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Appeiiant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Kabiru||ah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General present.

Notices be issued to the respondents through registered 

A.D for submission of written reply/comments on 23.09.2022 

before the S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

The appeiiant shall submit registered A.D within 02 days.

I'

/■

22.07.2022- •:

i:r
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J)
Camp Court Abbottabad

V'

Appellant in person present.

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney alongwith Yasin 
Superintendent of District Courts, Haripur present on behalf 
of respondents No. 1 & 2.

File to come up for submission of repiy/comments on 

18.10.2022 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad:

23.09:2022

/

(Rozina Rehman)
.Member (J) 

Camp Court, A/Abad

Counsel/ for the appellant present. Mr.. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Addl. Advocate General alongwith Muhammad 

Yasin, Superintendent for the respondents present.

Written reply/comments on behalf of the respondents 

submitted, which is placed on file and a copy whereof 

handed oveRo;^learned counsel for the appellant. To come 

up for rejoinder/arguments on 27.12.2022 before D.B at 

camp court, Abbottabad.

1.8^'^’Oct., 2022

• =* •

I

(Fareeha Paul) 
Meiiiber(E)i-

/

k y
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No.- 423/2022

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Ajmal presented today by Mr. Abdul 

Rehman Qadar Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

25/03/20221- •.

REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to Single Bench at preliminary

hearing to be put up there on f

2

I
CHAIR

V\va\

13.06.2022 Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary arguments 

teard. Record perused.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted 

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant 
- is directed to deposit security and process fee. within 10 days. 

^1 hereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for submission 

cf reply/comments. To come up for reply/comments 

22.07.2022 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

Se
on

;amp Court\A/Abad

{■

■s\

■- • - t.l

tcj *



PESHAWAR^ BEFORE KHttER PKHTUNKira'A SERVICE TRIBUNAL
CHECKLIST

5

■CJ'- ■•V.,

- :‘Gj^eTitle:,
No- 'YesContents

This appsal.has been presented by: ^ ______
Whether Counsel / Appellant / Respondent /peponentliave si^ed tlie
requisite documents? . • -------- ——^^—r
■Whether Appeal is within time? - _______ ___________ _
Whether, the enactment under which the appeal is filed.mentioned?----
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is colTect?^—_
Whether affidavit is appended? - . ___^------------------------
Whether affidavit is duly attested by Competent oath commissioner^

j Whether appeahannexures are properly paged?_____ ^—___—
Wlietli6r certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the.
subject, furnished? ' ! ______ _______ _—-------- —------—
Whether anncxures are legible?______ ___^—
Whether annexitres are:attested? ^——

- Whether copies.of anivexures are readable/clear?.  ------------ ^------
' Whether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D A.G?------;----- ^---- -
' Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and

signed by petitioner/ap'pellaDt/respondentsr__ ^--------;---- --—_
~ Whether numbers of referred cases given- are correct^--------- -—
~ Wliether appeal contains cuttings/overwriting?—_____-------
~ Whether list of hooks has been provided at the end of the appeal^

Whether case relate to this Court? -------- ------ L_----- --------
” Whether requisite number of spare copies attachedj--------------^

1 Whether cotiiplete spare copy is filed in separate fde^coye^-------;
A^niPtViRT addresses of parties given are complete?^---- ^-----_j—„

1. • .•SVnC^

2.

3. :• z4. z5.
6. z7. z8.

9, ^r
10.
11. z
12. ■■■

13.

14.
V-

15.
16. '
17. . z
18. z
19. V
20. z
21.

Whether index filed?-22.
Whether index is correct?
Whether Security and.Process Fee deposited? —^^
Whether in view of Khyber Palditunkhwa Service Inbunal Rules 1974
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent

to respondents? on i —:— r.----- —- .—-------------- - 1 ' '
---------Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted / on .
26. ________ ■' . • —^— ------------^—

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite ■

party?_on_______ .lL_______ ^---- -------- ---------^-------- --------- ---- ^ ^ ^
d that fbtmalities/documentation as required in the above, table have been MfUled

23. on ; •
24. :•

.25..

27.

' It is certifie

9.H/WO 0\Name:-

Signature:

Dated:

\
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^ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER-PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

.Muhammad Ajmal 

Versus

The Worthy District & Sessions Judge, Haripur etc

SERVICE APPEAL

t) ^^2

INDEX

Description of Documents PagesAnnexuresS.NO.
1 -16Service Appeal along with Affidavit1.
17-20AAttested copy of Impugned Order dated

30-11-20212.

21-23BComplaint dated 24-09-20213.:
e 24Explanation Letter dated 21-10-20214.

25-26DReply to the Explanation dated 25-10-2021
Order for Appointment of Inquiry Officer dated
26-10-2021

5.
27E

- 6.

28FNotice for Appearance before Inquiry Officer 
dated 30-10-20217.

29-30Statement of Appellant before Inquiry Officer 
dated 01-11-2021 
Statement of Complainant before Inquiry Officer
dated 01-11-2021

G
8:

31-32H
9.

33-37IInquiry Report dated 08-11-202110.
Show Cause Notice dated 08-11-2021 38-39J11.

40KReply to Show Cause Notice dated 16-11-2021
Notice for Personal Appearance dated
18-11-2021 

12.
14L

13.

42-45MFinal Show Cause Notice dated 27-11-2021
Reply to Final Show Cause Notice dated
30-11-2021
Application for Withdrawal of Complaint dated
30-11-2021 ________ ________ ^_____
Copy of Department Appeal

14.
46N

15.

47O
16. :

48-52P17.
Vakalatnama18.

Appellant
Through

L REKWIAN QAHARIPUR
25-03-2022 PakistanAdvi
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER-PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Muhammad Ajmal S/o Muhammad Shamraiz, Ex-/Jr Scale 

Stenographer District Judiciary Haripur, Resident of Post Office 

Sarai Saleh, Mohallah iNew Abadi near Wonderland Park, GT 

Road Ali Khan Tehsil & District Haripur: Contact# 0300-9184491 

or 0345-5133006.

(Appellant)'' • r' ' : Versus . '

. H ■
1) The Worthy District & Sessions Judge,Haripur.

2) The Honorable Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
i..

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER NO.9429-37-2/20 DATED 30-11-2021
PASSED BY THE LEARNED DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE
HARIPUR BEING A COMPETENT AUTHORITY WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN REMOVED FROM SERVICE UPON
IMPOSITION OF MAJOR PENALTY UNDER RULE 4m(B)mi> OF
THE GOVERNMENT SERVANT (E&DI RULES 2011.

Respectfully Submitted;

The facts giving arise to filling of instant appeal are as under:

;
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1) That the Appellant, being aggrieved and dissatisfied from 

^ the penalty of Removal from, service, -imposed vide 

Impugned order dated 130-11-2021. submitted

t;

:*
I

departmental appfeal before the'Honourable Chief Justice!
i ,

Peshawar High Court Peshawar dated 21-12-2021. which
f .

was not decided as yet thus, the Appellant prefers the 

instant service appeal as under:-

I' That initially ^^4he Appellant was appointed asa.;

Stenographer (BPS-12) on 08/12/2007 in subordinate

Judiciary of: Peshawar High Court, Peshawar and
/.1-,i,

was posted; at District Courts, Haripur, having served 

for about 14 long years and was working as Junior
:•

Scale Stenographer in BPS-14 in the Court of
;■

learned ADJ-Ghazi at Haripur and now at the top of
i-

the seniority list, during the entire span of service no
i-

show cause;notice, charge sheet or even explanation

had ever issued to the Appellant, particularly with
}

regard to his work, conduct and behaviour with hisL..

.T
;■

associates J

That during^the entire span of service, the Appellantb.
;
r

remained posted with many Honorable Presiding
r

>
y
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Officers however, never served or issued with any 

show cause, charge sheet, explanation on any 

ground whatsoever nor even a warning was ever 

issued to the Appellant, the performance of duty and 

conduct of the Appellant ever remained unblemished 

as fortified from the award df selection etc.

That during theipostirig inlthe Court of learned Judge 

Family Court-1, Haripur, the Appellant was directed 

by the learned Judge, to put up the draft of 

explanation; to be called for by the learned Judge 

from one Miss Sania Tariq (Computer Operator) in 

fact the Appellant had just put up a draft of 

explanation, which was finalized and issued by the

c.

‘

V.

‘

learned Judge Family Court-1, Haripur under her own
A

signatures on 31-07-2021 due to which Miss Sania
I

Tariq (Computer Operator) was extremely annoyed

from the Appellant and attributed the said issuance
!'

and the gravity of the explanation, being an act of the
f..

Appellant thereafter, she showed her annoyance
• ! :■

and started, to had personal grudge against the
;fr' !

