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12.07.2016

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
CAMP COURT SWAT

Service Appeal No. 260/2014

Usman Shah Versus Commissioner Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif
Swat and 4 others. ' '

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRID!, CHAIRMAN:

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Khursheed Ali, Assistant
alongwith Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Senior Government Pleader for

respondents present.

2. Mr. Usman Shah S/O Amanuliah Khan hereinafter referred
to as the appellant has preferred the instant appeal under Section
4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against
order dated 16.01.2014 passed by the Commissioner Malakand

Division vide which original order dated 31.07.2013 passed by the

Deputy Commissioner Swat imposing the penalty in the shape of ,

withholding promotion of appellant for indefinite period was

o

modified into minor penalty in the shape of withholding

promotion for a period of 2 years.

L2 Brief acts of the case of appellant are that the appé‘llént_. L

[




‘was subjected-to enquiry on certain allegations including securing
th.umb impressions/signatures of the concerned parties wifhout
lawful authority on certain mutations stated in the charge sheet
and statement of allegations and recorded report of Ahle
Commission on certain mutations but leaving blank space fc;r the
name of Ahle Commission. That after concluding of the enquiry
original order against the appellant was passed by the Depufy'
Commissioner, Swat which was modified by the Commissioner

Malakand Division in the mode and manners stated above.

4, Learned counsel for the appellant has argued that the
enquiry was not conducted in the mode and manners prescribed
by law as opportunity of cross-examination was not extended to-
the appellant and that the witnesses were examined in his
absence. That even ceftain mutations not mentioned in the charge
sheet and statement of allegations were included in the enquiry by
the enquiry officer. That apart from the above mutations
mentioned in the charge sheet were later-on accepted and as such
this aspect of the case was also not considered during the enquiry.
That even final show cause notice was not issued against the
appellant and as such the proceedings are against facts and law

and are therefore liable to set aside.

5. Learned Senior Government Pleader has argued that the
enquiry was conducted in accordance with law and that the

appellant was associated with the enquiry proceedings and that
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the impugned order was passed by the Commissioner Malakand.

Division after considering pro & cons of the case.

5. We have heard arguments of learned counsel for the
appellant and learned Senior Government Pleader for respondents

and perused the record.

6. Findings of the enquiry and other record placed before us
would suggest that the enqufry officer has though recorded
statements of witnesses but no opportunity was extended‘to the |
appellant for cross-examining the said witnesses. The appellant
was  not associated with the enquiry as required. Certain
mutations mentioned in the enquiry do not find mention in the
charge sheet and statement of allegations. As such we are of the
considered view that the enquiry proceedings were not conducted
in accordance with law. We are therefore, constrained to accept
the instant appeal and set aside the impugned order dated'
716.01.2014 and remand the case of the ar;pellant to the
competent authority for denovo enquiry wherein opportunity of
cross-examination and full participation in the enquiry
proceedings to the appellant be extended and where-after the
matter be decided as deem appropriate by the competent
‘authority within a period of one month from the date of receipt of
this judgment. In case the respondents fail to conduct and

conclude enquiry within the stipulated period of one month then

it shall be deemed that the impugned final order dated 16.1.2014
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has been set aside and in such eventuality the appellant would be

entitled to consideration for promotion irrespective of the penalty

imposed a

gainst him. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File

be consigned to the record room.

(Ahmad Hassan)
Member

ANNQOUNCED

12.07.2016
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4.8.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Khurshid Ali, Assistant alongwith Mr

Muhammad Zubair, Sr.GP for official respondents present. Rejoinder not

submitted. To come up for rejoinder and final hearing before D.B on

o

6.10.2015 at Camp Court Swat. .
‘ . Ci%—rknan

. .Camp Court Swat

6102015 . Appellant in person and MrKhurshid Ali, Assistant alongwith
- MrMuhammad Zubair, Sr.GP for official respondents present.. Due to
non-avallablhty of D.B arguments could not be heard To come up for'

rejomder and fmal hearmg before D. B on i¢" 12 2015 at Camp Court |
Swat o ' )

‘Camp Court Swat

10.12.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. I%L‘u(rshid Ali, Assistant alongwitﬁ Mr.
o Muhammad Zubair, Sr: G.P for officm} present. Rejeinder submitted. Due
to non- avallablhty of D B arguments could not be heard. To come up for.

ﬁnal hearmg before D.Bon4 4 2016 at Camp Court Swat. = . LR '

CilJil‘lilal;
Camp Court Swat
04.04.2016 Appellant with counsel and M. Shahld ‘Ali, C‘omputet

Operation alongwith Mr. Anwarul Haq, Gl«? 1"01 lh_e__ ‘official.

respondents present.  Due to non-availability of D.B arguments

could not be he'ard lo come up for final. hum before D.B on

; ~~®éj€man

o : I : - Camp court, Swat.

.
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12 162015 Appellant with counsel, Mr. Iqbal Hpssain DK for respondents
alongwith Mr. Anwar-ul~Haq, G.P and apphcants with counsel present
Arguments of counsel for the parties and submlsswn of representative
of official respondents heard and record perused.
During the course of arguments it was resolved that restraint
order may be confined by this Tribunal to the extent. of vaeancy
falling at S.No.l and in case of success of appellant he is to be

considered for promotion against the said vacancy and the applicants

shall have no objection by placing the appellant senior to the

applicants.

In view of the above, the restraint order is confined to one
vacancy falling at S.No.1 and in'case of ‘acgeptance of appeal, the
', g . ~ appellant ‘who is admittedly senior to the applicants is to be placed

senior to them. Orders ac'cordingl.y'. The respondents shall not ﬁli in

Learned counsel for the applicants, in view of the afore-stated
situation, did not press application for impleadment of the applicants

.o'ne vacancy falling at S.No.1.- . '
as party in the panel of resporidehts.- The application is, therefore,

dismissed as withdrawn. To come up for rejoinder and final hearing

before D.B on 4.8.2015 at camp court Swat. :

Ch;u‘man

Camp Court Swat
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9, "2.362'015 o Appellant in person and Mr.Iqhal Husesing D.K
for respondents alomgwith Mr.Muhammad Zubair, Sr.G.P
-~ present, Para-wise comments submitted. The case is
assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for
9.4,2015 at camp court Swat.
! ~ 1 r ) Jf Jop - Pl N o >
1 I e T ISR T Y A Ny AT SR et g chi rman
(o anEr aET B T NPT Camp Court Swat
Aoat P O s TR A S ey oy ’ '
lo 9.4.201% Appel!ant in person and lVIr Iqbal Hussain, DK alongwith Mr.
. AN T L R S B I SRR N RS Cep o e
' - Muhammad Farooq Ahmad Addl: G P for offucual respondents present.
' v m - Appllcants Sohrab and I\/Iohabat Khan alongwith counsel present.
Application for impleading the applicants as party in the panel of respondents
EEPTERRRI -t 3+ submitted,,copy.whereof sypplied to the appellant. To come up for reply and
e 4+ »y @rgumentson application;before S.B.on 6.5.2015 at Camp Court Swat.
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11 652015 . Appeliarnt in person. and Mr. Khurshld Ali, Assistant alongwith Mr.

Muhammad Zubanr Sr G P for respondents present. Both the apphcants with

n",‘:; . N N . = e Ny ~ -
A counsel also present Reply to appllcatlon submitted. To come up for
N Aty by e st A ) RIS AR
- arguments on appllcataon for |mpleadment on 01 6. 2015 at Camp Court Swat.
l i \ \ < ¥ 4
PR ' , Chairméf

- C e Camp-C:urt Swat
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Sy Fernmn mecn o DRSS w
a?., . 02,02.2015 . Appellant with ecounsel and Mr.Igqbal Nussain,

Distriet RKenungo for respondents No.1 to S5 alongwith

o ey il
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Mr. Muhammed Zubair; Srug;r presefit. Application for setting |
agide ex-parte piéceeiings againet respondents No.1 to S
submitted. Arguments on application for interirm relief/ - _
status-quo.and setting aside ex-parte proceedings heard and

record perused,

f Accord ing to record appellant has been punished
and declared not fit for promotion upto two years whigh

penalty, as argued by the learned coumsel for the appellang,

-

i8 econtrary to law as the ingquiry was not conducted ip the

prescribed manners. The respondents No.1 to 5 have not yet

submitted even written reply. In such circumstances, it is
deemed sppropriate to direct the respondentes No.1 to 5 to
submit written reply/comments and to mmintain status-quo

to the effect that till further orders none junior to
appellant be promoted; 6rders accordingly. To come up for
written reply/comments and further proceeiinge at camp courd

Swat on 2.3.2015,

Chairman
Csmp Court Swat




‘7" 14,10.2014 Appellant present im person. Mr.Mohammad Zubair,
‘ Sr.GP on behalf of officis) reapendents Ne.1 to 3 is’
alse preseat alengwith Mr.Khurshid Ali, Assistant,
Applicatien for interim relief moved on behalf of the
eppellatit, copy whereof is handed over ie ine learnmed
Sr.3F fer reply apd arguments on applicatioﬁfae well as
ex-parte arguments om avajlsble recerd at cemp ceurt

Swat on 06,11,2014,
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;}a‘ ;}#uhamﬁ;!wd Zubair ,Qrfé .P\ for the respends nf s present,
Renly to‘application for interim relief récei;ed, but
arguments cculd not be heard due te p;e-occupation of

‘ learned counsel for the appellant in Darul Quza. Té come
NP

I - up fer arguments on application as well as ex-parte
arguments.on available regerd at camp court Swat on
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.~ <k 4 Girdawar, *which is sought tebbe: stayed till disposal of the
2 v~wn e Capo rappeal. Anyhow, notice of the application as well as notices of " -.
PRREA ,.:;,,.;,m. _~ - the appeal b issued to t,he“respondénts after deposit of security
, and process fee w1thm 10 days. To come up for reply to
ﬂf‘.;fﬂd" e e g A T v ed ol

sie application as well as written reply/comments at camp court
'f',*‘\*\ro'\*w acy o aE In o ey SR N SRR

Swat ons.5. 2014

h

e R Camp Court Swa
5.5.2014 : Appellant present in persen. Respendents are
f r\«("[:*(l‘) '- -
Fow depen we absent degpite their service through eegistered pest,
hence preceeded against ex-parte. Mr.Muhiarmad Zubair,
G s . X ., Sr.gp }g,?pgent but he has f;’g‘??}".{‘,\, ne iastpuoti ne
Hfre Aot A e Ty AT instructions fro- thlg respendents. Te ceme up for
. O en available reserd ‘
’ e e 4wy woy ®X-PETte Brguments/at camp court Swat on 8.7.2014.
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§ - 8.7.20% .. Appellant with-counsel present. Ex-parte

arguments could not be heard due to inc-omplete Bench.
Te come up for ex-parte arguments on available record

o "f_ at camp court Swat on 14.10,2014,
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- Appellant with counsel present and heard. The learned

counsel for the appellant, inter-alia, contended that on the -
charges enumerated in the charge sheet and statement of
allegations, the appellant was proceeded against and awarded
the minor penalty of ‘unfit for -further promotion’ - by - the
competent authority i.e. Déput'y | Commissidner, Swat
(Respdﬁdént No.2) vide or&er dated 31.7.2013. Oriappé'a-i,' the
appellate authority i.e. Commissioner, Malakand Division
(Respondent No.1) vide order dated 16.01.2014 modified order
of the competent authority and the pbnalty of ‘unfit for further
promotion’ was held to be effective for a period of two years
only. It is against the final order of tﬁe appellate authority, that
the appellant lodged .this appeal‘ on 25.2,2014. The learned
counsel for the appellant, in support of his c-ase against the
imposiﬁon of minor penélty, contended that the law and
prescribed procedure was not followed during'departmental/
inquiry proceedings ‘against the appellant, as neither the
witnesses were examined in the presence of the ébpéllant, as
provided for under sub-rule(4) of Rule 11 of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Sewén;s (E&D) Rules, 2011; nor
the appellant was afforded opportunityof defence and cross-
examination on the witnesses examinéd by the inquiry officer
during 'departmental/inquiry : proéeedings against him. As’
regards the question of limitation, the learned counsel argued
that the appellate authority made the final order on 16.01.2014
but copy of the order was provided to the appellant on
27.01.2014 and then he lodged this appeal within the period of
limitation i.e. one month on 25.2.2014. The points raised at the
Bar need consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular
hearing, but subject to all just legal objections, including
objections with regard to maintainability of the appeal and
limitation. The learned counsel for the appellant also argued
application vfor interim relief (status-quo) for resgraining the
respondents not to make recomrﬁendations or holding DPC for
promotion of Girdawar till the final disposal of the appeal. To
say the least, the prayér for interim relief (status-quo),’ prima
facie, has got no nexus with the case of thelappella'nt, which is
against ilﬁposition_ 'of‘ penalty on the zippeilant a's‘ a result of

departmental proceedings against himy while,the'application,

and prayer therein relates to further promotion to the rank of




Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Couft of
~ Case No. _260/2014
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings ' -
1 2 . ' 3
1 ©25/02/2014 - The appeal of Mr. Usman Shah presented today by Mr.
Muhammad Zahir Khan Advocate may be entered in the
Alnstitution register and put up td the Worthy Chairman for
prelimiﬁary hearing.
| | REGISTRAR ~—
2 A7 e\ This case is entrusted to Touring -Bench Swat for _]

pre_liminary hearing to be put up there on 67 —oY — 20l i
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Service appeal No_%,_éQ)d of 2014 "

Usman Shah .............cccoceovvriovenn! e Appellant
| VERSUS

Commissioner Malakand Division and others.. .Respondents

INDEX
S.# ‘ Description Annexure:| ~ Pages #
1. Memo of Appeal , | _ - 19
2. | Memo of Addresses of the parties ’ - 10
3. | Affidavit | 11
3A | Stay application with affidavit -  12&13
4. Copie"s of summary of allegation & charged- | A&B | 1~ 17
5. Copy.of written reply | C . )8 19
6. | Copy of finding ' : D 90 —30
7. | Copy of order dated 31-07-2013 E 33
81 Memorandum of appeal | F 33 B = 7
9. | Copy of ordfar f:late.d 16-01-2014 G 30 .39
10. Copy.of seniority list z L - Lo - Lz
11. | Wakalat Nama / 7 - Lg
| e I{pzpje“ant | :
S through Counsel | M
| MUHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN
Advocate, High Court

. Office: 5-20, Continental Plaza, Makanbagh, Mingor Swat.
Cell No: 03001-9178352
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~ BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

| %é F oo
Service appeal No O y/ of 2014 T '; :
Ry By Z& 9

| Usman Shah S/o0 Amanullah Khan R/o Khawaza Khela,
- District Swat. Halqa Patwari Shawar, Tehsil Matta (Sibujni)
presently Land Acquisition Branch of the Deputy

Commissioner Swat at Gulkada.

VERSUS

1) The Commissioner Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif
Swat.

2)  Deputy Commissioner Swat at Gulkada.
3)  Assistant Commissioner Babuzai Swat at Gulkada. _

4)  Naib Tehsildar Muhammad Ilyas Matta (Sibujni) Swat
Presently Naib Tehsildar Tehsil Charbagh.

~5)  Shafiur Rahman Ex-District Kanungo Swat R/o Tahlr

Abad, Mingora, Swat.

e, Respondents
LL/S~4 5;{' KPK Service Tribu naé Aet 4 7‘/
Appeal/ against the order of Respondent No. i
dated 16-01-2014 in. Case No. 98 / CMD / 2013 due
to which the appellant has been declared unfit

for further promotion for the period of two years.
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- PRAYER

On acceptance of this appeal, the

- order of Respondent No. 1 may kindly be
-set aside and the appellant may kindly be

exonerated from the charge leveled

against the appellant.

