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Murad Khan Process Server (BPS-05) District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar.

... (Appellant)
- VERSUS
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MR. ANSARULLAH,
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MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, . CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, CHAIRMAN:-

Aippeal No. 489/2018, prefefred by appellant Murad Khan, is also proposed to
be disposed of through this single judgment. In both the -cases the appellant was
awarded punishment of withholding of two annual increme_nf_s at4 different intervals

of time.

2. The facts involved in Appeal No. 488/2018 are that the appellant while
performing hisl duties as Process Server within thé administrative ambit of Senior
\\ \}Civil Judge PéshaWar, absént’ed himself for abeat 130 days and was proceeded
(against de‘ba’rtmentally. He was awarded major penalty on 13.01.2010 ’whereby)his
, seﬁibes' were terminated. The appellant 'ﬁreferred a depz:;ztmental appeal on

16.02.2010 which was allowed on 30.06.2010 and the order of termination of

service was set aside. At the same time, the Departmental Authorities were allowed




to proceed against him in accordance with law. As a result of denolvo proceedings,
the impugned order dated 14.3.2011 was passed by the Competent Authority,
whereby? two annual increments of appellant were withhe1d~:'for two years. The
appellant consequently submitted a departmental appeal on 17.03.2016 which was
dismissed on 08.03.2017,intér-alia, on the ground of being barred by time. The

appeal in hand was consequently filed on 06.04.2018.

3. - The facts, as gatherable from record in Appeal No. 489/2018, suggest that on
account of absence of appellant from duty for 13 days WIthout information/prior
approval of leavé the appellant was proceeded against depart'mentaily and. was
awarded punis_hment of withholding annual increments for two years on 19.07.2013.

t

He preferred a departmental appeal against the impugned order on 12.03.2016 which

; was dismi_ss<_3d being time barred and also without merit, on 08.03.2017. Thereupon,

B the Service Appeal in hand was preferred on 06.04.2018.

4. It is a fact that the departmental appeals of appéllant were dismissed being
barred by time in view of the sequence of events reproduced herein-before. It is also
.available on record that the appellant, on 31.3.2018, applied for issuance of aﬁtested
copies of orders passed by the Departmental Appellate Authority on 08.03.2017 in
.both the cases anld, thereafter, submitted the Appeals in hand on~-06h.04 2018. The said
application w.as brought after more than one year of passir.lg of |the impugned
Appellate order. It is obvious from the facts noted above that the appdlant was in the
‘'habit of sleeping over his rights in terms of seeking redressal at the appropriate fora.
Learned counsel for the appellant, when confronted with the position, contended that
thé case of appeliant Iﬁay be considéred on compassiona;[e groundé On the other

\\ hand, it is clear from the record that the appellant was dealt with leniently in the

cases pertaining to first incidence of absence of 130 days.




5. For the reasons noted above, both the appeals are dismissed in limine being

(HAMID FAROOQ DU NI)
CHAIRMAN

hopelessly barred by time. File be consigned to the record room.ﬁ_

ANNOUNCED

10.01.2019




11.07.2018 Neither appellant ;nor his gounscl ‘present: Preliminary
* arguments could not be heard due to killing of a lawyer Barrister
[Haroon Bilour in a suicide attack during the election‘campaign. To

come up for preliminary hearing on 12.‘0“7.201 8 bel"orc SB

' Céalr‘::m an

112.07.2018° o Neither-appellant nor his clerk of the counsel present.
) o Preliminary arguments could not be heard due to killing of a

lawyer Barrister Haroon Bilour in a suicide attack during the

election campaign. * To come up for preliminary hearing on

03.08.2018 before S.B. Q |

- Chairman '

-y

03.08.2018 . - Neither appeilant nor his .counsel pfeéént. On the .

previous two datesj‘}neither app:ell'ant, nor his counsel was
present and fhis coné_uct on his part is suggest that he is not
interest to pursue his case, hence this Tribunal is left with no

’ optioh but to dismiss the«appe'al in default. Parties-are left to

bear their own cots. File be consigned to the record room:

Announced: S .
03.08.2018 . - g

S

Chairman -
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.| properorder please. ... ...

- lon 11.05.2018 before the S.B.

50 - . . .
Honorgble Chairman. Therefore, the casc s adjourned. 1

the same onAII.()Z_. 2018 l)CiTQ).l'é..ié.lg. :

The appeal of Mr. Murand Khan présented today by Mr.
Muhammad Zafar_Tahirkheli Advocate’ may be entered in the

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prelirh‘inary hearing

to be put up there on 231021719- ) .

Counsel for the appellant present and requested for

adjournment. Granted. To-come-up for preliminary hearing
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’j‘..\ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR
~ Service App. No: 4 88-/201s :
Murad Khan, Process Server (BPS-05),
P District & Session Judge, Peshawar _
........................ Appellant
Kh, "Beor pg,
Versus | S“’*""é‘lf"ﬂ!ﬁ?ﬁfﬁmr‘” 3

. . - Do, ™o e
1. District Judge, Peshawar . EERE %

. ’ [3 R - — ' £
2. Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar ‘uedé -L§(‘?Zb7

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

o — ————
—_———_——s==

s

 (a) By accepting the present appeal and setting aside the Impugned order passed
by Hon'ble District Judge, Peshawar dated 08-03-2017 (received on
02-04-2018) Annexure “A” whereby the departmental appeal of the appellant
dated 17-03-2016 Annexure “B” was refused and impugned order of the
learned Civil Judge-XVI, Peshawar dated 04-03-2011 Annexure “C” up to the
extent of stoppage of avo increments was upheld.

(b) Further directing the respondents to restore the annual increments of the
appellant till date, which are being withheld arbitrarily with effect from the
year 2011,

Eedito—day relief claimed above.

- o
Regiscrar?

Fﬁ (c) Any other rémedy deemed appropriate may also be granted in addition to the

Facts: . S

i That the appellant was appointed as Process Server (BPS-01), in the year 20086.
The post was upgraded to.BPS-05 in the year 2016.

2. That the appellant's services were terminated on 13-01-2010 for alleged
misconduct by absenting himself from official duty.

The appellant preferred his departmental appeal, which was accepted vide

* order dated 30-06-201y of learned District Judge Peshawar, with the direction to
the relevant authorities to proceed against the appellant in accordance with the
law, while initiating proper inquiry proceedings against him. (copies annexed “D”)




Ky *
. . o

3. The departméntal file was received by the learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar
and vide order dated 05-07-2010, Mr. Asad Uilah Khan, learned Civil Judge,
Peshawar was appointed as authorized officer.

