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Government of Khyber PakhtunkhwaMansoor Ullah versus

S.No. of 
Order & 
Date of 
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of 
Chairman/Member(s)/Registrar and that of parties or counsel where

necessary___________________

Kaiim Arshad Khan, ChairmanOrder-] 8

Present:November,
2024.

1. Mr. Arbab Saifiil Kamal, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.

2. Mr. Naseer Ud Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General, on behalf of

respondents.

3. Vide our consolidated judgment oftoday, placed on file, the effect of

the notification dated 19.10.2018 shall be deemed for engineers of all

departments as per the decision of the Cabinet. Copy of the judgment be 

placed on files of connected appeals. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our hands4.

and the seal of the Tribunal on this 6‘^ day of November, 2024

(Rashida Bano) 

Member (J)
(Kaiim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
•A liilozem Shah *



MEMO OF COSTS
KHYBER rAKHTUNKHKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.761/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal 
Date of hearing 
Date of Decision

11.05.2022
06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Mansoor Uliali Khan S/0 Muhammad Ikram, Agricultural Engineer in Agricultural 
Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

(Appellant)Peshawar,
Versus

I.Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974.

PRESENT

1. Mr. Arbab Saiful Kamal, Advocate, for the Appellant
2. Mr. Naseer Ud Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General, for respondents

AmountRespondentAppellants Amount

1. Stamp for memorandum of
appeal

1. Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal Rs. NilRs. Nil

Rs. Nil2. Stamp for powerRs. Nil2- Stamp for power

Rs. Nil4. Pleader's feeRs. Nil3. Pleader's fee

4. Security Fee Rs. Nil4. Security Fee Rs. 100/-

Rs. Nil5. Process FeeRs. Nil5. Process Fee

Rs, Nil6. Costs6. Costs Rs. Nil

Rs. NilTotalRs. 100/-Total

Counsel Fee is not allowed as the required certificate has not been furnished.Note:

Given under our hands and the seal of this Court, this 6*'' day of November, 2024.

Kalim Arshad Khan 
Chairman

Rashida'wno 
Member (Judicial)
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.Vi'n'Kc /,/jpi'a,' liilccl ' Motisoor IJilah Khan versus Secretary to Govcriviiciil of Kliyher Pahluiinkln-.'a
ihiunct' iJcpartoK’iit ana olher.s". S-.a-via: .-Ip/K'.a/ Na.alP2072 tilled "Dr. Etd Bachhah versii.s Secretary to 
Govd'iTiicn! o/Kityher PaiJiliinklhi a Finance Dc’Xirlmeniandoilicn ", Seirice Appeal\'o.762'2022 tilled "Nci.si>ii 
.hnaa vcr.tn.e Secretary to Govcniineni of Kliyher Pakhtnnkhwa Finance Depanmeni and other.sService Appeal 
Fa. 76?- 2022 titled "Nnzeer Abbas versus Sccnn'firy -y Governiiicnl of Khyber Pakhlunklnva Finance Department 
and oihei s . Servici-: Appeal Mv 262'2022 titled "Fokhar Ud Din versii.t Secretary in Government cf Kh) her 
Paklnunklnv'i h'inanec Deparimcnt and oiheis". Setvicc Appeal No.765/2022 titled '"/.ahid Rabhoni versn.t 
Secret,tn tv Government nj Khyhe.r Pakhiiiitkinva Finance Departmenl and others ”, Sennee Appeal No. 76672022 
titled ' Kaisoom Penman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtiinkhn a Finance. Department and 
others '. Service .Ippea! Nr>.76''’'2022 titled "hltthammad Usman versus Secretary to (Jovcrnnicni of Khyber 
Pakhtnnklnvu Finance Oepariment and others". Service Appeal No.76S72022 titled "versus Secretary to 
Government of Khyber Pakhlnnkliwa Finance. Department and others". Service Appeal No.769‘2022 titled 
"Hazrat fJaht versus Secrelaiy to Gov,trnmeni of Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Senuce 
ipi'eal No. 79372022 tilled "Sajjad Ullah versus Secrelaiy to Government of Khyhe.r i'akhnmklnvu Finance 

Department and others". Service .Ippeal No.794/2022 titled "Amjid Khan versus ,Secretary to Government of 
Khyber Pakhnmklr.va Finance Department and others ". Service Appeal .No. 796/2022 titled "Sadia Rehman versus 
Sca ctary to I'Jovernmcni of Klyher Pakhtimkinva Finance Depanmeni and others" declared on 06.11.2024 by 
Dtvisivn Bench comprising of Mr. Ki.ilim Arshad Khan. Chairman, and Kirs. Rashida Bano. KAcmher ./iidicial. 
IJiyber i’akhtimkhv’a Service Tribunal. Peshawar.

r
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fiscal matters, is constitutionally invalid and a nullity in 
the eyes of the law (Messrs Mustafa Impex Karachi and 
others v. The Government of Pakistan 2016 PTD 2269).

