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Messrs Ali Nawaz Ghanghro, Athar Abbas Solangi, Nisar Ahmed G. Abro,
Khalid Igbal Memon, Faiz Muhammad Larik, Bashir Ahmed Dargahi,
Habibullah G. Ghouri, Muhammad Hashim Soomro, Abdul Rahman A.
Bhutto, Rafique Ahmed K. Abro, Muhammad Ashique Dhamraho,
Ghayoor Abbas Shahani, Ali Raza Pathan, Rashid Mustafa Solangi, Asif
Hussain Chandio, Saleem Raza Jakhar, Safdar Ali Ghouri, Ashfaque
Hussain Abro, Naimatullah Bhurgri, Irshad Ali R. Chandio, Sajid
Hussain Mahessar, Syed Fida Hussain Shah and Leela alias Kalpana

Devi, advocates [or the petitioners.

Mr. Abdul Hamid Bhurgri, Addl. A. G., Mr. Munawar Ali Abbasi, Assl.
Advocate General, Mr. Shahid Igbal Siyal, Asst. Advocate General and
Mr. Imtiaz Ahmed Shahani, State Counsel, alongwith Mushtaq Ali
Kalhoro, Statistical Officer (Focal Officer) on behalfl of District Education
Olficer, Larkana.

There are Lwo sets of cases, one Lhal concerns with deceased
or retired quota of police officials and the other that relates to the

deccased quota of other departments of Government of Sindh
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As far as the retired officers or serving officers quota of Police

Departm T ;
P ent is concerned, in that regard the Counsel appearing on behalf
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arc to be considered within the parameters described in the above
referred judgment.

3. The second set of cases relates to the deceased quota

prevailing in different government departments of Government of Sindh.

It is unanimously agreed that all those who have applied or who are in

the process of applying on the basis of deceased quota, may apply to the

concerned departments alongwith all relevant documents and after

completing all codal formalities within a period of 30 days from today.

Once such compliance

iIs made and documents are furnished, the

concerned officers of the said departments within a period of 30 days
thereafter may forward the cases of the individuals to the Secretary

concerned, who may within a period of one month shall float a summary

to the Chief Sccretary, who, we believe, would not take more than 20

days to reach a conclusion in accordance with law and dictum laid down

in case of Ayaz Ali versus Government of Sindh reported in 2014 PLC

(C8) 1060. We would appreciate if all the departments, the Sceretaries
and the Chief Sccretary would comply within the schedule and timeframe

given above,

4, With the above observations,

all these petitions a disposed

of alongwith pending applications, if any,
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