Any other remedy coupled with cost,

which is efficacious and appropriate in

~peculiar circumstances of the case, may

please be graciously granted, though not

specifically prayed for.

Respectfully Sheweth,

1.

That the appellant is serving as a patwari in District

Swat and serving since 1982 being posted in different

Muzas.

That the appellant was posted as a Halga Patwari
while the Respondent No. 4 being Tehsildar of the said

Muza.

That the Respondent No. 4 made a concocted story

against the appellant due to which an inquiry was

started against the appellant.
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That on 22-03-2013 Respondent No. 2 served the

chérged sheet & summary of allegation upon the

appellant and directed the appellant to submit his

written reply within a period of seven days from the
date of issue of summary of allegation & charged
- sheet. (Copies of summary of allegation & charged

- sheet are attached as annexure “A” & “B” respectively)

That the appellant sﬁbmitfed written reply on 28-03-
2013 and categofically denied the allegation fnade
against the appellant. It was also mentioned in the
written reply that the basic duty of patwari is entry of
‘Mutation in the registered- and putting thumb
impression / signatures of the parties on the mutation

is the basic duty of Revenue Officer. In the present case

the appellant has not violated the rules & regulations.

(Copy of written reply is attached as annexure “C”)

That after written reply, the inquiry officer conducted
the inquiry and submitted his finding to the
Respondent No. 2. It is pertinent to note that inquiry
conducted by the inquiry officer Respondent No. 3 not
~conducted the inquiry according to the -Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules 2011 and is not maintainable. (Copy

of finding is attached as annexure “D”)
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7. That Respohdent N. 2 keeping in view the finding of
Respondent No.  3 imposed penalty upon the
appellant, that the appellant is. unfit for further
promotion vide passing order dated 31-07-2013. (Copy

of order dated 31-07-2013 is attached as annexure “E”)

8. That the appéllant filed an appeal before the
Respondent No. 1, due to which the order of
Réspohdent No. 2 dated 31-07-2013 was maintained
vide their order dated 16-01-2014. However slight
modiﬁcétidn was ordefed which is instead of unfit for
further promotion, declare the appellant unfit for
further promotion for period of two years. (Attested

- copies of memo of appeal and order dated 16-01-2014

are attached as annexure “F” & “G” respectively)

9. That the order of Respondent No. 1 dated 16-01-2014 is
illegal, against shariah, against KPK Government
Servants (E & D) Rules 2011 and agai_nst the facts of the
case which is liable to be set aside on the following

grounds amongst other.

GROUNDS:

i) That the order of Respondent No. 1 dated 16-01-

- 2014 is illegal, against shariah, against KPK
Government Servants (E & D) Rules 2011 and




ii)

iif) -

iv)

vi)
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against the facts of the case, hence liable to be set

aside.

That the appellént has served efficiently and has

- never given a chance of complaint to his superior

officers.

That the appellant has served for a period of
about 31 years and no complaint whatsoever

filed against the appellant till now.

That the appellant is senior most Patwari in
District Swat and the name of appellant is forth
coming on the top of the seniority list. (Copy of

senijority list is attached)

That the inquiry has not be conducted by
Réspondent No. 3 according to the KPK

~ Government Servants (E & D) Rules 2011 and the

inquiry of Respondent No. 3 is liable to e set -

aside.

The appellant has preformed his ~ basic
assignment as Patwari and entered the mutation
in the register duly verified by the Girdawar
Circle within time, but the Revenue Officer who

is head of Revenue Administration of the Tehsil

- and controller of the revenue work done by the
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vii)
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revenue staff is duty bound for hearing of the
parties at time of attestation of mutation, putting
the signatures / thumb impressions on the
mutations and collection of Taxes but he has
miserably failed to perform his assignment in
letter and spirit as enshrined in Land Revenue

Actand Land Record Manual but instead the dirt

" and dust has been thrown on the shoulders of

the appellant being a low paid ernployée. The
mutations in questions were lying in his personal
custody for along period of 6 / 7 months without
any orders regarding éccepting or rejécting the
same. He was legally bound to dispose of the
same one wéy or the other within a period of 03-
months. Besides he was also bound to check the
mutation register ‘and "passed orders deem

appropriate on daily basis or the tour programs.

As already stated the appellant has obtained
signature / thumb impressions of the parties on
the faces of mutations or received the amounts of

taxes on behalf of the Revenue Officer. The

Respondents No. 2 & 3 should have associated

the Revenue Officer with the inquiry
proceedings to explain his pdsition for this
willful negligence / blunder and illegal acts on

his part being the main accused for the
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viii)

ix)
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concoction and fabrication of the whole game. In
this context two mutations bearing No. 3937 and
3942, Muza Shawar are worth perusal. In these
mutations two persons namely Rahmat Ali Khan
S/o Syed Gul and Riaz Khan S/o Qalandar are
parties. The mutations were presented before the

Revenue  Officer on 14-11-2012, wherein

- Mutation No. 3937 was accepted by the Revenue

Officer declaring these two persons as absent in
spite of the fact that both were present before
him. It shows that the Revehue Officer is not
interested in Perfofming his duty according to
Rules / Law, but dealt with the thins as per as

own whims and wishes.

That the inquiry Officer (Respondent No. 3) has
given no opportunity of personal hearing fQ the -
appellant nor a chance of cross examining the
other witnesses / ﬁersons. Even their statements

were recorded in the absence of the appellant.

That the Inquiry Officer (Respondent No. 3) was
directed by the Respondent No. 2 to submit his

report within a period of one month but he

submitted the same within a period of Four

months due to which the appellant remained

suspended unnecessarily for along period.
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x)  That no evidence has been recorded by the
inquiry officer i.e., Respondent No. 3. That the
papers in favour of the appellant are not

available in the inquiry file.

xi)  That in the table of mutations, the amount of
mutation No. 3950 has been mentioned is

17,00,000/- instead of 13,00,000/-.

Xii) " That mutation No. 3956 amounting to Rupees
148,000/- had already been rejected by the
Respondent No. 4 but in spite of that it has been

mentioned m the table of mutation.

xiii) That the Respondent No. 4 has rejected the.
- mutation in the absence of appellant when the

appellant was transferred from Muza Shawar to

Mingora main branch D.C Office.

xiv) That the Respondent No. 4 has made over

- writing in every mutation for self defence only,

xv) That the Respondent No. 4 has not shown any
mutation in the months of September 2012 |
i



9|Page

malafidely, though there were 13 Mutations

pending.

‘xvi)‘ That any _other ground may also be taken of at
the time of arguments with the permission of this

Honorable Court.

~ Keeping in view the above mentioned Grounds,
It is therefore humbly prayed that On aéceptance
of this appeal, the drder of Respondént No. 1
. may kindIy be set aside -and the appellant may
kindly be exonerated from the charge leveled

against the appellant.

Any other remedy coupled with cost,
- which is efficacious and appropriate in peculiar
circumstances of the case, may please be

graciously granted, though not specifically
prayed for |

Appellant |
Through Counsel
MUHAMMAB-ZAHIR KIHAN
Advocate, High Court

Date: 21/02/2014
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service appeal No -M of 2014

Usman Shah ............c......l, eaoeereenens . Appellant
VERSUS

Commissioner Malakand Division and others. . .Respondents

MEMO OF ADDRESSES

Appellant:-

Usman Shah S/0 Amanullah Khan R/o Khawaza Khela,
District Swat. Halqa Patwari Shawar, Tehsil Matta (Sibujni)
presently Land Acquisition Branch of the Deputy
Commissioner Swat at Gulkada. ' :

Cell No: 0301-8530881

RESPONDENTS

—

. The Commissioner Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat.'
Deputy Commissioner Swat at Gulkada.

Assistant Commissioner Babuzai Swat at Gulkada.

- W N

Naib Tehsildar Muhammad Ilyas Matta (Sibujni) Swat
Presently Naib Tehsildar Tehsil Charbagh.

5. Shafiur Rahman Ex-District Kanungo Swat R/o Tahir Abad,
Mingora, Swat.

through Counsel 2,)\

MUHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN

Advocate, High Court




BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

- Service appeal No -M of 2014

Usman Shah ..., Appellant
VERSUS

Commissioner Malakand Division and others...Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Usman Shah S/o Amanullah Khan R/o Khawaza Khela,
District Swat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the

contents of the above titled appeal are true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief and hothing has been kept

4

DEPONENT

secret of this honorable Court.

Identified b 2\
| y M ,
MUHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN

Advocate, High Court

xz,zf"/'i, s'm/ ,
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service appeal No -M of 2014

Usman Shah ............................ SUTRUUURRRTR Appellant
VERSUS

Commissioner Malakand Division and others...Respondents

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF (STATUS-
QUO) UP TO THE EXTENT OF NOT
RECOMMENDING DPC AND PROMOTION OF

GIRDAWAR TILL THE FINAL DISPOSAL OF

THE ABOVE TITLED APPEAL

Respectfully Sheweth:-
1. That the accompanying titled appeal is being.
filed in this Honorable Court.

2. That the balance of convenience also lies in the

favour of applicant / appellant.

3. That the appellant has good prima facie case in

his favour and it is hoped that the case will be

decided in his favour.
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4. That the DPC for the Promotion of Girdawar is
being held in near future and the appellant name
is on the top of the seniority list of the Patwaries
of Swat District and the appellant will be

definitely promoted in case the DPC is held.

- 5. That the impugned order is hindrance in the way
of promotion and in case the appellant’s name is
dropped from the DPC, it will be an irreparable
loss to the appellant / applicant.

6.  That the contents of this instant applicant be
deemed as the integral part of the apppeal.

It is, therefore humbly prayed, that on
acceptance of this application the interim relief is
stated above may kindly be granted.

s

v
Applicant / appellant Through Counsel

Muhammad Zahir KHAN Advocate High Court

£

AFFIDAVIT

I, Usman Shah S/o Amanullah Khan R/o Khawaza Khela,
District Swat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the

- contents of the above titled application are true and correct

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been
kept secret of this honorable Court.

DEPONENT

Identified by %\M

MUHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN

Advocate, High Court
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_ “OFFICE OF THE \ |
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER -
T SWAT. o

I, Kamran. Rehman Khan, Deputy. .Co_mmissioner, Swat as Competent

» Authority, am qf the opinion that Mr. Usn_ian Shah, Patwa.l'i"Halqa~Shawar (now

1 Khwazakhela) has rendered himself liable: to be proceeded 'a:gairiSt;’. ‘as he- has- o
committed the following acts/omissions, within the meaning of Rule-3 of the Khyb.er '
 Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011.

(i) According to Section 42 of the Land Revenue Act, collecting of fee and: ur .

' _putting/fixing thumb impression/signatures on. Mutations. is the* . -
responsihility of Revenue Officer, but you have collected fee and putt

signatures/thumb impressions. on the above Mutations in violation of ‘

the above rules which were rejected by the Revenue Officer on 14-11-2012, vt

Similarly Mutations No. 3945,3954, 3956 & 3958 were also rejected on 26- o
11-2012 for the same reason. - -

e

. o /
(ii) You have.recorded report of Ahle Commission (Cr’_fﬁ-(-_)é) on Mutations: - -
" No. 3942,,3949, 3955 dated 12-09-2012 but have left blank space for

the name of Ahle Commission i.e it is not know that who is Ahle
Commission and who appointed nim.

(i) You have entered the following tabulated mutations on the basis of sale
deeds and collected total fee worth Rs. 1,45,83,000/- and put
signatures/thumb impressions from the concerned ‘parties without.
competency which were rejected by.the Revenue Officer for the reason -
stated above and thus causing a loss of 583320/-to Government

{ | Exchequer in shape of Rs. 291660/~ as stamp duty and Rs. 291660/- as | ‘\
' District Council fee.

Mutation No. Amount’ : Page No. . | ‘
3983 600000/- c1
3940 2800000/~ — 3 1 - .
- 3942 '8000000/- 3B
3949 140000/- 8 —
3950 1700000/- 9 e ALl sl A
3953 T 95000/% .. 10 M
3955 11000007- {11 _ .
3356 148000/ S .."‘1'3 '.q-‘*.,.;.ﬂ'lohanmw??’_'_j;’mn

Total: | _ 14583000/- )

],. Hl{',h Court ..
Ditt, Covrv us e w S .at,
2- For the purpose of the inquiry ajainst the above said accused witn rererence

to fl:se above allegadons, Syed Saif-ul-Islam; Additional Assistant Commissioner,

§Re\ienue,'Swat‘is appointed as Inquiry Officer under Rule-10(1)(@) ot}'ﬂle;ibid‘ques;' R 2
:
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put in and in that case’ ex-parte actlon svall be. .r.ken agamst you,

4- Intlmate whether you desire fo*be heard in person

5- : A stateraent ofal]epanons is enclosed

DEPUTY@E?OMMISSL?NER SWAT

No._ 229 - 71/4/DK Datedtht>’-7-/03/2013

‘Copy forwarded to Mr. Usman Shah Patwan Halqa Shawar (now

Khwazakhela), Swat:for information and comphance

:;DEP-U{TWQM;MISS%)NER, SWAT.

Tt

Mohmuime: Zaliir Khan. .o
) (‘..uv .110)' A

High Coun ehawar. .

D;sm Cou:ts Gulkada Swat,

=
)
L

A It - I

e . -




-
KD

<mdi_ ..
——

~~

OFFIC OF T HE
DEPUTY COMMISSIO‘NER
- SWAT

PR

L e e

QHARQE .S.ﬂﬁ ET.

.

{, Kamran Rehman Khan, Deputy Cornrmssmner, Swat as Competent

JypTses ..'_,,.._o—'-"-.t,.--.— et

Authorrty ereby charge you. Mr. Usman Shah Patwarr Halqa Shawar (now;_,‘

Khwazakhela) Swat as- follows:-

® According O Section 42 of the Land Revenue Act collecting of fee
and pu’mng/ﬁxmg thumb impression [signatures on Mutations is the’
responsxhrhty of Revenue Officer, butyo¥ have cohec’ced fee and putt
signatures / thumbvimpr.es.s'iof,r‘i‘s-for’i%_the -above Mutations in Vi
A ~ theabove rules which were: re]ect\;d oy dr@ReVen\rp;foﬁg r.on: 14 11-. .
g 2012, nmrlarly Mutations NO: 394 3954;. 3956°& 39‘5 ‘were: als®
‘ - re}ected on 26 11-2012 for: the same reason

(i1) You have recorded report of f\hle Commrssron@@ on Mutations \

. et

P ' No. 3942, 3_‘_3_?_2_. 395__5 dated 12-09: .2012 but have left b\ank space for
i the name of: Ahle Commission -‘1~;Ae".1,t is not know that who is Ahle
' Cormnmission an inted Him:

\ (v) You have entered

i sale deeds @ nd coll

2 ' signatures / ghumb |

b competenty whic

! reason ‘stated:

Gon vernment £
Re. 291660 / ‘as

¥
Mohf*nimad Zalir nan 3956.

(G| ;
High Colirt Peshawat. Total:

sttt, Cducis Guliada Swat,

1- _ By reason- of the above. you appear to be. gudty of acts/orm;srons 2

?

. ‘ punisha‘o\e' “under’ Fu\e .3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants_'

RZQEDP XA TR TILAR
NSRS
' RS

TRV oL

r

! (Effic'\enc'y & Discipline) Rules, 2011 and have. rendered yourself liable to an oF

any of the penalties spec'\ﬁed in rule 4 of the rules ibid.

2- . You areé, therefore, reqmred 1o submrt your wrrtten defenw wrthm

ﬂﬂ“l’!"l-’ﬁv_ﬂ”"?w rorra

se'ven’days of the recerpt of this Charge Sheet to the lnqmry Offrcer as the case

¥
1t .