Y

: The learned Civil Judge-XVI, Peshawar Mr. Asad Ullah Khan, served
‘ charge sheet and statement of allegaton wupon the accused.
(copies annexed “E” “E1” & “E2”)

4. That Civil Judge-XX, Peshawar Mr. Imran Khan Sikandari was appointed as an
authorized officer, vide order dated 09-07-2010.

That the learned inquiry officer recorded the statements of witnesses
. including the -accused and submitted his inquiry report dated 31-01-2011 to the
learned authorized officer. (Copies annexed “F” & “F1”). :

5. The authorized officer fully agreed with the observations of inquiry officer and
proposed minor penalty or as the competent authority deems fit, may be imposed
upon the present appellant. (copy annexed “G”)

The learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar vide order dated 15-02-2011
sent the recommendations back to the authorized officer for passing an
appropriate order in that regard under rule 5 sub rule 4 of the NWFP, Civil
Servants (E&D) Rules, 1973. (copy annexed “H")

6. That the learned authorized officer then passed the impugned order dated
04-03-2011, while imposing a minor penalty of withholding increments for
two years. (Annex “C”)

7. That the appellant preferred a departmental appeal before the learned District
- Judge, Peshawar on 17-03-2016, with an application for condonation of delay.
(Copies annexed “B” & “B1”).

. The departmental appeal was dismissed on 08-03-2017, by the learned
District Judge, Peshawar (annex “A”).

8. Feeling aggrieved and finding no other remedy the appellant has been constrained
to approach this Hon'ble Service Tribunal for the redress of his grievance,
inter-alia on the following:-

GROUNDS

(@) . The impugned orders are arbitrary and discriminatory on the part of ‘the
respondents. The impugned orders have been passed in complete disregard to
the rules regulating the matter and material facts on record.

(b)  That the impugned order dated 14-03-2011 of the learned authorized officer is void
ab-initio for the reason that specific period for stoppage of two increments and
then restoration of the same has not been mentioned. :

" (¢)  That has already observed by the inquiry officer the appellant’s absence was not
intentional and he was unable to report his duty due to the wave of militancy in his
native town and subsequent military operation during the relevant time.

The appellant was hit by bullet on his right wrist and was also undergoing
medical treatment at hospital for his serious illness.
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L (d) - That the authorized officer has imposed minor penalty upon the appellant but has
- ignored to specify the exact period regarding his punishment. .

Consequently, the appellant’s increments are being withheld w.e.f 2011 and
have not been restored after completion of the period for which such penalty was_
imposed. The impugned orders are thus arbitrary; discriminatory and void ab-initio
subject to be set aside by this Hon'ble tribunal.

()  There is nothing against the appellant which could have deprived him of his

legitimate right. The appellant's departmental appeal was in accordance with the
!aw and merited acceptance.

. ) The impugned. omission on the'part of the Respondent department is in clear
violation of the judgment of superior courts and is against the established

i principles of equity and justice, calling for interference by the Hon'ble Servnce
Tribunal.

(@ The petltloners seek leave of the Hon’ble Court to rely on addltlonal grounds at' the
time of arguments.

In view of the above;

(@) By accepting the present appeal the impugned orders of Hon'ble
District Judge, Peshawar dated 08-03-2017 (received on
02-04-2018), and of the learned Civil Judge-XVI, Peshawar dated
04-03-2011 may kindly be set aside, while exoneratlng the appellant
of all the charges against him.

(b)  Further directing the respondents to restore the annual increments. of
- the appellant till date, which are being withheld arbitrarily with effect
from the year 2011.

()  Any other relief deemed appropriate may also be granted in addition
‘ to the relief claimed above.

Appel-lant_

z

Peshawar, Dated - ~ (MUHAMMAD ZAFAR TAHIRKHELI) -
- 2:9-04-2018 ' Advocate
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Serial No.of N Order or other Proceedings with Signature of Judge or
. Order or oDra:::e?;ﬂre\[ Magistrate and that of parties or counsel,
Proceeding g where necessary’
1 - 2 3
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14.03.2016 Appellant present. Heard.
Be registered accordingly.
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Peshawar
' Grder . L. 22/03/206 Abpeﬂant in person present. Comments of the
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placed on file. Original record ‘be requisitioned for
SEF  14/0312010
'  (SHAHID\KHAN)
District & Sessions Judge, pPeshawar
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District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar

District & Sessidns Judge, Peshawar

. Y e
Appellant in person present. Desired to be heard in ** ¢

hearing of the appellant on 22.4.2016
&Shah\dSKhan\
D& eshawar,

Appellant in person present. Could not heard due to

Ta e

paucity of time, adjourned for 17.5.2016 o

- . (Shah%an)

D & S) Peshawar.

Presence as before. Could not proceed due to pre-
occupation in Regi Lalma enquiry. Put up for further
proceeings on 06.6.2016.

{Shahid Khan)
D & S) Peshawar.

Appellant in person present, as a result of the
transfer of the Presiding Officer, broceedings could not
carried. Put up before learned Successor in office on
8.9.201‘&

{ShahidiKhan)
D & SJ Peshawar.



08/09/2016

Ord...... :
30/09/2016

N.R
19/10/2016

Ord...... '
16/11/2016

14/12/2016

Ord......
- g 05/01/2017

R g e

Appetlant in person present. Could not heard dug to
pre-occupation of th(; undersigned, in the two meetings
regarding Instaltation of CCTV Camer’as and Construction work '
at Judicial Complex, Pcshawa}, scheduled for toddy at worthy

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. Hence, adjourned to

30/69/2016 : Q‘/\

(Muhammad Rauf Khan)
D&SJ, Peshawar

Appellant in person present and sought time for

produclion of some relevant documents, allowed. To come up

on 19/10/2016

(Mu'hammad Rauf Khan)
D&SI, Peshawar -

The Presiding Officer is on lcave. To come up on 16/11/2016

Appellant in person present. Due to rush of work

(Muhammad l{auf Khan}
D&SJ, Peshawar

Appellant in person present. Could not proceed due

to preoccupation in court work. To come up on 05/01/2017

-

{Muhammad Rauf Khan)
D&SJ, Peshawar

Appellant in person present. Due to transfer of the

undersigned, proceedings could not carry. Put up before

v—
learned Successor-in-office on Q?EQON

(Muhammad Rauf Khén) )
T D&SI, Peshawar

- {zxghiner)
- Session Court Peshawar
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‘ Order... 08/03/2017

