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before the service tribunal. KHYBER PUKHTOnNiCHWfl

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022

QaisarKhan, i '
Ex-Naib Nazir / Muharrar. District Courts Peshawar, 
(present) Village Musazai, Tehsil & District, Peshawar.. 1

Appellant

Versus••.

1. District & Session Juc ge, Peshawar. 

Senior Civil Judge (Admin), Peshawar.•1 2.

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF NWFP SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974

HON’BLE D&SJ, pfesHAWAR VIDE ORDER DATED 23-03-2022
(COPY ANNEXED “C”)

; .

:====c

PRAYER: Allowing the appeal and directing the respondent to set aside the 
impugned order dated 17-02-2022 & 22-03-2022 and reinstate the 
appellant in a service with all the benefits of continuous service.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

The appellant was selected and appointed as Process Server in the year 2000
nL^BPS sTin ^OOO and Nafb

ysar.aOOa. The appellant has been serving the department
SS “SSfaS™"' "• “• •"“™ “
That while serving as Muharrar attached to the court of Civil Judge XVII 

^ was filed by Assistant Director Land, DHA to the Hon'ble
a pubnc h'^rd^^'"* ^ decree, which was allegedly passed on Sunday being

1.•v

2.

3. That on• , of .the august High Court, the /earned D&SJ Peshawar
appointed Mr. Muhammad Sajid, AD&SJ-Xlll, Peshawar 
vide office order dated 09-04-2021. (Copy Annexed “D”)

Ill® worthy Inquiry Officer submitted his report dated 06-07-2021 followed by 
Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations dated 02-10-2021.

I I ^ Shah learned SCJ (Judicial) was appointed as an
^ instarpt matter vide order dated 02-10-2021 of the Learned 

SCJ (Admin) Peshawar. Tfie appellant submitted his reply dated 08-10-2021 to 
the worthy Inquiry Officer. The inquiry report was submitted on 03-01-2022.

! (Copies Annexed “E” “F” “G” *'H” & “I")

I."
as an Inquiry Officer
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5. impugned finarshow Muse not?ci da7e^ ^^6^01 20^^Th°"^'^ 
reply to the show cauie notice dated fs-O

orderdated 17-02-2022. followed by offfce order on fhe sle“

i; ■, . I

(Copies Annexed “J” & *'K”)

, which was
6.

Grounds:

a. That the worthy authority has ignored 
without any plausible explanation 
Hon ble Service Trib

the appellant’s departmental 
*i_ r Which needs Immediate attention unal for the Just conclusion of the matter in questlL.

appeal 
of the

b.
served with anrcha?grsheeforlte12nenro1a'!^ appellant was neither 
any disciplinary proceedir^s during entire period o?hls22™Lm"ofMWM®‘'

r.»,^.,MS3rc.2iS*.aKr,asr-' case is

•Iona w«h 11 tehi, ”™ Sf,“ ",*=J’'"'*"''•»«»

•■ 2i.tr/jrir *=record room after its necessary comnleHnn tk consigning the same to
in complsnce v^lh m. orJw o7«.. LMmed' Jm

by the appellant and then the same was sen to
consignment. Thus the allegation of orenaraiinn nf If'’1^°^ ^°'' '‘®
baseless and incorrect thus liable to be rescinded as such°°'^'^

SiTof “Faiste Bahi” n&inTd °f '^e suit file exists in the

worthy presiding Officer over each^nrripr^1?^V° fj?®.signatures of the 
fake till date. ^ never proved to be
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h. IJ is also worth mentioning that the worthy Inquiry Officer in his 
03-01-2022 has categorically stated that, report dated

15. person who has typed the plaint, the order sheets 
and the judgment dated 02-02-2020 on computer is not known 
as there ip no direct evidence. Similarly the person who has 
written the evidence is also not known because of lack of 
direct evidence. It is also not proved through evidence that the 
accused / official has typed the judgment and the order sheets 
etc. or has written the evidence of the PWs. However the 
circumstantial evidence is, , , so strong that the active
Involvement of the accused / official in the whole process 
cannot be ruled out His admission of receiving the plaint on 
02-05-2019 and consignment of the case to the Record Room 
is enough|to prove the charges leveled against him. Whoever 
may be involved in the criminal offence but the execution of 
the commission of the act was not possible without the active 
support of the accused / official.

i. That the entire observation regarding the alleged involvement of the appellant
has been based on assumptions, presumptions, conjunctures and surmises 
having no legal effect.

The findings of the worthy Inquiry Officer were not based on any 
substance or supported'by any solid or cogent evidence. The Inquiry Officer 
while conciuding his observations has admitted that

"16through cirdumstantiol Jldence""®*'

That neither the record vvas sent for forensic analysis nor were other witnesses 
called for including the parties and their Counsel. No detail of 
evidence was given, which makes the entire 
untrustworthy.

k. That the appellant has not committed anything wrong on his part, nor done any 
corrupt practice or violation of official duties, breach of trust and misconduct in 
official capacity, and had just followed the orders of the Hon’ble Court contained 
in the order sheet of the sbit file.

l. That the worthy presiding officer was not associated for verification of her 
signatures over the order sheets, the KPO for forensic analysis of print-outs and 
parties to the suit along with their counsel were never called for and were 
completely ignored by the worthy Inquiry Officer. The appellant was specifically 
targeted in the whole proceedings while ignoring the other Moharrir attached to 
the Hon ble Court performing similar duties.

m. That the show cause notice was based upon the Inquiry report, which is not only 
inconclusive but also a vague assertion based on whimsical approach of the 
worthy Inquiry Officer, which is liable to be struck down by this Hon'ble Tribunal.

That the reader of the court who was also associated in the instant clisciplinary 
proceedings, has beeri awarded the punishment of compulsory retirement and 
none of the other staff was associated with the proceedings.

o. The appellant has 22 years of continuous service at his credit and neither any 
complaint was ever filed, against him nor was any disciplinary praceedings 
initiated against him during entire period of his service.

. In utter disregard and in violation of the principles of equity and justice, the
appellant has been subjected to arbitrary and discriminatory treatment.

j.
any proof or 

proceeding dubious and

n.
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Thus the impugned action is thus not only arbitrary but also discriminatory and is 
against the principles of equity, law, justice and propriety calling for interference 
by the Hon ble Tribunal.

p.

the time of argument'^* Hon'ble Tribunal to take additional grounds at

Prayer:

In view of the above, it is requested that by accepting this appeal the
9099 17-02-2022 arxJ rejection order dated

22-03-2022 may kindly be set aside and recalled while exonerating the appellant
of all the charges leveled against him and reinstating him in service with all the 
benefits of service due.

. I

Any other relief deemed appropriate may also be granted.
<->

Appellant

Through.
v<~p.

r(MUHAMMAD ZAFAr/aHIRKHELI)Peshawar, dated 
30“’ March-2022

ASC
I

(Ansar Ullah Khah) 
Advocate

Verification

Appellant

I
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PUKHTQONKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2022

VersusQalsar Khan, D & S J. Peshawar.

I

INDEX

Affidavit

I, the appellant, Qaisar Khan, Ex-Naib Nazir / Muharrir, District Courts Peshawar, 
do hereby state on Oath that the contents of the accompanying appeal 
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon’bie Tribunal.

are true

j

t-
I

I

DEPONENT
CNIC No. 17301-5830524-3

Date:- SO"' March, 2022

■j
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mEXUflE/-
District Judiciary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa

■

c

Phone: 001-9213534 
eMail: scjpeshawar(3gmail.com

wwv/.SGs'sionsCourtPBsharar.goy.pk

No.

Dated Peshawar Z'/ J

I

.1. Office Ordri?

Conseq-.;ent upon disciplinary proceedings agatnsi

acciised/official, Qaiser Klian, Muharrnr/Naib Nazir, major penalty of

!
I

dismissal from senicc under rulc-4(bXiv) of the Govi of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Civil S<.'!yam,s (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rides 201 i is 

imposed upon him. Office is directed to do the neediiil in this regard. I
I;

■%

i

Muha^d Sher
Senior Civil /l

■ ■

(A ;O

pesmmmsHER4Limt\■•>i’»iorCmU,„!i;v. WUi,m 
Pi'sluift^tU

No. /\ .... fcs Pvshawnv Dated _ylAz2022.

Copy fonvnzaed for InformnHon/CompIiance to:

1. The l-loiVble District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar
2. The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunlduvn, Peshawar.
3. The Clerk of Court, Senior Civil judge, Peshawar.
4. Official concerned by
5. Office File.

I

name.

VSemor Civil y lU/l

t

Hih ■
f.- fVtj-

( •'cai’Hvu

i

steb I

2 I SA
■ f 
(Exn'nh'er).

District Co.ra-.sf.awar
i

f

!
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Or..,}i.
J 7.02,2022

Accuseci/ornci:il, Qaiscr Khan, Naib Na-^ir, 
present and he was heard in person.