Thus, the effect of the notification dated 19.10.2018 shall be10.

deemed for engineers of all departments as per the decision of the

Cabinet. Copy of this judgment be placed on files of connected

appeals. Costs shall follow the event. Consign.
\

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under ourII.

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 6’^ day of November, 2024.

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN 
Chairman

RASHIDA BANO
Member (Judicial)'*Kluiazem Sluih"
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/Ippcal No. ~t) l‘2i)22 lii'.cd “klansoor I .’Huh Khan versus Secreiarr !o Goveninicru of Khvlwr Pakhtimklr.va 
'■ '/ii.L‘ nopanmeni and oihers". Service Apnnai Nn.2!2’2(l22 liilcd "Dr. Bid Badsbah versus Secretary in 

iivncii! pfK'iyber Pakhliinklnra Finance Deparlnicrii and oihers ", Seni'ce. Appeal No. 762'2022 tilled "Nasint 
.hived rrinry lo (}i>ven;ineiU of Kh.rher Fakhtunkhwa Finance Depariiiieni and others", Sen’ice Appeal
'.V .Y).' 21)22 tilled ' l\o:eer Ahhas ve.rois Seerctary tn Covernmenl ojKhyhcr Pukhiwiklmci Finance DqKirtine.ni 
and aihers '. Se.rv'iet- . ifnx'.ol .\'o. 't>:' 2022 tilled "Fakhur Ud Din veiyiis Secretary to Government of Kliyber 
i'okhtiinkhv.'a Fmanee Dejxnimeiu and oiher.i". .Scivice .Ippea! No.76y'2022 tilled Zahid Rahhani versus 
Sei-rcton’ 10 Oovernment ofKhyher Fukhinnklovo Finance Department and others ”, Service Appeal No. 766''202^ 
liilcd "Kahoom Hchmon versus Secretory to Govermvcm of Khyber Pakbninkhwa Finance. Deparimein and 
others'. Service .Ippeul No.767'2022 titled "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
Pakhiiinklnva Finance. Deparimeni and oihers". Service ,Ippcal No.76872022 tilled ‘‘versus Secretary to 
Government^ of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Finance Deparimein and others ". Service Appeal No. 769/2022 titled 
"llazral Nabi versus Secretary to Governmeiv ofKhvber Pakhiunkhwa Finance Deparimeni and others''. Service 
Ippenl .\'o.'’92.2022 iiileiJ "Saiiad IJUah verms Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhiiinkhwa Finance 
Dqmrimcni and r.ihers". 'UtMcc .Ipp.’ol No. ^9a 2022 tilled "Am/id Khan versus Secretary la Government of 
.KhvI cr Pokhiunkrova t 'mance Deparimein and oiiieis '. Service Appeal i\o.79o.'2022 in lad "Sadia Rahman 
SecreiaiT lo {lovcnuui’nt of Khvher Pakhtunkhwn i-'inance Department and others'' declared on 06.11.2024 hv 
i'mmi-.n Pencil comp'cany, of Mr. Kalim .ir.shad Khun, ('hainnan. and Mrs. Rashida Buno. Member dndickil. 
Idivi-cr i‘akhninkli\i a Service 'I'rihima:. Fe.diinvar,

‘ :</) I
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Versus GOVERNMENT OF THE PUNJAB through Secretary,

Ministry of Finance and 6 others'’ wherein it was held that:

The second ground of challenge is based on the 
provision of the Constitution which relate to the term 
'Provincial Government.' and the true connotation that 
that term carries. According to the learned counsel if the 
power has been conferred on the Provincial 
Government, then it has to be in consonance with the 
definilion of the Provincial Government given in Article 
129 of the Constitution which provides that:

"The Provincial Government: Subject to the 
Constitution, the executive authority of the Province 
shall he exercised in the name of the Governor by the 
Provincial Government, consisting of the Chief Minister 
and Provincial Ministers, which shall act through the 
Chief Minister. ”

Thus, the term. Provincial Government would 
connote the Chief Minister and Provincial Ministers 
taken together which means that the decision by the 
Provincied Government has to he taken by the Cabinet as 
a whole as delineated in Article 130 of the Constitution. 
Since there is no material on record to rebut the 
proposition that the Cabinet did not approve the terms of 
the notification which are under challenge in this petition 
the necessary inference \\>ould be that this offends the 
constitutional mandate of Article 129 which obliges the 
decision to be taken by the entire Cabinet if the law 
provides that a decision is to be taken by the Provincial 
Government. Under similar circumstances, the Supreme 
Court ofPakistan while interpreting the provisions of the 