The instant Departmental Appeal has been filed against |
the order dated 04/03/2011, passed by ledrned Civil Judgé—XVI,
i o ' -Peshawar, whereby two annual increments of the
ép’pellant/oﬁicial were ordered to be withheld. -

Briefly, the appellant/official remained absent from duty

130 days; as a result of which he was removed from service vide
order dated 13/01/2010 of learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar.
The appeliant/official filed an appeal against the said order
which was accepted and he was reinstated in service however-
departmental proceedings against him were re-initiated and
finally vide order dated 04/03}2011, two annual increments were
-

ordered to be withheld, hence, this appeal.
Record reveals that the impugned order was passed on
04/03/2013 while the instant appeal has been filed on 17/03/2016
———T— ’ Py
which is way beyond limitation period of thirty days for filing of

appeal. Although, an application for condonation of delay is

"~ |* without any information/prior approval of leave for as long as l
also filed with the instant appeal but the ground mentioned in
said application has no footing, as the-appellant/official had
regularly attended the inquiry proceedings then how could he
not know about the fate of said proceedings? Furthermore,
perusal of impugned order also reveals that issuing of a copy of
said order to the appellant/official has been directed by the
authority, thus; appellant/official could not take plea of not
knowing about the impugned order. |
In view of the above, the appeal in hand being time

barred as well as being meritless is hereby dismissed. File be

consigned to Record Room after completion.

(B

(ANWAR AL KHANY 2
District & Sessions Ju e, )5’/7

Peshawar

e - Ra
No: " S22 &
Dated of Application 3/ — 22 L

- (Examiner) . Name of A ? 1 atmnp»Q.S (9 ///—*’
Clhaying Agency Session ! Court Word /}7
\M Peshawar e Fe |

Dated of Preparatwn
Date of.lv)cli very. -




The Hon'able
District Judge, Peshawar.

New Judicial Complex, Peshawar.

. .
Representatiorny/agag

'S‘ubject; Departmental Appeal/
X ) S

Increments of the appellant _were Withhotd.

imposed upon the appellant.

i

Respected Sir,

The appellant/petitioner respectfutly submits as under:-

Superhnentant

C_)_N_EéQIi 7632?_ /éﬁwhmwa'

1. That the appellant/petitioner was appointed as (Process Server) under the
supervision of the Hon’able Senior Civil judge. Peshawar and still working

in the said department/judiciary.

 That the allegation against the appellant was that the appellant remain

N

absent from his duty for about 130 days, in this respect report was
submitted to the tearned Senior Civil Judge Peshawar on 11-11-2009.
where after the appellant was not only suspended from service but his
‘salary was also attached while Ml Asmatulilah lKhan Wazie- JMIC was
appointed as Authorized Officer who on his report dated 13-01-2010 advise
for a Major Penalty and as such the Learned Senjor Civil Judge Peshawar
vide order dated: 13-01-2010 removed the appellant from service. against
the said order the appellant prefer an appeal which was allowed vide order
dated: 30-06-2010 and the case was remanded back. after framing ot’charge
sheet & statement of allegations. the case was sent to the learned CI-XX
(Mr. lmran Khan Sikandari) tor inquiry.

(Copy of order of Senior Civil Judge Peshawar dated: 13-01-2010 & order
of appellate forum dated : 30-06-2010 along with “Charge Sheet &
Statement of Allegations” are Annexed %
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3. That the appellant/petitioner submitted his reply before the inquiry oflicer. 6_

- wherein after statements of Muhammad Tariq. (Civil Nazie), Yousal Khan

& Sardar Hussain (Naib Nazir to. Senior Civil Judge. Peshawar) was

;j‘ . recorded as PW-1. PW-2 & PW-3 respectivley while statement of
appellant/p-eliti(')ner was also recorded, after -recording the statements the
ff o learned Inquiry Officer submitted his report to the Learned Senior Civil

, i ~ Judge for further actions.

$

(Copy of reply of appellant/petitioner & Statements are annexed) -

/ 4. That the authority (Learned Civil Judge-XVI. Peshawar) impose a minor

penalty wherein “increments of Two Years was withhold™ vide impugned

order dated: 04-03-20!1. hence being aggrieved from the order of the

learned Senior Civil .ludgé, Peshawar, the Appellant/Petitioner now

approaches o Your Lordship through the instant department/representation
on the following inter-alias ground.

(Copy of impugned order dated: 04-03-2011 is annexed)

N ‘ Superintendent
GROUNDS: : Sessions Judge?shawar

(=327

A. That the impugned orders of the authority is against law, facts and
spirit of the rules laid down for the purpose of civil servants, hence

not maintainable.

B. That as per record produce by the appellant to prove his stance it has
been cé.tegorically mention that the appellant belong to Batkhela

. ' Malakand Division and durin_g the relevant days the appellant gone

over there and suddenly the Pak Army launched an operation against
the militants .which continued for a long time due to which the
appellant not only stuck there but also fell seriously ilf further all the
communications door was completely Closed/Jammed, and that the
only reason of his absence from duty while the appellant also produce
his medical documents as well before the learned inquiry officer but
despite this imposing the penalty of withholding two years increments

of the appellants shows that the appellant has been highly

: . C.. That the appellant serve the department honestly & wholehearted!
Aa{Examiner) 7 pp p v y

@i<sion Court Peshawarbut these facts were also not considered by the said authority while

passing the impugned order, which needed considerations,
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That the impugned order dated 04-03-2011 did not disclose any

cogent, valid and logical reason for the stopping increments of the
appellant, hence the said order is not maintainable.

That the : appellant belong to medial class family and as such
withholding the increments of the appellant would amount- to huge

rather the impugned order is based on malafide
intentions and without the apphcatlon of mind in regards to the real

facts, hence on this score too these orders are not sustainable i tig -

eye of law.

-\“"\" ")l': 3¢

That the order dated: 04-03-2011 was passed in the absence of the

appeliant, rather after the inquiry the learned Senior Civil Judge never
served the appeliant regarding imposing the penalty of withhofding of
two years increments of the appellant, whlie when the appellant was

in dire need of money when approach the concern officials they

informed the appellant that in your service record the impugned order

IS placed hence appellant is not entitled for the two years increments,

hence the golden principle of natural justice has been violated while

issuing the impugned orders as the same has been passed at the

back of the appellant in his absence,'and as such on this count a.ione

- the impugned orders are liable to be canceled/set aside.

