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Implementation Petition No. 629/2023.

Order or other proceeding's with siitnoiure of |iidp,e[Dale of ordi.'r 
proceedinp.s
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The implementation petition of Mr. Zia Uliah 

Khan submitted today by Mr. Zartaj Anwar l(!)an 

Advocate, ft is fixed for implementation, repo 

Single Bench at Peshawar on /H - ^ Oocinai

file be requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date.

By the order ofOmFirnan

12.09.20231

before

d'dSTi’AR; \
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
lECKLIST 7^ ro/

Case Title: £i- ^ r

; : S# CONTENTS,; YE5
•TI This. Appeal has-been pres^ted by: . ~

I Whether Counsel/App^lant/Respondent/Deponent have signed 
the requisite documerffs? ■ .• ;
Whether appealis witfffntime? -
Whether the enactment under, which the appear is filed 
'mentioned?

]

2

3! .

4'

enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? 
j 6 I Whether affidavit is, appended? ’

! Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath
I Commissioner? . .____ '

8 ; Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? , 
g j Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the

__ .| subject. furnished? •; _ . _ _
j. are legible? _

!.. IR J-Whether copies of annexures are readabie/dear?'
________

^ 14 i Whether Power of Altdriey of the Counsel engaged is attested
..... and:sifined by petitroner/appeliant/respondents?., ^ ■

. 15 1 Whether numbers of referred cases given are corrert?
. i 16 . Whether appeal contains cutting/overwrittnp? -

j 17 Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?
. j 18 ywhether case relate, to this court? '

[ 19 1 Whether requisite number of spare co^s attached?
■ Whether complete spare cppy is filed in separate file i:over?
: 2t ; Whether addresses of parties'given are complete?

!
•i 7 !

■ »

iy^..
!■ >h

- -H
i/'

&
—1-.

I

t : .
22 i Whether index filed?
23. j Whether Index Is correct?
24 i Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On '

Whether in, view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules
25 1974 Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexurgs has 

been sent to respondents? On
2^ Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

I.

• t

Whether copies, of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to 
opposite party? On■;i 27;'

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been 
fulfilled.

i • Name: O'iYUlyjQf

Signature: 
Dated: _ J7
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In the matter of 

Appeal No. 1526/2022 

Order dated 18.04.2023
u

Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad Babu 

Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar.
(Applicant)

VERSUS

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar & Others.

(Respondents)
INDEX

1- 3Application + Affidavit1

ACopy of the appeal and 

judgment dated 18.04.2023
2

BCopy of the application3 n<7
% G

% 

—iT.-r A/^akalatnama5

"Appellant

Through

ZARTAJ ANWAR
Advocate Supreme 

Court of Pakistan 

Office FR , 3 Forth 

Floor Bilour Plaza 

Peshawar Cantt.
Cell: 0331-9399185

I
I
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RFFORF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

p=,!*litoUhw« 
/ ‘u-.rvice Tribuiia*

In the matter of 

Appeal No. 1526/2022 

Order dated 18.04.2023

Oisiry No

LI.OatcU

Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad Babu 

Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar.
(Applicant)

VERSUS

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

2. Secretary Establishment, Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar.

3. Secretary Social Welfare, Special Education & Women 

Empowerment Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondents)

Application for the implementation of the 

Judgment and order dated 18.04.2023 in the 

above noted service appeal of this Honourable 

Tribunal.

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the has filed his service appeal before this Honourable Tribunal 
which was decided on 18.04.2023.(Copj' of the appeal and 

judgment is attached as annexure A).

2. That the applicant/appellant approached to the competent authority 

and submitted through proper channel application for 

implementation of the judgment dated 18.04.2023 vide Diary No 

3350 dated 31.08.2023, but the respondents turn deaf ear.

3. That the respondents are legally bound to implement/obey the 

judgment of this honourable Tribunal in its true letter and spirit but 
the respondents are willfully not obeying the order this honourable 

tribunal.
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It iSy therefore, humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this application the order 18.04.2023 

of this honorable tribunal be implemei^ed in ife true 

letter and spirit.