Appellant.
? •

.1



7A

n :v:
■r (

'•j i;K- / ■

i ■-

f -

i- ■ 4* i r
/

7^
P-

*
4^ ;•
?v \\

That being a colleague, she usually used my mobile /

ceil phone for purpose of; searching / browsing on
■

internet, which the Appellant just allowed in routine, 

the fact of ^lending the mobile and the use of the

same was mostly witnessed by the Gunner of JFC-I,
: ’ . ' " ■

Haripur narriely Shahbaz. ^
- :■

That just after the summer vacation and putting up

the draft of explanation, to be called by the learned
!

JFC-I, Haripur from Miss Sania Tariq (Computer
V

Operator), the said Miss S^nia Tariq directly made a 

complaint to' the worthy District & Sessions Judge 

Haripur instead of first bringing the alleged incident in
'i : ^ ,

'1
the notice of female Judge, who at the relevant time

d.

e.

j

1

was the Learned Judge Family Court-1 Haripur on the ' 

subject of harassment, surprised enough that if at all
1

\

any incident, having any truthfulness or otherwise 9

supposed firstly reported to the learned Immediate
■ -d ■

Officer / JFC-I, the Presiding Officer of the Court

wherein the Complainant and the Appellant were
I’;

working anS wherein the said alleged incident took
■■ '‘I

place but surprisingly the Complainant while ignoring

}

✓
■ii
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■1
;i-the said forum / immediate officer, directly submitted 

the report to a male officer / the Worthy District &

Sessions Judge, Haripur, which is a great question

mark, hinting towards the falseness of the said
e-;
f rcomplaint.
"f

,■

:f. That the Ap:pellant was called upon by the worthy

District & -Sessions Judge, Haripur to submit

explanation ^vide letter No.8665-66-PF/DSJ Haripur 

Dated the^- 21^^ October 2021. the Appellant

submitted his reply, wherein the Appellant denied the
■ ;i -u

allegations leveled in the complaint being based
t

upon false & concocted allegations, just leveled in
•>:

retaliation of the putting of draft of explanation

served upon the Complainant Miss Sania Tariq
.?■

(Computer Operator), already called upon by the
■f

learned Judge Family Court-1, Haripur from the said✓
:'fs;

Complainant.

That the wbrthy District & Sessions Judge, Haripurg*
j-

instead of sending the inquiry to the learned Judge 

Family Court-1, Haripur, appointed the learned Judge
\

Family Court-Ill, Haripur as Inquiry Officer with the
1

‘I

‘
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direction tor; conclude inquiry and submit detailed 

report vide order dated 26-10-2021. It is pertinent to 

be noted that no charge or for that matter statement 

of allegations was either issued or served upon the 

Appellant nbr the same was specified in the letter of 

constitution of inquiry, 

h. That the learned Inquiry Officer also did not

\

communicated the Appellant any charges or

statement of allegations and just served a notice 

upon the Appellant dated^30-10-2021 to appear in 

the Court oh 01-11-2021. without providing copy of

complaint etc.
i

That the Appellant was never afforded anyu

opportunity by the Inquiry Officer to submit any 

written defense, to cross examine the Complainant 

as the staternent of Complainant was not recorded in

I.

the presence of the Appellant hence, fair and

impartial proceeding was not conducted.

That the learned Inquiry Officer just firstly recordedJ-
1the statement of the Appellant and thereafter

recorded the statement of the Complainant, without
• V'ii-

I'

in
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giving any opportunity of cross examination, to the 

Complainant and the Appellant as well as without 

asking or given any opportunity to produce any
. s •<

evidetice / witness in proof of the respective stance. 

More particularly, no opportunity was afforded to the 

Appellant tc5- produce any Witness in support of his
■; ■ i'

defense, particularly, the witness whose name was
If j.

specifically i’mentioned not only in the reply to 

explanation'^but in the Court statement, which was
!

•1.

recorded by. the Inquiry Officer that Mr. Shahbaz, the
■ 1'»

Gunner of judge Family Court-1, who was the star

witness of the Appellant, to prove his version that the
*

;
Complainant usually used the mobile phone of the 

Appellant for the purpose of searching / browsing on 

internet etc, by doing so a just, proper and fair

opportunity of defense was denied and not afforded

to the Appellant, which is not only against all the
k ,

norms of justice, fair play and equity but also caused 

a great prejudice to the defense of the Appellant, to
h

i
be produce during the course of inquiry as on the

basis of such so called inquiry, before taking a drasticu J*A*.
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action thus,' the Appellant has been deprived from
i'

earning his' livelihood being ordered to be removed
I

from service in result of imposition of Impugned

^ major penalty. ' i'.

)! »•

k. That a final- show cause notice dated 27.11.2021 on

the basis oTsuch incompetent and incomplete inquiry 

was served 'Upon the Appellant by the learned District 

and Sessioris Judge, Haripur, that too without 

providing the copy of inquiry report to the Appellant.

Moreover, before submitting the reply, the Appellant

and the Complainant appeared before the worthy
I.!

District & Sessions Judge, Haripur, the Complainant
'i-.V.

herself submitted an application for withdrawal of her

complaint against the Appellant to the effect that as
! ■ i

the Appellant had made clear his position in respect
i.

of allegations leveled in the complaint therefore, she
s

no more remained aggrieved and requested for 

dismissal of her complaint as withdrawn but the

worthy District & Sessions Judge, Haripur not
:

accepted the same, emphasized that the Appellant 
^ — ■ ■ ■ 

should also tender apology accordingly the Appellant

/; I-

i
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submitted 'his reply to final show cause notice
■ • .I

wherein the'Appellant have categorically submitted
t_-

that ‘7 had^^already submitted my defense" with the

further assertions that th'e Appellant have privately 

settled the matter with Complainant, Miss Sania Tariq 

and tendered his apology and resultantly, she is 

ready to withdraw her complaint unconditionally.

That the worthy District &i Sessions Judge, Haripur 

inspite of the written application submitted by the 

Complainant for withdrawal of her complaint and by 

overlookingi?the contents pf the reply to final show
i.:

cause notice, submitted by the Appellant, decided the

I.

matter against the Appellant by imposing a harsh

major penalty of removal from service.

That as no Just, and fair opportunity of defense wasm.
•5','

afforded to :the Appellant rather even the Appellant
'I

was deprived from holding of a regular inquiry thus 1

the Appellant in fact condemned unheard for want of

provision of a fair chance of defense. 6>\

t

That the order of removal from service has beenn.
V

passed without holding any regular inquiry therefore I

i.'
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the same feeing against the mandatory statutory 

provision of law is liable tofee reversed.

That the Appellant had feerved the department for 

long 14 ^¥ars^ and never given any chance of 

reprimand to his ^seniors / bfficers nor even a warning

had ever been issued tfe the Appellant and the
• . }

service record of the Appellant, during entire course

o.

of service remained unblemished with reference to

inhis work and conduct.

That admittedly due process of law was not followedP.
i

as the Appellant was not ^allowed to cross examine 

the Complainant whereas under the law when an 

employee is to be removed from service or any

serious allegations has been leveled against him
■;

which may,'lead to his dismissal or removal from
I.
i ■

i

service, the; law requires particularly in the case in 

which the said action obviously carried a stigma, the 

Appellant is’ entitled to due process, which includes

fair opportunity to defend himself, cross examine the 

witnesses, if produce any / Complainant and more 

particularly a fair opportunity is to be provided to an

■;

\

ii.
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employee, to be proceeded against to produce

i;
T

evidence in'his defenses It is also a mandatory 

requirement:^ that the Appellant was required to be \

confronted’Mh the material on the basis of which a
,r'- • •!

show causd:^been issued as the instant case just an
;

explanation^ was called upon and thereafter a so

called inquiry was ordered: to be conducted, the said
■'f

inquiry was^’ also conducted in a very slipshod /
!
isummary manner without affording a fair opportunity

to produce evidence on to cross examine the
t >■

Complainant, after the conclusion of the so calledf.

' N

inquiry the learned District Judge was pleased to
f

issue a show cause notice that too without providing 

copy of inquiry report, the entire process followed by 

the Respondent, which lead to removal from service

was sketchy, one sided, non-transparently.held and

included in complete disregard of mandatory
0

statutory provisions of law, ^ on the subject as well as

is against all norms of justice.

That being aggrieved from the Impugned order ofq-
\removal from service dated 30-11-2021 the Appellant

!
\■?

I .

k

Ilf I Ml■i
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preferred a departmental appeal on 21-12-2021 but

in-spite of lapse of statutory period provided for a

decision onlthe said appeal, the same has not been

decided heribe, this appeal/

That under‘the law upon receipt of an inquiry reportr. I

first of all ^the Competent Authority is required to

ascertain and determine whether the inquiry has

been conducted in accordance with provisions of the
.'i.

rule on the^subject or not, in the instant case, the

mere perusal of the inquiry report reveals that no

procedure / under the Government Servantsr.