‘It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this representation/departmenta! appeal, the office order
Dated:04.03. 2011, of the Learned Civil-XVI Judge Peshawar may

kindly b e withdrawn/canceled, and as such the appellant may be

allowed the two Years increments which was withhold through
order dated: 04-03-2011.

Yours obediently. *

/<

-

Dated; | Z /03/2016. . : <

Murad Khan (Process Server)
Presently  Working as  staff
member in the New Judicial

Complex Peshawar

Session Court Peshaw.;r

LS <\;{m\ Tl /A




.

- @N%mzz ’6 |

BEFORE THE HON'BLE DISTRICT JUDGE PESHAWAR.

Misc: Petition No. __2016.
?ﬁ mmtnment
In Ref. Appeal No. /2016. 5 és L«‘*Qﬂ‘?ﬁa\’é&'
Murad Khan (Process Server).............ccoovc. Appellant.

APPLICATION CONDONATION OF DELAY IF ANY.

Rés’pectfullv Sheweth:

1. That the departmental appeal is being filed before your lordship, wherein
- number of grounds have been taken for setting aside the order dated:04-

03-2011, which may be considered as integral part of the present Misc:
Petition for condonation-of delay.

2. That in view of the said grounds sufficient material is available on record
to warrant the setting aside order. passed by the authority (Learned Civil
Judge-XV1; peshawar), and to allow the main appeal of the petitioner.

3. That the impugned order was passed in the absence of the petitioner
hence the petitioner has got no Knowledge of about the order dated:04-
03-2011, rather the petitioner got Knowledge about the impugned order
when he approach the concern officials for issuance of his increments on
1% March, 2016 but the appellant was informed that his increments has
been stopped vide order dated: 04-03-2011, and after searching of the
required requisites, the appellant filed an application for attested copies
and on 157 March 2016, and as such the delay in filing the instant appeal
is occurred.

4. Those valuable rights of the petitioner/appellant are involved in the instant
case and if the delay has not been condoned, the petitioner would be
suffer great loss and might be denied of his in alienable right of enjoying
equality before law and equal protection of law guaranteed by the
constitution of Pakistan.

5. That the petitioner/appellant is having a good case in her favor of the

petitioner/appellant there is every likely hood of the success of the case of
the petitioner/appellant .

6. That by now itis a settled principle of law that the cases rnust be decided
.on merits and not merely on technicalities. ﬁ, T

~(Exatainer)

Sessuon Court Peshawar




~7. That the order of the respondents is patently ilfegal and against the
mandate of law, thus no limitation is run against an iflegat order. -

7

‘

- 8. That on permission of this Hon, able court the Petitioner/Appellant
reserves-the right to urge other grounds at the time of arguments

It'is therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptance
of this petition the delay in filing the departmental appeal may
" kindly be condoned. "

Petitioner/Appellant

t

- Dated: / ? _/03/2016.

) . _ Murad Khan (Process Server)

Presently  Working as  staff
. member in the"Ne\w Judicial

Complex Peshawar |

"~ - (Examiner)
-Session Court Peshawar

A0
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. OFFICE OF ASSAD ULLAH KHAN,
CIVIL JUDGE- XVI/AUTHORIZLD OFFILER,,

T

N o T PESHAWAR - ' :

Inqulry flle recelveo pback from the court of

learned Senlor C1v1l Juage, Peshawar in ‘today. As

pér order of learned senior Civil Judge, Peshawar
dated 15.2.2011, tﬂis of fice has been directed to
do thée needful as per law and pfocedure.
Originally Civil Nazir domplained to tne
Senior Civil Judge, peshawar' on 11.11.:2009 about
the absence of accused official for‘ long term
without any ﬁermission. The accusea of ficial was
suspended with immediate effect vide order of

cenior Civil Judge, Peshawar dated 11.11.2009 and

w

At

Mr.Asmat Ullah Khan Wazir, JMIC, Peshawar W

appointed nuthorized officer and probe the matter

and: submit report within one week who submitred

‘report'on“lo.lzuZOOQ awarded 'major penalty €O the

.ie was sent pack to the

4
e

accused official. The

Authorized Officer to do -ne needful according
law and submit report within (3) days and the
authorized Officer again awarded due penaity. The
file was sent back to the Authorized Officer wi Rele

directions to conduct the proceedings as per law

& procedure and for the third time, the

la

Authorizéd Officer proposed'major penalty. As pe!
order dated 13.1.09, the Competent Authority

agreed with the recommendatlons cf the Authorized

Officer and ordered the 'removal of the accused

fficial from the services. / C::>¢2;,




..
oy |
-, - ; | . ;.of3 . I q . p
R | - -
f ) fﬂi“l ! The accuseg Qéﬁyc%fkgeneferred,dgpartmental
// g!‘ appeal bearing No.l of 2610. The appellate forum
' . ‘

&, ;
set aside the order of the Competoent Authority

dated 13.1.10 with certain directions.

[ 3
The learned Sendior Civil Judge, Peshawar

| : ' U ide Srder dated 5.7.10 appointed thé undersigned
! | is Authorized Officer. Accordingly, charge sheet
and. statement of allegations framed and the

' photocopy rprovided to the accused ofificial and

Mr.Imran Khan Sikandari, Civil Judge-XX, Peshawar

appointed as Inquiry Officer to probe the matter

and submit ;eport wifhin-(l) week who submitted \
! his report on 31.1.11. This office sent the  file
to . the Authority/Senior éivil Judge, Peshawar
vide order dated 8.2.11 whilé proposing mRinor
| ‘penalty or as the Conputer Authority deems fit
'hQWever,'the file was sent back by the Authority/
Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar vide order dated

15.2.11 with certain directions mentioned

thereiln.