Constitution in relation to the Federal Government and 
in particular Article 91 has held that the rules of business 
are binding on the government and failure to fallow them 
woidd lead to an order lacking any legal validity; that 
the Federal Government is the collective entity described 
as the Cabinet constituting the Prime Minister and the 
Federal Ministers; lastly that neither a Secretary, nor a 
Minister and not the Prime Minister are the Federal 
Government and the exercise, or purported exercise, of 
a statutory power exercisable by the Federal 
Government by any of them, especially, in relation to
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Scn'ici: Appcui No. ”6/'2<>'2' UlN:/" Mamoor Uilah KrU'in versus Secreran /o Govcrnnii’ii/ of Kbyhcr Fakhiiinklm-a 

nonce Lk:pariiiiciif ami oliiers". Sanice Appeal No.3l3‘?0?2 n'llcii "Dr. Eid Dadshah versus Secreiary to 
i InvcriuiK’ni ofKhyhcr PakhuutUiwa l^'inalu'e. I.Keparlineni and others", Service Appeal No. 762'2022 titled "Nasim 
.hived vcr.sus Secretary to Ooveriiiiienl of Khyber Bakluiinkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal 
No. 762.2<i22 tilled "Nazeer Ahhas versus SeaiQp^ry to Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Departnieni 
and others". Service Appeal No. 762/2022 lifted "Fakhar Ud Din versus Secretary: to Government of Khyber 
Pakliniiikinva Finance Department and others". Sen'icc .-ippeal No.765/202? tilled ' Zahid Rabhani versus 
Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others ”, Ser,'ice Appeal No. 766/2022 
titled "Kal.soom Rchman ver.sus Secreiary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and 
olheis". Sen’icc .Appeal No.7b7/2022 titled "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
Pukhtunkhwa Finance Depnrliiienl and others". Service Appeal No.768/2022 tilled "versus Secretary to 
Covernnieni of Khyhcr Pakinunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal Na.769/2022 tilled 
"Ihizrai Nahi versus Secretary to Governmenl of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others Service 
tpjica! No. 7')3/202? tilled "Sajjad l.lllah versus Secreiary to Govenunent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 

Department and others '. Service .Appeal Nu.794,'2022 titled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khyber Pcikhninkhwa Finance Depariiiieni and others ", Sei-vice .Appeal No. 795/2022 titled "Sadia Rehman versus 
Secreiary to Government of Khyber Pnkhlimkhwa Finance Department and others ’ declared on 06.11.2024 by 
Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan. Chairmnn. and Mrs. Rashida Bano, Member Judicial, 
hiiybei Pakhtunkhwa Service 'Tribunal. Peshawar.
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the Cabinet, therefore, the Chief Minister alone could not have

modified the decision of the cabinet.

Wisdom is derived from P L D 2016 Supreme Court 808 titled8.

“Messrs MUSTAFA IMPEX, KARACHI and others Versus The

GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN through Secretary Finance,

Islamabad and others”, wherein the august Supreme Court of Pakistan

held as under:

''Prime Minster was the head of the Cabinet. He was the 
single most important person in the Cabinet, but he did 
not stand in the position of the Cabinet. He was neither 
a substitute nor a surrogate for the Cabinet. He could not 
exercise its powers by himself The reason that he could 
not stand in the position of the Cabinet was because the 
Cabinet was, in fact, the Federal Government. Treating 
the office of the Prime Minister as being equivalent to 
that of the Cabinet,would mean that the Prime Minister, 
by himself as a single individual, would become the 
Federal Government. This was simply inconceivable. 
Function of the Chief Executive (Prime Minister) was to 
execute and implement the policy decisions taken by 
Cabinet i.e. the Federal Government. Chief Executive 
executed policy decisions; he did not take them by 
himself The Prime Minister could not take decisions by 
himself or by supplanting or ignoring the Cabinet 
because the power to take decisions was vested with the 

Federal Government i.e. the Cabinet, and unilateral 
decisions taken by him would be a usurpation of power. 
Decisions of the Federal Government were the decisions 
of the Cabinet and not of the Prime Minister. Any 
decisions taken by the Prime Minister on his own 
initiative lacked the authority of the law or the 
Constitution. ”

O 9. Reliance is also placed on 2023 PTD 01 tilted “Messrs
t-H

QJ
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WORLDCALL TELECOM LTD. through Chief Financial Officern:
Q.