.pplicant / Appellant

Through

ZARTA j ANWAR 

Advocate Peshawar

8l

RAN KHAN
Advocate Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In the matter of 

Appeal No. 1526/2022 

Order dated 18.04.2023

Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad Babu 

Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar.
(Applicant)

VERSUS

4. Govt, of Khybef Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil 
Secretariat Peshawar & Others.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zia ullah Khan s/o Hidayat Ullah Khan r/o Jamsheed Abad 

Babu Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawar, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath tlm the contents of the above noted
application are true and correct^ the best of my knowledge and 

belief and that nothing 

Honourable Tribuna
beeni^t bxck or concealed from this

m A
a/J% Depen
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KHY3ER PAKHTUNKHVVA SERVICE TRIBUNA
PESHAWAR.

o
)

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHADKHAN 
SALAHUBDTN

...CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (Judici^^^

Service Appeal No, J526/2022

' Date of presentation of appeal
Dates of Hearing....................
Date of Decision.....................

24.10.2022
18.04.2023
18.04.2023

Mr. Zia Ullah Khan S/0 Hidayat Ullah Khan RIO Jamsheed Abad 
Babu Ghari Chowk Warsak Road Peshawai*.

{Appellant)

Versus

t. Government of Kliyber Pakhtnnkliwii through Chief Secretary Civil 
■ Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Secretary Establishment, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil 
Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. Secretary Social Welfare, Special Education & Women Empowerment 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

{Respondent)

Present:

Mr. ZartaJ Anwar, Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Fazai Shah Mohman. 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST 
THE OFFICE ORDER DATED 27.06.2022, WHEREBY THE 
APPELANT HAS BEEN TRANSFERRED FROM PLANING 
OFFICER, DIRECTORATE OF SOCIAL WELFARE SPECIAL 
EDUCATION 
PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR, IS HIGHLY ILLEGAL, MALAFIOE, UNLAWFUL 
WITHOUT LAWFUL AUTHORITY, AGAINST " HE RULES AND 
POLICY, AGAINST WHICH DEPARTMENT/I, APPEAL WAS 
FILED ON DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL V/AS FILED ON

& WOMEN EMPOWERMENT KHYBER 
TO SOCIAL WELFARE OFFICER

r"H
I

CL



Si-n’itx' /Ifi/Mil No.lSJ6/20J2 lillccl ‘/.id Utlati KhoiiTV.'i/.hnviimwnt !>/ Khyber Pakhluuklnm ihiotinh C'liie/ 
SccrtiKiiy Cwf ^cavfaiiaf I'exhawflr mJ others" JecUml4- on IH.04 2023 bv Divisio$i Uench Kalim
.■hshad KI,(i,k i hairiiuni. tuidSahh U<t Din. Member. Judidui Khyhur 1‘iikhiiinkhwu Servnx Tribimd. /'cW«ni'fw.

Jt 30.06.2022, WHICH IS STILL NOT RESPONDED AFTER 
ELAPSE OF STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS.

o

JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Brief facts as narrated in the

memo and grounds of appeal are that the appellant was serving in the (Social 

Welfare) Department as Planning Officer (BPs-17); that the, post of Planning 

Officer was created for the puipose to plan on evidence based facts, oversee 

the implementation of project and indicate bottlenecks in implementation 

process; that the government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa published vide 

notification dated 22.02.2018 the service rules of the KJiyber Paklnuokhwa 

provincial planning service Rules, 2018 in which under Section-9 repeal 

serving: (I) on coming into force of these rules, the service rules of the 

concerned line department shall stand repealed to the extent of the posts as 

given in schedule-l; that post of the appellant clear reflects in the schedule-I 

and according to the rule-3 of the rules, which clearly says in constitution of 

the service, service shall consist of the posts as specified in schedule-l and 

such other posts as may be added it from time to time; that the petitioner has 

cill the requisite eligibility criteria qualification, experience in accordance with 

new provincial planning cell rules 2018, furthermore, he is quite at par with 

officers of P&D department as well as planning cell of line department, who 

administered under the provincial planning cell; that the respondent 

department vide notification dated 22.02,2018 promulgated the provincial 

planning cell whereas all the employees of the Provincial governeintn who 

born on the strength of the planning and Development department well

\

are

A

a.