The Inquiry Officer hold l—.-ha r o doubt’ the
accused official was seriously at faulﬁ but the
plea he raised 1in Ahis defensé was also worth
consideration. The Inquiry bffice found the

*  cacctused “official for lebs guilt' in-  the

circumstances. This office agreed with the

| recommendations of the Inquiry Officer and

proposed minor penalty vide order dated 8.2%11

i however, as per rule 5 sub rale A of  HWET

et

Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline)4/~




: ffﬁ“ﬁ%ft : Rules, 1973, specific order could not pasé while -

éame is hereby ‘_
D o

: o8
i b - proposing minor penalty so, the

| ' :I,: '
ialty :

, rectified and I imposed again minor pe

! T
! i

» *withholding the increments of the acbused

i ] offlClaerMurathan,Process Server fon: two "
% (2) years underArule 4 a (2) of NWFP Gover%ment ﬁ
SerVants (Efficiency & D;‘scipiine) Rules, , 1973. !
; | ] clerk of ‘Gourt is directed to' do the hebdful. ?
’ File be consiuned to the record room after

o ; its completion. ‘ .
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IN THE COURT OF MR.ZIA-UD-DIN KHATTAK, DISTRICT JUDGE
PESHAWAR. . & i

PSR
el Depor‘a‘rmentdIf,-AppeaI:#—:1 of: 2_010". s

DaTe of InSTITUTIOH ......... 16 02. 2010

Date of decision............ 30 6. 2010 : :
‘Murad Khan VerSus Senior Civil Judge. o 32 |
JUDGMENT.

 Murad Khan appellont while posted as Process Server’
indulged in misconduct by absenting himself from o'ffic'éal duty,
The learned Senior Civil Judge Peshawar, exerciéing powel'rs of
the ‘authority’ under Governmem‘ Servants ( Efficiency and
Dlsaplme) Rules, 1973, ( her einafter referred fo as ‘the Ru/es)
\‘/

’

in pursuance . of The recommendations made by TMIC-T

Peshawar as auThomzed officer’, vide order dm‘ed 1312010

termindted the services of the appe]lan’r Aggmeved by the said

order he filed this appeal

B ki I

g ‘qufmn from serwce of the appellant. He submr’r‘red in.the’

TRUZ.

a.«
62’
g
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D
]
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b Ince that the inquiry officer, according 10 R“Ie 5 of The“'v-

\4
N\

2. Mr Jamal Khan Afridi AdvocaTe Iearned counsel for The L

- és«f i appé\fhn“r has raised several grounds for challengmg the or'der of L




R e

f

S T
| . *_L._‘_ : : | ‘ | o ’
- | o | _Rules had to be alppoir'.“red, whereas in this case, the authorized
officer omitted to do so and he also acTe&%:&s:""Enquwy officer and,
ThUS, 'glreaﬂy‘ prejudiced the appellant in his defence. He has
- secdnacly contended that no charge has been dmwn up by the
/ | L azJ'é_’rh;omzed-offrcen‘-‘m‘Terms o‘f Rules 6 n‘or."_any'isérved upoh the :
, oppel_iarﬁ, : hencé proceeding conducted are illegal and not
ténable. It was thirdly conterded that the appeHanT was not
prowdeH with any chance of perscnal hearing, Therofore he has‘

- been condemned lmhear‘d.

3. The subm:ssno..s made for/ oh behalf of 1he appellant hove.
go‘r tremendous force. In a case where inquiry is dnrec‘red the

. procedure is more formal. According to Rule 6, the au‘rhor'ized

officer has: To frame a charge and requu e the accused ‘ro put in
written defence and to state whether he desires to be heard in -

¢ .
) v et A e st . e e i e S b T e et o iy e et
Yo wr P et
. 4 /] .

person. An inquiry officer is tu be appointed who sha“ inquire

ti—

e e & et e S AT £ m*.-....',.. e s s e

into the charge and may examire such orai or documgnfary’
evidence in s'u'ppor"f of the charge, or in defence of the accused
- as may considef necessary and the accused shall be entitied to
cross examine the witnesses against him%n this case, no charge
has been framed nor inquiry officer aopointed. The authorized
of ficer' himself examined certain witnesses - but  accused
appellant was not afforded an opportunity to cross exarnine
- them. This being essential in order to satisfy the requireménfs
of the Ri:!e_s, the failure to do so invalidatg§ the

—~rrcgmmendations of the authorized cofficer and the ultimate

"

oil their basiz Ly the authority against the



B
_J~

f
b L’ ) 4. Intheresult, I allow this appeal, set aside the order dated

13.1.2010 of termination of service passedifigainst the appe“am‘

i S —

Ieawng however, it open to the relevant authorities to proceed
‘ - agam:‘r the accused from the stage from which the error could
F;f - ____E:'.bt;correcfed name!y appom’rmenf of Inqufry Officer frcmmg of .
”for*maf charge followed by inquiry proceedings, supp!y of copy of
the findings of the inquiry officer to enable the accused to
submit his explanation in regérd to the material brought against
him during the inquiry proceedings and the opinion formed in

respect thereof by the inquiry officer as well as the action

proposed fo be recommended by the au?horizachfffcer and so on.

Announced. T Kia- ud Din Khattak)
30.06.2010 District Judge, Peshawar. .

\\,\
_ Certified that this Judgment consists of three pages, each -

page has been read, corrected and signed by me where it was

necessary. ~ \ /7
A

istrict Judge, Peshawar.

TRIL o

Dated. 30.06.2010
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IN THE COURT OF NADEEM MUHAMMAD,
SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, PESHAWAR.
ORDER: | .
05.07.2010.

Departmental appeal file - received

. from the court of Hon’ble District & Sessions

Judge, Peshawar with directions to re-

»lnltldt_-:-- ‘qu
namely; Murad Khan. It be reglstered
Therefore, Mr. Assad Ullah Khan,

Jearned Civil Judge, Peshawar is hereby

appointed as Authorised Officer to proceed as
‘per direction of the Hon'ble District &

Sessions Judge, Peshawar submit report

to this court within 15 ¢ays.

uhammad,
Civil Judge,

5
°s
z

v agamst the’ plocess gevver.. -




I, Assad _Ulléh Khan, Civil Judgé;XVI, Peshawar as
8 Bya
Authorizéd Officer appointed vide office order dated 5.7.10,
VSenior Civil,‘gudge/Authority, Peshawar ~under the .Khyber
?ukhtoanhwa Govtf Servants Efficienc§ and Discipline Rules,
1973 do herébyvserved you Mr.Murad, Process Server (BPS-3)
serving aS‘IPQOCGSSA Server 1in the Lower Courts, falling‘
. within the adminisprativeﬁambitwof the;leérned‘SeniorgCiQil
Judge, Peshawar as follows; |
;That you have remained absent willfully from your
L duty/as Prbcgss Server abouz-izg‘ggysfr———f\\ :
That your . absence was . without any . legal
permission from the compétent authority which amounts
mis-conduct and violation of rules and regulations
under  the Kﬁyber Pukhtoon Khuwa Govt.  Servant
(Efficiency and Discipline)_agles, 1973.
That in tﬁe opinion of fhe authority, the'above said
acts prima faéie, constitﬁte gross misconduct within the
meaning of Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa efficiency and disciplinary

rule 1973.