I iic background oi in.sianl proceedings is that a 
civil suit Ko. Ni-i of 2019 titled "Mst. Sabiha and 
others V-S Assistant Director Land DMA and others” 

was allegedly shown instilirted on 02-05-2019 in the
COUI1 of learned Senior Ci\'il Judge Peshawar, 
Mahjabeen .Shabbir, and entrusted to the court of 

learned' Civil Judge-X\*ll Peshawar, i\is. Nosheeij 
Nisnr. The entire proceedings in it were manipulated 

and orchestrated which culminated in the passing of 
forged cx-parte judgement and decree dated 02-02- 

2020 and execution petition was filed on its basis. ! he 

day, on, which, the alleged forged ex-pane JudgcinenL 
and decree has been eonirivcd to obtain, is Sunday 

which is non-working day, hence, the 
brought, into the notice of Hon’ble Chief 

Peshawar High Court Peshawar and

i.

matter was 

Justice 
per his kind

^ direciiohs vide letter No. 397/MIT doted 06-04-2021, 
) an Open inquirs wa.s conducted by the learned Inquiry 

j/ Officei, Muhammad Sajid. Additional District & 

Sessions Judge-Xlll Peshawar.
>/i.'

\

Dujing the course of inquiry proceedines, 
statements of Qaiser Khan etc have been recorded. 
Similarly, comments have also been submitted b> 
Noshcen \isar, learned Civil Judge-XVIl Peshawar.

In his inquiiy report dated 06-07-2021, the 
learned Inquirs' Ofilcer, Muhammad Sajid, Additional 

■Disiricl & Sessions Judge XIll Pesha^va^, has 

nccLised/ofncial, Qaiser Khan, Muhnn-ar
perpetration oJ the entire scheme and his 

■nvoKemeni in tfic; mailer. Similarly, the other co'- 
accused omcial. Mujahid Khan, Reader, has also been 
lernicd gnilly of negligence in the alleged institution of 
co il suit, passing of forged ex-parte lodgement and
decree dated 02-02-2020 and its consigning 
room.

Ms.

held
responsible

for

to record

The inquiry report of the Inquiry Oflicer, 
tVluhammad Sqiiid, learned Additional District & 
Sessions Judge Reshauar. u;is submitted before the
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i august Peshawar l-figh Court and it was pleased to 
direct the l-Ion’ble District & Sessions Judge Peshawar 
to proceed against the delinquent officials under the 
E&D l^^ules 2011 .md initiate criminal procceclines 

ag.unsi the bencl'ctaries of fake jttdgmcnt and other 
accojiiplices.

As Oaiscr Khan. Muhairar/Naib Nazir, falls in 
the establishnient ol undersigned, hence, he was charge 

sheeted and statement ol allegations was also drafted 
against him'. ■

iVlr. Pazal Nasir Shah, iearned Senior Civil .ludge 

(Judicial) Peshawar was appointed.as Inquiry* Ofliccr 

who conducted inquiry proceedings and submitted his 

report on 03-01-2022. The learned Inquiry' Officer 
sums up.ihe inquiry report as follow:

'"The person who has typed the plaint, the 
order s\wets and the judgment dated 02-02- 
2020 oh computer is not known as there is 

direct evidence. Similarly, the person 
. n7;r; has written the evidence is also not

J \ known hecausc of lack of direct evidence. }f 

i^yolso not proved through evidence that the 
^ ^-^^oused/official has typed the Judgment and

the order sheets etc, or has writ ten the 
evidence of the PWs. However, 
circumstantial evidence is so strong that the 
active involvement of the accused/ofjicia! in 
fhc\ whole process cannot be ruled out. His 
adtuission of receiving the plaint on 02-05- 
20!9 and consignment of the case to the 
Record Room

no

i

the

is enough to prove the 
charges levelled against him. Whoever 
he involved in the criminal offence hut the 
execution of the commission of (he.act u'o.s' 
not possible without the active support of 
the accused/official.

:ferA mav1 ) rcB

The magnitude of the offence is so 
huge that it can raise questions on the 
working of the courts particularly in respect 
to the instiiution. disposal and ennsig. 
of the cases. The accused (some of whom 
at e still unknown) have succeeded in 
sending a fake fde to the Record Room 
(Civil) without being noticed by anyone. 
The accused/official not only is defending 
himself hut is also trying to defend those 
who were involved with him in the whole 
pioce.ss. He has not disclosed the name of

nment



J

' • «
(

. r cifiy accomylicij chtriny the inquiry 
proccL'£:/iny\. The charges against the 
accv.scd arc fully proved through 
circwmtamial evidence. He has sent a fake 
and fabricated decree (fde) to the Record 
Room (Civit’ Oi: trivt Courts. Peshawar 
after putting index on thesamcT

As the accused ofricial,
Muhnn'ar/Naib Nciiiir, was held responsible bv the 

learned Inquiry Orilcer for manipulating and helpful in 

making a fake and bogus case Hie tiled ‘‘Mst; Sahiba & 
others ...VS... Assistant Director Land, DMA & 

others", drafting a forged tiecrec sheet in a and making 
it the signature of Presiding Ofticer of the court, 

incorporating false entries in the relevant registers and 
consigning it to the record room, therefore, final show 
cause notice was issued to him to which he submitted 
repi>. Me was personally heard.

Qaiser Khan

on

In repK to show cause notice and personal 
accuscd/official,Itearing, thg Qaiser Khan,

Muharrar/Naib Nazir, could not show sufficient 
and give sal)sfacior\' explanation against imposing 

upon him one or more of the penalties as mentioned in 
rule t ofilie E<VD Rules 2011, therefore, in exercise of 

pnwi'i-s conferred jpnn the undersigned under rule 4 
(b}(iv) of tlie Govt of Khyber Pakluunkhwa Civil 
Servants {Crilcicncy & Discipline) Rules, 2011, the 
delinquent official i.e. Qaiser Khan, Muhairar/Naib 
Nazir, of ihLs establishment, is hereby dismissed from 
service, with iminediate effect.

cause

fTr\i „>V

1 1 F-
w

1 1

COC i.s directed to do needful in ihi.s regard. Mr. 
Shoiikat, Muharrir, is directed toj^eep the record in safe 
custody.
Ax\ou\c:Kn
04-09-202 L

MuhSSmad Sher|
Senior Civil /huS 

Peshaxmr

r. •.L ■
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ANNEXUai I

BEFORE THE HQN’BLE DISTRICT AND SESSION JUDGEI 1

■ PESHAWAR
1

.V I
A

APPEAL / REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
OFFICE ORDER DATED 17-02-2022 WHEREBY MAJOR

PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED

;

.n
UPON THE APPELLANTt

Respectfully Sheweth: )
Qaisar Khan, Ex. Naib Nazir / Muharrar, District Courts Peshawar, the 

appellant submits most respectfully the following departmental appeal / 
representation for your liind consideration and favour of acceptance.

The appellant was selected and appointed as Process Server in the year 
2000. He was further prompted to the post of Bailiff (BPS-4) in the year 2006 
and Naib Nazir (BPS-8) in the year 2008. The appellant has been serving the 
department honestly diligently to the utmost satisfaction of his superiors during 
his entire 22 years of continuous service.

That the appellant was nei her served with any charge sheet or statement of 
allegation nor was associa ed with any disciplinary proceedings during entire 
peripd of his service.

That while serving as Muiarrar attached to the court of Civil Judge XVII, 
Peshawar, a complaint was filed on behalf of Assistant Director Land, DHA 
against a decree allegedly passed on Sunday being a public holiday.

>•* '
■ V

1)

i.

2)

3)

\\
4) That on the directions of the august High Court, the learned D&SJ Peshawar, 

appointed Mr. Muhammad Sajid, AD&SJ-XIII, Peshawar as an Inquiry Officer 
vide office order dated 09-04-2021.

5) The worthy Inquiry Officer submitted his report dated 06-07-2021 followed by 
Charge Sheet and Staleme|nt of Allegations dated 02-10-2021, wherein charge 
against him is mentioned as under;

I
a. Prepared and issued a Fake Court Decree titled "Mst: Sahiba & 

others .,vs.. Assistant Director Land, DHA & others” by making 
false entries in the relevant registers, and forged signatures of 
the Presiding Officers.

i

That Mr. Fazal Nasir Shah learned SCJ (Judicial) was appointed as an Inquiry 
Officer in the instant matter vide order dated 02-10-2021 of the Learned SCJ 
(Admin) Peshawar. The appellant submitted his reply dated 08-10-2021 to the 
worthy Inquiry Officer. The Inquiry report was submitted on 03-01-2022.

Consequent upon the findings of Inquiry report, the petitioner was served with 
the impugned final show; cause notice dated 06-01-2022. The appellant 
submitted his reply to the show cause notice dated 15-01-2022. which was not 
taken into consideration and the worthy Senior Civil Judge Admin passed the 
dismissal order dated 17-02-2022, followed by office order on the same day.

That before going in to the detail of the merits of the case, the procedure for 
institution of fresh suit as followed by the courts all over the province in the 
similar fashion is detailed as under; '

6)

7)!

\8)

TOEC
•i;
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1

k- k institution is made before the court of Senior Civil Judge
which then marked to any other Civil Court by the SCJ. The reader attached to

receives the case file, wherein entries are made in the 
uak Book (SCJ) duly signed by the reader In person. The Hon’ble Civil court 
rnakes riecessary order regarding registration and reader of the Court enters in 
the fresh case into his daily diary register. Thereafter the case is received by 
Muharrar and the case is registered in civil register.