Nem



ccordance with the proxﬁislon of the, 1bid»

the accused record its findings and

.- The- 1nquiry officer shall in. a

pr0v1de reasonable opportunity of hearmg 1o

/- ]
: 0 days of.the receipt of this order, recom

/ ake within 3 mehdations as to pumshmen;

-pr -other approprlate action. agamst the accused. il
B . The.accused and a well conversant representatw
i District Kanungo) Swat. shall join the proceedmgs on ‘the- date,

e of the department

",

_ ¢ inquiry officer.

(KAMRAN REHMAN KHAN): .
OMMQSIONER SWAT

2(o-l _ /1/4/DK ‘Dated._ & /03 /2013
Copy forwarded to the:-

Syed, Saif-Ul: Islam; Additional Assistant Commissioner, Revenue, Swat for

~ - initiating proceedings-against the accused official under the provision of Rule-

" 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁc1enc .8 .Di

¢ . Rules,2011..
Mr., Usman Shah Patwarl Halq
. directions to appear before the inquiry ‘0

- fixedity the inquiry officer for the purpose o]

a Shawar (now Khwazakhela]
fficer, on the date,

f inquiry proceedings.

LR
e e e raea
o
-

| . DEP T%COMMISSIONER, SWAT.
. % .

n 3
' .
2 . .. BRI
. , A e -
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fn

Mohammad Jahzr nuran
5 (3“_ .' -t@)
/_2 1. | H?g,h Court Pe.haiar,

‘ ‘ Distt; Courts Gul.-da Swaty

(RN

nme and place ﬁxed‘by‘,

plme} s

Swat Wlth the -
time and place



a® ,4/vx (9 et
W_wya)\ W M, L..-«'—’,exz" m\f_«j)ﬂi

PRt -

} + ) .-
;&,1\ '

| | C a2

Rl S

R M/JO/*,J 2ef- by .ﬁ@j‘/J WM«ww

e EN
O SN

A WM;’. gy‘w o A

o1 = 5P T
M ’M“" ?“uﬂ“‘*”ﬂw ﬁ-;ﬁaﬂt‘-"—f)/M//" AT -
- o
d_,,.i{» :‘M""‘ /\ o e / , - A

A= wx“)’f’w&/w wdwfwf—*”f—f’”f” -

"w

BIL D L e iz S et

L &f—«ﬁ,»: @AJ%{_@.&/ é{ﬁé/w*e——w @Jv’ﬁ’/«“w@&w)
s w’/&w = W Lo S 2 sy Lmes W/fﬂﬁéﬁ@) =

e

< Y e SN G - a/,w )5 & bt & 3945

——

ww’”)ﬁy))’{"’y“/’/ﬂj (’16-;6;-‘/ e,_,,_,,b..a c:L,g_;/M@-"’ ““’*/“/‘*’M”"M N
L5 0, S, c;;_,;swwwwz/ 3955 -3955 ~394 2. gs :«se:::m
Er t;_{(,.;),w)% s e S ..d,_@ug, ,}Aﬁ&gm e
| | ~e:~féwé’m”u’*w’¢/”f”wéﬂ
f:fm—;&ai - ,/;;j-.; Ll S
WW@E@MM (/))&Cg(_é. e L s &90/5 ﬁﬁwyzwydﬁ

’

»/f@v s «,’_ﬂ,‘w WM L/d"/)/}/ L o S ot

"‘?
“’a/ P Poep } . jSQoﬁ’ e®

AT N /prﬂ’»&/lﬁ er;.-é,—»-«w_.! et &ﬁ”/d’/3ﬁ9)/“”""‘“’w
aﬂ-«- "?31:«.:3/.’) Lo (:3:9 2 S X/W <ot é/ 3558 0/@.79}/)/ el éj
G s 3945 TP e U e gl
u.w' 7 - é-,i,*x%,/ &?O/L&,/_}Mj/ vijwz@ﬂ/yzcﬁ‘-"j Zo ﬁ*’m‘ |
L’Z{faﬁ’& e g8 1 fr 9 - /&/&’/)f-”—@“y’”w
’1‘?‘5““ ai}h{iﬁ Lo hlas O’% e 206 Gy~ e 1

: MZ&( : ' s g)({aw ,
| M%gﬁ‘”‘” as o é@,ﬁ/fw pots w—/ﬁ@mgww} ,;eaéé”

. High Court Pesi
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Moharmmer2Zahir Khan

{advocate)

High Court Feaiawar.
Distt: Couzts Guikada bwat,
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| T ASSISTANT Commissio

TR
INER, 1 ©2
_ . BABUZzA]J ATGULKAD' .
. e ./ ) ‘ P ( ,
&) ! Ty . : o D3 =
B # 094692401341 No.50/C isiacg).s: - Dated the =% /9775043
S % 0946-92_40342 o _ : o ,
From, - -
§ The Assistant Commissioner,
T * Babuzai.
To, = o - :
The Deputy Commiss’ioner, Swat,
3 ' Subject:- - INQUIRY AGAINST MR. USMAN SHAH PATWAR].
Memorahdum_.' ~ ' : '
Please refer to your 6ffice order No. 803/1/5/DK dated
272013 |
Inquiry conducted against the above. namegd Patwari is
submitted,herewith as desireq please, t’
| N Encl: (10 Sheets) ASSISTANT CQMM'ISSIQNER,
| e | : Cs BABUZA.
M’J
TR

Mohémmad Zahir Khan

(Acﬁvuaate)
High Court Peshawar,

Distt; Courts Gulkada Swag,

S




Enqui.ry against Mr. Usman Shah, Patwari Ex Moza Shoar, Tehsil
Sabojni , Matta, Swat. '

Date of Commencement of Enquiry: 19 April 2013,

Place:

Office of the Assistant Commissioner (Babuzai), Swat

Enquiry Officer:  Farrukh Atique Khan

Falling in line with the order of DC Swat vide letter No. 433/1/5/DK Dated

19 Apr 2013, | the undersigned on the date and'place mentioned above inquired into the
allegation against Mr. Usman Shah.

Mr. Usman Shah was perfo'rm.ing his duties as Halga Patwari in the Moza

Shoar in the year 2012. He has been char.ggad with the Guilty of Act/ Omissions under
rule-3 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants. (

and details of allegations as per DC office charge

Efficiency and Discipline) rules, 2011
sheet dated 22/03/13 are as under:-

1. Accdrding to section 42 of the Land Revenue Act, collecting of fee and

putting/fixing thumb impression/signatures on mutation is the responsibility
of revénue officer, but you have collected fee and put signatures/thumb
irﬁpressions on the above mutations in violation of the above rules which
were rejected by the Revenﬂ_re Officer on 14-11-2012. Simifarly Mutations
No. -3945, 3954, 3956, & 39 -

58 were rejected on 26-11-2012 for the same
* reason. 3

2. You have recorded report of Ahle Commission on

Mutations _
'No.3942,3949,3955 dated 12-09-2012 but have left blank _épa

ce for the
name of Ahle Commission i.e it is not known that who is Ahle Commission
and who appointed them.

You have entered the following tabulated mutations on the basis of sale

deeds and ~collected total fee worth Rs.1458300/- and put

signatures/thumb - impressions * from the concerned parties  without -

‘\k/q A L _ Molzumr Zhan

(.‘"ad»?ucat,e)

Hf'gh Court Peshawar,
Distt; Courts Gulkada Swap,




- . competency which were rejected by the Revenue Officer for the reason
“ ' .
‘ ) ' stated above and thus causing a loss of Rs.583320/- to Government

Exchequer in shape of Rs.291660/- as stamp duty and Rs. 291660/- a
District Council Fee.

FindAings: :

i

The statements of various OffICtaIS and persons involved in various mutattons and
documents used for the purpose of i mquury are given below -

e et 78

1. Mr. Usman Shah, Patwari Moza Shoar - Anx A
2. .Mohd. llyas Naib Tahsilad . Sab ni, Mafta -  AnxB
3. Mohd. Zubair, Girdawar, Sabojnig Matta - . AnxC
4. Mr. Attaullah, Present Patwari, Méaza Shoar - Anx D

, S. Mr. Nawab Alj, Registration Moharar - Anx E
6.

Mr. Sher Akbar s/o Sher Afzal (

Buyer in case of mutation no 3938) and
Haji Momin s/o Shahjahan (As witness in M.no 3938} - Anx F

7. Mr. Bunauray sfo izzat Nawab (i:‘:ether of buyer in case of mutation no

3940) and Mr. Mian Gul Ambar s/o Lajbar (As witness in same
mutation) '

- Anx G
8. Mr. Rahman Wali Khan s/o Fazl (Buyer's Son, in case of Mutation no
3942) - Anx H

9.. Mr. Jawahir Shah s/o Main Said Hashim (
| mutation no 3950)
10.Bac

Witness of buyer in case of

- Anx |
ha Zada s/o Khan Zada (" Gift Giver in Mutation no 3953) and
Shams-ur-Rahman (Wltness in same case}

- Anx J-
. 11.Pahalwan s/o Lashkar {In case of M.No 3941(Giﬁ)}— Anx K
12.

Mr Faramosh Khan's statement and copy of receipts (Contractor who
collects 2% Fees of Dlstrlct Counselr)

. - Anx L
.13 Statement by Reglstratlon Mohanr about 2 % District council tax
. (Sabojni)

- Anx M
- 14 Copy of Mutatlon fee Regqster of Patwara Usman Shah - Anx N

'.1 ' \V | Mohammad Zahir &han

. . (ad vutate)
8 Y N . ngh CO’Jlt Pcbﬂdi‘ 1y,
L , : B Distt; Courts Guikada Swat,




Subject:- :

N submitted to this office’ by 22/7/201

@)

© ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
. BABUZAI AT GULKADA.

B £0046-9240341 g, ISIAC(B) . Dated the / 10712013,
8 #0946.9240302 O ILLL ISIAC(B) a4

To

* The Naib Tehsildar,
-+ Sibujni Matta, Swat.

- PROVISION OF BANK STATEMENT OF ACCOUNT
: - =NO: 21603- HBL Matta SWAT.
- Memorandum. ' |
‘ /\\ .
* Detailed statement of th subject account should pe

3 il 01.00 PM.

L / :
] .
CZ ASSISTANT COMMIS W\i\i;(BABuzAu

174
5
~ ENQUIRY OFFIER,

3 . A ) s =4 o
Mo.’wmmad Zn’vr” Khan

. (’.'Ad‘e‘u(;alite)
High Court Peshaw:

War,

- Distt; Courts Gulkada Swat,

~



i 19, 800.00} 90, 050

ICash Dyt 63,250.00) 1,053,300

IO Withdral by goegyas; : 304,000.00 c =P a 749,300 v

ICash Deoosit , 64, 660.00| 813, 960 !

ICash Deposit - 175, 600.00] - 989, 560

ICash Dot 146,400.00f .- 1,135,960.00 |

ICash Deposit ﬁﬂ*‘[\_-w 70, 200.00 1,206,160.00 |

ICash Deposit L | '+ 12,500.00) 1,218, 660.00 | ' o

ICsh Withirew, 1y, 09681352 | 1,176, 660.00) [ 42,000.00 | 8
|ZAMRI2| 10EERI2 [Reversal Cragit l [ 4,000.00| 46,000.00 | 9
R0 fReversal Credit ENIRY RVERSED | [ €08, 000.00| € 4,000.00 |
%’2 - ICash Depossit | [ 30,100.00 €84,100.00 | g
I228R121" . jcash Dot 648741 | [ 46,300.00] 730, 400.00 | o
129R12| ICash Dot 767015 J I 2,560.00] 732, 960.00 |
| QAR ICash Dyosit | i 3,000.004 73%,960.00 | 3
|02AER12 | ICsh Withchawl by Ooegrasy [ 146, 000..00; [ 589,960.00 | f
{O3RERIZ) ICash Deposit : 14, 500.00° .00 |
|C3AER12 | ICash Dot I ‘ | + 26, 600.00| -00 |
M“W . rest

Mohartmagd Zon:r Khan

(:deucate)
High Court Pespizwar,
Distt; Courts Guikada Swat, .
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! SR
IJXCIRPCC{:INrSIﬁﬂer _ ; : AN N+ 1942 7900021603 o
KR THE FERICD BNDING: JANOL, 2011 TO 21, 2013 '

‘f TEE : aFENT A/
| RNy : Bl
X ER]I\]I{II\G[RIE . 2_07‘]3 ILPGE
. o L BRURY gy ‘ |
. . |  mmn =
. . '- ‘ . ‘ - . : m1 ‘HMI:
' ‘ | | H‘“ﬁlmm@i
. i 263, 000.004 894, 060,00 |
310, 800 00} 1,204, 860.00 :
- ' 941,860.00 )
30, 750.00| 475,7%0.00 |
152,300.00) "8,090.00 |,
! 619,740.00 |
! 740.00 |
81,240.%] 81,%0.w I
81,140.00] 163120 0y |
56,200.00| 219 20,00
| I 138,180.00

8
8

~

55568888

888888888

NELIT
88888888

w N v P: \..Q\N‘(\
. O‘{_LYL" _\.E"f . ’{;.\NF\T . -
| 25“{"'}%(&&‘% ‘// 3T
3,353, 450.00- K\ //,ﬂ
36
3 353, 450.00
-00

s SR N ¥
MG LT s
MOhﬂm"yl t (2t vucale)
A eshawar. _
igh Court Pcin |
gﬁh{t; Courts Gulkada Swat,




[ I ;J;L Wﬁcree [ : inquiry officer I inquiry officer
. . - - ] e i

. The fo!lowing facts rose from the recorded state
documentary record produced.

ments, questions asked and the

Facts of the Case:-

1.

Iy

3954, 3956 and 3958 as per question as

There is no question about the fact that
the fee ‘from. parties directiy and the stat
sufficient to prove that (

Patwari Usman shah has been collecting
ement of the Contractor Mr. Faramosh is

Anx L), in which he cléarly states that the said amount has

- been deposited to him by the Patwari concerned.

The allé‘gations of overcharging by the Patwari, as per the statements of the various

parties in: various mutation cases makes the conduct of the Patwari concerned

- doubtful. In cases of Mutation number 3938, 3940, 3941, 3942, 3950, 3953 and
\

3954 (Statements at Anx F, G, K, H, i, Jand P Tespectively) the vendor or vendee

in their statements before the inquiry officer stated
been overcharging : from them.

that the Patwari concerned had
In other  mutation cases the statements of the
stakeholders could not be obtained.

In many mutations accused has submitted 2 % district council tax, though these

mutations couldn't be completed subsequently. He has also collected the 2% stamp
duty fee and mutation fee in all the cases. In cas
3941, 3942, 3945 the taxes have bee
Girdawar (Anx MY,

€ of mutation number 3938, 3940,
n deposited in Govt. Treasury or with
whereas in case of mutation number 3949, 3950, 3953, 3954,

ked from the Patwari concerned he has

given the money (Rs. 105,400/-) back to the original vendee or venders, which
. . venc
couldn't be confirmed. i -

Fake commission entries in mutation number 3942, 3949 and 5953 couldn't be
justified by the Patwari, Girdawar or Tehsildar. Tehsildar concerned totally denies

e by him, which is also valid because no signatures are put

Violation of sec 42 of Land Revenue Act did tak

& place in the said cace as the
Patwari concerned exceeded his limits. ‘

AT ate .