You are therefore, required to; o ‘ g%%?'
" 1. state whether you desire to be heard in person,

and

Put in your writtén defense within (1) day of
communicatibn' of this charge before the inquiry
office/Civil . Judge, otherwise it shall -be
presumed that you have no defense. to put in'and
in that case an ex-parte action shall be -taken

against you.

cI=xvi/Buthori
Officer, Peshawar

.g

oy
ROt
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1 I ~ STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION '

‘ i) o .
SR Yo ANNEXURE

Mr.Murad, Process Server is hereby served with the

23 Yo
i

 statement of allegation as follows:;

- Whereas, you have remained absent willfully from
your duty as Process Server about 130 days.
Wﬁereas,~ youf ;absence‘ was without any legal
permission from the competent authority which
amounts mis-conduct and violation of rules and

regulations under the Khyber Pukhtoon Khuwa Govt.

. Servant (Efficiency and Disciplihe) Rules, 1973.

Assad Ullah
CJI-XVI/AuthoXi=zéd zw

Mg

Officer, Peshawar

g R
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'JJ-% _ OEFICE OF ASSAD ULLAH KHAN,
.Myﬁﬁ: ‘CIVIL JUDGE-XVI/AUTHORIZED QFFICER, PESHAWAR
y' . R
O--“l ' o ' ) §':gm -
7.7.10- " Inquiry file received from the office of the
learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar. Be
s . " . ! .

registered. . Accused/official Mr.Murad, Process
‘Server be notice for 21" F-lo .

Assad Ullah Ehan,

CJ-XVI/Authorized
Officer, Peshawar !

0---2 '
9.7.1Q - Accused/official present. Charge sheet and

statement of allegation framed. Photocopy -of the
same provided to the accused/official. Mr.Imran
Khan . Sikandari, Civil Judge~XX? Pesbawar is
appointed as . Inqguiry Officgr to probé the ﬁatter //
and submit report within (1) week. File be sent
before the Inquiry Officer immediately. (::325 .

Assad Ullaﬁ Khan,‘

CJ-XVI/Authorized
Officer, Peshawar

Ord....3 Inquiry file of delinquent official namely Murad Khan received \

12/7/2010 - o
from the court of Mr. Assadullah Khan, Civil Judge/Authurized

Offiéeer regarding probe into the matter as inquiry Officer. It be

regi'stered. Murad Khan be put on notice for _/._5__"_/‘*%/2010.

2o

(IMRAN KHAN SIKANDARI}

Civil Judge-XX/Inquiry Offices
Peshawar

PP N

ERt ' '4 e




Ord.
15/7/2010

Ord. -
28/7/2010

Ord.

07/9/2010

Ord.
15/9/2010

_ Ord.

22/9/2010

~&3

S .
¥

Murad Khan {delinquent official) absent and the Processs’
issued to him also not retumed Fresh process agalnst the said .

ofﬁc:al be assued for 28/7/2010

o\ \JI‘

A, O‘J‘

(IMRAN KHAN SIKANDARI)
Civil Judge-XX/Inquiry Officer
Peshawar

'Murad Khan (delinquent official} present. He is dlrected to

submut his written reply to the charge Charge & Statement of

)

Inquiry Officer, Peshawar

Allegation on 07/9/2010.

Murad AKhan (definquent official) present. He sought some

time for-submission of written reply to the charge Charge &

Statement of Allegatson Granted. To come up for reply on .

15/9/2010.

B2

Inquiry Officer, Peshawar

Murad Khan (delinquent official) present. He once again failed
to submit the reply on the ground that he wants to engage a

proper counsel. Request is genuine, as such, the inquiry is

J‘

lnqﬁiry Officer, Peshawar

Murad Khan (delinquent official} present and stated that due
to monetory probiems, he still has not engaged counsel and

sought some further time. Granted. To come up for

qury Officer, Peshawar

submission of written reply engZJ{ 2/2010. '
: %
- &4"\) ‘*\L



—
. Ord. .
© 02/12/2010
.
" Ord.
23/12/2010

-

s a2t - Ordy
: ~ 05/01/2011

Ord-

25/01/2011 -

He

b

LMt

Delinquent Official present. Written reply filed. To

“ come up for further proceedings on 23/12/2010.

S N

(IMRAN KHAN SIKANDARI)
Civil Judge-XX/inguiry Officer,
Peshawar

presence as before. The Civil Nazir aﬁd Naib Nazirs be

~ put on notice for 05/01/2011. " : /

Inquiry Officef/ ivil judge-XX,
Peshawar

Yo : /

" Preserice” as be?&é. Official  witnesses not in
_ attendance. They again be puton notice for 25/01/2011. »

<
W

o

’ <
Inquiry Officer/Cibil Judge-XX,
Peshawar

Presence 3s before. dfﬁciai witnesses namely
Muhammad Ta‘riq,-Civil Nazir, Yousaf Khan, Naib Nazir and
Sardar. Hussain Naib Nazir present. their staterﬁent were
‘reco‘i"déd as AP.wll to P.w.3. To come up for order on

31/01/2011.

'-::';::—'“

i



Ord.

31/01/2011 "

Murad Khan, delinque@it’f;ofﬁciai present in person.

This probe into the matter is conducted by me being

. Inquiry Officer upon the order of ‘Mr. Asadullah Khan .

" Khattak, Authorized Officer.

