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g‘ﬂ The appeal of Mr. Mehmood Alam Ex-Junior Clerk Civil Judge Dir Lower at Tangi received
today i.e. on 23.08.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel
for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
3- Copy of impugned order dated 26.4.2022 mentioned in the heading of the appeal is

not attached with the appeal.
4- The authority to whom the departmental was made/preferred has not been arrayed

a necessary party.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

0D 128242

Mehmood Alam, Ex-Junior Clerk/ Muhgfrar, Civil Judge-1V,

District Court Dir Lower at Tangi. . . .. .....o oo vv e APPELLANT

VERSUS
1. Disti:ict & Sessioﬁ Judge, Dir Lower at Timergdra.
2. Senior Ci\}il Judge (Admin), Dir Lower at Timerg(afa.
3. Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
B RESPONDENTS :

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 04 OF

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974, AGAINST

THE _IMPUGNED __ DISMISSAL ORDER
- DATED: 19.06.2021, - while the appellant

Departmental Appeal dated:26.04.2022 not
- yet decided.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:

Allowing the appeal and directing respondent to set aside
the impugned order dated 19.06.2021 and reinstate the
appellant in the service with all the benefits of continuous

service.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellant was proud to be the‘part of lower
judiciary since his initial appointment dated:03.02.2012
and from commencement of the service till its illogical
ending, it is admitted fact that appell_;nt remained

excellent with unblemished character of his service men,



: @
as no complain whatsoever specially of the alleged leveled
nature was earlier been filed on either behalf of any
individual party or any official, so this unblemished

character of the appellant is required to' be considered

while pronouncing any judgment on appeai in hand.

~

. That while serving as Muharrar/Junior Clerk of Civil

Judge-IV' Dir Lower at Timergara a complaint dated:
12.02.2021 was filed by learned Civil Judge. in which
certain allegations of makihg Bogus and Fake signatures of
learned civil judge in case titled Mst.Fareeda Bibi Vs.
NADRA were made. (COPY OF ALLEGATION IS ATTACHED

HEREWITH AS ANNEXURE-A)

. That learned District & Session Judge Dir Lower,

appointed Mr. Issa Khan Afridi SCJ Dir Lower, an inquiry
officer, vide order No. 55/-54/D&SJ/Dir Lower dated:
13.02.2021. (COPY ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE-B)

. That worthy inquiry officer submitted his report dated:

20.04.2021 alongwith all statements. (COPIES ATTACHED
HEREWITH AS ANNEXURE C) ’

. Consequent upon the finding of inquiry report, the

appellant was served with impugned Show Cause Noticé
dated: 25.05.2021, which was replied, but was not taken
into consideration by worthy District & Session Judge Dir
Lower at Timergara and on 19.06.2021 verbally informed.
the appellant that his appeal has been decided without
showing the nature of decision. (COPIES ATTACHED AS
ANNEXURE D & E)
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10.

&

That appellant filed an application dated: 21.06.2021 for
providing attested copies of impugned order and relevant

record. (COPY OF APPLICATION ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE-F)

. That fhe appellant time and again visited the copy branch

for providing attested copies but on every occasion he was -
informed that the file or order dated: 19.06.2021 is still not
received from the office and ultimately the same was

[4
provided to the appellant on 02.04.2022. <y ), 6¥ *
Anvie o G)

. That on 02.04.2022 after provision of attested copy the

appellant gpt knowlédge that he has been dismissed from

service.

. That appellant submitted his departmental appeal dated:

26.04.2022 which is yet to be decided. (COPY ATTACHED AS
ANNEXURE-&)

That feeling aggrieved from order dated: 19.06.2021.and
finding no other remedy, the appellant has been
constrained . to approach the Honorabvle. Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal for the redressal of the

grievance, inter alia on the following grounds;

GROUNDS:

A. The whole case is circulated as lead, in the statement
of the learned Civil Judge-IV, Timergara Dir Payan,
who is an alleged complainant of the case actually,
recorded his comprehensive statements being IW18
and his statement is duly available in the‘ case file,
which astonished the whole background and base of

the case, wherein it was surprisingly endorsed that
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the appellant has admitted his guilt and came to the
house of the learned complainant/Civil Judge and
sought pardon thereof, however T this respect no
admittance whatsoever is made on the part of the
appellant and no such like happened is ever been
played so the whole story duly narrated by the
Learned Civil Judge-1V, Timergara Dir Payan is self-
fabricated, concocted, fictitious, planted | having no
footing at all and it is very safely to state that this act
of the learned Civil Judge is nothing but the result of
gross discrimination and exploitation of individual
rights of appellant and it is often and usually
established through certain precedents that’ on such
like matter the statement of any complainant is not

conclusive at all.

. On another hand if the other consistent statements of

other officials of Honorable Civil Courts, Timergara
Lower Dir may also please be taken into thorough.
consideration, it will ultimately revealed that no nexus
whatsoever is established to connect the appellant for
the commission of the offence anvd the co-accused,
who ‘is also facing such impeachmént, in its own
statement disclosed that he has also not committed
any irreg’ﬁlarity or illegality which liable to be
punished, as he taken the charge of his official status
few days back so the foundation of the case laid.down
completely upon the appellant as well as co-accused

is also not reckoned by circumstantial evidence.

. That appellant was impeached in a compulsive

manner and no chance -"given to appellant to cross
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examiﬁe the recorded statement of the stake holder,
and neither the so called tempered record was sént for
forensic analysis. Hence on this score alone the entire
Show Cause Notice and dismissal order dated:

19.06.2021 liable to be set aside.

. That it is required to consider at this stage that the

allegation so leveled against the appellant, itself
needed impleadment of more employees but it is to
say that the inquiry was only conducted against the
appellant as well as co-accused which prima facie
established the case of the complairiant false and

incorrect.

lear

. That the lamd inquiry officer has not adopted the

proper procedure of inquiry.

. That no chance of personal hearing has been provided

to the appellant.

. That the punishment of dismissal from service is very

harsh and not according to the allegations.

. Any other ground which is not agitated right at the

moment, will be raised at the time of the presentation

of argument.

PRAYER:

In view of the above, it is requested that by
accepting by accepting this appeal, the impugned
dismissal order dated:19.06.2021 may kindly be:
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instant apgieal.;
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set

aside and recalled, while exonerating vthe

~appellant of all the charges leveled against him

and reinstating him in service with all the benefits

of service due.

Any

-

other relief deemed appropriate may also be

‘granted.

Dated:18.08.2022

VERIFICATION:
I, the appellant, d

matter has fe

A lan
~ Through

- SUFYAN KHAN
Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.

o%\ej‘eby verify that no appeal on the subject
i éfore the Honorable Tribunal beéfore the

(&
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No.) 9 ICIIVITMG Dated /0 /02/2021 Z@
To, - - ' ’
The Hon’ble Judicial Magistrate-I, R
Dir lower at Timergara, ' .
Annx (A)
From,

Muhammad Junaid Alam
Civil Judge-1V
Dir Lower at Timergara

Subject: COMPLAINT AGAINST MEHMOOD ALAM, MUHARRAR

(JUNIOR CLERK) OF THE COURT _QF CIVIL JUDGE-IV,
 TIMERGARA DIR LOWER U/S 190(A), AND 195 OF Cr.P.C.
FOR INITIATION OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS.

Respected Sir,

With due reverence, by virtue of this complaint as mentioned above, itisto

bring into your kind notice that Muharrar of the Court of undersigned, namely

Mehmood Alam (Junior Clerk) has been found guilty as per following:

1.

o

wh

That the said Mehmood Alam, made several false, bogus and fake signatures.
of the undersigned i.e Civil Judge-IV, Timergara. Dir Lower. in the forged
civil case titled “Mst. Fareeda Bibi VS NADRA etc“‘, allegedly registered at
No.189/1, instituted on 29/12/2020.

That the said Mehmood Alam issued forged, false and fabricated Court
Decree in the above mentioned forged civil case.

That the said Mehmood Alam has dishonestly and fraudulently removed,
made and tempered the record of the Court in connection with the said
forgéd civil case.

That the said Mehmood Alam issued forged, false and fabricated Court
Decree in connection with the State department of NADRA.

That the said Mehmood Alam gave illegal and fraud based benefits to the
Plaintiff of the said civil case. | '

That the said Mehmood Alam has brought disrespect and hatred of the
public to the Courts proceedings, Presiding Officer of the Court of Civil

Judge-1V, Timergara, Dir Lower, and Judiciary at large. due (o his corrupt

and fraudulent practices.
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The complaint is hereby submitted in your Court for initiating criminal :

_ proceedings against the said Mehmood Alam, and further necessary action please.

Note: Attested copies of the record/forged case could not be secured because of
. forgery, hence, unattested record is attached herewith.

Truly,

Muhammad Junaid Alam
Civil Judge-1V, Timergara Dir (L)

No. /CJ-IVITMG

Dated 102/2021
Copy forwarded to: '
1. Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge/ZQ, Timergara, Dir Lower

2. Hon’ble Senior Civil Judge(Admin), Timergara, Dir Lower
3. Hon’ble Senior Civil Judge(Judicial), Timergara, Dir Lower

Muhammad Junaid Alam

| [ #be Civil Judge-TV, Timergara Dir (L)
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE/ZILA QAZI, DIR LOWFR o
AT TIMERGARA.

OFFICE ORDER. o ‘ Aoy LB)

Mr. Issa Khan Afridi; Senior Civil Judge, (Admm) /Aala Illaqa’“

Qazi Dir Lower at Timergara is directed tc conduct a comprehensive * fact -
finding inquiry against Mr. Mehmood Alan:, Junior Clerl/ Mohauar Court
of Civil Judge/Illaga Qazi- [V, Timergara, in view of allegatxon made in
complaint report of Mr. Junaid Alam, the learned Civil Judge/Illaqa Qazi-1V,

Timergara against-him. He is directed o conclude the inquiry within ten (10)

days and submit his report before 23/02/2021. m - 7;,
N ’
(MUHA MAD SHOAIB)

District & Sessions Judge/Zila Qazi,
Dir Lower at Timergara.

857-58¢ . e
No /D&SJ/ Dir (L) _at Timergara dated the_/D_/0212021.

Copy of the above is forwarded for mformatmn to:

The Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar,

'T . . ) .
The Senior Civil Judge, (Admin) Aala Illaqa Qazi, Dir Lower at T1mergara( M‘tﬂv recnd y
The Civil Judge/Illaqa Qazi-1V, Timergara, '
The accused offici

S . . . .
g‘,&'@‘\ \\9 . District & Sessions Judge/Zila Qazi,
Q}?“ $ Dir Lower at Timergara

o~
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- Thisis a fact §§

nding inquiry entrusted to the under signed

| ~-vide Office Order No.551- 54/D&SJ/ Dir (L) dated 13/02/2021 of the

(9{ Hon’ble Drstrtct & Sessions Judge/Zila Qazi, Dir Lower with the

—

s dlrectlons to conduct a comprehenswe fact ﬂndmg Inquiry against Mr.
0

‘ Mehmood Alam Junior Clerk/Muharrir court of Ieamed Civil

(Ql Judge/IQ v Trmex 'gara in view of allegations made in complaint vrde-

\No 13/CJ-IV/ITMG dated 12/02/707] of the Leamed Civil Judge/IQ-

IV, Timergara against him and there are serious allegation of f'orgery
fraudulent forging signature of the Ieamed Civil Judge, creatmg fake
decree and Judgment and fabricating false evidence. The same was

registered and notices -were issued and Statements of the relevant

officials/ officers/ persons had recorded time by time.

o Statements were recor ded whereas statement of Mr. Sajid
|

’ Nawaz (Reader of the court of learped Senior Civi] J udge Jud1c1a1 Dir

! Lower) as IW—I Statement of Mr. Nawab Zada ( Muharrir of the court

of learned Senior Civil Judge Judicial Djr Lower) as Iw-2, Statement

i of Ah Zaman ( Muharrir of the court of learned Civi] Judge IV/IQ

y Tunergara) as IW-3, statement of Amir Zada ( Reader of the court of
3\

%._ learned Civil Judge- -IV/IQ Timergar a) as IW-4,
C ot \

statement of
éw/

Muhammad Ntsax ( Representative of NADRA Office Timergara) as

(." 5
. ~..t0



"IW 5, statement of Javed ( Assrstant Superintendent NADRA Office

,.-,

s =

T’!;D sopss ¥ //T Imergara) as IW-6, statement of Mehmud Alam: ( The then Muharrir

of the court of learned Civil Judge-IV/IQ'Timergara/ the accused

~ of the plaintiff in the case under inquiry titled “ Mst. Fareeda Bibi Vs

—

' NE NADRA etc”) as IW—8ahd IW-14, statement of Shahzada Khan /6
? Qamar ( Father of the plamtlff in the case under j 1nqu1ry titled *-Mst.
(3} Fareeda B1b1 Vs NADRA etc”) as IW 9, statement of Irshad
Muhammad ( Senior Executlve NADRA Office Timergara) as IW-10,

\

statement of Zah1dullah (the then Naib Qasid deputed i In the District

under suspension) as IW-11, statemem of Muhammad ‘Sohail
| Incharge Dlstrlct Record Room Sessions Court Dir Lower at
Tlmergara) as IW-12, statement of Muhammad Riaz ( Incharge Copy

Branch Sessions Court, Dir Lower at Timergara) as IW-13, statement

Husband of the plaintiff in the case under inquiry titled “ Mst. Fareeda .

