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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No. 1180/2018

Date of Institution 25.09.2019

Date of Decision 31.05.2021

Abdullah Khan Ex-Patwari, Halqa Mouza Marmandi Azeem, Tehsil Serai 
Naurang, District Lakki Marwat.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others.

(Respondents)

Present;

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, 
Advocate

For Appellant.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.

ROZINA REHMAN 
ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR

MEMBER(Judicial)
MEMBER(Executive)

JUDGMENT.

ROZINA REHMAN, MEMBERfJ^: Brief facts of the case are that

appellant was appointed as Halqa Patwari. He entered a mutation No.2253 -

in Mouza Marmandi Azeem on 14.11.2012 in respect of property measuring 

10 Kanal 2 Marla and accordingly, mutation was attested in favor of buyer! 

After alienation of property one of the co-owner approached Senior 

Member Board of Revenue regarding his share and denied transfer of his 

property, therefore, appellant was served with charge sheet and statement 

of allegation which was properly replied. The matter was referred to Deputy
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Commissioner Lakki Marwat for inquiry and after submission of inquiry

report, major penalty of removal from service was imposed upon appellant.

Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which was not responded

to within statutory period, he, therefore, filed amended appeal to include

the rejection order in appeal, hence, the present amended appeal.

02. Learned counsel for appellant argued that order dated 22.06.2018

and rejection order dated 01.01.2019 are against law, facts and norms of

justice. It was submitted that the appellant was exonerated in the first

inquiry while Tehsildar was held guilty but in the second inquiry both

appellant and Tehsildar were held responsible equally but on the

departmental appeal, the penalty order in respect of Tehsildar was

withdrawn which treatment is discriminatory and in violation of Article 4-A

& 25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973. Learned 

counsel for appellant contended that as per provision of Section-25 of the 

Land Revenue Act read with Para-7.4 of the Land Record Manual, Patwari

Halqa shall enter every report made to him in the register of mutation and

that entry in respect of mutation in question was correctly recorded by the

appellant in the light of contents of the Revenue record. He submitted that

the entry was made on the report of interested parties and not a single 

word was added by the appellant on his own who was having no role in the 

final attestation of mutation. It was also argued by the learned counsel that 

no order was passed for holding a fresh inquiry against appellant and since
[

it was a mechanical order, therefore, it was legally not tenable. Learned 

counsel submitted that the inquiry was not fair and was against the 

mandate of service rules.
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Conversely, learned A.A.G submitted that appellant entered a bogus03.

mutation No. 2255 in the name of Latif Ur Rehman from Ghulam Rasool

Khan without obtaining thumb impression of the actual land owner, an

inquiry was conducted but being not satisfied with the recommendation of

the inquiry officer, the competent authority ordered another inquiry to be

conducted through Director Land Records and on the basis of his

recornmendation, major penalty was imposed upon appellant. He submitted

that charge sheet and statement of allegations were served upon appellant

and that all the proceedings were carried out strictly in accordance with

law. He, therefore, requested for dismissal of the instant appeal.

04. We have heard learned counsel for parties and perused record. In

the first place, it was noted that the appellant had made entry in the

register of mutation as per provisions contained in the Land Revenue Act,

1967/vLand record Manual, which infers that Patwari is required to make

entry in the register of mutation every report made to him either by the

person acquiring any right in the landed property or on the information of

any other person having charge of the property intended to be transferred

through mutation and the appellant was exonerated of the charges by the
f

inquiry officer, whereas, the concerned Tehsildar, who', was responsible for 

attestation of mutation and obtaining thumb impression/signature of the 

vendor as well as witnesses was held responsible as per provisions of law. 

It was further noted that the respondents, while conducting another inquiry 

by another inquiry officer have not completed codal formalities under the 

E&D Rules, 2011, as the appellant was not issued fresh charge
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sheet/statement of allegations. Record reveals that such irregularity was

pointed out by Establishment Department on submission of departmental

appeal in respect of the concerned Tehsildar (the co-accused) and the

competent authority set aside orders of imposition of major penalty upon

the co-accused with the directions to initiate fresh inquiry, which inquiry

was conducted against the Tehsildar and which resulted into conversion of

his major penalty into minor penalty of stoppage of one increment,

whereas in case of appellant, his departmental appeal was out rightly

rejected, which is discriminatory, as the appellant as well as Tehsildar were

proceeded against in the same case, but with a different mode and in a

discriminatory manner, which shows malafide on the part of the

respondents. Before passing an order for fresh inquiry, the competent

authority has to satisfy himself that the Inquiry officer earlier appointed had

not conducted the proceedings in a lawful manner. It is mandatory for him

to pass a speaking order containing reasons when he finds it necessary to

hold a fresh inquiry by quashing the inquiry proceedings and inquiry report 

submitted by the inquiry officer appointed earlier. The accused officer has a

right to know as to why a fresh inquiry has been ordered against him. We

agree with the learned counsel for the appellant that the order for fresh

inquiry should not be mechanical. For passing that order, the competent

authority must apply his mind and give logical reasons.

05. In the present case, we find that the competent authority did not 

give any reason for quashing the findings of the first inquiry officer. He also 

did not mention as to what w!:i©fee the circumstances, which had compelled 

him to order fresh inquiry.



: •.,'5

5. .f.

;
1

.i' ;•

06. The long and short of the above discussion is that appeal is partially
I

accepted and the penalty of removal from service is converted into 

withholding of one increment for period of two years. The intervening '
i

period be converted into leave of the kind due. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
31.05.2021 V

4 (RQ REHMAN) ;
MEMBER(J)

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMEBR(E)
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Service Appeal No. 1180/2018%
t ■S.No Date of

order/
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.

1 2 3

Present.31.05.2021

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, 
Advocate For Appellant

Muhamma Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placedI

on file, instant service appeal is partially accepted and the

penalty of removal from service is converted into withholding of 

one increment for period of two years. The intervening period be

converted into leave of the kind due. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
31.05.2021

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(Ro^^ehman) 
/Mem^r (J)
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26.01.2021 Counsel for the appellant and Asstt. AG alpngwlth 

Muhammad Asif, Assistant for the respondents present. .
At the outset^ learned AAG stated thk the 

respondents required some more time to bring on record 

documents pertaining to requirement of second enquiry 

and other related with the matter in hand^. Learned 

counsel for the appellant does not object to the request. 
The needful shall positively be done on or before the next 
date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10.03.2021 for hearing before the D.B.

C^iq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

Chairman

10.3.2021 The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the bench 
is incomplete. To come up for hearing on 28.05.2021 
before the D.B.

eader

28.05.2021 Appellant with counsel present.

Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order on 

31.05.2021 before D.B.

f/
(Atiq ur Rehman Vi/azir) 

Member (E)
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)

;
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21.09.2020 Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate for appeNant is present. Mr. 

Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General alongwith 

representative of the department Mr. Muhammad Arif, Superintendent 
are aiso present. Learned counsel for the appellant submitted
rejoinder which is placed on file. File to come up for arguments on 

11.11.2 efore D.B.

'A

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (Executive)

(M u h a rnlTT-a^JamaLKfra' 
Member (Judicial)

11.11.2020 Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak 

learned Additional Advocate General for respondents 

present.

The Bar is observing general strike, therefore, the 

)matter is adjourned to 27.01.2021 for hearing before the 

D.B.1

Chair

(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

I
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Due. to public holiday on account of COVID-19, 
the easels adjourned for the same on 27.07.2020 before 

D.B.

24.06.2020
A

Appellant alongwith counsel present.27.07.2020

Mr. Muhamniad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney 

alongwith Muhammad .Arif Superintendent and Mukhtiar 

Superintendent for respondents present.

Partial arguments heard. Reportedly, another 

connected appeal titled Abdul Ghaffar is pending before

this Tribunal, moreover, this case was fixed for\ *

submission of reply/comments as the appellant had filed 

amended appeal on 07.02.2020. Reply to amended appeal 

was submitted. To come up for arguments alongwith 

connected aop^l, on 21.09.2020 before D.B.

iv
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
(Mian Muhamm 

Fvlember (E)

}
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Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Riaz Paidakhel 
learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith M/S Afan 

Junior Clerk for respondents No. 1, 2 and Farman 

Superintendent for respondent No.3 present. Learned 

counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. 

To come up for arguments on 07.02.2020 before D.B.,

30.12.2019

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

07.02.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mi'. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Farman Superintendent and Affan J.C present.

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted amended 

appeal wherein he also made impugned the order of appellate 

authority dated 01.01.2019 regarding rejection of appeal. 

Copy of the same given to representative of respondents./ 

Amended appeal shall be subject to all just objections. Joint ; 

request made for adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for 

further proceedings on 01.04.2020 before D.B.
/A
9*

Number Member

01.04.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 24.06.2020 before 

D.B.

it
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Counsel for the appellant present. Asst: AG for 

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant submitted 

rejoinder which is placed on file and seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 04.10.2019 before 

D.B.

11.09.2019

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmal Hassan)
Member

\

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. AddI: AG 

alongwith Mr. M. Arif, Supdt for respondents present. It 

pointed out that the departmental appeal has been 

decided by the departmental authority after institution of 
the present service appeal and the same order has not 
been challenged by the appellant in the present service 

appeal, therefore, learned counsel for the appellant 
requested for time to challenge the same in amended 

appeal. Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on 

06.11.2019 before D.B.

04.10.2019

was

Memberf,Member 1

Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Zia Ullah learned

Ullah
06.11.2019

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Farman 

Superintendent present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn, To come up for furtlrer proceedings on

30.12.2019 before D.B.

MemberMember
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani District 

alongwith Farmanullah, Superintendent for the
30.04.2019

Attorney 

respondents present.

Representative of respondents states that written reply is in 

the process of preparation and requests for adjournment. 
Adjourned to 10.06.2019 for submission of written 

reply/comments.

Chairman

10.06.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG alongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Arif, Supdt and Mr. Farmanullah, Supdt for 

respondents present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned but as a last chance. Case to come up 

written reply/comments on 08.07.2019 before S.B.

-i;

(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member

08.07.2019 Appellant in person and Addl. AG alongwith 

Muhammad Arif Superintendent for respondents No. 1 & 2 

and Farmanullah, Supdt. for respondent No. 3 present.

Parawise comments on behalf of respondents No. 1 

& 2 submitted which are placed on record. Representative 

of respondent No. 3 relies on the parawise comments of
' I

respondents No. 1 & 2 submitted today.: To come up for 

arguments on 11.09.2019 before the D.B. The appellant 
may submit rejoinder, within a fortnight, if so advised.

Chairman
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Counsel for the appellant and Addl AG for the 

respondents present.
14.1.2019

Learned AAG states that the written reply could 

not be prepared as none has contacted him from the 

respondent department. Adjourned to 21.03.2019 for 

submission of written reply.

\UChairman

Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak 

learned Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Farman 

Superintendent for the respondents present. Written 

reply not submitted. Representative of the respondents 

seeks time to file written reply. Granted. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 12.04.2019 before S.B.

21.03.2019

Member

12.04.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongwith 

M/S Muhammad Arif and Farmanullah, Superintendents 

for the respondents present.

Representative of respondent No. 3 requests for 

further time to submit the requisite reply. Adjourned to 

30.4.2019 on which date the requisite reply shall 
positively be submitted.II

yJ
Chairrn^n
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Counsel for the appellant Abdullah Khan present. 

Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by learned 

counsel for the appellant that the appellant was serving in 

Revenue Department as Patwari. It was further contended 

that during service he was removed from service vide order 

dated 06.06.2018 on the allegation that he entered a bogus 

mutation No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Ketat No. 48 for land 

measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla in the name of Haji Latif-ur- 

Rehman from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan S/0 Baitullah 

■resident of Marmandi (Azim) while the actual owner was 

Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan S/o Baitullah resident of 

Marmandi (Azim). It was further contended that the 

appellant filed departmental appeal on 23.06.2018 but the 

same was not responded hence, the present service appeal. 

It was further contended that neither proper inquiry was 

conducted nor the appellant was provided opportunity of 

personal hearing and defence, even copy of inquiry report 

was not provided to the appellant with the show-cause 

notice therefore, the impugned order is illegal and liable to 

be set-aside.

23.11.2018

' \

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the 

appellant needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee 

within 10 days, thereafter, notice be issued to the 

respondents fdr written reply/commenfs' for 14.01.2019 

before S.B.

Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi 
Member

i



1
rlvWForm-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1180/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

25/09/2018 The appear of Mr. Abdullah Khan pres^^^oday by Syed
r ■
Noman Ali Bukhari Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairm^ for proper order please.

1-

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to 

be put up there on
2-

. CHAIRMAN

Due to retirement of Flon’ble Chairman, the 

I'ribunal is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. 

I'o come up onl^.l}.2018.

25.10.2018

r
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL)

IN

APPEAL NO. 1180/2018

Abdullah K-han V/S Revenue Deptt:
4^'

INDEX

S.NO. DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE
1. Memo of Appeal 1-5

Copy of document2. A 6
Copy of charge sheet & statement 
of allegation 

3. B 7-8

copy of reply to charge sheet4. C 09
Copy of letter5. D 10

6. Copy of show cause E 11
Copy of show cause reply7. F 12

8. Copy of impugned order G 13
9. Copy of departmental appeal H 14-16
10 Copy of rejection order I 17
11 . Copy of order J 18
12. Vakalat nama 19

APPELLANT
ABDULLAH KHAN

THROUGH:

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT.

'V
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(AMENDED SERVICE APPEAL)

IN

APPEAL NO. 1180/2018

Abdullah Khan Ex- Patwari,
Halqa Mouza Marmandi Azeem 

Tehsil Serai Naurang Distt Lakki Marwat.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Chief Secretary , Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
The Senior Member of Board of revenue, kpk, Peshawar. 
The Deputy Commissioner, Lalcki Marwat.

1.
2.
3.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ODER DATED 06.06.2018 RECEIVED 

BY THE APPELLANT ON 22/06/2018 WHEREBY THE 

APPELLANT WAS REMOVED FROM THE SERVICE 

AND AGAINST THE REJECTION ORDER DATED 

01.01.2019 WHICH WAS PASSED AFTER LAPSE OF 90 

DAYS DURING PENDENCY OF SERVICE APPEAL.

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDER DATED 06.06.2018 RECEIVED BY THE 

APPELLANT ON 22/06/2018 AND 01-01-2019 MAY BE

B



SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE 

REINSTATED 

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY, 
WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO, BE AWARDED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

ALL BACK ANDWITH

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Halqa patwari and work with full 
zeal and zest. The appellant while workings as Halqa Patwari entered 

the mutation 2253 dated 14.11.2012 in moza Marmandi Azeem , 
alienating 10 kanal 2 maria of land.

That , subsequently the entry was checked through part all by the 

concerned girdawar circle and subsequently the attestation of mutation 

in question was done in favor of the beneficiary i.e buyer, copy of 

document is attached as Annexure-A.

2,

3. That after alienation of the land vide mutation in question, one of the 

co-owner approached the senior member board of revenue Peshawar 

on the ground that his share vide mutation in question was alienated 

without his consent ,and he has not made any mutation or alienation in 

favour of buyers mention in mutation in question.

That senior member board of revenue served the appellant with 

statement of allegation , charge sheet and the appellant properly 

replied and denied all the allegation. Copy of charge sheet, 
statement of allegation and reply is attached as annexure-B & C.

That SMBR has referred the inquiry to deputy commissioner Lakki 
Marwat for inquiry into the allegation ,who forwarded the same to 

director land record for recording the statement of concerned and 

other necessary formalities.

That, the inquiry was completed with recommendation forwarded the 

inquiry to deputy commissioner Lakki Marwat for further order. The 

director land record after completing the inquiry forwarded the same 

to senior member board of revenue Peshawar for further disposal. 
Senior Member Board of Revenue Peshawar notice concurrently and 

issued show cause notice to the appellant. The appellant properly 

replied to the show cause notice and denied the entire allegations.

4.

5.

6.

lA
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show cause notice and reply is attached asCopy of letter, 

Annexure-D, E & F.

That thereafter, without personal hearing the major penalty of 

Removal from service was imposed upon the appellant vide order 

dated 06.06.2018. The appellant being aggrieved filed departmental 
appeal against the order dated 06.06.2018 but the same was not 
responded within statutory period of 90 days, SO the appellant filed 

Service appeal no. 1180/2018 in this Hon’ble Service Tribunal but 
during the pendency of appeal, in utter violation of law and rules the 

deptt passed order on the departmental appeal of the appellant on 

01.01.2019. so during course of arguments the Tribunal directed the 

appellant vide order dated 04.10.2019 to file the amended appeal to 

include the rejection order in appeal. Hence the present amended 

appeal on the following grounds amongst others. Copy of impugned 

order and departmental appeal is attached as annexure-G, H & 1.

7.

GROUNDS:

That the orders dated 22.06.2018A. and rejection order dated 

01.01.2019 are against the law, facts, norms of justice and material
on record, therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B. That in first inquiry the appellant was exonerated and tehsildar 

has been held guilty and in second inquiry the appellant and 

Tehsildar held guilty and equally responsible but quite 

astonishingly on deptt appeal the penalty order of the Tehsildar 

has been withdrawn vide order dated 20.12.2018. which is 

discriminatory and violation of Article-2, 4A and 25 of the 

constitution . copy of order is attached as annexure-J.

That as per the provision of sec 42 of the land revenue act read 

with para 7.4 of the land record manual , patwari halqa shall enter 
in his register of mutation every report made tcj him either by the 

person acquiring any right in the landed property or on the 

information of any other person having charge of property 

intended to be transferred through mutation

That the mutation in question has been correctly prepared by 

appellant in the light of the contents the revenue record of the 

mouza concerned .there exists no mistake or irregularity either in 

the factum of the sale transaction reported to appellant or the

C.

D.



contents of the sheet of the subject mutation , all the columns of 

both the foil and counter foil have correctly been filled by 

appellant exactly in accordance with the nature of landed property 

i.e khata number , Ichasara number , name of land owner /vendors 

and vendee.

That, the subject mutation has been prepared by appellant on the 

report of the interested parties and not a single word /figure has 

been added by appellant on his own .it is further added here that 
the patwari Halqa has got no role in the final attestation of 

mutation.

E.

That the impugned order of SMBR Peshawar is void, contrary to 

law, facts and available record the appellant was treated 

discriminatory .the inquiry conducted was biased one. The inquiry 

was not fair and against mandate of service rules and policy.

That, the mutation in question was attested in general mass/jalsa 

aam and appellant has no concern with the attestation of mutation 

in question.

That, the entry appellant was thoroughly scrutinized and checked 

by girdawar circle concerned and later the mutation in question 

was attested in the presence of required witness.

That, the appellant has done his job accordingly to law and has 

made the entry for mutation in question only.

That, if the complainant is aggrieved, then he would be from 

girdawar circle and tehsildar concerned who have attested mutation 

but action was taken against the patwari by exonerating the 

tehsildar and Girdawar and punished the appellant to save the skin 

of High ups.

That, according to soul of sec 42 of land revenue act 1964,the 

thumb impression of vendor is not crucial but those are the 

witness whose signatures are sine-qua-none.

That, the Inquiry was not conducted as per the mandate of law. 
Neither any statement of any witness was recorded in the presence 

of appellant neither he was afforded opportunity of cross 

examination.

F.

G.

H.

I.

J.

K.

L.

M. That, the impugned order is a sort of misjudgment arising from non 

reading of record and mis interpretation of law, defining the role of 

patwari in entering the mutation .on the request of parties, any 

member of vendors , having specific share in proprietorship of land
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,can be entered by patwari in the mutation register .however it is 

duty of revenue officer to transfer the share of willing vendors 

/transferors and retain the share of those who are unwilling at the 

time of attestation of mutation
[i

That, personal hearing, being mandatory, was not afforded to 

appellant which is against the law and rules.

That no inquiry report was provided to the appellant with show 

cause notice which is against the law and rules.

That, appellant being employee, was not tenable to any penal 
action so the impugned order is based on ulterior motive.

That the respondent not decided the departmental appeal within 

statutory period of 90 days and after institution of service appeal/ 
during pendency of service appeal the department rejected the 

departmental appeal by violation the rules and superior court 
judgment.

That the penalty of removal from service is very harsh which is 

passed in violation of law and, therefore, the same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law.

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.

N.

O.

P.

Q.

R.