Byt

Molmmmﬁd Zaliir Xhan
(Advocate)

High Court Peshawar,

Distt; Courts Gulkada Swat,




- has stated (Anx

. Mutation number 3945 and 3954 are interesting to observe. Mutation no 3945 took
place on the basis of the registry no 34 dated 6/6/2007, whereas mutation number -

3954 took place on the basis of regrstry deed no 52 dated 4/9/07, (Copy attached

as Anx 0) the original record of which from office record could not be obtained as

the record of Matta sub. division was burnt durmg the militancy. Regrstratron Moharir
M) that he has personally seen the original registries whlch were
brought to him by accused Patwari. The inquiry officer carried out an exercise and
checked the record of the DRA for the year 2007 to check the authenticity of
Registries. The record of these registries was not found in DRA office as well.
The Patwari concerned had been collecting the amount in violation of section 42 of
Land Revenue Act but the Tehsildar coneerned reported this only once he has
developed bad taste with the accused Patwari as the same thing was practiced
since January 2012, when the sald tehsildar was posted in Sabojni but the same
was not reported earlier. -

In case of mutation number 3954 in which 6 Kanal land was to be mutated in the

name of Mr. Nawab (Statement of Mr. Nawab_at Anx P, P\atwari Usman Shah has

given the Fard of said land to' Mr. Nawab (Anx Q), which he is not authorized to do '

as the said piece of land was still not mutated in the name of Mr. Nawab. Mr.

Usman also didn't bother to enter the words (Fard Zair-e- Tajweez) on the Fard, .

which makes it clear that the mutation of concerned piece of land is still under
process. _

Tehsildar concerned has gi\ren dates of his field visits on the mutations in the month
of August, September and November. Interestingly on checking the monthiy report
of pendency in mutation cases, submitted by tehsildar concerned to the collector
office, he didn’t mention the pendlng mutatlons As per his report no mutations are
pending in the month of July, August and September (Anx P ), which either means

that he has not made the field visits ( ln which case the entries made by tehsildar

on mutations were done in office) or he has submitted fake reports to the higher

offices.

10.0n inqeiry of the fee register of stamp duty , it was also révealéd’ti‘na\ the accused

- Patwari was ‘submitting the stamp duty plus mutation fees in the personal bank

Ayus-

-——-'—._'i'_“

. <. L an -
S . ] ad Zahir Kit
M/ | Mohammat = L aocate)

- Pesnawar.
High Couflbe(b} - kada Swaty
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account of Tehsildar Sabojni (Account oo 21603 HBL, Current Account) instead of
directly submitting it in concerned head of account. This practice was carried out in
the months of Jan, Feb Mar and Apr 2012. The Tehsildar concerned was directed
by the inquiry officer to submit a detailed bank statement of the said account which

is attached as Anx R and the months in which Govt. money was deposited in his
personai account have been hlghlrghted

Opinion:

"y After going through all the available record, statements of various officials and affected

masses, questioning the accused and other officials, undersigned is of the opinion that

. only violating the provisions of section 42 LRA but it is likely that he was also carrying

out corrupt practices. His revenue record is not very clear and he was not following the
given procedures, in which he has been directly collecting the morney from the vendor
and vendees, which subsequently became main cause of canceliation of
mutations thereby causing Ioss to Govt, exchequer (Loss of 4 % tax).

From the record it's clear that'he has been collecting Govt. fees directty from the

parties in mutation cases. He has been submitting that money directly to the contractor

of District Council for collecting 2% District Council tax. He has also been submitting the

Mutation fee plus stamp duty in a personal account of Tehsildar Sabojni.

it is clear that the thumb i Impressions / signatures obtained on mutations were not done
during the field visits of Tehsildar.: Patwari concerned had been promlsmg the parties in

mutation cases that their mutation w:fl -be ‘completed or has been completed.
such case (

Mutation No 3954), he even’ OiOVlded the Fard of said piece of land (Anx Q)
- to the vendee, which gave assurance t

completed.

0 vendee that the mutation process has been

P / . The role of Tehsildar concerned is also objectionable in th|s case. It seems that only

after getting into some dispute with ‘the concerned Patwari he Iodged a complaint

against him, though the practaces of Patwari concerned were the sarne eveén before For

. St
) ! ) Mohﬂnvfpf Zahir Khan
. . ’ {Aadvooabe)

High Court Peihiawar. |
Dists; Connis Guikada Swaf,

the charges leveled against the accused Patwari are on merit The said Patwari was not-

those

From the rnutatlons and statements given by various venders, vendees ‘and- witnesses,

in one.
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- Unfit for field. duty.

already used by sub registrar Babuzai, which may be extended in whole
district. .

-

. As the above mentioned 12 mutations have been cancelled but money on

account,of taxes have been collected, therefore a commission is required to
be appointed under the supervision of coneerned Assistant Commissioner to
return the money collected by the Patwari and either deposited in Govt.

treasury (in case of 2% district council tax) or with the accused. The accused

- should hand over an amount of Rs.105,400/- to such.commission so that it

could be returned to the right holders as accused cannot be trusted in person
to return the said amount.

. A separate inquiry should also be initiaied against the Tehsildar Sabojni on

the ’basis of facts aroused during the conduct of this inquiry and Tehsildar

Sabojni-should be suspended till the outcome of the inquiry proposed.

. Ali cancelled mutations need to be revnewed / attested within 1 month.

. AC Matta to personally look into the case of Mutation Number 3945 and 3954

and only after due authentication about the genuineness of ine registries, the
mutation should be done.

~ +4-¢'P\

p%op'l T él.’.r_ I(;\ (Ll Ohl . (E/ (( 'IL% " of the.

Penal Peéommendations 2 ‘ o
Y"‘
& énoylan Discipling)
Khyber Pakhtunkwa Govt Servants (Efficiency 'and tsmphne) rules, 2011.

.\_

\

(Farrukh Attjq.ue Khan)
. Enquiry Officer

..Assistant;Cor_nmissioner (Babuzai) , Saidu Sharif, Swat

AT AT
%W

Molzf'runad Zuliv {han
(l\d\’()u'}te)

High Court Pesaawar.

Diatt; Courts Gulkada Swal,




' OFFICE OF THE
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
SWAT. -

' & .
No.____ fO/ J1/4/DK
Dated_3 [— 077 = /2013,

QRDER.

Thé suspension order issued in respect of Mr. Usman Shah, Patwari
Halga Shawar (ndw Khwazakhela), Swat vide this office order No. 204/1/4/DK,
dated 22-03-2013 is hereby recalled and he is re-instated in service with

immediate effect.

Subsequently, the official is hereBy posted in the Land Acquisition
Branch of this office. |

G 2 04
No. ____/1/4/DK
Copy forwarded to the:-

VIISSIONER, SWAT.

" 1- Assistant Commissioner, Khwazakhela, Swat.

"2- District Comptroller of Accounts, Swat.

3- Official concerned. W

ISSIONER, SWAT.




OFFICE OF THE

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
SWAT,

No. 90 _5: __/1/4/DK
Dated the__3/ /( ] /2013,

WHEREAS, Mr. Usman Sh'lh Patwari Halqa Shawar (now Khwazakhela),
was proceeded agamst under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Efficiency & Discipline Rules,

2011 for the charges mentloned in the charge sheet.

2- AND WHEREAS, Mr. Farrukh Atique Khan, Assistant Commissioner, - -
Babuzal Swat was appointed as mquny officer to conduct inquiry against the accused
official. ' }

3—» AND WHEREAS, the inquiry officer has emmmcd the r‘im ges, evidence on

record, the exolanatlon of the accused official submitted report.

4- ‘ NOW THEREFORE the undelsmned being competent authonty having

g T

- considered the charng, evidence on record, explanation of the accused ! official and
giving a chance for pexsmnl hearing on 31-0%-2013 to Mr. Usman Shah, Patwari,
exercising the power under Section-4(a) (ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt:
Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 is imposed the minor penaity of “UNFIT
FOR FURTHER PROMOTION” on the accused official (Usman Shah, Patwari, Halqa

Shawar). : ' ‘
. s

Gof —0€ %/ s DEPUT MISSIONER, SWAT.
/187BE/Estt:

Copy forwarded to:- -

1- The Assistant Commissioner, Babuzai, Swat/Inquiry Officer.
2- The District Comptroller of Accounts, Swalt.
3- Official concerned. -

DEPUTY CON

SSIONER, SWAT.




Appeal No. /?g | /2b13

Usman Shah S/0 Amanullah Khan Resident of Khawzakhela District .
Swat. Halqa Patwari Shawar Tehsil Matta (Sibujni) presently Land Acquisition

Branch Deputy Commissioner Office Swat. .......cooeerirernnireeniarees Appellant
VERSUS
1. Deputy Commissioner Swat. X
2. Assistant Commissioner Swat.
3. Naib Tehsildar Matta (Sibujni} Swat.
4. District Qanungu Swat..... ..o Respondents

Sar B
s e —— e o

Departmental appeal against the order of Deputy Commissioner, Swat
(Respondent No.1) Bearing No. 905/1/5/DK, Dated:31-07-2013 whereby minor

pejnalty of unfit for further promotion has been awarded to the appellant.

I
i
I

PRAYER = : : |

On acceptance of this appeal impugned order Dated:31-07-2013 may;
graciously be ‘declared as null and void and be cancelled and the appellant

exenterated from the charges / allegations.
——— iy,

Sir,

The Appellant submits as under:

1. The appellant -is-serving in Revenue Department Swat as Patwari since
1982.

2. That on 22 03-2013 The DC Swat (Respondent No.1) served a charge -

Sheet upon the appellant ‘bearing No.209/1//4/DK to the effect that while
posted as' Halga Patwari Shawar,. the Appellant has put/ obtained

signatures - and thumb impressions of vendors and. vendees on the.

mutations and collected the amount of taxes on account. of thesé!
mutations and thus acceded his:powers which was the sole respon51b111ty
be d¥ uﬁm‘éoﬁ venue Officer concerned. The AC, Swat (Respondent No.2) was

issioner,

and Division,
‘-‘a!&u onanf Swat,
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(Page No.2)

o appointed as Enquiry Officer to probe into the matter and subrhit his
report with a period of one month. (Copy enclosed as annexure A) .

‘3. Appellant submitted written reply to the allegations before the enquiry
Officer on 28-3-2013 and categorically denied the same. It is mandatory

that the basic duty of the Patwari is entry of mutations in the register and

putting thumb impressions / signatures of the parties on the same is the

basic function and duty of the Revenue Officer. The appellant has not
violated the rules / law on the subject. (Copy enclosed as Annexu‘ii'e B)

b

4. That the Enquiry Officer(Respondent No.2) submitted his reportf‘i' to the

- authority (Respondent No.1) on the basis of which the impugned order was

passed. It is worth mentioning that the appellant applied for the copy of

report of the inquiry officer to(Respondent No.1) by submitting application

in black & white as well as verbal request through counsel but inspite of

hectic efforts copy of which has not been provided so for.

5. That the impugned order is illegal with out jurisdiction, void abinitio and
liable to setaside / cancelled on the following grounds.

Grounds:

1. The Respondent No.l (DC Swat) has unfitted the appellant for further
promotion under section 4(a){(Il] of KPK E&D rules 2011, without
mentioning the period. In this respect the ingredients of section 4(a)(Il) of
KPK E&D rules 2011 are reproduced below.

4 (Penalties).

BN

“With holding, for a specific period, promotion or increment subject

to a maximum of three years, otherwise than for unfitness for promotion
or financial advancement, in accordance with the rules or orders
pertaining to the service or post.”

2. That the appellant has a shining service record of 31-years and no
complaint whatsoever has.previously Iodged- against him. The appellant is
on the top of seniority list of Patwaries of 2013 District Swat and his
promotion as Girdawar is expected in the coming DPC for which working
papers is being prepared and processed. In case the penalty aforesaid is

age of 52-years which will be injustics to him. The appellant cannot be
treated a§{ condemned for promotion till the expiry of service period /

ATRTSSioner. I - .
and Division,fCHIrement as per provision of the enactment coated- above. Justice.

emand thé{i\ the order of respondent No.1 be set aside being not,based on
fact and law. / ' .

S2idu Sharif Swat, d

By

,“:*g;“ééfo fﬁe &r,%;;osed upon the appellant, he shall sustain lIrreparable loss in this old"
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3. The appellant has preformed his basic assignment as Patwari and entered
the mutation in the register duly verified by the Girdawar Circle within
time, but the Revenue Officer who is head of Revenue Administration of

the Tehsil and controller of the revenue work done by the revenue Staff is
duty bound for hearing of the parties at time of attestation of mutation,
putting the signatures /thumb impressions on the mutations and
collection of Taxes but he has miserably failed to perform his assignment

in letter and spirit as enshrined in Land Revenue Act and Land Record .
Manual but instead the dirt and dust has been thrown on the shoulders of

the appellant being a low. paid employee. The mutations in questions were

lying in his personal custody for along period of 6/7 months without any
orders regarding accepting or rejecting the same. He was legally bound to |
dispose of the same one-way or the other within a period of 03-months.

Besides he was also bound to check the mutation register and passed

orders deem appropriate on daily basis or the tour programmes.

4 As already stated the appellant has obtained no signature / thumb
impression of the parties on the faces of mutations oOr received the;.
‘amounts of taxes on behalf of the Revenue Officer. The Respondents’No.li;::E‘
& 2 should have ‘associated the Revenue Officer with the. enquiry‘s-::
proceedings to explain his position for this willful negligence / blunder
and illégal acts on his part being the main accused for the concoctiogf--and
fabrication of the hole game. In this context two mutations bearing

. No.3937 and 3942, Moza.Shawar are wroth perusél. In these mutations
two persons namely Ramat Ali Khan S/0O Syed Gul and Riaz Khan. S/O -
Qalandar are parties. The Mutations were presented before the Revenue
Officer on 14-1 1-2012, wherein Mutation No.3937l was accepted by the
Revemie Officer declaring these persons as present while mutatioril
No.3942 was rejected declaring these two persons as absent in spite of thee
fact that both were present before him. It shows that the Revenue Officer
is not interested in Performing his duty according to Rules / Law; but

dealt with the things as per as own wims and wishes. (Photocopies of
' Mutations as attached as Annexure C & D).

5. The Enquiry Officer (Respondent No.2) has given no opportunity of
personal hearing to the appellant nor a chance of cross examining the
other witnesses / persons. Even their statements were recorded in the

Tabsense of the appellant.

fo
e

a

‘ ?némlgsk!lgnel%‘}iqulry Officer (Respondent No.2) was directed by the DC, Swat /

Aiaxand DivisRespondent No.1 to submit his report within a period of One month but he
27 Saidu Sharif Swat '

-

"

submitted the same within a period of Four months due to which the

snnellant. remained suspended unnecessarily for a period of more than




BEFORE THE COMMISSIONER MALAKAND DIVISION SAIDU SHARIF

Appeal No. /2013

Usmaﬁ Shah S/0 Amanullah Khan Resident of Khawzakhela District
Swat. Halga Patwari Shawar‘Tehsil Matta (Sibujni) presently Land Acquisition
Branch Deputy Commissioner OFfice SWaL. ovvrrernernmmmememmerees Appellant

VERSUS

1. Deputy Commissioner Swat.
5 Assistant Commissioner Swat. . '
3. Naib Tehsildar Matta (Sibujni) Swat.
: 4. District QanungU SWat. ..o Respondents

Departmental 'appeal against the order of Deputy Commissioner, Swat
(Respondent No.l) Bearing No.905/1/5/DK, Dated:31-07-2013 whereby minor
penalty of unfit for further promotion has been awarded to the appellant.

Application for suspension of the impugned order dated:31-07-2013
passed by the DC Swat (Respondent No.1) till the disposal of the case.
The appellant submits as under:-

1. That the subject appeal is being listed in this honorable court.

5. That the appellant has 2 good prmia facie case in his farour and it is
hoped that the case will be decided in his favour. ‘

3. That the DPC for the Promotion of Girdawar is being held in near future
and the appellant name is on the top of the seniority list of the \Patvx;aries
of Swat District and the appellant will be d¢ﬁnitely promoted in case the
DPC is held. | ‘

A The impugned order is hindrance in the way of promotion and in case the
appellant’s name is dropped from the DPC, it will be an irresponsible loss

for him.