Seirice Appeal No. '(i I'21122 lille.i ■‘Mam-oar I Mah Khan versus Secreuiry lo Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Finance Dcparimeni and others'’. Service Appeal No.313/2022 titled "Dr. Bid Badshah versus Secretary lo 
Gavcriwmil ofKhyhc.r Pakhtunkhwa Finance Pepartnieniandalhers". Seirice Appeal .\'o. 762-2022 tilled "Nasim 
Juved Vf;'-.vi/.v Secretary lo 'JovernmenI of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal 
No. 763/2022 titled "Nazeer Ahhas versus Secretary to Govcnniienl of Kliyher Pakiuiinkliwa Finance DeparInienI 
and others". Senhee .‘ippeal No. 764/2022 titled '’fakliur Ud Din ver.tn.s Secretory to Government of Khyber 
Pakhturikinra Finance Deparimcnl and others". .Scn-icc Appeal i\’o.763/2022 tilled Zahid Rahhani versus 
Secretary to Covenmieiii of Khyber Pakhtunkhva Finance Department and others ", Service Apf/cal No. 76672022 
tilled ■'kalsooni Rchman versus Sccrclary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and 
other.H". Service .Ippeal No.767'2022 tilled "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Finance Deparimcnl and others", blervice .-l/ipeal No.76S72022 tilled versus Secretary lo 
Gavm-niueni of Khyber Pakhliinkhwa Finance Dcparlmeril and others". Ser\’ice Appeal No.769''2022^ tilled 
■Ihizral Fahi ver.ais Secretary to Governmeni of Khyber PakhUmkhwa Finance Departmeni and others". Service 

.ippeal do.793.'2022 tilled -'SaJJad Ullah versus Secretaiy to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Deparimcnl and others". Service Appeal No.^94‘2022 tided "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Deparimcnl and others", Senhee Appeal No.793/2022 tided "Sadia Rehman 
Secrelarv to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others" declared on 06.11.2024 by 
Divisiifii Bench comprisim^ of Mr. Kalim Arshod Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bano. Member .Judicial. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

versus

relevant departments. Subsequently, the appellants also filed writ 

petition, which was disposed of with a direction to approach the 

appropriate forum, leading to the present service appeals.

There is no denial of the fact that the Provincial Government6.

Cabinet of Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Government had approved Technical 

Allowance @1.5 times at the initial pay scale to all engineers working 

in the Provincial Government Departments w.e.f T^'^ July, 2018. In the 

light of its decision dated 24.05.2018 and once the worthy Chief 

Minister had directed for processing the case in light of the Cabinet 

decision dated 24.05.2018, as is evident from the note dated

18.10.2018 for Principal Secretary to the Chief Minister Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, but the Finance Department resubmitted the case to the

Chief Minister through the then Chief Secretary and requested for

replacement of the issue of Technical Allowance to four departments. 

It is astonishing to note that when once the Cabinet had rendered its

decision, how could the Chief Minister supersede the decision of the

Cabinet without any approval from the Cabinet by directing for 

issuance of notification, limiting the grant of the said allowance to only

four departments.

No record was produced that the decision of the cabinet was 

modified. Rather the then Chief Minister had limited it to only four

7.

CD
CD

departments. Since the government comprises the Chief Minister andQ_



Scn'icc Appeal No. ~(\>Q07.2 lillcii "Mansonr ilikth Khan versus Secretary to Cu.'verninerit ofKhyberPakhtitnklmci 
Finance Depaitmeni and others". Service Appeal No.ilS/2022 titled "Dr. Did Badshah versus Secretary to 
tJovcniine>ii ofKhybcr Pakhtnnkhwa Finance Deportment and others", Service Appeal No.762/2022 tille.d "Nasim 
.laved versus Secretar)' to Government of Khybsr Pakhtunkhwa Finance. Department and others Service Appeal 
No. 763/2022 tilled "Nazeer Abbas versus Secretary to Government qf'Khyher Pakhtiinklma Finance Department 
and others ". Sendee Appeal No. 764/2022 tided "Fakhar Ud Din versus Secreiary to Government of Khyher 
Pukhiunkhwa Finance Deparimeni and others". Service Appeal No.763/2022 tilled "Zahid Rabbani versus 
Stn.relary !o Government oj Khyher Pakhtnnkhwa Finance Department and others". Sendee Appeal No.766/2022 
tilled ' Ka/soom Rehman versn.’^ Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance. Department and 
others". Service. .Ippaat .No.767'2022 titled "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyher 
Pakhtnnkhwa Finance Department and others", Service Appeal No.768/2022 titled "versus Secretary to 
Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Depai/meni and others". Service Appeal No.769/2022 tilled 
"llozral Nabi versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others", Sendee 
.Ippeal No.793/2022 tilled "Sajjad Ullah veisus Secreiary to Government of Khyber I’akhinnkhwa Finance 
Dcparimcnl and others", Service Appeal No.794/2022. titled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Deparimeni and others ", Setyice Appeal No. 795/2022 tilled "Sadia Rehman versus 
Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Deparimeni and others" declared on 06.11.2024 by 
Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bono. Member .Judicial, 
idiyhcv Pakhtunkhwa Service Trihiinai. Peshawar.
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A.

legal and factual objections. The defense setup was a total denial of the

claim of the appellants.

3. We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned

Assistant Advocate General for respondents.

4. The learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the facts and

grounds detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal while the

learned Assistant Advocate General controverted the same by

supporting the impugned order(s).