# •*_
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i- ■ Appeal No 1526/2022 Utlad "Ziu U/lah Kiwii-vx-Oowrimeiit of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa ihroush Chief 
SeaxUny Civil Svcieinriui Pesli(t\rcif and aiherx" deuJeil tm 18.04.2023 by Division Dench comprising Kalini 
A/'sliiid Khan. Chairimiii. andSalah l/d Din.-Memher. .Jitihcial. khyber Pakiuunkhwu Service Tribunal. Pu.diiiwur.

* .
merged into one department/group will be known as PS group and for sucho
purpose PPS service rules were framed who can run the affairs of the PPS

: .
groups; that the appellant is serving in scale of BPS-17, whereas under the 

rules and posting transfer policy the competent authority for the puipose of 

posting and transfer of officials of BPS-l? and above was the Chief Secretary 

of the province is the competent authority to issue such orders or with the 

approval of Chief Secretary but the same office/authority was superseded by 

the office of respondent No.3; that the respondent department issued 

impugned transfer order dated 27.06.2022 against which the appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 30.06.2022 which v/as not responded within the 

statutory period of ninety days, hence, the instant service appeal.

On receipt of the appeal and admission to full hearing, the respondents 

were summoned, who, on putting appearance, contested the appeal by filing 

written reply raising therein, numerous legal and factual objections. The 

defence setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellant.

2.

\

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned Additional 

Advocate'General for the respondents.

3.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant has not been 

treated in accordance with law and rules. That the notification of posting and 

transfer is illegally issued by the incompetent authority in the matterand also 

the appellant appointed through Public Service Commission particularly

4.

V_

m
0.)
oo

• a.' •



\.C if.M/u- .f/jijeci! m/202? Hik'd 'Ziu VIMi Kliaii-v.i-CwvcniJiieiil of Khylier Ikikhuinkhva thmiuh Cbii-f 
■Vcre^/ry Mwwur a,K( olharf ckxickd ou 18.02.2023 by Oirhion Hcnch amiumin^ Kalilu
/Ushad Khan. Chmvian. and Stifoh Ud Dm. Miunkr. Jinih-iol. Kliyher I’ukliliinkhwci Service, frihumil. Pivhawar.

'} 'i against the post of Planning Officer could only be transferred and posted 

Planning Officer.

as a

5. On the other hand learned Deputy District Attorney controvert the 

of learned counsel for the appellant and argued that the appellant 

has been treated in accordance with law and rules. He further submitted that 

the is an employee of the Directorate of Social Welfare and the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Provincial Planning Service Rules, 2018 relates to Planning 

Cadre of the Secretariat Level, so the same is not applicable on the appellant. 

He requested that the appeal might be dismissed.

contention

6. This Tribunal in appeal No. 16578/2021 titled “Manzoor Ahmad-vs- 

Chief Secretaiy, Khyber Paklitunkhwa Peshawar and two others” regarding 

the same issue has held as unden- >

9. For any reason but as matter of fact, the posts held by the 
appellants as Drug inspector or Drug Analyst, as the case may 
be, were got vacated by transfer of the appellants and filled by 
posting of the individuals from the cadre of pharmacists. The 
appellants inconsequence of their transfer have been posted 
against non-cadre posts. The main defense of the respondents 
lies in their reply to para-4 of the memorandum of appeal. It has 
been stated vide para-4 of appeal that by the service rules dated 
09/04/2006, the cadre of the appellants is completely different 
from that ot service rule assigned for pharmacists. The reply of 
the respondents to said para is copied below:

'"The Service Rulea does not carry any kind of 
assignment to a cadre but it specifies the method 
of recruitment and promotion prospects which is 
othenvise protected after the merging of cadre.
Although transfer is not a punishment but to 
make such like people punctual, subservient to 
the public and to overcome the deficiencv of 
efficient of hardworking officer to post right 
person on right place, the three cadres. Le.