9) The appellant received the suit file in question from the court of learned CJ- 
XVII through the Peon and necessary entries were made in the relevant civil 
register along with 11 others freshly instituted cases on the same day.

10) The suit was disposed off by the Hon’ble court, wherein the case file was sent 
to the appellant as Civil Muharrar for consigning the same to record room after 
necessary completion. The appellant followed the procedure in compliance 
with the order of the Learned Civil Judge.

I

11) It is necessary to mention that the suit file contained printed decree sheet, duly 
received from the Hon'ble' court, wherein just small necessary entries 
made by the appellant and then the same was sent to the record room for its

. consignment. Thus the allegation of preparation of fake court decree is entirely 
baseless and incorrect thus liable to be rescinded as such.

12) Needless to mention that the entries of the disposal of the suit file exists in the 
register of "Faisla Bahi” retained by the reader to the court and signatures of 
the worthy presiding Officer over each order sheet which were never proved to

' be fake till date.

I

were

13) It is worth mentioning that the worthy Inquiry Officer in his report dated 
03-01-2022 has categorically stated that.

The person who has typed the plaint, the order sheets 
and the judgment dated 02-02-2020 on computer is not 
known as there Is no direct evidence. Similarly the person 
who has wrihen the evidence is also not known because of 
lack of direct evidence. It is also not proved through 
evidence that the accused / official has typed the judgment 
and the order sheets etc. or has written the evidence of the 
PWs. However the circumstantial evidence is so strong that 
the active inj/olvement of the accused / official in the whole 
process cannot be ruled out. His admission of receiving the 
plaint on 02-05-2019 and consignment of the case to the 
Record Room is enough to prove the charges leveled 
against him; Whoever may be involved in the criminal 
offence but the execution of the commission of the act was 
not possible v^ithout ihe active support of the accused / 
official.

15.

14) That the entire observation regarding the alleged involvement of the appellant 
has been based on assumptions, presumptions, conjunctures and surmises 
having no legal effect.

The findings of the worthy Inquiry Officer were not based on any 
substance or supported by any solid or cogent evidence. The Inquiry Officer 
while concluding his observations has admitted that,

The charges against th^ abused are fully 
proved through circumstantial evidence."

"16

I
I i
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However neither the record was sent for forensic analysis nor were 
other witnesses called for .including the parties and their Counsel. No detail of
any proof or evidence was given, which makes the entire proceeding dubious 
and untrustworthy. !

15) That the appellant has not committed anything wrong on his part, nor done any 
corrupt practice or violation of ofndal duties, breach of trust and misconduct in 
official capacity, and had just followed the orders of the Hon'bie Court 
contained in the order sheet of the suit file.

it.

16) That the worthy presiding officer was not associated for verification of her 
signatures over the order jsheets, the KPO for forensic analysis of print outs 
and parties to the suit along with their counsel were never called for and 
completely ignored by the worthy inquiry Officer, The appellant 
specifically targeted in the 'whole proceedings while ignoring the other Moharrir

, attached to the Hon’bie Court performing similar duties.

17) The appellant has 22 years of continuous service at his credit and neither any 
complaint was ever filed against him nor was any disciplinary proceedings 
Initiated against him during entire period of his service.

18) That the impugned show cause notice has been based upon the Inquiry report, 
which is not only inconclusive but also a vague assertion based on whimsical 
approach of the worthy Inquiry Officer, which is liable to be struck down by the 
worthy authority.

19) That the reader of the court who was also associated in the instant disciplinary 
proceedings, has been.awarded the punishment of compulsory retirement and 
none of the other staff was associated with the proceedings.

Thus the impugned .action is thus not only arbitrary but also 
discriminatory and is agairist the principles of equity, law. justice and propriety 
calling for interference by the worthy authority.

I
I

were
was

y

In view of the above, it is requested that by accepting this appeal, the 
impugned dismissal order dated 17-02-2022, may kindly be set aside and 
recalled while exonerating the appellant of all the charges leveled against him 
and reinstating him in service with all the benefits of service due.

Qaisar Khan 
Ex. Naib Nazir / Muharrar, 
District Courts Peshawar

Peshawar, Dated 
March, 2022

!

1

A

I
I

-r-'
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ORDER - 04
22/03/2022

AppeJlant/officia] present in person. 

This departmental

I,

service appeal is directed against the 

order dated 17/02/2022, passed by learned Senior Civil Judge 

(Admn), Peshawar, in the capacity of competent authority.

A perusal of record reveals that on the information and

directions of august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar, Mr Muhammad 

Sajid, the then learned Additional District
I

Peshawar conducted

S( Sessions Judge-Xill, 

a fact-finding inquiry into the matter of alleged 

issuance, of a Fake Court Decree titled "Mst; Sahiba & others .. .vs...

Assistant Director Land, DHA & others" from the Court of Ms. Nosheen

Nisar, the then Civil Judge-XVIl, Peshawar. The report of the fact-finding

inquiry, submitted by Mr, Muhammad Sajid, the then learned Additional 

District & Sessions Judge-Xlli, Peshawar, was forwarded to the august 

High Court for further order. After receiving further directions from the

High Court, fontial proceedings were initiated against the identified

^ delinquent officials, under the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Civil Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, through Mr, Fazal Nasir 

Shah,

o^\

learned Senior Civil Judge (Judicial), Peshawar. Upon the findings 

and recommendations of the Inquiry Officer, the appellant official i.e. 

Qaiser Khan Naib Nazir/Muharrar, 

dismissal from servo'ce, after fulfilling all 

learned Senior Civil Judge (Admn),

17/02/2022. Hence, this appeal.

I
was awarded a major penalty of 

coda! formalities, by the 

Peshawar vide Order dated

The iinquiry officer had rendered the following findings in his

report:
TRUE COPY



Contd... 
ORDER - 04 *'....However, the circumstantial evidence is so strong 

that the active invoivement of the accused official in the 

whole process cannot be ruled out. H/s admission of 

receiving the plaint on 02/05/2019 and consignment of the 

case to the Record Room is enough to prove the charges 

levelled against him. Whoever may be involved in the 

criminal offence but the execution of the commission of
I

the act was not possible without the active support of the 

accused official..."

if.

22/03/2022

V-.

The appellant official was the lawful custodian of all the registers

and in his presence, all the entries were made and even the fake decree

was consigned to the record room. He was directly involved and held

responsible for the issuance of a fake decree concerning huge property.

Since fraud was perpetrated against the Court of law and a

bogus/forged decree was created and issued by the appellant official

along with his accomplices, obviously for the benefit of those who had

identified in the Inquiries conducted. Since all the codal formalities have

been complied with and the appellant official was afforded proper

opportunity throughout the proceedings but he neither produced any 

evidence in his defense nor could rebut the allegations levelled against 

him. Even during the course of the appeal in hand as well as the

personal hearing of the appellant official, he could not plead his

innocence, nor cou)d produce anything to disprove his involvement in

the instant crime.

For what has gone above, the departmental appeal in hand being 

devoid of merit is hereby dismissed.

[ASHFAQtte T)ij] 
District & Sessions Judge, 

Peshawar.
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To
The District & Sessions Judge, 
Peshawar.

SUBJECT: - JUDGMENT DATED 02.02.2019 IN CJYIL_SU1T-# 141/A OF2019-TITLED 
^ST. SAHTRA ft OTHF.RS l^RStlS ASSISTANT DIRECTOR LANDJIHA 
AND pTHRny PFRTAmffJR TO THE COURT OF MS. NQSHEEN NISAR
rivn. lUDGE-xvii. peshawAr

The matter of the subject judgment having been pasr 3 on the date falling.on 

. i' non-working day i.e. Sunday^^^s brouglit into kind notice of HdhTjle the Chief Justice and 

his lordship was directed to look Into the matter. After preliminary discreet probe and 

scrutiny of orders sheet as well as Judgment, there Is sufficient material to believe that not 
only the subject judgment but proceedings In the case resulting into the judgment seemingly
suffer from Intended variation necessitating an open inquiry. You are requested to get an

(
open Inquiry conducted in the following linep- -

a. Comments of Ms. Wosheen Nlsar, Civil judge-XVII, Peshawar [wherever she is posted) 
may be obtained as to her knowledge of the proceedings and authcnddty of her 

signatures on orders sheet particui^y No. 09 onward and on the judgment and 

decree.
b. .Who were the Reader/Steno typist; Computer Operator and Moharrlr attached with 

, the Court of CMI Judge-XVII, Peshav^r In the eventftil period and their statements
may be recorded aboiitVuc matter.

c The statement o| Proc^ Sever entrusted with the process of the case be recorded In 

« light ofhls report on record, if available.
d. Mr. Fazal-e-Mola Tehsljdar at DHA named as representative of defendants and shown

.jiresentln various orders be examined as to authority ofhls attendance leading to ex- 
1

parte proceedings.
---- ‘C: Any other statoment as may be dsomed apprepriate-fof-logical-concJusion as to

I
alUxing of rosponslbiilty. It becomes expedient

I

\
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21 Mrzci
(AHMAiS^LTAM TflREEN}
Member Inspection Team

District Gouri Pcsikwar
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ANmURE MT
'f f /

' r>f INQUIRY REPORT

Order
06/07/2021

1. This is a fact finding inquiry about the genuineness of 

conduct of proceedings and judgment in civil suit No. 141/1 

of 2019 titled "Mst: Sabiha and others Vs Assistant 

Director* Land, DHA and others”. The inquiry in hand 

entrusted to undersigned as inquiry officer by the order of 

Hon ble District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar vide office 

order No.2525-26 dated 09.04.2021.

was

2. Brief facts are that a civil suit bearing No.141/1 of 2019 

titled “Mst: Sabiha and others Vs Assistant Director Land, 

DHA and others" was shown instituted in the Court of 

learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar and the 

entrusted to the court of learned civil judge-XVII, 

Peshawar vide order dated 02.05,2019. After completion of 

trial, the subject case was decreed ex-parte vide judgment
I

and decree dated 02.02,2020. The date of subject judgment 
was a non

same was

I vmrking day and the matter of subject judgment 
having been passed on the date falling on non working day 

i.e Sunday, was brought into the kind notice of Hon’ble 

Chief Justice of Peshawar High Couit, Peshawar and his 

lordship had directed to look into the matter through 

open inquity.
an

3. Statements of following official were recorded:-

Mr. Qaiser Khan reader attached to the court of 

learned Senior Civil Judge(Judicial), Peshawar.