In view of the above, the operation of impugned order may Kkindly be’

suspended till the disposal of the appeal.

o APPELLANT
& Lony ‘ USMAN SHAH PATWARI

S I
1\
i

A

AMIR HASS
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BEFORE THE COMMISSIONER MALAKAND DIVISION
AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

Case No.98/CMD Date of Institution: 29/8/2013

USMAN SHAH S/O AMANULLAH KHAN R/O KHAWZAKHELA
DISTRICT SWAT. HALQA PATWARI SHAWAR TEHSIL MATTA

(SIBUJNI) PRESENTLY LAND  ACQUISITION BRANCH DEPUTY

COMMISSIONER OFFICE SWAT ..coocervrrrmmrrcseresssnsnecsenrses APPELLANT
VERSUS -

. DEPUTY COMMISSIONER SWAT.
2. ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER SWAT.

3. NAIB TEHSILDAR MATTA (SIBUJNI) SWAT.DISTRICT KANUNGO
C SWAT e s e RESPONDENTS

-

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAIN§T THE ORDER OF DEPUTY

COMMISSIONER, SWAT BEARING .NO. 905/1/5/DK, DATED
31.07.2013, WHEREBY MINOR PENALTY OF “UNFIT FOR
FURTHER. PROMOTION”HAS BEEN AWARDED TO THE
APPELLANT

ORDER
16.01.2014 -

A This order shall dispose of the appeal, filed by the
appellant Usman Shah, (ex) Patwari Halga Shawar against the
order dated 31.07.2013 of Respondent No. 1 viz the Deputy
Commissioner Swat whereby minor penalty of “UNFIT FOR

- FURTHER PROMOTION" has been awarde_d to him.

Comments  of Respondent No.1 (the Deputy
Commissioner Swat) on the appeal were obtained alongwith
the case file and thoroughly examined. Perusal of record
reveals that the competent authority preceded against the
appellant under provisions of. Khybér Pakhtunkhwa,
Government Servant (E&D) Rules 2011. A Charge sheet was
served upon .the appellant and inquiry conducted through a
competent officer who collected evidence, recorded statements
of the witnesses and submitted a comprehensive report.
Opportunity of personal hearing was also provided to thé
appellant to vindicate his position. The compéteht authority i.e
Deputy Commissioner Swat, in light of the recommendation of
the inquiry officer, imposed minor penalty of “UNFIT FOR
FURTHER PROMOTION” on the appellant.

After going through the record of the case and hearing
arguments, | have arrived at the conclusion that the

f«m!usroner proceedings have been conducted well in line W|th the

13 Zadd Divisi
P !du Sharif Swg?

provision of the rules ibid and no irregularity whatsoever has
been committed by the Respondent No.1.
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It is -pertinent to mention that the Revenue

"ofﬁcers/officials are duty:bound to collect revenue and provide
relief to the masses. But in the instant case the concerned
revenue officer/official have acted oppositely, they. have
grinded their own ‘axes instead collection of revenue for the
Government exchequer and have created hurdles instead of
providing relief to the general masses. The Deputy

Commissioner, Swat being competent authority is directed to
appoint a commission headed by the Additional Députy
Commissioner, Swat and the concerned Assistant
Commissioner Being it's m"ember. The Commission will/review )
all the cancelled mutationé under the law and will also evaluate
. genuineneés of the registered deeds in case of Mutation No. —
. 3945 and 3954. Government Taxes in regard  of
_— | aforementioned mutations may be collected fr;rﬁ the
' concerned Revenue Officer and the Patwari i.e. the appellant
e ~ already realized by them from the vendees and lying in their
personal custody till now and be deposited in the Government
éxch'equer immediately. The. Commission  will  submit
compliance report to thig court within one month after the
receipt of this order without fail,

Thus | found no weight in the appeal and maintlain'the.
impugned order of the Deputy Commissioner Swat dated -
31.07.2013 with slight modi’ﬁcation that the appellant vyill stand

“UNFIT FOR FURTHER PROMOTION” for a period of two (02)

years only,

A copy of this order alongwith record of the case be
sent to Deputy Commissioner Swat (respondent No.1) for

compliance.

. s

N>~

Reader /Smmissioner, b2 Pages gnd that
: » D >

akanc Division, Certified that this order consists=
Saitiu Sharif Swat, L :
each page is signed by the undersigne
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S B § . .
¥ Dated_02 /22 /2014
i * .o
%.: d '
All Assistant Commissioners g
in District Swat.
.y . X
Subject:  FINAL SENIORITY LIST OF PATWARIS.
.. Enclosed please ﬁnd herewith final semonty list of Patwaris and
Telisil nccountants of District Swat as stood on 31- 12 2013 for circulation
among the concerned officials.
& ?' ‘ v
.
- . v Mohammad Zahir Khan
. {Advocate)
High Court Peshawar.
1 Déﬁ, Courts Gulkuda Swat, o
» .
. -
3 g
¢z
[37 |Fazal Ai | 04-01-1962 | do | do l
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| FiNAL‘s.?"Ningliﬁ LIST OF PATWARIS/TRAS AS STOOD ON 31-12-2013
] . ' “ .? b - | appointmerit Date of - o

Namé of Patwari .. Date of birth as patwari promotion Remarks

i S ' “TPromotied as kanaungo
1. |Miangul Hilat K 03-05-1962 | 06-04-1981 | 13-10-2009 |on acting charge basis |
5" |Jenan Mulk__ 13-11-1958 do do Tehsil Acctt;
3 |Mihammad Shah Rbom | 'pj=12-1954 do do do
4 Khaista Muhammiad: | 14-04-1957 | 05-04-1981 do do
| ST SRR O OATISE2T OO 06 | " Ppatwari
6 Sharafuddin 15-02-1961 | 16-12-1982 | 27-05-2011 Tehsil Acctt:
7 |pshraf Al 04-11-1962 do’ - Patwari
8 Muhabat Khan 12-02-1956 do do
o |SohabKhan |- 09-02-1962 do - do
i0  |Mehmood Shah 12-01-1957 do ¢ do
11 Syed Ahmad Jan 01-05-1961 do o do
12 Muhammad lhsan 25-04-1963 do - do
13 Muhammad Nawaz 02-02-1959 do » — - do
14 - |Muhammad Igbal 01-12-1958 do do
15 Badiuz-:;;aman 06-01-1960 do' - do
16 |Mir Afzal ' 01-05-1962 do — do
17 Khaista Muhammad . 03-03-1962 do _— do
18 !Mumtaz Ahmad 1 25-12-1963 do do
19 Hamayoon 04-09-1953 do o do
20 Fazal Javed 02-03-1964 do - do
21 |Masal Khan 08-12-1964 " do do
22 |Ensanullah '01-01-1965 | 22-12-1985 do
23 |Abdul Nasar 15-12:-1966 do do
24  |Muhammad Salim 97-12-1966 do do
25 |Seraj Ahmad 12-01-1964 do _— do
26 |Abdur Rahim 15-01-1965 do do
27 |Akbar Hussain 17-09-1964 do do
28 Hussain Ahmad - 13-04-1965 do - ;io
29 {Fazal Akbar 24-09-1963 do L “do
30 |Abdul Jabbar 20-04-1962 do do
31 NMiuhammad Khan 01-01-19G3 do - . do
32 [Sher Akbar | 12-12-1965 do do
33 |Muhammad Karim ' 08-01-1955 do ' do
34 Talimand 20-11-1560 do' -~ _ do -
35  |Habibuliah Khan 04-12-1961 do do
36 |Shamsul Huda 04-12-1962 do do
37 Fa'_z.'zii_!-_ff-*\li1 04-01-1962 do --- do

AZesle S
M.

Mohdfmaa Zainr Khan
Advocate)

High Court Peshawar.

Distt; Courts Gulkada Swaty,




8" | shaif khar 07-01-1964 . do {|  Tehsit Acctt
_ t, iﬁmpﬁﬁéh _ 06-06-1950.|  do | '! Patwari

40 |Hazrat Shser' % -|.15-05-1962 do do
4t Tlramaohettar | 13.08.1962 do _— do
ja2ilsbiAn T [v03-05-1982 do — do
43 ouNazar " |%a1041987 do - do
44+ _|Bacha Said 02-11-1965 | 07-09-1987 do
45", \|Syed Fazal Hakim | 02.01-1966 | 23.12-1987 — do
46 |Fasihulich | 04041986 | 27121987 do
47__'Rahimullah Khan - | 03-01-1964 | 11-05-1990 - do
48 A}a’dul Kamal | 20-12-1984 | 15.05-1991 . Tehsil Acctt:
49 " |Muhammad Tahir =7 | 01-04-1971 | 15-07-2002 Patwari
50 - |HabibAhmad - ¢ | 04-01-1967 | 17-04-2003 — do
51 'ISher Badshah | 11:14-1959 | 04-12-2003 do
52 - |Muhatmad Shser 1 . | 14-02-1965 | 17-04-2003 do
53 |zakirulah,' * 21-05-1969 | 03-08-2004 do
54 - |Edraltadi .- o~ 1"08-04-1978 | . 09-07-2006 — do
55 % [ShahNawsz . | 26.04-1983 do — do
56 . |Suliman 1 14%02-1982 do do
57 |Syed HakimJan- = | 07:01-1969 do do
58 [Shah Waliullah | 08-01-1977 do do
59 |Anwaruliah ' 30-04-1986 | 28-07-2007 — dd
60 |Tajdar Ali " | 04-10-1982 do do
61 " |Shahid Ali Khan 05-03-1987 do do
62 Muhammad Shahid Kxhan 26-12-1984 do --- do
63 Sawar Khan : - 04-01-1984 do - do
64 |Rizwanuliah " | 15-04-1985 | 26-01-2008 do
65  |Said Badshah 04-01-1986 do . do
66 |Shah Faisal 26-03-1982 | 06-00-2008 do
67 Mubmmad Israr 03-01-1984 do — do
68 liftiknar All.- . © | 01-01-1983 | 13-10-2009 do
69 __|Imtiaz Al 02-01-1983 do do
70 |Riaz Al 13-03-1982 do do
71 limtizul Haq 03-01-1987 do do
72 Hazrat Ali 05-12-1985 do do
73 Nisarul Hag 03-07-1987 do , u --- do
74 lhsan Ahmad 04-01-1983 do -—- do
75 |Ziaullah Knan 03-05-1985 do do
76 |Fazal Hag 17-03-1986 do - do
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‘“fr-

i"ﬁ'k gi”’br"rll.ii:‘.i.:
| 74 RS LS TR o & P T
77’?&! Fahim Bachas W lﬂ Y 29-03-1987 do --- do
T LR TreRET A b 04041083 1
788" Muhammad Ayaz;a | ‘04-04:1983 do - do
LR ] BECRE 7 S el \?N [ URR
707 .3 Zameer Khant’ 4|§26-11-1980 do - do
R i P I Y C & 6 . ., .
80 S leam e | 0T 0310861 0 do S do
Ao o Ry i .
18 A A khan b t15-03'1985 L Ydo — 4] do
[ ” Y7 ey - - Y
152 k| As. Khang— oA T 15ho0d 15800 | L . do Sy do
i’ 83 V| R R TR | 215 Yoarosel|ivl g0 - — il do
Gt o SR Ty F Br s o f Ja .
B ) S T Rfmat Anr’r JW’?{J h2tiog0 [l . do ® _ do
Sl L - :hat WA F [ 1y
ﬂ g85-¢ Muhammad Hamf‘ Ry 29-03- 1986' ‘ do - do
‘ ' = AT El I e Tl
86 31 Khalud Khan A skl b | - 20-02:1985" do do -
;_‘-‘ Jiind o " ] BT Vo
8’7?;’[ hai Aﬁmad'\g;ll‘;%""-.; “13%42-1984 |, do do
: 8 ' |Aboul Ghafoor:diki] | 27-04-1986 do do
U 89 |Hidayatuiah ™ 1, 04-11-1984 do -t do
H 90+~ '|Syed Kamal Shant*d~ | 31.05.1982 do do
: T
91  |Asadullah 47| 17.01-1985 do do
92 Syed Nasar Shah; | 24-04-1983 do -- do
93 |kamran . . | 02-01-1990 | 23-04-2010 — do
94 |Rashidai < .| 02-03-19€5 do do
95 ° |Fazal Hag-li i 19-09-1984 do do
961 {irfan Knan.. P 01 11-1982 | 22-01-2011 do
ey B )
97 |ikfamyilah . i | 05027086 do — do
98 M|Farhan’ Ry i 23-04-1988 do do
- - 42GF . s -
. 99 . '|Faisal khan ! | Ge-03:1988| . do do
. v .
. 100 |Shah Dawran! 1 | 01-01-1971 | 27-05-2011 do
101 _|Arifunah . 1 * 4 08-02-1985 | 03-02-2912 do
102 |Miangul Wahid ___ | 24-07-1987 do s do
103 _|Attauliah L 03-03-1990 do do
. . -
) 104 * |Syed Nrveed tnayat’ 01-10-1986 do -- do
105 .|Syed Sohail Ahmad . '01-03-1991 do do
“. 1106 |Amir Bahadar 04-01-1978 do e do
107 |Syed Asif Shah | 03-03-1984 do do
‘ 108 ¢ ;| Azmat Ali R 11-02-1986 do do
1091 |Jamal Ahmad 4 | 09-05-1985 do do
i . 110 '{Naser Khan. ... . . 10-04-1983 do do
it Jknog Bacha® "1 | 6i.03-1989 do do
i l.grr ’ " ' ! ’
1 e L] L -
| b ' ;
‘ |
. i Depu ssioener Swat.

ALz TeA

Mohammed Zakix-Khan

( Advocate)

High Court Peshawar.

Distt; Courts Guikada Swat,
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~ws . OFFICE OF THE

| ; DEPUTY COMMISSIONER ‘
" SWAT. . S
-NQ. /f 2 /1/5/PK

Dated_/G= 28 - j2013.
A RDER |
An inquiry has been ordered to be-cond(@féd agamst MrUsman A
‘ , - Shal,, Halqa Patwari Khwazakhela, Swat to whom charge sheet and statement d_f :
| allegations has already been issued’undér Efficiency & Discipline Rules, 2011
wherein Syed Saif-Ul-Islam bhah Additional ASblSldnL Commissioner (Revenue),
Swat lms bu_n appomu,d as mquuy oﬂlu.x Now as per ap')hcauon chtcd 11 04~
2013 of the accused’ official request for leng,c of the pu.scnl mquuy ofﬁccx L
The under Sl[)ll(,(l being competent autlmnly liereby replaces the inguiry officer
and appoints Mr. Farrukh Atique Khan, Assistant Commissioner, Babuzai, Swat
to conduct the said inquiry under Bfﬁc:ency & Dlsaplme Rules, 2011 and submit

report in the stlpulated period to this oche

No. C{/-%'/.-« 36 71750k

Copy forwarded to the:-

1- Additional Assistant Commissioner (Revenue), Swat with the remarks to send the
relevant case file to Assistant Comimissioner, Babuzai, Swat for further proceedings.

2- Assistant Commissioner, Babuzaij, Swat for necessary action under the relevant
rulcs.

3- Official concerned to appear before the Assmlant Commiss;onel Babuzal/
Inquiry Officér on the date, time and place ﬁxed by himn for the purpose of i mqmry
proceedings. :

s

. 7
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER SWAT |

[/l %7 /1/5/DK. i' Dated. 37-— AT /2013
To, o
Subject: INQUIRY AGAINST MR.ﬁSMAN SHAH PATWARL
Memo:

Reference this office Memo:No. 434 36/ 1/5/DK,
dated 19-04- 2013 on the above noted subject.

The subject inquiry report is still awaited from
your end. Please send the same immediately for further action by the

undersigned.

Y Commissio
A Swat _

Mohammad Zahir Khan
(Advocave)

High Court Peshawar.