Bibi Vs NADRA etc”) as IW-15 statement of Muhammad Rlaz s/o ..

Roshan Alj ( owner of Riaz Chemicals Dealer Timergara, Dir Lower)
as IW-16, statement of deayat Khan s/o0 Roshan Alj (Brother of
Muhammad Riaz owner of Riaz Chemicals Dealer Trmergar'a Dir
Lower) as IW-17 and statement of Mr. Muhammad Junaid Alam (the

leamed Civil Judge IV/IQ/ Complainant) as IW-18,

l
-
(51 official) as TW-7, statement of .Umar Zeb s/o Bacha Zada ( Husband |

Record Room, Sessions Court, Dir Lower at Timergara -and now

of Umar Daraz s/o Sultan Mehmud ( Close frlend of Umar Zeb _—



It is in the statement of Sajid Nawaz Reader that the case

1 2021 wherein the first order sheet was written in’ hlS hand wrltmg
~

(0\( which was sxgned by the learned Senior Civil Judge Judicial and the

\3‘ proceedmgs On the even date the sa1d case ﬁle was handed over by
| the Reader to Muharrir of the court fox onward txansmxssnon So, the
0
A Muharrir of the Court of Learned Semor Clwl Judge (Judxctal) Mr.

' \ Nawab Zada entered the case in dispatch register at Serial No 55 copy

of the said register is ExIW-Z/l and the case was received by ‘Ali
Zaman Muharrir of the Couxt of Learned Civil Judge/IQ- v,

Timergara and thereafter rece1v1ng the case under inquiry hlS

2021, copy of the relevant page register is Ex:IW—3/1._The statement

of the reader namely Amir Zada of the court of Learned Ctvil

Judge/IQ-1V, Timergara disclosed that he has not entered the case in

the daily diary nor in the cause list but the same was- entered in the

cause list by Mubharrir of the Learned Civil Judge/IQ v Ttmergara

namely Mehmood Alam and exhtblted the relevant pages of the daily’
diary and cause hsts as ExIW-4/1 to ExXIW-4/6 and ExIW-4/7 to
ExIW-4/12 and further stated that the case under j 1nqu1ry titled Mst
Fareeda Bibi Vs NADRA was not entered in Reglster of decided

) (\
q§e‘s/Falsala Bahi. Statements of Muhammad Nisar representative of

N case was marked to Leamed Civil Judge/IQ v Tnnergara for further '

colleague (Mehmood Alam Junior Clerk/Muhamr under inquiry and

. suspension) has registered the case in the register No.] at S.No189/1-

I r inquiry (Farida Bibi Vs NADRA etc) was instituted on 23-01-

1
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NADRA wherem it is stated that there is change and over wutmg in.

the.authouty letter Wthh was filed in the case under inquiry. That the

arpas

7

= authority letter was not issued for the case under mqurry and the same :
Bl has been withdr awn from ahy ether case and smnlally the written

(‘\\ statement avallable on the ﬁle was also not for the case: under inquiry.

\J~ That there is change in the date of written statement' He also disclosed
0

that usually at the time of filing written statement they used to annex

|
0 relevant NADRA record wrth the written statement while in ‘the case
N under inquiry no such record is annexed. It is stated that written
\statement is regarding the comectron of Form B while the case is
regarding aged woman. In the last stated that none from the NADRA
Office submrtted authorlty letter and written statement in the case
under- mqulry Asmstant Superintendent NADRA Ofﬁce Trmergara
Javed stated that he used'to attend courts on hehalf of NADRA as '
reeresehtative. That in routine in passing of any decree they get two
sets of attested c0p1es of order and judgment, plaint, decree sheet
whereupon the NADRA Authorlty send one of the set for the purpose .
of verification through representative of the‘NADRA whereupon the -
concerned Muharir of the court and cohy branch after completion of
attestation, report the same and thereafter the NADRA’ Office starts

‘the process for execution and unplementatron of court order upon

receiving the attested copies. That in the case under i inquiry NADRA

\ ~ Office got two sets of attested copies, one of the copy is available in

- \

the legal branch NADRA while the other presented before the court



ified that no action for the purpose of implementation has been.

.“"éken by the NADRA Office. He also produced blank verification

formvletter, copy of the same is ExIW—6/l.'H¢ also produced attested

[ -
7 copy of order and judgment and decree sheet and exhibited as EXIW-

' Cg{ 6/2 to ExIW-6/5 (consisting upon 9 pages). Statement of Mehmood :
- J "Alam Junior Clerk/Accused: Official (under inquiry and suSpension)

) |
0

I : : i
. was received to the court of Learned Civil Judge/IQ-IV Timergara on
N

has r'ecorde.d as IW-7 wheréin it Is stated that caé.e No.189/1 of 2020_

' \29-12-2020 from the court of Learned Senjor Civil Judge Judicial Dir

Lower at Timergara which was registered accordingly. That thére is
over writing in the first Qrdér sheef. That he registered case No.188/1
of 2020 titled “Iérar Badshah etc Vs DC Dir Lower efc” on 29-12-‘
2020. Similarly, case No.189/1 of 2026 was inadvertently wriﬁte{n in
his register as 29;12-2021 which is actually 29-.12:-2020. He admit‘ted
that initial order sheet of thé case No.188/1 of 2020 is of fhe'court- of
learned Civil Judge — IV while the iﬁitial order sheet of case No.189/]

- of 2020 titled “Mst. Farida Bi‘bi‘V's NADRA etc” is of the cou.rt of |
Learned Senior Civil Judge Judicial. That both the éases-Were ha'nded .
over.to him at once and its registration was completéd at the same

' ti‘me‘. That both the suits are enféred in régister No.] at serial No.188/1 ’
'an'd 189/1 and produced the copies as ExIW-7/1 and ExIW-7/2 while

| % - prpduced copy of initial order sheet of case No.188/1 titled “Israr

s

{"‘?\/7 adshah etc Vs DC etc” as ExIW-7/3. Statement of Umar Zeb

- Vg :.“',,) ) . . o
ﬂn,.:;;’;hus nd of Mst. Frida Bibi plaintiff in the case titled “Mst. Farida |

LERGER

oEyis

%sﬁﬁgsr Bk

V7 DATE.



was mistake in date of b_Airth in the CNIC of his wife therefore, the
couple,‘visited NADRA Qfﬁce Odigram for the purpose of correction
in the date of birth in the CNIC of his wife where the NADRA :

Authormes directed them to approach the court for correction in the )
date of b1rth and on the next day he visited the courts for fi illing -suit
against NADRA for the correction of date of birth of his wife Mist.
Farida Bibi. He met with Zahidullah (R/o Khungi Naib Qasid working
in the Sessi’ons Record Room presently under suspensi‘on'therefrom)l,
who presented himself as an advocate and stated that he will ﬁlevthe
suit at the fee of Rs.20,000/-. On the next day he handed over
Rs.6000/- along with copies of documents i.e. CNICs of the _plamtlff
and her PWs to the said Z_ahidullah and put his thumb impressions on
documents but he was not accompanied by his wife, brother or father ]
in laws nor any of them srgned/thumb impressed the documents and
all of them have neither attended court nor recorded any statement in
the court. That Zahldullah gave him his mobile number for contact.

That after. a day on his 1nstruct10n shopkeepe1 Riaz Chemlcals paid

| ,Rs 4000/- to Zahidullah out of the fixed advance. fee That he used o

contact‘Zahldullah weekly in c_onnectron with the case and after a
month Zahldullah contacted him in the evening time that your
documents has been prepared and come tomorrow along with

‘Rs 10,000/- and take your, documents So, on the next day he came to:

.'Balambat. outside courts to'a hotel in Shaheed Chowk. He met



idullah, taken tea and paid the remaining amount of Rs.10,000/- to

- documents of the case and on over leaf of the last page has written his
own number with instruction to take the documents and dellver the

same to Irshad Ahmad NADRA Office Timergara he will

documents were submitted in NADRA Ofﬁce whlle the other was

&

\‘]‘ ccomphsh the task. After 1/2 days one set of the Sald ‘attested
l

-0 kept with him. He also prepared another copy from the attested copy

and submitted both. sets of the document in NADRA. Office but not

\meet wrth Irshad Ahmad The office bearer told hrm to ask after a

week thereafter he went to NADRA Office whereupon they dtrected
- CNIC. Therefore, he visited on 19-02-2021 along with his wife Mst.

Documents are fake and we are unable to proceed thereon. So we

returned back to home That he produced the documents which were

given to him by Zahidullah consisting upon 10 pages which is ExIW-

8/1 to ExIW—S/ 10. That on the last page of the document is the name ,

of NADRA Official and mobﬂe number of Zahtdullah Khungr whrch
is ExIW-8/11. The said Umar Zeb ‘was once again noticed for
recording his statement again for clartﬁcauon of’ some important
points resultantly his statement once agam. recorded as IW-14. He

Stated that when he visited Ttmergara Courts for the purpose of

:
%? |
'J R‘ - . . ‘
/:;‘-; m whe‘reupon Zahidullah "delivered him two sets of attested

“to produce Mst. Farida Bibi for fulfi llment of the requirements for

Farida Bibi where the NADRA Authorities told him that your Judicial

s>tutron of a case, he meet wrth Zahldullah directly on-seeing his

e o

.t



fa/o al features and asked for case against NADRA whereupon he told .

=< him that he is an advocate and will contest the case. The total fee was -

0 fixed Rs.20, 000/- out of which Rs.l0,000(- has to be given to
N Zahidullah along with other documents while the remaining
\J~ Rs.10,000/- to be paid - after getting decree in the case. On the
| - completion of the .tran'saction he went to home and on next day visited

() courts and contacted Zahidullah who in the court’s. premises seated

.- N him in a room and handed over the coples of documents and'l"
Rs.6000/- cash, however Zahidullah .insisted for payment of total-
Rs.10,000/-. He was unable to come agatn from home for payment of
Rs.4000/-, therefore, contacted shopkeepex Riaz Chemicals for the
purpose of payment and told Zahidullah to visit shop of Rtazd
Chemicals and he wil] pay Rs.4000/- ﬁ'om his Khata. So, as
Zahidullah went to the shop of Riaz Chemical contacted him from the
-said shop whereupon he contacted Haji Riaz who sald that he is out of -
shop whtle his younger brother is in shop who will deltver Rs 4000/-

to Zahidullah, Similarly, he contacted Zahidullah  and asked he

- replied that brother of Haji Rtaz deliver ed him Rs, 4000/~ to him and

- contacted him and told h1m that the documents are ready and come

\ fomorrow to get the documents and bring the outstanding fee of
10,000/-. In this way -on the second day he along with his friend

araz came to Timergara Bazar, contacted Zahidullah who told
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14

'}nm to/c":ome toa hotel situated near Shaheed Chowk and he is waiting

. yd

b : o
a3

. for’him. So, he in the company of his friend Umardaraz went to hotel,
[ meet Zahidullah who also offered tea to them. During that time-t.wo
— .
N sets -of attested documents were handed over t_her'e in presence” of
(% Umardaraz and the | remeining fee of RS.IQ,OOO/- was paid to |
: v)‘ Zahidullah. During recording of the statement for the second time the
\3\ said Zahidullah Naib Qasid Sessions Record Room was called fo the
(',) court of undersigned in the company ef Zuybair Shah- Superinten"&ent
N Dlsmct and’ Sessions Court Dir Lower, Sufaid Muhammad Khan
Computer Opelator and Shah Hisar English Clelk Sesswns Court for
the purpose of 1dent1ﬂcat10n. On the appearance of | all the four
officers/officials Umar Zeb there and then identified Zahidullah'and

told that this is the person who has conducted transaction with him. A

Shehzada Khan father of Mst. Fareeda Bibi appeared as IW-9 and

stated that Mst. Fareeda.Bibi is his daughter and wife_ of Umar Zeb.a
That for correction of CNIC of her daughter Mst. Farida Bibi her
husband Umar Zeb visited his house for getting his (father)'CNIC
That his CNIC was delivered to Umar Zeb and thereafter returned the
same. Moreover, he neither V131ted NADRA Office nor has come to -

the court and further stated that he has not signed, thumb impressed

any document and has not recorded any statement.  Irshad

\ Muhammad Senior Executive NADRA Office Tunergara statement

‘;c\ was recorded as IW-lO He stated that Zahidullah Naib Qasxd is -

q

_ S ri skdent of v1llage Khungi which is away from his house. That he has
i f.;...:.._:...q_& .



n.dmber'.of Zahidullah is not saved with him and Zahidullah Naib
Qasid has never contacted h1m regarding ofﬂc1al work/duty.