S.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT 

ABDULLAH KHAN

THROUGH:

(SYED NOMAN BUKHARI) 

ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT.
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GOVER>JMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTU 
BOARD OF REVENUE ■' 

REVENUE-^ ESTATEDEPARTMENT
/ t.

y
i-

CHARGE SHEET.
I

i'

! i1, Zafav'Iqbal, Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber', Ps k^htunlcliwa, as 
■ Coilipetelit Authority, charge you, Mi‘. Abdullah Jan, Ex; Patwari Moza Marnianii, now Patwaii

' Halqa Nawar Khel District Lakki'Marwat, as follows:
That ybu while posted as Patwari Halqa Marmandi, committed the following

!.

irregularitics;-

I •

1. That while posting as Patwari halqa-Moza^Marmand , you entered a 
bogus mutation No. 2255 in Khata No.- 2614, Ketat No. ^8, fot land 
measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla injhe name.ofHaji ;^atif-'ur-Rehman 
from-Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan S/0 BaituHab r/o Marma,ndi (Azim) 
while the actual owner was Mr, Ghulam Rasool Kli^n S/0 Baitullah

1
V

1
I

i7o Marmandi (Azim'). ’I

..2. That during the fact Finding '/ pre-liminavy inquiry, you failed to 
the charges levelled against you'before the Inquiry Officei.remove

i
■ B'/ reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct undei P.ule 3 of the2. •

i-Khyber.Fakh'tunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency.and Discipline) Rule;, 2011, and have
rendered^youvself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rule 4 of the F.ules ibid.

days on receipt
u

J

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within.sever 

of this Charge Sheet to the Inquiry Officer / Inquiry Committee.
Your written defence, if any, should reach to Inquiry Officer, within the specified period, 

failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defence arid in that case e:c-parte action will

3.
;

(

4. I

: ■

be taken against you.
Intimate as to, whether you desire to.be heard in person. 

Statement of allegations is enclosed.

/I.\5.
j

6.
I-

tarc re
hd Esrate DepartmentReven

• Mr. Abdullah .Ian,
Patwari Haloa Nawar Khel Disti'ict Lakki Marwat.

i

i!
■

0

:
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GOVERNMENT, OF KHYBER PAKHDJNKHWA. 

board of revenue'
■revenue & EST ATEDEP ARTMENT 

No Admn! IV/inquiryrrehsildar^aurang/Abdullah Jan/ 
• Dated 0..V.1 /n/2017

r::;
t-'-
;;

i.

i<-

disciplinary action.

■ 1-Governmeil of Khyber 
of tie opinion that

1, Zafaf Iqbal, Senior Member / Secretary to I.

' . PakhtunkJiwa, Revenue & Estate Department, as.Competent Authority, am
Mr. Abdullah .Ian: PatWari Halqa Nawar Khel District Lakki Mawat, has rendered himself liable

committed the following, acts/omissions, within the meaning of
I:

to be proceeded against, as he 

Rule 3 of. the Khyber Paklitunkhwa
i;Government Servants (-Efficiency and-Disoipll'ne) Rules.

2011;-
i'

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS. 1
. V

1.'
1 That while posting as Patwari halqa Moza Marmanpi. he entered a , 

■ bogus mutation No. 2255 in Khata No,.264, Ketat Ijo. 4|, fo'’
measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla in . the name of Haji LatitOT-Rehman 

. from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Rhan S/0 Baitullah-r/o'tvjaxrnandi (Az.m) 
while the actual owner was Mr. Qhulam Rasool Khgn S/0 Baitullah 
r/o Marmandi (Azim).. ; ; ,

2. That during the fact finding / pre-liminary, ihquiry.'h^ iailed to 
the cl-iarges levelled against him before die Inquiry Officer.

remove 1
1-'
I '

the above f.For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with refers nee. to

.1 A/i/Z/JZ/AV Ifh^- -------
!.2.

1/71] /r)Lo/
allegations, Mr.

■ is appointed as Inquiry Officer under Rule 10 (I) (a) of the Rules ibid.
7Vl -TTh a

I'

i •pf the Rules ibid, 

and make, within 

othei- appropriate

The Inquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions
to the accused, record its findings

3.
provide reasonable opportunity of hearing 
thirty days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment ot

action.against the acqused. .;
well conversant representative of tie deponent shall join theThe accused and a 

proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Inquiry Officer.
4. •

( . e«'etar' 
d Estate Department.Revenue an'

•:>

I

r, •
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9;■!

To.:
;■

;;/
1, ’:

. The Deputy Commissioner, 
Lakkl Marwat.

7'.* *
*1.

transferred through.mutation. 7. ■ ■■■^7^v7:v,v.c;^v^:V-;:.-;7P^-

of the Revenue Record of the

:v«:
REPLY OF 
SERAI NAURAN-G; IN
SECRETARY REVEI^UL

. . Subject:.,

CASE. OF ?^ALE MUT;3i^l'MNifi§

marMANDI AZEENT,
7.-

Respecded Sir,
i

1|.
on

;
I

nature
owners/vendors and vendee.

,.... ™„...n.......
r.t?.£K.:p:5Ps“;;2S7K...#.

.......
taken of the Pno,fhotin..me..sPtwarhftalt,a. in:the;4nstant

y

no

direct and solid 
complaint.

\ * •
I

1
Abdullah lihan

Ex- Patwari hiaiqa’Marmandi Azeem 
Tehsil Serai-Naurang

•;

7i

.■i-
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IGOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
DIREGTORATE OF-bAND RECORD 

REVENUE AND'ESTATE DEPARTMENT I

No.Enquiry/Abdu .Ghafar-Tehsildar L.M/___^

Dated Peshawar the j^£_/01/2018 ;

111 m

.*»*
....

SMmail: landrecovd.kpkfaiUTnail.com ■ '
i

F
- To

I ■
Deputy Commissioner. 
Lakki Marwat.

iisiiilssl
PATWART NAWAR KHEL DISTRICT LAKXI MARWAT.

SUBJEdT:I 1:

V
1the subject :'.oted above and to say that the undersigned has been appointed 

as.Inquiry Officer to conduct an inquiry in the subject titled'case. ^ •
j ^

You are therefore,-requsted to direct M/s Ghulam Jai| Girdawar Circle Mama Kliel

- Tehsils Sarai Naurang and Abdullah .Ian Ex: Pawari Mouza Marmuhdi now Hilqa-Patwari Nawar
on 01.02.2018 at UDO-hi'S'

/ ■

• fRefer to i- : .
\ :

'I

;
attend the office of the undersignedl<.hel District Lakki Marwai to 

alungwith all relevant record (in ^ • liSV .•I i -

;

.Irt^d Re :ord

u.I J?(Muir 
Direct 0 

(In<i

>

airy Officqr)

End: No. &. Date Even.)
!
j Copy forwai'ded to the:* *

Assistant Secretary (Estt:), Board of Revenue w/r to his letter dated .p.C)L2018.
2 Private Secretary to Senior Member Board of Revenue Khyber Pakitunkhwa
t^M/S Ghulam Jan Girdn>,var Circle Mama KherTehsils Sarai NaurLng 

' Ex: Patwari Mouza Marmundi now Halqa Patwari Nawar
attend the office of the undersigned on 0-1.Oz.201.8 at 12t7U m,.

alongwiih all relevant-record (in origingal).

I

1.! •

with direction to
i

I

(ktm'M^ad'A^ 

Director Land Rcci|rd 
(Irlquiry Officer)

# •

■ :

'■ui

:•1"
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'■?ROr : 3/'lBR bl^FICE :09192l39e9i 5 Rpr, 2018 i:51Pn P2FPX MO.W

GOVEllNMKNT OE KI-fYBHR PAKHTU'M’KHWA 
liOAia OF IUSVENUB 

revenue ^ ES'rATH DEPARTMENT

Pcshuwar dated , O’̂ . ^

SHOW CaVUSE notice

.CorripctcaEAitilhQjity. under 

serve
L '/.afar Iqhal, Senior Member, Board of Revenue, a.s 

the KiNlur Pakhninkhwa, Govuvnment Sci'vani (liffioiti'itiiy&DLScipliTva) .RiiloE 20|,l

.Abdullah .Pin. Mouza'Marmrutdi Pcilwari Hnlqa.Nawar K.hel VA-upon y«Hi Mr,

i.iikki MarwcU, Show Cause Nohee ibU'.-

u:rcd a bogusThat while po.stin^'<rs Patwari l-’lalqa mouza marmandi, you ei 
muialion No,2255 in K.uta No.-'26^1, Kcuuc No, 4«, for land mcisuvinii 7 k.aniil

and !6 I'nni'la in the name of ilali LiU'if-LJi‘-Rchman fio’TO^ Mr. Ohuhim Rasool

Rhaii SK) iV.niulU'.b Iv'C M.iiriuandi (A7.in.V)
. . ' '

Mr. (..rhuliim Rasool S/O Batiullah R/0 mavmandi (Azini).,'

while-- lA^^clua j owner wa.^;

Thai (Juj'ing'ihe lacL [indiiig/preliminury inquiry, you failed, to- remove ihe uluirge 

Icvclicd against you before the inquiry officer poi^pnal hoaimg.
I.

I
be; pr jc-.cedc(? agiiinsi 

Rules, 201).
Votlr ihi.s act taiuarnounr to iniseoi^duei and liable yoU to

1 y . _
imicr vbc KJrybcf .Pakhlunkhwa 0()vcrijnien( Servaiu (Efficiency and Discipline)

.1

••You lire Ihunjlbre required lo Show Cause as to why tjie aforesu d petmlly under

nn 201 1. should
4.

(he Kbvivr 1‘akhrunkhwa Covcrnmcnl vServanr (V'.fficiency and Discijaiinc) Rul 

uol bo.iimsKiscd upon you. Furchcrniorc'. you arc.dirccied to appear on

before: the undor.signed for personal heai'lng.

If no reply u,' thus noliee is received v/ivhiri 7 day.s nf ids dcli''ci7. it shall be 

del'onr.c lo pt.il bi and in that case CK-partc action shall be laken• pivsumed ihai ymu have no

a.i,:'.u:'isi ;

I

. 0

No, EsU:l/)’l’/Abdul GhalTaiv 
l’c-sb:-r.v;ir (kiu.'d^:®, 'ilHQO 1 R,
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The Senior Member, J ..
Board'of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'
(Competent Authbritvl 

^PPIVmSHnWCA"^^ NOTirMN respect

^riMNFrTION WITH SALE MUWmN 

. MARMANDI AZIM

Subject:
!

Respected Sir,

cause notice bearinB:No.:Ett;l/:PF/AbdulWith reference to show
Ghaffar/ 16'873 da.ted 03.04.2018.

/
X, AS pt the provision of section 42 of the ^'tif re|stI^ol

. the Land Record Manuai, the ^ 3 iringi any'rights in
ntutationsieverv report made to him e.ther by g^/^harge of

' the landed property or on the informationrpf any other person hat^ g 

property intended to be transferred through mutation.

• .S'*.'

the
has been correctly prepared by e in the ligt^t of the

oncerned.There exists no mistake
to me or the

2. The nnutation-'in question
, . contents of. the Revenue Record of the mouia c .poortec

irregularity either in the factum of the sa e V of both the foil and
contents of the sheet of the subject mutation, ^ fhe nature

““""S™.;:":”:: s: i.
Khalsra Number, name of land owner/vendors'and vendee.

or

of t

i
the interestedi'hoq, the report of 

a^tied 'SV me bn
no roleinthe'fnala\test3tion

; mutation has been prepared by
single word/figure has been

me
3. The subject

parities and not a 
further added here that the Patwari Halqa has got

my .own. It is

J.
■ of mutations,

KeetJing in view the aforem_entioned points. It IS hereby requested that

. innocent arid may please be exonerated from ^ ^ j rociedings, for
instant cbmplaint and as such may please be filed , Halqa in the .
no direct Ld solid-proof is available for incriminating me as patwq

v:r, .

.instant cbrhplaint.;
i

Thanking You Sir

Yours Most Obdd ent Servant

y04/2018Dated: / o

Abdullah Khan
Ex Patwari Halqa Marmandi Azim 
Tehsil Naurang District Lakki Marwat.

I sV

r

[
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GOVERNMERraFl<:HYBERPAl<.HTUNK.HWA ' , 
BOARD OF REVENUE 

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.

Pesiiawar dated the ^^/06/2018
■':v

ORDER. :

No.EjiU:I/PF/Abdul GhalTaiV WHEREAS; Mr. Abdullah Khm the then 

Piiiwari halqa Marmandi Azim Tehsil Naurang was proceeded against under die .Khyber

Pakhiunl<hwa Government Servant (Elticiency &. Discipline) Rules 2011 for the cl arge.; 

mentioned in die Charge Sheet.,

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Asif Director Land Records was appointetl
'i • ' ■ !

as Inquiry Officer to probe into tlie charges leveled against the said official and submit tinUing/ 

• rcconunendations.
:

AND WHEREAS, The Inquiry Officer after having examir 

evidence produced before him-and statement of accused official, submitted his re 

charges against the accused official stand-proved.

e the ch;irges; 

ply vvlierel-y die '‘■

AND WHEREAS, I Zafar Iqbal Senior Member, Boai'd of Revenue after having 

the charges, evidence produced, statement of accused officiaPfinding of Inquiry Officer'am after 

personal hearing of the-accused concur with the finding and recommendation; of the Inquiry 

officer.

NOW THEREFORE, I as Conipeleni Authority in exercise of powers com erred 

by Rule 4 (b) (iii) of Khyber Pakhuinkhwa Government Servaifts (Efficiency and Discipline) 

Rules, 2011 impose major penalty oJ' removal iVoivi service upon Mr, Abdullah Khan thi.- then' 

Patvvari office of the Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marw.at with immediate effect.

By ordeij of
Senior Isdember

No.EsU:I/PF /Abdul Ghaftar/ 7

\Copy forwarded lo the;- 

. Commissioner, Bannu Division, Bannu. 

Deputy CommissiGiier, Laldd Marwat. 

District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat.

1.

3,

Official concerned.4.

5. Office order'file.

C' ■ •

In

■ i
1%

(
N.S

3
i.
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BEFORE THE WORTHYCeiEF SECRETARY
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
SERVICE APPEAL/REPRESENTATION No. 72018

SUBJECT: REMOVAL FROM SERVICE ORDER NO. 24363>67 (>N DATED 
06-06>2018 WHICH HAS BEEN RECEIVED TOj THE
PETITIONER ON 22.06.2018

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL/REPRESENTATION,
AGAINST IMPUGNED ' ORDER DATED 06-06-2018
(ACKNOWLEDGE AT LAkKI ON 'llATED 10;06.2018^ MAY
KINDLY BE SET ASIDE OR ANNULLED ^JSD THE
APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE : RE-INSTATEU IN HIS
INCUMBENCY OF PATWAERI HALOA IN DISTRICT LAKKI
MARWAT WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

That, succinct and germane' facts culminating m Instant 
Appeal are as such:.

(1) That, the appellant as Patwari Halqa entered the Mutation 2253 
dated 14-11-2012 in moza marmandi Azeem , alieriating 10 Kanal 2 
maria of land in the name of Haji Latif ur Rehman. The entry was 
made on the oral statements of concerned Party/Vendors-.

(2) That,, subsequently the entry was checked through part all by the 
concerned girdawar circle and subsequently the attestation 
mutation in question was done in favour of the Beneficiary i.e, 
Buyer.

. (3)That, after alienation of the land vide Mutation in question , one of 
■ the co-owners approached tlie Senior Member board of Revenue 

Peshawar on the ground that his share vide Mutation in question 
alienated without his consent, and he has not made any Mutation or
alienation in favour of the Buyers mentioned in Mutation in 
questions. ,

(4) That, Senior Member board of Revenue Peshawar has pleased 
referring the inquiry to Director Land Record for inqu ry into the 
allegations, who foivvarded the same to Deputy Co:nmissioner 
Lakki Marwat for recording the statements of concerned and others 
necessary foimalities. The Deputy Commissioner Lakk;i lylarwat 
served the appellant with notice for reply and hearing. The appellant 
submitted his respective reply and recorded staterhents.

(5) That, The inquiry was completed with recommendation fory/arded 
the inquiry to Director Land Record for fuither order. Tjie Director 
Land Record after-completing the inquiry forwarded t^e skme to

: Senior Member board of Revenue Peshawar fpr furth(;r disposal.
, Senior Member board of Revenue Peshawar served ths appellant 
with statements of allegation , charge sheet and show ciu^e notice

of

was

■

I •

.

b
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concurrehtly. Subsequently without any other eodal fom.alities, the 
i appellant was imposed the major penalty of Dismissal frolm service. 

(6) Being Unhappy from the order dated 06-06-2018 of Senior Member 
' board of Revenue Peshawar based on the inquiry in question, the 

appellant has rushed to your majestic authority for i yoiir kind 
interference into the matter. Inier-alia, on the following grounds.

GROUNDS:.

(I)That, as per the provision of sec 42 of the Land Reveniie Act read 
with para (i) 7.4 of the Land Record Manual,, the Patw^i Ualqa shall 
enter in his register of mutations every report ma.de to him either by 
the person acquiring any rights in the landed property or on the 
information of any other person having charge of tte property 
intended 'to be transferred through mutation.

(2)That, the mutation in question has be^n correctly prepared by 
appellant in the light of the contents of the Revenue Recor^ of the 
mouza concerned. There exists no mistake or irregulariy either in 
the factum of the sale transaction reported to appelant or the 
contents/of the sheet of the subject mutation, all the columns of both, 
the foil and counterfoil have correctly been filed b/ appellant 
exactly in accordance with the nature of the transaction as well as the 
nature of the landed property i.e, Khata number, Khasra number, 
name of land ownersA^endors and vendee.

(3) That,the subject mutation has been prepared by appellant on tlie 
report of the interested parties and not a single word/ figure has been 
added by appellant on his own. It is further - added here .that the 
Patwari Halqa has got no role in the final attestation of mptatioiis..

(4) That the impugned order of SMBR Peshawar is contrary to law, 
facts and available record.the appellant was treated discriminatory. 
The inquiry conducted was biased one. The inquiry was not fair and 
against mandate of service rules and policy.

(5) That, the mutation in question was attested in general Mass/ Jalsa 
Aam and appellant has no Concern with the attestation of mutation 
in question.

(6: That,-the entry of appellant was thoroughly scrutinized md checked 
by Girdawar circle concerned and later the mutation in question was 
attested in the presence of Required Witnesses.

(7) That, the appellant has done his job accordingly to Law and has 
made the entry for mutation in question only. .

(8) That, if the complainant is aggrieved , then he would' be from 
girdawar circle and Tehsildar concerned who have attested mutation.



!\

(9) That, according to the soul of Sec 42 of Land Revenue Act 19,64, the 
thumb impression of vendor is not crucial but tho$e are thi; wijnesses 
whose signatures are sine-qua-none.

(10) , That, the inquiry was not conducted as per the mandate of law.
Neither any statement of any witness Was recorded in the presence of 
appellant neither he was afforded opportunity of cross examination.

■ 1

That, the impugned order is a sort of mis judgrrent arising
V, defining .

(11)
from non reading of record and mis interpretation of la' 
the role of Patwari in entering a mutation. On the reques , of parties, 
any member of vendors, having specific share in the prcprieitorship 
of land, can be entered by the Patwari in the mutation rpgister. 
However, it is for the revenue officer to transfer the shares of willing 
vendors/transferors and retain the shares of those who arc un-willing
at the time of attestation of mutation.y

ifforeded toThat, personal hearing, being mandatory, was not 
the appellant what to speak of providing him opportunity of self 
defense.

(12)

ible to any(13) • That, appellant being employee, was not amen
penal action, so the impugned orders are biased on ulterior motive.

It is, humbly prayed that the impugned order N^. 24363-67 
dated 06,06.2018 may kindly rescinded, the iriquiry coriducted may 
kindly be declared. Null and Void and appellant may kindly be 

■ reinstated by exonerating him of all charges leveled against him.

Dated: 23.06.2018.

AppellantAbdullah Khan 
EX-Patwari Halqa mouza Marmandi 

Azeem
Tehsil Serai Naurang'Distt: Lakki Marwat

1
r-

5j
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G ( ) V li: U N MEN T O I- K H Y B E R P A K H I L) N K H \S , 
BOARD OF REVENUE,

. REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.
•F-acebooU ID: ww\V.faccbook.com/bor.kpk92

fqiRevcnucBoardkp 
091.-9213989

Twitter ID: 
Fax No;

;
! Esttil/PF/Abdui' Cihafb\r/_IX2^_. _No

, Peshawar dated ihcnl /01/2019.

f'

10

Mr. Abdullah K.han,
!,9\-Pui\vari. Malqa Mouza 
Manuandi Azim Tehsil Sarai Naurang, 
Disirict Lakki Marwat.

l.)epuly Commissioner, Lakki Marwat. '.S ■riirougl’.:

SI B.IKC T:- ui- mDVAL FROM SERVICF. ORDER NO. 24363-67 DATED 06.06.2018,

theDepanmental Appeal dated 23.06.2018 ha^ been examined and rejected by
VvHir

Appcii;;:.' Aiuhm iiy (i.e Chid'Secretary).
.1,

•i

Assistant Secretary (LsU:)

i

/

•V
;;

A.: re;
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.tl^^/2018

Abdullah Khan V/S Revenue Deptt:

INDEX

S.NO. DOCUMENTS ANNEX URE PAGE
Memo of Appeal 1-5
Copy of document•T A 6
Copy of charge sheet & statement 
of allegation

B 7-8j

4 copy of reply to charge sheet C 09
5 Copy of letter D 10

Copy of show cause6 E 11
7 Copy of show cause rep 1 y F 12
8 Copy of impugned order

Copy of departmental appeal 
Valcalatmama

G 13
H 14-16 ..j

10. 17

MU \ I
iAPPELLANT 

ABDULLAH KHAN

THROUGH:

(SYEO NOMAN AI.J BULHAr<f)

&

(UZMA SVE.O) 

ADVOCATES, HIGH COUITL

-A'"

s

■ i"

. -•*

■■H

i
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BEFORE THE KPXESERVl.C'E TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.ng^ /2018

Abdullah Khan Ex- Patvvari,
Halqa Vlouza Marmandi Azeein 

Tehsil Serai Naurang Distt Lakki Marwat.

lii-.iii-y No­
il

(Appellan t)

VERSUS

Hie Chief Secretary , Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
The Senior Member of Board of revenue, kpk, Peshawar. 
The Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.

a

il
i

(Rtrspondenfs) '

i

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KRVBER 

■PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ODER DATED 06.06.2018 RECFJVEO 

BY THE APPELLANT ON 22/06/2018 WHEREBY'' THE 

APPELLANT WAS REMOVED FROM' THE SERVICE 
AND AGAINST NOT' 'tAKING ACTION ON THE 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT , 
WITHIN STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DA VS. .