(Efficiency and Disciplinary) Rules 2011 was adopted
I

thus the Learned Competent Authority / District &
W.i' ■

Sessions Judge Haripur was under legal obligation to 

adopt the due course of law, the inquiry report just for
y

want of non-adoption of given procedure and being

against thd norms of justice, concluded without 

affording fair opportunity of hearing and defense to 

the appellant, is liable to be discarded, as no major
'A ■ /

■A ■

penalty or even minor penalty may be imposed .on

f

■;

the basis of such a defective inquiry.
I

I.

"i
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That it is also obligatory upon the Learned District &
h '

Sessions dOidge Haripur / Competent Authority to 

particularly specify the penalty to be imposed upon 

the Appellant / accused as mentioned in Rule-4 of 

the Government Servant (Efficiency and Disciplinary) 

Rules 2011 but the Competent Authority in the 

instant cas6, in the final' show cause notice just 

stated that the Competent Authority has decided to 

impose one or more penalties mentioned in Rule-4
if ■ ;;

thus, failed to specify the penalty to be imposed 

which renders the final show cause notice just a

s.
I

formality whereas under the law and the relevant
I

Rules the Competent Authority has to specify with 

particularity^ the proposed penalty, to be imposed 

upon the Appellant.
■'f ■ rf

That in the: instant case the Complainant herself 

submitted an application the worthy District &
■ & . ■ Vi '

Sessions Judge Haripur / Competent Authority dated

t

30-11-2021 with regard to the withdrawal of her
i

complaint but the Competent Authority not 

entertained’ the withdrawal application : and just/ k:.
i'l!

-i
■f.;
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passed an order to impose a major penalty of

removal from service. It is; pertinent to be noted that 

in the Impugned order the: Competent Authority while

imposing the penalty has specified the penalty 

prescribed i^in Rule-4 (l)(b)(lll) of the KPK Govt.

Servant (E&D) Rules 2011 but such details with; ;■-U

specification of the Rules concerned found missing in
it

the show cause notice dated 08-11-2021 as well as
V

in the finahishow cause notice dated 27-11-2021
I

‘

rendering the same as illegal, issued not in 

accordance with law thus, the Impugned penalty 

imposed on the basis of ^aid show cause and final
■ '•••' ■

show cause notice is nullity in the eye of law.

That the Impugned order is illegal, unlawful passed in 

slipshod and summary manner, without adopting due

u.

A'

process of law and affording fair opportunity of
i'

hearing and defense to the Appellant, the Appellant
'>v ■<.'

i

remained unheard thus, the same is liable to be set
.'j

aside having been passed without adopting due

process of law.
‘..IV

‘r-

t

I
■ ;

i

f
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That the instant appeal is well within time and this 

Honourable Tribual has every jurisdiction to entertain

V.

k •i-'

the same.

That the Appellant is jobless since his removal fromw.
j'

\
service.

PRAYER:-

it is thereforOj tespectfuiiy prayed that on acceptance 

of instant service appeai the impugned order of removai 

from service of the Appeiiant dated 30-11-2021 may 

graciousiy be deciared iUegai, uhiawfui and be set aside 

with the reinstatement of the Appeiiant in service with fuii 

back pay and consequentiai service benefits.

Through
V

Haripur (ABDUL REHMAN QADAR)
• Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan5^r-02-2022

-•

h Sv,
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER-PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE tribunal: PESHAWAR

Muhammad Ajmal 

Versus

The Worthy District & Sessions Judge, Haripur etc

SERVICE APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER NO.9429-37-2/20
DATED 30-11-2021 PASSED BY THWE LEARNED DISTRICT
& SESSIONS JUDGE HARIPUR BEING A COMPETENT
AUTHORITY WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
REMOVED FROM SERVICE IN PURSUANCE OF IMPOSITION 

OF MAJOR PENALTY UNDER RULE 4(1KBUIin OF THE IBID
ACT.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Ajmai S/o Muhammad. Shamraiz, Ex-/Jr Scale 

Stenographer District Judiciary Haripur R/O Post Office Sarai Saleh 

Mohallah New Abadi near Wonderland Park, GT Road Ali Khan Tehsil 

& District Haripur, do hereby declare on oath that the contents of the 

accompanying above titled Service Appeal are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been suppressed 

therein.

)

- %

/ !
HARIPUR
25-03-2022

Deponent:



I T
District & Sessions Judge Haripur S'

Phone #^92-995-920500j.Fax # +92-995-920501 
y .Email: dsiharipur@qmaH.com

ORDER:
!

1. Ms. Sania Tariq, Computer Operator, presently posted in the court of 

CJ-VIII, Haripur, (hereinafter referred to as complainant) submitted 

written complaint against Muhammad Ajmal, Juniors Scale Stenographer, 

currently posted in the court of AD&SJ-Ghazi (hereinafter referred to as 

accused official), to the effect that while both were posted in the court of 

JFC-I, Haripur, the accused official had sent text messages containing 

sexual content, to her cellphone bearing Ho. 0310-1587699, from his cell 

phone bearing No. 0345-5133006, demeaning and displaying sexual 

attitude and temptation, ‘-'u

:'

:
f

2. The complaint was annexed with by copies of the screenshots of the text 

messages admittedly sent fiom the cell phone bearing No. 0345-1533006 to
it *

cell phone bearmg No. 031p-1587699. Admittedly, the cell phone bearing 

No. 0345-1533006 was in the use and possession of the accused official, 

while the cell phone bearing No. 0310-1587699 was in the use and 

possession of the complainant. .

i

■ i

3. The content of the screenshots, clearly conveying sexual temptation, are

reproduced below:

Accused official:
' Accused official:

Complainant:

i:>>

Scanning khatam ha.
Evidence loali files doo.
Nopes. 20+files rehti hain. Aj sari check karni hain. 
Her khanay main se ke kon Icon si rehti hain.
Files doo k na.
Nope.
Nope????
Nipple.
Nope means No. y
Oh actually Lam not aware with English language 
that's why asked.
Hrnmmm.
Hmmin. Muchi ko kehte hain na,
Siinno.

Accused official: 
Complainant: 
Accused official: 
Accused official: 
Complainant: 
Accused official:

Complainant: 
Accused official: 

\ Accused official:

\ C
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District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+'92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501

Email: dsihariptir@amail.coms,

V

/

'in
served with explanation4. Accordingly, the accused^, qfficial

memorandum bearing No. 8665-66-PF/DSJ, dated 21/10/2021, which was

waS:

found unsatisfactory and thereby.26/10/2021. The reply wasreplied on
learned JFC-III, Haripur w,as appointed to conduct facts finding inquiry

and to submit her report. She, accordingly conducted facts finding inquiry 

and recorded tlie statements of complainant and accused official and

submitted her report. ■'i

5. During the course of facts finding inquiry, it surfaced that the cell phone 

^ numbers mentioned above were in the use of the complainant and accused
'i-

official and this fact has neither been denied nor controverted. Similarly,

neither denied nor controverted fromsending of the messages too 

and to the cell phones mentioned above. The accused official had.

were

however, taken the defence that his cell phone was often used by the 

plainant and that she would have sent the messages to her cell phone, 

in order to trap him. But, cpuld not produce any evidence in that regard.

served with show-cause notice

com

Resultantly, the accused official 
bearing No. 9032-EF, dated 08/11/2021, which was replied on 16/11/2021 

and reliance was placed on the detailed reply furnished to the explanation

was

memo, which was received on 26/10/2021. The accused official was 

personally heard but he could not offer any satisfactory reply or defence.

confronted'with the report of the Inquiry Officer andHe was also 

admissions of the

complainant and the content conveying 

satisfactory reply was furnished. It was during the personal hearing that 

the accused official brought before the undersigned/ com.petent authority 

that efforts for compromise with the complainant were underway and that 

optimistic of the withdrawal of the complaint by the complainant.
I .y

Considering tire stuff containing in the complaint, emerged during the 

facts finding inquiry, replies of the

"1
cell phone numbersi belonging to him and the

sexual intent. However, no

he is

ed official and unproved defenceaccus

Page 2 of 4
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District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501 

Email: dsiharipiir@amail.com
//

plea furnished by the accused official, the undersigned (Jehanzeb
'• 'iShinwari), District & Sessions Judge, Haripur being competent authority

under the Khyber Fakhtunkhwa, Governrnent Servants (Efficiency &
wasDiscipline) Rules, 2011, being satisfied tlrat sufficient material 

available against the accused official regarding the commission of his 

misconduct, rendering him unbecoming of a government official, in 

general and serving in the prestigious institution of judiciary, in particular, 

decided to dispense with the formality of formal inquiry, under Rule-7 of

the Rules (ibid), and further decided to impose upon him one 

penalties mentioned in Rule-4 of the Rules; (ibid) and served him with 

final show-cause iiotice bearing No. 9412-EP/DSJ, dated 27/11/2021, 

which was responded todajPon 30/11/2021, .with the plea that the accused 

official has compounded |the matter with the complainant, tendered 

apology to her and resultantlyv she has become ready to withdraw from 

the complaint, unconditionally. However, he was heard in person, but no

:--^‘^Tiew/fact or defence came forth nor the complainant withdrew from the
........ .

complairif blather the reply to final show

or more

notice conveyed admission 

of the'wbplelcharge against the accused official. The accused official has 

:placedifi;k4lf at the mercy of the undersigned (competent authority).

cause
;-!:

I

1
1

■c>- the above, the accused official is held guilty of gross-3S^ihg^ id view
-misconduct, which is also a culpable crime. The proved misconduct cannot

be permitted in the institution of judiciary for its indecency on one hand 

and protection of the female gender on the other, who are now joining the 

institution day in and day out and such acts would discourage them to join 

the institution of judiciar|, at ministerial/level and would portray the 

image of the male-folk serving in the judiciary as sexually starved persons. 