The appellants, who were serving as Engineers in the5.

respondent departments, have filed this service appeals seeking the

grant of Technical Allowance. The appellants’ claim is based on the

Provincial Cabinet's decision on 24.05.2018, which approved a

Technical Allowance at the rate of 1.5 times the initial basic pay scale

for all engineers working in the Provincial Government Departments,

effective from 1st July 2018. The decision also allowed engineers the

option for private practice. However, despite this approval, the

allowance was only extended to four departments after a summary was

moved to the Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on 18.10.2018,

directing the Finance Department to issue a notification. Feeling

aggrieved by the exclusion of engineers in other departments, the

00 appellants filed representations seeking inclusion of engineers in allQJ
CiO
CO
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Srrrice Appeal So. 761 ■2022 li/h\l "Munsoor iUiah Kiiao versas Seenuary to Ooverwncm ofKhybcr Pakhlunklnra 
1'aKi‘icc iMpovi’iieiu otui ollie.rs'. Se>^'-'icx ApjK'oi So.JI3'2022 lii'eJ Dr. Ltd Bodshah versus Secretary lo 
CfivenvneiU'i/J'Khyher PakhUinkhn a Finance Deparlweni and others . Scs'icc Appeal No. 762'2022 titled Nusim 
Jaw’d vc-rsii.s Sccrctarv lo Govcninienr oj Fhyher Pakhtnnkhmi Finance Department and others . Service .-Ippeal 
,V(i. 76:^2022 tilled "Nazeer Ahhas versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance De/)arnm>nt 
and oihcrs \ Senn'ce .-Ippeal ,Vo. 76472022 tilled "Fakhar Ud Din versus Secretary to Government of Khyher 
Pakhlunklnra l•'inance Deixirimcni and others". Siuvicc Appeal No.765'2022 titled Zaliid Rabhani versus 
Serrr.iory to Governmerii ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No. 766/2022 
titled "kaisoom Rahman versus Secretary to Gvvernmenr of Khybe.r Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and 
others". Service Appeal No.767/2022 titled ■‘Muhammad Usman versus Secretary lo Government of Khyber 
Pakhnmkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.768/2022 tilled versus Secretary to 
Govcrninenl of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Depofimenl and oihcrs". Service A/tpeal No.769'202^ titled 
"llazrai Nabi vcrsu.s ScLrela.ry to Governmeni cf Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service 
Ippeal \'o.?93/20:2 I tiled "Sajjad Ullah versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 

•Depuriuu III aivJ others . Service .Appeal No. 704,2022 titled "Amjid Kiian versus Secretary to Governmeni of 
Khrher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Deparinicni and others Service Appeal No.795’2022 titled Sadia Rehmaii versus 
Secn-tarv to Governmeni of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others " declared on 06. /1.2024 hy 
Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalini Arshad Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bano. Member Judicial. 
Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

APPEALS UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,

1974

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: Brief facts of the cases,

as per averments of the appeals, are that appellants were serving as 

Engineers in the respondent departments; that in a meeting of the

Provincial Cabinet held on 24.05.2018 it approved Technical

Allowance @ 1.5 times of the initial basic pay scale to all engineers 

working under the Provincial Government Departments w.e.f July, 

2018 and were also allowed for private practice; that on 18.10.2018,

M
summary was moved to the then Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

for directing Finance Department to issue immediate Notification of

the earlier cabinet decision but after approval, the same was allowed

only to four departments; that feeling aggrieved, the appellants filed 

representations for grant of Technical Allowance to Engineers 

working in other departments; that the appellants also filed Writ 

Petition, however, the same was disposed of with direction to approach 

proper forum, hence, the instant service appeal.

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

the respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and 

contested the appeal by filing written reply raising therein numero'us

2.
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Scn'tce Appeal No.76l‘2l>22 tilled "Maiisoor Ullah Khan versus Secretory to Government nfKhyber Pakhtunkim'o 
l-'iiijiicc L'>cparl/iieni and others". Service Ap/tea! i\'o.3l3/2022 tilled "Dr. Did Badshah versus Secretary to 
Govcnuinoii of Khyhcr Pakhtunkhwa finance. Departnienf and others". Sen-ice. Appeal No. 762/2022 rilled "Nasim 
Javed versus Secretary to Government of Khyhcr Pakhtunkhwa Finance DepariinenI and others ”, Service Appeal 
No. 763.2022 tilled "Naieer Ahbas vcr.';us Secretary to Governmeiu o/Kliyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance DeparInienI 
and others ". Senhee Appeal No. 76'O'20?.2 titled "Fakhar Ud Din versus Secretary to Government of Khyhcr 
Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and olher.s". Seiwicc A/ipea! No.763/2022 titled "Zahtd Rahhani versus 
Si'creiarx to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others ”, Set-vice Appeal No. 766-'2022 
titled "Kalsflom Rchrnan versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and 
others". Service Appeal No.767/2022 titled " Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyher 
Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.768/2022 titled ‘‘versus Secretary to 
Government of Khyher Pukhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.76972022 titled 
"Hacrat Nahi versus Seactaty to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance De/xu-imenl and others". Service 
.Ippeai \'(.’.793/2022 I it led "Sajjad UUah versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Dcpartiueni and olhe's", ,2crvice Appeal No.794.'2022 tilled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Fiiionce Department and others ”, Service Appeal No. 795/2022 tilled "Sadia Rehman versus 
■Secretary to Government of Khyhcr Pakhtunkhwa Finance Dcparimcnt and others" declared on 06. J 1.2024 hy 
Divi.sion Bench com/wising of Mr. Kalim Aishad Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bano. Member .Judicial. 
Khyhcr Pakhtunkhwa Sct vice Tribunal, Pcshcovar.