•;

i-

•.^eglscrar

.PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APFEAl..'THE 

ORDER DATED 06.06.2018 .REGEI'VEj) BY THE 

APPELLANT ON 22/06/2018 MAY BE SET ASIDE ANT 

THE APPELLANT M.AY BE REINSI'ATEB MTTR'AlA.

•i'
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BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFiTS. ANY 

OTHER REMIEDY, WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL 

DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO, 
BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
IFACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Halqa patwari and work with fui!. 
zeal and zest. The appellant while workings as Halqa Patwari entered 

the mutation 2253 dated 14.11.2012 in moza Marmandi Azeein. , 
alienating 10 kanai 2 maria of land.. : ■ j

That , subsequently the entry was checked through pa.rt all by, the 

concerned girdawar circle and subsequently the attestation of mutation 

in question was done in favor of the beneficiary i.e buyer, copy of
document is attached as Annexure-A.

2.
1

3. 1 hat after alienation of the land vide mutation in question, one of the 

C0“0wner approached the senior member board of revenue Peshawar 

on the ground that his share vide mutation in question was alienated 

wathout his consent ,and he has not made any mutation or alienation in 

favour of buyers mention in mutation in question.

That senior member board of revenue served the appellant with 

statement ot allegation , charge sheet and the appellant ijroperlv 

replied and denied all the allegation. Copy of charge sheet, 
statement of allegation and reply is attached as annexure -B & C. :

That SMB.R. has referred the inquiry to deputy commissioner Lakki 
Vlarwat tor inquiry into the allegation ,who forwarded the same to 

director land record for recording the statement of concerned and 

othei' necessary formalities.

That , the inquiry was completed with i-ecommendation forwarded the 

inquiry to deputy commissioner Lakki Mainvat for fmaher oi'der. The 

director land record after completing the inquiry forwaded the same to 

senior member boajxi of revenue Peshawar for further disposal. Senior 

M.ember ..Board of .Revenue Peshaw'ar notice concurrently and is-sued 

sh.ovv cause notice to the appellant. The appellant properly replied to 

the show cause notice and denied the entire allegations. Copy of 

letter, show cause notice and reply is attached as Annexure-O, E 

& F.

4.

c*.

6.
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Q- 'I'hat the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and ■ 
pi'oots at the time of hearing.

1

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

AtjyjyiJv U
\PPELLANT/

J ABDULLAH ICH.AN
i

J> ■ !THFWL'GH:
'rI

(SYED NOMAN AL.I BLLHAR!)

&
(UZM.A^Ee) 

ADVOCATES, HIGH COURT.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKi^TUI^tfl^ 
BOARD OF REVENGE ' 

REVENGE & ESTATEDEP ARTMENT

p/
V

/
i-

CHARGE SHEET.
i

: •;

. . ■ 1, Zafar'Iqbal, Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber. Pe kJitunldiwa, as
Competent Authority, charge you, Mf. Abdullah Jan, Ex: Patwari Moza Marmandi. now Patwaii 

HalqaNawar Khel. District Lakki Marwat, as follows;
That you while posted as Patwari Halqa Marmandi, committed the following

t.

irregulariti|s;-

I •

i you entered a1. That while posting as Patwari halqa-Moza Marmand
bogus mutation No. 2255 in Khata No. 26A, Ketat No. -48, foi land 
measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla in the name of Haji Latif-jur-Rehman 
from Mr, Ghulam Rasool Khan S/O Baitullali r/o Marmandi CAzim) 
while the actual owner was Mr. Ghulam Rasool Kli^n S.^0 Baitullah

i
I

V(
r/o Marmandi (Azim).'

2. That during the 'fact finding '/ pre-liminary inquiry, you failed to 
the charges levelled against you' before the Inquiry Officer, i-.remove

:■

■ BV reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Rule 3 of the 

Khyber fakhtunkhwa Government Servants (RTiciency, and Discipline) Rule;, 2011 and have
2.

J

;
rendered^^oLirself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rule 4 of the F.ules ibid.

days on receipt

I
L: 1.;

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within.sever 

of this Charge Sheet to the Inquii-y Off cer / Inquiry Committee.
Your written defence, if any, should reach to Inquiry Officer, within the specified period 

■ failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defence and in that case e;c-parte action will

3.
\

\
4. I

f-
i

be taken against you.
Intimate as to, whether you desire to.be heard in person. 

Statement of allegations is enclosed.

c
5.

6, 4

I

iC rei
id Esrate DepartmentReven'

Mr, Abdullah Jan,
Pat'.va.ri Halau Navvar Khe! District Lakki Marwat,

!

’

■ e

•1
-7

1^i

k
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m GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHDJNKHWA
board of revenue 

revenue & estatedepartment
No. Admn: IV/lnquiry/Tehsildar^aurang/Abdullah Jan/

Dated /11/2017

r
'Z-llS'l' •

••
I

I

i
mSCTPLINARY ACTION.

GovernmeU of Khyber 
of the opinion that

I, Zafav Iqbal, Senior Member / Secretary to
PakhtunWiwa, Revenue & Estate Department, as .Competent Authority, am 
Mr. Abdullah ,!an' Patwari Halqa Nawar Khel Districl Lakki Mai-wat, has rendered himself liable

he committed the following acts/omissions, within the meaning of
!■

to be proceeded against, as 

Rule 3 of, the Khyber Paklitunkhwa Government Sei-vants (Efficiency and-DisoiplThe) Rules,

2011:-
1

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS,
V

1 That while posting as Patwari halqa Moza Marmandi, he enteied a 
■ bogus mutation No. 2255 in Khata No., 264, Ketat bio. 4^, ^r land 

measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla in the name of Haji Latifrur-Rehman 
from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan S/0 Baitullah-r/o NIarmandi (Azim) 
while the actual owner was Mr. C^hulam Rasool Khpi S/0 Baitullah 
r/o Marmandi (Azim). . j ^

2. That during the fact finding / pre-liminary, inquiry, b^iailed to 
the charges levelled against him before tiie Inquiry Officer,

remove
k
5.
1

. to the above 

l{/(\ /7lLo7 ,
For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference. 

// A.'V .P-C-
2.

allegations, Mr.
is appointed as Inquiry Officer under Rule 10 (1) (aj of the Rules ibid.

Tvi-Trt/i

I

)!' the Rules ibid, 

and make, within 

other appropriate

• The Inquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions 

provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings 

thirty days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment oi 

action against the accused.

The accused and a
proceedings on the date, time and place Fixed by the Inquiry Officer.

3.

well conversant representative of tie depwtl nent shall join the
4.

-
T'

*1'NS^'etar 
Revenue Estate Department.
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To:
•,

The Deputy Commissioner, 
Lakki Marwat.

;

A «n,:n 1 aH. AZEEM TE^
REPLY OF 
SERAI NAURANg- IN
SECRETARY _
CASE OF SALE 
MARMANDI AZEEM^

. Subject:,.

Enos for your svmp.thctic^co;n«n|||afl|||^

;/v Respeqtled Sir,

pe. tEo p.o.s;ons of seCon

transferred through mutation. ■ .. j ■

owners/vendors and vendee.

;;

*
on

2. The

„,utation has been prepared by -e °n the report o,thp^re^d^^- 

,„,a.ord/..rehasbeena^ea^^.~
3. The subject 

and not a 
here that the patwari' halqa has got no

entioned points, it is hereby requested that a
Keeping in view the aforem 
taken of the instant complaint and as 
direct and solid proof is available for incriminating, me

complaint.
hi

■)

Abdullah' Ijihan

Ex- Patwari.B^alqa-' Marmandi Azeem
Tehsil Serai Na.urang

7

i •
.1

•I

■■. ■■
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SilF,.o GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
DIREGTORATE OF^bAND record 

REVENUE AND'ESTATE DEPARTMENT
It?

!' .

No.Enquiry/Abdu Ghafar-Tehsildai" L.M/—^

Dated Peshawar the / 01/2018

»
iSS/Email: iandrecoTd.knk@.gmail.com
• r; r

mTo.

Deputy Commissioner, 
L.ak-ki Marwat.

QiiTtiPOT- TNOUIRY AGAINST M/S ABDUL GHAFEAI^ iKHAN LX: TEHSILDAR

ABDULLAH JAN EX: PATWARI MOUZA M^lRMUNDl NOW HALQA 
PATWARI NAWAR KHEL DISTRICT T ,ARXI MARWAT,

;
ii

V
1-•isubject noted above and to say that the undersigned has been appointed 

as Inquiry Officer to conduct an inquiry in the subject titled case. ,
Refer to the

4

i-equsted to direct M/S Ghulam Jari Girdawar Circle Mama Kliel 

Tehsils Sai-ai Naurang and Abdullah .Ian Ex; Patwari Mouza Marmundi now Lalqa'^Patwari Nawar

attend the office of the undersigned on 01.02.2018 at UOO hrs

You are therefore.

i Khel District Lakki Marwat to 

alongwiih all relevant record (in .. .

Directlo'rl.and Re:ord 
(Imiuiry Officer)

19(Muir i:
!

End; No. &. Date Even.
■■■ir

Copy forwai'ded to the:- '
1. Assistant Secretary (Estt:), Board of Revenue w/r to his letter dated 23.01 2018,
2 Private Secretary to Senior Member Board of Revenue Khyber Pakitunkhwa.
^M/S-Ghulam Jan Girdhwar Circle Mama Khel Tehsils Sarai Naurf;ag and Abdullah Jan 
' Ex: Patwari Mouza Marmundi now Halqa Patwari Nawar Khel Di.strict Lakki arwat 

attend the office of the undersigned on 01.02.2018 at 12(00 hiT.with direction to 
alongwith all relevantYecord (in origingal).

J

(Muh'Snl^ad''AS)r'
Director Land Rcci^rd •; 

(Iriquiry Officer)

f >

i A
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'i

GO'VEili^MKhJT 01' KHY'BER PAKHTU'NKHWA 
UOAiAD OF REVENUE 

revenue ES'rATH DEPARTMENT

Peshawar dated 0'S. .'O'VROl S

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE:

L Zal'ai- Iqhal, Senior Member, Bourcl of Revenue, a.s.Co.rripctcn,t;A|lbC5ity. under
serveKlivlitr l^akhuiiikhwa. Government Servant (Efficieifcy&Disciplhie) Riilea, 2011 

tjpon Uiii Mr, ,\btlu!lah Jan, Ex-Paiwari Mouza Marmandi now Pal-v/ari Halqa Nawar Khd 

* Uislvici i.akki Marwai, vShow Oatuse NoKcc ihai,-

ihc

):
;

Thai while posting'as Patwari 1-Ialqa mouza marmandi, you-ei|u:red a bo^us 

nniladon No.2255 in Kata No. 26^, KeUitc 'No. 48, for land meism-ioa 7 kanal 

and !6 inarla in the name of 1-laji Latif-Ur-Rchman fiOhE^Mr, Gliulam Rasool 
i'Oian S-Ad 'B-<'itiu!Jab Iv'G Marniandi (Azim) while'-ih^SjicuU 

Vlr. Crhulam Ra.sool S.'O Batiullah R/'O marmandi (Azini).

TViat during ihe I'ael niiding/prclintinary inquijy. you failed to remove the ehar^ie 
levelled against you bofoie the inquiry officer d^fe-qg pereonal heai'ing.

Your this act lantarnounT to iniseonduci and liable yoii to be pi'occedct? againsi
i- 7 , , . ■

lev \hc Ivliybci ,Pakhtunki)wa Govc.r.niTien[ Scr-vant (Efficiency and Discipline)

I

owner wa.s
I

I'

I
-.1

.1 .

Rules, 20!).on:

d penally under •'You are there'ibre required to Slrow Cause as to why the aforesii. 

ihc Kiivlx-r Pakhciinkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rul

b-u:imposcd upon ynu. ruvchcrmorc-. you arc.dirccted to appear on \* 1:00AM

4.
u:, 201 1, should

nol

ncibrotlte undersigned for personal hearing.

v'ci7. ii shall be

•.ije-^umed ihai -ruu have no dd’ense lu put 'n and in that case CK-yiarlc action shall be taken 

api-iiriSt yi'-.;.

If no reply lo this nohee is received v/itbu'i 7 days of its clcli

. 6

t
Sbivicr

tz'-;q;), Es\!;l/.!M'''AbdLil Glvai'far/
lh":h:r.v.Mr dLiu.'di^ ''04.G01 R.

0'
jU

--
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/

The Senior Membefi j .
Board'of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa- 
(Competent Authority}

^ REPLY TO-SHOW TAUSE NOTICE IN RESPECT OF MR ABDULLAH KHANJX 
: PATWARI ’HALQA MARMANDl AZIM TEHSli SERAI NA.U.RANG-IN 

CQIMNECTION WITH SALE MUTATION NO:.2555iDA^5D.l‘^^^ MOUZ_

■ , MARMANDl AZiM '

To;- .
/

Subject:

Respected Sir, d

I
notice bearing No.: Ett-:i/PF/Abdul; With reference to show cause 

Ghaffar/ 16’873 dated 03.04.2018.
/ ^

1. As pr the provision of section 42 of the Land.Refenue Act read with para (i) ■ .o
the Land Record Manual, the Patwari Kalqa shall enter in ihis register o 
mutationsievery report made to him either by the person acquiring any ngits in ^ 

^ the landed property or on the information:'of any other person ha^^ng charge o 

the property intended to be transferred through mutation.

2 The mutation-rm question has been correctly prepared by e in the light of the 
. • contents of the Revenue Record of the mouza concerned. There exists no mistake

• or irregularity either in the factum of the sale transaction reported to me or e 
contents of the sheet of the subjecfmutation, all the columi^of both the foil and 
counterfoil have correctly been filled by me exactly in accord’^ce with the nature 

le transaction as well as'the nature of the landed property le Ifiata Number, 
sra Number, name of land ownGr/vendors''and vendee.

of t
! Kha

the interested 
my ,Qwn. It is 

the'f nal aVtestation

subject mutation has been prepared by me^qn^the report of 
single word/figure has been a^^ed % me on

3. The
parities and not a 
further added here that the Patwari Halqa has got no rol^^ in

of mutations.

that^l am 
me in the

Keefiing in view the aforementioned points, it is hereby requested 
and may please be exonerated from the charges leveled against

such may please be filed without any further Fjroceedings, for
ri Halqa in the

.innocent
instant contipiaint and as

direci and solid proof is available for incriminating me as a patwcno
. instant corrjptaint.

king You Sir,Thar

Yours Most Obe'd ent Servant

Dated: /o- /Q4/2018

<^31

Abdullah Khan
Ex Patwari Halqa Marfnandi Azim 
Tehsil Naurang District Lakki Marwat,

's.

6
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GOVERNMENTOI
r

, .... ______ FKHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA ,
BOARD OF REVENUE 

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT
Pe^'hawar dated the ^^^/06/2018

s4
I

ORDER.

No.Estt:I/PF/Abdul GhalTar/

Palwari halqa Marmandi Azim Tehsil Naiirang was proceeded against under the -Khyber 

Pakhuuilchwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Uiscipline) Rules 2011. for th.e cl arge,-: 
meiuioned in tire Gharge Sheet.

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Aslf Director Land Records was appidnted 

as Inquiry Officer to probe into the charges leveled against the said official and submit finding/ 

recommendations. ’ '

WHEREAS; Mr. Abdullah Khan the then

u

AND WHEREAS, The Inquiry Officer after having examir.e the charges; 

evidence produced before him and statement of accused official, submitted his re.Dly wferel^ tlic ' 

charges against the accused official stand'proved.

AND WHEREAS, 1 Zatar Iqbal Senior Member, Boaid of Revenue after luiving 

the charges, evidence produced, statement of accused official finding of Inquiry Officer\un after 

personal hearing ot the accused concur with the finding and recommendation; of the Ii^quir- 
olTicer.

NOW ITIEREFORE, I as Competent Authority in exercise of powers'comerred 

by Rule 4 (b) (iii) of Khyber Pakhuinkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline} 

Rules, 2011 impose major penalty of removal from service upon Mr. Abdullah Khan the then 

PatwiU'i office of the Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat with immediate effect.

By ordeii of 
Senior Kdember

No.Estt:I/PF /Abdul Gha’ffai'/ /p
\

Copy forwarded to the:- 

Commissioner, Bannu Division, Bannu. 
Deputy CommissiGiier, Laicki Marwat. 

District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat. 

Official concerned.

Office order file.

4.

5.

. ifJ_/j
1.
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BEFORE THE WORTHYCHIEF SECRETARY
KHYBER PAKHTTJNKHWA PESHAWt^R

/2018SERVICE APPEAL/REPRESENTATION No.

SUBJECT: REMOVAL FROM SERVICE ORDER NO. 24363-67 ON DATED 
06-06-2018 WHICH HAS BEEN RECEIVED TO ? THE
PETITIONER ON 22.06.2018

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL/REPRESENTATION,
AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 106-06-2018 
(ACKNOWLEDGE AT LAKKI ON DATED 10.06.:^018) MAY
_______________ SET ASIDE OR ANNULLED ^J^JD THE
APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE RE-INSTATEfl IN HIS 
INCUMBENCY OF PATWAERJ HALOA IN DISTRICT LAKKI 
MARWAT WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

KINDLY BE

That, succinct and germane facts culminating in Instant 
Appeal are as such:.

(l)That, the appellant as Patwari Halqa entered the Mutation 2253 
dated 14-11-2012 in moza marmandi Azeem , alienating 10 Kanal 2 
maria of land in the name of Haji Latif ur Rehman. The entry was 
made on the oral statements of concerned Party/Vendors.

(2) That,: subsequently the entry was checked through part all by the 
concerned girdawar circle and subsequently the attestation of 
mutation in question was done in favour of the Beneficiary i.e, 
Buyer.

(3) That, after alienation of the land vide Mutation in question , one of
the co-owners approached the Senior Member board of Revenue 
Peshawar on the ground that his share vide Mutation in question was 
alienated without his consent, and he has not made any Mutation or 
alienation in favour of the Buyers mentioned in Mutation in 
questions. •

(4) That, Senior Member board of Revenue Peshawar has pleased 
referring the inquiry to Director Land Record for inqu r/ into the 
allegations, who forwarded the same to Deputy Commissioner 
Lakki Marwat for recording the statements of concerned and others 
necessary fonnalities. The Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat 
served the appellant with notice for reply and hearing, The appellant 

. submitted his respective reply and recorded staterhents.

(5) That, The inquiry was completed with recommendation forwarded 
the inquiry to Director Land Record for further order. The Director 
Land Record after -completing the inquiry forwarded tl!ie s4me to 

; Senior Member board of Revenue Peshawar for farther disposal.
, Senior Member board of Revenue Peshawar served the appellant 
with statements of allegation , charge sheet and showniufed notice

t1



(S)fy

concurrently. Subsequently without any other eodal fom^alities, the 
; appellant'was imposed the major penalty of Dismissal frolrn service.

(6)Bemg Unhappy from the order'dated 06-06-2018 of Senipr Member 
board of Revenue Peshawar based on the inquiry in questijDn, the 
appellant has rushed to your majestic authorijy for; your kind 
interference into the matter. Inter-alia, on the follpwing grounds.

GROUNDS:.

(l:)That, as per the provision of sec 42 of the Land Revenue Act read 
with para (i) 7.4 of the Land Record Manual, the Patwari Ualpa shall 
enter in his register of mutations every report made to him either by 
the person acquiring any rights in the landed property or on the 
information of any other person having charge of the property 
intended to be transferred through mutation.

(2) That, the mutation in question has be^n correctly p'epapd by 
appellant in the light of the contents of the Revenue Re cor4 of the 
mouza concerned. There exists no mistake or irregularis either in 
the factum of the sale transaction reported to appelant or the 
contents, of the sheet of the subject mutation, all the columns of both 
the foil and counterfoil have correctly been filed by appellant 
exactly in accordance with the nature of the transaction as well as the 
nature of the landed property i.e, Khata number, Khasra number, 
name of land ownersA^endors and vendee.