11. Mr. Fazal-e-Maula . (Qanoongo DHA, Peshawar) 

representative of defendants.

Miss Hina Murtaza (Process server).

IV.. Waqas Ahmad (process server).

j

I.

m.

F^UECOPrT
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Sultan UI Arifeen (Naib Nazir) attached to the court 
of Senior Civii Judge, Peshawar.

Muhammad Masood Khan (Computer Operator) 

attaciied to the court of learned Judge Family Court- 

IV, Peshawar.

Muhammad Amir (Naib Qasid) attached to the court 
of learned Civil Judge-VIII, Peshawar.

Qaiser Khan (Moharrir) attached to the court of 

learned Civil Judge-XVII, Peshawar.

IX, Mujahid Ali (Senior Clerk/Reader) attached to the 

court of learned Civil Judge-XVII, Peshawar.

X. Muhammad Sareer Incharge Record Room District 
Cour1:s, Peshawar.

Comments were also called from Miss Nosheen 

Nisar, Civil Judge-XVII, Peshawar presently posted 

as Civil Judge at District Mardan and placed on file 

alongwith statement of above mentioned officials.
4. No doubt, the subject judgment was passed on non working 

day i.e Sunday but during the course of inquiry it came into 

the notice' of undersigned that the institution and 

, proceedings as well as the order sheets in the subject 
file were foj-ged, fake and fabricated on the grounds:-

The order sheet bearing No.l dated 02.05.2019 

containing the signatures of learned Senior Civil 

Peshawar vide which the subject 

entrusted to the Court of learned Civil Judge-XVII, 

Peshawar was scanned and not original.

II. The register of institution/marking of suits etc of the 

year 2019 did not contain any entry regarding the 

institution of case file of subject suit.

V.I .

/i
/

1 VI.
i

f/
VII.-

VIII.

I

XI.
I

case

I.

case was

■. 1 ■

1.
^ T'.**
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p-- III. The record of Naib Nazir i.e register No.23 is silent ! 
about the receiving of summons in respect of subject 
case from the court of learned Civil Judge-XVII, 
Peshawar.

R.epr,esentative of defendants was shown present 

during proceedings of the subject case vide order 

sheets dated ll.06.20i9, 27.06.2019, 03.07.2019 and 

26.07.2019 but said representative of defendants 

namely Fazl-e-Maula has totally denied his 

appearance before the court concerned coupled with 

the fact that no authority letter in the name of above

named representative is available on the record of 

the case.

V. Two order sheets were shown written on single date 

of 21.12.2019 bearing two different numbers i.e
Or.....13&Or.....l4.

The subject judgment

r,

j • IV.
.?■

]■ •

r.
I

VI. shown passed on 

02.02.2020 but no short order of the same date was
was

available on the record of the case.

There is no reference of the dates of subject case file 

in cause lists as well as in register Peslii.

The margin on paper of order sheet No.3 to last 

is in sequence, which in ordinary 

possible.

Visible and apparent variations in the signatures of 

presiding officer of the court on order sheets, which 

are not matching each other.

X, Process server concerned has shown ignorance and 

denied service of summons in the subject 

There is entry of subject case file in register Faisla 

Bahi without bearing any specific number.

VIl.

VIIL one

course, is not ;

IX,

case.
XI.s

yUi
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5. The subject, case file has been entered 

Khan in register No.i, 

and he also admitted

by Moharrir Qaiser 

register Faisla Bahi, challan book

receiving of subject case file 

as its consigmnent to the record room, therefore, it could be 

held that Moharrir of the c

as well

ourt namely Qaiser Khan, being 
custodian o| record as well as aware of the forged entry of
subject case f,le in the record, seenrs to be prima facie 

involved in the matter. Secondly, the reader of the court
namely Mujahid Khan the custodian of register faisla 

case file has been given 

-- stance of the reader

was
bahi wherein reference of subject

but without any serial number. If the

namely Mujahid Khan regarding his i 
be true, even' then he is

Ignorance be taken to
guilty of negligence. The report, so

compiled is submitted, please.

(Muh^rfirnad Sajid)
AddI: District & Sessions Judge-XIfl, 

■ Peshawar/Inquiry Officer
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; District Judiciary, KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA.MymP^3
I

UMPh#09i-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 No.K A eMail: scPeshawar@yahpo,com
\ /web: SesslonsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk Dated Peshawar

office OEJHE SENIORjCliyiL. JUDGE (ADMN) PESMAWAR

CHARGE SHEET

I. Muhammad Sher Ali Khan, Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Peshawar, as 

competent authority, hereby charge you. Qaiser Khan, Naib 

Nazir/Muharrar as follow:

1. That you. while posted as Muharrar to the Court of the Ms. Nosheen 

Nisar, the then Civil Judge-XVIi Peshawar, committed the following 

irregularities:

a. Prepared and issued a Fake Court Decree titled “Mst: 
Sahiba & others ..vs.. Assistant Director Land. DHA & 
others" by making false entries in the relevant registers, 
and forged signatures of the Presiding Officers.

2. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct
I

and corruption under RuleS“3(b) & (c) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhv/o
I

Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 and hove 

rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in rule- 

4 of the rules ibid.

3. You ore, therefore, required to submit your written defense 

within seven days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Inquiry 

Officer.

Your written defense, if any, should reach the Inquiry Officer 

within the specified period, fcjiling which it shall be presumed that 

you have no defense to put in and in that case, ex-parte action shall 

be token against you.

4.

5. intimate whether you desire to be heard In person.... - 

A statement of allegations is enclosed.6.

[MuhammGd-^hec^AtrWhanl
Senior ^vil Judge (Ad^nJ/ 

Competent Author^ 
Pesha^^Q^?m/D

■0~
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OFFICE OF THE SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (ADMN) PESHAWARI
■'v'-;.

.i

DISCIPLINARY ACTION I

i

I, Muhammad Sher All Khan, Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Peshawar, as 

competenJ authority, a:n of the cp'-iion that Qaiser Khan. Noib 

Na?jr/M;:;harror has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, os he 

committed the foliov/ing act/omission, wrihin the meaning cf R‘j.'es-3(b) & 

!ci cf the Khybe: Pakhli?r-khwa Government Servunis ^Einciency E,

i

1

I

I,

s
Jiscipilno' RjleS: 2'J. [

I

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIQNfS^

L

a. Prepared and issued a Fake Courl Decree iiiled ‘hVist: 
Sahiba & others ..vs.. Assislani Director lend, DHA & 
others" by making false entries in the relevant registers, 
■and forged signatures of the Presiding Officers. f

2. For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused, with reference 

to the above aflegotions. Mr. Faza! Nasir Shah, learned Senior Civil 

Judge (Judiciol), Peshawarjs appointed under Rule lOflj(a) of the 

rules ibid.
>

3, The inquiry officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the ibid 

rules, provide reasonable opportunity of. hearing to the accused, 

record his findings and moke, within thirty days of the receipt of this 

order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate' 

action against the accused.

I

I

1r

4. The accused and Mr. Amjad Khan Shinweri. Senior Cerk 

represenfafive of this office, shall join the proceedings on the date, 

time and place fixed by the Inquiry Officer.

I

t

;
I

/ i[Muhammad SJjs 
Senior C

']
jklfudge (Ad^in 

Competeni Authority, ^ 
Peshawar.

:

fSe ,crCn
I

Peshaivar
■ ■! Cv-
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ANNEXURi //i
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District JuDicfARY, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
URtj-g V

rJ ^
Ph#091-9210QQ9.Fa>c3091'92l2419

scPeshavvarCF'y^hDD.com ' 
SessiansCourtPeihawaKgov-pk

^?a

D Jted Peshawsi

OFFICE OF THE SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (ADMN) PESHAWAR

ORDER

in compliance with the directions of Hon'ble District & Sessions Judge, 

Peshawar, conveyed through letter No. 5604-5607 dated 01/10/2021; Mr. Fazal Nasir 

Shah, learned Senior Civil Judge (Judicial), Peshawar is appointed as Inquiry Officer 

to proceed against the delinquent official i.e. Qaiser Khan, Naib. Nazir/Muharrar, 

under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 

as well as to identify the beneficiaries of said fake degree and their 

accomplices, and report to this Office at the earliest.

