BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Serwce Appeal No 1089/2019

Date of Institution: ~ 28.08.2019
Date of Decision: 09.02.2021

Sardar Ali S/o Gulzam R/o Wanda Kotana, Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat'presentiy
Girdawar Circle Titter Khel Gulijan, Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat.

(Appellant)
VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and four others.
: (Respondents\
* Syed Nouman Ali Bukhari
A_dvocate o For Appellant
" Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, |

Deputy District Attorney For Respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD JAMAL KHAN/ o " MEMBER (J)
. - Mr. ATIQ UR REHMAN’WAZIR - o MEMBER (E)

JUDGEMENT - . |

ATI UR REHMAN WAZIR - Brief facts of the case avre that thefappellant, while
s’er‘ving as Girdawar Circle Baist Khel in'vdistrict Lakki Marwat dﬁring 201:6~].7 Was
Aproceeded agalnst on the charges of committing certain alleged antupolatwn in lano
record as we!l as mutations of the said land. Consequently, major penalty of reductlon |
to a lower pay scale for three years was imposed upon the appellant vide Impug:‘.ed
order déted 03-05-2019. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeai

: ,datéd 14-05-2019, whicﬁ was rejected vide order dated 30'_07_v20191 hence the ihstant
service appeal with prayers that impugned order dated 03-05-2019 and 36-07~2039
méy vbe sét aside and the appellant may b¢ restored to his previous positio:n without

any further agony.




02, Written_ reply/comments were submitted By reépondents.
03. Afgtjments wefe heard and record Was perused.

' OA o Lea‘rned eoonsel for the appeilant conf.ended that the appellant served as Halqa

4 Glrdawar whose responsibilities as per Land Revenue Act, 1967, is to compare and
- verlfy the mutatlon with the existing record, after it is submitted by Halqa Patwan
) which‘ the appeflant did as per available r_ecord just from khewat bandobasth for the
: -‘:years 199‘2-9'3 and Jamabandi Zar-e-Kar for the years 2011-12 and correctly verified the

: ~are‘a, which was fuh:her signed by the revenue officer. That the appellant was posted in
:such Han:a oatwar in 2016, whereas the record pertains to the years 1992-93 and the
o appéil‘ant is not aware as to who tempered such record as Halqa Patwari is the sole
_costOdian of record. That four consecutive inquires were conducted in th‘e case, but no
-r_n,alaﬁde,' 'co:rroption or over writing on part of the appellant Was proved in ’ﬁ’ro't, second
“and third inquiry and the forth inquiry"Was conducted to apportiokn‘ res-pohsibilify to
anyone jUSt to complete the-codal formalities without any proof, which wa'; done ih
case of t WJ\ellant That unless and until prosecutlon proves accused gunlty beyond
any shadow of doubt, he would be con5|dered innocent. Reliance was placed on 1983
-'PLC (CS) 152. The Iearned counsel added that in the fourth inquiry the inquiry officer
: _only suggested penalty based on supposition and conjunctures, which cannot take place
: of proof of fact. Reliance was placed on PLD 335- 1989. That conductmg |nqu1ry after
- inquiry is illegal to the effect that competent authornty must pass a speaking order
containing reasons as to why fresh inquiry was necessary, which however wae not done
in caée of the appellant and which shows malafide on part of the reSpon‘dents;. Reliance
| ‘Was pIa'céd on PLJ 2003 Tr. C (Services) 247, 2011 PLC (CS) 1>094, 2011 SCMR 1504
and Service Appeal No 831/2012. The learned counsel added that the so called inguiry
proceedings were replete with deficiencies, as ihquiry report was not provided with the
‘show -eause' notice, thus violated Rule 14© of E&D Rules, 2011. That content of the

o induiry report suggests that neither statements of witnesses were obtained in" presence