(3) That,the. subject mutation has been prepared by appellant on tlie 
report of the interested parties and not a single word/ figure has been 
added by appellant on his own. It is further added here that the 
Patwari Halqa has got no role in the final attestation of mutations..

(4) That the impugned order of SMBR Peshawar is contrary to law, 
facts and available record.the appellant was treated discriminatory. 
The inquiry conducted was biased one. The inquiry was not fair and 
against mandate of service rules and policy.

(5) That, the mutation in question was attested in general NIass/ Jalsa 
Aam and appellant has no Concern with the attestation of mutation 
in question.

(6) That,'the entry of appellant was thoroughly scrutinized 
by Girdawar circle concerned and later the mutation in 
attested in the presence of Required Witnesses.

(7) That, the appellant has done his job accordingly to Law and has 
made the entry for mutation in question only.

id checked 
.estion was

(8) That, if the complainant is aggrieved , then he would' be from 
girdawar circle and Tehsildar concerned who have attestdd mutation.



(9 That, according to the soul of Sec 42 of Land Revenue Adi: 19^64, the 
thumb impression of vendor is not crucial but those are th'j witnesses 
whose signatures are sine-qua-none.

That, the inquiry was not conducted as per the mandate of law. 
Neither any statement of any witness Was recorded in the presence of 
appellant .neither he was afforded opportunity of cross examination.

That, the impugned order is a sort of mis judgnjent arising 
from non reading of record and mis interpretation of law, dpfming 
the role of Patwari in entering a mutation. On the reques': of parties, 
any member of vendors, having specific share in the proprietorship 
of land, can be entered by the Patwari in the mutation register. 
However, it is for the revenue officer to transfer the shares of'willing 
vendors/transferors and retain the shares of those who are un-willing 
at the time of attestation of mutation.

(10),

(11)

That, personal hearing, being mandatory, was not ifforeded to 
the appellant what to speak of providing him opportunity of self 
defense.

(12)

(13) That, appellant being employee, was not amenible to any 
penal action, so the impugned orders are biased on ulterior motive.

It is, humbly prayed that the impugned order Nc. 24363-67 
dated 06.06.2018 may kindly rescinded, the inquiry conducted may 
kindly be declared. Null and Void and appellant may kindly be 

■ reinstated by exonerating him of all charges leveled against him.

Dated: 23.06.2018.

AppellantAbdullah Khan 
EX-Patwari Halqa mouza Marmandi 

Azeern
Tehsil Serai Naurang. Distt; Lakki Marwat

]
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VAKALAT MAMA

NO. 720

ik"- /4 / hulAjP / (^2.IN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

-C/enujL (Respondent)
(Defendant)

(\^(UM-ckki/we,

Do hereby appoint and constitute 5K5£? NOMAN ALI BUKHARI and Uzma Syed .,- 
Advocate High Court Peshawar, to appear, plead,' act, compromise, withdraw or' 
refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, 
without any liability for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other 
Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

1/We authoiize tlie said Advocate-to.deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty, to leave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

ADated ./20
(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMA N ALI BUKHA RI
Advocate High Court Pesfuiwor.

UZMA SYED
Advocote^ High Court Pcshcnvor.

Cell: (0335-8390122)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR‘

% t

Service Appeal No. 1180/2018.
(

Abdullah Khan Ex-Patwari Appellant

VERSUS

Senior Member Board of Revenue and others Respondents

INDEX I

S. No Description of documents Annexure

Comments

Affidavit0

3. Complaint of land owner A
Inquiry report of Mr. Bakiitiar Khan the then Deputy

B4.
Commissioner Lakki Marwat.

Inquiry report of Mr. Muhammad Asif the then Director Land 

Records
C5.

!)
■ V

Order of major penalty of removal from service D6,

Rejection of Departmental Appeal of the appellant E7-.

i

Assistant Secretary (Lit - I) 
Board of Revenue KPK
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f, ■

■v.vy

‘Service Appeal!, I;-I I'C-IJO
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TR[BUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1 180/2018.

Abdullah Khan Ex-Patwari Appellant.

VERSUS

Senior Member Board of Revenue and others Respondents.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 1 & 2.
RESPECTFULL SHEWETH.

PRELIIVHNARY OBJECTIONS.

!. ■ That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. I'hat the Appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.

4. That the appeal is time barred.

ON FACTS.

No comments pertains to record.■j

2. Correct to the extent that the appellant was posted as Patwari and entered a bogus mutation 

No.2255 in khata No. 264 Mouza Marmandi for land measuring 7 kanal 16 maria in the name of 

Latif Ur Rehamn from Ghulam Rasool Khan son Baitullah without thumb impression of the 

actual land owner.

3. Incorrect. On receipt of compliant of the real land owner (Annexure-A) an enquiry was 

conducted through Mr. Bakhtair Khan, the then Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat 

(Annexure-B) but not satisfied w'ith the recommendation of Inquiry Officer another enquiry was 

conducted through Mr. Muhammad Asif, the then Director Land Records by the Competent 

Authority and on the basis of his recommendation (Annexure-C), the Competent Authority 

imposed major penalty of removal from service upon the.appellant (Annexure-D). The appellant 

filed two departmental appeals before the appellate authority i.e. Chief Secretary, wdiich were 

examined and rejected by the appellate authority (Annexure-E).

Correct to the extent that Charge Sheet and statement of allegation were served upon the 

appellant and disciplinary proceedings were conducted under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 through Mr. Muhammad Asif, the then Director- 

Land Records and on the basis of his recommendation, the Competent Authority imposed major 

penalty of removal from service upon the appellant.

4.

As in Para 3 above.

As in Para 3 above. ’
Incorrect. Show Cause notice was served upon the appellant and proper opportunity of personal 

hearing was given to the appellant on 10.04.2018 vide Show cause notice dated 03.04.2018 

(Annexure-F).

5.

6.
7. .

Seivicc 1>I
-If.

•.



■,»

.GROUNDS.

Incorrect. Order dated 22.06.2018 and Departmental proceedings against the appellant are 

strictly in accordance with law/rules and facts, norms of justice and material of record.
A.

Incorrect. As in Para-2 of the facts.B.

C. Incorrect. As explained in Para 2, 3 of the facts.

Incorrect. As in Para-C above.D.

Incorrect. On receipt of compliant of the realdand owner an enquiry was conducted throughE.
Mr. Bakhtair IChan, the then Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat but not satisfied with the

conducted by the Competent Authority .recommendation of Inquiry Officer, another enquiry 

through Mr. Muhammad Asif, the then ' Director Land Records. Oh the basis of his
was

recommendation, the Competent Authority imposed major penalty of removal from service upon

the appellant

Incorrect. As in Para-B & E above.

The appellant entered a wrong mutation No.2255 in khata No. 264 Mouza Maimandi 

for land measuring 7 kanal 16 maria in the name of Latif Ur Rehamn from Ghulam Rasool Khan 

Baitullah the original land owner without his thumb impression.

F-.

G. Incorrect.

son

Incorrect. As in Para-G.H.

Incorrect. As in Para-G.

Incorrect. As in Para-G..1.

Incorrect. As in Para-E.K.

Incorrect. As in Para-3 of the facts and Para-G of the Grounds.

incorrect. Show cause notice was served upon the appellant and opportunity of peisonal heaiing 

was given to the appellant on 10.04.2018.

Incorrect. As the appellant annexed inquiry report as Amiexure-D which shows that he has 

already been provided the requisite inquiry report.

L.

M..

N.

Incorrect. As in Para-G above.O.

Incorrect. Charge Sheet and statement of allegation were served upon the appellant and 

disciplinary proceedings were conducted■ under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency. & Discipline) Rules, 2011 through Mr. Muhammad Asif, the then Director Land, 

Records and on the basis of his.recommendation, the Competent Autltority imposed major 

penalty of removal from service upon the appellant.

The respondent will also submit additional grounds at the time of arguments.

P. .

0.

i'C-l
Sen'icc Api)k:;il, F-l
-I?
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. ^ f

Keeping in view the above, the appeal of the appellant having no legal grounds may be 

dismissedWith costs.
V*'

Senior Member, 
Board of Revenue 

■ Respondent No. 1, & 2

!

I

Service Appeal. I'.-l PCM
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1OFI-ICI: OF THR

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER I
i

LAKKI MARWA'r (KHYBER PAK.MTUNKHWA) Ph# 0969-538330-31 Fax^/ 538333
omall; dclakkimarv/al@holmall.com facebooK: www.facebock.com/dclakkimarv.'arl websHe: www.lakkimarwat.gkp.pk

tB i

2017No. /

.. The Senior Member
Board of Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

\o»le

INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST (1V MR.ABDULA GHAFAR KHAN
EX.TEHSILDAR SARA! NAURANG MOW POLITICAL TEHSILDAR FR
BANNU (2) GHULAIVI JAN GIRDAWAR CIRCLE MAMA KHEL TEHSIL
SARAI NAURANG (3) ABDULLAH JAN EX-PATWARI MOUZA
MARMANDI NOW HALQA PATWARI NAWAR KHEL DISTRICT LAKKI
MARWAT. ~

Subject:

Memo:

Reference your office letter No. No.Ad;IV/Ghulam Rasool/ 
L.Marwat/27156-57 dated 24'^ November 2017 and enclosed find herewith the inquiry 

report for further necessary action please.

Deputy Commissioner 
Lakki Marwat P■ r

ft

•\

\

l-Mhsan Uat;)\lh5-Cf- Misc ^01/
'r \
\

mailto:al@holmall.com
http://www.facebock.com/dclakkimar
http://www.lakkimarwat.gkp.pk


OFl-lCi^ OF I'HU i

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER t
Sf*

/ 2017Dated:/

INQUIRY REPORT i

/enerak
ThP undersiqned was appointed as Inquiry Officer by the Senior Member Board of 

ifP Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, the competent authority, corwieye vi ®
Sue Khjber Pakhtunkhwa letter No.AddV/Ghulam f 

dated 24“’ November 2017 to inquire into charges leveled against ^r- 
Khan Gandpur Tehsildar, Mr. Ghulam Jan , Girdawar Circle and Mr. Abdullah Khan ,

Patwari Halqa in the charge sheet.

Siws.
«•

w
ill'
'70?

r.haraes against the acmised officials
a The charge against the accused

nested as PT FR Bannu, is that while posted as Tehsildar Naurang
Sgus mutation No.2255 in Khata No. 264. Ketat No. 48, Moza Marmandi, for 

land measuring 7 Kanal & 16 Marlas in the name of Haji Latif-ur-Rehman from 

Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi Azim without thumb impression

11. official Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar, presently
he attested -

Ghulam
of the actual land owner ( vendor). . * u-i ac

r

b. The

the

c. The charge against Mr. Abullah Khan, Patwari is that ^
halqa Moza Marmandi he entered a bogus mutation no.2255 in Khata No.264 
Ketat No.48 for land measuring 7Kanal & 16 Marla in the name of Haji Latf-ur- 
Rehman from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi Azim, while 
the actual owner was Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi

Azim.
-

III Hearing and Proceedings of inquiry^

£=.=SS=E=£?SSi:
The Mutation No 2255 whereupon the allegations are based ^^*^^0^0^2017

Marmandi, whereupon the mutation no.2z^o is case p . 

examined.
PSSfStz, Ma^andl inv*«

kanal & 2 Marla in Khata No.264 from vendors Ismail Khan Khan s,o Abdi 
Rahim and Mr Ghulam Rasool s/o Baituailah r/o Marmandi (Azim) in favour u1 

Haji Latif-ur-Rehman s/o Abdur Rehman in lieu of consideration money ..

file.

'I

lii1
1

i

i\.\ 1:\r
\

Mi :\lhsan DaroMlis.'in M'se 2017
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OFFICE or THFi
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

V'r LAKKI MARWAT (KHYBER PAK.HTUNKHWA) Ph# 0969-538330.31 Fax# 538333
dclakKlmarwal@ho(mail.cofn facebook; www.facebook.com/ciclakkimarwart website: www.lakkimarwat.gkp.pk

■■iP# No. / /Dated: / 2017

One lak and ten thousands, was entered by the accused Patwari Abdullah Khan 
on 27-8-2012, mutation entries with revenue record compared and certified as 
correct by the accused Girdawar Circle Ghulam Jan under his signature on 14- 
11-2012 and attested by the accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar Khan Gandapur 
on 14-11-2012 in Jalsa-e-Aam. - *
Thumb impressions of the witness are affixed on the mutation as required under 
the law.
Thumb impression of one vendor namely Ismail Khan Khan s/o Abdur Rahim is 
affixed on the mutation, while there is neither affixed signature nor thumb 
impression of the other vendor namely Mr, Ghulam Rasool s/o Baitullah r/o 
Marmandi Azim on the mutation.

y.
ti'T

1:

III.

The mutation order made by the accused official Abdul Ghafar Tehsildar 
involves transfer of land from both vendors namely Ismail Khan and Ghulam 
Rasool (whose thumb impression or signature is not affixed on the mutation). As 
such, land measuring 7 Kanal & 16 Maria from Ghulam Rasool has been 
transferred without obtaining his thumb impression or signature. 

Responsibilities of the accused official regarding mutation under the law
/ruies andjjischarqe of responsibilities by them in case of Mutation No.2255

IV.

V.

Moza Marmandi.
a) Patwari Abdullah Khan.

Patwari is required to make entry in the register of the mutation every report made to 
him either by the person acquiring any rights in the landed property or on the 
information of any other person having charge of the property intended to be 
transferred through mutation under the section 42 of the Land Revenue Act 1967 
read with Para 7.4(i) of Land Records Manual. He shall draw up mutation in 
accordance with the contents of the revenue record of the

^s per relevant revenue record namely Khata No.264 in the Periodical Record 
2008-09 Moza Marmandi, the mutation No.225 has correctly been entered with no 
fictitious or bogus entries therein. Therefore, the charge of bogus mutation against 
the accused official is not valid. Had he made fictitious and incorrect entries, then the 
charge of bogus mutation would have been correct.

Besides, if more than one vendors are entered in a single mutation and their shares 
are also correctly entered in accordance with the revenue record by a Patwari and at 
the time of attestation of mutation one of vendors appears before the Revenue 
officer and admits to have sold the land and the other one does not appear but the 
Revenue Officer records transfer of land from his name also in his order, it does not 
imply that the Patwari has entered bogus mutation.

b) Kanunqo Ghulam Jan:

Under Par 7.4(ii) of Land Records Manual, responsibility of the Field Kanungo with 
reference to mutation is to personally examine and compare all the entries made by 
the Patvyari in the foil and counterfoil of the mutation and with current revenue record 
and certify correctness thereof under his signature.

The relevant revenue record i.e. Khata No.264 in Periodical Record 2008-09 Moza 
Marmandi was checked and examined. The entries in the mutation no.2255 are in 
accordance with the revenue record and correct and certified as correct bv the

h :\lhs3r> IJataMhsan MiSt ?017 ^

moza.
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OrUCi: OF THF
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

FAKKI MARWAT (KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA) Ph« 0969-538330-31 Fax# 538333
' tm ■/ it -

®niaif: dclakkimarwa(fa>hQtmaH.com facebook: www.facebook.com/ijclakkimarwart website; www.lakkimarwat.gkp.pk

No. / / 2017Dated:
S'

- #• accused official Ghulam Jan under his signature dated 14-11-2017 on the mutation. 
He has discharged his duty correctly as required under the law and rules. Therefore 
the charge that he did not check / compared the revenue record properly does not 
get proved.

c) Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar Gandapur:

As per rules and admitted practice, signatures or thumb impressions of the vendors 
and witnesses, who identify the vendors, are got affixed on the mutation by the RO. 
The share of those vendors Is transferred who admit sale of land in favour of vendee 
and affix their thumb impression or signature on the mutation, while the shares of 
those vendors, if any, who do not admit the sale transaction or do not turn up before 
the Revenue Officer, is reserved by the Revenue Officer and order on the mutation 
is recorded accordingly.

Names of two vendors have been entered in the mutation No.2255 by the Patwari. 
Thumb impression of one vendor namely Ismail Khan Khan s/o Abdur Rahim is 
affixed on mutation while there is neither signature nor thumb impression of the 
other vendor namely Ghulam Rasool s/o Baitullah. But the accused official Tehsilar 
has recorded in his order transfer of land from both the vendors in favour of the 
vendee namely Haji Latif-ur-Rehman. He was required to have recorded in his order 
the share of vendor Ismail Khan as transferred in favour of Haji Latif-ur-Rehman-ur- 
Rehan s/o Abdur Rehman (vendee) while the share of the other vendor namely 
Ghulam Rasool as reserved/ not transferred. Part of the order involving transfer of 
land by vendor Ismail Khan is valid and the pari of order involving of transfer of land 
of Ghulam Rasool illegal. Therefore, the order is partly legal and partly illegal.

The accused Tehsildar has stated in written defence (placed on" file) that the narhe 
of the vendor Ghulam Rasool was inadvertently got incorporated in his order and not 
by design or intentionally. It would be too rigid approach to altogether brush aside 
the defence taken by the accused official if viewed from the following aspects:

As Khata qf^the land is the same i.e Khata no. 264 and, therefore, names of the 
vendors written in close proximity, one after another, name of Gulam Rasool 
having got incorporated in the order inadvertently cannot be ruled out.
No fake thumb impression or signature of the vendor Ghulam Rasool have been 
inserted/got affixed on the mutation till date. It lends credence to presumption 
that the accused Tehsildar had no designs to effect fraudulent transfer of land 
from vendor Ghulam Rasool in favour of the vendee.
No impersonation has been done for transfer of land from Ghulam Rasool.

Besides, land measuring 7 Kanal &16 Marla transferred from Ghulam Rasool s/o 
Baitullah vide mutation no. 2255 has, already been restored / transferred back to him 
vide mutation bearing no.2904 attested on 29-8-2017 in pursuance of Civil Court 
Sarai Naurang Order dated 30-6-2017.

I.

II.

111.

However, had he been careful and cautious, which he should have remained while 
dealing with an important document like mutation, he could have avoided it.

l-:\lhsan DataMhsan WIisc Z01V
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OFFICE OP THEf

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
LAKKl MARWAT (KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA) Ph# 0969-5.18330-31 Fax# 538333

email; d_clakkimaiwat@hotmail.com facebook: www.faceboQk.com/ddakkimarwarl website: www lakkimarwat'gk'p pk

-j

7II® ''M

No. Dated: / / 2017P /■
P# Vi. Conclusion / Findmos and Recommendation!

On th.e basis of what has been elaborated under Para V of the report my finds and 
recommendations are as under: ’

i. Charge against the Patwari Abdullah Khan not proved. '

ii. Charge against Kanungo Ghuiam Jan-not proved.

i®r'--if:If
^5^ '

iii. Lapse on the part of accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar Gandapur was seems not
found though by design but due to carelessness on his part and that the land 
has been transferred back to the owner and no loss occurred to the govern'ment 
exchequer or individual. . .. .

iv. Keeping in view the above facis, minor penalty of withholding one annual
increment for the period of one year is recommended. ------ --------- •

m :
!

(Mohammad BakIrtiarKnanf"
Inquiry Officer/

Deputy Commissioner 
Lakki Marwat

I

i
I
i.
(
I6

P:\Ihsan DatnMhsan Wise 2017
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBEK PAKHTUNKHWA 

LAND RECORDS & COLONIZATION 

REVENUE AND ESTATE DEPARTMENT
■t’ONFTDEiNTlAL'

No. Inquiry/Abdul-Ghafrar/Tehsildar/LakkiMarwal/

Peshawar dalt'd Ihe Feb. 2018

The Senior Member Board of Revenue, 
Revenue & Estate Department,
Khyber Pakbtunkhwa.

SUBJECT: INQUIRY REPORT lUEfiAROING 1. MR. ABDUUGIIAEFAR KHAN, EX-" 
TEHSILOAR, SAIEAI NOURANG NOW POLITICAL TEIISILDAIL ER- 
BANNU, 2. GIIULAM JAN GIRDAWAR CIRCLE MAMA KHEI.
SARAI NOURANG, 3. ABDULLAH JAN EX-PATWARI 
MARMUNOI NOW HALQA PATWARI NAWAR KIIEL 
LAKKI MA.RWAJ\

TEHSH. 
MOUZA 

DISTRICiT

near Sir,
Kindly refer to Assistant Secretary (Admin), Board oP Revenue letteri No. 

Ad:iy/GhuiamP.asool/LakkiMarwat/3193 dated 23.01.2018 wherein the undersigned has been 

nominated as Inquiry Officer.

Subjeet inquiry report compiasin!.', of05 pages along with its enclosures (14 pages) 
■ s cn.ciosed hc:-evviLh for i'urthcr necessary action please.

.As Above
(MlJIIAmiAD AS 1) 
INpUHEY 0EEK.:MI/ 

DIRECTOR 3.ANO REqiORliS, 
KHYBER PAKirS'UNKD’ V/A

ivndst: No. >k dale above

Copy forwarded to the Secretaiy - I Board of I^cvenue Khyber Ikikhtunkhwa ibr
in.l.brmatio.n please.