Distt; Courts Gulkada Swat,

NP LR
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OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY COMMISSIGNER SWAT

e . T '
No. S67 /1/5/DK. Dated. /7-06-5¢ /2013,
To,

The Assistant Cominission_er,
Babuzai, Swat.

Subject: INQUIRY AGAINST MR.USMAN SHAH PATWARI.

Memo:

Reference this office Memo:No.434- -36/1/5/DK,
dated 19-04-2013, followed by reminder bearing No. 487/1/5/DK
dated 27-05-2013 on the above noted subjcct.

The subject inquiry report is stlll awaited from
your end Please send the same 1mmed1ate1y for furthf\ actlon by the

undersigned.

Mohammad Zahir Khan

" (Ldvoes ate)
ngh Court Peshawar, -
Distt; Courts Gulkada Swat,




-:’7:”.’&‘-3:' | IR : | B U"L‘a/
/ Q——*")’“’ l;' m; /y 3} ,&vr |

,..W;’»»‘/J*W‘?—) r(;éxqt.»bé\wow oy
| Q«") | Wyiﬁw ne

/fJL . =

| m&f (.5":~..«lj’3 d}/zw‘--’/’d = ”"U’/ prirn i

J’K 6 0 la Kf&»ﬂf_:fr_,:’ st 961 p ;L/C/“
sy dads e B b P e S 2 Kb

[ TS a0 RN SN TNE Y WYL TP E
G -@’/&Z"KJ}JLV&fl.a‘/"(f"f(})’@'zf‘;(.gﬂ;ﬂé’.”ﬁéJ’u?d;?L
JV&»U}'L}”J‘buDU"WLuf ,qud:fyo//".._)l.&/ﬂ
| L.»,wz..b) > Lo/)p/j’ u" ,.»,.W‘ub}u;’ K}"J}”u}b" p=31Y
.I\
g z_/Uﬂ,J;ALw/-L,»_,»uJSfﬁ 1= r~ —
JS)’)’/LL»Lr/u”(l.u(f'z@/t’dﬁgfzwl(j{&:a’)
L/MJL)J LJ()’M/)’/ ,.»,w’d;/‘ JL:’.’MLH}L»

st m/’f‘ Mbu’p
. % /Ll/\/t@hﬂmmad Zalexrafh::g | .
A /}aé Z' Righ Covr* e :1 ard R

Dxat: A

' —(ﬁ/i&p’(L/%{J’))D)&:ﬂd/&:/'}J}A!&ﬁdl‘gbﬂtj_g '

. A sl o -, ?‘jA‘ &4 é 1

)




- / i

%WJ’M(}““ J_)w'tﬁp)’\_zJ(;&IVMZ/(owLof/i’b,W’J gy

: (x'b-'c-/r"/)/a?’)f)” 0"5 < 75(,,,0 (/fa//ﬂ"/c?k c.,JLa.,v/a'/j,w ff _
L Y gy

- l»’(f/o"’V/"’")’ u*“’)J(//(/" (,/J(w'//’O/’-’ A ,ar/ﬂ -

]

‘{° (_/J/é-—./))j’

R

~

wwa%w,/bwj/ulj V,.J(_,j[,w'/\_,a,:/_-.
aW/Lw/d/)ﬂ«’d Cf// e £

2
R R

/‘/LO’“"'/‘/)/&" 9 ’&:‘ch‘g}” J/W,%i‘w//pjébw//«//
Q'.Li/.»w;fuzd;/&'/‘f; S yx«;’é/j{%’ o:;"/;“/." ‘

8 -~ . . e
- GG’//"&/ %‘Of))/*?(f/"_)"'i/// -~ &b/fyx,fﬁﬂm

)

Wu:j»lml{/“’l/fﬂ; Jbldﬂg,)/u;’../)ufff"f B
.&u,,;_é- et 87} bost 306 G b (0 omwfv”“’d/

- WW};’?L&ULJ-J}//L/L,J;" ‘wJ /9"‘

)/’/ Jl/lo// U/l'/wmc:f = 2 ,/,J/wés‘;/f”) d. /
'”Q)"’()L"w"///j’Z}Lﬂ/)/ Wj)co vW/)’“‘e‘ODOK <L
| - @/‘ﬁ"/ '

/’//;/ol do L; C-'f/wu/d, u)b,wléo»'))’yt £ (J"/r"'r‘

| djw¢yywju~1& ulj S Ujbm«f(;:é‘(ff\-v
S Sz Z s Uua/w/,,/ éy”/‘ﬂw’/o“fﬁ—f

a U’c’/JHC/"'////l’J' ! w”j)"’///- é/” /f“-'z—‘/(»f
_/"’Z-jéo Uk

a3 O”c'.::g";'//&/)(ﬂf-”b"//a/b)uﬂ/u‘*;’/ - a‘l

(c

l\.\

- b



Y R i U S
| :: ? . - v s - ._-f‘/‘:' B
o F 4 \-fa(:’ J)—P - : .
o - .Zv,,z»(jzb LJW)K cr’cf” For el
; : | :, , Qtjlouj(y.,//d/)’,w/

)bu/w/oma d,ﬁp(‘?ww,//iud,({wa/jpﬂy _*13 .. -g
N u//ﬁ/;ﬁ/su&wng K J))///)J’j//k |
//2/{9 ,,u',)ﬂa/j,wr (JU fw&vblé/: L
HE. dfubf(; w\u»)u‘)/;’b’/w’dj’d(»(”‘“;/ -
O"/w) V/))MQW&M&P.DCO/;/—AWDO W‘i: UJ, |
f /«23-10»2012,9/)'/)/ vl ot Y 27‘”“""'; Y
/UL/J, )//)/ VLo RS, w///f"'j"h/"’{:y/ﬂ
b 5 i f o s P - (,;/ij@l, Lo

-

Z//’/“"/U// T /_,»cepra o»o*”w?"/(/w//
a—)\»cr\/k)u\”’)dww & b;)o»cﬁ/‘
B 7,«.,0»&*& “WA 3,0
‘-“’/Z’,’)”ﬂ""v)u‘u) : \»-»\ul/;""' l’/ “”
| et (% uuduwcf/b?’/" g
L - : o 14

) QU 22 e e
,,L,/ bvl;/ /./,/u“('é(ff“"/‘/’w s
7 /U g de(,,.ﬂ (;7)/

b
,,d’é/dU}#U/fbdffjéV/ -"""}./"/’/’/}d
4U&j’)w3aoowq/avc"t3 @wdw 3 )

ST A m/..
| o 20 S y 0’1("(' 28
gziffﬁjd)"@ o d//’”’p%d o SRR F Soiw)

- (g
U(JL'/-/’lp Wf/ g 'J

~ e — LSHC
d{.é))-/))-%\:ﬂ))d&ﬁ < é""’
(AC I AtO*" w2l 275

_ 20V /’ (f“ - Lf
-
- Y CYE BT G, 2ebibes wJV‘b’) 7y




- ) p - .
ol 2 Lo o - —
e i e T (7
, "C’/I”Lc,zv 2 ~ ?
Y ‘ STt S LS =
e LSS Ny - TTE :
e fwﬁ"/}”"lﬁ- . — : CoL -
| P el Qa—“m i
P - »Wdﬁ)__,// . g \

- |
[ i,

Of’///’ ‘ ‘f//"’/ﬂ’cﬂ/ Aol G

/ ’/‘/b'&———-/ f 2 e
‘/,/_/ : J*ﬁ/z.
2 ’/‘)//0//,(_» ,éa{,-& d/M/ /(3 f o
2 g “f/‘@; seons

/" b-’of/w :

¥ A
4

Sl i,

2
b/aﬂ/a&,‘,)o)o,/__,z V«A—O"'/

N
J@_{/)—-’W ﬁ%‘)/ }} /p /'

-

_/(@' b7
< //J-)///J j/b;/@ &O‘J/M—Jof‘!}g}'ﬁ:pl
ey

LS. M//ng, I -~

P
SN
Py é//"/&"/'g/ _/ &

e
/0/"5-’//»1@.6 )7 /7 //boﬂfréafo”
Forr .

Cf'f;o

w56«)/ Yoot dzw/ﬂf

p/foé/;_-.,/_g s
i ! ' gt
: o (f""} /'“"/’ c/ Zv* V_//"Aﬂc"r-w'
- M —io - &y cl'”"/,o/faww,;—odb

Z

3?3 =
(, EY/@/ /M/‘C’/é/'/f"é"w// :.‘:‘:’/

?

TS 3949 344 3952 _306, 39¢, /2% -L.s
&L |

"”"Jf"‘/ww»/ -3955 -390 , | .

O‘”WU'W«’L‘-—'CoM&& ‘ ' : ¢

A PSS L)
ﬂﬂ/’& s

. 5?&-04,} 7.




“or. é@/&/’ 24y b

‘ ‘[« _
fdt. ' y

/ .

gm:j{&uu(;,\)\fwuj)ﬂo ugu?ré»j., L._&:o(c/_/

, g, £ |
zwg,} UUM‘,,, AT t(:,J Sy, o»,,/@;, :,t)),;.,,

W/ﬁ"f«’ (c, w”o&"/ “"“‘”J S, k»«c' »/

Zlu/ﬂ f”’wb/ /’/f“f* ”"‘"ﬂ”«e’d -

a l/-a/s’ -
ey 0 |
; - W&“‘w’ﬁ IR
Y RV > Ko
g ‘ e ) SV” y ),
o P B S
TMWW:‘ o Q \q uv,\\\l, - | ; ?.r; /

\‘ ' | [ SpEr-oie) oes—g
1 ' '




¥,
G
= -~
. <
LI
¢ ' * : .
t B v
1
— * H

O////’G“’//wé Q—J/ aagoo7 @’) ;5 = ,f%,f-
| UO///G‘"C/"NJ/)) - 3 // \_/’1&//4//} (s«‘}
(fw// C5 ﬁé Y ey a//f} ”/ff’d’
- s b A _J/‘J 3 12, ”t//”“/}"”//
Of/;”ﬂ’fwﬂ "//J r%\—/’/“// 1S
/59;’ Lﬂcy(/Z

-A.& = b O

R
{



)

BEFORE THE SERVICE ES TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUN K ’\/ \ PESHAWAR
" CAMP COURT AT SWAT

CMNo. . Mof2014

Service appeal No 275-M ol 2014

Usman Shah ................. SUTT e Appellant
VERSUS

Commissioner Malakand Division and others...Respondents
.. e T

e P

Vi

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF (STATUS

QUO) UP__TO THE EXTENT OF “«

RECOMMENDING DPC A_N‘D PROM’.OTE:@F’Q OF

GIRDAWAR TILL THE FINAL DISPOSAL (¥

THE ABOVE TITLED APPEAL

Respectfully Sheweth:-
The petitioner [ appellant submits as wider:-
1. That the above utded  appeal is  pending,

adjudication before this How'blo Court, in which

“next daie of hearing is 14/10/2014.

N2

That the balance of convenience also iies in i
favour of applicant / ap'oe’ifian £
CThat the appeliant has gm«vi pumu Facie case in

his favour and it is hog <d that the case will be

decided in his favour.




T
n
\"
L

4. “Thal'the DPC for fie Promotion of Girdawar is
being held in near future and the appellant name
is on the top of the seniority list of the Patwaries
of Swat District and the appellant will be
definitely promoted in case the DPC is held.

5. That the impugned order is hindrance in the way

cof promotion and in case the appellant’s name is
dropped from the DPC, it will be an irreparable
loss to the appellant / applicant and the instant
rappeal is anfractuous.

6.  That the contents of this instant. applicant be
deemed as the integral part of the appeal.
It is, therefore humbly prayed, that on
acceptance of this application the interim relief is
stated above may kindly be granted.
Applicant / appellant § rough Counsel
Muhammad Zahir Kml{igh Court
AFFIDAVIT

I, Usman Shah S/o /\m’mullah thulw R/o Khawaza Khela,
District Swat, do her@by solemnly affirm and declare that the
contents of the above titled application are true a:nc.i"correci.
to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing hag been

kept secret of this honorable Court.

Identified by M
AN

MUHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN

DEPONLNT

Advocate, High Court,

fﬂoca‘
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

CAMP COURT SWAT.

Service appeal No. 275-M of 2014

USMAN SHAH......oo APPELLANT

VERSUS

CO\/IMISSIOVER MALAKAND DIVISION AND OTHER.

...;...RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF

Reply to the application on behalf of respondents

Respectfully Shewith:-

I. PRELIMINARY OBJECTION:

a.

The petitioner has got no cause of action to lile the present
petition.

The petitlon is bad in its present form.

The balance of convenience is also not in favour of
petitioner.

The irreparable loss is not available to the petitioner when
the interim relief is not granted.

II. FACTUAL GROUNDS:-

—

Para No.l is correct.

Para No.2 is incorrect. The balance of convenience is also
not in favour of the penuoner/ appellant.

Para No.23 is also incorrect. The appellant has got no case at
all, therefore, it is wrong that the appeal will be decided in

his favour.

Para-4 it is stated that a meeting of DPC was scheduled”
and held on 15-10-2014, wherein the name of the
~appellant  appearing at S.No. 5 ol the seniority list was

included in the working paper and placed before the DPC

for consideration. However the same was deferred.

“official next  senior most was recommended for

appointment on acting charge basis. Further more a post of
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Kanungo will also  be vacated due to retirement of one of the

-
;

Kanungos on superannuation on 01-12-2014. herelore,

promotion of the appellant will be considered as directed

¢ this Honorable Tribunal.

S. ParaNo. S is incorrect‘:‘ The Appeilant/Petitioner can claim
promotien through the court after the decision of the
appeal if the same is in favour of petitioner. Therefore no
irreparable loss is available.

6.  No Comments.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on
acceptance of the reply, the petition for interim relief may very
kindly be dismissed with costs.

Thanks.
RESPONDENTS.
Through
SENIOR GO
- ment TIex
genior Gover® wada.
Affidavit: Swat at Gu!

It is stated on oath that ail the contents of this
application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge
and belief. '

g _

1. Depufy Commissioner
Swat.

2. Commifsioner
Malakanfli Division

—

1
{



e I B FF e e A p g e el

o}}ﬁ&/@jr&o@'u@"

05-105-_20A1404/4‘;54*_‘|A’fﬁbxd&zé’uﬁ%&r‘?'ﬁw’f» I

| -au"/ds'&u;b
'.-4.//“5* G TAS -aJv//u‘/ﬁ?JwULul/.»wf
e Fis S e b s S 05-06-2014 3575, _r
;.;..;wr@/L/(’.a/’*;,w-ur;w,.:,uw*féwxua,ULUMMVI -
| | -:_(af/"Merlt".WK’A.»Mfc.dﬂ/"uwl;uib;uﬂf -
er;b_gbu/};b}y (E»v/li/;d/’b/fc.byllﬂ




R A U e & S S e T S

df,,wf d‘:wij’, Lﬁﬁf&iﬁ@,m&/bdiw m,uwﬁw,ﬁ,w a
R 5% /bf“’ﬁi/ w ,ur’ww s “
JKK&UJKJJMM!@:M»MLJJ@L LVLL ﬂﬁg/ ﬁ
'YQ,JJ?/,WJJLJ/%MLQ“’UIMWJS/“ mes

wal&._f },f’,uuwwgwgf (‘j« o If/u,oigjf}d 0 LS o
Lﬁé:-efﬁwbﬁ"”/ﬁ’k;ﬁaé’/JJ’LQ)’JdAf’LLﬁﬁ/ "wwzr’q"/’ o
o Mnmwf@wwumg‘w g}:’bJLﬁ’LqueLﬁ.,l g..,&ﬂ,u&jmt, : ]

L"@U}uwy‘,j'&t;vw /LM#ULW}C&,JJ ffwaxf”wskuo ?:L
\4\\ GC»MM"Z_— f:)idb/ﬁ;ffwnxmgwygi 5;« Q;ﬁy}b’"ﬁ»m; a
- e df;d}ﬂb@/*&.ﬁwauﬁf&%f&w':é__
.:-’»53’.3"/’&.‘:.-;&1,3’/’@1/)(’&»6*@;!,df‘/gﬂjwlszfwﬁa 2
1 c:_.JMJ mﬁ théwjﬂﬂﬁwdﬁ/ J Lyﬂw«LM o
8 S eL /; '»»,9/)3" 4

_. ;"‘Te_ \f‘f’* ‘

(-

”" it 'éfl -

"A..

e zm'%mz_

€ -[40eTs~ TogS)

'olc‘




~ Subject: -

No.___170-74 /ST

Dated_11/ 2 /2015

To o -

- Commissioner Malakand division at Saidu Sharif Swat.
Deputy Commissioner Swat at Gulkada.

