.

4. That the respondents were duty bound to implement the
judgment passed by this Honlourable Tribunal, but the

respondents in blatant disregard of the judgment dated
i




@

06/.06/2024 have neither reinstat(’ad the appetlant / petitioner

nor provided the reinstatement order.

5. That petitioner moved nume}'ous applications to the
respondents for tl‘}e implementation of the judgment passed
by *this Honourable Tribunal, but ithe respondents have turned
a deaf ear to the request of petitioner. Copies of applications

are annexed as Annexure “C”,

6. That the act of respondents is contemptuous, contumacious

and violation of.the judgment; dated 06/06/2024 of this

Honourable Tribunal and the respondents have committed

grc}ss contempt and are liable to be punished accordingly.

In view of the abdve, it is praye;d that on acceptance of the
instant implementation petition, respondents may graciously be
directed téj reinstate the petitionér into service and provide him the
reinstatement order forthwith and contenllpt proceedings may also be

initiated against the respondents.

|

...PETITIONER
Through
Dated: 3o Z@ /2024 ‘ 4 .
%A/va— -
| (SYED WAQAS NAQVI)

*  Advocate High Court, Abbottabad

AFFIDAVIT:- - |

. . I .
I, Khial Muhammad (PST) (BPS-12) S/O Nooran Shah R/O Village Rashang,
!
Allai Battagram, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of
foregoing application are true and corfect to the best of my knowledge and belief

and nothing has been concealed therein from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

v

. Ser\'.'ice Appeal No. ,‘322 /2018

Khial Muhammad (PST) {EPS 12) 5/0 Nooran Shnh R/O Village Rashang, Tehsil .
Aliai, District Battagram

, Srerecstin e sstntsas Appellant
VS

1. Director, Elementary & Secondary Education, waber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar . :

2. District Education Ofiicer (Male), Battagram .

3. District Account Officer, Battagram . '
' ) . RESpONdents -

"ERVICE APPEAL U/S 04_OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERU!CE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE UNLAWFUL STOPPAGE OF MONTHLY
SALARIES OF THE APPELLANT SINCE MARCH 2015 WITHOUT ANY COGENT
JUSTIFICATION KEEPING IN_ VIEW THE FACT THAT THE APPELLANT HAS
ALWAYS PERFORMED HI% DUTY WITH DEDICATION AND DILIGENCE SINCE
INCEPTION OF HIS SERVICE (06/07/2008) AND FOR iSSUANCE OF.
CIRECTIONS TO ADIUST THE APPELLANT ON HIS DUTY PLACE AND SEAT AS
THE QPPELLANT HAS NEITHER BEEN TEMINATED NOR DISMISSED FROM
SERVICE HITHERTO
o4 .
The appellant is pleased to Leseech before this Honorable Court as under;
. s t
1. That the appellant wis appointed as PST (BPS-07) on 06/07/2008 on the
recommendation of the Departmental Selection Committee and approval
of the competent authority and was directed to perform his duties at “GPS
Lagri Sar Nasim, Battagram”. (Copy of Appointment Order is attached as
-FZ&J ot - )

2. That the "appellant his always performed his dIJtiES with efficiency and

diligence and never ever caused hardshlps for his hlgh -ups. {Copy of Service
Book and Pay Slips is attached as £/8) - ’

-
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3. That the stroke of misfortune hit the appellant in the month of March 2015
when his salary was stopped unceremoniously without specifying any
Justification. In this regard, the appellant immediately informed the
concern quarters but no heed was paid. {Copy of Request A lication is
ottached-as F/C}

4. That with the passage of time, the appellant submitted 3 number of
applications but his salary was not released which further increased the
miseries ‘and agonies of the appellant. (Copy of the Applications are

attached as /D) . :

73

%

* 3. That it is axiomatic to submit that despite repeated application to the’
different quarters, \he appellant at last submitted his departmentat appeal
to the Respondent No. 01 {Director, E&S Education K-P Peshawar) on

. 05/94/ 2018. (Copy of the Departmental Appeal is attached as F/E)

6. That despite the submission of the aforesaid departmental ap'peal, the
appellant didn't get any reply or response from the Respondents so
another reminder vsas sent on 26™ June 2018 where the appellant was
telephonically informed that such appeal was forwarded to Respondent No. C
02 and was also informed that as soon as they get the reply there will be 3

response. {Copy of the Reminder is attached as F/F)