The act of the accused official is, therefore, adjudged to be rendering him

unbecoming of an official of this institution.
/

1

\ Ci .f
j-
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District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501

Email: dsiharipLir@qfnaii mm

8. In the light of above, I, Jehanzeb Shinw^ri, District &

Haripur, being competent authority has^'decided to impose upon the 

accused official major penalty prescribed in Rule-4(l)(b)(iii) of the Khyber 

Pakhtunl<hwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 

2011 and removed him from service/with immediate effect.

9. Attested copy of this order be provided to the guilty official, forthwith.

Given Under my^hand and seal, today on 30/11/2021.

Sessions Judge,

/V /
1" ;

Jehanzeb'Shinwari
District & Sessions Judge Harip 

Competent Authority
ur

DS.T/Haripur

Copy forwarded for information & necessary action to:

No. Dated at Haripur the 30“' November. 2021

!)■

The Registrar, Hon ble PeshoM'ar High 'Court, Peshaw’ar.
The Member Inspection Team, Hon ’ble Peshawar.High Court, Peshawar.
The Director Human Rights Cell, Hon ’ble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar Mhth respect
to letter bearing No. 2735/HRC, dated 22/} 1/2021.
The District Accounts Officer, Haripur.
The Superintendent, District & Sessions Judge, Haripur.
The Budget & Accounts Assistant, District & Sessions Court, Haripur.
The Additional District <Sc Sessions Judge, Ghazi.
The official concerned by name.

2)
3)

5)
6)
7)
8)

IMfy

District & Sessi s Judge Haripur
Competently Authority

/

• 1

/■ . V.
\d;V;

/••.r
. 1
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To,

,1;

Hon'ble the District & Sessions Judge, 
Haripur/

■ r.. .

Subject: Harassment Complaint

Respected Sir,

With utmost respect, it is subAiitted that the complainant is 

serving in this department since 2019 and currently posted in the court of 

learned JFC-I, Haripur. It is brought into, your knov/ledge that the colleague 

official namely Muhammad Ajmal, Stenotypist, is also posted in the same 

court. On 20/09/2021, the said official sent text messages regarding sharing of 

files of evidence, to which the complainant responded that the physical
I ’ i

verification of scanned files is yet to be completed. On response thereof, the 

said official sent another text message by manipulating the sexual 

terminologies. He again sent such vulgar metaphorical messages till 10:48 AM, 

followed by another attempt to initiate conversation at 01:41 PM.

The above naentioned act/written communication of colleague, 

Muhammad Ajmal, has created a hostile and offensive work environment and 

have caused extreme mental disturbance to complainant. On various 

occasions, the said official also tried to intimidate the complainant, which

created severe uncomfortable situation for the complainant to survive in the
[

work environment.

It is therefore requested that this matter may kindly be looked 

%intddhd prompt action be taken about it.lt is further requested that the matter

>.'b

/ ,.H.

may\ple‘ase be treated confidentially to preserve the dignity and nobility of the
i/•

comiDlainant.
\ *

The screenshots of the text messages are enclosed herewith.
•i ■

Dated: 24-09-2021.
'!■

•I
Sincerely,
k;

'A
f ''t)"

SAI^IA TARIQ
Computer Operator 

District Judiciary, Haripur

X

i

... ....
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Monday, 20 September'2021

Scanning khatm ha ,

'1
Evidence Wali files doo■; 1.2j 8:26 am
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Nipple
'2] 10:34 am
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Oh actually I am not 
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asked '
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District g§EssioNS Judge Haripur
Phon^:#+92-995-92050p, Fax # +92-995-920501

( Email: dsihanDur@qmail.com■?

'1

No. 8665-66- PF/DS.T Dated Haripur the October. 2021. ^

;“c4' 1^*
¥'

To,

i?Mr. Muhammad Ajmal,5'
Junior Scale Ster^grapher, under ir|nsfer to Ghazi.

*'*' *4'

Vii H
Subject: EXPLANATION. Jf

Whereas, Ms. Sania Tariq, Cornputer Operator posted in the
■■'I '1:

learned court of Civil Judg^^lil, Haripur, has submitted written complaint

i1^1
against you, on 24-09-2021, reporting that youjMuhammad Ajmal, Junior Scale

Stenotypist communicated td ^her text messages of sexual nature, demeaning 

and displaying sexual attitud|, from your cell-phone No. 0345-5133006, to her

ii-'i

Vi;

.‘I

cell phone No. 0310-15876pS|. The complaiA has been annexed with by
g I

screenshots of the text messages sent by you,|which suggest offensive sexual
l'.-.M

:y?‘*|tW49^j3mountmg to harassment of the corrfplainant Ms. Sania Tariq at her 

■^orkplaceXy' x \ ;
fbV/
Pi• t! ;t ■

■f--; i f ;■ i- '
In- view of above, your act being reported and detailed above 

' '^y::?$4!g4f%s Jgrbss-rnisconduct;5 therefore,' the’ undersigned being

Vi
authority asks you Mr. j&uH'ammad Ajmal

•a
competent

n

to furnish your written
'

explanation, within 3-days of gie delivery of this explanation memo, otherwise 

you will be proceeded ex~parU under the Khyger Pakhtunkhwa Government
‘ Vi:N'!

Servants (Efficiency & DiscipMe) Rules, 2011
'.'i

II
Given under my hand and seal to4y on 21/10/2021.• -'I u- I'" i.,,

//Q V•ill
JiEHANZEB SHINWARI

Distfwt & Sessions Judge Haripur

Ii:ik̂ ii:f

f!7

<!':i
i.;-'

h:i^^5■ f{.'' U M
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i To
.'i

The Honorabiqpistrict & Session Judge 

Haripur

REPLY TO THE EXPLANATIONSubject:

R/Sir, i

With most reverence and humble submission it is 

stated that I a‘m in receipt of explanation mentioned at

subject, reply to which is submitted as under:
r

1) That the allegations as leveled in the complaint by Mst
■ ■ r'

Sania Tariqt KPO CJ-VHI, Haripur against me are
hi

totally false,: fabricated and based oh malafide hence,
'4

vehemently denied.
k h

2) That I have rendered about 13 years services as
'■'I;,

stenographer in the Judicial Department. Throughout

entire Service there is no single complaint of any

f4IJ\l^hd against me despite- the fact that my services 
/ i, I . ■;i,

Ulibphta/n most of the time ih Family Courts.

' Tbaf the complainant Mst Sania Tariq from the last

more than two'years has been posted in the Family

Court~l, Haripur, where T was already posted before

her. We have worked together for the said period.

Official relations were good all The times. There has

been no complaint between us. Due to good official

relations, she often used 'my mobile phone frequently

for the purf^pse of searching at net I also never felt it

Wrong. In this regard the Gunner posted with learned

JFC-I, Haripur namely Shdhbaz is also a witness.
V? b

4) That about more than ‘.one month before instant 

complaint she used rough: attitude towards the^dudge 

of Family \ Court-1, Haripur by denying to do./the

v>;>.

/

\

:

i'i; r;l
't- r'7 »

1 • V
; /iii ■. ^ ■•r:

:
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..14 scanning work. Whereupon, I was ordered to type an 

expfanation/show cause notice for her, which I did. 

Even some^ of her official works were also assigned to 

me thoughyt pvas not my duty. I also did the said job.
* i

Due to the reason she started nurturing biasness 

towards me which I could not understand. /\s usual 

she continued to use my mobile phone for net 

purposes. It is result of the same that she intentionally 

sent some messages on her phone which were made 

the base of complaint. I {have never sent any type of

message dn her phone. This is totally blame and 

fabricated Sstory.
; •

In view of the aforementioned facts it is earnestly
. j

requested that explanation under reply may graciously be

filed being a false and fabricated for which act of kindness
•n i

I shall be thankful to your highness.

■‘v.

V.
Your obedient servant

4 !■

/ -’wir
S 1

. ryij ' /■V
\

*

' rMuharpmad Ajmal
3 Stenographer to AD&SJ- 

Ghazi

;
■ J

-t.-\

Si.