■b

Date of Hearing.. 
Date of Decision

.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Amjad Khan S/O Amal Khan, Agricultural Engineer in Agricultural 
Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government of Khyher 
Palditunkhwa, Peshawar {Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Establishment 

Department, Peshawar. {Respondents)

Service Appeal No. 795/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision.......................................

Saadia Rehman S/O Ahdul Rehman, Agricultural Engineer in 
^ Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 

of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

{Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyher Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyher Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Establishment 

Department, Peshawar {Respondents)

Present:

For the appellants
Mr. Naseer Ud Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General.....For respondent
Mr. Arbab Saiful Kamal, Advocate
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Sen'ia: Appeal No. 761-2022 tilled "Mansoav Ulkih Khan versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhntnkhwa 
Finanee Department and others”. Service Appeal S'o.SI3'2022 tilled “Dr. Eid Badshah versus Secretary to 
G,i:vi:rninenl ofKIiyher Pakliliinkhwa Finance Department and others Sendee Appeal No. 762/2022 titled “Nasim 
.laved versus Secrelar}- to Government of Khyber Pakhlunktiwa Finance Department and olheis Sendee Appeal 
No. 763 2022 tilled “Nozeer Abbas versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhlimklnva Finance Department 
and others”. Sendee Appeal No. 764>2022 tilled “Fakhar Ud Din versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
I'akhiuitklnvci Finance Deparinicni and others '. Setvicc Appeal No.763i2022 tilled Zahid Rabhani 
Se-erctarv to Government of Khvker Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and others ", Sendee Appeal No. 766.72022 
rilled •■Kalsoom Hehman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and 
others”. Sendee Appeal No.767.'2022 tided "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
Pakhlunkhwa Finance Deparlmcnl and others”. Service Appeal No.768/2022 tilled “versus Secretary to 
Govy.rrmwnt of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and others". Sendee Appeal No.769/2022 tided 
■Uazral Nahi versus Secretary to Goverument of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and others ", Service 

.l/ipea! \d/.793/2022 tilled "Sajjad Ullah versus Secrelaiy to Government of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa hinance 
Deparimeni and others '. Seiwice Appeal No.794/2022 titled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
KInivr Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and others", Service Appeal No. 795/2022 tided "Sadia Rehman versus 
.S'ecrelarv to Goverument of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Finance Department and others” declared on 06.11.2024 by 
Divi.sion Bench comprmiii^ of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bano. Member Judicial. 
Khvher Pakhlunkhwa Service Trdiunal. Peshawar.

versus

4. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment
{Respondents)Department, Peshawar

Service Appeal No. 769/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision......................................

Hazrat Nabi S/O Nazir Mohammad, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

{Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment

{Respondents)Department, Peshawar,

Service Appeal No. 793/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision......................................

Sajjad Ullah S/O Amir Zaman Khan, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

{Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 

Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment

{Respondents)Department, Peshawar

Service Appeal No. 794/2022 

Date of presentation of Appeal.................
LO

O)
0£) 11.05.2022nj
d.
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Sc'irice Appeal No. ~(>l'20?2 liilcA "Maasoor lJUah Khan versus Secretory to Government of Khyher Pakhiunklm a 
Finance Department and others". Service Apjyea! Ko.3!3/2022 titled ‘'Dr. Eid Badshah versus Secretary to 
i lovernnien/ of Khyher Pakhtnnkhwa Finance Department and othersService Appeal No. 762/2022 tilled ‘‘Nasim 
.Aived Secretary to Covcniment of Khyher Pakhtunkhva Finance Department and othersService Appeal
S'o. 763,2022 titled "Nazeer Abba.s vcisu.s Secreiaty to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department 
and oth.rrs". Ser\'ice .{opcal \'o 764/2022 titled “Fakhar Ud Din versu.s Secreiary to Government of Khyher 
I'akhiwikhwa hinance DcpariitK'.nt and others". Seivice Appeal Ko.765/2022 titled "Zahid Rabbani versus 
Sccrctarv lo Gnvenmieni of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Dc/iariinen/ and others Serx'ice Appeal Ko. 766/2022 
titled "Kahaont Rehman versus Sccrclary la Governmem of Khyher Pakhiunkhu-a Finance Depanmeni and 
oihers". Service .Ippeal No.767'2022 filled "Muhammad Usman versus Secreiary to Government of Khyher 
Pakhtunkinvu Finance Department and others". Setvice Appeal No.768/2022 titled "versus Secretary to 
Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhva Finance Department and others". Seto’ice Appeal No.769/2022 titled 
"Hazral Nahi versus Sccretaty to Cnvernment of Khyher Pokhtunkhwa Finance Department and others ". Service 
Appeal No. 793,'202? liiled "Sq/jad UHah versus Secreiary to Government of Khyher Pakhiunklnva Finance 
Deparrmeni and others". Service Appeal No.79-1/2022 titled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khyher Pakhtimklnva Finance Depanmeni and others ", Setvice Appeal No. 795/2022 titled "Sadia Rehman versus 
Secreiaiy to Gover}imi'ni of Khyher Pakhinnkhwa Finance Deparimc.nt and oihers" declared on 06.11.2024 hy 
ihvision Bench comprising if Mr. Kalim Ar.shad Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bano, Member Judicial, 
khyher I’akhinnklnu Service Tribunal. Feshav/ar.

\

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtnnkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment

{Respondents)Department, Peshawar

Service Appeal No, 766/2022
i Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing............................. ............
Date of Decision.......................................

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Muhammad Usman S/O Din Mohammad, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. (Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment

(Respondents)Department, Peshawar,

Service Appeal No, 768/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision.......................................

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Maria Javed D/0 Javed Iqbal, Agricultural Engineer in Agricultural 
Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government of Khyber 
Pakhtunkliwa, Peshawar (Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.cu
QO
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Scn-ici: Ai)p.\il No. '^6',-2022 tilled ■■Maii.ioor Uliah Khan vemi.^ SecreKny to (Jovenimeiu of Khyhef Pakhiimkhwa 
Finance Fieparuncni and nlhars”. Sen'ice. Appeal No.21512022 tilled "Dr kid Badshah versus Secretary to 
{Pm'vwnenlofKhyfierPaklUunkhwa Finance Depamtent and others'’. Senhee Appeal No. 762'2022 liiled "Nasim 
Jawd versus Secretary to Government ofKhyber Fakhlimklnva Finance Dapartment and others Service Appeal 
'■hi. 76.^ 2022 titled "Nazecr Ahhas versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtimkhwa Finance Department 
and others". Sevice Appeal No. 76A/2022 titled "Fakliar Ud Din versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
Pukhtun'r.hwa Finance Department and others ". Scivicc Appeal No.765/2022 titled ’ Zahid Rabbani versus 
Secretary to Govenwien/ ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance. Oenariment and others Service Appeal No. 766/2022 
tilled "Kahaom Rclimun versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance. Department and 
others". Service Appeal No.767'2022 tided "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and other.')". Service Appeal No.76H/2022 tided 'vcr.sus Secretary to 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance. Departmem ami others". Service Appeal No.769/2022^tided 
"llazrut Nahi versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others ", Seivice 

. Ippeal No. 793/2022 tilled "SaJJad Ullah versus Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Depanment and others". Seiwice Appeal N'O.794/2027 tided "Amjid Khan versus Secrerarv to Government of 
Klivber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Departmem and others", Seivice Appeal No. 795/2022 tilled "Sadia Rehman versus 
Se 'eivtarv to Governmeni of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Depariine.ni and others " declared on 06. / /.2024 by 
Division Bench comprisin'^ of Mr. Kulim .-Irshad Khan. Chairmau, and Mrs. Rashida Bono. Member Judicial. 
Khyber Pukhiiinkhwa Service Tnhunol. Peshawar

Fakhar Ud Din S/O Abdul Qayyum, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar {Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment

{Respondents)Department, Peshawar

Service Appeal No. 765/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision.......................................

Zahid Rabbani S/O Ghulain Rabbani, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

{Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment 

Department, Peshawar {Respondents)

Service Appeal No. 765/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision......................................