: A_ of appellant n-c")r they were cross-examined by th‘e appellant, thus the whole proceeding
| is void ab-initio in the eyes of law. Reliance was placed on 2008 SCMR 609, 2016 SCMR

| 108, 2010 SCMR 1554, 2008 PLC (CS)1107 and' Service Appeal No 1084/2015. That
while ‘rejet:ting the departmental appeal of the appellant, the respondents violated
sectlon 24-A of the General Clauses Act, by not providing any reason for |eJect|on of his
departmental appeal, which is not tenable in the eyes of law. Reliance was placed on
1991 SCMR 2332. The learned counsel contended that action of the respondents was
dlscrlmmatory to the effect that other accused in the case were awarded minor
penaltles, whereas Ama]or penalty was imposed upon the appellant inspite of the fact
Athat appellant having responsibility to tally the existing record with the mutation,
whereas I-lalqa Patwari as well as revenue officer were mainly responsible fot any
omission or change in the record as is evident from the record. That the respondents
" 'also violated article 25 of Constitution of Pakistan. That such discriminatory behavior of
respondents has already been thwarted by the apex court vide judgments in 2000
SCMR 669, 2012 SCMR 82, 2007 SCMR 410 as well as in Service Appeal No. 960/2016.
The learned counsel prayed that in order to meet the ends of justice and in view of the
injustice done to the appellant, the impugned order dated 03-05-2019 may be set aside
and the appellant be_restored to his original positipn as he held before passage of the

impugned-erder dated 03-05-2019 with all consequential benefits.

05. Learned Deputy District Attorney appeared on behalf of official respondents
| contended that all codal formalities were fulfilled before imposition of major penalty
upon the appellant. That proper inquiry was conducted and in light thereof, charge
sheet/statement of allegations as well as show cause notice were served' upon the
appellant, to which he accordingly responded. That every opportunity of defense was
afforded tp the appellant including personal hearing, but the appellant failed to prove

his innocence. The learned Deputy District Attorney contended that the appellant filed

two depa'rtmental appeals to the respondents which is violation of Section-4 of Service



| Tribunal Act 1974 as well as period of limitation ‘could not be extended by repeated
'repreSentafion. Reliance was placed on 2004 SCMR 497 and 2013 SCMR 911. The
learned Deputy District Attorney prayed that the instant appeal being devoid of merit

"~ may be dismissed.

06. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the r'eco-r:d. Record
reveals that the subject issue erupted among parties on sale/purchase of a piece of
- land. O'ne' of the parties i.e. Mr. Inamullah filed a complaint before Senior Member
Board of Revenue regarding issue of non-transfer of a purchased land, which complaint
was targeted against another private party. Upon such complaint, three inqiiires were
-conducted,:which were filed every time under the plea that complainant is a t;iiird party _
having no concern in the said landed property. During the course, certain chariges were
noticed in the record of the land in dispute as well as process of mutation of the said
land, which 'however was stopped and the said mutations rendered cancelled.
Sir‘hultanec)usly an inquiry was also conducted against the revenue stafi to aséertain as

| to who i‘s responsible for such interpolation. It was noted that the proceedings initiated
to-this éffect were replete with deficiencies, as it took almost three yéars in settling
SUsh issue. Findings of the earlier inquires s_uggests that such record pertain'ed to the
years 1992-93 taki'rﬁ along the error untii 2011-12 Jamabandi and its final
\/P\\{{@OWMO computerized record. Posting tenure of the appellant is 2016,
whereas traces of such error travel back to 1991. The appellant and others i/vere' held
fes'ponsible for being incumbent of the posts, as the error surfaced in their té_nure, but
without any proof, evidence or material to show that incumbents were the one who
commitfed interpolation. The whole proceedings are limited to the extent of fulfilling a
formality and' the inquiry officer, without reaching to a solid conclusion supported by
proof have divided penalties randomly among the staff ignoring their level of
responsibilities even. The only justification with the inquiry officer is their incumbency

~and as is evident from his findings, he himself is not sure as to who is responsible, nor
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. a'bo'ut'»‘the' time line, but still was adamant to declare someone respohsiblé without

S rea'cl‘iing to the bottom of the case, which is highly undesirable. Needless t6 mention

A that the inquiry proceedings is lacking in important mandatory steps, which prevented

" the -‘a‘ppell'an‘tAto properly defend his case. Findings of the inquiry are based on

"-sdppo"sitidn and cohjunctures, devoid of any piece of evidence. We are. of the firm

‘ ‘opinion 't‘h.at injustice is done to the appellant in terms of imposing major penalty

* without any proof. |

~ 07. _In'view of the situation, the impugned orders dated 03-05-2019 is set aside and

' the apbeilaht is restored to his original position as before the impugned order with all

~co'n‘:secmen'tia'l benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED
102.02.2021

| (_

(MUHAMMAD_JAMAL KHAN)
'~ MEMBER (J

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (E) |




s ~09 02 2021  Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Asif Masood AI| Shah Iearned’ A

; _ Deputy District Attorney for respondents present

| Vide our detailed judg_me'nt of today of this Tribunal placed on file, the
; o impugned orders dated 03-05-2019 is set aside and the appellant is restored to
his original position as before the impugned order with all consequential benefits.