: ,

I
! :

2011, L

Mr. Amjad Khan Shinwari, Senior Clerk shall represent this Office during the 

inquiry proceedings.

[Mi^haTlTfnad"shei 
Senior Civil Judge (Aifr^Vf'^^^ 
P§ShlS4ViKii.)udge(Adg^M|D 'kO>^ 

l^eshnwar. \

Dated Peshawar, the / (D /2021

i

Endorsement No. ~ 2 '

Copy forwarded to:

1. The Hon'ble Member Inspection Team, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar for
information, please, '

2. The Hon'ble District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar, for information, please.
3- The Senior Civil Judge (Judicial), Peshawar/Inquiry Officer, along with 

complete Inquiry file, in original, and copies of Charge Sheets and Statement 
of Allegations ser\'ed upon the delinquent official Qaiser Khan, Naib Nazir.

4- The officials concerned.

Senior Ci
PeshawaK ^ Vl^
Sfi’InrCMUudscf, 

f^i-shiiwnr.

I
I

‘

(Exa-nincr)
District Court P«M-War

j
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3 ANNEXURE
mTHECOURTOFFAZALNASIRSHAH RBrnnoa? 

.ClVm JUDGE (JUDj'L:), PESHa\WAR

TIk- giatc ...Vs... 0ni.‘3iU- Ivltfui
(:';«‘;elNn. 14/6 oi-2()2l

INQUIRY report

I. Mst: Siibeeha & 04 olhers (hereinnfier rejerrp):! 

to ns beueliciaries ol the lake decree) iiled execution jDcttiion 

on 1 1 42.2020 through their coun.sel Dani.shirinnd Advocate

which was marked to the learned Civil Judge-XVIl,
■|

Feshavvar as the decree.pertained to the said Conii. Tit 

execution petition was filed on the strength of judgment and 

decree dated 02.02.2020 passed in case No. I/4J/I o( 2019 

instituted on 02.5.2019 titled “Nlst; Sabeeha Sc others ...Vs...
I

Assisianl Director DMA & others”. The petition was entered 

as case No. 11/10 of 2020 the ^ame day i.e. on 11.12.2020 

by the then learned Civil Judge-JxVJI, Peshawar and notice 

was issued to Defence Housing Auihority, Peshawar 

(hereinafter leferred to as DMA).

f ' 2' 2“

. •■V2. 'Me representative of D(-IA attended the Coiu t

of the. then learned :Civil .Hicigc-XVIT Peshawar 

2d.02.2G2l. Alter the attendance ol the representative Ihe

on

fixed lor further- proceedings. On 03.''■1,2021 

learned counsel Muhammad Adnan Awan Advoca'c

case ovas

T '



SLibniitted Valcnkitiinniu on beiin!! of Ibf’ bonc(icia(ie;j ol flic 

lake decree. Learned counsel also filed ctppHcabon loi the
I

grant of temporary injunction and the (hen learned 

Judge-\ail, Peshawar, being Judge on Duty, passt-d the 

Ibllowing order;

■. IV|

‘The Cow-/ see/j/s it appropriate to mue nolices of 

the status cpio petition to the Jiidgnient debtor instead 

of granting ad-interim relief Thus, notires of status 

quo, petition be issued to judgment debtor for already 

date fixed ■'

J. The beneficiaries of die lake decree filed 

appeal against the interim order dated 03.4.202 i of the then 

learned Civil Judge-VlJi, Peshnwar/.IOD through learned 

counsel Danishmand Advocate which was decided by die 

learned Additional District Sc Sessions Judge-IX, Peshawar 

on 05.4.2021 in case No. 50/14 of 2021 instituted 

05.4.2021 titled “Mst: Sabeeha & others ...Yc... Assistant 

Director DMA & others”. The following order wa.s passed;

>. 2 - •o e»
on

"The appellanl.stated at the bar that the Respondent 

has not filed any appeal against jiidginenland derree 

dated 02/02/2020 in case lilted "Saheeha and others 

I’.v DMAIn the light of. above circumstances, 

III and ex-paric record coupled
r\9^^s=>f^lc(avit of appella

^ y if

)

T ''



11^7// 56 (d) oj :specific reliej Acf, (he Responden(s 

not neslroined from developmental ^\>ork at the epof 

' however they are directed to preserve 67 files fill date 

Jhed before learned trial court, subject to notice 

the Respondent. Any subsecjuenf transfer to this extent 

{[not preserved wuU have no effect agatnst the rights 

of appellant subject to notice to Responden't and till 

date fixed before the learned trial court. Appeal 

disposed of " (sic)

■'R On 07.9.2021 the then learned Civil .fnd^r- 

XVIJ, Peshawar sine die adjourned the exeention petition. 

Tlie following order was passed:

ore
■•i..

.r

C

.■in '

I.
}

‘

P'
!■

v| .

■If'

•> ■

^1

■ "Record iranspires that the. instant execution is fixed 

for Jurlher proceedings dye to the rcMson that an 

application u/s d2f2)_ CPC (which is separolelv 

registered, regarding case file no. .141/.! of 20Pf 

dated 02.02.2020 is yet pending for decision. This 

Court is of the view thpt dll decision 12(2) CPC no 

proceedings could be iniiiatejl in the insfanf 

petition. 1 iierefore, same is adjourned sine dir tfH 

decision of 12(2) CPC. "

'■J'his was one side of the story. The other side i;: 

somewhat dramatic. On receipt; of notice in the execution 

petition the DMA found that the decree in the case

.! ;

/- Pd

r.

I

execution

I

• •• 5.

has been

J
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passed on 02,02.2020 whiciv date Is a pubiir. holiday 

Sunday, so they reported the matter. The matter was brouphi 

into the kind notice oCHon’ble the Chief .fustice Pe.shaivar 

I ligh Court, Peshawar and his lordship was pleased to direrl 

that the matter should be looked inlo. Afi.er preliminnry 

cli.-^creel .probe it vvns.round that the judgment and the older

ahcels elc. aufCered froni intended varialioria. An open

inquiry was ordered to be conducled in the matter vide leiter 

Mo. 397/MlT dated Peshawar the 06. 1.2071 

the vvoi-thy Member Inspection Team, Peshawar Idigh C 

Peshawar. The learned Additional

of the ol fice ot

ourl,

District Sc oesGions

Jiidge-XUl, Pesha war was appointed as Inquiry Officer vine 

Office Order No. 2525^26 dated 09.d.202l 

Distnot & Sessions .ludge. Peshawar. The learned Judge 

submitted the inquiry report on 06.7.2021 which 

iorvvarded by the worthy District

of (lie worlliy

v'as

& Sessions .h.idge, 

Peshawar to the Hon'ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar for 

llnther orders. The following findings were given by (he

learned Additional District & Sessions .fudge-XIII,

Peshawar in para-5 of tlie inquiry report:

^'he subject case fife has been entered by Mol: - '

Oaisar Khan in register No. L register Faisla Bahi.

larnr

.. cl)allcm hook and he also adiiiiiled receiving of



Jll^-

^subject case file as well as i/s consigiimenf to /he 

recordyoom, iherefore, it could he held iha! Mohnn ir 

of the courf namely Oaher Khan, being cuslodian of

e

case file in the record, seems to be prima facie 

in the matter. Secondly, the reader of theinvolved

court namely Mujahid Khan was the custodian of

register faisla bahi wherein reference, ofsubj 

fde has been given but without

eel case

any serial number. If

(he stance of jhe reader namely Mujahid 

regarding his ignorance be taken to be true, even then

Khan

he is guilty^ of negligence. "

The HoiVble Peshnwnr High Coint6.
Pe^hnwar

was j;)leased lo direct vide letter No. 735/MIT dated

22.9.2021 to proceed against the identified delinqueni 

oHicinls nuclei- the Kliyber Palchlunidiwa Governineni.
•

Servants (El'Iicieney & Discipline) Rules, 201 I (hereinafter 

refened to as the EcfcD Rules) and

proceedings against the beneikiaries of the I'alce judginmi 

and their

to initiate criminal

accomplices. It is in this bnclcgronnd that tli.-^ 

undersigned was appointed as lnc|uiiy OlTirer and Lo subniil

report within 30 days^

r

TRUE COPY
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7. The learned Senior Civil Judge (Adnin), 

Peshawar served Statement of Allegnlion(s) on Qaisar Kl.an 

Naib Nazir/MohaiTir (hereinafter relerred 

accused/otficiol) vide Office Order Olo

to as (he

I 180 daled

Peshawar 02.10.2021. Me was charge sheeted by the learned 

Senior Civil Judge (Adinn), Peshawar vide Office Ord 

1 )S9 dnted Peshawar02.10:.202I and wa:: directed to submit 

written defence to the Inquiry OfTcer within 07 days

PI !Mo,

. The

Charge Sheet leads thu.s:

"a Prepared and mued a Fake Court Decree n'f/pd 

Sahiba dc others .