Zahxdullah Naxb Qasxd was noticed who appeared and recorded
statement as IW-11. He stated that he is matriculate and serving as
Naib. Qasid in Jud1c1ary from the year 2012 That he initially remained
on duty for six years in the court of leamed C1v1l Judge/IQ I
O Timergara, then, transferred to the Court. of Learned Civil Judge Lal
Qila and about 4/5 months ago transferred to Sessions Record Ro‘om.
Dir Lower and since then performingl duty of scanning record. Tnat he
is unaware of the case under inquiry and on getting 'noticel he came to
‘know about the inquiry. That he does not know the plaintiff, her
husband or witnesses of the ease unde_r inquiry. Tldat he .has no nexus
with the record..of Civil Judge/IQ‘-IV.- That his mobile phone number'

is 03449787715, and from the last 20 days he is receiving calls from

phone No0.03032929450 and .another number not remembered to him
but having first digits are 0307. That on first call, the caller inquired
about him and after two days asked about consig—nment of a case. |
Muhammad Sohail In-charge sttrlct Record Room Tunergara was
notlced whose stateinent was recorded as IW-12 wherein he stated
that he searched the case under inquiry titled “Mst. Farida Bibi Vs
'NADRA etc” having registration No.189/1 of 2020, decided by the
learned Civil Judge/IQ-IV Timergara on 02/02/2021 in the record

~

room howeve1 neither the same is received to record room nor found
w \
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c\\ -—:.:,.\\;:‘ in the . computex Statement of Muhammad Riaz In-charge Copy

I
\u—i—vaanch District Courts D1r Lower, has xecoxded as IW-13. He stated
|

—- that usually Superintendent altows the applications for supply. ofc
0 copies and thereafter h-e or his colleague on presehtati‘on of the
N application to record room for requisition of the case file for the
Ql\ purpose of photo copies. That'the.applicant affixes requi'red'stamps oxt
? the application, the‘ same is given proper number in the register and
0 thcn_ filed the application. That on 06-02-2021 Zahidullah Naib Qasld

A\

\ Sessions Record Room presented h1m the case under 1nqu1ry along

with allowed application whereupon he prov1ded two sets of attested

documents and told the said ofﬁcial Zahidullah to affix revenue’stamp _A
on the apphcatlon who afﬁxed revenue stamps of Rs.54/- and
thereafter he gave number to the application in register and filed. It is
also stated that the application has been filled in the hand writing of
Zahidullah‘. He further stated that Zahidulleth told him that Umar Zeb
is his close relative therefore he issued the copies in the name of Umar
Zeb. The application is exhibited as ExIW—13/ 1 while copy of register
is ExIW-13/2 That Zahidullah is Naib Qasid posted in Sessions
Record Room berr_lg employee of judiciary therefore, he trusted upon
him and he had not expected such illegal act from'him; Umar ISarez
S/o Sultan Mehmood statement has recorded as IW-15. He stated that -
Umar Zeb is his close friend and about 21/22 days ago he told hin}
that lets go to the court to get'copies of rrry case from the advocate and

pay his remaining fee. That he along with Umar Zeb came to

]
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b N a . Tlmerg’ara Bazar and contacted W1th the advocate who told Umar Zeb
0N o "' i ¢

= "';':\fto/crome to a hotel in Shaheed Chowk and he will be waxtmg for him.

R ‘_.
Pt i «z‘J‘

,,:=z:~, .

& That about 04:00 PM]they\“';went to hOteI in Shaheed Chowk where
they met with a b'eardediperson named Zahidullah who offered tea to
them. That Umar Zeb paid Rs lO 000/— to Zahrdullah in his presence .

Coan

| who delivered him two sets of attested copies of the case. That he can
& recognize Zahidullah on facmg During recording of the-statement"th'e

said Zahidullah Naib Qasid Sessions Record Room was called to the

' \court of undersigned in the company of Zubair Shah Superintendent,

-Sufaid Muhammad Khan Computer Operator anld Shah Hisar English
Clerk Sessions - Court for’the purpose ,Of identification. Qn‘ ‘the
~appearance of all the four-ofﬁcers/ofﬁciale there and then he identified
Zahidullah and said that this is the person Zahidullah to whom Umar
Zeb has paid Rs.10,000/- in the hotel in his presence. His CNIC is
| exhibited as ExIW-15/1. M?itthammad Riaz S/o Roshan Ali (Owner of
‘Riaz Chemicals Dealer) has recorded his statement- as IW-16. He‘ v'

stated that Umar Zeb S/o Bacha Zada used to come to his shop for

shopping contacted him-by mobile that he is sending a person‘namely | B
* Zahidullah to your shop and you give him Rs.4000/- in my Khata
. That he told Umar Zeb that at this time he is not present at the shop . "
however, I am \going to contact my brother Hidayat Khan informing

/\ him regarding Zahidullah, to serve him with tea and pay Rs.4000/-.

¢9

N That on his advrce his brother Hidayat Khan had given Rs.4000/- and

*, (
b m I}qar Zeb has returned the same. That he has not seen Zahrdullah

a N
e ——

r':n(,
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beca,u/se he was not present at the shop however his brother deayat
.~,'. .;/

wd .
Khan had glven him money and he will recogmze him. HIS CNIC 1s

exhibited as ExIW-16/1 while card of his shop is ExIW-l6/2

Muhammad Riaz (Owner of Riaz Chemicals) recorded as IW-17. He -

Umar Zeb through mobile and asked me to talk with Umar Zeb on |
\noblle. That Umar Zeb told him on mobile to glve the said person |
Rs.4000/- in my Khata, I told him that lny elder broth‘er'Muhammad |
Riaz Haji is not present in the shop therefore contact him to allow

me. Thereafter my elder brother contacted me that a guest of Umar

Zeb has come to the shop, give hlm Rs. 4000/- in the Khata of Umar o
Zeb and also serve him with tea. That on the mstructmn of his elder |
brother he had given Rs.4000/.- to the person sent by Umar Zeb and
. later on Umar Zeb has returned the same. That hundreds of beople are
used. to visit their shop ‘;on daily basis and he knth only his clients
and if Zahidullah appears before him perhaps he could not recognize |
him because he has not seen him before and after delivery of the
money. His CNIC is exhibited as ExIW-17/ 1. | Mr. Junaid Alam
Learned C1vrl Judge/IQ-IV Trmergara recorded his statement as IW-

\ 18. He stated that on 10" February 2021 in the last time of the court

&)
3, %‘S:ours he was busy in signatures of case ﬁles that Muharrr presented

&
7 HNG
: g& \m}\a case tltled “Mst Farida Bibi Vs NADRA etc” for signature and -
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case to the record room. That as he glanced over the page his

~e¥i

QQ{ signature over the page was found suspicious. He took into possession

\} the said case file and contacted the Learned Semor Civil Judge Admin

Q through intercom and told h1m about the matter/situation. That the

Learned Senior C1v11 Judge Admm dlrected him to go through the

OO{ case file thoroughly and he wxll bring it into notice of the Hon’ble

DlStI‘lCt & Sessions Judge. That on the next day on 11 -02-2021 he ‘
thoroughly scrutinized the record and found in the file that index

ExIW-18/1, Order Sheets ExIW-18/2 & ExIW—18/3, Order, Judgment, ‘
Degree and Degree Sheet ExIW—18/4, Plaint E)dW—l8/5, written

- Statement ExIW-18/6, issues 'ExIW-l 8/7, list of witnesses ExiW—18/8,

copy of plaintiff's father CNIC ExIW-18/9, father of the plaintiffs
affidavit ExIW-18/10, copy of CNIC of husband of. the plaintiff
ExIW-18/11, affidavit of husband of the plaintiff ExIW-18/ 1'2,
statement of PW-1 ExIW-18/13, statement of PW-2 ExIW-18/14,
statement of PW-3 ExIW-18/15, power of attorney on behalf of the
plaintiff in favour of her husband ExIW-18/] 16, authority letter from
defendants m favour of representative Muhammad Nisar as ExIW-
18/17, copy of CNIC of father of the plaintiff ExIW-18/ 18, copy of
CNIC of the plaintiff ExIW-18/19 and notice against the defendants
ExIW-18/20, his signatures over some of the documents are fake,
fictitious and self—made whlle dates of hearmg of the court over some |

cuments are also distorted/over written. He further stated that dates




. B

- olffhearing of order sheets No.] to 3 and 7 (without number), - plamt

b et

written statement, hst of witnesses of the plamtlff CNIC copy of the "~

l
DT father of the plaintiff Shahzada Khan, afﬁdavrt of father of the
é){ lamtlff copy of CNIC of husband of the plamtlff Umar . Zeb |
| affidavit of husband of the plamuff power of attomey on behalf of the -
O plamtlff in favour of her husband authorlty letter on behalf of the
l defendants in favour of représentative Muhammad lear copxes of
N CNIC of the father of the plamtlff and plamtlff have been |
' \drstorted/over wrltten while his sxgnatures on the Index order sheets
No.4 to 6, 7 (without number) and 8 are totally fake, forged and
fi ctrtlous That the judgment, decree, decree sheet and his signatures
on these documents are also fake forged and ﬁctmous That there is

dxstortlon/over ' writing in titles of the wntten statement and authorlty

Muhammad Nrsar That there is clear- distortion, cutting and over ,
writing in the written ‘statement. Be51des the dates of Order Sheet |
No.8 dated 02- 07-2021 and issues dated 12- 01-2021 are also i mcorrect
and self-made That after thorough perusal of the: case he called hls,

court staff to retumg room and asked them about the matter. That all |
- the staff members namely Amir Zada 1eade1 Muhammad Ghafoor
.stenographer, Liagat Alj Computer Operator and Alj Zaman Mubharrir
told him that the fake, fictitious proceedlng has been admitted by
Mehmood Alam Muharrir. However, Muhamr Mehmood Alam was

\eﬁd but he was not avallable in l’llS office at the relevant time and”

letter on behalf of the defendants m favour of representatlve e
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ngnalned absent till closmg hou13 of the court. That after concludm%
\

>~ of court proceedings and perusal of the case he informed the Learned

00{ Senior Civil Judge Admin" who instructed me’ to '.send written ||
[ complaint to the Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge.'That after closnre
\T of the court he went to his house 31tuated in Judicial Colony In the
9 Asar time Mehmood Alam accompamed by Zia ur Rahman, Naib
0 Qasnd of the court of the Leax ned Civil Judge/1Q-1 Txmergaxa came to
N his house where Mehmood Alam confessed his guilt before him, also
\blamed himself and apologized, however he being in his house could
not recorded statement of Mehmood Alam. That on next date i.e. 12"
February 2021 after thorjongh perusal of the case, inquiry and
- confession of the guilt by Muharir Mehmood Alam he sent complaint
" to the Hon;ble District &vSessions Judge Dir Lower v,i.de No.l3/CJ—
IV/T MG dated 12-02-2021 and also sent complaint to ihe Learned |
Civil Jndge/Judicial Maéistrate-l Timergara against Muharxr ‘
Mehmood Alam u/s 190-A/ 195 CrPC That on 15- 02-2021 ‘he handed' |

over the original file of i inquiry to the Learned Senior Civil Judge.

Admin for inquiry.

The crux of the above statements is that the case under
| inquiry was filed on 23-01-2021 in the court of Learned Senior Civil

Judge Judicial which was marked for proceedings on the even date to

/Ql,\the Learned Civil Judge/IQ-IV Timergara. In the column of date




;-20_

changed tampermg and distortion made in the date mstead of 73 Ol-

A

2021 the Muhamr has been written 29-12-2021. Perusal of the

dispatch register shows that at serial No.55 dated 23-01-2021 the case
nnder inquiry was marked from the Court of Leamed Senior.Civil
Judge Judicial to the court of Learned Civil Judge/IQ v Tlmeroara
whereupon Nawab Zada Muhamr of the court of the Learned SCJ (J)
handed over the case under i mqulry to Muhamr Ali Zaman attached
with the court of Learned Ctvil Judge/IQ-1V, copy of the disbat'ch :
register is. ExIW-2/1. Alj Zarnan'Mu.harrir, IW-3 ‘in his statement
stated that the case No.189/1 of 2021 under inc}]»uixy was entered in the -

register of civil cases by Muhammad Mehmood Alam (Official under

- suspension and inquiry). On the other hand while recording statement

of Mehmood Alam as IW-7 stated that both the case .No.188/1 and
189/1 were entered by him in the register of civil cases. It is also
disclosed in his statemént that there is over writing in the first/initial
order sheet of the 'case under inquiry. That there is tampering in the
date of filing before the Learned SCJ (). The staternent of Muharrir .
Ali Zaman shows that the'c:ase was received on 23-01"-2021 which

was handed over to the reader of the court and the same was entered

by Muhamr Mehmood Alam at Serial No.189/1 of the year 2021. The
record of the court of Learned Civil Judge/1Q-1V transpires that the
case was received by Ali Zaman Muhamr while the same was entered

m the regtster of civil cases (ExIW 3/1) by Mehmood Alam




\i titled “Mst. Farida Bibi Vs NADRA etc” in the register of civil cases

N which was received to the court on 29-17-2020 The register of civil

g
' ' N cases shows that another case bearing registration No.188/ 1 of the’

l
Q— year 2020 (ExIW-7/1) was also registered on 29-12-2020 by Muharrir

R | Mehmood Alam. It is strange that one on the same day two cases are

entered by Muharrir Mehmood Alam in the register of civil cases but

Nv the first order sheet in the case No.188/ 1 df 2020 shows that the same

\was entertained by the Leamed Civil Judge/IQ-IV Tlrnergara in the

month of December belng performmg MOD duty while the SUIt '

 No.189/1 of 2020 was entered on the same date in the register of civil

cases of the court of Learned Civil Judge/IQ-1V wherein the case was
'.marked from the court of Learned SCI(J). As per statement of
Mubharrir Mehmood Alam that both the suit No.188/ 1 and 189/1 of the
year 2020 were received to him on the same date 'i.e'.'29-A1‘ 2~2020. Itis
not appealing to the mind that on 29-12-2020 two cases one has'been
entertained. b)t ‘Civil Judge/IQ-IV as MOD while the same court
received another suit No.189/1 marl;ed from the Learned SCJ (J) who
was not even on duty being on winter vacations, 1t conﬁrtns that the
date of marking of the case tlndef inquiry on 23-01-202 1. was
tampered and the date was entered 29-12-2021 instcad ot;23;01-202 1.
The case under inquiry‘was not entered in the cause lists’.on the

\relevant dates mentioned in the order sheets however, the same was
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- statement as Iw-4 wherem he stated that the case under inquiry was .