The facts giving hirth to instant inquiry in brief arc

that the said delinquent official remained absent from his

duty for about 130'days, which matter as per combine .‘

report Ex..P.w.J./l of Civii Nazir & Naib Nazirs was made to

the learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar on 11/11/2009

_whei‘eafter, not only he was suspended from service but

his salary was’ also attached and Mr. Asmatullah Khan

Wazir, JMIC was appointed as Authorized Officer who in

“his report dated 13/01/2010 advised Major Penality and

accordingly, the learned Senior Civil Judge removed him
from service on 13/01/2010; against lthe said order, an
appeal was filed before the Hon’ble District Judge,
Peshawar, which was allowed 0n~30/6/2010. The relevant

Para of the order is reproduced hereunder:-

“In the result, ! aliow this appeal, set aside the
order dated 13/01/2010 of termination of
service passed against the appellant, leaving,
howerver, it open to the relevant authorities
to proceed against the accused from the stage
from which the error could be corrected
namely, appointment of Inquiry Officer,

- framing of formal charge following by inquiry
proceedings, supply of copies of the findings of
the inquiry officer to the enable the accused to
submit his explanation in regard to the
material brought against him during the
inquiry proceedings and the opinion formed in
respect thereof by the inquiry officer as well as
“the action propsed to be recormmended by te
autorized officer and so on.”

After the remand order, Mr. Asadullah Khan, Civil Judge

was appointed as Authorized Officer who in light of the

directions of Hon'ble District Judge, Peshawar framed

Chargé Sheet & Statement of Allegations, the copies of - -

which were also furnished ‘to accused/official and

-l
o}
!

led

‘ge @
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Ord. ‘thereafter, the case file was sent to thls court for further

:Gnk

©-'31/01/2011 . probe into the matter as Inquiry Officer.

3 . The accused/official was put on notice who

appeared and subm:tted hlS reply to the abovc sand
Charge Sheet & Statement of Allegatlons wherien he '
_admitted his absence from duty, however, added that he t

- .'belongs to Batkhela, Malakand Division and during the.

relevant days,-he had gone over there and the Pak Army '

suddenly launched operation agamst the militants which i

“ ".; : ' A contlnued for a very long time .due to which he not only
stucked over there but there was also complete jam of
-communicatn system thus, unable to inform the office in :
time about his non attendance and that he also fell !
seriously ill during the in between period. (The medical - 'A
e o - -_ A - reportsetc are already placed or?file). ‘ ' [S

| ‘ N | | As the inquiry was ini_tiéted solely on the cpmbit\e/

report of Nazir & Naib Nazifs,_ therefore, they were

Summot{edu Muhammad Tariq (;ivil Nazir), Yousaf Khan &

Satdar Hussain (Naib Nazirs) aepeared as P.w.1 to P.w.3

who reiterated the allegations earlier mentioned by them

TRUL @t‘?
S

4

in thelrjomt report Ex.P.w. ]/1
My inquest report is also follows:-
The points for determination before me were:-

1) Whether the accused/dehnquent official
have actually remained absent from his
official duty dunng the p(.rlod as reported?

R o "2} Whether he has any justifiable reason for the
) © same? :

O _ i <
- 9%,) : A , W1th regard to the first point, suffice it to say that the (_/
- ' \""9 . - -dehnquent offlaal admitted that he actually has remained
absent from his duty during the period as reported. S0 far
the se(:on(t too'mt is concerned, ! have examined the
delinquent official, the complainants and have also gone

e < PR
TR g ey e
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Ord.

~31/01/2011

-'and durmg the reievant days, he had’ gone over there,

© for further necessary action.

F3
through -the relevant record produced by the accused/

is that he beiongs to vnllage Batkhela, Malakand DMSlon

}

'however as the Pakistan Army ‘suddenly launched

operatlon against the mllltants due to which he stuck/

trapped over there and as the operatlon contmued on for

el

b—‘_

~® -
@ ; - \“t> .’(
3 g . . -.f\"‘;,‘,‘( :
, ' Baah

‘ delmquent off|c1al in his defence The stance of said official

a long period he remained unable to leave the area and -

rejoin his official duty. Simllarly, as the communication

' system was also blocked, he failed to inform the office

about the situation though no _proof to this’ effect was-

provided by the delinquent ofﬂc:al but at the same time it '

is also deniable keeping in view' the electronic & prlnt
media reports that the sutuanon in reality was some much

similar to what he is reportin'g'_aboutﬁ His second plea of

defence'that he was also seriously ill during the period got

some force on the face of record as the same is supported

by medical reports already. placed on file during the initial

probe.

It is worth noticing that without any application for -

leave when the dlinquent offlmai remamed absent for such )

a long tiem, whey.l the concerned authority has remamed a

silent sp(_ctatot and not taken any action. This fact shows A

that the authority was cognizant about the situation over
there. No doubt that the delinquent official is seriously at
fault but the pleas he raised in his defence are also worth

consideration and | found him less guilty in the

circumstances.

The report is submitted.to the Authorized Officer

(!MRAN KHAN SIKANDARI)
Civil Judge- XX/Inquiry Officer
Peshawar

B



/ja’ﬂ/
06’55////’// (-~ /ﬂ./; )/ //{

///
/fﬁcr///d//w//x/c/d

/x///jf
L St

0/////(/%«// ¢/ o
//Va/@/////a il
S

0/0 Of

| , ! // ‘: . L : | &//(_///7/
. B P i : P / |
) s o it //’ .,/// /
- o~ o) g // i /f/ A . .
=y Y ('/,/(.//J/‘//ﬂ"/ // Z

bty =

(/ l’ (/ /U/// &// c_,/,/ PP, / C/ % // / / /// | B
/ fou £

e ﬁf/fé//r// I 0 Lo < O‘/ 5
Jl/ r///ﬂf/// d"&”

At ///»wz///

TRUL COBY
_ /éj/l 2




s

- ‘

2 a )
I - i

4
¥ ""} . - ) L ‘

" ))ﬁ\»- P.w.1: STATEMENT OF MUHAMMAD TARIQ, CIVIL NAZIR, SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, :
‘\. i (A ) K

PESHAWAR.

Stated that as per my report dated 11/11/2009 eariier suBmitted before :

-the Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar, the delinquent official Murad Khan {Then J )
Process Server) was absent from his duty on different dates of the months fully ‘ W
mentioned in my report Ex.P.w.1/1. Moreover, the six months efficiency report of £
said official has also been submitted, which is piaced on file as Ex.Pw.1/2. - :
3 L

T Xx“:N{L(Qp_gq__r_tugity:G“ive.n)_n_-; o

RO & AC
125/01/2011

Civil Judge-XX, Peshawar

P.w.2: STATEMENT OF YOUSAF KHAN, NAIB NAZIR, SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE,
PESHAWAR. ' :

, ; ‘ Stated thal as per the report dated 11/11/2009 earlier submitted by the

I Civil Nazir Muhammad Tarig before the Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar, and duly
signed by me also, the delinquent official Murad Khan (Then Process Server) was
absent from his duty on different dates of the months fully mentioned in my
report ‘already 'Ex.P.w‘l/l. Moreover, the six months efficiency report of said

official has also been submitted, which is placed on file as already Ex.P.w.1/2.
Xx... Nil (Opportunity Given) a E_\\O:

RO & AC
25/01/2011

IMRAN KHAN §I /
Civil Judge-XX, Peshawar

P.W.Z: STATEMENT OF SARDAR HUSSAIN, NAIB NAZIR, SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE,
PESHAWAR.