A'
’■-.0

a.

hybei/PaiJ
Strv TTVj^aAi^



ic/.vcv Aifijcul No. I.^,2(u2n22 lithil -/m Ulhb Ktum-v.^-GovarniiHoif of Khyhr Pukhlmklnm through Chief 
'V‘7 s '<k-dih;l an IS (14.2022 hy Divhhnr Bench comprising Kaiim
ArslHul khan. Clunnuan. wuiSM Ucf Dm. Memher. .hulidul. Khyher I'ukhtunkhsxH, Service Tribnmd. PesiHiwar.

hospital pharmacist, drug impector and analyst 
having same basic cyuuliftcation as required for 
induction through Public Service Commission, 
were merged to obviate the stagnancy in the 
cadre. By doing
analyst at DTL (who are the cadre of the 04 to 05 
persons) can be transferred making them liable 
to work in hospital under the close supervision of 
hospital administration and vice versa. Those 
who are transferred from hospital to work in the 
field as drug inspector are tremendously 
working, removing the 

highlighting a lot of malpractices previously 
done by their predecessor who have been sacked 
from field duty. In other similar cases, the drug 
inspectors who are sacked are under probe at 
Provincial Inspection Team and other forct\

10. From the divergent pleadings of parties paiticularly 
discussed herein before, the main question wanting 
determination is, whether vice versa transfer of the holders of 
the post ot Drug Inspector/Analyst and of- Pharmacist is 
reasonably doable?
11. For answer to the formulated questions, prior 
determination ot the legal status of the appellants and the 
respondents is necessary, as far as their functional duties 
concerned. It is pertinent to observe that the Government of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa made the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Drug 
Rules, 1982 in exercise of powers conferred by Section 44 of 
Dtug Act, 1976. Ruie-2 of ibid rules provides definitions of 
different words and phrases. The expression “Act” in the said 
rules means the Drug Act, 1976. Analyst means an Analyst 
appointed by the Government under the Act. Inspector 
an Inspector appointed by the Government under the Act. 
Board means the Quality Control Board for the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Province set up under Section 1 [ (of the Act). 
Pharmacy means a shop, store or place where drugs 

compounded or prepared on prescription. Part-II of ibid rules 
relates to appointment and functions of enforcement staff. Sub 
Rule-(l) ot Rule-3 in Part-II of the said Rules provides that an 
Inspector and Analyst shall submit monthly returns in Form-1 
& Fon-n-2 respectively, to the Board and a Summary on the 
overall situation of quality control in the area under their 
respective jurisdiction and the board shall maintain such 
information in a manner as to monitor the quality of all the 
drugs sold and to keep v/atch on the performance of all 
manufacturers. RuIe-4 provides qualifications etc of Inspector 
and Analyst. Accordingly, lo person shall be appointed as 
Inspector unless he possess the degree in "narmacy from