(Q entered in the daily diary by Muharrir Mehmood Alam without
l

brining into his notice ahd lawful Justification. Sumlarly, the date of

}' -\~ decision in the case under Inquiry is 02-02- 21 but the same has not

been entered in the ‘V‘Faisla'Bahe Relevant cause lists and “Fais|a.

0

J
é){ Bahe” are ExIW-4/7 to EXIW-4/12 and EAIW 4/13 respecnvely ‘The
\ authority letter issued in the name of representative Muhammad Nisar

on behalf of the defendants was not 1ssued for the case under i inquiry

as there are a number of dlStOI‘thﬂ in the authority letter as well as the -

“—-——.._.....-_‘h__.&-—'_._____._....t P

written statement was also not submitted by the defendants in the case. -
under i 1nqu1ry rather the same was issued for any other case filed. for

correction in the Form B. There ; Is over wrltmg and distortion i ‘in the -

in the case under mqulry.' After recording statement-of Umar Zeb

husband of the plainti‘ff in the case under inquiry titled “Mst, Farida
- Vs NADRA etc” it appeared that not only Mehmood Alam Muharrir

is mvolved in preparation of fake fictitious and frlvolous order |
Judgment and decree rather Zahxdullah Naib Qasid is also mvolved in
the commission of the offense. ‘Umar Zeb husband of the plamtlff in

the case under inquiry clauned that Zahidullah entered into a

N transactton for getting decree for correction in the date of birth in -
/5

/;/\Q N ~CNIC of his wife and for the purpose Zahldullah Naib Qasid has

/“'* \1’\

A e ~-"4r (,:‘\'

/i“/ L commltted the offense of impersonation by presenting himself as’

/G i-» e S

heading, name of court, tltle paras of the written statement avallable‘ o
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for contestinig the case against

to Zahidullah after preparation of forged and fictitious decree of the

court. In the instant case it is clear that Naib Qasid Zahidullah'

contract/transaction with Umar Zeb husband of the plaintiff at the fee

fake documents as none of the relative of the plaintiff in the case

under inquiry attended the court for recording their statements. So,
Muharrir Mehmood Alam'hﬁmself has drawn and detached some of -

- the document from other cases dishonestly and committed dtshonesty

Sxmrlarly, it is evident from the statement of the Umar Zeb that
nelther he  nor other persons “attended court proceedrngs SO no
document in shape of plamt power of attorney, wakalatnama hst of

witnesses, afﬁdavrts PWs statements, issues were genuinely prepar ed

but the same were signed/thumb 1mpressed by. the persons best known .
to Mehmood Alam and Zahidullah on their behalf whrch are totally

false, fake, self-made and fabrtcated 1llegally It is also pertment to

mention here that 1epresentatrves of NADRA who recorded ‘their

staternents as IW-5 pointed out that they have not attended thie court

" rather the authority letter and written statement avallable on the case

hndel inquiry were of any other case which might be of any learned

NADRA out of which Rs.6000/- was paid by Umar Zeb while
Rs.4000/- was p_aid by one Muhammad Riaz owner of Riaz Chemicals |
on the instruction of Umar Zeb. That-remaihing Rs.l0,000/-”was paid

represented himself as lawyer,, entered into an illegal -

0f Rs.20,000/-. In this connectxon Narb Qa31d Zahldullah has prepared

“»
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., . court Wthh have been detached from any other file and the same'
\\\. }_‘* - ./

written statement has been used in the case of elderly person but not

for correction of date of birth in Form B. As a matter of routine the 8

representative of NADRA are recording their statements as DWs
however in the case under i Inquiry there i IS no such statement of DWS

which supports the stance of IW-5. Moreove1 IW-IZ Muhammad

Sohail In-charge Sessions: Record Room has stated that the case under

i

inquiry has not yet- consigned to'record room. In this connection

Muhammad Riaz In-charg‘e Copy branch in his statement as IW-13
has stated as a matter ofi:‘-}routine any employee' of the judiciar_y
working in the record roon';' produced the allowed: application along
with consign record, thereafter they iseue attested copies of the
documents, Regarding the case under inquiry Muhammad Rxaz In-
charge Copy Branch stated that the case under i 1nqu1ry, photocoples of
the said file and allowed apphcatton for issuance of attested coples of
the file were presented before him by Naib Qa51d Zahrdullah (IW-11)
for attestatton and i 1ssuance of same copres stating the apphcant Umar
Zeb (husband of the plamtlff in the case under inquiry) is his relative
and he is going to dehver the copxes to his relative. Muhammad Rlaz
further stated that Zahidullah bemg employee of the Judiciary trusted
upon him and issued the attested coples after following proper

procedure It is also proved that Zahidullah Naib Qasid received the

\ s_econd installment of the fee 1.e. Rs.10,000/- whereupon he delivered

two attested copres of the' documents to Mr. Umar Zeb (husband of -

‘r

‘o
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: \ o the plamtlff in the case unde1 inquiry) in the presence of his tlose -
’" e m&" fnend namely Umar Daraz (IW—IS) Besrdes the above, Muhammad

é)l Riaz (owner of Riaz Chemlcals) and his brother Hidayat recorded '

l their statements as IW-16 & IW-17 who fully support the statement of

Q\Umar Zeb (husband of the plamtxff in the case under 1nqu1ry)

[

ﬁrst installment of payment of fee. If is the most important aspect

A N whrch clarify further the mvolvement and commission of offense that
 during recording the statement of IW-8 and 14 (Umar Zeb) and IW-15 | | ,
Umar Daraz, both the IWs properly identified - accused/ofﬁcial

Zahrdullah in -the presence -of Superintendent Zuber Shah Sessions

| ‘and Shah Hisar Khan Enghsh Clerk Sessmns Court. In the last but not
least it is in the statement of the. Learned C1v11 Judge/IQ-IV -
(Complainant against the :acmcused/ofﬁcial Mehmood Alam) wherein it | |
is stated that after scrutiny of the record he called on all court officials
for their preliminary st_atements regarding the matter in rssue and all
of them jointly stated that this illegal act has been committed by
| Muharir‘Mehmood Alam. The accused/official Mehmood Alam has

confessed his gurlt before hrm also blamed himself and apologized,

however he bemg in his house could not recorded statement of

/\ Mehmood Alam.
7 |
& AYANE

regardmg payment of Rs. 4000/- to Zahldullah Naib Qasrd out of the | K

Court Dir Lower, Mr. Sufald Muhammad Khan Computer Operator‘ B N



-~-«i ‘both the accused- ofﬁmals namely Mehmood Alam Muharrir and

Zahidullah Naib Qasid (both under inquiry and suspensxon) the CDRs -

| actof preparation of fake decree and judicial record fabrlcatmg false
0
(\J\ documents, committing drshonesty with the official record, missuse

of official capacity and i 1mpersonatlon The CDR data was thoroughly

e e e e .

in" between the most relevant persons at the relevant times Wwere
prepared showing on a separate list whrch is avatlable for ready
reference on this inquiry file as Annexure A. The relevant

communication has been taken place in the following persons as

under:

Umar Zeb-Zahidullah
Zahidullah-Mehmood Alam

Umar Zeb-Muhammad- Riaz Chemlcal
Umar Daraz-Zahidullah

The statements of the inquiry wrtnesses coupled with the-
CDR data further authenticate the proof of gurlt and clarrﬁed that

Mehmood Alam Junior Clerk/Muharrir and Zahldullah Naib Qasid are'

involved'in forgery, fraudulent forging signature of the learned Civil

Judge, creating fake decree and judgment and fabrlcatmg false

T\evidence,- cheating, unpersonatton, involvement in corrupt practices.

by - »

Wltl‘l the purpose to further clarify the proof of guilt of‘ |

9,
(7( data was acquired from the concemed quarters which hundred percent
QO\ clarified the mvolvement of both the accused-offi cxals in the criminal

scrutinized and sifted the data wherefrom the data of the- relevant calls
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So,. thev responsibility is. fixed upon Mehmood Alam . Junior
Clerk/Muhamr and Zahidullah Naijb Qasid. Therefore disciplinary
proceedmgs may be 1n1t1ated agamst them under the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Gover nment Servant (Efﬂcxency and Discipline) Rules

2011.

Report of fact ﬁndmgs inquiry 1§ hereby submltted before

the Hon ble District and Sessxons Judge for further necessary action,

please.
S A f(Issa Khan Afndl) -
N, SCJ ('Admm)/Inquu'y Officer
W D Lower at Timergara
R o Mo 2o — 3 9o 2/
- CERTIFICATE: : '

It is certified that this inquiry report consisting upon 24

Pages each page duly signed by me after necessary correction,

(Issa Khan Afri l)

SCJ (Admin)/Inquiry Officer ™

Dir Lower at Timergara
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Tltle Govt Vs Mehmood Alam
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CDRS REPOR’I | -
‘ F()ntdcls.' Umar 7eb (0307-8530181) ., Zahidullah(0344-9787715) -

Vsl Date “Time  Call Status Remarks

i'l ' Duration

L] ( (in seconds . _ |
' - . 76 Incoming | Date of first

| 1 21-01-2021 | 08:50 PM g macting and

| _dealing about

‘] : ' © the case. ;
. - i |
'{2 122-01-2021 [ 11:222AM | 18 Outgoing

|

~

523012021 [ 0319 PN | 59 +lncoming , Ve e
] — i contacted
4 123-01-2021 \ 03:21 PM | 430 lncoming i MRiaz at 03:20
: R
5 126-01-2021 1(07:10 PM 140 Incoming
6 |01-02-2021 [04:11PM |60 Outgoing | Date of |
' judgment is 02-
02-2021 and
] date of delivery
f of copies is 06-
' 02-2021 .
17 . 119-02-2021 |05:49PM | 14 Outgoing | Frequently
. : . { contacts
8 L 19-02-2021 05:27PM |84 Outgoing between
: — Zahidullah,
| 9 119-02-2021 |05:52PM |00 Outgoing | (jar Zeb and
110 [19-02-2021 | 05:56 PM |49 . Incoming | pacmood -
! v . efore recording
I11 | 19-02-2021 [ 06:00 PM |49 Incoming | Statement of
j : Umar Zeb &
112 119-02-2021 {06:26 PM |95 Outgoing | Umar Daraz
' | (IW-8 & IW-14
113 [ 19-02-2021 |[07:15 PM 49 Outgoing | and 15
14 [19-02-2021 [07:27PM | 121 Incoming
s 19-02-2021 0755_5 PM |14 Outgoing
16 |19-02-2021 08:23 PM {373 Outgoing -
17 120-02-2021 |08:25 AM | 334 Outgoing | At morning
— : hours before
18 |20-02-2021 |[09:35 AM |28 Incoming | recording
' . f
B0 [20-022021 | 10:14 AM |30 Incoming | g
; : Zahidullah,
21 [20-02- 202/1\ 10:16 AM |28 Incoming | (At o
, A J \Q")t Mehmood Alam
' Y
ég /. -\,;‘_\\ contacted each
‘ - e other
|
i
aunammag |

I P2 S




o

g«

 Contacts: Zahidullah (0344-9787
_Ww.e.f. 01-12-2020 to 15-03-2021

Inquiry"l‘it-l’cj:: Govt Vs Mehmood Alam ? ' 2 _

357

715) & Mehmood Alam (0342-9644161) - .