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOQUNCED (\
09.02.2021

(MUHAMMAD-JAMAL KHAN) (ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR)
MEMBER (J) ‘ MEMBER (E) .



- ‘24"/‘}.2{)20' ‘ Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to

-

Q.;{ 2021 for the same as before.

{
09.02.2021 Learned counsel for the appéllant and Mr. Asif Masood Al ‘Shah', learned

Deputy District Attorney for respondents present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order oﬁ 09.02.2021 before D.B

((ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) (MUHAMMAD 3AMAL KHAN)
MEMBER (J) . MEMBER~E)
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14.10.2020 Appellantin person'present. Mr. MQhammad Jan-
learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mukhtiar
Assistant Secretary for respondents preserit..

Former requests for adjoUrnmenf that his counsel is
busy before Honble Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
Adjourned. To come up for. arguments on 11.11.2020

before D.B. - S - -

(Atig-Ur-Rehmari Wazir) (Muhammad
Membeér Member
A o
i
Va

i

11.11.2020, . Appellant present in person.
. . / . ' " °

Kabir Ullah Khattak Iearnec_i.A,dditionaI Advocate General for

respondents present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is adjourned

to 29.12.20 arguments, before D.B.

A ‘
i)~ 7
(Mian Muhamma (Rozina Rehman)

Member (E) ' Member (J)




106.03.2020 Counsel for the appellant present Mr Zlaullah ’ ey
" DDA alongwith Mr. M. Arif, supdt for r_espondents ,i'

present. Learned counsel for the ’appellant seeks: o

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on Lo

06.04.2020 before DB. B R

Member ember BRI St
bty 2r2a qﬁ% % ZonD /g T e ’/5’%/”&&4 |
| H /7 Po2 D/Mﬁ@ﬂ&caé %7/4/"’ "

01.07.2020 Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned to 11.;08.2(}2_0
| ‘ for the same. | | |
,1»1'08'2020 - Due to summer vacations case to come up. for the same on
14.10.2020 before D.B.
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.+ 12.11.2019

3

AppeI}ant in person and Addl. AG alongwith

Muhammad Arif, Superintendent and Farmanullah,

" Superintendent for the respondents present.

Representative of respondents No. 1, 2 & 3 has

" furnished parawise comments on behalf of the respondents.

. Placed on record. Representative of respondents No. 4 & 5

relies on the parawise comments of respondents 1, 2 and 3.
To come up for arguments before D.B on 19.12.2019. The

appellant may submit rejoinder, within a fortnight, if so

advised.

19.12.2019

29.01.2020

4

A

W,

Chairman

Lawyers are on strike as per the decision of
Peshawar Bar Association. Adjourn. To come up for
further proceedings/arguments on 29.01.2038 before

s 7

Member - - Member

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG
alongwith Afaq Samad, Junior Clerk for the respondents

present.

Former requests for adjournment due to general strike
of the Bar. Adjourned to 06.03.2020 for arguments before

the D.B. /
Mﬁmber Member
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Counsel for the appellant present. A* :

arFaetfsld
Contends that although a c&e&;&wenquiry was v

conducted against the appellant, he was not served with any
statement of allegations or show cause notice before passing
of the impugned order dated 03.05.2019 whereby major
penalty was imposed against him. Learned counsel relies on
judgment reported as 2008-SCMR-608. .

’l Instant appeal is admitted for regular hearing. The .
" appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee 1
within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be jissued to the

S N RN R T
respondents. To\ come' up for written reply/comments on

Alongwith the appeal an application for suspension

Sccu:,/&Pr‘cessFee .. of order dated 07.08.2019 is filed. Notice of the application
o ’ ' be also given to the respondents for the date fixed.

L.