Dated: 25/10/2021 ;
’}:

V
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OFFICE OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE HARIPUR 

Disciplinary Proceedings' rr

k

Qrder/ProceedingsOrder# Date !
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'..I■ r*i,
jOFFICE OF THE DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE HARIPUR

of2021
r ■■

t ■Disciplinary Proceedings No.
Mst. Sania Tariq ...VS... Muhammad AimalI 1

1,-i

Order# Date Order/Proceedings
1 24.09.2021 Ms. Sania Tariq, Computer Operator attached to the•r.

court of JFC-I, Haripur submitted written complaint against 

Muhammad Ajmal, §teno-typist, serving in the same court, 

alleging that the latter has tried to sexually harass her by

sending suggestive mails/messages. Therefore, explanation of, '

Muhammad Ajmal (ibid) be called. DFA be put up.

\-
\1•s

i

3c’j
VI V0 >0:A>v \0 V /\c i District & Sessions Judge Haripur\

dj Vr •t

y
■Ik.

‘*^A Engiish/Glerk
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i‘k (t
Statement of Muhammad AItmal son of Muhammad Shamraiz 

(Junior Scale Stenographer). Posted in the Court of ^
Honorable Additional District & Sessions Jtjdge-Ghazt.

.•r
V
>' i:

-Haripur. On oath./ jt. r

Stated that presently I am working with Honorable ADJ Ghazi, 

Haripur. Previously I was

/

stenographer with JFC-I, Haripur. During 

my 13 years of service I have rendered most of the time period of my

service with the:Family Court but during the whole period not a single 

complaint has been lodged against me, by any of the staff member or 

the litigants, who used to appear before the Court for the case 

Complainant/official was assigned with the task of

;•

I'

.........''•i.;.

|;?d^}ng files and it was the duty of complainant / KPO of JFC-I and
t :

:Moharrir of JFC-I to scan the file and to submit their report, later( onm.
X / . to JFC-I. I have no nexus with'the task of scanning fil 

was not my responsibility, therefore, there is no point that 1 

the complainant / KPO with respect to scanning of files and data. I 

have very good relationship with my all colleagues. The complainant / 

KPO often used my mobile phone for the purpose of browsing and 

; searching as she was my colleague, so I never refused her. That

es as
A iT

/
/"i-

s

■■■

t

reviously her explanation was called by JFC-I, Haripur for her 

discouiTeous and unwelcoming behavior and I being the stenographer
yC.' .• i-' 1 ' ':

was asked to type the said explanation. I have written the explanation 

as it is by the directions of -the JFC-I, Haripur but later on, the 

complainant official had an argument with me and said that you were 

not supposed to type such harsh words in the explanation against 

to which, I have replied that I have written the said explanation by the 

directions of JFC-I, Haripur, which I am duty bound to do so.

fi
ii

;!

;

me,

.73^ \.d^

•O' f ■

U V •
;■



:
j )

* 9lx\ \nr-Thereafter, her' behavior turned strange and harsh towards me which I 

could not understand but even then she used to asked for my mobile 

phone, which !■ never refused. I have never sent any messages to the 

complainant official even previously as there was no need to do so as 

she used to sit in front of me and we used to communicate directly. I 

cannot even thinlc' of sending such disgraceful and messages to the 

complainant. The gunner of the7FC-I is also witnessed to the fact that 

the complainant official often used my mobile phone during the Court 

hours. I completely deny the allegations leveled by the complainant 

official against me because she has fabricated the whole story against 

me and through'a plan she tried to trap me. These messages were sent 

by herself from my mobile phone to her mobile phone. I was not even 

in the Icnowledge of these messages as. the same came into my 

Icnowledge wh6n the Worthy District & Sessions Judge, Haripur has 

called by explanation, and I was shocked to loiow that because the

y4

\

fK

\

S

f

5.V
5 complainant official has deleted those messages from my mobile

f;#
.e'Cpftphe. My mobile number is 0345-5133006. At the end, I request that>•

•A
'"-v

I...

■ inquiry be filed without fuither proceedings as the same is

.s\''

\ ^, A a

, v; false,'fabricated, concocted one and based on mala-fide. I do

5 not want to say .anything else.

Ui
R.O&A.C
01/11/2021

A'
\- i.

r': ■ S.

-V

Muhammad AjmKl (Stenogirapher) 
13302-8319246-91

\
.\\

\

TamkeenQazi,
Judge Family Court-Ill, 
Inquiry Officer, Haripur

i

;
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I
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0^ Statement of Sania Tario (Computer Operator), Posted in
^ Court of Learned CJ-VIII- Harjpur (Previously with

Learned JFC-I, Haripur). On oath.
V i;

Stated that presently I am working with learned CJ-VIII, Haripun as 

computer operatorJ Previously I was working with JFC-I as computer 

operator. I have lodged the instant complaint against the 

stenographer/delinquent officiali after I have received disgraceful and 

vulgar messages by him. The behavior of the delinquent official 

. otherwise very Jndecent and inappropriate during the court hours 

used to sit in-front of me in the Court and through different gestures 

he used to tease and harass me’. I used to feel veiy uncomfortable 

the Court because the delinquent official used to stare at me and also 

used to blink his eye at times. We have spent almost two. years

.■ /
!'■

I

1 was
— —;i«;.

as he

m

.'',4. ■

working as colleague in the Court of JFC-I Haripur his beha^ ^ 

very teasing and inappropriate since the very beginning bu

V

m-'never complained against him previously to my immediate presiding^, 

^pfficer though he used to call me and.used to get frank With me blit I V -
I ■ '

always tried to avoid him as he was my colleague in order to keep the , j 

environment peaceful. He always tried to get frank with me 

but I have never given him the space to do so. He used to make me

I

■

\ ;!

s

;

feel uncomfortable by his indecent and inappropriate gesture and

behavior. My mobile phone No. is 0310-1587699. The screen shots of I

the messages in the hard fonn are annexed with my complaint and the

sfc^ same are mark A, comprises of 2 pages. (Original messages seen in

'ffU
. ;•ri ‘

r-. y

AW-'.-i.

<
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#0 .i* ' 'v' 13
# -•.

i
the mobile ancj mobile returned). I have no other messages or 

conversation saVed in my mobile with delinquent official as I am not 

in the habit of saving or keepirig the messages in my mobile phone. I 

used to delete the same but if the inquii-y officer wants to take the data 

from the concerned mobile company so I have got no objection. I 

request that stem ^action may kindly be taken against the delinquent 

official because due to such acts it is very difficult for the female 

officials to work in the field peacefully and with grace.
! r■i

R.O&A.C
01/11/2021
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SaniaTariq (Computer Operator) 
Attached with the Court of learned' 
Civil Judge-VIII, Haripur

Tamicit:n Qazi, 
Judge Family Court-Ill,

i]

I

Inquiry Officer^^Haripur
r.o^y-V-InO'l': '
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IN THE COURT OF TAMKEEN OAZL CTVTT. .TTinCF /JFC-IIIi ^ * ••

HARIPUR

CASE INQUIRY NO 19/6 OF 2021
SANIA TARIO vs MUHAMMAD AJMAL

■k

INQUIRY REPORT

Dated:c
08/11/2021

1. The present Inquiiy again,;t Mr. Muhammad Ajaml Junior Scale 

Stenographer, Tehsil Ghazi Haripur, is entrusted to the undersigned by 

the worthy District and Session Judge Haripur for initiating inquiry in 

the matter. The complainant official Sania Tariq KPO Civil Judge VIII 

lodged a complaint of harassment against delinquent official on 24-09-

'i''.
i

21, addressed to-the worthy District and Session Judge Haripur for 

taking disciplinary action againsf the delinquent official. The worthy
-
District and Sessions : Judge Haripur marked the same to the

undersigned on 26-10-21, for inquiry and report within fortnight.

,2. , Brief facts of the complaint are that the complainant alleged that the 

delinquent official namely Muhammad Ajmal, Steno typist, has sent 

messages. regarding sharing of files of evidence, to which the 

complainant official has responded that physical verification of the 

scanned files is yet to be completed. It is further alleged that on
I

response thereof the delinquent official sent another text message by 

manipulating the terminologies by sending vulgar, indecent and 

inappropriate metaphors. Prints of the screen shots are available on the 

file as Mark “A” comprises of two; pages.

&
■j"

k '■

.•.'r<
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3. That on 21-10-2021 the explanation of the delinquent official 

called by the worthy District and Sessions Judge Haripur and directed 

the delinquent official to submit his reply within 3 days. The delinquent 

official has submitted his reply on 25-10-2021. The same was declared 

unsatisfactory by'the Worthy District and Sessions Judge and same was 

declared unsatisfactory and was entrusted to the undersigned to conduct 

and conclude Inquiry.