Assistant commissioner Babuzai Swat at Gulkada.

Naib Tehsildar Muhammad Ilyas Matta (Sibujni) Swat Presently Naib
Tehsildar Tehsil Charbagh. ‘

Shafi Ur Rahman Ex- District Kanungo Swat R/O Tahir Abad, Mingora,
Swat. '

el b

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 260/2014 USMAN SHAH VS COMMISSIONER
MALAKAND DIVISION AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT AND OTHERS.

[ am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of order dated 2.2.2015 passed by this
Tribunal on the above execution petition for strict compliance. '

S
=
e
. '%r
. e
S
!'i )
T
i

T N PEERS




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNK_I-I WA PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 260 M OF 2014.

Usman Shah 5/O Amanullah Khan Resident of Khwazakhela District Swat Halge
Patwari Shawar Tehsil Matta(Sibujni) Presently Land Acquisition Branch of the
Deputy Comumissioner Swal at
Gulkada......................i Appellant

VERSUS

1- The Commissioner Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2- Deputy Commissioner Swat.
3- Assistant Commissioner Babuzai Swat at Gulkada. -
N 4- Naib Tehsildar Muhammad Ilyas Matta (Sebujni) Swat presently
Naib Tehsildar Tehsil Charbagh. ,
5- District Kanungo Swat. ...................... Respondents.

PARA-WISE COMMENTS/REPLY OF RESPONDENTS NO.1 TO 5.

Preliminary Objections.

1- The appellant is estopped by his conduct to ﬁle the present
petition.
2- The appeal 1s time baried and 1s not mumtamable
Facts:

1- Correct.
2- Correct. '
3- The contents of para-4 are incorrect and therefore denied. In fact
(f\ the appellant has violated section 42 of the Land Revenue Act,
\H N and hgs put signatz,lr?s/tll‘btr}'zb in'l,p'rfzssions of t}.ze parties on
07"/ mutations due to which the mutation were rejected by the
respondent No. 4 and a proper inquiry was conducted against the
appellant and on the findings/ recommendation of the inquiry
officer a minor penalty i.e unfit for further promotion and unfit
for field duty was imposed on the appellant. |
4- Correct.
5- Correct to the extent that the appellant submitted his reply to the
charge sheet on 28-03-2013.
6- Correct to the extent that the Inquiry officer submitted his
finding to the authorif J
/- Correct.

8- Correct.
9- Incorrect the order passed by appellate authority is in accordance
with law and rules on the subject




e e T A

/ v GROUNDS:

I- Incorrecti= RS
- Incorrect. The allegation against- the appellant is fully
established and proved. Hence awarded minor penalty.
III-  Incorrect. '
V- Incorrect, the official is at S.No.5 of the seniority
list.(Annexitre “A”) "
V- Incorrect.
VI-  Incorrect. |
V- Inthis para the appellant has admitted that he has received
‘ the amounts of taxis on behalf of the Revenue Officer. The
vy . Appellant has violated Section 42 of the Land Revenue Act
1967 which was/is the main cause of departmental inquiry
and punishment to the appellant.
VIII- Incorrect and denied, every opportunity was given to the
appellant. o ' |
IX- On the recommendation of inquiry officer for proper
completion of inquiry the suspension period of the appellant
\ was extended for a period of one montr which. was with
accordance with rules. o |
X-  Incorrect. As explained para-3 of facts.
XI- Correct. This was a clerical mistake. .
XII-  Incorrect. All rejected mutations including Mutation No.
3956 were shown in the table of mutation
XII- Incorrect. The appellant could not present concerned
parties to the mutation before the Revenue officer, therefore,
the mutation were rejected.
XIV- Incorrect. No over writing has been made in the mutations.
XV- Incorrect. No mutations were pending.
XVI- The respondents will also present arguments if necessary.

PRAYER ,
Keeping -in view the above facts and grounds, it is,
therefore, prfided that the appeal be dismissed with cost.
L% l

E A \/\ .
I ' : d P
: CommissioHe Jakand Division Deputy Commissioner Swat
Respondgnt No.1 - ' Réspondent No.2
'y > ‘ |
i //__ﬂ___‘ P ' . ‘
AssiStant Commissioney Naib Tehsil NMattaNSebujni)
: A e - .
' - Babuzai Swat Respondent No.4
Respondent No.3
! [)\ V Distrig¢Kanungo Swat

| /7"( oo ReSpondent No.5
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K, CAMP COURT AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

Service appeal No 240 -M2014

Usman Shah.. e ST Appellant.

Versus

Commissioner Malakand and others.......... e .....Respondents.

Service Appeal

Application for impleadment of applicantsas necessary
party in the panel of respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth,

()

/|~D' )
) |
yh-'g)
o/q v

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7

- That the above titled Case is fixed for today, in this

Honorable Tribunal/ Court.

That the applicants are the most senior Officials (Patwaris)
in the annexed seniority list with memorandum of appeal on
serial No 2 and 3.

That in the above titled Case the Honorable Tribunal Stayed/
suspended promotion till further Order, which will spill over
effect the rights of applicants/ petitioners.

That the Competent authority/ D.C Swat is going to fixed
the date for D.P.C for the purpose of eligible candidates to
be promoted from Patwaris to Girdawar, but this Honorable
Court Vide its Order dated 02-02-2015 stayed / suspended
their promotion and ultimately the applicants will have to
suffer irreparable loss. .

That the petitioners are eligible for promotion and have
vested rights to be promoted to the above mentioned posts.

That if the petitioners have not been promoted due to the
Honorable Tribunal/ Court Order already in the field stated

above, the petitioners valuable rights will be violated and
shall suffer irreparable loss.

That after filing the titled appeal by appellant, other persons
have already been promoted prior to the stay/ suspension
Order.

=




| (8) That it is in the interest of cqulty and justice to implead thc

applicants as necessary party in the panel of respondents and
right of hearing to be given to the dpphcanls in the above

titled appcal

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the
applicants may kindly be impleaded in the
panel of respondents. -

Counsel

Applicants

(1)  Sohrab S/O Abdul Jamil
resident of Chalyar,
khwazakhela District Swat

NIC # 15602-0520038-3

Mobile # 03469448766 .
L ‘ e

(2)  Mohabat khar/ Sharif khan
Resident of Bangladesh,

mingora, District Swat.
NIC# 15602-05229657-5
Mobile # 03018537823

Through

/k/é//f

ate (High Coﬁrt)

Tariq Aziz Xdvo

Mobile NO: 03469693 740.

Office Address : Room No C 9, 2"
floor, Azeem khan plaza, Makanbagh
Mingora District Swat.




BEFORE THE COURT OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA CAMP COURT AT SWAT
P No of 2013

Service Appeal No. 260 -M of 2014

Usman Shah | s Appellant

VERSUS
Commissioner Malakand Division and others
- e, Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We 1) Sohrab Khan son of Abdul Jamil R/o Chalyar, Khwaé,a
Khéla, 2) Mohabat Khan S/o Sharif Khan R/o Banglédesh, Mingora,
District Swat, do hereby éolemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the above application are true and correct to the best of
our kruloW‘ledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable Court.

DEPONENT

————]

(
1) Sohrab Khan

A Rl
2) Mohabat Khan




' SEN!ORITY LIST OF PATWARISIT RAs AS STOOD ON 31- 12-2014

appomtment

Date of .

S.No__|Name of P;atwan' L ) D,até. of barth as patwan promaotion .Remarks
1 |usman Shah | ,o1l04-1géé‘ ' 09-07-1982 Patwar
2 Muhabat Khan - — | 02-12-1956 do_ - . do
13 Sohrab Khan = . A“09-o'2496‘2' . do - do
4 |Mehmood Shah 12011957 | . do - do
5. lsyedAhmadJan " lotoses1| o — o
6 Muhan%mad thsan | 25-04-1963 do - | do -
7 Muhamn}avaawaz 02—62 19‘139‘ do - ¢ o
8  |Muhammad igbal 01 21958 |+ do - do
9 |Badiuzzaman 06-01- 1950‘_ _do - do ~
10 |Mir Afzal 01051962 | 0o - “do__
1 Khéista Muhamméd 03-03- 1962 ‘ __do — iE'do
12 .“Mu'mtavz:Ahmaq. | 245‘1? 1953' do “ 4o
13__|Hamayoon 04091983 | do 4o
ta_* |Fazal Javed ‘2031084 | do do
15__ |Masal Khan 08121984 W = _do
16 |Enhsanuliah 01-01-1965 | 22-12-1985 ! do
17__ |Abdul Nasar. 1 15-12-1966 | do do
T16_|Munammad Satim 27121966 | o - o
19 ‘Seraj:Ahm'a}d' ‘ 12»01-%964 | do. — " do
20 | Abdur Rahim | 15-01-1965 ‘do - _do_
|21 |Axbar Hussain__ | 17-09-1964 do do
22 |Hussain Ahmad | 13-04-1985 ) do do
23 |Fezal Akbar__ 24-01—1553 éo_ do
24 |Abdul JdbbarA . 20-04-1962 do do
25 Muhammad Khan 01-01-1963 T do - do
26 __|Sher Akbar | 12-12-1965 do do_
27| Muhammad Kanm .\0‘8'-01--1 965 do. - do
28 |valimand’ 20-11:1960 do — do
26 {Habibuliah Khan 04-121961 | do * do
30 /_|Shamsul Huda 04-12-1962 do — do
31 |Fazal Al 04-01-1962 do do
32 |Sharif Khan . 07§o1 -1964 — TA
33 |Ahmad Khan | 06-06-1958. do do_
34 |Hazrat Shser 15-05-1962 do do
35 __|Fazal Ghaftar 13.06-1962 | do do
36 |Said Ali _ 03-05-1962 ‘do do
37 |Gul Nazar | 04-10-1867 do - do




(et

do

3g - |Bacha Said 02-11-1965 ‘07-09-;987 do
30 |Syed Fazal Hakim 02-01-1966 . ' do
40 |Fasihutiah Tosoa 160 | 27-121987 do
41 _|Rahimuliah Khan_ 03011964 | _11-06:1090 do
E' Abdui'KatTial"'- 20-12-1964 | TA
43 7 Mpnamrhac_i Tahir, 01-04-1971 ,15'-07)1,2005 do
44 |Habib Ahmad 04-01-1967 ‘g-pé-zooé do
|_45' Sher Badshah 11-11-1959 |. 0;1‘-‘1#-200:3 do
46 - |Munammad Shser 14-02-1965 | 17.04-2003 _ do’
o7 \zZakirdliah . _ 21-05-1969 | 03.08-2004 do
e |Fazal Hadi " | 05-04-1978 ’69-.(;7-2656_ do
4o |Shan Nawaz 26041983 | do  do
50 Sulimah_ 14.02-1982 | do do
rs_i' Z'Syed Hakim Jan :07-01-1969 do do
52 |shéih Waliuliah | 06-01-1977 ‘dq do
63 An?;larullahf  30-04-1986 28-07-2007 do
64 |Taldar Al 04-10-1982 | - _do do
55 |Stiahid Al Khan | 05-03-1987 do_ do
w6 |Miihammad Stiahid Khan | 26-12:1984 do “do
57 Séﬂr Khan 04-01-1984- ' do do.
55 |Riwanulah 15-04-1985 26-01-2008 do
5o |Shid Badshah 1 04-01-1986 do. do
60 |Sheh Faisal | 26-03-1982 | 06-09-2008 do
61 _réuhmn{ad lsrar 03-01-1084 |~ do ' do
62 |iitiknar B ~ | 01-01-1983 | 13-10-2009 “do
63 |imtiz Al 02011083 | do do
64 Riaz Al 13031982 do do
65 'imtizu'maq' 03.01-1987 | do ~ do
66 |HazratAl  05-12-1985 __do do
67 |Nisarul Hag 03-07-1987 do do
68 ihsan Ahmad 04-01-1983 do ~do
69 __|ziautah Khan ; 03-05-1985 do_ do
70 |Fazaitiag " '17-03-1986 do do
71 |Fanim Bacha ; 29034987 |~ do do
72 MUhémmad Ayaz N 04-04-1983 do do
{73 |zaméerknan: 26.11-1980 | ___do_ do
74 |Nizain Al B 03-03-1986 do do
75 |Ajmal Khan 15071985 | - do do

_dg '




:
.E
|
]

|

e im e

7 | Jawad

| 15:04-1988.

r..d’ov

do

78 j Rahma@ Ali

| 02121990 | .

do

d(_):'

29-03-1986

do

79 i Muhamrﬁad Hanif A

01-03-1989 |

g0 |Knalid Khan 20:02-1985 do - do
(L Khalil'Atémad 12-12-1984 | do do
82 Abdul Ghafoor 27-04-1986 _do — . dp
13 |pioayatyian G4-11-1984 | do da_
g4 |Syed Kamal Shah 31-05-1982 | | do do
85 asadulish 17011985 | do — 4o
{ps__|syed Nasar Shah 24-04-1983 | do. — do
87 Kamran C 9;-01-‘1990 23.04-2010 —_ do
88 -'H‘Rasvhid A 02-03-1985 _do__ do
g0 |Fazal Hag-! 19-09-1984 |  do. . ' do
o0 |ifanKhan_ 01111982 | 22:01-2011 — da
F ikramuliah 05-02-1988 .d,° — do
9z |Farhan: 23—04:-19@8 . do” — _do
93 |Faisal Khan_ 09-03-1988 | - _do ‘do
{oa " |shah Dawran 01-01'-1;:7(1 _ 27-05-2011 . g
05 . |Arifuliah 06.02-1985 | 03022012 - T 40
los__|Miangul Wahid 24.07-1987 | __'do - " do
o7 . |Attauliah. | 03031900 | - g0 — do
98 Syed Naveed Inayat ‘(Jj;1041936. _ | do - do
g9 |syed Sohail Ahmad 01.03-1991 | do - do
100 |Amir Bahadar .04-01-1978 do " do
101 |Syed Asif Shah 03-03-1984 do — do
102 __|Azmat Al 11-02-1986 | - 9o = do
103__|Jamal Ahmad | | 09-05-1985 do - do
{104 __|naser Khan | 10-04-1983 | do — ~ do_
do —

_do

105 |Khog Bacha

. { eputy

et
i ’j‘h«»}, ]

Commi sioener Swat.
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BEF ORE THE COURT OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
: PAKHTUNKHWA CAMP COURT AT SWAT g

. "Usman:: Shah T e ,....Appellant

VERSUS
Comnussmner Malakand DlVlSlon and others

............. e ..Respondents

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

" Respectfully Sheweth,

4 ON FACTS (Para-wise)
1. That Para No. 1is cofrect.

2. Para No. 2 is incorrect. Usman Shah appellaﬁt is most

senior and is on the top of the senjority list issued by

respondent No. 2 on 31-12-2014. Seniority list attached.