Chairman

Appellant in person present. Mr. Zia Ullah learned
Deputy  District  Attorney  alongwith M/S  Farman
Superintendent and Muhammad Arif Superintendent for
respondents present.

Representatives of respondents request for time to
furnish written reply/comments. Granted. To come up for
written reply/comments on 12.11.2019 before S.B. ’

Chairma




T,

Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of
Case No.- 11098/2019
S.No. Date of order’ Order or other proceedingsf with signature of judge
proceedings i
1 2 ) 3
1 28/08/2019 The appeal of Mr. Sardar Ali presented today by Mr. Muhammad
Tarig Qaureshi Advocate may be entered in the_ Institution Register and
put up to the Worthy Charrman for proper order please
i g :
.
i REGISTRAR ~>®|%\1 J
7. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be

071 &ﬁ ) I/OL put up there on ulﬁ!b}?

CHAIRMAN
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BEI’ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. [ DQg /2019

Sardar Al .......coviveeiniiiei e Appellant
VERSUS
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others .,.. .Respondents
S5.No. Description of documents. Annexure Page
1. Memo of appeal with affidavit. | —°7
2. Stay application with affidavit R O
3. Addresses of parties T
4. Copy of Jamabandi year 1995-96 A 12— |
5. Copy of Jamabandi year 1992-93 B 13
6. Copy of Jamabandi year 2003-04 C 14
1. Copy of Jamabandi year 2007-08 D jo )
8. Copy of Jamabandi year 2011-12 E 3
9. Copy of Computerized Jamabandi about F 1718
disputed Khatak 7
10. Copy of mutation No. 3971 G {4 '
11. | Copy of mutation No. 3972 H o
12. Copy of mutation No. 3973 1 2.1
. 13, Copy of mutation No. 3974 ] 22—
14. | Copy of mutation No. 3975 K 23
15. Copy of mutation No. 3976 L pRY
16. Copy of order dated 14.09.2018 of civil M as
judge No.II Lakki along with decree sheet .
17. | Copy of Plaint N Ab3o
18. Copy of letter No. 28894-96 dated @] 2)
01.12.2017
19. Copy of st inquiry report conducted by P 3 238"
AAC Lakki
20. | Copy of 2nd inquiry report conducted by Q 3 L 29
AAC revenue Naurang /
2l. | Copy of 3rd inquiry report of Assistant R l/ o Ul
Secretary Board of Revenue ;
22. Copy of letter No. 110 dated 09.01.2018 of S
DC Lakki bt
23. Copy of reply of appellant dated T l, 4
30.10.2018 about charge sheet
24. Copy of 4th inquiry conducted by MBR-II U
Pesl;iwar T y 4 4543
28. Copy of reduction order vide letter No. v l{
18335-40 dated 03.05.2019 7
26. Copy of departmental appeal and order of W-X . [
Assistant Secretary (Revenue) dated So— Y
- 30.07.2019 on departmental appeal .
27, Wakalatnama Y]

f

Appellant )74‘:'(/"/’/“/

Through Z
Mt(ha mad Tariq Qureshi

vocate
S oreme Court of Pakistan

R e
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Service Appeal No._{ Dﬂ e /2019

Sardar Ali S/o Gulzam :
R/o0 Wanda Kotana, Tehsil & Dlstnct Lakki Marwat

BEFORE THE KH YBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Dldr) No

Presently Girdawar Circle Titter Khel, Gulijan
Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat

E«*i‘*edtp-day

§trar

91 g/, PRAYE‘R

VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through its Chlef

- Secretary, Peshawar..

Semor Member Board of Revenue, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Secretary Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.

Additional Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.

....Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE

IMPUGNED ORDER NO. ESTT:V/PF/SHER

BALI DATED 03.05.2019 OF THE SMBR AND

AGAINST THE INQUIRY CONDUCTED BY
MBR-II MR. FAKHAR ZAIRIAN

ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT APPEAL, THE
IMPUGNED ORDER NO. ESTT:V/PF/SHER
BAHADUR/ D.I.KHAN/18335-40 DATED
03.05.2019 OF THE SMIBR MAY VERY

fehyher Pakhey
Service | l“nbu;:'::va

mmaLZL/za/cy

............ ..Appellant



]

<

GRACIOﬁSLY BE CANCELLED AND INQUIRY
CONDUCTED BY MBR-II MR. FAKHUR-UZ-

ZAMAN MAY KINDLY BE DECLARED NULL
AND VOID AND THE APPELLANT MAY

"KINDLY BE REINSTATED ON HIS OWN

PREVIOUS POSITION (GIRDAWAR CIRCLE)
WITHOUT ANY FURTHER AGONY. THE
COMPLAINANT MAY KINDLY BE FINED IN
ORDER TO COMPENSATE THE APPELLANT .