7. That the appellant ifter great struggle, acquired a copy of the rejection *
letter of the departmental appeal on 08/10/2018 where Respondent No. 01

conveyed the messiage to Respondent No, 02 regarding rejection of the
departmental appez! vide_letter no. 3336/F.N0.162/Vol:15/Appeal of PST
{M)_General Dated Peshawar the 8/10/2018. {Copy of the Rejection is
attached as F/G]) 1

., That feeling aggrieved from the .un-lawful stoppage of the salaries of the
appellaht and rejection of the departmental appeal, the petitioner being a
civil servant approaches this Honorable Tribunal on the following grounds -
inter-alia; '

[}

Kll?" vice ‘Yribunt . 1
Sc pcah.‘”"
Sl ., GROUNDS: |
_A. That the act of the Respondents to stop the salary of the appeliant is
b  against the mand:te of law, rules and natural justice.
. \ ¢

8. Thatit is pertinent to submit that the appellant is still of the strength of
the educations dejartment as so far, the appellant has neither been

| ’/%

-
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dismissed from service nor terminated

but the salary has been blocked

without any justification and -explanation which is sheer violation of the

fundamental right of the appellant,

initiated agalnst the appellant by the Respandents in shape of any
explanation, -enjuiry or show-cause- but without specifying any reason
stopped the salary of the appellant which has further increased the

problems of the appeflant,

. That the universal adage “Audi Alterem partem” provides that no one

can be condemned unheard” which means if any action is to be taken
against any person, at least a falr opportunity is required to be provided

to such person" but in the instant case, n

provided and the salary has been stopped.

. Tpat it is also essenti_al to suBmit that

the stoppage of salary provides

and causes recuiring cause of action 50, the appellant right's has been

violated very badiy.

{

ot

. That there are plethora of iudgfnents of the Honorable Courts that
salaries cannot te stopped without any réason and tause and if it is

done, such would be unlawful and against the mandate of law. Thus, by

stopping the salary of the appellant withdut any reason and justification

is against the mardate of law, rutes and naturali justice.

PRAYER: ~

. That any other ground can be raised at the time of arguments:

In light of the 1oregoing submissions, it s therefore; most ¢onvivially
and humbly prayed that-on acceptance -of the instant appeal, this
Honorable Tribunal may graciously be pleased to;

1. Declare the stoppage of monthly salaries of the appellant since

March 2015 as unlawtul, without lawful authority, agpinst the

2. Direct the Respondents to relea
the appellan:

fundamentai rights of the appeliant and void ab-initio

sefstart the monthly salaries of

r————
' ——

. That it is also submitted that no disciplinary action so far, has been

O opportunity has been-

.



- -

oo B

BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAi(HTUNKHWA SERVICE
: ’ ‘TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

, ' Service Appéal No. /2018

Khail Muhammad (PST) (BPS-12) S/ONooran Shah R/O Village Rashang, Allai,

Battagram .
seresesssnnnnnAppeliant

Vs

Director, Elementary & Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar et. '
al. . '

4

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATON OF DELAY (F ANY
i
1. That the accompanied service appeal is being submitted for the release of
the stopped monthly salaries of the apgellant.

2. That this -application may be considered as part and parcel of the main
accompanied service appeal,

1 . .

3. That as the departmental appea! was filed on 05/04/2018 but despite the
passage of three months appeal was not submitted before this Honorable

» Tribunal because tho appellant was time and again informed by the

) respondents that the departmental appeal would be decided soon and in-
this regard an application was also written on 26™ June 2018 and
resultantly, the departmental appeal was rejected and the appelfant got -
such rejection on 08,10/2018 and hence filed this service appeal within
time,

4, That the applicant is i poor man having profound reliance on his job and
salary so graciously sei:ks indulgence of this Honorable Court.

It Is therefore, prayed that on acceptancelof this application the delay,._ if
any, may kiridly be conjoned please. . .

. : : Through

i /
v $Mian Muhay
' Advocatd
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> 2 Servien Appoal No, 1376/2013 titled *Sarfara: Khan Verms Director, Elewentary & Secondary Education,
Khyber Pathtuntinea Peshawor ond cihers” and connecied Scrvice Appeol No.1377/2018 tuled “Khiot
Muhommad Versut Director, Elemensary & Secondary Educotion, Khyber Pathtunthwa Peshaenr and others™
i decided on 07.00.2024 by Diviswn Bench comprising Kallm Arshod Khan, Chairman and Forceho Powl, Member
{Exxowiha), Khyber Paumutﬁwa&rw:: Tridunal, Pﬂfmmr