I
DfRECrO!^*=r%ND PJR

f
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Accused Officials:

1. Mr. Abdul Gliaffar Khan (Hx-'l'ehsildar) 
Mr. Ghulam Jan, Kannungo 
Mr. Abdullah Khan, Patwari

2.
3.

HISTORY

A Mutation No. 2255 Mouza Marmandi involving transfer of land measuring 10 kanals 

and 02 maiJas in Khata No. 264 from vendors Ismail Khan S/O Abdur Rahim and Mr. Ghulam 

Rasool S/O Bait Ullah Khan R/0 Marmandi (Azim) in favour of Haji Latil-ur-Rehman S/O Abdui- 

Rehman in lieu of consideration money of Rs. One Lakh and Ten Thousands, was entered by the. 

accused I atwari Abdullah Khan on 27/08/2012, mutation entries with revenue record compared 

and certified as correct by the accused Girdawar Circle Ghulam Jan under his signature 

14/11/2012 and attested by the accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghaffar Khan Gandapur on 14/11/2012 

in .lalsa-e-Aam. Through instant mutation total 10 Kanals and 02 Marlas land was transferred. 

I’rom the total land (10 Kanals and 02 Marlas) so transferred 07 Kanals and 16 Marlas 

by Mr. Ghulam Rasool; the thumb impression of onejvendor Mr. Ismail and witnesses had been 

affixed on the mutation No. 2255 but neither the thumb impression nor the signature of other 
vendor, Mr. Ghulam Rasool was affixed on (he impugned mutation.

. fo get their transferred share back, Mr. Ghulam Rasool agitated civil court in 2015 and go: 

his share transferred back on his name through court decree vide mutation No. 2904.

on

was ownco

.BACKGROUND OF THIS INQUIRY

A fact finding/ preliminary inquiry was conducted in the above matter and on the failure 

of the accused officials to remove the charges, the accused officials were served upon with the 

charge:'sheets by the competent authority and Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat Mr. 

Muhammad Bakhtiar Khan was appointed as inquiry officer. (Charge Sheet is annexed as 

(Annc7ture-A). The inquiry officer submitted his inquii7 report to the competent authority but tire 

competent authority was. not satisfied with the inquiry report and thus appointed the undersigned 

\|o conduct the inquiry afresh vide letter No. Ad:lV/GhulamRasool/I.akkiMarwat/3193 dated 
2N/01 /2018 (Anncxure--B).

PROCEKOINGS

The accused officials were summoned for 01/02/2018 at 1200 hours through Deputy 

Commissioner Bannu and Deputy Commissioner Lakki-Marwat vide this office letters 

(Annexure -C & 0). The accused officials attended the office of tlie undersigned on the given date 

(their attendance are annexed as Annexure-E) and recorded their statements. I'heir wriUen 

statements / replies arc annexed as: -

; 'h-;



Statement of Abdul Ghaffar Ex-Telisildar (Anncxurc-F)

Statement orOhulam Jan Girdawar (Anncxurc-G)

Statement of Abdullah Khan Patwari (Annexure-H)

All the three officials relied upon the written statements they had earlier submitted to 

Deputy Commissioner Lakki-Marwat during proceedings of the enquiry conducted by him. the 

gist of their written replies is produced as under:

Statement of Abdul Ghaffar Ex-Tehsildar:

The Ex-Tehsildar stated:-

That he attested the impugned mutation [No. 2255] in Jalsa-e-Aam (Assembly of villagers).
> That he took thumb impressions of 02 witnesses and one vendor namely Ismail on 

mutation.
> That he did not take thumb impression of the co-owner (2"^^ Seller) Mr. Ghulam Rasool 

register mutation, which was not his intentional act rather that was a human
> That the share of Ghulam Rasool, transferred by the mutation No. 2255 was reversed in his 

name vide mutation.no. 2904 dated 28/08/2017, on the Court directions.
> That his omission may be considered as human error and he may be exonerated.

vStatement of Ghulam Jan, Girdawar Circle:

The Girdawar Circle in his statement claimed that as per rules it is the duty of girdawar !o 
- and .authenticate the entries of the mutation made by Patwari, both in foil and counterfoil .

;% performed lus duty by ascertaining the entries in impugned mutations. He examined khasras 

' No/ Khata No, Shares of vendors, which were found coiTCct and thus certified by him. He further 
stated that during attestation of mutations the shares of the vendor(s) is/arc transferred to extent o!' 
share intended to be so transferred and rest of the share(s) is kept reserved at the time of passing 
final order of attestation of the revenue officer. He stated that his responsibility is just to 
and; authenticate entries of mutations, which he rightly did and had no role in attestation of 
mutatipn.

>

on
error.

examine

The Girdawar prayed that the instant complaint might be filed.

Statement of Ex-Paht^ari:

The gist oflhc statement ofFatwari is that as per rules a Patwari i.s required to enter 
mutation both in foil and counterfoil, whenever any person having certain right in the landed 
property comes to him and ask for entering mutation. He tuither said that on the request of co- 
owner (Mr.-Ismail) he entered the mutation with due care and diligence. He reiterated that all the 
diitries made by him were correct and he had nothing to do with the process of the attestation of 
mutation.

\' A fTESTAlTON OF THE MUTATION

J^Tom the statements of the accused officials and compiaint/charge sheet, the following 

questions emanated to be ansvvered.

What is rules/ regulation and procedure of attestation of mutation?
What is practice in vogue regarding mutations?
What is responsibility, as per law. of Patwari, Girdawar and Tehsildar during the process 
of mutation from entry to attestation?

1.
7

3.
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The answers to the above queries are given as below:- 

Procedure of mutation as per law?

Section 42 of Land Revenue Act 1967, and Para 7.4 of Land Record Manual deals with the 

■attestation of mutation.

As per procedure given in law, a Patwari is bound to enter mutation (foil and counterfoil) 

the request of any right holder in the land intended to be transferred. The Patwari requires to 

fill all the columns carefully and correctly.

on

The Girdawar Circle then examine the entries made by Patwari and tally them with record 

and certify with his signature all the entries.

The mutation is then submitted to revenue circle office (Tehsiidar) for attestation. The 

tehsildar is required to attest tlie mutation in .Talsa-c-Aam. He is required to satisfy himself in all 

respects. He is required to ascertain in Jalse-e-Aam (crowd) of mouza, the vendor(s), vehdee(s), 
their respective share to be transferred, value of mutation, tax to be levied, affixing thumb 

’ impression of the parties and witnesses.

He is

■

•? ■.,

- s ■

luithei required to enquire about transfer of possession/right from vendor to vendee 

as the purpose of mutation is transfer of rights/possession. The reader of the tehsildar is key person 

fjfgfo assist tehsildar in all the above steps. After being satisfied in all aspects in Jalsa-c-Aam, the

.tehsildar then passes order of attestation. Patwari halqa is present and he assists the tehsildar in 

;discharge of his duty.

Q2. What is practise in vogue regarding mutations?
Lh

practice across the province that a Patwari enters a mutation on the 
apgication of any interested party. Girdawar does his partal. To save time or whatever purpose. 

the|atwari usually get thumb impressions of the parties and witnesses in his Patwar khana herbre

putting the same for pr^der of the revenue circle officer. The reader of tehsildar than writes order 

on the mutation and tehsildar attests the blsame usually without or sometime going into the jalsr. : 
Aam. Patwari concerned is always present with record while a mutation is being attested by the 

tehsildar;

a-c-
.e
MV

f
P3. What is responsibility as per law, of Pahvari, Girdawar and Tehsildar during (he 
process of mutation from entry to attestation?

The role and responsibility of the Patwari, Girdawar and tehsildar has been elaborated 

above while answering the Question No. 1 and 2.

•1:
\a'

i\e

U
CROSS EXAMINATION

ec
10 dig out the facts the accused officials were cross examined. I he tehsildar and Patwari

asked whether the impugned land measuring 7 kanals & 16 marlas ovmed by the applicant 

Ghulam Rasool was transferred with his approval and whether !ic came to Patwari or tehsildar in ' :
connection with his property to be transferred.

were
; • -fe:
i--m



/mf' Ihc }’atwari told that only the co-sharer Mr. Ismail, came to him for entering impugned
’■'If
t • '^'.^mutation 'and Ghiilam Rasool did not come.

# IuThe telisildar replied that Ghulam Rasool was present in Jalsa-e-Atim but due to mistake 

his thumb impression could not be taken but he failed to bring proof in support of his claim.

Vide impugned mutation the share transferred of Mr. Ismail was 2 Kanal 16 Marla and that 

of Ghulam Rasool was 7 Kanal 16 maria, almost three times of the share of the Ismail.

■I
^■ fy

i Im
S' The accused officials were asked that why care was not taken in transfeiTing the share of 

major vendor (Mr. Ghulam Rasool). Despite of possessing lion share, the thumb impression of the 

major vendor (share-holder) was not taken?

<

;

Other than having said of human error/mistake the accused officials (Tehsidar & Patwari) 

failed to give a satisfactory reply.

The impugned mutation was attested in 2012 and the share of Ghulam Rasool was reversed 

in 2017 vide mutation no. 2904. The accused officials were asked that if thumb impression of the 

applicant Ghulam Rasool was not ttiken mistakenly and if his property share was rightly transfened 

tlien why the mistake was not tried to be rectified by having taken the thumb impression of Ghulam 

■ . 'Rasool at any time from 2012 to 2017.

i

I'he accused official could not give any satisfactory explanation. The}' only said that they 

were ignorant of the mistake and came to know it when the court issued decree.
I

During cross examination the accused officials stated that as there were large number of 

mutations the tehsildar had to attest in Jalsa-c-Aam. so not obtaining thumb impression of the 

applicant Ghulam Rasool was just a mistakc/human error.

To ascertain this point the applicant (Ghulam Rasool) and tehsil office Kannungo wilh 

relevant record of relevant time were summoned for 08/02/2018. The charge of office kannungo 

is with Girdawar Ghulam Jan (one of accused ofllcial) he and son of applicant namely Mr. Aimal 
\j/0 Lakki Marwat attended the office on 08/02/2018.

kkMr. Ajmal recorded his statement wherein he claimed that his father owns immovable/ 

'landed property in Monza Marmandi Lakki Marwat and his uncle's son Ismail with connivance of 

his (Ismail) brother Munnawar, who is a property dealer and revenue officials fraudulcmiy 

transferred 7 kanal 16 maria of their land in 2012, without their knowledge. He further said that 

they planned wedding of their brother in 2015 for which expenditure they wanted to sell their land 

and came to know from Patwari that their land had already been sold in 2012. He stated that on 

knowing this, they requested Patwari and Tehsildar for reversal of their land fraudulenlly 

transferred but in vain, thus they filed suit in civil court, and in 2017 by the order of the civil cooxt 

they got their land transferred in their name which was Iraudiilently transferred 

Ismail/Munnawar and revenue officials. Statement of Ajmal is annexed as (Annexure- X)

>
K

Ii
■ f;

i- ■
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1 he Oliice Kannungo also Girdawar accused Mr. Ghulam Jan and the incumbent Patwari 
l^r mauza Marmandi Mr. Ash&q Ahmad also attended this office on 08/02/2018 with relevant record.

Iff. Mm Ar
tW mm l-rom the perusal of record and queries from the office kannungo and Patwar halqa it was 

known that mouza Marmandi is part of the Patwar circle Zafar Mamakhel which has'total 1.3M
M \m mouzas with Marmandi as major mouza. In this Patwar circle every month the Tehsildar schedules 

one tour (Jalsa-e-aam) and sometimes
h'

Mi' one special tour is also paid. Every month about 50 to 60 

mutations are attested which was confirmed by girdawar/office kannungo.
\z

From all this it is evident that attesting 50 to 60 mutations a month is not a big task or
burdened work as was claimed by tehsildar in cross examination.

)C

if

FINDINGS

From the written replies of accused officials, Ajmal (Son of applicant) and perusal of record 

the undersigned infers that the share of Ghulam Rasool measuring 7 kanals 12 marlas in Khalta 

No. 264 KhatatNo. 4<S was fraudulently transferred vide mutation No.2255 dated 14.11.2012.
■.T ^ ■.*

It IS very aslomshmg that the major co-ownei7 co-sharer in the impugned property was Mr. 

Ghulam Rasool. and still the Patwari and tehsildar forgotten to take his thumb impression. As per 
law/rules and procedure in vogue a Tehsildar, his reader and Patwari 

time of attestation of mutation in Jalsa-e-Aam. to check and satisfy themselves of each and 

entry of mutation register. Hence it is inlcncd that Tehsildar, his reader and Patwari 

in comiption and corrupt practices in respect of impugned mutation.

, The Girdawar is rarely present at time of attestation of mutation hence his chances 

involvement in the impugned mutation are apparently

INFERENCE

cV

:r€

ST

a

ieconcerned are present at ihc

everv

arc involved > c

D

ar
or

narrow.

Foregoing above;

1. Tire charges levelled against ex-tehsildar Mr. Abdul GhafFar Khan and ex-Patwari halqa 

Mr. Abdullah Klian stand proved.

2. 'ritough not charge sheeted, yet reader to tehsildar is also equally responsible..

3. In the prevailing practice the role of girdawar is usually limited to the partal/examinalion 

of entries of Patwari with record before submitting it to tehsildar for attestation, hence his 

involvement chances are narrow and may be exonerated.

Submitted please.

5r

1/
. :el

(MIJISX1STM?W7^F)5^| ♦ f 
INQUIRY OFFICER 

DIRECTOR LAND RECORDS

' ^ rl
ki



\a,
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

BOARD OF REVENUE 
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

^2^/06/2018Peshawar dated the

ORDER.
•?

No.Estt:I/PF/Abdul Ghaffar/ WHEREAS; Mr. Abdullah Khan the then 

Patwari halqa Marmandi Azim Tehsil Naurang was proceeded against under the Khyber 

Pakhtunkliwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 for the charges

mentioned in the Charge Sheet.

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Asif Director Land Records was appointed 

as Inquiry Officer to probe into the charges leveled against the said official and submit finding/ 
recommendations.

AND WHEREAS, The Inquiry Officer after having examine the charges, 

evidence produced before him and statement of accused official, submitted his reply whereby the 

charges against the accused official stand proved.

AND WHEREAS, I Zafar Iqbal Senior Member, Board of Revenue after having 

the charges, evidence produced, statement of accused official finding of Inquiry Officer and after 

personal hearing of the accused concur with the finding and recommendations of the Inquiry 

officer.

.1

!

NOW THEREFORE, I as Competent Authority in exercise of powers conferred 

by Rule 4 (b) (iii)- of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) 

Rules, 2011 impose major penalty of removal from service upon Mr. Abdullah Khan the then 

Patwari office of the Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat with immediate effect.

By order of 
Senior Member

No.Estt:VPF /Abdul Ghaffar/_2ii_3i^lr<i^ ^

Copy forwarded to the:- 

Commissioner, Bannu Division, Bannu. 

Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat. 

District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat. 

Official concerned.

Office order file.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Assistant Secretary (Estt:)

0/^ ^

Notification
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'1I GOVEUNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
BOARD OF REVENUE,

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT. 
Facebook ID: www.facebook.com/bor.kpk92 
Twitter ID: @RevenucBoardkn 
Fax No:

I

091.9213989;

No. Estt:i/PF/AbdLil GhaffaiV ^ 2 
Peshawar dated the of /Q1 /2019.

Mr. Abdullah Khan,
Hx-lAuwari, Halqa Mouza 
Mannandi Azim Tehsil Sarai Naurang, 
Di.-^irict Lakki Marwat.

(

I

DepLity Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.Through:

SUBJECT: REMOVAL FROM SERVICE ORDER NO. 24363-67 DATED 06.06.2018.

Your Departmental Appeal dated 23.06.2018 ha.s been examined and rejccled b\ the 

Appeliaie .Authorii}' {i.e Chief Secretary’). .i

■;

i
! ■

• Assi.stanI Secretar; (Estt;)
% 4. I

I

IIB
E
h
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^ ■
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http://www.facebook.com/bor.kpk92
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. p-

«

Service Appeal No. 1180/2018

Abdullah Khan VS Revenue Deptt:

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:
:•

(1-4) All objections raised by the respondents are 
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 

estopped to. raise any objection due to their own 
conduct.

« J" -

FACTS:
f ■

Admitted correct by the deptt: as service record is 

already in the custody of respondent deptt:.
1

i.

2 The contention of respondent department is 
incorrect, whiie para-2 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant is 

correct.' Moreover, the appellant properly did 

everything according law and procedure.

3 Incorrect hence denied. While para-3 of the 
appeal is correct. Moreover, the inquiry was not 
conducted according to rules. No cross 

examination has been provided to the appellant. 
Nothing has been proved against the appellant.

■ i'

.X
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Further it is added that inquiry report also not 
provided to the appellant with show cause which 

is illegal. Further it is added that in first inquiry the 

appellant was exonerated and tehsildar has been 

held guilty and in second inquiry the appellant and 

Tehsildar held guilty and equally responsible but 
quite astonishingly on deptt appeal the penalty 

order of the tehsildar has been withdrawn vide 

order dated 20.12.2018. which is discriminatory, 
copy of order is attached as annexure-R.

Incorrect and misconceived. While para-4 of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main appeal 
of the appellant. Moreover the reply of the 
appellant was satisfactory but not considered. 
Further it is added that no proper procedure was 

adopted while imposing major penalty.

4

5 Incorrect. While para-5 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover no proper inquiry was conducted.

6 Incorrect and misconceived. While para-6 of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main appeal 
of the appellant. Moreover no opportunity of 
personal hearing was provided to the appellant so 
impugned order is void.

7 Not replied accordingly to para-7 and also 
incorrect hence denied. While para-7 of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant. Moreover, the rejection order is not 
speaking one, without any reasons which is not 
tenable in eyes of law.

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are 

against the law, rules and norms of justice 

therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B) Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.
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C) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

D) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

E) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant. Moreover in second inquiry at start 
stated that the appellant takes illegal gratification 

of I lakh but this is not mentioned in the charge 

sheet not proved in the inquiry its mean the 

appellant is made only scape goat.

F) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

G) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant. Moreover the appellant is 

discriminated and make scape goat.

H) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-H of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant

I) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

J) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-J of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

K) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-K of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

L) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-L of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.
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M) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-M of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant. Moreover no personal hearing was 

provided to the appellant.

N) Incorrect and misconceived. The inquiry report 
was not provided to appellant with show cause.

0) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-0 of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

P) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-P of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

Q) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

Through:

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

/i
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BEFORE TFIE ICHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERYIGE TRIBUNAL PESHA_WAR%

^ • Amended Service Appeal No. 1180/2018.

V-

AppellantAbdullah Ex-Patwari I

VERSUS

RespondentsSenior Member Board of Revenue and others
1
J

INDEX

Description of documents AnnexureS.No

Comments
I *-

Affidavit2.

Complaint'of land owner
Inquiry report of Mr. Bakhtiar' Khan the then Deputy 
Commissioner Lakki Marwat.

A

B4.

Inquiry repoit of Mr. Muhammad Asif the then Director Land 
Records

C.5.

Order of major penalty of removal from service D6.
hi

; *Rejection of Departmental Appeal of the appellant E7. ; m•j-FShow cause notice8. 'f W
■ ■:!' h-‘'

4
*'t'

■ 'f ^'V- •
k. • ‘'

2'^^‘ Departmental Appeal G9, <1
Rejection of 2'’“ Departmental Appeal I-I10.

ill'-Reversion of Mr. Abdul Ghaffn Tehsildar •11. I

12. Removal from service of Abdullah Palwari J
E

Direction of, Chief Secretary for fresh enquiry upon Abdul 
Ghaffar Tehsildar

13. K ,
i

■1

Report on fresh enquiry L14. \

" i.15. Minor penalty upon Abdul Ghaffar Tehsildar M
:*

16. Reply to show cause notice of Abdullah Patwari (appellant) N

5-■

* 7^'

I /
Assistant, Secretary (Lit -1) 

Board of Revenue KPK

aii ■t

■

■ ^Sm'ice A|)[)v;iil, H-1 ^
SO \/•,///
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
✓

Amended Service Appeal in Appeal No. 1180/2018. 

Abdullah Khan Ex-Patwari ................... .•.................. Appellant.

VERSUS

Respondents.

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONOENT NO. 1 & 2.

Senior Member Board of Revenue and others

RESPECTFULL SHEWETH.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties. 

That the Appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal. 

That the appeal is time barred.

1.

2.
2

4.

ON FACTS.

No comments pertains to record.1.

Correct to the extent that the appellant was posted as Patwari and entered a bogus mutation 

No.2255 in khataNo. 264 Mouza Marmandi for land measining 7 kanal 16 maria in the name of 

Latif Ur Rehamn from Ghulam Rasool Khan son Baitullah without thumb impression of the actuaT 

land owner.

2.