k ,

-o

any drug inspector or anso

bottlenecks and

are

means

are

iii
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r.n-y/ S«.TC/ar/«/ Mm-ar mu/ mlwry-t/aiukiJ o>, 1{<.(H.202S by Oivisinn Bench cnmpmmg Kolmi 
Anluut Khan, i hainnaii. muiSalah IfJ Dm. Kkmher. JiuiMal. Khyher Btikliliinkhwa Service Trihiiiia/. Peshawir.
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Univei-sity or other institutions recognized for this purpose by 
the Pharmacy Council ot Pakistan and has at least one year 
experience in the manufacture, sell, testing or analysis of drugs 
or in .Drug Control Administration or in hospital or pharmacy. 
Sub Rule-(2) ot RuIe-4 provides the qualification for 
appointment as Analyst which is similar to that of the Inspector 
except experience which in case of Analyst is 05 years. The 
same rules i.e. of 1982 provide for duties of Inspectors and 
Analysts. From the given statutory expositions relating to the 
position of Drug Inspector and Drug .Analyst, we have no 
hesitation to hold that the posts of Drug Inspector/Drug Analyst 
aie statutory positions with authority of appointment vested in 
the- Provincial Government. The Government of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa vide notification dated 09/04/2006 bearing No. 
SOH-II1/10-04/05 issued in pursuance to the provisions 
contained in sub rule-(2) of Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Civil Servants (Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) Rules, 
1989, laid down the method of recruitment, qualification and 
other conditions of service applicable to the posts specified in 
column-2 of the appendix. The qualification of Inspector in the 
appendix is similar to that of qualification provided under Sub- 
Rule-(l) of Rule-4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Drug Rule, 1982. 
According to method of recruitment prescribed in column-5 of 
the appendix, the appointment to the post of Drug Inspector is 
to be made by initial recruitment while to the post of Chief 
Drug Inspector and Divisional Drug Inspector by promotion. 
1 he lespondents in their reply vide para-4 as repvoduced herein 
above have asseited with vehemence that there cadres i.e. 
Hospital Pharmacist, Drug Inspector and Drug Analyst having 
same qualification for induction througli Public Service 
Commission, were merged to obviate the stagnancy in the 
cadre. By doing so Drug Inspector of Analyst at DTL (who 
the cadre of 04 to 5 persons) be transferred making them liable 
to^ work in hospital under the close supei'vision of hospital 
administration. Those who are transferred from hospital to work 
in the field as Drug Inspector are tremendously working, 
removing the bottlenecks and highlighting a lot of discrepancies 
done by their predecessors who have been sacked from field 
duty.

are

12. The reply of the respondents as discussed above revolves ' 
ai'ound tiie expediency of filling the Drug Reg - -iatory posts by 
inter se transfer of the holders o; the pest of Drug 
Inspectcr/Drug Analyst and of Pharrnacists by inerger of their 
cadre to ensure the discipline and quality cf performance 
purpoitecly for the public good. We are not sunoosed to doubt 
the intentions of the respondents for such expediency but at the 
same time, we have to see that such an expediency is in 
conform'ty to the law arid rules on the subject. Article 240 off m
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0 Constitution of Pakistan enshrines that subject to the 
Constitution, the appointments and conditions of service in the 
Service of Pakistan^shall be determined by or under the Act of 
Parliament in case of the services of Federation and by or under 
the Act or Provincial Assembly in case of services of Province 
and posts in connection with affairs of the Province, 
pursuance of this command of Constitution, the Provincial 
Service Laws i.e. the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 
1973 and Rules made thei’e-under are in place in general 
besides other Special Service laws for particular posts and 
sei vices in connection with affairs of the Province. As already 
discussed above, the notification dated 09/04/2006 issued in 
pursuance to Sub Ru]e-(2) of Rule-3 of (APT) Rules, 1989 is 
there which laid down the method of recruitment, qualification 
and other conditions of service applicable to the posts of Drug 
Jnspectois ot different ranks. Thus, in presence of a legal 
instrument like notification dated 09/04/2006 having statutory 
barking, transfer of a Dru^ Inspector to^an ex-cadre post to fill 
the resultant vacancy by transfer of a non-cadre officer is 
seemingly not credible. By the impugned order dated 
06/10/2020, appellants holding the posts of Drug Inspector and 

among them holding the post of Drug Analyst 
transferred from their respective posts held by them in relevant 
cadre and posted as Pharmacist in a wrong cadre. The 
notification dated 06/04/2006 as far as column-5 of its appendix 
is concerned expressly provides for appointment of Drug 
Inspector through initial recruitment. With this position as to 
method of appointment of Drug Inspector, the post held by him 
cannot be filled by transfer or promotion from any other cadre 
albeit the person in the alien cadre may possess the qualification 
similar to the qualification of Drug Inspector, In holding so, we 
derive guidance from the law laid down by august Supreme 
Court of Pakistan in the case of iVIuhnitimad Sharif 