S # | Date Time Call Status Remarks |
Duration '
: | in seconds -
1 102-12-2020 [11:06 AM | 34 Outgoing
2102122020 [12:02PM |14 Outgoing
3 [02-12-2020 [12:29PM | 28 Incoming
4" 104-12-2020 | 0724 PM | 144 Outgoing
5. ]05-12-2020 [02:13PM |78 Outgoing
6 05122020 [02:18PM |26 Incoming
7| 12-12-2020 [ 09:58 AM [3] Incoming | 29-12-2021 over
= write date in the |
8 13—12-2020_ 03:32 PM -'*’51 Incoming palint,
9 [13-12.2020 [03:47 P 47 Incoming |
10 14-12-2020 | 10:58 AM |6 - Incoming
11 |14-12-2020 12:48 PM - 34 |- Incoming
12 117-12-2020 |12:14PM |28 Incoming
13 [22-12:2020 | 07:41PM |50 Incoming
14 128-12-2020 [ 09:50 AM 4 62 Outgoing
15 122-01-2021 [11:38 AM |37 | Outgoing | Zahid also
_ - contacted umer
16 122-01-2021 [11:39AM |4 Incoming | zeb for the first
. time on
21.01.21 and
then 22.01 and,
23.01.21 which
supports
statement of
umer zeb, i.e .
IW.8 and
. ) | Re.IW14 |
17 23-01-2021 [03:07PM . 50 Outgoing | Zahid contacted
: umer zeb on
18 |24-01-2021 04:29 PM |40 Outgoing - 23-01-21 at
03:19PM and
19 [24-01-2021 | 04:41PM |7 Outgoing | 3751 paf iile
' - ' ’ - Umer Zeb
03:31 PM 1.84 Outgoing contacted
Muhammad
Riaz (Chimical -
N wala) at 03:20
NN PM ON 23-01-
- -/,5 21 (RS.4000)
PROVED,

supported by -

)




Inquiry Title: Govl Vs Mchmood Alam "f .
@/ (44 / 34’/ 3
| M.Riaz, W16
21 | 01-02- 7021 09:07 AM 110 Outgoing | Date of
: ' . disposal of
.22 Ol-(.)2-202_1v 09:07 AM 10 Outgoing the suit under
123 101-02-2021 - [ 03:15PM |7 Outgoing | inquiry is 02-
24 |01-02-2021 . |03:16 PM |7 Outgoing 02-2021
25 [02-02-2021 [09:47 AM |30 Incoming
26 102-02-2021 |10:04 AM |11 Incoming
27 |04-02-2021 [01:25PM | 14 Incoming
28 |04-02-2021 [03:13PM |35 Outgoing
29 105-02-2021 [02:38 PM |10 Incoming
30 105-02-2021 [02:39PM |54 Incoming
31 [ 06-02-2021 [09:58 AM |9 " Outgoing | Date of
' ' : —1 Delivery of
32 06-02-2021 | 03:14PM |64 | Outgoing attested
33 106-02-2021 [03:26 PM | 14 . Outgoing | copies is. 06-
: - : ' 02-2021,
1 06-02-2021 [ 03:27 PM | 44 Incoming Umi(r) daraz
06-02-2021 | 03:29 PM | 21 Incoming | IW. 15 made
° Il to Zahid
aii to
06022021 | 1038 PM |0 Incoming | op 6. 07 0]
06-02-2021 | 10:41 PM 121 Outgoing | at 02:52 PM,
o ’ UmerDaraz,
- IW.15 Eye
witness of Rs,
10000 at hotel
on 06.02,21
: Maspakhen
38 107-02-2021 [11:28 AM | 53 Outgoing | .
39109-02-2021 | 12:48PM |46 Incoming
40 [10-022021 | 12:43 PM |62 Incoming | Period of
- . disclosure of
-02-202 2:
41 |10-02-2021 {12:58 PM | 66 Outgoing the matter,
42 [10-02-2021 |02:01 PM 15 Outgoing | frequent calls
. — between the -
43 110-02-2021 |02:01 PM 06 Incqmmg accused
44 110-02-2021 |07:46 PM | 317 Outgoing | Zahid and
Mehmood
45 | 11-02-2021 |01:11PM |92 Incoming | |, . inquiry
46 | 11-02-2021 [ 01:50 PM | 120 Incoming
47 111-02-2 7’0/2\1 01:51 PM |22 Incoming
48 | 11-02- ;b;%\ 03:10PM |58 Incoming
149 -\'1- 05:54 PM |118 Incoming




e

WIQulry Titlc* Gowt Vs Mehmood Alam p # A{

50 [11-02-2021 | 06:40 PM |83 Incoming | 37,/ ) -
51 | 11-02-2021 | 06:46 PM. |34 Outgoing | -
52 | 12-02-2021 [08:43 AM |3 Outgoing | Learned Cl-
—— [V submitted
53 | 12-02-2021 [12:24 PM .. .,68 Ou@gomg complaint to
the H,DSJ .Sb
|54 [13-02-2021 | 06:52 PM | 24 Incoming | Mehmood
: — , —— Alam =
55 |13-02-2021 [07:04 PM 51 Outgoing suspended,
| Inquiry
initiated
56 | 14-02-2021 [04:52PM | 155 Outgoing
57 116-02-2021 [06:41 PM |17 | Incoming | Mehmood
— ——{ Alam and
158 116-02-2021 |06:54 PM 414 Outgoing Zahid ullah
59 [17-02-2021 [09:17 AM |3 Incoming | frequently
——s contacted
60 17-02-2021 09:20 AM |35 Incoming each other
61 |17-02-2021 [11:32 AM | 38 ' Outgoing | while up til]
5 : — , now zahid "
62 |17-02-2021 |03:25 PM ¢33 Outgoing ‘was neither
63 | 17-02-2021 |03:47 PM 116 Outgoing | under inquiry
1 . - nor ’
64 |17-02-2021 [03:53PM |88 [ Outgoing | ¢ crended i
65 |17-02-2021 | 08:07PM | 139 Incoming | reveals that
‘ _ both were
66 [17-02-2021 [08:16 PM | 165 Outgoing involved in
67 | 18-02-2021 |03:25PM |66 Outgoing | Practice of
: . L : forge and
68 |18-02-2021 [05:06 PM |115 | outgoinﬂ bogus
69 |18-02-2021 | 05:17 PM | 396 Outgoing | documents
70 | 19-02-2021 [ 01:06 PM 167 Outgoing | Zahid also ‘f
71.119-02-2021 | 02:11 PM | 107 Outgoing | contacted
. : A umer zeb time
L72 19-02-2021 [02:31PM [379 Outgoing | and again
' ' - —— before
73 |19-02-2021 [03:08 PM -8 Outgomg‘ recording |
74 120-02-2021 [05:16PM | 174 Outgoing | statement of
- Umer zeb
75 120-02-2021 [ 08:17 PM 113 Incoming who was
noticed for
20.02.21=
: ' IWS8, -
76 121-02%0021 [12:02PM |43 Outgoing |
- 12:47PM |26 Inc.oming After
AT — recording of
) 01:08 PM |7 Incoming statement of |,

—y




l("

. @%ir)’ Title: Govt Vs Mehmood Alam (ﬁJ//D =

79 05-03-2021 | 09:51 AM | 225 Outgoing | umer zeb,

(b

80 [10-03-2021 |11:18 AM [239 Outgoing iuws;eif:ffn'

24-02-2021
and after that
connection
between
zahid ullah

.| and umer zeb
BREAKS.
‘Moreover
Identification
of Zahidullah
by umer zeb
-was also
conducted on
27-02-2021

CDRs REPORT |
~ Contacts: Umar Zeb (0307-8530181) ,_,  Muhammad Riaz (Chemicals
- o Timergara ) (0300-5704431)

S # | Date .| Time Call Status Remarks
' + | Duration -
, " | in seconds '
1 23-01-2021 | 03:20PM |36 Outgoing | IW,8 and 14
~ ' Umer Zeb
' supported by
IW 16
Muhammad
Riaz that he has "

paid Rs, 4000 to
the person sent
by Umer Zeb

o

31-012021 |1148AM |63 Incoming

3 [31-01-2021 | 11:59 04 Outgoing




P (2

CDRs REPOR

Inquxry Title: Govt Vs Mehmood Alam p !’ b

Contacts: Umar Daraz (0301-9863072) <—>_ Zahidullah(0344-9787715

3

/ﬂ\

L_—//

S, No. Date Tiﬁqe

‘Call Duration

Status

Remarks

1 06-02-021

02:52

47 Second

Olitgoing

IW-15 dated
27.02.21
Umerdaraz
stated that
about 21 - -

days agoon

at 04:00PM
he came
along with
Umer Zeb
IW8 & IW .
14 for
recewmg
attested -
copies.
Umer Zeb
paid Rs.

110000t0

Zahidullah
and
received the
documents.

1in his

presence at
hotel
situated at

| 'Shaheed

Chowk
Timergara

CDRs REPORT

\

-




{i

' ((_,\b/lnqmry Title: Govmhmood Alam f # ;} ‘
p ‘ .
1» '

A ”Contacts Umer Zeb (0307-8530181 ) <« Umar Daraz (0301-9863072) , (,(U =

Ly

Call Duration

S, No. Date Time Status Rer_nark;
I | 270221 | 1246 2 Incoming | Date of
PM recording
2 27-02-21 |12:52 28 Iﬁcoming | -statemexiltiof
| pm [IW.14 &
IW.15 Umer
| Zeb and
Umer Daraz
3 28-02-21 ©101:41 o | 11 Incoming
. PM |
No Need. Further details




1 % No_ 47 /CIIVITMG - Dated 12/0272021

. To,
P . ‘The Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge/ZQ,
- Dir lower at Timergara,

‘From, L
Muhammad Junaid Alam
Civil Judge-1V ' :
Dir Lower at Timergara

‘Subject:  COMPLAINT REPORT AGAINST MEHMOGD ALAM.
z MUHARRAR (JUNIOR CLERK) OF THE COURT OF CIVIL
JUDGE-IV. TIMERGARA DIR LOWER,

- :Rcspected Sir,

With due reverence, by virtue of this complaint report as mentioned above
" it is to bring into your kind notice. that-Muharrar of the Court oﬁ undersigned,

T e et g ey o ee
S IR ey = e o 2T

1

- ﬁamely Mehmood Alam (Juniot' Clerk) has been found guilty as per following:

- 1. That the said Mehmood Alam, made sevelal f: 1lse bogus and fake swnatmes

1 . ofthe undersigned i.e Civil Judge-1V, Tlmewma Dir Lowex in the [‘onged
e N

‘ - ~ civil case titled “Mst. Fareeda Bibi VS NADRA etc” allegedly reglstered at
L © No.189/1, instituted on 29/12/2020. ‘
2. That the sald Mehmood: Alam issued foxced false . and fabl lcated Couxt'.-

Decx ee in the above mentioned forged cwll case.

.....

i:"?{’.' - 'A -3 That the said Mehmood Alam has dlshonestly and ﬁaudulently 1emoved

made and tempeled the 1ec01d of the Court 'in connection thh the said
forged civil case.

4 That the said Mehmood Alam issued forged, false and fabricateﬁd C-o_tu't'-

Decree.in connection with the State depaltmeht of NADRA.

5. That the said Mehmood' Alam gave illegal and fraud based beneﬂts to the

R U
e S

Plamtlff of the saxd cxvll case.

6. That the said Mehmood Alam has brought_disrespect and _hatred_ ol the

- ;.- - pubhc to the Courts ploceedlnos Presiding Officér of the Court of Civil
bt oo Judge- IV Tlmelgala Dir Lowe1 and Judiciary at lazgge due to his conupl*

and fraudulent practices.




: ] R A The complaint report is hereby submitted to youf honor for further necessary

. 979 .
| g action please. A
' Note: Attested copies of the record/forged case could not be secured because of

. ; o ,fdrgexy, hence.,’ unattested record s attached herewith,
Obediently, )

i _ .
| | 7

Muhammad Jimaid_Alam
Civil Judge-Iv, Timergara Dir 5]

No_ " jeravy ™G Dated 12/02/2021

y chjpy forwarded to: ‘ : T
1. Hon’ble Seniqr Civil Judge(Admin), Timergara, Diy Lower
. 2. Hon’ble Senior Civil Judge(ludicial)’, Timergara, Dir Lower

B

/ i
. i

'

‘Muhammad.Jun'afd Alam
Civil Judge-1v, Timergara Dir (L)

o b

ot -,




1.

38

|5

L)

Dir lower at Timergara,

- From,

Muhammad Junaid Alam
Civil Judge-1V
Dir Lower at Timergara

- Subject: - COMPLAINT AGAINST MEHMOOD ALAM. MUHARRAR

(JUNIOR CLERK) OF THE COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE-IV,

TIMERGARA DIR LOWER U/S 190(A). AND 195 OF Cr.P.C.

FOR INITIATION OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS.

Respected Sir,

With due reverence, by virtue of this complaint as mentioned above, itisto

Mehmood Alam (Junior Clerk) has been found guilty as per followmg:

That the said Mehmood Alam, made several false, bogus and fake signatures

of the undersigned i.e Civil Judge-IV, Timergara, Dir Lower, in the forged

 civil case titled “Mst, }'aleeda Bibi VS NADRA etc”, allegedly registered at

No.189/1, instituted on 29/ 12/2020.

. That the said Mehmood Alam issued forged, false and fabricated Court

Decree in the above mentjorad forged civil case.

made and tempeled the 1e001d of the Court In connection with the said

-

forged civil case.

That the said Mehmood Alam issued forged, false ahd f’xbx"icated‘ Court
Decree in connection with the State department of NADRA."

That the said Mehmood Alam gave illegal and fraud baqed bene[‘ ts to the

Plamtlff of the said civil case.

&8 That the said Mehmood Alam has bx"ou0ht disrespect and hatred of the
""';‘:’.’j"pubhc to the Courts pxoceedmos Presiding Officer of the Court of vanl

v "‘Judoe IV, Timergara, Dir Lower, and Judiciary at large, due to his conupt

and fraudulent practices.