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR,
BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHAIRMAN
' FAREEHA PAUL ... MEMBER (Exccutive)
g . - Service Appeal No. 1376/201 8
Date of pres;:ntalion of appeal ............... ..07.11.2018
Dates of Hearing.................. e 06.06.2024
Date of Decision.....ccoveeeemreiiiienninnnaenn 06.06.2024
Sarfaraz Khan (PST) (BPS-12) S/0 Umar Fad, R/O Kas Qalandar,
-Allai, Battagram. ..o.ieveieieiiiiinieriiiiiiimeieieieniesiineiean, (Appetlant)
Versus

. Director, Elementary & Set.ondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

2. District Education Officer (Male), Battagram.

3. District Account Officer, Battagram. ......c.oecmininnnnien (Respondents)

Present:

Syed Waqas Nagqvi,

AQVOCALE. ....vnenniiiineiiieeni e aeeerea e renanaenas For appeliant.
Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,:
Deputy DiStrict AtOINeY......oocveeieninaianinaennansns For respondents.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST
THE UNLAWFUL STOPPAGE OF MONTHLY SALARIES OF
THE AFPELLANT SINCE MARCH 2015 WITHOUT ANY
COGENT JUSTIFICATION KEEPING IN VIEW THE FACT
THAT THE APPELLANT HAS ALWAYS PERFORMED HIS
DUYY WITH DEDICATION AND DILIGENCE SINCE
_INCEPTION OF HIS SERVICE (17/06/2008) AND FOR
ISSUANCE OF DIRECTIONS TO ADJUST THE APPELLANT
ON HIS DUTY PLACE AND SEAT AS THE APPELLANT HAS
NEITHER BEEN TERMINATED NOR DISMISSED FROM
SERVICE HITHERTO.

o Service dppeal No. 1377/2018
*  Date of presentation of aﬁpeal ............... 07.11.2018
Dates of Hearing.........c.ccovvienniicnnninenn 06.06.2024
Date of Decision...................... e 06.06.2024
Khial Muhammad (PST) {BPS-12) S/O Nooran Shah, R/O Village
Rashang, Tehsil Allai, District Battagram. .....ccevvieuvenee vens (Appellant)
Versus

. Director, Elementary & Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. *,

-+

Fagel
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, Service Appeal No. 13762018 thted! “Serfara: Khon Verzxs Director, Els >y & Secondary Educoth
K!qn‘:er Pathtunkinra Feshawar and others™ ond cmurud' Service Appea! NoJS??mJIE m!u' “Khiat
v Midanmad Versur Director, Elementory & Secondary £ jon, Khyber P Pesh and athers™

decided on 07.06.2024 by Division Benzh :oc-prl:m; Kaﬂn A.r.t!la‘.fm Chairman and Farceha Pend, Member
{Executive), Khybar Pathsunkinee Servico Tribunol, P .
District Education Officer (Male) Battagram.

District Account Officer, Battagram.....c.occvvvvnenvannn (Respondents)
A .

Present:

Syed Wagas Naqvi,
* Advocate....... PR N For appellant.

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,
, Deputy District Attorney............cecoeeieiiiinninion For respondents.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SERV]CE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAXKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST

.THE UNLAWFUL STOPPAGE OF MONTHLY SALARIES OF

THE APPELLANT SINCE MARCH 2015 WITHOUT ANY
COGENT JUSTIFICATION KEEPING IN VIEW THE FACT
THAT THE APPELLANT HAS ALWAYS PERFORMED HIS
DUTY WITH DEDICATION AND DILIGENCE SINCE
INCEPTION OF HIS SERVICE (06/07/2008) AND FOR
ISSUANCE OF DIRECTIONS TO ADJUST THE APPELLANT
ON HIS DUTY PLACE AND SEAT AS THE APPELLANT HAS
NEITHER BEEN TERMINATED NOR DISMISSED FROM
SERVICE HITHERTO.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

S

KALIM _ARSHAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: Through this single

judgment, this appeal and the connected Service Appeal No. 1377/2018

titled “Khial Muhanimad Versus Director, Elementary & Secondary
Education, Kilyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others ”_ are decided as
b;th are regarding the sane subject matter and can conveniently be
dec:ded together. E

2. According to the facis gathered from the available record, the

appellant namely Sarfaraz Khan wds appointed as PST (BPS-07) on

e N

17:06.2008, while appellail namely Khial Muhammad was appointed
as PST (BPS-07) on 06.0°.2008, however, their salaries were stopped
in the month of March 2015 without specifying any reason. The

appellants filed several apjlications to the quarter concerned for release
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departmental appeals on 05.04.2018 but the same were not responded.
b