Stated that as per the report dated 11/11/2009 earlier submitted by the
Civil Nazir Muhammad Tariq before the Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar, and duly
signed by me also, the delinquent official Murad Khan (Then Process Server) was
absent from his duty on different dates of the months fully mentioned in my ‘ .
re‘port already Ex.P.w.1/1. Moreover, the six months efficiency report of said @@ﬁ%
official has also been submitted, which is placed on file as already Ex.P.w.1/2. o r“?:g\é’

" Xx...Nil (Opport_unity Given).

RO & AC
_ 25/01/2011

- Civil Judge-XX, Peshawar
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l P : STATEMENT OF MURAD KHAN, THEN PROCESS SERVER DISTRICT
e . COURTS, PESHAWAR " :

;
! S o - .
.f

Statéd that | belong to viliage Batkhela,. Malakand Division. 1 was

performing myYutics as Process server in the District Courts, pPeshawar. it was

the year 2009 when' U'had gé"ne‘f'o"my' native vill
ants due to which 1 stuck

Army launched operation over there against the milit

there. As there was complete curfew in our village and the Army Officer issued

strict orders to the locality people not to come out from their houses and .

besides that the telecommunication system was also completely damaged,

< therefore, during this period, 1 tried my jevel best to inform my colleagues and‘

other high-ups about the situation but remained unsuccessful. Similarly, my

<ome other absence was also not without reas

relevant prescriptions of Specialist doctors & Laboratory tests are Ex.P1 to P 23.

In light 6f the above, | humbly pra\;ed this Hon'ble Court to kindly take a lenient

view.

. R N ) '\;J‘
. . RO&AC: _ ' QQ%:\C\
_ o, )

+31/01/2011

Peshawar

égé"fﬁ“atkh'ela-ahdisuddenly{fak .

on but | was severely ill, the

(IMIRAN KHAN SIKANDAR!)
Civil Judge-AXX/Inquiry Officer,
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OFFICE OF ASSAD. ULLAH KHAN,

N . LCE OF AssAD ULL
N CIVIL - JUDGEZXVI/AUTHORIZED OFFICER,
R " C PESHAWAR . TT T
SUIT NO. N M A ‘ A “’?’i"- !
Order .
8.2.11 * Inquiry file received from the office of

.Mr.Iﬁran ‘Khan - Sikandari,’ Ci&il Jﬁdge;xx/lnduiry
- Officer, feshawar.
| -The léarned Inquiry Officer hold that  no
d&ﬁbtéthe-adcuséd'offiéiai was geribusly'at fault
but  the pled~he,raised %n hié‘defense.wa§ also

' ‘worth coisideration. The Irnquiry Officer "found

the accused official for less® guilt in the

circumétances. I fully agree with the observation

of the Inquiry Officer and propose minor penalty

-or as the.coﬁpetent authority deems fit.
The inquiry file alohgwith its annexures'be

'sent to the learned Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar

for further necessary action, please.

" T iv "Assad UITah K
CJ-XVI/Inquify
Officer, Peshawar
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"OR... ...

. 15.02.2011.
s

IN THE COURT OF MRS. SADIA ARSHAD,
SENIOR CiviL JUDGE, PESHAWAR.

W, A
i

The inquiry file received back from the
court of Mr. Assad Ullah Khan, Civil Judge-
XVI Peshawal alongw1th report, wherein, he
has ploposed minot penalty for the accused
official.

The Authorised Officer has proposed
minor penalty for the accused official, while
according to Rule 05 Sub Rule(04) of the
N.W.F.P. Government Servant (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules, 1973, where minor penalty
is proposed to be mmposed by authorised
officer. he shall pass orders accordingly, ibid
rule-is reproduced as under:

On_receipt _of the report of inquiry
officer or inquiry committee or where no such
officer or committee is appointed on receipt of
the explanation of the proved. If it is to
propose minor penalty, he shall pass orders
accorduqul/ If it is proposed to impose a
niajor penalty, he shall forward the case to the
anthority alongwith the charge and statement
of allegations served on the accused, the
explination of the accused, the finding of the
Inquiry officer or _inquiry committee, if
appointed, and lis own  recommendations

regarding the penalty to be imposed. The
authority shall pass such _orders as it mnay

deeur proper.

In the light of above, inquiry file is sent
back to the authorised officer with directions

to do the needful as per law and procedure.

Sadia rshad,

Senior Civil Judge,

Peshawar.
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VAKALATNAMA

IntheCoutor - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar

~Service Appeal No. of 2018

Petitioner
Plaintiff
Applicant
Appellant
Complainant

Murad Khan

Decree-Holder

VERSUS

Respondent
Defendant
Opponent

"~ Accused

_District Judge., Peshawar etc

Judgment-Debtor

1/ We Murad Khan_the above noted __ Appellant do hereby appointed and constitute,
‘Muhammad Zafar Tahirkheli & Ansar Ullah Khan, Mian

: , without any liability for his default and with the authority to
engage any other Advocate / Counsel at my / our cost. :

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

the counsel would ndt be responsible if the case is proceeded ex-
appearance. All cost awarded in favour shall be the right of Coun
against shall be payable by me/us.

parte or is dismissed in default of -
sel or his nominee, and if awarded

1/ We authorize the said Advocates to withdraw and receive on my / our behalf all sums and a'moun,ts _

payable or deposited on my / our account in the above noted matter.
. Ny
08

Client
] . . Zafar Tahir
Dated_ 06/ 04 / 2018 -
Attested & Accepfed Advocates)
Office ATIQ LAW ASSOCIATES, - ,
87, AJ-Fa!ah Street, Besides State Life Building, /
Peshawar Cantt, Phone: 091-5279529 nsar Ullah Khan

E-mail : zafartk‘advocate@qmai!.com ) )