Incorrect. On receipt of compliant of the real laitd owner (Annexure-A) an enquiry was conducted 

through Mr. Bakhtair Khan, the then Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat (Annexure-B) but not 

satisfied with the recommendation of Inquiry Officer another enquiry was conducted through 

Mr. Muhammad Asif the then Director l.and Records by the Competent Authority and on the 

basis of his recommendation (Annexui-e-Ci). the Competent Authority imposed major penalty of 

removal from service upon the aiipellant (Annexure-D). The appellant fled two departmental 

appeals before the appellate authority i.c. Chief Secretary, v/hich were examined and rejected by 

the appellate authority (Annexure-E).

3.

Correct to the extent that Charge Slice;, and statement of allegation were served upon the appellant 

and disciplinary proceedings Vv^ere conducted under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govermnent Servants 

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 through Mr. Muhammad Asif, the then Director I.and 

Records and oh the basis of his recommendation, the Competent Authority imposed major penalty 

ot'remdval from service upon the appellant.

4.

✓
As in Para 3 above.5.

6. As in Para 3 & ,4 above.

Sv;rvii;e A|]pc;',I. IM
7V



Incorrect. Show Cause notice was served upon the appellant and proper opportunity of personal 

hearing was given to the appellant on 10.04.2018 vide.Show cause notice dated 03.04.2018. . 

(Annexure-F). The appellant filed his second Departmental Appeal (Annexure-G) which 

examined and filed by the appellate authority (Chief Secretary) and the appellant was informed 

accordingly (Annexure-FI).

4
7.

was

GROUNDS.

Incorrect. Order dated 22.06.2018 and Departmental proceedings against the appellant are strictly 

in accordance with law/rules and facts, norms of justice and material of record.
A.

Incorrect. In the 2"'* enquiry the Inquiry Officer recommended that the charges-against TehsildarB.
and Patwari stand proved. Therefore major penalty of reversion to lower post of Naib Tehsildar 

imposed upon Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Tehsildar for a period of three years (Annexure-1) and major 

penalty of removal from service was imposed upon Mr. Abdullah Patwari (Annexuie-J).
they filed Departmental Appeal before appellate authority

was

Aggrieved with the same 

(Chief Secretary). The appellate authority (Chief Secretary) under Rule 17(2)(b) of Government 
Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 set aside the reversion order of Mr. Abdul Ghaffar

in the instantTehsildar to the post of Naib Tehsildar with the direction to initiate fresh enquiry
under the relevant rules (Annexure-K). Therefore Additional Deputy Commissioner Bannii 

entrusted the said enquiry who in his report suggested that no- further action may be taken.
case

was
against Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Tehsildar (Annexure-L). The Competent Authority imposed minor 

penalty of one increment for a period of 02 years upon Mr. Abdul Ghaffar lehsildai 

(Annexure-M). The Departmental Appeal of the appellant (Abdullah) was examined 8c rejected 

by the appellant authority i.e. Chief Secretai-y and the appellant was informed on 01.01.2019. The
also examined and filed by the appellate

i

appellant filed his 2”'^ Departmental Appeal which 

authority and he was informed on 28.02.2019 (Annexure-H).

was

Incorrect. As explained in Para 2, 3 of the facts.C.

Incorrect. As in Para 2 & 3 of the factsD.

incorrect. As in P^ira 2 of the facts

No discrimination has been done as per report of Inquiry Officer with the appellant.

Incon-ect. The appellant entered a wrong mutation No.2255 in khata No. 264 Mouza Marmand 

for land measuring 7 kanal 16 maria in the name of Latif Ur Rehman from Ghulam Rasool Khai 

of BaitullahThe original land owner without his thumb impression.

E.

F.

G.

son

H. ' As in para 2 & 3 of the facts

Incorrect. As in Para-G.I.

i Incorrect. As in Para-B above.J.
hi

Incorrect. As in Para-G.K.
t

Incorrect. As in-Para-3 of the facts and Para-G of the Grounds.L.
P

PC-l•U. Scrvict: Appesl. E-1
78
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Incorrect. As in Para-G above.

Incorrect. Show cause notice was served upon the appellant and opportunity of personal hearin'g^ 

was given to the appellant on 10.04.2018. His reply is at (Annexure-N).

M.

N.

Annexure-D in first Service Appeal whichIncorrect. As the appellant aimexed inquiry report 
shows that he has already been provided the requisite inquiry report.

asO.

IncoiTCCt. As in Para-G above.P:

Incorrect. As in Para-B above.

All the proceedings have been done strictly in accordance with law/rules.

I'lie respondent will also submit additional grounds at the time of arguments.

. Q-

R.

S.

legal groimds may beKeeping in view the above, the amended appeal of the appellant having 

dismissed with costs.

ho

/

SeniorMember, 
Board of Revenue 

Respondent No. 1, & 2

i

I

' I

-s
PC-1

ServiL'e Aijpeal, E-l
n
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, OFFICJ- OF THH

I lakki marw AiSS pS?m
, . •'■ax# 5383.33

websit0: www.lakkimarwal.gkp.pk

■ No.

^atcd;-.ZrJ_/ /2^ 2017

Tu
The Senior Member 
Board of Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkh —'IP wa, Peshawar NO

Dale}! Subject; rj0'<^

CJ^

7 Memo;

Reference your
L.Marwat/27156-57 dated 24'^' 

report for further

office letter No. No.Ad:IV/Ghulam Rasooi/ 
find herewith the inquiry

November 2017 and enciosed
necessary action piease.

/F
■■

Deputy Commissioner 
Lakki Marwat P. r

I -

y\\

h ■

V

\ hhlhsan Datatihs-n, iVlisc 201V‘i

\
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Ori’ICl-OFlKB
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

LAKKI MARWAT (KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA) i>h#o%9-538330-3! 538333
facebook: www.facehnnk rnm/dclakkimarwart website: wv/w.lakkimarwat.gkp.pkemail; rinlakkimarwal@hotmail.com

/ 2017/Dated:/

INQUIRY REPORT
/eneral:

W- The undersigned was appointed as Inquiry Officer by the Senior Member Board of 
Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, the competent authority, conveyed vide Board of . 

S®# Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa letter No.Ad:lV/GhuIam Rasoo!/L.Marwat/27156-57 

dated 24^^ November 2017 to inquire into charges leveled against Mr. Abdul Ghafar 
Khan Gandpur Tehsildar, Mr. Ghulam Jan , Girdawar Circle and Mr. Abdullah Khan , 

Patwari Halqa in the charge sheet.

Charges against the accused officials
a. The charge against the accused official Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar, presently 

posted as PT FR Bannu, is that while posted as Tehsildar Naurang, he attested 
a bogus mutation No.2255 in Khata No. 264, Ketat, No. 48, Moza Marmandi , for 
land measuring 7 Kanal & 16 Marlas in the name of Haji Latif-ur-Rehman from 
Ghulam Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi Azim without thumb impression 

of the actual land owner ( vendor).
b. The charge against Mr. Ghulam Jan, Girdawr Circle, is that while posted as 

Girdawar Circle Mama Khel Tehsil Sarai Naurang , he did not check / compared 
the revenue record properly and a bogus mutation no.2255 in Khata No.264 
Ketat No.48 for land measuring 7Kanal & 16 Marla in favour of Mr. Haji Latif-ur^ 
Rehman fro.m Mr. Ghulam Rasoo! Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi Azim, wl'.ilc 
the actual land owner was Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi 

Azim.
c. The charge against Mr. Abullah Khan, Patwari is that while posted as Patwari 

halqa Moza Marmandi he entered a bogus mutation no.2255 in Khata No.264 
Ketat No.48 for land measuring 7Kanai & 16 Marla in the name of Haji Latif-ur- 
Rehman from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi Azim, while 
the actual owner was Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan s/o Baitullah r/o Marmandi 

Azim.

fi*m

III. Hearing and Proceedings of Inquiry:

The accused officials were directed vide this office letter No.29-11-2017 to submit 
defence and to attend this office along with relevant record on 4their written ___

December 2017. They turned up and furnished written defence, which are piacec on 
file. The Mutation No.2255 whereupon the allegations are based, has been taken on 
record and placed on file. Another mutation bearing No.2904 attested on 29-8-2.01/ 
whereby the land measuring 7Kanal& 16 Marta was transferred back from Haji Latif- 
ur-Rehman to the name of Haji Ghulam Rasool s/o Baituallah r/o Marmandi Azim in 
pursuance of Civil Court Sarai Naurang Order dated 30-6-2017, also taken on record 
and placed on file. Record of Khata No.264 in the Periodica! Record 2008-09 Moza 
Marmandi, whereupon the mutation no.2255 is based upon, has also been

examined.
Background of the Inquiry:

A mutation no.2255 Moza Marmandi involving transfer of land measuring 10 
kanal & 2 Marla in Khata No.264 from venders Ismail Khan Khan s/o Abdur 
Rahim and Mr. Ghulam Rasool s/o Baituallah r/o Marmandi (Azim) in favour o1 
Haji Latif-ur-Rehman s/o Abdur Rehman in lieu of consideration money of Rs,

IV.
I.IV

A
/Wc \ i ;Uhson DatoXinsan Wise 20V/

Scc
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Ol'inCE OE THE

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
LAKKl MARWAT (KHYBER PAKH TUNKHWA) Ph# ()9(,9-538330-31 Pax# 538333

email: dclakkimarwat@hotmail.com facebook: www.facebook-CQm/dclakkimarwart website; www.lakkimarwat.gkp.pk
■.

/ 2017/Dated:/No.

One lak and ten thousands, was entered by the accused Patwah Abdullah Khan 
27-8-2012, mutation entries with revenue record compared and certified as 

correct by the accused Girdawar Circle Ghulam Jan under his signature on 14- 
11-2012 and attested by the accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar Khan Gandapur 
on 14-11-2012 in Jalsa-e-Aam.
Thumb impressions of the witness are affixed on the mutation as required under 
the law.
Thumb impression of one vendor namely Ismail Khan Khan s/o Abdur Rahim is 
affixed on the mutation, while there is neither affixed signature nor thumb 
impression of the other vendor namely Mr, Ghulam Rasool s/o Baitullah r/o 

Marmandi Azim on the mutation.
The mutation order made by the accused official Abdul Ghafar Tehsildar 
involves transfer of land from both vendors namely Ismail Khan and Ghulam 
Rasool (whose thumb impression or signature is not affixed on the mutation). As 
such, land measuring 7 Kanal & 16 Marla from Ghulam Rasool has been 
transferred without obtaining his thumb impression or signature.

V. Responsibilities of the accused official regarding mutation under the iavi' 
/rules and discharge of responsibilities by them in case of Mutation No.2^5 

Moza Marmandi. 
a) Patwari Abdullah Khan.

Patwari is required to make entry in the register of the mutation every report made to 
him either by the person acquiring any rights in the landed property or on the 
information of any other person having charge of the property intended to be 
transferred through mutation under the section 42 of the Land Revenue Act lOB/' 
read with Para 7.4(i) of Land Records Manual. He shall draw up mutation in 
accordance with the contents of the revenue record of the moza.

As per relevant revenue record namely Khata No.264 in the Periodical Record 
2008-09 Moza Marmandi, the mutation No.225 has correctly been entered with no 
fictitious or bogus entries therein. Therefore, the charge of bogus mutation against 
the accused official is not valid. Had he made fictitious and incorrect entries, then the 
charge of bogus mutation would have been correct.

Besides, if more than one vendors are entered in a single mutation and their shares 
also correctly entered in accordance with the revenue record by a Patwari and at 

the time of attestation of mutation one of vendors appears before the Revenue 
officer and admits to have sold the land and the other one does not appear but the 
Revenue Officer records transfer of land from his name also in his order, it does not 
imply that the Patwari has entered bogus mutation.

b) Kanunqo Ghulam Jan:

Under Par 74(ii) of Land Records Manual, responsibility of the Field Kanungo with 
reference to mutation is to personally examine and compare all the entries made by 
the Patwari in the foil and counterfoil of the mutation and with current revenue record 
and certify correctness thereof under his signature.

The relevant revenue record i.e. Khata No.264 in Periodical Record 2008-09 Moza 
Marmandi was checked and examined. The entries in the mutation no.2255 are in 
accordance with the revenue record and correct and certified as correct by the

on

II.

rr

IV.

are

K:\lhsaii DataMhr-iin Misc '>0'i7
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OI-PiCE OF THE

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
l.AfCKI MAR WAT (KHYBER PAKf ITUNKHWA)

email: dclakl<imarwat@hoimai[.cQm facebook' ^

.-•> ■

Vi, Ph# 0969-538330-31 Fax# 538333 
www.faceD.OQk.com/ddakkimarwart website: www lakkimarwat.gkp.pkI

No. / Dated:______

accused official Ghulam Jan under his signature dated 14-11-2017 on the mutation
!h= I]'! correctly as required under the law and rules. Therefore
the charge that he did not check / compared the 
get proved.

c) leJisildar Abdul Ghafar Gandaour

/ / 2017

IS
revenue record properly does not

wmfimm
m

As per rules and admitted practice, signatures or thumb impressions of the vendors

SrSue oSi""'not admi?r;ile°;Il;:a™or do"J5t*um S'beLe 

is recorded LSdfngly.

m

M
I
f
&
I

has recorded in his order transfer of land from both the vendors in favour of the 
vendee namely Haji Latif-ur-Rehman. He was required to have recorded in his order
Rehan^sl°Atfrr^°p r'®'' transferred in favour of Haji Latif-ur-Rehman
rhnfr R T' ^ °f *he other vendor namely
Ghulam Rasool as reserved/ not transferred. Part of the order involvinq transfer of
of GhuUr^ R n?" ''f°f transfer of land
f Ghulam Rasool illegal. Therefore, the order Is partly legal and partly illegal.

The accused Tehsildar has stated in written defence (placed on’file) that the name 
of the vendor Ghulam Rasool was inadvertently got incorporated in his order and not 
by design or intentionally. It would be too rigid approach to altogether brush 
the defence taken by the accused official if viewed from the follow!

(f

-ur-

aside
ng aspects;

I. As Khata of,the land is the same i.e Khata no. 264 and, therefore 
vendors written in close proximity, one after another

names of the
. , name of Gulam Rasool

having got incorporated in the order inadvertently cannot be ruled out.
M. No fake thumb impression or signature of the vendor Ghulam Rasool have been 

inserted/got affixed on the mutation till date. It lends credence to presumption 
that the accused Tehsildar had no designs to effect fraudulent transfer of land 
from vendor Ghulam Rasool in favour of the vendee, 

iii. No impersonation has been done for transfer of land from Ghulam F^asool.

Besides, landD ■* M u Pleasuring 7 Kanal &16 Marla transferred from Ghulam Rasool s/o 
Baitullah vide mutation no. 2255 has already been restored / transferred back to him 
vide r^utation bearing no.2904 attested on 29-8-2017 in pursuance of Civil Court 
Sarai Naurang Order dated 30-6-2017.

However, had he been careful and cautious, which he should have remained while 
dealing with an important document like mutation, he could have avoided it.

K:\lhsan CataMhsan Misc20l7
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OFFICE or THli

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
lAKKl MARWAT (KHYBER PAK.HTUNKHWA)

email; dclakklmiy^^ facebook: www.facebook r.nm/nrl.kkimL,.H website:

i :j

0 %
i PhU 0969-538330-31 Fax# 538333 

: www.lakkimarwat.gkp.pkm m

No.r Dated:w< / 2017m
Ponclusion / Findings and Recommendatinn-

On the basis of what has been elaborated under Para V of the report 
recommendations are as under: ^

I. Charge against the Patwari Abdullah Khan not proved.

ii. Charge against Kanungo Ghuiam Jan not proved.

w '
5®

S' my finds and
i

P Lapse on the part of accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghafar Gand 
found though by design but due to carelessness 
has been transferred back to the 
exchequer or individual.

Jj-M
apur was seems not 

on his part and that the land 
owner and no loss occurred to the government

f
s

iv. Keeping in view the above '3Ci.s, minor penalty of withholdino increment for the period of one year is recommended. ^ one annual

mi
(Mohammad BakhTiaTKIiin)

Inquiry Officer/
Deputy Commissioner . 

Lakki Marwat

\
•v
\
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sm '=%£'3l GOVERNMENT OF KfiYBEH PAKHTUNKHWA 

LAND RECORDS & COLONIZATION 

REVENUE AND ESTATE DEPARTMENT
»m-

CONFIDENTiAT.

m No. Inquiry/Abdiil.-Ghaffar/Tehsildar/LakkiNfervvaV

Peshawar dated the Feb. 2018t?-

m i- '.I'o,I'
[ '“S'SMBffThe Senior Member Board of Revenue, 

Revenue & Estate Department,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Imm

)fE.
»-

SB,BTECT: iSlSlfullf AB»ULGUAFFAR ICIIAN, EX-
lEilSlLDAR, SARAI NOUUANG NOW POLlTICAl, TEIISTT Haw
BANNU, 2. GHULAM JAN (iM^AWAR CRJCEE mi
SARA! NOUIMNG, 3. ABDULLAH JAN 
MARMUNDI NOW HAJJM PATWARl 
I.AKKI AlARWA'r:

mI

M.OUZA
nawar khel distrkd

iriii-
i'e.ar Sir,

Kindly-refer to Assistant Secretary (Admin), Board of Revenue letter No.
A{.!:[V/c.rhu.lamRasool/LakkiMarwat/319?j dated 23.0] 2018

nt^mmaled as Inquiry Officer.

w:

w.herein the undersigned has been

Subject inquiry report comprising o.i05 pages along with 

enclosed herewith for iurthcr necessary action pjcasc.
its enclosures (14 pages)1:

t

Above

!(NQi.i!KYOEEiGilH/ 
.OIH.EC'rO.U .I.ANj) R.5':e]:O.UD8, 

PAKH1'UNK.B.V/An..ndst: dale aSrovi;

Copy forwarded to the Secretary - 1 Board of Jfevenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ibr
a'.formatio.u please.

I
I

'T

%
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milf .INQUIRY REl’ORT:

cW’

m Accused Officials:«r
I--

Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Khan (Ex-1ehsildar) 
Mr. Ghulain Jan, Kannungo 
Mr. Abdullah Khan, Patwari

2.
S' 3.•a;

HISTORYI

. A Mutation No. 2255 Mouza Marmaiidi involving transfer of land measuring 10 kanafs 

and 02 marlas in Khata No. 264 from vendors Ismail Khan S/0 Abdur Rahim and Mr. Ghulam 

Rasool S/0 Bait Ullah Khan R/O Marmandi (A/ira) in Ihvoui- of Haji L.atif-iir-Rehman S/O Abdui 

Rehman m lieu of consideration money of Rs. One Lakli and Ten Thousands, was entered by the 

accused Patwari Abdullah Khan on 27/08/2012, mutation entries with revenue record compared 

and certified as correct by the accused Girdawar Circle Ghulam Jan under his signature 

14/11/2012 and attested by the accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghaffar Khan Gandapur on 14/11/2012 

in .ialsa-e^Aam. Through instant mutation total 10 Kanals and 02 Marlas land was translbiTcd. 

i’vora the total land (10 Kanals and 02 Marlas) so translbrred 07 Kanals and 16 Marlas was owned 

by Mr. Ghulam Rasool; the thumb impression of one vendor Mr; Ismail and witnesses had bcei) 

affixed on the mutation No. 2255 but neither the thumb impression n{)r the signature of other 
vendor, Mr. Ghulam Rasool was affixed on the impugned mutation.

K .I
i

i on

I
i
tr

fo get their transfcn-ed share back, Mr. Ghulam Rasool agitated civil court in 2015 and got 

his share transferred back on his name tlirough court decree vide mutation No. 2904.

.BACKGROUND OF THIS INQUIRY

A fact finding/ preliminary inquiry was conducted in the above matter and on the failure 

of the accused officials to remove the charges, the accused officials were served upon v/ith tla: 

charge sheets by the competent authority and Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat Mr. 

Muhammad Bakhtiar Khan was appointed as inquiry officer. (Charge Sheet is imnexed as 

(Anncxurc-A). The inquiry officer submitted his inquiry report to the competent authority but the 

competent authority was not satisfied with the inquiry report and thus appointed the undersigned 

Jo conduct the inquiry afresh vide letter No. Ad:IV/GhulamRasool/T.akkiMarwat/3193 dated 
2N/0I/2018 (Annexure-B).