-
5 l—,\‘)‘

: /C3-IV/ TMG @/ . Dated ___/02/2021
The Hon’ble Judicial Magistrate-I, @7

'bung into you1 kind notice that Mubharrar of the Court of undelsloned mmelv ¥

. That the said Mehmdod Alam has dishonestly and fraudulently removed,



117

-

o/

forgery, hence, una‘;tésted record is attached herewith. L (/(

F
i
t
|
i

1

e complaint is hereby submitted in your Court for initiating criminal

tf -
3,
(\

proceedings against the said Mehmood Alam,.and further necessary action please.

Note: Attested copies of the record/forged case could not be secured because of

Truly,

Muhammad Junaid Alam
Civil Judge-1V, Timergara Dir (L)

. Noogp o) ICIAVITMG . * Dated /) /0272021

- ':Co'py.fofwarded. to:

' / 1. Hon’ble District & Sessions Jﬁdgé/ZQ, Tiinergara, Dir Lower

"2. Hon’ble Senior Civil Judge(Admin), Timergara, Dir Lower
" 3. Hon’ble Senior Civil Judge(Judicial), Timergara, Dir Lower

MuhammadJunaidAlany‘ -
A o Civil Judge-IV, Timergara Dir (L)

AR FCAR S
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IN THE OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE/ZILA OAZI

. DIR LOWER AT TIMERGARA (S9 D .
No: 9/65—045”/D&SJ/D11- Lower Dated, Timergara the 25 /()5/"0"1
To:
Mr. Mehmood Alam,

Junior Clerk/the accused official, _

.Court of Civil Judge/llaqa Qazi-1V, .

Dir Lower at Timer gara

(currently under suspension)
Subject: SHOW_CAUSE NOTICE UNDER RULE 7 OF THE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA GOVERNMENT SERVANTS
- (EFFICIENCY AND DISCIPLINE) RULES, 2011

Whereas the leamed Civil Judge/llaga Qazi-1V, Tlmexgaxa vrde
written repon No.13/CJ-IV/TMG, dated 12, 02.2021 (attached), reported that you-

(here in after referred to as accused official) made severa] false, bogus and fake

signatures of the learned Judge in forged civil case titled as " Mst: Farida Blbl Vs

NADRA" registered by you at No. 189/1 on 29. 12.2020. It was reported that you
1ssued f01 ged, false and fabricated judgment and decree in the above mentioned
forged case (here in after referred to as the Case), dishonestly removed, prepared
and tampered record of the Court and thereby gave illegal benefits to plamtrff of
the Case You thereby brourrht disrespect and hatred to the Couxt Presiding
Officer and Judiciary due to your corrupt and fraudulent practices and

misconduct,

2, Whereas on leCEIPt of the sail complaint, the learned Seriior Civil

J udge(Admin)/

\% Qazi, was directed to conduct a comptehenswe tact
O/

{ \e@rt > orc v N0351 -54/D&SJ/Dir (L) dated 13.2.2021

E‘L-- - {"\'."_':,'.y :
[ g

(attached) o~




3. Whereas during the course of inquiry it transpired that you resortey

&
I

B
&,

to the misconddct with the cooperation, collaboration and comnﬁon intention of
Mr. Zahid Ullah, Nalb Qasnd DlStllCt Recoxd Room, (here in after referred to as
co-accused official) thelefme -on report of the leamed Inquiry Otﬁcer you and -
the co- accused official wele suspended vide this office order No 555-
58/D&SJ_/Dir (L) dated 12.2. 2021 and ‘Qfﬂce order No.861-63/D&SJ/Dir (L)'
dated 26.2.2021, respectively. | | |

4. Whereas through his detailed repdrt dated 'lZO..‘4.2021, the learned .
Inquiry Officer has recommended disciplinary proceedings ‘under. the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011,

(the Rules) against you and the co-accused official.

5. Whereas the Inquiry Report reveals the following;

I.  Firstly, that you acted in collaboration with the co-accused official
Zahid Ullah, Naib Qasid, who impersonated himself as an advocate to

Farida Bibi in the Case The said

~one Umar Zaib; husband of"
official entered into a tr ansaction of obtaining, demee for correction’in
her date of birth in her CNIC from 1.1,1990 to Ol 01.1982. The
nansactlon was made at a consideration of Rs 20,000/-, The sald'
ofﬁmal 1ece1ved Rs.6,000/- from Umar Zaib, Rs.. 4,000/— from one
Muhammad Riaz who paidthe same on telephonic direction of the
Umar Zaib and r'ema,ining Rs.10,000/- from the said Umar Zai-b' in

. presence of one Umar Daraz, his friend at tiime of delivery of the

for ged decree and Judgment In the case, in a hotel
Secondly, that you accused ofﬁc1al received: the Case on 23.01.2021-

from the Court of leamed Senior Civil Judge (Jud1c1al) through:'

Nawab Zada, Junior Clelk of the said Court and made entry in register
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of Civil cases-as case No.189/1. However, you have made tampering in

- the date of receipt from 23.12.2020 to 29.12.2020, though the learned

Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) was not‘ on duty on 29.12.2020;
Thirdly, that you, the accused. official, made entries in the daily diary

. : . . . I
register of the Court with your own handwriting on 6”'- , 18%,

22" and 25 Janualy, 2021 and 2™ February, 2021, w1thout any
-authonty and Justmcatlon Though no proceedings in the Case were
conducted in the Court on the dates and the case was neither 1eﬂected
in cause llSt nor in.register of decided cases (u,-w n-‘m-ﬁ)

Fourthly, you in collaboration with the co-accused o‘fﬁcial, plaoed on
the Case file authority letter of one Muhamxhad Nisar, representative
of NADRA, after removing the same from ad_other file and making
tampering therein. Though the aathority letter was not regarding" the
correction in date of birth'rather in Form B (« -w'u). Moreover, neither
i‘epresentative of NADRA attended the court in the Case nor he

submitted any authority letter in the Case;

Fifthly, that both of you accused ofﬁcxals after lemovmg written

statement from another ﬁle placed the same on the Case file and made :

overwriting and distortion in the heading, name of the Court, title,

paragraphs of the written, statement;
Sixthly, that both of you officials taken off authority letter on behalf of
the representative of defendants /NADRA and written statement ﬁom ‘

other cases and placed the same on the Case file after makmg- forgery

and tempering therein. Moreovex ‘both of you pr epaxed fake power of :

’Xttomey on behalf of the plaintiff though she did | not attend the court '
written forged mdex sheets, issues and evidence of W1tnesses namely

Umar Zalb Shah Zada Khan without any authorlty Furthexmore both
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IX.

- 4 . ~N
_ : _ T
of you inﬁitated signatures of the Ieaméd Judge on ‘tH-e -power of
attoméy, order sheets, issues and evidence; |
| chcnthly, that both of you accused officials prepared fake decree in -
the Case for correction of her date of Birth, drafted exparte juvdgn'ient
and drawn fake decree sheet, signed the same by imitating signatures
of the learned Judge; .' N
Eighthly, aftex_' preparation of the séid fake and fox'_-rge'ci judgmen'f and
decrée, co-accused official, applied for attested copies of the same and-
~obtained attested copies from Muhammad _Riaz,‘Inchérge Copyingl
Branch, disclosing himself to be relative of the plaintiﬁg in .the Cése. '
After obtaining the sa-me,_the c-o-accused official deh‘vex}ed the same to |
Umar Zaib, husband of the piéintiff in presence of Umar Daréz:hié
friend and received remaining part of the ; llegal consideration (ie. Rs
10,000/-); |
Ni‘nthly, that the Umar Zaib and Umay Dafaz'not only depoSéd.
-regarding impefsonation by the co-accused official but élso.regardihg-
delivery of Rs. 20,060/- to him as illega] conéide'ration.AMoreover, both
of them identified the saiq c0-accused official in presence of Zubair
Shah,-'Supérinte,ndént, Sufaid Muhammad, Computer_Operétovr' and
Shah Hisar English Clerk, of this Court o
Tenthly, that the learne_d Inquiry Ofﬁce has placed on record voiumés
of your mobile phone Call Data Recérd‘ (CDRs) relatiné to the period

of the transactions. CDRs of Umar Zaib. and Umar Daraz reveal

contacts of both of you accused officials during the said period, after

commencement of the-inquiry. and during its Proceedings. Abstract of
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the CDRs is annexed-A, to the fact ﬁndmg inquiry. This further
establishes ﬁequent contacts between both of you accused off cials
and contacts of Umar Zaib and Umar Zada thh the co-accused
official, during the illegal ttansacuons pxeparauon of the fake Case
fabricating documents forging evidence, drawing and dehvermg
Judgment and decree, receiving the illegal consideration. A'I’.his' also
substantiate involvement of you, the accused official and co-accused
| ofﬁcial in impersonation, forgery, fabrication and torging of evidence
of the learned_ judge, preparing and issuance of a fake dect'ee and
. judgment and involvement in the corrupt practices.' This, inter alia _
leads to the conclusxon that the co-accused official was perfoxmmg as
your agent and partner in the 1Ilegal practices and misconduct.
Xi.  Eleventh, that you also admitted your guilt before the learned Civil
Judge/Ilaqa Qazi-IV and sought 'tpolo gy. (The Inquiry Repoxt with all

enclosures is attached)

Whereas the above findings, statements of all witness recotded
during course of inquiry, evidence btought on record, and detatled mqu1ry xepoxt
is sufficient to estabhsh the allegattons of impersonation, forgery, bribery,
couuptlon , corrupt ptactlces fabricating false evidence and pxepaxatlon and

issuance of false dec1ee obtammg illegally the undue financial gain -of Rs.

20,000/~ as professmnal fee through impersonation. by compromising your

official duties.

. Your above conduct is prejudicial to good- order and seérvice

. discipline, contrary to the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Conduct)

PR
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X The Civil Judge/l aqa Qazi-IV, Dir Lower.

Rules, 1987 and is conduct unbecoming of Government S“ervan"t and gentleme:ﬁ‘,ﬁ
thus you are guilty of gross misconduct and corruptidn.

8. The evidence and material available c-m. inquiry file is suflicient to
establish the allegations of‘ -.Tg'ross misconéuct, coi'l'uption. and 'corrupt practices
against you, the acéused official, therefore, the undersigned being the competent
authority deem it unnecessary to hold an inquiry against you under Rule 5 of the
| Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servalﬁts (Efficiency and Disc'ipli'ne)l Rules,
2011, therefore the same is dispense with, |

9. Ydu are directed to show -cause as to why major pe.ﬁalty of
dismissal from service should not be imposed agamst you in teuns of section 4
( 1)(b)(iv) and recovery of sala1 y and benetlts duxmg the period as well as duri mg
period of mquuy in terms of section 4(1)(a)(m) of the Rules should not be
imposed aoamst you. Your reply should reach this office within Seven days of
the receipt of this notice fallmg which, it shall be presumed that you have no

dcfense to make and the cha1 ges shall be presumed to be proved against you

. You are also required to attend in person fox personal heaxmg while submlttmg

your written reply on 31.5.2021, : *

_.,__.__‘.”3_7_' : (Mu ammad Shoaib)
) (DIStllCt & Sessions Judge/Zila Qazi,
-Dir Lower at Timergara.

T e
. -

K

3B f.’.-’-‘JffJ

‘No: 2o%e —62/D&SI/Dir Lower 'Dated, Timergara the /05/2021

Copy for information to: -

1. The Senior Civil Judge (Admm) Dir Lowel

LY | .' District & S&ssions Judge/Zila Qazi,

Dir Lower at T1me1 gara
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Y Before the Honorable District & Session Judge/Tlaga Qazi Dir Lower at Timergara

ponnes B ’

parawise reply to the showcause under Rule 07 of Khyber pakhtunkhwa Government.
Servant (E&D) Rules 2011. Dated 25=05=2G21 No. 2060-62/D & SJ Dir Lower of the
accused Official Mr. Mehmood Alam (Junior Clerk) o

50‘9‘“&

[, very humblyfche following Parawise reply:

1. In response to the first Para of the Showcause Notice mentioned above, | - '

categorically submit before your goodself that since the time of my appointment" o

i.e.03-02-2012 till date, | performed my duties with great zeal and enthusiasm and -
that is very clear according to my previously submitted ACRs:as Al. During my- '
service/career no complaint- whatsoever has been booked against me and
remained in different sections of Judicial Offices with the directions of my
superiors. So | with utmost respect deny this allegation leveled against me and all

these allegationé are one sided and fabricated. | still respect judiciary and Judicial -

Officers and cannot even think of doing such thing. S

2. In response to the reply of second para of the said showcéuse notice, | would like L

to submit before your goodself that the facts finding inquiry was conducted.
-without associating any impartial witnesses and providing me an bpportunity of -
cross examination and defend the allegations levelled. Furthermore, this was the -
first inquiry carried out and to do the safe administration of justice, 3 second and
third (full fledge) inquiry must be carried out before awarding the major pena‘lty'.
- 3. Inresponse to the reply of this para, submission before your goodself is that have
" no intention and no connection with this incident. Similarly, the examination.in
chief recorded dated 20-02-20121 by IW-8 (Umar Zeb S/O Bacha Zada) stated in
his statement that he met with one Zahidullah who impersonated himself as an
advocate, who actually was Naib Qasid in the district Record Robm,‘albeit the said
[W-8 never ever spoken a word about me in his whole examination in_chief.
Furthermore, | was not given a moment to cross examine the said IW-8. So my
sus_pension dated 12-02-2021 Office order No. 555-58/D&S) Dir (L) is against the
law and facts available on record. | '

4. Inresponse to the reply of Para 4, and connected para 5 from (i) & (xi), | deny the
whole charges levelled against me and whatever stated inthese paras regarding
the case titled Farida Bibi Vs Chairman NADRA, has no nexus with me pegsona\ly
and why | would spoil my bright future for the sake of a small amount, which is
mentioned in the showtause notice. Similarly, whatever stated in (xi) are ag'ainst'

the facts. \Y}d)/,e had never made any confession of my guilt but at the same-time

et



®
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. In response to para 08, it js sta

involved in any type of corruption.