D!:fA cC- others' by making false 

relevant registers, and forged signatnres of the 

Presiding Officers. ”

VA',. Assistant Director Land,

entries in the •

0. The undeisigned was appointed as Inquiry 

Officer vide Office Order No. 1184-8.' dated Peshnwar 

02.10..2021 of the learned Senior Civil

at

Judge (Admn), 

Peshawar to proceed against the^accused/ofllcial under (he

B&D Rules, 201 1 and to identily the beiieficiaries of 

lake decree and their accomplices. Mr. Ainjad Mian 

Shinwari Senior Clerf

the

- *:

was appointed as representati''.: of 

incident anotber inquiry 

(ca.se No. 13/6 or202l) was also marked to the undersigned

the departnient. Regarding the same

6



■m .

by Ihe worthy District &, Sessions .lurlge, Peshawiir apainsJ

MujahicI Ali Senior Cleiic/Reaclcr which.inquiry will also be

finalized today.

9. The accused/official submiUed written reply to

the Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegation(s) on

08.10.2021 where after evidence was recorded. The

representative of llie department examined 07 witnesses.

Qnisar Khan Reader Senior Civil judge (JudI:), Pesliawar

was examined as PVV-OI. Zakir Ullah Moharrir/Junior Clerk

Civil Judge-XVU, Peshawar was examined as PW-02

Muhanimad Sareer IChan Incharge Record Room (Civil)

District Courts, Peshawar, was examined as PW-03.

Muhammad JVlasood Computer Operator Judge Family

Courl-I V, Peshawar was examined as PW-04. Amir Madeein

Senior Clerk Record Room (Sessions) was examined as PW -
> ■>-

05. Fazai Mania Assistant Legal Officer DMA Peshawar wast. •

examined as PW-06. Amjad Khan Shinwari Assislanf

Clerk/Representative ofthe department examined himselfas

PW-07.

Qiasar Khan accused/official examined himself smR

witness as DW-Ol .

;/



JIO. The Hie of ihe fake decree daieci 02.02.2020 is

ovailable on file as Ex:PW-2/9. The beneficiaries of ihe fake

decree are so adamant that they still consider the decree to

be genuine, in this respect their reply to the application u/s

12(2) CPC is important wherein they have stressed on the

dismissal of the application on the grounds mentioned

therein. The application u/s 12(2) CPC tiled by DHA is

available on file as Ex:PVV'-2/l and the written reply of th<^

beneficiaries of the fake decree is Ex:PW- 2/3. in vmw of

the written reply a little bit of discussion is necessary

regarding the genuineness or otherwise of the deci ee.

y. Qaisar ICliaii (PW-01) has produced the

Marking Register of Fresh Suits for the year 2019 of Ihe

Court of the learned Senioi- Civil .lodge (JudI:), Peshawar

wherein there is no entry regarding the marking of the case
7- >-

(Mst: Sabeeha etc. ...Vs... DFIA etc.) on 02.5.2019 to the

Court of the learned Civil Judge-XVll, Peshawar. The

relevant pages are available on file as ExiPW-l/l. iVlujahid

Ali (the then Reader ofthe Court of tlie learned Civil Judge-

XVll, Peshawar who is also accused in the othei- inquiry and1..

has recorded his statement as DW-OI in case No. 13/6 ol

202 1) has categorically denied receipt ofany llle/piaint from



ihe Courl of the learned Senior Civil judge (Judl:), Peahawar

on 02.5.2019. There is no entry in the Register Peshi

(Attendance Register) for the year 2019 of the Court of the

learned Civil Judge-XVIl, Peshawar regarding (he

“Mst; Sabeeha etc. ...Vs.,. DMA Peshawar” on 02.5.2019

and afterwards. The Process Servers (Hina hdurtaza and

Waqas Ahmed) have ca(egor|cal!y denied receipt and 

service of summons on the defendants in their statemenlo

recorded as CW-03 and CW-04 respectively in the

preliminary inquiry conducted by the learned Additional

District & Sessions Judge-XIIf, Peshawar which inquiry is

file as Ex:PW- , 7/3. . Fazal e Maulaavailable on

Representative of DMA is shovvn to have attended the Court

on certain dates but he has denied any aUendance in Courl

in his statement recorded as PW-06 in the present inquiry.

f Last but not the least the then learned Civil Judpe--XVll

PeshaAvar (Ms. Nosheen Nisar) has categorically denied llie

issuance of the decree from her Courl. hi this respect letter

No. 4‘1/Civil Judge dated the Mardan 21.5.2021 from Ms

Nosheen Nisar, the learned Civil Judge, Mardan addressed

to the learned Additional District & Sessions Judgc-Xlli

K
I .



b

Peshawar is iiiiporlaiiL wherein the following three poini:.

have been mentioned:

■"'L The proceedings and signainres in die snbjecf

case on order sheels/jiidgiiienf and decree are not

inirie.

The signainres and proceedings in the snbjeci case 

are no! aitihenUc rather fadiHons.

3. J have no knowledge of any proceeding nr ihe

snbjeci case, as I have not condnefed the irial of the

subjecl case

The above fads clearly show that the whole file of

case Mo. l^ll/l of 2019 insdUited on 02.5.2019 decided on

02.02.2020 titled “Msl: Sabeeha & others ...Vs... Assistant

Director Land DHA Peshawar & others” is lake, bogi.is and

criminally manipulated. The only page which is real in t.h<=

whole Hie is the index prepared by the Ivlohairii

(accused/orilcial). .

112. The statementy of all the PWs are consistent on

the point that no such ca.se was ever instituted in any Court

(tlie Courl of the learned Senior Civil .Judge (.fucll;).

Peshawar and the Court.of the learned Civil Tudge-XV[{,

Peshawar). The other accused (Mujahid Ali) has also denied

receipt of the file in his statement recorded as DW-OI in case

10
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Mo. 13/6 of202l. The stance ofllic accused/official (Qaisor

Khan) is clirfercnl and unique. In his reply to the Charge

Sheet and Suueirienl of AliegaUon(s) he has admitled reccipi

ofthe illc at the time of its institution. He has also adinitted

consignment ofthe case to the Kccorc! Room Paras 6 3c 7 o(

the reply are important and aie hereby I'epioduced heic;

"6) The pefidgner recuvec! (he couii Jtle fio!)} (he 

conn of learned CJ-XVLf through (he Peon and

necessary entries wei'e made in (he relevant ch'h

register, along wi(h 11 others freshly instituted cases

on the same day.

7) The suit }ms disposed off by the Hon'hle court.

wherein (he case file ivtrv sen! lo (he petilioner as Civil
•i

Muharrar for consigning the. same to record room

aftei' necessary completion. The petitioner obliged

according to the order accordingly. "

The same,stance was narrated by the accused/official

. c> f 2-^ •o 3-

in his statement lecorclecl as .DW-01.

The accused/ofllcia! has produced no otherJI3.

witness except himself Lo prove his stance regarding the

receipt of the file from the Court. The name of (he peon

(whom he has mentioned in para 6 of die reply) is not

disclosed at anystage ofthe proceedings. Similarly he has

) I



r/'

. « .

nol exnmined the Stiicl peon. The RegiGter Peshi of the

Moharrir Civil Judge-XYll, Peshawar was examined in

which there is .no entry regarding the next date ot hearing

whicli was 23.5'.2019, U was observed that there is no eniry

of any case in the said register alter 26.3.2019 till 1 6.2019.

Even alter Id.6.2019 there is no entry in the register

regarding the next dale of hearing (in case titletl “Mst:

Sabeeha etc. ...Vs... DMA’ 1,

14. Accuscd/oriicinl has produced no Cause Lisi in

which there is entry of the said case i.e. case No. NU/I of

2019. It seems that accused/olTicial has taken a stance which

has no footing at all. The decree is fake, bogus and

iTaudulenL The stance of the accused/officinl that the case

was duly.iiislitutcd and decided by the Court is totally wrong

and misleading. When the Reader and even the Picsiding
r

Ofllcer of the Court are denying the institution and the£? f "3 •

disposal of the case, how the IsJoharrir of the ( oi.irl. can say

that he has received the lile and has consigned it to the

Record Room.

d'he person wlio has typed the plaint, the order45.

sheets and the judgment dated 02.02.2020 on computer is

not. Icnown as there is no direct evidencr. thmilaily the



person who has vvritten tiie evidence is also not loiovu

because of lack of direct evidence. It is also not prov<.d

. through evidence that the accused/official has typed the

judgment and die order sheets etc. or has written the

evidence of the PWs! However the circumstantial evidence

is so strong that the active involvemenl of tli<"

accused/olTiciai in the whole process cannot be ruled out

His admission of receiving the plaint on 0^5.2019 and

consignment of the case to the Record Room is enough h

prove the charges levelled against him. Wlioever may b*

involved in the criminal olTcnce'but the ^"\cciilJou of tlu

commission of the act was not possible wiliTOUl the a' (i ■'i;

support of the accused/officia!.
'-"tv

The magnitude of the olTenc-' is so Itugc that ii116.

raise questions on the working of the courts particularlycan

in respect to the institution, disposal and consignment of tlic<■>a •

cases. The accused (some of whom are still unknown) liave

succeeded in sending a fake lile to the Record Room (Civil)

without being noticed by anyone. The accused/official not

only is defending himself but is also trying to defend thos'

wlio were involved vvitli him in the whole process. He has

not disclosed the name ofnny accomplice dunng the inquiry

. I



proceedings. The charges against the accused are full

proved through circumstantial evidence. He has sent a fake

and fabi'icated decree (file) to the Record Room (Civil)

District Courts, Peshawar after putting Index on the same

The beneficiaries of the fake decree are llie11.

plaintiffs in the case (No. 141/1 of 20! 9) and Lheir atloiney

The plaintiffs are:

Msl: Sabcelia w/o Muhammad Saeed.