4. That the instant Inquiiy received on 26-10-2021 and registered as 19/06 

of 2021. Thereafter on 28-10-2021 the complainant official and the 

delinquent official were summoned through the process of the court for 

01-11-2021'. Both the official appeared before the court of the

% ■ was4

mentioned date. Their individual statements recorded and placed on

/
/ ' i :<2onclusib^&\

After goiiig' through the whole record along with replies and statements

T'IpllqW^

The titled complaint was filed by Sailia Tariq KPO Haripur againstT.

Muhammad Ajihal Steno typist that he has sent some vulgar 

metaphorical rnessage to her. She has alleged that due to this act of 

the Muhammad Ajinal an environment of hostility and discomfort 

has been created for the complainant official.

II. That the delinquent official Muhammad Ajmal was served with an 

opportunity to produce his defense if any to which he recorded his 

sole statement.

\

/
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I

HI. The complainant official has stated that the mobile number 0310-
I • ,

1587699 is registered in her name. The delinquent official has also 

admitted that the mobile number 0345-5133006 is registered in his

i

!l

i

liname.

IV. That the delinquent official admitted in his statement recorded on 

28-10-2021 that the said messages were sent from his mobile phone. 

But confessed'that the mentioned messages were sent from his 

mobile phone By the complainant official to her mobile phone.

The delinquent'official was given an opportunity to produce defense 

or any evidence in support of his stance but he failed to do so.

It is pertinent to mention here that the complainant official

&f--

{

y

V.

VI.\

submitted in Her statement recorded on 28-10-21 that the behavior 

iHe delinquent official was very disgraceful and annoying since 

the'Yery beginning but she has never complained against him and
’v \; f 

■ -v.' I
.f X .

t:gried to avoid him in order to keep the working environment
.1

'-^:2i^iP?<'peaceful.

VII. During inquiry' it has been proved that the messages were sent from

the mobile phone of the delinquent official as there is a glaring 

admission on 'his behalf Secondly he has been miserably failed to 

prove that the said messages were sent by the complainant official 

from his mobile to her mobile, as she often used his mobile phone. 

Therefore if is concluded that the said indecent and vulgar text 

messages were sent from the mobile phone and number of the delinquent 

official Muhammad Ajmal Steno typist. He has failed to establish that the

I •!

H

♦ rii

\ •
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mentioned rriessages were sent by the complainant official from his mobile4

phone.

CERTIFACATE:
\
r.•rCertified that inquiry report comprised of four pages, along with inquiry 

file, comprised of 17 pages, be subm'itted before the worthy District and 

Sessions Judge Haripur, for perusal.

];
I

.> f
Dated: 08/11/2021
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-District &iSES§ii

Phone #+92*995-92051 
Email: dsihar

' «<*

€^1) e Haripur
I-995-920501 
com

*
; t

1 .
V., i

I
f

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE'1
;■

■-<

1/ Jehanzeb Shinwari, District & Sessions Judge, Haripur as 

Competent Authority, under the Idiyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you, 

Mr. Muhammad Ajmal, Junior Scale Stenographer (BPS-14), as 

follows: -

;

i

s

1. (i) that consequent upon, tire completion of inquiry 

conducted against you, the Judge Family 

CourhIII/Inquiry Officer submitted her report dated 

08/11/2021; and

■ •

’i

i ;

(ii)\/ihn going teough the findings and recommendations of 

// Inquiry Officer, the material on record and other:-v

j

connected papers including your defense before the
S

inquiry Officer,..k'.i'

r;

r. am satisfied that you have committed the 

following acts/omissions specified 

rules ibid: ' '

in Rule 3(b) of the

^'Misconduct by sending indecent and vulgar text 

messages from your mobile phone on the mobile number 

of Ms. Sania Tariq, Computer Operator (complainant). 

Not only causing damage to the reputation of the 

complainant but also created hostile and uncomfoi'table 

working environment".

ri !
!•!
f ■' •!

-rt



Jr District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501 

Email: dsihanpur(a)qma!l.com

• ■"

Mm \ V/
r

«I,

:

% i
;

2. As a result thereof, I, as; Competent Authority, have
•f

tentatively decided to impose upon you the one or more penalties

mentioned in Rule 4 of the rules ibid, i

3. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the

;•
proposed one or more penalties should not be imposed upon you and 

also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

If no reply tO;this notice is received within seven days of its 

delivery, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and

4.
i

in that case, an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

A copy of the findings of the Inquiry Officer is enclosed.5.

/UO.
Dated: 08/11/2021

\/
JEH ANZEBI'SHINWARI 

District & Sessions/fudge Haripur/
Competent Authority

t
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>A To V:■

The Honorable District & Session Judge 

Haripur
»

»• *
Subject:

R/Sir,
REPLY TO SHOW CAUSE NOTICF

r

s,,9

•T
With utmost reverence, it is submitted that I 

of show cause notice delivered
h

which is submitted as under:

am in receipt 

on 12'^' Nov, 2021, reply to

i.

That I hpd already submitted reply to the explanation 

dated 25‘'" October, 2021 which may kindly be treated 

to the instant show

as reply

cause notice. Moreover, If an opportunity 

1 will prove my innocence.

^Py of the reply to the explanation is appended herewith.

for personal hearing provided';■meV- )

m i 4 j 
'M

J 1

Therefore,' keeping in view the facts and circumstances 

per reply to the explanation, I may kindly be heard 

personally and Instant show cause notice may kindly be filed 

without any further proceedings, please.

Dated: 16*'^ November ?n?i i

)V

J

> .

; Your obedient servant

-vVV-

Muhammajd Ajmal
Stenographer to AD&SJ, Ghazi

\'5’
j ) :

i

■Y .

:
1

;
:1

>■ n
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District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501 

Email: dsiharipur@qmail.com

\

M> /)a4y^
Departmental Proceeding

f •

Notice to: Muhammad Ajmal, Junior Scale Stenographer, posted 

in the Court of AD»&SJ, Ghazi.

With reference to your wish to be heard personally, 

expressed in your r^ly dated 16.11.2021, to this office show Cause

Notice, you are directed to appear before the undersigned on 20.11.2021
; .

at 10 a.m. for personal hearing in connection with above mentioned 

departmental proceedings.
i
i

V
‘■I

■

JEHANZEB StnNWARI 
District & Sessions Judge Haripur/ 

Competent Authority
y

Vi

'Cc

J I

;

v ; ;
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District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500. Fax # +92-995-920501 *•

Email: dsjharipur@qman.com4 V
/DST rDated Haripur the 27^^^ November, 2021'

.1-
To, i.\

Mr. Muhammad ajmal, Junior Scale Stenographer, 
A'lTACHED TO THE COURT OF AD&SJ-GHAZI.

{ i ir x.} • ' I

Subject: FINAL SHOW-CausE NOTICE

1. Whereas, Ms. Santa Tariq, Computer,'Operator, posted in the court of 

CJ-VIII, Haripur, submitted written complaint agaiiist you named above, 

on 24/09/2021 and reported that while posted as Computer Operator, in 

tlie court of learned JFC-I, Haripur, where you were also posted as Junior 

Scale Stenographer, you named above had sent text messages of sexual
"'x ■ H '
natu^e^ to her, from your cell phone bearing number 0345-5133006 to her 

' celivpjipne bearing number 0310-1587699, demeaning and displaying your

MlMl ■ ^ ‘ .
sexu^l^attitude and temptation.

, jglf-'X
v„ ,J ;- .;The'complaint was annexed with by copies of the screen-shots of the text 

messages sent from your cell phone bearing number 0345-1533006 to her 

cell phone bearing number 0310-1587699, which,in clear terms convey that

t
/ -■n

‘•j—

\ ■1

S

the messages were offensive sexual content, amounting to sexually harass

the said Ms. Sania Tariq, at her work place.

3. Accordingly, you were served with explanation memorandum bea -

No. 8665-66-PF/DSJ,bdated 21/10/2021. You named above, thereiN-.iv
V ■ 1

submitted written e:|planatio.n on 26/10/2021, which was drafted on 

25/10/2021, and which was found unsatisfactory and thereby, learned
I,;

Page 1 of4 V :
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¥District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501 

Email: dsiharipur@gmail.com

s .

: .

r■

\\
9

JFC-III, Haripur was appointed to conduct facts finding inquiry and
■’( i'-

submit her report. She, accordingly conducted facts finding inquiry and 

recorded your statement as well as the statement of Ms. Sania Tariq, on 

01/11/2021 and submitted her report.

I

I

.1 (;

4. In tire facts finding inquiry, it was confirmed that the cell phone bearing' 

number 0345-5133006,.; remained in your use, while cell phone bearing
u.« •

No. 0310-1587699 was: in the use of Ms^ Sania Tariq and the contents were

i^. .^vS-Sha^snutted from youn^ cell phone number to the cell phone number of 

||1vls:%||:Tariq,

I? i "" “

;/ n 1*V

/
C' i*>f

YoU:;l^ad"-';)taken the defence that your cell phone was often used by

x.^^;,v,^Ms..;Saili4 Tariq, but^could not produce any evidence in that regard.
M-7. :r-v::'r';;/I,

■ Resultantly, you were served with show cause notice bearing No. 9032-EF, 

dated 08/11/2021. Your reply thereto came on 16/11/2021 and you placed 

total reliance on your reply to the explanation memo dated 25/10/2021,
, 'I '

received on 26/10/2021. You were also given ari opportunity of personal 

hearing, wherein you requested for an opportunity that efforts for

compromise with Ms. Sania Tariq were underway and that you
■

optimistic of the witlidrawal of the cornplaint by her.