- Mehmood A ] ,JunidrClerk
District Colutts Dir Lower
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Inquiry Report

Accused official Mehmood Alam, Junior Cle1k absent. Accused official

Zahid Ullah Naib Qasid presernit. Record has been perused
Background

2. Mr. Jonaid Alam, learned Civil Judge/llaga Qazi- IV, Timergara
submitted written report/complaint on 12.2.2021 against Mehmood Alam,
Junior Clerk/Moharrar of his Court. The brief allegations in the complamt were

as under;

a) That the accused ofﬁcialz made several false and fake signétures of
the learned Judicial Officer-in a forged Civil Caselregistered as
189/1 instituted on 23.12.2020 with title as "Mst: Farida Bibi vs
NADRA”. - |

b) The said official has issued a forged/fabricated court decree in the
above forged case. '

¢) The official has dishonestly and fraudulently removed, creat.ed and
tampered with record of the court in connection with the said case.

d) The accused official has giVen illegal benefits to the plaintiff of the
case. : |

e) The act of the official has brought dlsrespect and hatred of the
public to the court proceedings, presiding ofﬁcer and the judiciary

at large due to his ‘corrupt and fraudulent practices.

3. The official was immediétely suspended on 13.2.2021 and Mr. Essa
Khan Afridi, learned Senior Civil Judge (Admn)/Aala Illaga Qazi, Dir Lower,
was directed to conduct comprehensive fact finding inquiry in the matter.
through office order dated 13.02.2021.

4.  The learned i inquiry officer submltted written intimation on 26.2. 2021

xeportmg that Zahid Ullah, Naib Qasid, posted in the District Record Room,
0N

-
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5. - The learned  Senior  Civil Judge/Inquiry ~ Officer - submitted

comprehensive Inquiry report on 22.4.2021.
Proce_edings_.

6. The accused official were with issued show cause notices on 25.5.2021

(The show cause notices are placed on the inquiry file, these may be read as

part of this order). The officials submitted written replies to-the notices on
31.5.2021. They were personally heard on 06.8.2021. Their personal hearing
_ Was held in separate sessions and they were heard individually. A resume of

their personal hearings was reduced in writing and is part of the record.

7. The learned Inquiry Ofﬁéer‘ recommended that proceedings against the
accused officials may be injtiated in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Gévemment'
 Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 201 I(the Rules). Sufﬁéient_
material was available on inquiry files, therefore, show cause notices were

~ issued to them under rule 5 of the Rules, dispensing with the inquiry. against

the officials.

8. In replies to the show cause notices both the official contended their

innocence and denied al] the aHegati'ons against them. They requested that they

may be exonerated from the allegations leveled against them.

[ Findings

9. After perusal of ‘the‘complaint, record of the inquiry, inquiry report and
the evidence brought on the record during the inquiry, persohal hearirig of the
officials, undersigned is of the- view that the "allegations contained in the "
complaint of the learned Cjvi] Judge-1V and formally laid before the accused |
officials in the form of show cause notices constitute the points for

determination for these proceedings against each of the accused officials.

10.  Findings regarding role of Mehmood Alam, Junior Clerk with reference

& allegations are as under: -
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o a) Firstly, statement of Sajid Nawaz, reader (IW-1) indicates that the -
case titled as “Mst: Farida vs Chairman NADRA” was presented in

_..»_\_.i‘ '( Eh.‘___' —fF - e

the court of learned Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) on 23.01.2021. It
was entrusted to the Court of learned Civil Judge- IV The. qfficial

has stated that, on 29. 12 2020, he was on winter vacations. Order -
! sheet No.1 of the suit ;ndlcates date of mstmtmon in the court of

learned Senior Civil Judge as 29.12.2020. Record of this office

reveals that leamed Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) was on winter -

vacations on 29.12.2020. The witness stated that apparently the date

] of institution was tampered with. Perusal of the date of institution in
| the record of the suit reveals tampering in order sheet No 1.
b) Secondly, statement of Nawab Zada junior clerk, court of Senior
s \ Civil Judge (IW-2) reveals that the suit was dlSpatChed through |
: Q _ dispatch No.55 on 23.12.2021. It was handed over to- Ali Zaman,

Jumor clerk of the court of learned Civil Judge-1V, who has sxgned

the dlspatch register EX IW-2/1, as token of xecelpt 4 |
c) Thirdly, Ali Zaman, junior clerk (IW-3), deposed that the suit was
registered in Register No.1 (Register of Civil Suit) at S. No. 189/1
of year 2021. Its date' of institution in the Register (EX IW-3/1) has

-been reflected as 29. 12 2021. Entrles In this regard were made by .
Mehmood Alam, Jumox clerk. This indicates that after tampermg
with the 01der sheets No. 1 and 2 of the suit, the accused official
made entries in Register No.1 in line with tampermg, however, he
could not resist the natural inclination t to write year as 2021. |
d) Fourthly, Register No. 9 (Daily Diary Reglster) 1s maintained by
Reader of court. Am1r Zada, Reader of the court of the learned Civil
Judge-IV (IW-4) produced Daily Diary Register as EX IW-4/1 to
EX IW-4/6. He deposed that entries in the back dates regardmg in
the case as well as in succeeding dates have been made in his -
register. The case has been reflected as fixed for. hearlng on |
06.1.2021, 11.1.2021; 18.1. 2021, 22.1.2021, 25.1. 2021 and
N ﬁ7 2.2021. He categorically stated that al] the entrles were made in

the hand writing of Mehmood Alam and these were not been made

|



by him (Amir Zadar, Reader). This indicates that after tampering
with the dates in the first order sheet and succeeding order sheets,

the accused official tampered not only with the dates in record of

.the case but also made fake entries in back date (from 23.1.2021) in -
lordex to reflect ploceedmgs in natural course of events. One of the
object of tampering with date of institution reflects this and wrong
entry in Register No.1 by the accused official followed by fake
entries in Register 9 in the same day in his own hand writing
establishes the allegatlons agamst the official tO_-thlS extent. -
Statement of the Read‘er (IW-4) also reveals that the cause list
maintained by the Reader and Reglster of dec1ded cases does not
reflect case entries regardmg the case.

e) Fourthly, statement of Muhammad Nisar representati\)e of NADRA 'l

~ /Defendants reflected in the suit has also made shocking revelation
these are; ' |

(a) The authority letter };laced on the case ﬁie attributed_ to him reveals
tampered in titled to the suit as well as in the date. He has stated that it
appears that it has been taken from some other file and has been placed -

on file of the suit.

(b) The written statemiént does not relate to this case. Rather it was
1elat1ng to Form "Bay"/CRC while the’ present case was regardmg
change in the date. of birth and CRC was not required in this case.

Moreover date of birth in the written statement  has - been
changed/tampered‘ with. The date in the written statement has been
tampered with. Title of the case in the written statement has also been_'
tampered with. _

(c) ~ No record of NADRA has been annexed, | though in every . case '
NADRA: submits 1ts record. The Written statement relates to the Form

"Bay" of two chlldren while the suit is regarding an aged/young lady.

(d)  That neither his statement recorded in the suit nor any 51gnature

‘\’a N\_ on the statement has been obtained. This reveals that multiple tampering

g >ﬁ‘ave been made not only in authority letter but in the written statement . - -

T
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which have taken up from another file and'have been imported to this’
file. : ‘

Fifthly, the statement of Mehmood Alam; Junjor Clerk (IW—7) waé
also recorded during inquiry. He ha'sl stated that another civi] syit
titled as "Ibrar Shah vs D.C" was registered. by him in Register of -
Civil Suit at S.No.1 88/] on 29.12.2020 while cjvi] suit Ni.189/1
(the case file under inquiry) was also registe‘red;‘by him in Register
No.1 on 29.12.2021. He has stated that the first order sheet in civil
suit 88/1 was written by the learned Civil Judge-1v while the first
order sheet in civi] suit 189/1 was writteh by the learned Senijor
Civil Judge (Judicial). This indjcates that he has made back date
entries in Register No.1. He has also stated that he normally rﬁad,e
entries in Registef of civil suit and there is'evéry likelihood that the

‘official has left space blank in the Register No.1 for making the

- entries in back date.

Sixthly, Mr, Muhammad Junaid Alam, the learned Cjvi] Judge/llaqa
Qazi-IV has recorded his detailed statement as IW-18 before the : -
learned Inquiry Officer. His statement reveals the following. A

(1) On 10.2.2021 he Was presented the case fije titled "Farida VS
NADRA" for signatures of index and attestétion of decree sheet, He "

that in order sheet No.1,2,3 and 7 (EXIW-18/2) reveals tampering in the
dates and his fake signatures. Order sheet No.8 EX IW-18/3 , Jjudgment -
and decree EX IW-18/4 | order sheets 4,5_,6 and 7 reveals that fhis have
been imbressed with his fake signatures. The order sh,é'et , judgmeni and
décree were fake' documents. These were not prepared and signed by
him. The plaint EC IW-18/5 written statement EX IW-18/6, Issues EX
IW-18/7 list of witnesses EX IW-18/8, CNIC of the father of plaintifs

EX PW-18/9, his affidavit EX IW-18/10, CNIC of husband of the

plaintiff EX IW-18/11, affidavit of husband of plainiiff EX IW-18/2,

'/:ic;}lstatements of Umar Zaib Bacha (PW-1) EX IW-18/3, statement of |
N - ,
.~1_Si;‘?§“hzad Khan (PW-2) EX IW-18/14 and repeated statement of Umar.
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Zaib as IPW-3, EX IW-18/5, power of authority EX IW-18/16, authority"
letter on behalf of respondents EX IW-18/17 , CNIC of the plaintiff EX
IW-18/19, notice 'puxpoi'tedly issued on respondents EX 1W-18/20. All
of these reveals tampered in the documents and these bore fake signature
‘of the learned judge. Thus from order sheet No.1 end of the ptoceedings'
in the :suit all are result of the tampering and these were created to
beneﬁt plaintiff of the suit and ensure is's'uance ofa fake decree in favour,
of the plaintiff. ' R
(ii) The learned Judicial officer has stated that on his inquiry of the
official of the court informed that Mehmood Alam Moharrar has
admitted the same. o
- (iii) On the same day iel 1.2.2021 Mehmood Alam Moharrar visited the
learned ‘Judicial Officer at his residence, he has confessed: his guilt,'
condemned himself and sought apology. since learned Judicial Officer at
residence , he could not record his statement. - '
11. The above discussion and evidence reveals that accused official

tampered with the order sheet from the date of receipt of the suit , made fake .

entries in register No.1, Register of Daily Diary (Reglster No. 9) tampered with

the whole record , created fake order sheet , forged decree, imported authority
letter and written statement from other cases and tampered w1th the same and
has done all that was required to prepare a fake , forged , fabricated judgment
and decree in favour of the plamtlff Mst: Farida. The next part of our -
discussion would reveal as to why the official did the same and what was the |
role of the co- accused official. |
12. The findings regarding Zaﬁid Ullah Naib Qasid are as under; .

(a) Firstly, Umar Zaib Bacha (IW-S/IW-14) is husband of Mst. Farida
Bibi, plaintiff in the case. The accused official Zahid Ullah, has in his personal
hearing admitted that he has got no ill-will with the said Umar Zaib. He has
deposed before the learned i inquiry officer, that the accused official has;
D1sclosed hlmself as an advocate; |
Promised to institute suit for correction of date of birth of hlS wife at

professmnal fee of Rs.20 ,000/-;



o

(iii). On the next day of their meeting, he has delivered him, Rs.6,000/- thh
copy of his CNIC and CNIC of his wife, brother and his father i in law;

(iv). the accused official has given him his contact number, that is, 0344-

97877715 for remaining in contact with him

/L,l ) ' ’\\j . ‘ -
Q/) 7 . ' '75*//" .
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(v)-  On instructions of the witness, Rs.4 ,000/- was paid by owner of M/S

Zahid Chemicals to the accused official. He remained regularly in

contact with the accused official;

(vi). The accused official after a month informed him on his cell number

0307-8530181; that his documents are ready and asked him to bring his

remaining professional fee. He also informed him that he could take his

documents;

(vii). On the next day he met with the accused official in a hotel, taken tea

with him and made remaining payment of Rs.10,000/- in presence of one

Umar Daraz (IW-15);

i

cell number on overleaf one of the documents and asked h1m to take the

documents to NADRA for the needful. The witness produced the

accused official as EX IW—8/ 11.
12. Umar Zaib Bacha has also recorded his additional statement on
27.2.2021. Durmg his statement the accused official was summoned who was
identified by the witness in presence of Zubair Shah Supermtendent, Sufaid

Muhammad Khan Computer Operator and Shah Hisar English Cl‘erk Aﬁer

(viii). The accused-ofﬁcxal delivered him two sets of attested copies, wrote his

documents as EX IW-8/1 to EX IW-8/10 and endorsement made by the

identification he also endorsed that the accused official remained engaged with

him during the transactlon
13.  The accused ofﬁc1al was also identified by Umar Daraz (IW-IS) Umar
Daraz (IW-15) has supported Umar Zaib (IW-8/IW-14) He has deposed that

his friend Umar Zaib, asked him to accompany him for payment of fee to the -

lawyer and receipt of documents He accompanied him and in his presence the -

cN\b) Secondly, statement of the accused official was recorded as IW-11.