3. Para No. 3 is correct to the extent that this honovable

Court has stayed / suspended further promotion while
the remaining para is incorrect. |

4. Para No. 4is correct to the extant that D.C Swat is going
" to fixed a date for D.P.C for further promotion which has
‘been stayed by this honorable Court. The remaining para

is incorrect. | |

5. Para No. 5 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.

6. Para No. 6 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.
| Appellant is on the top of {he seniority list and if the stay

pas vacated, there will [ an irreparable loss to the
appellant




7. ParaNo. 7 is incorrect and against the facts of the case. -

8.." Para No.. 8~A'is ‘incorrect"_and ag_aii;st the. facts of t'he. case.
Therefore denied. Appellants are not necessary party in
the present appeal and their application is liable to be -
dismissed. . 7T s

Appellant} :
(Usman Shah)

Through Counse]
MOHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN.
; | - Advocate, High Court B
Date: 08-04-2015 ' ’ : S '




BEF()RE THE COURT OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA CAMP COURT AT SWAT

Usmanf’Shah o ;....;...,....Appellant

- VERSUS

Comrmssmner Malakand DlVlSlon and others

............. ..........Respondents

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth,

ON FACTS (Para-wise)

i
!

That Para No. 1 is correct.

Para No. 2 is incorrect. Usman Shah appellant is most
senior and is on the top of the seniority list issued by
-respondent No. 2 on 31-12-2014. Seniority list attached.

Para No. 3 is correct to the extent that this honorable
Court has stayed / suspended further promotlon while
the remaining para is incorrect.

. Para No. 4 is correct to the extant that D.C Swat is going

to fixed a date for D.P.C for further promotion which has

been stayed by this honorable Court. The remaining para -

1s incorrect.
Para No. 5 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.

Para. No. 6 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.
Appellant is'on the top of 'Lhe seniority list and if the stay

pas vacated, there will [ an irreparable loss to the
appellant




“Para No. 7 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.

. 8. Para No. 8 is incorrect and agaii_ist the?- _facts of the case.
| T‘he'ref_orebdenied. Appellants are not necessary party in

. the present appeal and their api)licatién is liable to be .

dismissed. Py
f | o Co o AAppellant |
| - i - (Usman Shah)

| Through Counsel 2\
MOHAMMAD‘ZAHIR KHAN

: : ~ Advocate, High Court
Date: 08-04-2015 |




+ BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K, CAMP COURT AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

Service appeal No 260 -M/2014

Usman Shah. e e ..Appellant.

Versus

Commissioner Malakand and others............... PR Respondents.

| Service Appcal

Applicatidn for impleadment of applicantras necessary
" party in the panel of respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth,

(1) That the above mlcd Case 1s ﬁxed for loday, in this
Honorable Tribunal/ Court. '

(2) That the applicants are the most senior Officials (Patwaris)
in the annexed seniority list with memorandum of appeal on
serial No 2 and 3.

3) That in the above titled Case the Honorable Tribunal Stayed/

suspended promotion till further Order, which will spill over
effect the rights of applicants/ petitioners.

@) That the Competent authority/ D.C Swat is going to fixed
’ the date for D.P.C for the purpose of eligible candidates to
be promoted from Patwaris to Girdawar, but this Honorable
Court Vide its Order dated 02-02-2015 stayed / suspended
their promotion and ultimately the applicants will have to

suffer irreparable loss. -

(5) That the petitionefs are eligible for promotion and have
vested rights to be promoted to the above mentioned posts.

(6) That if the petitioners have not been promoted.due to the
Honorable Tribunal/ Court Order already in the field stated

" above, the petitioners valuable rights will be violated and
shall suffer irreparable loss.

(7) That after filing the titled appeal by appellant, other persons

have already been promoted prior to the stay/ suspension
Order




titled appeal. .. ;

That it is in~§11e interest of equity and justice to implead the
applicants as necessary party in the panel of respondents and

right of hear

ing to be given to the applicants in the above

. It is ther:eforzel,most humbly prayed that the
- applicants may kindly be impleaded in the
panel of respondents.

Ap[')li(;-ants

(1)  Sohrab S/O Abdul Jamil
~ resident of Chalyar,
a khwazakhela District Swat
NIC #715602-0520038-3
Mobile # 03469448766

[ foly
£ ’r@ r;/, ’
(2)  Mohabat kharf Sharif khan
" Resident of Bangladesh,
iningora, District Swat.
- NIC# 15602-05229657-5
Mobile # 03018537823

Through

, Counsel W //f//f
Tariq Aziz Xdvocate (High Court)

Mobile NO: 03469693740. ,
Office Address : Room No C_9 , 2™
floor, Azeem khan plaza, Makanbagh
Mingora District Swat.




BEFORE THE COURT OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA CAMP COURT AT SWAT
P N 0 . of 2013

Service Appeal No 260 -M of 2014

hJ

Usman Shah. Appellant

VERSUS
Commissioner Malakand Division and others |
' | . S ...Respondents

‘ AFEIDAVIT
We 1) Sohrab Khan son of Abdul Jamil R/o Chalyar, Khwaza
Khela, 2) Mohabat Khan S/o Sharif Khan R/o Bangladesh, Mlngora
District Swat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the above application are true and correct to the best of -

our knowledge and behef and nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable Court.

DEPONENT

—c]

1) Sohﬁab Khan”

| (!EJ'. VD
2) Mohabat Khan




BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K, CAMP COURT AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT

Service appeal No 260 _M/2014

Usman Shah

Commiésioner Malakand and others

(D

(2)

3)

)

®

(6)

(7

T OO POPPRRRRPPN Appellant.
Versus
e Respondents.

Service Appeal

Application for impleadment of applicantfas necessary
party in the panel of respondents.

~ Respectfully Sheweth,

That the above titled Case is fixed for today, in this
Honorable Tribunal/ Court. - :

That the applicants are the most senior Officials (Patwaris)
in the annexed seniority list with memorandum of appeal on
serial No 2 and 3.

‘That in the above ﬁtled Case the Honorable Tribunal Stayed/

suspended promotion till further Order, which will sp111 over

effect the rights of apphcants/ petitioners.

That the Competent authority/ D.C Swat is going to fixed
the date for D.P.C for the purpose of eligible candidates to
be promoted from Patwaris to Girdawar, but this Honorable
Court Vide its Order dated 02-02-2015 stayed / suspended
their promotion and ultimately the applicants will have to
suffer irreparable loss. ‘

That the petitioners are eligible for promotion and have
vested rights to be promoted to the above mentioned posts.

That if the petitioners have not been promoted due to the

Honorable Tribunal/ Court Order alréady in the field stated

above, the petitioners valuable rights will be violated and
shall suffer irreparable loss.

That after filing the titled appeal by appellant, other persons

have already been promoted prior to the stay/ suspensmn
Order.




(8)

That it is in the interest of e;;qtiity and justice to implead the
applicants as necessary party in the panel of respondents and
right of hearing to be given to the applicants in the above

titled appeal.:. "> . |

' It is the;refox_;e most humbly prayed that fhg:
- applicants may kindly be impleaded in the
panel of respondents. : |

Applicants

(1) "Sohrab S/O Abdul Jamil
. resident of Chalyar,
khwazakhela District Swat
NIC # 15602-0520038-3 -
Mobile # 03469448766 . -

L foly
< r@ : rj/, ]
(2) Mohabat khar! Sharif khan
: Resident of Bangladesh,
mingora, District Swat.
NIC# 15602-05229657-5
Mobile # 03018537823

Through

Counsel W f/y//f
Tariq Aziz Advocate (High Court)

Mabile NO: 03469693740.

Office Address : Room No C_9 , 2™
floor, Azeem khan plaza, Makanbagh
Mingora District Swat.
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BEFORE THE COURT OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA CAMP COURT AT SWAT

PNo___| _ of 2013
Service Appeal No. 260 -M of 20T4 B
Usman Shah | ... R Appellant
VERSUS
Commissioner Malakand Divisign and others
: S PP Respondents

- AFFIDAVIT

We 1) Sohrab Khan son‘of Abdul Jamil R/o Chalyar, Khwaza

I\hela, 2) Mohabat Khan S/o Shar11 Khan R/o Bangladesh Mmgora,

District Swat, do hereby solemnly afﬁrm and declare on oath that the

contents of the above appllcaglon- are true and correct to the best of

our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable C01_,'1rt.

DEPONENT

—]

1) Sohrab Khan

| (z@’e‘/’;)
2) Mohabat Khan
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BEFORE THE COURT OF SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
'AMP COURT AT SWAT

Usmaiir Shah

Commissioner Malakand Divis

Respectfully Sheweth,

PAKHTUNKHWA (

vy
3
H

P
-

e Appellant

VERSUS

sion and others

....................... Respondents

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

ON FACTS (Para-wise)

1.

- Para No. 5 is incorrect

That Para No. 1 is cor

rect.

Para No. 2 is incorrect. Usman Shah appellant is most

senior and is on the
respondent No. 2 on 3

Para No. 3 is correct
Court has stayed / st

the remaining para is ]

Para No. 4 is correct t

top of the seniority list issued by
1-12-2014. Seniority list attached.

to the extent that this honorable
aspended further promotion while

ncorrect.

0 the extant that D.C Swat is going

to fixed a date for D.P.C for further promotion which has

been stayed by this hc
is incorrect.

norable Court. The remaining para

and against the facts of the case.

Para No. 6 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.
APpellant is on the top of me seniority list and if the stav
mas vacated, there
appellant.

will [an irreparable loss to the




7. Para No. 7 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.

8. Para No. 8 is incorrect and against the facts of the case.
Therefore denied. Appellants are not necessary party in
the present appeal and their application is liable to be
dismissed. | '

Appellant
(Usman Shah)

Through Counsel - :
%\M

MOHAMMAD ZAHIR KHAN

Advocate, High Court

Date: 08-04-2015




SENIORITY LIST OF P?&;f\;\.fAﬁf.g/{iﬁ'R,As AS STOOD ON 31-12:2014
S.No |Name of Patwari Date of bir;h ' aﬁ?;‘;’:\;’aer?g pziiiggn 3 Rémarks
1 [Usman Slja'h | 01-04-1962 | 09-07-1982 o " batwari
|2 {Muhabat Khan . 02-12-1956 do’ do -
s Sohrab Khan 09-02-1982 do do’
4 Mehmood Shah 12-01-1957 do - do
5 Syed Ahmad Jan 01-05-1961 do’ - do
6 Muhammad lhsan 25-044963 do - do
7 |Muhammad Nawaz 02-02:1959 do do
18 Muhamméd igbal - 01f12--1958 do -n- do
|9 |Badiuzzaman 06-01-1960 | - do - do
10 |Mir Afzal 01-05-1962 | do do
11 |Knaista Muhammad 03-03-1962 do do
12 Mumtaz Ahmad 25:12-1983 | do do
13 |Hamayoon - 04-09-1953 do - ..do
14 Fazal Javed 02-03-1564 do do
15 - |Masal Khan (8-12-1964 do do
16 |Ehsanuliab 01.01-1965 | 22-12-1985 | - . do
17 |Abdul Nasar 15121966 | do__ do
18 |Muhammad Salim_ 27-12-1956 do do
19 |seraj Ahmad 12-01-1954 do do
20 ' |Abdur Rahim 15-01-1965 do do
21 Akbar Hussain 17-09-1964 do - “do
25 |Hussain Ahmad 13-04-1965, do do
|23 |Fazal Alber 24-01-1963 do do
24 |Abdul Jabbar . 20-04-¢962  o do-
25 Mﬁﬁ‘éh&mad Khan 01-01-1963. .dé do
26 |Sher Akbar | 12-12-1965 do do
27 |Muhammad Karim_ 08-01-1965 do do
28 " |Talimand 20-11-1960 - do do
129 |Habibullah Knan 04-12-1961 do do
30 |Shamsul Huda 04-12-1962 do do
31 |FazalAl 04-01-1962 do do
|32 |sharif Khan 07-01-1964: TA
33 |Ahmad Khan 06-08-1959 do _do
34 |Hazrat Shser ' 15-05-1962 do do
35 Fazal Ghaffar 13-06:1062 do do
36 - |Said Ali 03-05-1862 do do
37 - Gul Nazar .04-'10"-1'967 . do do




Muhammad Shahid Khan
- ——

Sawar Khan

Rizwahullah

Said Badshah

- {Shah Faisal

- 161 Muhmmad Israr
: 6A2 . lﬁikhar Ali
ga imtiaz Ali
64 Riaz All
65 |ImtizulHad
66 | Hazrat Ali
67 | Nisarul Hag

Ziaullah Khan

Fazal Hag

o ‘ 13-03-1282

ihsan Ahmad - \ 04-01-1983

do -
26-12-1984
04-01-1984 \

03-01-1 384

02-01-1983

Bacha Said “gat1005 | 07-00-1987 |
3 |Syed Fazal Hakim 02-01:1966
40 |Fasihuliah 04-04-1966J_£-121987'
41  |Rahimullah Knan 03.01-1964 | 11-05-1990 do
42 |Abdul Karal 20-12-1964 |
‘143 |Muhammad Tahic 01-04-1971 | 15-07-2002- b
44 |Habib Ahmad 04.01-1957 | 17-04-2003 )
45 |Sher Badsnah 11-11-1959 | 04-12-2003 | o
46  |Muhammed Shser 14.02-1966 | 17-04-2003 R
47 \zekirulah ‘ 21-05-1969 \ 03-08-2004 T
45 |Fazalfiad 0-04-1978 | 09-07-2008 e
49 Shah Nawaz 26-04-1983 ©do o . .
50 __|Suliman  lao2-1982 1 N
51 |Syed Hakim Jan 07-01-1969 | do 1
> |ShanhWaliliah | 06011977 | do Sl
53 |Anwarullah 30-04-1986 | 28-07-2007 \f J SN
Tajdar Al 04-10-1082 | do - R S
Shahid Ali Khan ' ~ do

Fahim Bacha A

Muhammad Ayaz:

[Muhammad 2y2s . ————

Zameer Khan

A';rnal Klian :

Asad Khan

03-01-1987
05-124 985 do.
03-07-1987 do
do
03-05-1985 \ do
17-03-1986 | do
29-03-1987_ do.

04-04-1983 -




Commi

Jaad " | io0sses |90 - T
“IRahmat Al 02121990 | do  do. |
Muhammgd Hanif 29—03-19_86 {__ﬁ‘ do - do
knatid khan_ 20.02-1985 | | do do

81 |Khalil Ahmad 12-12-1984 “do do-
Abdul Ghafoor T oroanges | do g6
Hidayatuliah | 04-11-1984 do. do -
Syed Kamal Shah | hT—OS-igsz _do do’
Asadullah " 47-01-1985 do " do
*|syed Nasar Shah 24-04-1983 | o do
87 Kér_nran" - 00-01-1990 | +23-04-2010 o do
g8 |Rashid Al " §2-03-4985 |~ do do -
go |FazalHagll 19-09-1984. do do
loo  lifenKhan 0111-1982 | 22012011 do . ®
o1 |Kkramullah | 05021086 | do | do
loz  [Farnan | 23-04-1988 do - do
93 _|Faisal Khan 09-03-1988 | do “do
94  |shah Dawran 01-01-1971 | _27-05-201" do
.E Avifullah 08-02-1985 03-022012 | = . o
96 |Miangul Wahid 1 oaorqee7 | o 4o
97 ~_|Attauliah ] 03-03:1980 do . do -
g8 - |syed Naveed Inayat 01-10-1986 do - - do .
99 )Syed Sohdi Ahmad '01-03-199{ do . do
1-00"_' mir Bahadar_ | 04-01-1978 do do
101__|Syed Asif Shah 03-03-1984 do L do
02 |Azmat Al 11-02-1988 do o do
103 _|Jamel Ahmad | 09-05-1985 do_ I o J a
14104 [Naser Khan 10-04-1983 " do ' do '
105 |KhogBacha 01031989 | do do
w Deputy sioe_hér Swat. -