PROCEEDINGS

The accused officials were summoned for 01/02/2018 at 1200 hours through Deputy 

Commissioner Bannu and Deputy Commissioner J.akki-Marwat vide this office letters 

(A,iincxure '€ iS:: 0). The accused officials attended the office of the undersigned on the given date 

(ilicir attendance arc annexed as Annexurt-E) and recorded their statements. J hen' writlen 

statements / replies arc annexed as; -



m
is?»w®® Statcment of Abdul Ghatfai- Ex-Tehsildar

*^■4-

f Statement of Ghulam Jan Girdawar 

Statement of Abdullah Khan Patwari

All the three officials relied upon the written statements they had earlier submitted].^ 

Deputy Commissioner Lalrici-Marwat during proceedings of the enquiry conducted by hinn lhg 

gist of their written replies is produced as under: ^ ■

Statement of Abdul Ghaffar Ex-Tehsildar:

The Ex-Tehsildar stated:-

d'hathe attested the impugned mutation l>Io. 22551 in Jalsa-e-Aam (Assembly of villagers).
> That he took thumb impressions of 02 witnesses and one vendor namely Ismail on

mutation.
> That he did not take thumb impression of the co-owner (2”^ Seller) Mr. Ghulam Rasool 

register mutation, which was not his intentional act rather that was a human en'or.
That the slwe of Ghulam Rasool, transferred by the mutation No. 2255 was reversed in his 

name vide mutation no. 2904 dated 28/08/2017, on the Court directions.
> That bis omission may be considered as human error and he may be exonerated.

i

i
(Annexurc-F) r

A-
(Anncxurc-G)

(Annexure-ll)
m
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Statement of Ghulam Jan, Girdawa_r_Cir^:

'I'he Girdawar Circle in his statement claimed that as per rules it is the duty o! girdawar to 
check and authenticate the entries of the mutation made by Patwari, both in foil and counterloil . 
So he performed his duty by-ascertaining the entries in impugned mutations. He examined khasras 
No, .Khata No, Shares of vendors, which were found correct and thus certihed by him. Pic further 
stated that during attestation of mutations the shares of the vendor(s) is/ai’c trans'ierrcd to extent o! 
diare intended to be so transferred and rest of the share(s) is kept reserved at tlie time of passi ng 

hnal order of attestation of the revenue officer. He stated that his responsibility is just to examine 
and authenticate entries of mutations, which he rightly did and had no role in attestation o!

mutation.

i

1
]

fhe Girdawar prayed that the instant complaint might be filed.

^i Aivmcnt of Ex-Pattvari:
The gjst olThe statement of Patwari is that as per rules a Patwari is required to enter 

mutation both in foil and counterfoil, whenever ajty person having certain right in the landed 
property comes to him and ask for entering mutation. He further said that on the request of co-^ 

(Mr Ismail) he entered the mutation with due care and diligence. He reiterated that all liie 
correct and he had nothing to do with the proce3.s ot the attestation olowner

dirlries made by him were
mutation.

A I ! y,STATION OF THE MU'l ATION
the statements of the accused officials and complaint/charge sheet, the following

From

questions emanated to be answered.

What is rules/ regulation and procedure of attestation, of mutation.^
What is practice in vogue regarding mutations ?
What IS responsibility, as per law, of Patwari, Girdawar and Tehsddar during the process 

of mutation Irom entry to attestation?

1

1. .A'!
i

3.

i
y' M



The answers to the above queries are given as below:- 

Procedure of mutation as per law?

Section 42 of Land Revenue Act 1967, and Para 7.4 of Land Record Manual deals with the 

attestation of mutation.

Qh

As per procedure given m law, a Patwari is bound to enter mutation (foil and counterfoil)

the request of any right holder in the land intended to be transferred. The Patwari requires to 

fill all the columns carefully and correctly.

The Girdawar Circle then examine the entries made by Patwari and tally them with record 

and certify with his signature all the entries.

The mutation is then submitted to circle office (Tehsildar) for attestation. The 
tchsildar IS required to attest the mutation in .Talsa-e-Aam. He is required to satisfy himself in all

respeels. He is required to ascertain in Jalse-e-Aam (crowd) of mouza, the vendor(s). vendee(s), 
theii respective share to be transferred, value of mutation, 

impression of the parties and witnesses.

further required to enquire about transfer of possession/rigbt from vendor to vendee 

as the purpose of mutation is transfer of rights/possession. The reader of the tehsildar is key p 

to assist telisildar in all the above steps. After being satisfied in all aspects in Jalsa-e-Aam, l!ic

tehsildar then passes order of attestation. Patwari halqa is present and he assists the tehsildar in 

discharge of his duty.

revenue

T'

tax to be levied, affixing thumb

He is

erson

Q2. What is practise in vogue regarding mutations?

It is common practice across the province that a Patwari enters a mutation on the
application of any interested party. Girdawar does his partal. To save time or whatever purpose, 

tnc Patwari usually get thumb impressions of the parties and witnesses in his Patwar khana before

putting the same for order of the revenue circle officer. The reader of tehsildar than writes order 
on the mutation and tehsildar attests the same usiially.without or sometime going into the .jalsa-e- 
Aam. Patwari concerned is always present with record while a mutation is being attested by the 

tehsildar.

. What is responsibility as per Jaw, of Patwari, Girdawar and Tehsildar during She 
process of mutation from entry to attestation?

Ihe role and responsibility of the Patwari, Girdawar and tehsildar has been elaborated 

above while answering the Question No. 1 and 2.

Q

erj^OSS EXAMINATION

'fo dig out the facts the accused officials were cross examined. The tehsildar and Patwari

asked whether the impugned.land measuring 7 kanals & 16 marlas owned by the appli,cantv4^were

Ghulam Rasool was transferred with his approval and whether he came to Patwari or tehsildar m *.,r

connection with his property to be translbrred.

'.•Wa.-.



The Patwari told that only the co-sharer Mr. Ismail, came to him for entering impugned

^^^;'mutation and Ghulam Rasool did not come.
»■

:;>■

m The tehsildar replied that Ghulam Rasool was present in Jalsa-e-Aam but due to mistake 

ft his thumb impression could not be taken but he failed to bring proof in support of his claim.
m4

Pm
f

Vide impugned mutation the share transferred of Mr. Ismail was 2 Kanal 16 Marla and that 
^1 of Ghulam Rasool was 7 Kanal 16 maria, almost three times of the share of the Ismail.

The accused officials were asked that why care was not taken in transferring the share of 

major vendor (Mr. Ghulam Rasool). Despite of possessing lion share, the thumb impression of the 

major vendor (share-holder) was not taken?

Ti U

p

m-
M

Other tlrcxn having said of human error/mistake the accused officials (Tehsidar & Patwari) 

failed to give a satisfactory reply.

m-- The impugned mutation was attested in 2012 and the share of Ghulam Rasool was reversed 

in 2017 vide mutation no. 2904. The accused officials were asked that if thumb impression of the 

applicant Ghulam Rasool was not taken mistakenly and if his property share was rightly transferred 

then wliy the mistake was not tried to be rectified by having taken tlie thumb impression of Ghulam 

Rasool at any time from 2012 to 2017.

iS [?

The accused official could not give any satisfactory explanation. They only said that they 

ignorant of the mistake and came to know it when the court issued decree.wereif1 if

During cross examination the accused officials stated that as there were large number of 

mutations the tehsildar had to attest in Ja!sa~e-Aam, so not obtaining thumb impression of the 

applicant Ghulam Rasool was just a mistake/human error.

m
ii-

To ascertain this point the applicant (Ghulam Rasool) and tehsi! office Kannungo wiilr 

relevant record of relevant time were summoned for 08/02/2018. The charge of office kannungo 

is with Girdawar Ghulam Jan (one of accused offcial) he and son of applicant namely Mr. Ajmal 

' IVt) Lakki Marwat attended the office on 08/02/2018.

Mr. Ajmal recorded his statement wherein he claimed that his father owns immovable/ 

landed property in Mouza Marmandi Lakki Marwat and his uncle’s son Ismail with connivance of 

his (Ismail) brother Munnawar, who is a property dealer tmd revenue officials - fraudulently 

transferred 7 kanal 16 maria of their land in 2012, without their knowledge: He fuiilier said that 

they planned wedding of their brother in 2015 for which expenditure they wanted to sell their land 

and came to know from Patwari that their land had already been sold in 2012. He stated that on

knowing this, they requested Patwari and Tehsildar for reversal of their land fraudulently 

transferred but in vain, thus they filed suit in civil court, and in

which was

a
ffaudulently transferredthey got their land transferred in their name 

Ismail/Munnawar and revenue officials. Statement of Ajmal is annexed as (Annexurc- -^

"is
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The Office Kaiinungo also Girdawar accused Mr. Ghulam .Ian and the incumbent Patwai i 

Ignauza Marmandi Mr. Ashfaq Ahmad also attended this office on 08/02/2018 with relevant record

Prom the perusal of record and queries from the office kannungo and Patwar halqa 

^»known that mouza Marmandi is part of the Patwar circle Zaiar Mamakhel which has 'total 
^^Mmouzas with Marmandi as major mouza. In this Patwar circle every month the Tehsildar schedules 

^^gone tour (Jalsa-e-aam) and sometimes one special tour is also paid. Every month about 50 to 60 

^^gmutations are attested which was confirmed by girdawar/offlce kannungo.

I'lom all this it is evident that attesting 50 to 60 mutations a month is not a big task 

I burdened work as was claimed by tehsildar in

FINDINGS
R

■

I-
It was

13
'J

or
Wh

cross examination.

From the written replies of accused officials. Ajmal (Son of applicant) and perusal of record

in Khatta
Ifaudulently translhrred vide mutation No.2255 dated 14.11.2012.

It IS very astonishing that the major co-owner/ co-sharer in the impugned property was Mr. 

Ghulam Rasool and still the Patwari and tehsildar forgotten to take his thumb impression. As per 

»Aj-law/rules and procedure in vogue a Tehsildar, his reader and Patwari concerned

dime of attestation of mutation in Jalsa-e-Aam, to check and satisfy themselves of each and 

entiy of mutation legister. .Hence it is int'errcd that fehsildar, his reader and Patwari 

t corruption and corrupt practices in respect of impugned mutation.

The Girdawar is rarely present at time of attestation of mutation hence his chances oi' 
involvement in the impugned mutation are apparently

INFICRl^NCE

I::

^ the undersigned infers that the share of Ghulam Rasool measuring 7 kanals 12 marlas 
If No. 264 IGiatat No. 48 was*•

IkmrilIT

are present at the
.f

every 

arc involved
Is

¥m narrow.■n-'.

%
Foregoing above:

1. The charges levelled against ex-tehsildar Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Kdran and ex-Patwari halqa 

Mr. Abdullah Khan stand proved.

2. Though not charge sheeted, yet reader to tehsildar is also equally responsible.

j. In the prevailing practice the role of girdawar is usually limited to the partal/examinalion 

of entries of Patwari with record before submitting it to tehsildar (bi- attestation, hence Ids 

involvement chances are narrow and may be exonerated.

Submitted please.

• i

\ •

t:

{mmyrnu
INQlJIRYOFFIteR 

DIRFC rOR LAND RKCOROS



c\

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
BOARD OF REVENUE 

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

j^/06/2018Peshawar dated the

I ORDER.

WHEREAS; Mr. Abdullah Khan the then 

Patwari haiqa Marmandi Azim Tehsil Naurang was proceeded against under the Khyber 

p-^Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 for the charges

^:No.Estt:I/PF/Abdul Ghaffar/r

mentioned in the Charge Sheet.

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Asif Director Land Records was appointed

as Inquiry Officer to probe into the charges leveled against the said official and submit finding/IS: -
Lv recommendations.

I"-; AND WHEREAS, The Inquiry Officer after having examine the charges, 

I; ^ evidence produced before him and statement of accused official, submitted his reply whereby the 

4^, charges against the accused official stand proved.

■9

‘.I

Im
AND WHEREAS, I Zafar Iqbal Senior Member, Board of Revenue after having 

the charges, evidence produced, statement of accused official finding of Inquiry Officer and after

'V

personal hearing of the accused concur with the finding and recommendations of the Inquiry

ofiicer.
■ r*

iT- NOW THEREFORE, I as Competent Authority in exercise of powers conferred 

|T. by Rule 4 (b) (iii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) 

Rules. 2011 impose major penalty of removal from service upon Mr. Abdullah Khan the dien 

My Patwari office of the Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat with immediate effect.

4I.IT

fc'':>
By order of 

Senior Member
5?' •j.y

?v«
-

fe- No.Estt:EPF /Abdul Ghaffar/
2

NIJy Copy forwarded to the:- 

Commissioner, Bannu Division, Bannu. 

Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat. 

District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat. 

Official concerned.

Office order file.

1.
K' 2.

3.

4.

5.

Assistant Secretary (Estt:)
c

Notification X •513
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GOVKUNMEiNT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVVA, 
I30AR0 OF REVENUE,

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT. 
Faccbook ID: >v\v>v.faccbook.coni/bor.kDk92 
Twitter ID: @RevcnueBoardkp 
Fax No: 091.9213989

z:^No. Estt:l/PF/Abdul Ghaffar/ 
Peshawar dated the of /01 /20! 9.

Mr. Abdullah Khan,
B.N-Patwari, Halqa Mouza 
Marniandi Azim Tehsil Sarai Naurang, 
District Lakki Marwat.

Through: Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.•v

SUITIECT: REMOVAL FROM SERVICE ORDER NO. 24363-67 DATED 06.06.2018.

Your Departmental Appeal dated 23.06.2018 has been examined and rejected b>'t 

Appeliaie .Authority (i.e Chief Secretary).

i-m
%

As.sislc.ni: Secretary (Hsi

mit

i-
• I
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it no reply w ihi.s nuiiee is reeei-red withp, 1 day.s r,f id. d.

In and \n Uiafcasc cx-parie
.presumed ibei you have nn delcnse iii pui

t

. %

\
11

c?*
No. Us\l:)')'l -''Ah4'^ Ghalhir-

:
1 >

.*•. ; •

j

h



f~:ss''*T:t' vf&sssszssoBantf
'■ *>V'/ayv’LjaI U .'j. T4. ~~x "".; ?:•.is^sPiSfeWisps^

......................

" ' r " " y" ■^^- -

-.'.Jriatjie rsame ;inq;biife^ofeei^^Si|ai&;i0r:v4i'!‘:'l!i^
.g|feaaRulV!5*asvdsq;;dem6teffi&';i&;i^^p{^;i^fei^l&^i^i;|tF>wa8!afer|*

' ■'■ ~ ■ "\t-. ■■■:•■;■■■■■■/. ;■■ •■■:.■ ■

issiaissgaiii^^^gisis

ft ■ ■ ‘
V iV-a..'

•■•■- :> •:-:! Jawr-—_r>-j

P*»te!.,SiS«« :Jifcftaft’-fts?
w^lifss,;?:■;:=!« 

f m-if.^ fca

9Wiifef

■Aft -■pa
r.*.‘v

ft:>: -ft--^r'-- -ft 
ar-:- -P-.-v:ft-ft-

.* '-•
...ft

;
;;^l' :•I'

>-■

r
--■, • •.•'.-N-

;■.':^-- ;.--• ••>V
n.:

:
!- ft-..

ftHii
^v•l .*

.:v Subject; : ■
V

-: • ■a .
‘\i/ .' . s

V-^-

1I
V- *.I

ft*

■Ift-f^ivft to ' ;■ -ft;•

ftiS Sift...-
ife;

;
r

|i;r*.:

Is 
» 

i -i#
■-I
■'til-,

‘-'S

-<4

•.

:
«
8ft' •* . \

•-;■

r<;
■;-. <.

.-,

/ ' .-
',-

■-ft

^ ’ftf•s , i-
-.•.•.*,•/

'-.
lift ""•■•:

1 .

iti yA ftft -1 v.'‘
C"* *..

• j1 .-
/*,

fti:.>'r^.N; •
,\

d '
ft;-S' *.\ \j-;i:

• • .*;

■S " ■ /

'■i

• .-v
8 ■-: '

: '-Sil
';/f-^; =:^1 »•-

'“ft-

;.ftu

; „ - .f •/;•V \\i[•ft. /.
:. 'S'Si.•~. -•

*.*
‘.ft>.c *; r;

' ■' ""8

servedlhe appellant 
^and show cause notice

• "ft •••.'•:■

jft-: >
3;

1 •-ft-vft
i.y> -_i'.!.

^—r.-oft- • •

-.v- •.*'C\ *"
<

I

r

h



government OF ICHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
BOARD OF REVENUE,

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT. 
FacebookID: www.facebook.com/bor.kpk^ 
Twitter ID: @RevenueBoardkp 
Fax No:

No.Istt:l7PF/Abdul Ghaffar/ g/

Peshawar dated the ^,^/02/2019.

091.9213989

To

Mr. Abdullah Khan,
Ex-Patwari Halqa Mouza Marmandi Azim, 
Tehsil Sara! Naurang District Lakki Marwat.

Deputy Commissioner. Lakki MarwatThrough:

RFMOVAL FROM SERVTCR ORDERNO. 24363-67 DATED 06.06.201LSUBJECT: ■

Departmental appeal dated 14,01.2019 has been examined and rejected by theYour

appellate authority.

Assistant Secretary (Bstt)
% ^

i

IVM

■

http://www.facebook.com/bor.kpk%5e


ESTATE department 

Peshawar dated Xhs_dAl^6l2018

/

i
1

revenue &

Iwt
ilBDER. -m. WHEREAS; Mr. Abdul Ghaffer the then 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant
^|No.Estt:l/PF/Abdul piaffar/_ 

Tehsildar Naurang was p: 
iff-’,' (Efficiency & Discipline) Rul

!■

Iroceeded against under the Khyber
es 2011 for the charges mentioned in the Charge

Land Records was appointed
$ ■

P- and WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Asif Director
probe into the charges leveled against the said o

fficial and submit finding/

ii: as Inquiry Officer to
, recommendations.

and whereas, The Inquiry - 
duced before him and statement of accused official 

ed official stand proved.

!the charges,irv ■ Officer, after having ' examine
submitted his reply whereby, theiT

evidence pro
charges against the accus after having •

finding and recommendations of the Inquirythe charges, evidence produced, sta
with thepersonal hearing of the accused concur

officer. in exercise of powers conferred 

and Discipline) 

Mr. Abdul

I as Competent Authority 

Pakhtunkhwa Government

then Tehsildar Naurang with immediate ettect

NOW therefore,
by Rule 4 (b) (1) of Khyber

Rules,
Ghaffar - the

Servants (Efficiency

By order of 
Senior Member

Estt:I/PF /Abdul Ghaffar/^2J^Ui^X-?^'^
No.

Copy forwarded to the:-
t General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

The services
of the accused Mr. Abdur Ghaffar a|e 

r further posting as Naib Tehsildar m

Accountan 

Commissioner,
hereby pla.ced at your disposal fo

Deputy Commissioner. Lakki Marwat.
District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat.

1.
Bannu Division. the Division.2.

3.

4.
Official concerned. 

Office order file.
5.

6.

b
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.-OfTice order'tile.5.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKFIWA 
BOARD OF REVENUE 

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

^2^/06/2018Peshawar dated the !■

^^^g^:--No.Estt:I/PF/AbduI Ghaffer/^ WHEREAS; Mr. Abdullah Khan the then

■ patwari halqa Marmandi Azim Tehsil Naurang was proceeded "against under the Khyber 

' Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 for the charges 

mentioned in the Charge Sheet. , :

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Asif Director Land Records was appointed
------ I'

as Inquiry Officer to probe into the charges leveled against the said official and submit finding/ 

recommendations.

m■Ri
f- ■

AND WHEREAS, The Inquiry Officer after having examine the charges, 
evidence produced before him and statement of accused official, submitted his reply whereby jthe 

charges against the accused official stand proved. !

AND WHEREAS, I Zafar Iqbal Senior Member, Board of Revenue after having 

the chargeSi evidence produced, statement of accused official finding of Inquiry Officer and after 

personal hearing of the accused concur with the finding and recommendations of the Inquiry 

officer.

NOW THEREFORE, I as Competent Authority in exercise of powers conferred 

by Rule 4 (b) (iii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) 

Rules, 2011 impose major penalty of removal from service upon Mr. Abdullah Khan the then 

Patwari office of the Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat with immediate effect.

By order of 
Senior Member

9ijNo.Estt:I/PF /Abdul Ghaffar/

Copy forwai'ded to the:- 

Commissioner, Barmu Division, Bannu. 

Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat. 

District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat. 

Official concerned.

Office order file.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Vr
i.. Assistant Secretary (Estt:)

j..

0/^ tI

Notification
S13

I? ■ r
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;'' .'T^f mr GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKyWA, 
? BOARD OF REVENUE,

:y'

'■^'3,-IMk REVENliE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.
■

m
NOTE FOR CHIEF SECRETARY

y. '. •• f

SUBJUCT: REPRliSENTATlON- f OK ABDUL GHAEFAR,., KHAN GANDAl>TJRj| 
EX:TEHSILDAR SEI^ARt NAURANG DISTRICT LAKKl MAiTWIAT, NOW, | 
NAIB

- THESMBR,COMPETENT AUTHORITY AFTER IMPOSING MA.IOR'I 
PENALTY AS RESULfT'OF INQUIRY CONDUCTED BY piRl^CTOR LAND| 
RECORDS KHYBER PAkIiTUNKHWA- ; ? !

1 ill

REVERvSED TO LOWER POST BYTETISILDAR

! f ;REVp-1279■■w

i

I JiWl Attention is .requested', to Oepartmciital Appeal filed by |Vlr. Abdul Ghaffar^il 

: Ex-Tehsildar Serari .Naurang now Naib Tehsildar in Commissioner Olficer Bamiu (Annexiire-A)

• against order whereby major penalty of reversion to lower post of Naib I'ehsildar was imposed upon -| 

ftim. :

:

;=

,5 rJi!Diwi,liCien.W tn:c_as.iiiKlci\
si

K 5 I 
“

1

.!•n
1. Pertains to record.