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Kalsoom Rehman D/O Abdul Rehman, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government

{Appellant)of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Versusm
QJ
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SeiTK’c: Appeal No. 76 N'022 OileA “Mansoor UUah Khan versus Secretary to Governnieiit of Khvher Pakhtunkhwa 
Finance l>cpititn\cni and other.s". Senicc Apjteal No.M3/2022 tilled ‘Dr. Bid Badshah versus Secretary to 
Covenujienl of K'r.yhcr Pakhtimkhwa Finance Department and others Sennee Appeal No. 762/2022 titled “Nasim 
.laved versus Secretary to Government of Kliyher Pakhtunkhwu Finance. Department and others". Service Appeal 
No./('3'2022 titled ' Nazeer Akhas versus Secrekiry to Government of Kliyher Pukhumkhwci Finance Department 
ana othcis . Sen’ice Appeal No 7(>4'2022 tided "Fakhar Ud Din versus Secretary to Government of Khybcr 
Pakhnmklnva Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.76>/2022 tilled "Zalud Rahhani versus
Secretary to Government of Khyher Pukhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.766-2022 
rilled "KaLsooni Rehman ve.rsu.i Secretary to Govenimeni of Khyher Pakhiiinkhmi Finance Department and 
other.G, Service .-ippeal N(/.767’2022 titled "Muhammad Usman versus Secretary to Government of Khyher 
Pakhinnkhva Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.768/2022 tilled "versus Secretary to 
Govonviieni pi Khyher Pakbtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Apj/eal No.769'2022 titled 
"liazrat Nain versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhliinkhwa Finance Department and others ”, Service 
.Ippeai No.793,'2022 tilled "Sajind UUah versus Secretary to Covemmenl of Khyher Pakhliinkhwa Finance 
Deparrmeni and olhc’s". Scivice Appeal No. 79-1/2022 idled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khyher Pakhiunkliwa Finance DeparUiicnt and others ", Setvice Appeal No. 795'2Q22 tilled "Sadia Rehman versus 
Secraiary to Govenimeni of Khyher Pakhliinkhwa Finance Depariiuen! and others" declared on 06.11.2024 by 
Oivisu/ii Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Ar.shad Khan. Chairman, and Mrs. Rashida Bano. Member Judicial. 
Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

Service Appeal No. 762/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision..... •................................

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Nasim Javed S/O Niaz Muhammad, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, {Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Establishment 

Department, Peshawar {Respondents)

Service Appeal No. 763/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing............................. ...........
Date of Decision.......................................

Nazeer Ahhas S/O Abbas Ghulam, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
of Khyher Pakhtunlchwa, Peshawar

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

{Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Establishment

{Respondents)Department, Peshawar

]Service Appeal No. 764/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.......................;.................
Date of Decision.......................................

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024rsl
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Venice Appeal No 761 ■2022 liiled "NJansoor Ul/ali Khan versus Secretary to Government o/Khyber f'akhtunkinvo 
Finance Department ami others-. Sersnee Apical No.S13:2022 titled "Dr. Eid Badshah versus Secretary to 
i iovernmeni oJKhvher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others Seirice Appeal No. 762/2022 titled Nastm 
Javed versus Sccrciaiy !o Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others Service Appeal 
No 763 '2027 titled - 'Nazeer Abbas versus Secretary to Covcniment of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department 
and others-. Smvive Appeal No. 764.2022 tilled -Fakhar Ud Din versus Secretary to Government of Khyher 
Palihnirikhwn Finance Department and others". Service Ippeal No.765/2022 tilled "Zahid Robhatn 
Secraarr to Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others ", S«n'/ct? Appeal No. 766'2022 
Hik’d ‘■Kalsoom Rehman versus Secreinry lo Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Departmenl and 
others". Service Appeal No.767.'2022 titled -Muhammad Usman versus .Secretary lo Government of Khyher 
Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.768/2022 tilled versus Secretary to 
Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Service Appeal No.769'2022 titled 
"llozrol Nahi versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa hinance Department and others , Service 
Appeal No.793/2027 tilled "Sajjad Ullah versus Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Deparimeni and others". Sen’icc Appeal No.794/2022 titled "Amjid Khan versus Secretary to Government of 
Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others". Seivice Appeal No.795/2022 titled Sadia Rehman versus 
Secrelarv to Govcrnmciu of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance Department and others " declared on 06. / /.2024 by 
Divisivii Bench coiupristny, of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan. Chairman, am! Mrs. Rashida Bano. Member .Judicial. 
Khrbt'r INikh/un.kbwj Fervice Tribunal. .Peshawar.

versus

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.PESHAWAR

... CHAIRMAN 
... MEMBER(Judicial)

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN 
RASHIDA BANO

Service Appeal No. 761/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision......................................

Mansoor Ullah Khan S/0 Muhammad Ikram, Agricultural Engineer in 
Agricultural Engineering Wing of Agriculture Department, Government 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

11.05.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

{Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Agriculture 

Department, Peshawar.
4. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Establishment 

Depaitment, Peshawar {Respondents)

Service Appeal No.313/2022
Date of presentation of Appeal.................
Date of Hearing.........................................
Date of Decision......................................

07.03.2022
.06.11.2024
06.11.2024

Dr. Eid Badshah S/0 Abdul Munir, Director Excise, Taxation & 
Narcotics Control Department, Office of the Director General Excise, 
Taxation & Narcotics Control Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar {Appellant)

Versus

1. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Finance 
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Chief Secretary, Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Excise, 

Taxation & Narcotics Control Department, Peshawar.
{Respondents)
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