Tareen...vs... Government of Balochistan f2018 SCMR 
54)^[n the ibid case, it was held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
that a post which is required by the rules to be filled by Initial 
recruitment cannot be filled by promotion, transfer, absolution, 
or by any other method which is not provided by the relevant 
law and rules. Furthermore, after making reference to the law 
laid down in the case of Ali Azhar Khan 
Baloch.. .vs... Province of Sindh (205 SCMR it was held 
as follows:

In

one were

"S. The quintessence of the paragraphs 
reproduced above is that the appointments made 

deputation, by absorption or by transfer under 
the garb of exigencies of 
outrageous disregard of merit

on
service in an

impaired
efficiency and paralyzed the good governanceA ;i9na

Cl

It^ khtu kh w*
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Service Appeal ha. 1526/1022 lilted '"Aid Ulfali Kluin-vs-Gnyeriiiiteiil nj Kltylmr Pakluunklnva through Chief 
Seircliiiy Civil Secreiuriot nc.duiwar and diheiw " decided aii lh.Hd.2023 by Division I3ench comprising Kalim 
Arsliud Khan. Lluiiniian. and Scdtrli Ud Din, Member. Judicial. Khyhcr Pakhtankhwa Service Trihuiuil, Pe.rlia\i'ar.
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.4,*
and that perpetiiation of this phenomenon, 
for a day more would further deteriorate the 
state of efficiency and good governance.

Coming to this case, admittedly the appellant was appointed as

Planning Officer and his grievance is that vide impugned order he was

transferred from the post of Planning Officer to the post of Social Welfare

Officer leaving the post of Planning Officer vacant. Transfer of an officer

trom. his own designated/particular post/cadre against which he

specifically appointed, would not be appropriate nor could be said to be any

exigency and as such not sustainable especially when even no exigency was

stated nor the public interest explained. Therefore, the transfer order of the

appellant is not found to be in the public interest. The instant appeal is

accordingly allowed and the impugned order dated 27.06.2022 is set aside.

Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

even

-'K.
7.

was

Pronounced hi open Court at Peshawar and given under our 

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this day of Aprils 2023,

8.

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN 
Chairman

SALAHLCDIN
Date of 5=■Number of ^ 

Copying Fee 

Ui-^snt 
Toiai

'^Adnau Shah, PA*

A /

Name of CopyiestATTEi iJ-f0;
QO /

^ate of ComplectAon ci Cepy. 
of Delivery of Copy_;

ns
a.



To
The Secretary,
.Social Welfare, SE & WE Department 
Govt. ofKhyberPakhtunkhwa '. ; 
Peshawar.

Through proper channel

Director,
Social Welfare, SE & WE, 
GOvt. ofKhyberPakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

SUBJECT: IMPLEMENTATION OF HONQRABT.F. KTTVBPP PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR. DECISION REGARDTNr;SERVICE TRIBUNAT..