S'

were

*
6. Now, therefore, when the facts finding inquiry communicated the use of 

your cell phone bearing No. 0345-5133006 for sending objectionable
.•'i

material to the cell phone of Ms. Sania Tariq bearing No. 0310-1587699 and

!

:k
I

I
.1:

Page 2 of4
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Di^rigt & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501 ’ 

Email: dsiharipurfS)amail.com >
%

I

tine contents have also been found objectionable, communicating sexual 

intent, literally, the commission of gi'oss misconduct has surfaced and
t'.

substantiated.
i

7. Your defence plea that your cell phone number remained in the use of 

Ms. Sania Tariq and tjiat she had sent; such messages, herself to her cell 

phone number, using your cell phone and thereby, to trap you, is beyond 

rxnderstanding a common prudent mind. Moreover, you could not prove 

such contention nor produced any evidence in that regard. Similarly, you 

failed to have expressed your desire to’produce any such evidence in your

^ou also failed to have highlighted any malice for baseless and
t

w!ron^4ccusation. J

/ Co / ^

?'

V

,'1:. \ \

Con^M^44s above, I Jehanzeb Shinwari, Disti'ict & Sessions Judge,

:

competent authority under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
I

•N.

dovemment Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, am satisfied'.s'" ■

that sufficient material, is available against you regarding the commission 

of your misconduct, rendering you unbecoming of a government official,

in general and serving in the prestigious institution of judiciary, in
• i-.

l:

particular, dispense with the formality:'of formal inquiry, under Rule-7 of 

the Rules (ibid), and decided to impose upon you one or^more penalties 

mentioned in Rule-4 of the Rules (ibid) and require you to submit your 

written reply within seven (07) days, positively of the delivery of this final 

show cause notice, failing which an ex-parte action would be taken
t

\
i

•C.
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District & Sessions Judge Haripur
Phone #+92-995-920500, Fax # +92-995-920501 

Email: cis)harlpur@qman.com

'S

- +i

against you. You should also mention as to whether you want to be heard

in person or otherwise.'

i

Given under my hand and seal, today on 27/11/2021.

t

/

y
'/

, jEHANZEBbHINWARI 

District & Sessions Judge Haripur/ 
Competent Authority
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TheHon’ble;
District & Sessions Judge, 
Haripur

To:

r

REPLY TO SHOWCAUSE NOTICE

In response to explanation dated 21/10/2021, on the complaint 

of Ms, Sania Tariq, :Computer Operator, I had already submitted my 

defense. Today, I have privately settled the matter with complainant, 

Ms. Sania Tariq, and tendered my; apology and resultantly, she is

ready to withdraw her complaint unconditionally, therefore, I place
i . ; •

myself at the mercyJ;of your Honour, with the request to decide the 

matter on humanitarian grounds.

Dated:30.11.2021.
v\V-

s';(Muhamjnad Ajmal) 'u,*' 
Junior Scale Stenographer

:•
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To: TheHon'ble, ^
District & Sessions Judge,
Haripur.

Subject: WITHDRAWL OF COMPT ATMT
?

Hon'ble Sir,
It; is respectfully submitted, that I have filed a complaint 

against Muhammad Ajmal (Stenographer), for which he made clear his 

position in respect of allegation leveled in the complaint, therefore, I

interested to pursue the instant complaint since he has cleared
V

himself in front' of me, hence it is requested that my complaint against

Muhammad Ajmal (Stenographer) may kindly be dismissed as 

witlidrawn.

am

no more
r

i.

’

Dated: 30-11-2021

Yoiir^ chedientlv
f

/
\

I"
SWM TARIQ 

Computer Operator 
District Judiciary 

Haripur

!
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5'^ Dated: 21/12/2021K
■ t

/•'.I.

The Honorable Chief Justice’^• ,.7r

august PeshawarjHigh Coud', Peshawar
V

v)' \
Through: s'

O jyXThe Worthy Registrar 

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar
j

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL* UNDER RULE 17 OF THF
^ ^ ~ :T7--------------- -------------------------------------- ------------ ;--------------

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA GOVERNMENT SERVANTS 

(EFFICIENCY & DESCIPLINE) RULES. 2011 AGAINST THE 

ORDER NO.9429-37-2/20 DATED 30/11/2021 PASSED BY 

THE WORTHY DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, HARIPUR
rr ' ' * ' — ■■ -------------------------------

BEING A COMPETENT AUTHORITY. WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT . HAS BEEN REMOVED FROM SERVICE IN

■ ■■—-----------------------------------------

PURSUANCE.OF IMPOSITION OF MAJOR PENALTY UNDER
’ ; I

RULE-4(1 VbVIin OF THE IBID.
■

j'i

Respectfully submitted: !"

1) That the appellant, ,being aggrieved and dissatisfied from the penalty 

of removal from service, imposed vide the impugned order dated 

30.11.2021, submits the following for the redressal of his grievance.
2) That initially the appellant was appointed as Stenographer (BPS-12) 

on 08/12/2007 in subordinate judiciary of Peshawar High Court,
j

Peshawar and was posted at District Courts, Haripur, having served 

for about 14 long years and was working as Junior Scale 

Stenographer in BPS.14 in the court of learned ADJ-Ghazi at Haripur 

and now at the top of the seniority list.

3) That during the entire span of service, the appellant remained posted 

with many Honorable Presiding Officers however, never served or

i

issued with any show cause, charge sheet, explanation on an';: 
ground whatsoever nor even a warning was ever issued to/f
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i

appellant, the performance of duty and conduct of the appellant
' M-'

remained unblemished asifortified from the award of selection grade 

as well as the ACRs repofded during the service.

4) That during the posting in the court of learned Judge Family Court-I,
Lj . j n > - ■ ’

Haripur, the appellant was directed by the learned judge, to put up 

the draft of explanation, to be called for by the learned judge from
'■[.v r '

Miss Sania Tariq (Computer Operator) in fact the appeilant had just 

put up a draft of explanation, which was finalized and issued by the 

learned Judge Family C6urt-I, Haripur under her own signatures on 

31/07/2021 due to which Miss Sania Jariq (Computer Operator)
h. 5,"

extremely annoyed from me and attributed the said issuance and the
, I. I}

gravity of the explanation, being my act, she showed her annoyance
.r*. .

and started to had personal grudge against the appellant.
r, ■ ' -5

5) That being a coileague, she usualiy used my mobile/ceii phone for 

purpose of searching/browsing on net, which I just allowed in routine, 

the fact of lending the.mobile and the use of the same was mostly

witnessed by the gunner of JFC-I, Haripur nameiy Shahbaz.
,1

6) That just after the summer vacation and putting up the draft of 

explanation, to be called by the learned JFC-I, Haripur from Miss 

Sania Tariq (Computer Operator), the said Miss Sania Tariq directly 

made a complaint to the worthy District & Session Judge, Haripur 

the subject of harassrnent, surprised enough that if at all any incident, 

having any truthfulness or otherwise,,-likely to firstly reported to the 

learned immediate officer, the presiding officer of the court, wherein 

the complainant and the appellant were working and wherein the said 

alleged incident took.place but surprisingly the complainant while 

ignoring the said forum/immediate officer, directly submitted the 

report to a male officer/the Worthy District & Session Judge, Haripur, 

which is a great question mark, hinting towards the falseness of the 

said complaint.

7) That the appellant was called upon by the worthy District & Session 

Judge, Haripur to submit explanation vide letter No.8665-66- 

PF/DSJDated Haripur'the 21®* October 2021, the appellant submitted

ever

was

on

->:■
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his reply, wherein the/ppppllant denie^ the allegations leveled in the 

complaint being basejj upon false concocted allegations, just 

leveled in retaliation of;the putting of draft of explanation, served upon 

the complainant Miss Sania Tariq (Computer Operator), already 

called upon by the learned Judge Family Court-I, Haripur from the 

complainant.

8) That the worthy District & Session Judge, Haripur instead of sending 

the inquiry to the learned Judge Farnily Court-I, Haripur, appointed
i i ' ' .,

the learned Judge Farriily Court-Ill, Haripur as Inquiry Officer with the 

direction to conclude -inquiry and submit detailed report vide order 

dated 26/10/2021. It is ,pertinent to be noted that no charge or for that
' ^ f*

matter statement of allegations was specified in the letter of 

constitution of inquiry

9) That the learned Inquiry officer also did not communicated the 

appellant any charges or statement qf allegations and just served a 

notice upon the appellant^'^ated 30/lb’/!2021 to appear in the court on 

01/11/2021.