Service Appeal No. 1376/2018 titled '§arﬁm: Khan Versus DI , &b y & Secondary Educatt
Khyber Pakhtuntinea Posheear and ohers”™ and councered Service Appeal No.1322/2018 thled “Khinl
Muhommad Versus Dircetor, Elementary & Secondary Eduration, Khyber Pakhnunkhwa Peshawar and others™
decided on 07,06,202¢ by Division Bench compriring Katim Arshad Khen, Chairman and Farecha Poul, Member
{Exceurlve). Khpber Pothruatinra Servico Tribnnal, Peshawor.

eir salaries but no heied was paid, therefo;c, they filed separate

The appellant namely Khial Muhammad had filed reminder on

26.06.2018, while appellant namely ‘Sarfaraz Khan had filed reminder

on 27.06.2018, however it came to the knowledgé of the appellants that

{

their departmental appeals ‘have already been rejected vide impugned

order dated 02.05.2018 and they have been informed regarding

%

rejection of their departmental appeal on 08.10.2018. The appellants

have now approached this Tribunal through ﬁling of the instant service

e

appeals on 07.11.2018 for redressal of their grievances.

3

Nt

On receipt of the appeals and their admission to full hearing, the

reSpondé'r‘lts were summoned. Respondents No. 1 & 2 put appearance

. i

thro[;.f;gh'their representatives and contested the appeals by filing their
t .

para-wise comments, raicing therein numerous legal and factual

objections.

4.

the

Léalmed counsel for the appellants has argued that the salaries of

appellants were stopped in the month of March 2015 without

=, spetifying any reason, which is against the mandate of law, rules and

natural jﬁsl.ice. He next argued that neither any disciplinary action had

been initiated against the appellants nor any adverse order in the shape

of. dismissal, removal, termination etc has been passed against the

¥

appellants but despite that the salaries of the appellants were illegally

stopped by the respondents. He further argued that universal adage audi

L

. A3 . . .
alterem partem provides that no one tan be condemned unheard, which

» -
'

means that if any action is 10 be taken against any person, at least a fair

opportunity is required to ke provided to such person but in the instant

¥

" e

"‘ . - . .
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Scrvice Appeal No, 137672018 iithkd “Sorfarac Khan ¥ersus Di . EA y & Secondary E
Khyber PoiMunkiwo Peshnrar ond others”™ and cunncered Servico Appeat No.i371/2018 twied =Khial
M:ih o Versus Di -, £ y & Secandary Edvcation, Khyber Pothnmihwa Pethencar and others”
deciteu an 07.06,2024 by Divirion Bench conprrising Kalim Arshod Khon, Chairman and Fareeha Poul, Mesber
{Executive), Khyber Pathtuniinra Service Tribunal, Peshorrar.

cases, no opportunities have.been provided to appellants and their
s;laries‘_ were illegally stopped by the respondents without assigning
a:y reas.on. In the last he‘requested, that the salaries of the appellants
mi'ght be released and they may bel adjusted on their post of PST in
District Battagram.

5. Conversely, leamed Deputy Dis’trict Attorney for the respondents
has contended that the appellants were not appointed by the t\:ompetenl
Authority as Primary School Teachers and the appointment orders so
annexed by the appellants with their appeals are fake, bogus and

;

fabricated. He next argued that the appellants had never preformed any
duty nor their services books were prepared by the department. He
further argued that the appellants had fraudulently received the earlier

salaries, which are required to be refund the Government Treasury. In

ths last, he argued that the appellants are not civil servants, therefore,

- their apfaeals are not maintainable before this Tribunal, which are liabte

be dismissed with costs.

6." We have heard the arpuments of learned counsel for the parties and
have perused the record.

7. Perusal of the record vsould show that tl;e appellants Sarfaraz Khan
and Khial Muhammad were appointed as Prim?ry S;:hool Teachers vide
appointment orders dated 17.06.2008 and 08.07.2008 respectively.
ARer their appointment, service books were also prepared and they had
r.cceived their salaries till February 2015, however, from the month of
March 2015, their salaries were stopped by the de’partmem without
assigning any reason in the shape of any written order. The appellants

hdve annexed with their :ppeals their pay slips, which show that the
y :
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$. Servica Appeat Na. 137872018 thted “Sovfaraz Khan Versus Direciar, Ek y & Secondary Ech
v, Kiyter * Pathiunkhwe Peshowur ond others™ and connected Service Appoal No 132772018 titled “Kinat
Muharnod Vermiy Director, Slemeniary & Secondary Edwcatlan, Kiyber Pakhtunkinma Peshaear and others™
decided on 07.06.2024 by Division Bench comprising Kalim Arshad Khan, Chet and Fareeha Paul, Memh
{Exzanhe), Khyber Pakhiuntinea Service Tribunal, Pesherwar,