IMPUGNED TRANSFER OPDFP OF PLANNING_______________ OFFICER.
DIRECTORATE SOCIAL WET.FARF. TO SOCTAT, WFT.FAWF OFFTrpp
DISTRICT OFFICE PFSHAWAB ‘

Respected Sir,
The undersigned initiated the case in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar vide appeal No: 1526/2022 by directing to post hint, to his actual post of Planning 

Officer, Directorate of Social Welfare being his cadre Post though court judgment on dated 18-04-
2023 that Coming to this case, admittedly the appellant was appointed as Planning Officer and his 

grievance is that vide impugned order he transferred from the post Planning Officer to the post of 
Social Welfare Officer leaving the post planning Officer vacant. Transfer of an officer from his own 

designed/particular post/cadre against which he

was

r
Specifically appointed, would not be appropriate 

any ex^ncy and as such not sustainable especially when even no exigency was 

stated not the public interest e^lained. Therefore, the transfer order of the appellant is not found to be 

in the public interest. The instant appeal is accordingly allowed and the impugned order dated

was
nor could be said to be

27.06.2022 is set aside” (copy attached).

Therefore, you are requested to implement the honorable Service Tribunal decision 

and post the undersigned to his actual Post of Planning Officer in Directorate of Social Welfare,

consequently, the undersigned will proceed for execution to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal Peshawar.

Yoursj3b#4ienti

(z-ta Ulian Khan) 71 / p / \ >
Social Welfare Officerf 7

District Social Welfare Office, Peshawar

r
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POWER OF ATTORNEY
In the Court of <^.00:21

t
-1 For

PUiintriT 
Appcliant 

IPetitioner 
] Complainant

)

VERSUS
IDcfeiuiant
JRcspondcnl 
] Accused

7

1
i.1

Appeaj/RevisioiVSuit/Application/Petition/Case No. of
Fixed for

I/W, die undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint
ZARTAJ ANWAR & iMRj'VN KSIAN AOVOCATES- my inic and iawiiii atLorncy. jbi' 
me in my same and on my behalf to appear at .......................... .....to appear.- plead, act
am! answer in the abo'a,-.Court or any Court (n which the business is iransferred in the. 
above mailer and is agreed Ip sign and File pclilions. An appeal, slalcmenls. accounts.,

. exhibits. Compromisesor oilier,documents whatsoever, in connection with tiic said matter, 
or any matter arising there froih and-also to apply tor and receive all documents or copies 
of documents, depositions .etc, and to apply for and issue sum.mon.s and oilier, writs or sub­
poena and to apply for and gethssued and arrest, atlachmcnt or other executions, 
or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise there out; end to aj-jpli' for and 
receive payment of any or all sums or submit for lire above mailer lo arbilration. and lo 
employee any other Legal Practitioner autliorizing him lo. exercise the power and 
autliorizcs hereby conferred onithe Advocate vvhei'ever he may dunk fit lo do so. am.' cuiicr 

dawyer may be appointed by mi' said counsel to conduct the case w!io shall havefthe same

warrair..;>

powers.

i'ANT), to all acts legally necespry to manage and conduct the said Cci.se in ail 
respects,'whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.,

.-ViS'D I.Fvc hereb} agree lo I'atily and confirm all iawlul acts done on niy/our behalf 
, under or by virtue of ihis power or of the usual practice m such matter.

PROVflFjSD always, that I/we undertake at, time of calling of tlie case bv the 
Coiirt/my authoiazed agent shal inform the Advocate and make him apjiear in Court, if the 
case may be dismissed in defai|jt, if it be-proceeded ex-parle the said counsel shall not be 
held responsible for the. same. All costs awarded, in favour shall be the right of .the coi.nsci 
or his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

I

IN WITNESS whereof i/we have hereto signed at 
_____________ ____ _day to_ _ _the the vear 2

Execulant/Executants___________ ___
Accepted subject lo the terms regardir.g fee

'A
ANWARRAN KHAN '

Advocate High Court
Moh; 0345!.909064S

Advocate High Courts
ADVOCATES. I^EGAl. ADAT.SOR.S, SF,I^^''IC■I: LAUOl'R l.AW rC-XSI'STAM 

FK-5. Foiirtli Floor. Bilniir Finx..-;. .Sinld.ir Ronti. Pc.'.;li.r.v:ir Can;; 
'Mobilt--0jU-9j09iS5 ' ,

.CNIC. 17301-161.'I'l.VIo