10) That the appellant was never afforded any opportunity by the inquiry
i* •.(

officer to submit any written defense, to engage any counsel 

examine the witnesses hence, fair and impartial proceeding has not. 

been conducted.,

11) That the learned Inquiry officer just firstly recorded the statement of 

the appellant and thereafter recorded the statement of the 

complainant, without giving any opportunity of cross examination, to 

the complainant and the appellant as well as without asking or given 

any opportunity to produce any evidence/witness in proof of the 

respective stance. More particularly, no opportunity was afforded to 

the appellant to produce any witness in support of his defense, 

particularly, the witness whose name was specifically mentioned not 

only in the reply to explanation but in the court statement, which was 

recorded by the inquiry^officer that Mr.- Shahbaz, the gunner of Judge 

Family Court-1, who was the star witness of the appellant, to prove his 

version that the comf^lainant usually used the mobile phone of the

\

t
I

?:

r-

or cross

:r
i
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appellant for the purppse of searching/browsing on net etc, by doing 

so a just, proper and ifeir opportunity pf defense was denied and not
<' > 'I
i» -

afforded to the appellant, which is not only against all the norms of
' i ‘

justice, fair play and equity but also caused a great prejudice to the
"'hidefense of the appellant, to be produce during the course of inquiry

■j

t; f-i

as on the basis of such so called inquiry, before taking a drastic 

action thus
Vf

the appellant has been deprived from
P -i-

hislivedhood being ordered to berernoved from service in result of
earning

imposition ofa major penalty.

12) That a final show cau?e notice dated 27.11.2021 on the basis of such 

incompetent and incomplete inquiry was served upon the appellant 

by the learned District; and Session Judge, Haripur, before submitting 

the reply, the appellant and the corriplainant appeared before the 

worthy District & Sessioh Judge, Haripur, the complainant herself 

submitted an applicatipn for withdrawal of her complaint against the
';V

appellant to the effect that as the appellant had made clear his

position in respect oflallegations leveled in the complaint therefore

she no more rerhained aggrieved and requested for dismissal of her

complaint as withdrawn but the worthy District & Session Judge,

Haripur not accepted the same, emphasized that the appellant should

also tender my apology accordingly I have submitted my reply to final

show cause notice wbprein I have categorically submitted that “/ had

already submitted my defense” with the further assertions that I have

privately settled the matter with complainant, Miss Sania Tariq and
] •

tendered my apology end resultantly, she is ready to withdraw her 

complaint unconditionally.

13) That the worthy District & Session Judge, Haripur inspite of the

».

.1^
written application submitted by the complainant for withdrawal of her 

complaint and by overlodking the contents of the reply to final show 

cause notice submitted by the appellant, decided the matter against 

the appellant by imposing extreme major penalty of removal from the 

service.
a

i:
:T



■i i

i->

i'i;>-r
i

c'

Pagi 5
l-
i'

14) That as no just and fgir opportunity of defense was afforded to the 

petitioner rather even^.the petitioner was deprived from holding of a 

regular inquiry thus, the appellant in fact condemned unheard for
ir'

want of provision of a fair chance of defense.
h:

15) That the order of reniovai from service has been passed without 

holding any regular inquiry therefore, the same being against the 

mandatory statutory provision of law is. liable to be reversed.

16) That the appellant had served the department for long 14 years and 

never given any chance of reprimand .to his seniors/officers
c

a warning had ever been issued to'the appellant and the 

record of the appellant, during entire course of service remained 

unblemished with reference to his work and conduct.

17) That the appellant reserved the right to agitate more legal pints during 

the course of arguments.

r

nor even

service

j.'. ■i ;
Cl f

h-
PRAYER:

It is humbly submitted that the border of removai from 

dated 30.11.2021 may graciously be reversed and the appellant may 

kindly be ordered to be reinstated in service with full back pay and 

benefits.

service

)
i: t;

•hi Yours obediently.^/\ '

y**1.

.\
(MuhammadfAjmal)"^

S/O Muhammad Shamraiz 
Ex-/jr Scalestenographer District Judiciary Haripur 

r/6 p/oSaraiSaleh, New Abadi near Wonderland
park GTroad Ali Khan, The &District Haripur

i

^ iPoritact No. 0345-5133006/n3nn-Q 1 RddQ 1
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POWER OF ATTORNEY
Before the ^ U^l-X5l?S\T\^Knga-. I3i->'g5vC-t.<v^M_ ^
In the matter of

.PIaintiff(s)

.Appellant(s)

.Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
______________ • ________________Defendant(s)
^ ~i^i--'^^'t!3.\f^/\Mj^,fc:t.ffvRespondent(s)

I/We the undersigned do hereby'nominate and appoint ABDUL REHMAN OADAR. 
ADVOCATE SUPRFMF C:OURT

.WtrwCW
i

OF PAKISTAN to be counsel for
______ in the above matter

for me/our behalf to appear, plead, act and answer in the above Court or any appellate Court or 
any Court to which the business is transferred in the above matter right from Lower Court / 
Authority / Tribunal up to the Supre;ne Court of Pakistan and to sign and fde petitions, reply, 
written statement(s), application, comments, rejoinder, accounts, exhibits compromises or other 
documents whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any matter arising there from, to 
file appeal, revision, review, writ Petition, Execution Petition etc, to give statement and, also to 
apply for and receive all documents:pr copies of documents, depositions etc, and to apply fo 
issue summons and other writs of subpoena and to apply for and get issued 
attachment or other execution, warrants or order and to conduct any processing that

r an 
any arrest, 
may arise

there from ahd to apply for and receive payment of any or all sums or submit the above matter to 
arbitration.

!.r‘:

AND to do all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all respects whether 
here in specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

And I/we hereby agree to ratify and confirm all lawful acts done on my/our behalf under or by 
virtue of these presents or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always, that if the case ,may be dismissed in default, if it be proceeded ex-parte the 
said counsel shall not be held responsible for the same. All Costs awarded in favour shall be the 
right of the counsel or his nominee, ^d if awarded against shall be payable by me/us.

the yj dayIN WITNESS whereof I/we have hereto signed at 
of in the year ~ ^

Accented Subject to tn&*terms 'regarding fee. Executant(s) r-i
(ABDUETIEHMAN QADAR) 
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Enrl: 3787

JAN’S Shopping Center Adjacent to Civil Courts Haripur &
Office # 2 & 3 Lower Ground Floor Rafay Mall Peshawar Road, Rawalpindi 

Phone # 0^92 333-5628527, 0092 300-5180023 
qadarlawassociates@gmail.com
rehmanqadar007@gmait.com

I

mailto:qadarlawassociates@gmail.com
mailto:rehmanqadar007@gmait.com
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GS&PD.KP-2557/3.RST-5000 Fomn8-09.07.2018/P4{2)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B S%r. Tribunal

■A-V
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OL,D). KHYBER ROAD.
PESHAWAR, . 7^

f

1^5^
NNo.

'hii:.........\n
.of 20^.APPEAL No

Apellant/Petitioner

Versus

................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ............................................•••••«»«»»*««»««(f^««*«l44 4444»4»««44 4 »

' ^ ‘",

.....

RESPONDENT(S)

V

^'

Take notice that- your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing,
affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunali^^on^i^d^Wt/counterrep

aton

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

Re^mar,
Khyber Pakhtunlmwa Service Tribunal; 

Peshawar.

J2
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GS&PD.KP.SS-1776/1-RST^,000 Forms-09.0S.18/P4(Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&8 Ser. Tribunal
• ^

“A”
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, P^HAWAR,

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHVBER ROAD.
PESHAWAR.

No.

Vs

TiB A /frW 

----- -----------------
APPEAL No of 2

\

ApeUant/Petitioner-*

Versus

........ .................................. ....................................

R'€sP No I
RESPONDENT(S)

..Mhkis
.......

........ ........................................................

Notice to Appell nnt^rtitrnn rr.......

l^e notice that your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing, 
renlicat^n, affidavit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribimal
ifl'at...%ln^...am...on

'v ‘ •

You may, therefore, appear before the IVibimal on the smd date and at the said 
place either personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, f:£iling 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in default.

For
I

iKhyber Pakhtunkl^yssa^Service Tribunal,' 
Peshawar.

k .

0



GS&PD.KP.2557/3-RST-5000 Forms^9.07.2018rt»4<Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal

“A”

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

PESHAWAR.

7^ /f'lAjyCl-■ No.

APPEAL No of 20

J-
Apellant/Petitioner '

Versus ,

.... .

Afo
.......

.... ...................................................

Notice to^Appe! t/Petitioner. -r....

Take notice that your appeal has been &ed for Preliminary hearing, 
replication, affidavit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

33.7;on

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

lyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal; 
Peshawar.