Mst: Faiqa Munia w/o Muhammad Shoaib. 

Mst: Shrh Room Abdiir Razzaq.

A Msl: Falak Naz w/o Muhammad Rafiq. 
o Mst: NaLreenw/o Qasim Jan al! rs/o Shulh 

Bala^ Peshawar.

T!ie attorney is:

^ Muhammad Shafi s/o Muhammad Saeed i/o 

Shahi Bala, Peshawar.

The learned counsel who have appeared in the cases
.•

c? S' * are:

o Asad lClian Advocate (Civil Suit ido, 141/1 <?(' 

2019 institiUeci on 02.5-2019 rlecided on 

02,02.2020 titled “Mst: Sabeeha etc. ...Vs- DIM 

etc,” decided by the learned Civij .kKlg<>)CV[l. 

Peshawar i.e. fake decree).

Muhammad Adnan (Malik) Awan Advocate. 

(Execution Petition Mo. li/10 of 2020 instituted 

on 11.12.2020 decided on 07.9-2021 titled “Mst: 

Sabeeha etc, ...Vs... DMA etc.” decided by the 

learned Civil Judryt-XVll, Peshawar).

l-l
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. I

MLihammaci Acltian (Malik) Awan Advocate A. 

h4ohsin Ali IChan Advocate (Application u/a 12(2) 

. CPC No. 3/12(2) of202l insUluted on 24.02.202i 

titled “DHA Feahavvar ...Vs... Mst; Snbeeha etc.” 

pending adjudication in the Court of Ihe learned 

Civil JucIge-XA^ll, Peshawar).

Daiiishmnnd Advocate (Civil Appeal Mo. 
30/14 ajr2021 iiistitiited on 05.4.2021 decided 

on 05.4.2021 titled ‘3Mst: Sabeeha ...Vs.. 

DMA” 'decider^ by the learned Additional 

District & Sessions Judgc-IX. Peshawar).

The inquiry report is hereby submitted lor liirllv-'i

'T'

<!

orders/hcccssai y action.

rC..-f;iir 32iati:.'
Senior Civil Judge (Judl:) 

Pesiiawar.

CERTIFICATE

Ceriilicd that this inquiry report consists of filtecn

(15) pages. Each page has been read over, corrected and

signed by me wherever was nccessaiy.
—r *

EiuaS Masir Shaila 
Senior Civil .ludge (Jucll:) 

Peshav- ai.

I'.

i



District Judiciary, Khyber PmmS
i-

Phone; 091-9213534 
4 eMail: sqpephalvar@gmair.com 

Web: www.S0ssi(^sCouflPBshawaf.gov.pk

OFFICE OF THIt: SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE rADMN^. PESHAWAR

.1-. No

D-?d Ppshawar '~^2e3j^l—

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, Muhammac Sher A!i Khan, Senior Civil Judge (Adnin), 

Peshawar, as competent authority, under the KJiyber PakJitunkhwa 

Government servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby 

sei-ve you, Qaiser Khan. Naib Nazir, as follow:

1. That, vide inquiry report dated 03-01-2022 of the learned Inquiry 

Officer/Seriior Civil Judge (Judicial) Peshawar, you have been held 

guilty of “manipulating and helpful in making a fake and bogus 

case file tiled “Mst. Sahiba & others ...VS... Assistant Director 

Land, DFIA & others’*, drafting a forged decree sheet in it and 

making on it the signature of Presiding Officer of the court, 
incorporating false entries in the relevant registers and consigning it 
to the record room”, therefore, you are asked to show cause why 

one or more of the penalties as mentioned in rule 4 of the E&D 

Rules 2011 not be imposed on you.

2. You are, therefore, required to furnish reply to this notice within 

ten days from the date of its receipt failing which it shall be 

presumed that you have nothing in your defense and in that case, 
ex-paite proceedings/action shall be taken against you.

3. You are also asked to state in your reply whether you desire to be 
heard in person.

Senior Civil .1
Pe:

Senior CiviUmige, (4DMIA} 
Peslwmir• I.

mailto:sqpephalvar@gmair.com
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RFFORE THE ^;ON BLE SHER AH KHAN, LEARNED SCJ 
fAdmin) PESHAWAR. THE WORTHY INQUIRY 

OFFICER

RFPLY TO THE SHOW CAUSE DAT&O^6-01-2022

Respectfully Sheweth:

Qaisar Khan Naib Nazir / Muharrar, District Courts Peshawar t e petitioner 
submits most respectfully the following statement / reply in respect of the show cause 
dated 06-01-2022 for your kind consideration and favour of acceptance.

Para Wise Reply

That while serving as Muhafrar attached to the court of Civil Judge XVll, 
Peshawar, a complaint was filed on bohalf of Assistant Director Land, DHA 
against a decree allegedly passed on Sunday being a public holiday.

1}

2) That on the directions of the augus' High Court, the learned D&SJ Peshawar, 
appointed Mr. Muhammad Sajid, AD&SJ-XIll. Peshavyar as an Inquiry Officer 
vide office order dated 09-04-2021.

3) The worthy Inquiry Officer submitted his report dated 06-07-2021 followed b/ 
Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations dated 02-10-2021, wherein ch ; w'-; 
against him is mentioned as under;

a. Prepared and issued a Fake Court Decree titled “Mst: Sahiba & 
others ..vs.. Assistant Director Land, DHA & others” by making 
false entries in the relevant registers, and forged signatures of 
the Presiding Officers.

4) That Mr. Fazal Nasir Shah learned SCJ (Judicial) was appointed as an Inquiry 
Officer in the instant matter vide order dated 02-10-2021 of the Learned SCJ 
(Admin) Peshawar. The petitioner submitted his reply dated 08-10-2021 to !h3 
worthy Inquiry Officer. The inquiry report was submitted on 03-01-2022

5) Consequent upon the findings of Inquiry report, the petitioner was served with 
the impugned final show cause notice dated 06-01-2022

To begin with it is re pectfully subm'tted that the proccc ure for institution of fresh 
suit is dearly de .^bed and foHo',. d by the courts f'I over the province in the 
similar fashion.

The fresh institution ts rriade before the court of Senior Civil Judge, which 
then marked to any other Civil Court by the SCJ. The reader attached to tr.e

6)

2 1
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court of Civil Judge receives the case file, wherein entries are made in the Dak

fresh case into his daily diary register 
Muharrarand the case .s registered in civil register. . ^ i v\/ii ik^^..nh
The petitioner received the coin fil»* from the court of learned CJ-XVll through 
the Peon and necessary entries w^re made in the relevant civil register along 
with 11 others freshly instituted cases on the same day.

7)

wherein the case file was sentThe suit was disposed off by the Hon’ble court, 
to the petitioner as Civil Muharirar for consigning the same to record room after 
necessary completion. The petitioner obliged according to the order accordingly

8)

It Is necessary to mention that the suit file contained printed decree sheet, duly 
received from the Han'ble court, wherein )usl small necessary entries were 
made by the petitioner and then the same was sent to the record room for its 
consignment. Thus the allegation of preparation of fake court decree is entirely 
incorrect and liable to be rescinded as such.

9}

10) Needless to mention that the entries of the disposal of the suit file exists in the 
register of Faisla Bahi retained by the reader to the court and signatures of the 
worthy presiding Officer over each order sheet which were never proved lo be 
fake till date.i.

It is worth mentioning that the worthy Inquiry Officer in his report dated 03-01- 
2022 has categorically staled that.

The person who has typed the plaint, the order sheets 
and the Judgment dated 02-02-2020 on computer is not known 
as there is no direct evidence. Similarly the person who has 
written the evidence is also not known because of lack of 
direct evidence] It is also not proved through evidence that 
the accused / official has typed the judgment and the order 
sheets etc. or hps written the evidence of the PWs. However 
the circumstantial evidence is so strong that the active 
involvement of the accused / official in the whole process 
cannot be ruled out. His admission of receiving the plaint on 
02-05-2019 and consignment of the case to the Record Room 
is enough to prove the charges leveled against him. Whoever 
may be involved in the criminal offence but the execution of 
the commission of the act was not possible without the active 
support of the accused y official. ^

15.

1 i

2

12) That the entire observation ^regarding the alleged involvement of the petitioner 
has been based on assumptions, presumptions, conjunctures and surmises 
having no legal effect.

The findings of the worthy Inquiry Officer were not based on any 
substance or supported by any solid or cogent evidence. The Inquiry Officer

j



while concluding his. observations has admitted, that, “16................. .
; The charges against the'accused are fully proved through circumstantial 

evidence.” Hov/ever no delai of such evidence was given, which makes the 
entire proceeding dubious and'untrustworthy

13) That the petitioner has not committed anything wrong on his part, nor done any 
corrupt practice or violation ofofficial duties, breach of trust and misconduct in 
official capacity, and had just followed the order contained in the order sheet of 
the suit file.