' appellants have received their salary since thgir appointment but from
the -month of March, 2015 t:heir salaries were stopped by the department
without any reason in Iht;. shape of any order. This Tribunall vide
judgment dated 12.04.2018 passed in Appeal No. 572/2017 tited
"f;";:rzaf Wahab Versus 'ﬁ:ei. District Education Officer, Elementary &
Secondary Ea.fucation Department, Peshawar and two others” has
already dealt with almost similar matter in the following manner:

“CONCLUSION
5. Whatever has been argued by the learned Deputy District

Attorney is based cn the findings of the enquiry report and

similarly the authority has based his findings on the basis

f . of enquiry report which is itself a proof of the fact that the
issue involved appreciation of factual controversy which
could not be decided without holding of formal enquiry. But
the Authority neither op'ted Jfor holding regular enquiry nor
dispensed with rhé formal e.nqm"'ry. The authority further
initiated the proceedings under the dmciplfnafy rules by
éssm'ng show-cause and then culminated the proceedings by
l! r:ot awarding the pgenahy under the disciplinary rules but
declared the appointment letter as bogus. Such proceedings
in the eyes of law cannot be sustained. The Authority shou!d.
have been clear, regarding the proceedings to be conducted
7 under the disciplinary rules or should have withdrawn the
appointment order in exercise of the powers on the basis of

locus-poenitentiae. In case the authority was 1o exercise his

powers under the latter option then this Tribunal could

EXAM : decide the issue on the basis of the stage at which the same
Khybher Pukfitu '“.""' 3 .

Sevad ::‘h:'w':",'“‘ © power was exercised. However in any event it was
"incumbent upon the authority to have given full opportunity
to the appellant to mrﬁc;pa!é.in the enquiry proceedings by

& - .
giving all rights of due process which has not been done.
@ :
.«
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Service Appeal No. 1376/2018 lied “Sarfaraz Khan Versus Dircctor, Elementary & Secondary Education,
Khyber Pakhtunkinwa Peshawar and others” ond c‘ormec.*ed Service Appeal No.137772018 titled "Khial
Muhammad Versus Direetor, £l v & Se lary Ex ion, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others™

decided on 07.06.2024 by Division Bem.h comprising Kolim Arshad Khan, Chairman and Farecha Paunl, Member
(Executive), Khyher Pokhiunkinva Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

6. As a sequel to the above discussion, the present
“appeal is accepted. The appellant is reinstated in service.

However, the department is directed to hc;ld denovo
proceeding within a period of ninety days from the date of
receipt of this judgment. The issue of back benefits etc. shall
be subject to the final outcome of de-novo proceedings and
rules on the subject. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

' File be consigned to the record reom.”
8. As the factual controve;rsy involved in these two appeals is similar
W1th tﬁe above referred appeal, therefore, these two appeals are also
decided in the same manne.. Consign.

9. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our

hends aﬁd the seal of the Tribunal on this 06" day of June, 2024.

*Nucem Anvin®

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman
FARUFHA PAUL
Member (Executive)
iyt DptetiE (Al “:70
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. b
VX Service Appeal No. 1377/2018 titled “Khial Muhammad Versus Director,
Elementary & Secondary Education; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others”.

. ORDER
06" June, 2024 * 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,

-Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Lutf Ullah, Assistant for the
".re’spondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.
2. Vide our consolidated judgment of today placed on file of connected
Service Appeal bearing No. .1376/2018 t{tled “Sarfaraz Khan vs.
y ! - . .

W{"Direc‘tor, Elementary i&‘ Secondary Education, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
.Peshawar and others ”,ﬁ the preseht appeal is accepted. 'fhe appellant is
reinstated in service. However, the department is directed to hold denovo
.proceeding within a period ;)f ninety days from the date of receipt of this
judgmcnt. The issue of back benefits etc. shall be subject to the final

&:outcome of de-novo proceedings and rules on the subject. Costs shall

follow the events. Consign,

3 Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our hands

and the seal of the Tribrnal on this 06" day of June, 2(24. ‘ e-.(
.  Fafapad) (Kal¥n Arshad Khan)
"7 .. Member (Executive) Chairman
. 1Y s ] . . I
: . {
* Nocem Ambs® X
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