2. Incorrect. Mutation No. 2255 was entered by Patwari, and attested by the appellant as.j 

Revenue Officer Circle on 1'4.11.2012 whereby share of Ghularn Rasool (Complainant)

. the extent of area of 7 Icanal 16 maria was fraudulently transferred, without his 

consent/thumb impression to another person.

Incorrect. As per provision of the rules, land cannot be transferred to another person,: 

without consent of the owner and affixation of thumb impression which has not, been i 

ibilowcd in the in.slanl case and cmnplainant lias lost a valuable piece of land ol 7 kanal 16 . 

maria.,
'1, The pi'Dvisioii 1)1' Seeliuii 1()3 o! 1.;.iikI Kevcmic Act, 1007 docs not apply in the iniauiil

I'hc ivpoi'l of Inquiry Oflicor clctiiiy shows dirccl collusion of Revenue Stafl’l
iiicludiiai, llic :i|)pi.'llaiU llial they h'aiislcrrcd :i piece ol laml ol (he laud owner {(Tiulam 

Rasool) to another person without affixation of thumb irapression/eonsent. >

. 5. The provision ol‘ Scclion ISl docs iiul apply here as the concerned oJfcials have 

trans ferred the valuable land of complainant with malafide.
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It is therefore requested thai the Depanmenta! Appeal of the appellant having no ; 
weight may be rejected please.

O ^
Senior ,

Board of R' '-'enu 
Khyber PakliLunkh
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R-Sfa-as-..
i

m
M¥SP/ft3. The Note for Qhief Secretary

Departmental appeal filed by Mr.At^dul Ghaffar. Ex-Tehs§ 

been examined. '
mm

t'i

f ,
& mm.4. It is observed that:

i. Copy of impugned order/notification is not annexeciwft, ^
ii. Administrative Def^rtment has not annexed 

conducted against tjie'dccused officer.
iii. Copies' of charge she§t / statement of allegation dnd^™

notice have not beep added. ' ^

The Administrative Pepartment should add all relevant 
facilitate the appellate authority tcf reagh a judicious decision in " '

is, therefore, returned to add complete record of the case.

Vr t

iSPoiv
shovTlcai^'/ . KSs:(

5.
I

Irm.\
{ArshacMVlajeed) 

Secretary Establishment 
Julyj/. 2018SMBR
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Para 4-5/N,

desired docuipents added as per foltewing detail;-

Copy of rirrpugired order d,ted 06.06.2018 is at (Annexure-^).
Copy of Inquiry Repop conducted by Mr. Muhammad Asif; Director Lan

Records is at (Annexurp-C);

Copies of charge sheet;
(Annexure-D,E&F) respectively.

Copies of the6.

1.

V 11.I

I statement of allegation and show cause notice are at
111.

rOn Senior/Membdr. 
Senior Member 

Board of th^venuo 
PaKbtonKbv

111 Secretarv/bstablishmeht

oi
t:-
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4a
Reference Para-6 of the Note.I

r /■
The case earlier returned to the Administrative Department to add 

supporting documents as mentioned at Para-4 ante. Now the Administrative
Department has added all relevant documents as mentioned at parar6 of the Note.

i'
It is observed that the nomination of an inquiry officer is made by 

'inserting his name in relevant portion of the Statement of Ailegations. However, in 

the instant case, inquiry has been conducted by Mr.Muhammad Asif, Qirector Land 
Record (Annex-C), while the Statement of Allegations ■, reflects name of 
Mr.Muhammad Bakhtiar Khan, Qeputy Commissioner. Lakki Marwat'(Annex-E), r- 
which needs clarification.

Note is, therefore, returned to Administrative [pepartment. for F

;■ 7.
i; ■3

W- ■ :
&nmm.-.-
Wr. 
W- -

8.■t3

■•J ■A

Kt'?-.. ••

9.
£ €

■ clarification.

'IF
(Arshawl^eed) 

Secretary Establishment 
Augustin ,2018
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l^ai-u-8/N.

. iO. In llu' inslarU case . enquiry was conducted under tlic K-hyhcr 

i’akhtunkhwa Cjovcrnmcnt Scrvaul (Jdlicicncy.and Discipline), 2011, through

Mi\ Muhammad ilakhtiar the tlign. Deputy Commissioner lUinnu. Noyt satisfied with
} .i'

die findings ol the enquiry officer, the compclent authority entrusted the said 

to Mr. Muhammad Asil. Director hand Records, on the basis ofwhicli major penalty 

ol reversion to lowcr' posl o:f Nqih 'l.chsildar was imposed upon the thep Tehsildar 

Naurarig lor a period of three (03) years.

enquiry.

1;
11

■t;
Rara 2 is 

Chief Secretary please.
re-submiiied for appropriate orders of the worthy

:

Senior .Member ■' "" 
Senior r/icn^bor\ 

Board of Revenue 
Khytoer Pakhtunkhw^
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RMerence±aj3dO^O|ie±^

The case was
the Administrative

Mr.Muhamm^d A|if,
returned to 

irv conducted by
Direct^^\12.

clarification regarding loqdijy 
Land Record (Annex-Q), wf^ile the Stateme

dBakhWar^han, Deputy commissioner
nt of Allegations re|lects name 

Lgkki ^arwat.
»

of Mr.Muhamma ‘ •

Administrative Department
sheet/statem?nt f allegation

inquiry

' is returned toTherefore, the. case is ..
to whether fresh charge 

accused officer by

13.^ -lisi; for clarification as 

issued to the 

officer or otherwise.

inserting the name of
was r

i
' t}

iee6)(ArshadJ ^ .
Secretary Establishment

September 1*^.2018
;

SWIBRi
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;
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iCofcronce Pam I2-13/N.

V.':;

In llic insiani

I’iikhlunkhwii flovcmmcnl Scrvani (Hrncicncy and niacipline), Kijios Mil. through 

Mr. .Muhammad Bakhliar the then Deputy Commissioner

v:\r.c. ciKjuiry was conduclcd under the Khvbcr

Bantiu. 1-IoweVer' the
C.ompctcm Authority not satisHed'with the findings of the Iflqniry Officer, entrusted -ia 

die said enquiry to Mr. 'MuhiimiTiad Asih Director Land Records, ryith the same S

'■ 'iS:d
charge sheet/statement orailqgatiqiis vide letter datet! 23.0l.2f)d8 (Annpxure-G). No 

fresh cdiargc shed / statemenl of ajlcgalio.ns 

name of Inquiry Officer in the slatenient of allegation bears the
> .. 'i'

ol new officer could not be insdtcdjn the column of .Enquiry Officer^.

ii^ ■!
■ . •'S'L ■

■S tti ■ *

H

franicd, that is wjiy the column of .S'^^'as•
A ■ 'ff

sanfe .name, 'fhe name.

f ■

1.5. ihira 2 is rc-submitted .for appropriate" orders of the wortiiy
(. iiicf .Scci'clary |')Ic asc,

I
■ ■

Senior Mcinbeh '-S:a
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Reference Para-14 of the Note..V

rr- -

f: 16. The case was earlier returned to the Administrative Department for clarification'" 

as to whether fresh charge sheet/s(:atements of allegations were issued to the accused 

ofliccr by inserting the ii;iine ol new l,m|uiry Ollicer or otherwise. In response, the 

Administrative Dcp.'irtmenl nl anlc has clnrificd lliat since nodfesh charge

■ sheet/ statement of allegations were framed, therefore, name of new Inquiry'Officer 

could not be inserted. It is observedythat the Administrative Department has 

completed codal formalities under the E^D Rules, 2011. ■ "

■m-
notmm:

V
17. Rule-17(2) of the Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 
2011(Annex-H) stipulates that the-authority shall call for the record of |he case and 

comments on the points raised in the appeal from the concerned department qr office 

and on consideration of the appeal or the review petition, as* the case may be, by an 

, order in writing:- - .

'—U •

- (a) Uphold the order of penalty and rejection the appeal or review petition; 
or
Set aside the orders and exonerate the accused; or 
Motiily ihc orders or reduce the penalty.

(b)
(C)

18. Since codal formalities under Rule-5 & 10 of the ibid rules have not been 

completed, therefore, the Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa being appellate 

authority under Rule-17(2)(b) of the rules ibid may set aside the. order with the 

direction to the Administrative Department to initiate fresh inquiry in the instant case 

under the E&D Rules, 2011.

(ArslijUl/MaJecd) 
Secretary Establishment 

November, 2018
-SC Xrj
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General Diary' 

Dy;
Date.......

Revenue 8. Estate 
Ktwber Pakruunkrtwa

ban NO

sum

OMMlSSlONER
^ ° ° ° te2 0928-9270079. THE

Tel
Dated iS704/2019.

• ' ' No.
To, ,

nt Secretary (Estt)The Assista
Board of Revenue, peshawar.

& Estate, Department, KeRevenue TEHSiLDAR_SERW
rtHAFFARl|v/iR ABPUk^mnN AGAINSI

- marwaldiscipline
N AD

Subjects

4488 dated l8/02/'^0^9.

Abdul Ghaffar 

action as

Memo:
Estab-.l/PF/Abdul Ghaffar

office letter No'.

herewith fresh enquirv
ctlakkiMarwat for information

.Refer to your

Enclosed find

Tehslldar serai Naurang Oistri

desired, please.

p Mrirv report regarding

and further appropriate

gfnmissioner,
■ Additional-DdRt

Bannu.

XIV/ t-

t
/

1}
Lrfee:

V •' ■

extent ofciiiieeuea to tne
ferred back to him vide

was
i ^ X-/*

* • 7^1m As such, his share was transplaintiffs shares 

mutation No. 2904.

.A, "
■v ^U'SiT-i-
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THE ADDITIONAL DEPUTY COMMISSIONER/ INQUIRY
OFFICER. BANNUv'.-'

INQUIRY REPORT AGAINST MR. ABDUL GHAFAR KHAN, 
FyrTFTTSTT.DAR. SARAINAURANG. DISTT: LAKKIMARWAT.

>> (0 
• Q Q 5

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

a. That while posting as Tehsildar Sarai Naurag, he attested a bogus 
mutation No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Mouza Marmandi, Khata 
No. 48 for land measuring 07 Kanals 16 Marlas in the name of 
Haji Latif-Ur-Rehman from Ghulam Rasool Khan son of 
Baitullah resident of Marmandi (Azeem) without the thumb 
impression of the actual land owner (vendor).

b. His this act tantamount to misconduct and liable him to be 
proceeded against under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 
Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011;

Facts:
Facts of the case are that sale mutation No. 2255 of village 

Marmandi Azeem regarding transfer of land measuring 10 Kanals & 02 

Marlas in Khata No. 264 from vendors Ismail Khan S/0 Abdur Rahim and 

Mr. Ghulam Rasool S/O Bait Ullah Khan R/O Marmandi (Azim) in favour 

of Haji Latif-Ur-Rehman S/O Abdur Rehman in lieu of consideration of 

money of Rs. One lac & Ten thousand, was entered by Patwari Abdullah 

Khan on 27/08/2012. The Girdawar Circle, Mr. Ghulam Jan compared the 

entries of the mutation with revenue record and certified its correctness 

under his signature on 14.11.2012. The accused/official, Tehsildar Abdul 

Ghafar Khan Gandapur attested the said mutation on 14.11.2012 in Jalsa- 

e-Aam. Out of the land in question, Mr. Ghulam Rasool, complainant was 

to the extent of 7 Kanal and 16 Marlas. At the time of attestation ofowner
the mutation in question, a thumb impression of one vendor namely Ismail 

and witnesses were affixed on the mutation whereas, no thumb impression 

or signature of the complainant was obtained. Later on, the complainant 

instituted a Civil Suit No. 82/1 on 21.12.2015 against Haji Latif-Ur- 

Rehman and Ismail Khan, which was decreed in favour of complainant, 

Ghulam Rasool by Civil Judge Sarai Naurag-II on 

of said judgment, mutation No. 2255 was cancelled to the extent of

30.06.2017. In the light A/

Ifc.'
plaintiffs shares. As such, his share was transferred back to him vide

mvitationNo. 2904.



/

20
Proceedings:

In pursuance of Board of Revenue, Peshawar letter 

Estt:I/PF/Abdul Ghafar/40022-23 dated 20.12.2018, the proceedings^Jd|^^:^;|>: 

inquiry was initiated.

The complainant namely, Ghulam Rasool, accused/oflicial Mr.

Abdul Ghafar Khan, Tehsildar, Patwari Halqa Zafar Mama Khel, Anwar 

Kamal, Office Kanungo Tehsil Sarai Naurang and Latif-Ur-Rehman S/O 

Abdur Rehman R/O Kotka Sher Azam Wazir Sarki Khel P/0 Kotka 

Muhammad Khan Tehsil Domel, District Bannu were summoned. The 

complainant appeared and stated that he rely on his application dated 

16.08.2017 submitted to the Senior Member Board of Revenue, Peshawar. 

Similarly, the accused/official Abdul Ghafar Tehsildar also 'placed his 

reliance on previous written statement submitted to the Deputy 

Commissioner, Lakki Marwat. He submitted copy of the said statement.

Copy enclosed as annexure “A”.

I
<■.

l.t '

’#3

^'4

Statement of Complainant:

According to the application of complainant, the Patwari Abdullah Jan, 

had entered bogus mutation from his name, which was attested in his 

absence without his thumb impression or signature. The witnesses of the 

mutation No. 2255 and their CNIC numbers are contradictory as the same 

are not their identity card. He challenged the said mutation in the Civil 

Court where ex-ex-parte decree was passed in his favour and the mutation 

No. 2255 was cancelled his share of land was transferred to him back. He 

had requested for disciplinary action against the revenue staff involved in 

the instant case.

Through instant mutation total 10 Kanals and 02 Marlas land was 

transferred. From the total land 10 Kanals and 02 Marlas so transferred 07 ^
Kanals and 16 Marlas was owned by Mr. Ghulam Rasool; the thumb I 

impression of one vendor Mr. Ismail and witnesses had been affixed on the ^ 

mutation No. 2255 but neither the thumb impressionhor signature of other 

vendor. Mr. Ghulam Rasool was affixed on the impugned mutation.



3

Statement of Abdul Ghafan Tehsildart
f--

The gist of the statement of Tehsildar is that he had attested the mutation 

in question in Jalsa-e-Aam and took thumb impression of the two 

witnesses as well as vendor Ismail on the mutation, however, he had not 

taken the thumb impression of co-sharer of Ghulam Rasool erroneously 

which was not his intentional act. However, the grievance of complainant 

has been resolved by the Civil Court and his share has been returned to 

him. vide mutation No. 2904 attested on 28.08.2017. He requested that 

omission may be considered as human error and he may be exonerated.

Statement of Latif-Ur-Rahman S/O Abdur Rahman R/O Kotka Sher
Azam Wazir Sarki Khel P/Q Kotka Muhammad Khan Tehsil DomeL
District Bannu (purchaser of land vide mutation 2255):

He stated that he had purchased the land through Munawar Khan and later 

sold the said land through Munawar Khan. After some time heard that 

there is dispute between Munawar Khan and Ghulam Rasool on the said 

land now they have patched the matter. Furthermore, neither he had gone 

to Patwar Khan nor Tehsil Office because he had dealed through Munawar 

Khan.

on

Statement of Ishfaq Ahmad present Patwari Tehsil Sarai Naurang
Lakki Marwat;

He stated that vide sale mutation 2255, from Ismail s/o Abdm Rahim 56 

share and Ghulam Rasool 156 shares were transferred in the name of Haji

Latif Ullah s/o Abdur Rahman in the lieu of one Rs. 1,10,000/- (one lac and
of Ghulam Rasool

/

ten thousand) on 14.11.2012, however, shares 

measuring 07 Kanal 16 Marlas have been returned to him vide mutation

No. 2904 attested on 28.08.2017.

Statement of Anwar Kamak Office Kanungo Tehsil Sarai Naurang
District Lakki Marwat;

The official concerned produced Perth-Sarkar of mutation No.2255 

attested on 14.11.2012 and mutation 2903 & 2904 of village Marmandi 

(Azim) attested on 29.08.2017.
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Recommendations:
i:

! recorded during theFrom perusal of record and statement of the parties 

inquiry proceedings and their hearing, I reached to the conclusion that the 

accused/official Abdul Ghafar. Tehsildar had carelessly attested the

14.11.2012, however, the Civil Court has
-transfer to him.

mutation in question i.e. 2255 on 

granted relief to the 

The act of the l.

plainant and his share has been re 

accused/official is not intentionally but is erroneously.
of the opinion that the accused/official

com

In view of the above, I am 
Abdul Ghafar, Tehsildar has already suffered mental torture and faced the

inquiry proceedings at various forums, Consequently demoted from the 

post of Tehsildar to Naib Tehsildar and the Patwari was dismissed.
Keeping in view the above facts, the undersigned agree with the 

inference put forward by DLR in previous inquiry and suggested that

further action may be taken against ;
Tehsildar, apart from the actions suggested by the DLR in previous

J

no

accused/official Abdul Ghafar,

inquiry.

ner/Inquiry OfficerAddl: Deputy Com
Bannu

-.1

4
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Peshawar dated tlie 2^.-/06/2019.
5^F

NO’ni’ICA'i'ION.
1

No.i:/sU:J/Pi'7Abdul Ghaffar/ 2/2-U.
'i'chsildar Naurang Lakki Mai'wat was proceeded against under the Khyber Pai<htunkhwa 

Government Se.i-vants (Effieieney & Discipline) Rules, 2011, for the charges mentioned in 

the Charge Sheet & Statement of Allegations.

, WHEREAS; Mr. Abdul Ghaffar the then

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Kamran Khan Additional Deputy Commissioner, 
Eannu was appointed as Inquiry Officer to probe into the charges leveled against the said 

office]' and submit findings.

AND WHEIHIAS the Inquiry Officer after having examined the charges, 

evidence produced before him and statement of accused official, submitted his report 

whereby (iic charges against the accused official have partially been proved.

NOW THEREEOIHi:, I, Dr. Faldire Alam Senior Member Board of 

Reyenue being Competent Authority under Rule-14 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government 

Servant {EXllcicncy & Discipline) Rules, 2011, having examined the charges, evidence 

produced, statement of accused official before the Inquiry Officer and after hearing the 

accused concurred with the findings of Inquiry Officer minior penalty of witliliolding of 

one increment for period of two years under Rule 4 (l)(a)(ii) of the rules ibid is imposed 

upon Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Tehsildar with immedicate effect.

Sd/-
Senior Member

l/r-l'yAbdul C!h:Mml22JA (jb " tC?
Copy forwarded to the:-

Commissioner, Bttnnu Division, Bannu. 
Deputy Commissioners, Lakki Marwat. 
District Account Officer Lalcki Marwat. 
Officer concerned.
Office order file.

No.jfstt;

L ■■
A

2.
L
4.
-5.
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The Senior. Member;. I
- Board'of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa-

(CornpetehtAutbbritv)

' reply Tn...MnwrAliSE NOTirP'lN 4sPECT 
! ■ MftRMftNDj A7Im1tEHSIL serm.iyw:^'|;^
. WITH .SALE mmtation N.o.2^5g5L&eiStifai^^

. MARMANDI AZIM ■ ■ .

To:- .E .

A: /.

f ■
• r

1

■ . Subject:
I'i

\
»

’ Rpspected Sir, 1.
bearing...No:;Etp1/WAt)dul -

;. With refeTence to shovj-cause notice

Ghaffar/ IG'STB da.ted 03.OA.2Q18. !

Record Manual; the Patwari Ha q .hn arnuirind any rights in

transferred through mutation.

1.
the rUandI

mutations jevery
^ the i3nde.ci property or on the

the property irxtended to be
2. The mutation jin question has coacIrnedXlr^£s nt mistake ' '

. , . contents of. thfe. R.evenue Record of the mouta to me or tne
V or ifregularitY either in the factum of the, s i ^ t^e foil and

contents of-the sheet of the iccorll^ce ^ith the nature

counterfoil have ,, ,ne landed property ie Khata Number,
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and not a single a hargott ro^ in th'e f
added here that the Palwar, Halqa .has got f
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Kee^iing in view the aforementioned me in the
■■ . innocent arid may please be ,1,^^ ^fhout any further f roceedings,.for

■ ■ instant cb4p!Rint and,s such m^ayp^^^^^^^^ .,
:
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i ind solid-proof isno direc^ 
instant cbn^plairit.

Thar .king Vou Sir.i •
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Most Obdd ent.ServantYours
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yOA/2018/o<\Dated: .>-.'IV

Abdullah l^bah
Itwari Halqa tYlarhnandi Alim

District Lakki Marwat.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

loci / 2021Dated/STNo.

To

The Senior Member Board of Revenue, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1180/2018. MR. ABDULLAH KHAN.Subject:

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
31.05.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

reGtstrX!^.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.
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