Respeétfullv Sheweth:-

1y

2)

That‘the appellant was posted as Girdawar Circle Baist

Khel during the year 2017.

That the Patwari Halqa of moza Gandi Umar .Chikair

- namely Ishfaq Khan produced to the appellant mutation ..

number 3971 regarding Sehet-&-nam from Gul Mast' as
to Mir Mast, mutation number 3972 regarding Sehet-e-
nam from Sher Mast as to Mir Mast and mutation
number 3973 regarding Sehet-e-nam from Muhém,mad
Ali as to Mammal on dated 06.03.2017 nad sale mutation
3 q 76 . The appellant compared and scanned the

record and area of Khata number 872 within the

' meaning of column number 3 of mutations. The

appellant gone' thré)ugh all the relevant record of
revenue including Kheot for the year 1992-93 till
Jamabandi Zer-e-Kar (for the year 2011-12). The
appellant correctly ratified the area as 62 kanlas 3
marlaé in the column number 3 of the mutations
mentioned above and that was the respons1b111ty

rested upon the appellant by the law |



[

3)

4)

@)

That, inquiry after inquiry has been conducted into the
said facts on the same cause and subject whereof total 3
inquiries have been conducted into the facts. Lastly, 4th
inquiry was initiated and finally as a result of 4th
consecutive illegal inquiry on the same cause and
sﬁbjéct, the appellant has been imposed a major
penalty of reduction to lower post pay scale for 3 years
vide order No.Estt V/ PF/ Sher Bahadar/ D.I.Khan/
18335-40 dated 30.05.2019 by SMBR, Peshawar, which
cannot be justified in any way. The appellant has been
punished for wrong-doing of the official staff before
1991-92 and that too in 4th inquiry. Against which
appellant preferred departmental appeal on
14.05.2019, which has been decided/ filed on dated
30.07.2019.

That, the following are the documents on which

appellant places his reliance:

Copies of Jamabandi year 1995-96, Jamabandi
year 1992-93, Jamabé.ndi year 2003-04, Jamabandi
year 2007-08, Jamabandi year 2011-12,
Computerized Jamabandi about disputed Khatal,

mutation No. 3971, mutation No. 3972, mutation

/ %/ - No. 3973, mutation No. 3974, mutation No. 3975

mutation No. 3976, order dated 14.09.2018 of civil

Judge No.II Lakki along with decree sheet, Plaint,
letter No. 28894-96 dated 01.12.2017, st inquiry
report conducted by AAC Lakki, 2nd inquiry
report conducted by AI:&C revenue Naurang, 3rd
inquiry report of Assistant Secretary Board of
Revenue, letter No. 110 dated 09.01.2018 of DC
Lakki, reply of appellant dated 30.10.2018 about




A

Revenue, letter No. 110 dated 09.01.2018 0£ DC
Lakki, reply of appellant dated 30.10.2018 about
éhargé sheet, 4th inquiry coﬁducted by MBR-II
Peshawar, reduction order vide letter No. 18335-
40 dated 03.05.2019, departmental appeal and
order of Assistant: Secretary (Revenue) dated
30.07.2019 on depaftmehtal appeal are annexed
herewith as Annexure "A,B,C,D,EF, G,HLJ, KL,
M, N, 0,P,Q,R,S,T,U,V, W, X".

5) That being aggrieved, the appellant filed a
_ o ‘
‘W.P.No. L;{Ql —Eloﬁefore the hon’ble Peshawar High
Court, Peshawar which was disposed-of
' GROUNDS.
'That as far as change of title by the Patwari halka is

concerned, the reéord remained under the custody of
Patwafi Halga and these mutations were entered by the |
Patwari Halqa on the request of complainants duly
authenticated by reliable witnesses and on objection
regarding change of title .for'appellant's_ satisfaction, the
Patwéri Halga pro%iuced Shajra-e-Nasab of tﬁe
applicants/ landqwnérs of another Moza Manjiwala,
presented to the -concerned revenue officer in ]alsa-é-

Aam and were attested by then revenue officer namely

- Sher Bahadur (Naib Tehsildar) and this is responsibility

", only rests with the concerned revenue officer in Khana/

Column No. 09 of the mutations as provided in the Land

Revenue Act.