14) The petitioner has 20 years 6f long service at his credit and that neither any 
complaint was ever filed against him nor was any disciplinary proceedings 

.. initiated against him during.ehtire period of his service. j'
■l•

That the impugned show cause notice has been based upon the Inquiry report, 
' which^ not only inconclusiye but also a vague assertion based on whimsical 

aoptSach of the worthy Inquiry Officer, which is liable to be struck down by the 
. \\ ^Hi^^^orthy .authority.

\ 15

16) The impugned action is thus not only arbitrary but also discriminatory and Is 
against the principles of equity, law. justice and propriety calling for interference 
by the worthy author !y

4In view of the above, i is requested that by accepting this reply, the 
impugned show cause notice, may kindly be set aside while exonerating the 
appellant of all the charges leveled against him.

;;
■j'- ■

Note:L
Further I requested to be heard in person.

\

; '
Qaisar Khan 

Naib Nazir / Muharrar. 
District Courts Peshav/ar

Peshawar, Dated 
15‘f’^ January. 2022

V

;i.U
.
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ifelct Com I Peshawar
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BEFORE THE ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE. PESHAWARm.-

In re:
SNGPL etcVersusMuhammad Usman etc

[

REPLY TO THE APPLICATION TOR DISMISSALS 
OF CONTEMPT OF COURT PETITION BY & ON 
BEHALF OF RESPONDENT/PETITIONERS.

Respectfully Sbeweth:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

That the petitioners/.respondents have got no cause of action to 

file the instant application.

2. That the said application is frivolous against the law and facts.

3. That the application is bad and not maintainable in the present 
circumstances.

4. That the application is misconceived and not based upon true 

facts.

1.

REPT.Y ON FACTS

1. That Para-1 of the application needs no reply.

2. That Para-2 of the application is incorrect, hence denied. In 
response, it is, submitted that this Hon’ble Court vide Order 
dated 03.02.2020 observed that the Contempt of Court 
Application is maintainable and parties are directed to lead theii 
evidence, therefore, the instant application is filed just to waste 

the precious time of this Hon ble Court.
It is, therefore, humbly prayed that application for 

dismissal of contempt of Court petition may graciously be
dismissed.

Dated:30.03.2022 •

Respondents/ Petitioners
Through

Ibrahim No^ Mughal
Advocate High Court

J
y. •
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VAKALATNAMA

Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal. PeshawarIn the Court of

/2022Service Appeal No.

Petitioner
Plaintiff
Applicant
Appellant
Complainant

Qaisar Khan Decree-Holder

Versus
Respondent
Defendant
Opponent
Accused

District & Session Judge, Peshawar etc. Judgment-Debtor

I / We Qaisar Khan the above noted Appellant do hereby appointed and constitute, Muhammad 

Zafar Tahirkheli & Ansar Ullah Khan, Advocates High Court, to appear, plead, act, compromise, 

withdraw or refer to arbitration for me / us as my / our counsels / advocates in the above noted 

matter, without any liability for his default and with the authority to engage any other Advocate / 

Counsel at my / our cost.

The Client / Litigant will ensure his presence before the Court on each and every date of hearing and 

the counsel would not be responsible if the case is proceeded ex-parte or is dismissed in default of | 

appearance. All cost awarded in favour shall be the right of Counsel or his nominee, and if awarded i 

against shall be payable by me/us.

r/'We authorize the said Advocates to withdraw and receive on my / our behalf all sums and amounts 

pi^yable or deposited on my / our account in the above noted matter.

Client

M. Zafar/fahi
\

Dated 30 /03/2022 Attested & Accfepte^Advocates)
h

ATIQ LAW ASSOCIATES,
87, Al-Falah Street, Besides State Life Building, 
Peshawar Cantt, Phone:091-5279529 
E-mail: zafartk.advocate@Qmail.com

Office

llah KhanAi

mailto:zafartk.advocate@Qmail.com


GS&PD.KP-2S57/3>RST-S000 Forms-09.07.2018/P4(Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal

«A«
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER ROAD, ^ g
PESHAWAR.

No. 'A

APPEAL No of 20

......
Apeliant/Petitioner

/

(Versus»

..........
X-A i V|Vv-»

RESPONDENT(S)

...^2-^
Notice to Appjilant/Petitioner

«
f

t-/

Take notice that your appeal has been fixed for Prelinunary hearing, 
replication, ^dRd^vit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

at......
< -

on

-y' > . •

You may, therefore, appear before the Tribunal on the said date and at the said 
place either personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, failing 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in default. 1 ■

Ir

A Registrar,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar. ^ Ai

&
]

V

i/
.»
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GS&PD.KP^25$7/^ft$T-5000 Fonii»4nj07^»P4(ZVF/PHC JoslFMASBSer. Tribunal

“A”■r

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD. <7 Q

PESHAWAR. ^

No.

of 20APPEAL No___ _

Apenant/Petitioiier

Versus.

Dint ? h. %

Sw? 1

RESPONDENTCS)

Nu. I X %
mnr

(

Notice to Aff\ WctJtfOTEer™

Take notice that your aippeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing,
it/counter affidavit/record/argummits/Qrder before this Tribunalreplication,

< ’^0 -ff DO- aton
\

f

You may, therefore, i^pear before the Tribunal on the s^d date and at ^e said 
place either pcorsonally or throu^ an advocate for presentation of your case, failing 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in deEaulL r

M/

^ Registrar,
pKhyber ftAhtonkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawan ‘'j

1

/
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,i_L-ffSSp5-444;i-RST-12,000 Forins-72.09.7.1/PMC Jol)s/rcu,n AiiB Sof. Ttibuivni/P?

/r «B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR.

0?No.

liU of 20 .Appeal No

Appellant/Petilioner

Versus \

Qlsip-ti/t • • • yjsjf.
liiLxpondent No 7 V

■jf.fu! W u;Notice to: <\Tiihy

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkh^^^O 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prcsentcd/rcffistcred for 
the above ease by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing belorc tl^Tv^ina 
*on ..........................8.00 A.IVr. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellanZ/peti^^ you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or hy a„y 
Advocate, duly supported by your power ol'Attorney. You are, therelbre, required to 1. Ic ,n 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written sta cment 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 

appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/pelition will be 
given to you hy registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and I urthcr 

posted to this address by registered post will be deemed suf I icient f oi t he pu rposi, onotice 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of a^al is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this

dated.............................................
..5

Given under my hf*nd and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar th^is.^^
ft

offi. 'e Notic*^ No

20Day of. 7 >>

If- f *Registrar, ^
Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
The hours of attendance in the court are the same'tn it of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondi
1Note:

;;-=■! Incc.

A .

ft.>■

i



GS&PD-444/1-RSl-12,000 Fori»s-?2.09.21/PliC Jotis/i-cum A&B Sor. Tnlji.ii;il/f>2■ .m
■K uB”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR. SJ
No. /*

Appeal No 0/20 a?-
&'J^/ j(k

Appellant/Petitioner

Versus

M Uespondenl

CORespondent No.

iy/ct j tpy> '^)/uu*fxyNotice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khybcr I’akhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prescnted/rcffistcred for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby inform^
*on....

at the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearinjf before the rribunai
........... ...............................................at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urjje anything against the

appellant/petitfion^r you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed cither in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therelore, required to file in 
this Coixrt at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence. .4

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Conv of appeal-h«ir
>

offi, 'e Notice No dated
^

Given under my hf»nd and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this..„.

20 >.-'fyiA;Day of. ^/Receipt No,-----

Rcgiidraf,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Phshawar.
1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same thit of the High Court except Sunday and GazcRod (holidays.
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondi-nco.

\

Note:

. / ;

/

41Tr-^
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

U<G^ 72022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Qaiser Khan presented today by Mr. Muhammad 

Zafar Tahirkheli Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.X

30/03/20221-

REGISTRAR ^
This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary2-

hearing to be put up there on
A -'tb iAml

CHAIRMAN



I 'V

r ' .j'
Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments heard.

Learned counsel for the appellant while arguing the case in 

preliminary hearing contended that the appellant is aggrieved of the 

impugned order dated 17.02.2022 whereby he was awarded major 

penalty of dismissal from service. The appellant exhausted his right of 

appeal on 03.03.2022. However, his departmental appeal did not have a 

favorable response and was dismissed by the appellate authority vide 

order dated 22.03.222. Thereafter service appeal was instituted invoking 

Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 on 

30.03.2022.

08.04.2021

The appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to all just legal 

objections including limitation. The appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notices be issued to 

respondents for submission of reply/comments. To come up for 

reply/comments on 20.05.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

20.05.2022 Appellant in person present and requested for 

adjournment as his counsel is not available today. 

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

20.06.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)
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Appellant present in person. Mr. Muhammad Adeel 

Butt, Additional Advocate General present.

No one present on behalf of respondents. Therefore, 
fresh notices be issued to the respondents for submission of 
written reply/comments. To come up for reply/comments on 

20.07.2022 before S.B.

20.0:6.2022

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)