énied any contact with the plaintiff, her husband or witness and stated

payment of Rs.10,000/- was made to the accused official who handed over two | -
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that he did not know them. He stated that almost 20 days ago he recelved call(‘
from phone number 0303-2929450 and of phone number starting from 0307.
The callers asked about: consxgnment of a case but he.does not remember titled
of the case. Thus the accused ofﬁcxal expressed - his 1gnorance about any -
transaction or any contact with husband of the plaintiff. He denied alleganons |
~ (c) Thirdly, Muhammad Riaz, Incharge Copymg Brach (IW-la) deposed
that the accused official was serving as Naib Qasid in Sessions Record Room, -

delivered him an appllcatron (in hand wntmg of the accused ofﬁmal EX IW--

| 13/1), for attested copies, duly allowed, with ‘two copres of documents

1nclud1ng judgment and decree for attestation and ongmal case file (fabrrcated'-
case file in question). He asked accused official to affix tickets. He. affixed the |
same. The accused ofﬁc1a1 informed him that Umar Zalb was his closed
relative, therefore, he issued copies in the name of Umar Zaib and delivered
the same to the accused official after attestatron

(d) Fourthly, Muhammad Riaz (IW-16), owner of the Raiz Chemlcal
has deposed that on request of Umar Zaib he asked his brother Hidayat Khan
(IW-17) to hand over Rs. 4,000/- to the accused official. Hldayat Khan (IW-

- 17) endorsed payment however he expressed his inability to- 1dent1fy the

accused ofﬁcral since they are dealing with huge number of customers on

daily.
(e)  Fifthly, the accused ofﬁmal durmg his personal hearing stated that

he remained in contact with Umar Zaib who asked him about consrgnment of

the case in the record room, however, he has denied receipt of any amount
from him: Thus, he has admitted contacts W1th husband of the plaintiff in the
case, as opposed to his first statement before the learned i mqulry officer.

$3) Slxthly, the learned Inqu1ry Officer has placed on record the bulk .
of CDR which indicate frequent contacts of ‘the accused official wrth Umar
Daraz and Umar Zaib, before and durmg the inquiry. |

This evidence leads us to the following conclusion; '
(a). Neither Umar Zaib (IW-8/IW-14) husband of the plaintiff in‘ the- forged
case nor Umar Daraz, witness (IW- 15) have got any ill-will towards the

-~

accused official. There exists no reason with them for deposing - falsely
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against him and leveling allegations of impersonation as lawyer and’
receipt of professional fees; ’

(b). The accused official has 1mpersonated himself as an edvocate entered into
transaction with Umar Zaib for procuring him decree for correction of
date of birth of his wife; |

(c).  The: accused official received Rs. 20, OOO/- as professional fee in }
consideration of his above illegal services;

(d). The accused official was duly identified not only by the Umar Zaib but
also by the Umar Daraz, witnesses. S S

(e). The Incharge Copying Branch has also deposed that the accused official

not only produced the application for obtaining attested copics in his
hand writing, but also the reccrd of the case. He also received attested
copies from him. This read with statements of Umar Zaib and Umar

- Daraz, witnesses, establishes that the accused official delivered the

documents to Umar Zaib huband obf the plaintiff in the case in question;
The attested copies were obtained delivered by the accused official with
‘endorsement in his . handwrltmg to Umar Zaib in presence of Umar
Daraz, witness; |

The plethdra of CDRs speaks volumes of contacts of the accused-
official with Umar Zalb before inquiry and’ durmg inquiry.- In his
statement, before i mqulry ofﬁcer, he expressed ignorance of any contact
with Umar Zaib rather he stated that he did not know him. However,

| during his personal hearing he stated that Umar.Zalb was in contact

with him and he would asked about consignment of the satd case to the
record room. This indicates contradictory stances. ThlS is also an
admission on the part of accused official because on one hand he does -
not remembers any contact with the Umar Zaib and on the other he -
admits contacts with him:

13. The above discussion leads us to the conclusions that both the ofﬁcxalsv

were workmg together in connivance with each’ other. The accused official

Zahld Ullah, was working as front man for the accused official Mehmood
Nalam. The accused official Zahid Ullah ‘Naib Qasid, would fish innocent
txg*a s, impersonate as a lawyer and the accused official Mehmood Alam .
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would handle rest of documentary arrangements for creation of fake and ‘ |

fabricated decrees and judgments. Thus, both the officials worked ir'x. '

collaboration; accused official Zahi.du.llah, Ngib Qasid, impersonat¢d~ himself

as an advocate, entered into transaction of obtaining decree for correction in
~date of birth of one Mst: Farida with her husband. Obtained Rs.20,000/- as

consideration. The accused official Mehmood Alam, facilitated him by

fabricating court record, tempering with court record, creation'lof fake rgcofd,

fake evidence, fake judgment and decree and impressing signatures of learned .

Civil Judge-IV on the same. The accused official Zahidullah, obtained atté‘sted'ﬂ '
copies of the same and delivered the same to Umer Zeb, husband of the

plaintiff, in the case in question. The CDR also establishes connection of the

accused official with the said Umer Zeb, Thus there is sufficient evidence on

" the file to establish allegations of impei‘s’_onation, forgery, bribery, corruption, -

corrupt practices, fabricating false evidence, preparation and issuance of false

decree, obtaining illegally the undue financial gain of Rs.20,000/- by the above

- illegal acts and by compromising their official dutics.

14 Reportedly four more such cases have fabricated been by. the acc.us'ed{
official Mehmood Alam Junior Clerk, | - |

15. - This discussion establishes the allegation contained in the Shovaause

_ notice against both the accused officials. The undersigned is satisfied that both

the accused officials are guilty of misconduct and corruption within the |
meaning of rule 3 (a) and (b) of the Khyber Pakhiunkhawa Government
Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 201 1. This 12’135 brought stigma and

~ bad name to the Judicial institution and thejr conduc;jprejudlmal to good order

and service discipline. Therefore, both the accused o'fﬁcial's; are dismiséedﬁom -
service with immediate effect, by imposing major penalty under rule 4(b)(iv)"

of the Rules. Office is directed to issue formal orders. This file be consigned to

w ke e . , E. |
R .
e 3 (Muhammad Shoaib)
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' Subject:‘

' APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER: PASSED BY
‘HONORABLE DISTRICT & SESSION JUDGE, LOWER DIR, .
‘DATED: .19.06.2021, WHEREIN THE SERVICES OF THE

2
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Eminent, .

' Reg1strar,
~ Peshawar High Court,
‘Peshawar.

APPELLANT BEING  JUNIOR CLERK OF THE LEARNED .

FAMILY COURT/ DISTRICT OAAZI LOWER DIR AT
TIMERGARA, COMPRISING OF "ALMOST '10: OR MORE

: YEARS WAS ORDERED TO DISMISSED.

PRAYER IN APPEAL

By cons1der1ng the quite innocence of the appellant in the

" below detailed 1llegal1t1es and irregularities, this “Honorable

Appellate forum may very graciously please ‘be set aside the -

above order of Honorable District & Session Judge Dir Lower -

" Dated: 19 06. 2021 and in consequential relief, the services of
the appellant bemg Junior.Clerk. of the Learned Court below

‘'may also please- be restored as remstated.

"BRIEF BUT SHARP & PRECISE FACTS OF THE: MATTER

1. Appellant was- proud to be the part of lower JUdlCla.I'y since

- his - initial’ appointment dated: 03.02.2012 and from

' commencement of the service till its iliogical ending, it is |

' admitted fact that appellant was remained ‘excellent with . ..

unblemished character of his service men, as no complaint
‘whatsoever specially of the alleged leveled nature, was
earlier been filed on either behalf of any individual party or
any 'o,fficial so this unblemished”_character of the appellant

~ is required to consider -while pronouncing ‘any judgment on- - '
: “appeal in han‘d. o | | |

.2, That all of sudden the Show Causeé notice under rule 7 of’

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa servants (efficiency & discipline)
rules 2011 was served to the appellant by the worthy office
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of District & Sessmn Judge, Dir Lower at Timergara

wherein certain allegations of BOGUS & FAKE SIGNATURES
OF THE LEARNED CIVIL JUDGE IN CASE TITLED “MST.
FAREEDA BIBI...Vs...NADRA”, WAS COMMIT’l‘ED, WHICH
SHOW .CAUSE WAS DULY REPLIED BY THE APPELLANT.

| (COPY OF ’l‘l'lE SHOW CAUSE AND REPLY THlEREWI'I‘H IS ANNEXED)

. That thereafter the inquiry was also conducted and the

statements of all the concerns were recorded. and the

learned District . & Session Judge lastly concluded the

. matter by proneuncing the 1mpugned order dated:

19.06.2021, whereby the services of the appellant was

“ordered .to dismissed. (COPIES OF THE INQUIRY REPORT ALONGWITH

. THE STATEMENTS OF ALL CONCERNS INCLUDING STATEMENT OF APPELLANT

ALONGWITH ‘THE IMPUGNED ORDER PASSED BY LEARNED DISTRICT & .

' SESSION JUDGE, LOWER lpm AT TIMERGARA DATED: 19.06.2021, ARE
" ANNEXED IN SERIATED FORM RESPECTIVELY).

. That aggrieved with the impugned findings of learred
' Dlstrict & Session Judge, Lower Dir at Timergara dated:
' '19,06.2021, appellant‘beg, to file instant apneal against the
above order while'. sefiously aggrieved, inter alia on the

following ground amongst other;

GROUNDS:

w?( The whole case is- c1rculated as lead, in the statement of
" the learned Civil Judge -1V, Timergara Dir Payan, who is an
L alleged complamant of the case actually, recorded his

| 'comprehenswe statements being- IW18 and his statement

_1s duly available in the case file, which astonished the

“whole background'and base of the case, wherein it was

surprisingly éndorsed that. the appellant has admitted hlS

guilt and came ‘to the house of the learned

‘complamant/C1v1l Judge and sought pardon thereof,

-however in this respec no adm1ttance whatsoever is made
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on the part-;of the a'ppellant and no such like happened isl{ }
- ever been played so the whole story 'duly narrated by the
* Learned Civil Judge-1V, Timergara  Dir Payan is self-

‘ fabr1cated concocted flct1t1ous planted having no footing

at all ‘and it is very safely to state that this act of the.
learned . Civil Judge is nothing but the result of gross
d1scr1m1nat1on and exploitation- of individual rights of
appellant and it is often and usually estabhshed through

certain precedents that on such like matter the statement

of any complalnant is. not conclus1ve at all.

\/f/)

B On another hand if the other consistent statements of

other. off101als of Honorable Civil Courts Timergara Lower

Dir may also please be taken into thorough con31derat10n

it will ultimately revealed that' no nexus whatsoever is
estabhshed to connect. the appellant for the commission of
the -offence and the co- accused who is also facing such
1mpeachment in its own statement disciosed that he has
not also committed any irregularity or 111ega11ty which
hable to be pun1shed as he taken the charge of his official
status few days back so’ the foundatlon of the case laid
down completely upon the appellant as well as co- accused

1s also not reckoned by c1rcumstant1al ev1dence

.That appellant was impeached in a compulsive manner, it

Was thus no extension of any cross exam1nat1ons extended .

to the appellant to. analyze the recorded ‘statements of the °

stake holders, hence on ‘this score alone the finding of the

1nqu1ry committee and conclus1on thereof reached to

unjustlﬁable

That it is requlred to cons1der at th1s stage hat the ﬂ
allegat1on so leveled agamst the appellant 1t s el needed

nam1mpleadme 2
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fhe inquiry Was only conducted agains‘t‘ the appellant as -

well as vco-ac'cus'ec'_i ‘which prima facie established the case

of the ceniplainant false and incorrect.

. Any other ground which. is not agitated: right at the
B -movement ‘will be raised at the time of the presentatlon of

B argument before your excluswe authonty

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that in the light of the

. above, the -im’pggnéd order passed: by learned District &

Session -Judge, Dir Lower dated: '19.06.2021 may

graciously p,leé;se; be set aside and consequentially, the
' _s‘ervice's" of the 'appell'an't 'may graciously please be restored

-as reinstated. -

Appellant

Civil Court,
Timergara.

Dated: 26.04;202240“ b €




