appellant was illegally withdrawn. He also contended that the ¥
appellant was born on 16.04.1965 and is due to retire after
attaining the age of 60 on 16.04.2025 and only 10 months left

in service, therefore, frequent transfers are particularly
burdensome and unjust. He next argued the appellant is
entitléd to serve in his native district as per the transfer and
posting policies, therefore, his transfer from Torghar to other
places is unlawful

Points raised need consideration, hence the appeal in
hand is admitted to re_agular hearing subject to all legal and
valid objections by the opposite side. The appellant is directed
to deposit security fee within 03 days. Respondents be
summoned through TCS, the expenses of which shall also be
deposited by the appellant within 03 days, where-after notices
be issued to the respondents. To come up for written

- reply/comments on 15.08.2024 before the S.B.

Aiongwith memorandum of appeal, the appellant has
also filed an application for suspension of the éperation of
impugned order dated 24.04.2024. Notice of the san;1e be also
issued to the respondentstfor the date fixed. In the meanwhile,
operation of impugned order dated 24.04.2024 shall rer;ain

suspended till the date fixed, if not already acted upon. Parcha

Peshi given to the appellant. @
(Aurangzeg Khatta

Member (Judicial) 3/ ,.-»

Zo24

*Naeem Amin*
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i Fhe appeal ol Mr. Shad  Muhammad Khan
i‘ i | presented today by Sardar Muhammad Asit” Advocate. It is
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31% July, 2024 : Appellant Shad Muhammad Khan alongwith his learned
1 :

counisel Mr. Asjad Pervaz Abbasi present. Preliminary

argu:ments heard and case filed perused.

iLearned counsel for the appellant contended that the
|

[
appe:llant has faced multiple transfers, notably from Torghar to
Mansehra on 21.09.2023, then to; the Secretariat on

15.02.2024, and later to Peshawar on 23.02.2024, which
| .

transfers have caused considerable disruption, particularly

since the appellant was on ex-Pakistan leave from 21.02.2024

for éO days and took over the chafge again on 23.04.2024 in

Torghar in light of Notification dated 23.04.2024, however, on

the next day i.e 24.04.2024, the adjustment order of the