®

That there is no provision for inquiry after inquiry in law
and the appellant has been punished in 4th inquiry
which was conducted against law. The order of the
appellant's punishment is agéinst law; v:did 'éb-initio,
based in melafide- and beyond the jurisdiction

/authority.

That the complainant namely Inarn Ullah son of Sultan,
Bahadur khan etc sons of Ghulam Qadir is third party
havi—ng no concern with the said property as thej} ére
neither vendee nor vendor and they are not co-sharer
in the property in question, but have some personal
grudges with the land owners due to which they filed
such nature of Complaints against their opponent

parties including revenue field staff.

That these complaints have already inquired by the
Additional Assistant Commissioner-1, Additional
Assistant Commissioner revenue Lakki Marwat and
Assistant Secretary Stamp Board of Revenue
respectively and have been filed/ closed and appellant o,

has been exonerated from all charges.

That another / almost 4™ inquiry was initiated by MBR
Fakhar Zuman, which was blatantly biased and not fair, -
wherein the appellant has been condemned unheérd,
no formalities and requirements of the enquiry have
been observed by the enquiry officer. The appellant
has not been given opportunity to cross examine the

witnesses. The appellant has not been heard in person.

That personal hearing being mandatory was not
afforded to the appellant what to speak of providing

him opportunity of self-defense.



0B
'G. That the appellant being employee was not amenable

to: anyone penal action, so the Impugned orders are

- based on an ulterior motlve

H. That, counsel for appellant seeks leave of this Hon'ble
Court to argue further pomts having legal bearing, at

the t1me of arguments

It is humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant
appeal » the impugned oxder No.Estt:V/PF/Sher
Bahadar/ D.]Khan/ 18335-40 dated 03.05.2019 of the
SMBKl‘may h&.gfy‘)?iﬁ&égg;;ied / rescinded and inquiry

- conducted by MBR-II Mr. Fakharuz-Zaman may kindly
- be declared null and void:fffe appellant’ may kindly be
~ reinstated on his own"previous position without any |

-furthel-: agony. The complainant may kindly be fined in

order to compensate the appellant.

~ Any other relief Which this hon’ble court deems
appropnate in the c1rcumstances of the case though not

5 spec1f1ca11y asked for may kindly also be granted.

Dated:

0 '
Appellan{, /\JM o

‘Through /%
Muhampad’l{‘unreshi

vocate
Sttpreme Court of Pakistan
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE '
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR '

Service Appeal No. /2019

SardarAll T Appellant

VERSUS -
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others .,...Respondents

- - AFFIDAVIT
I, Sardar Ali S/o0 Gulzam R/e. Wanda Kotana, Tehsii &
: ]jistrict Lakki Marwat Presently Girdawar Circle Titter Khel,
| Gulijan Tehsil & District Lakki MarWat (Appellant) do hereby
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the Appeal are
trué and correct to the best of rﬁy knowledge and belief and
nothing material has been concealed from this hon’ble
T:ibunal.’ - "

> ;\Z:/ZQ/J )

Deponent
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i’ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2019

Sardar Ali ............. et ranernrerereeaa e ann Appellant

VERSUS _

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others .,...Respondents

D

2)

3)‘

APPLICATION FOR SUSPENSION OF

- IMPUGNED ORDER  NO.ESTT:V/PF/SHER
'BAHADUR/ D.LKHAN / 1833 5/40 DATED
£ 03.05.2016 AND SUBSEQUENT®¥ ORDER OF
' DEPUTY COMMISSIONER LAKKI DATED
07.08.2019 IN COMPLIANCE TO THE
IMPUGNED ORDER

 Respectfully Sheweth:

That the above captioned case is pending adjudication
before the hon’ble Court, wherein the impugned order
of SMBR has been challenged. ' ~

‘That the.grounds of main appeal may kindly also be |

considered as part and parcel of this application.

That during pendency of departmental appeal,
respondent No.4 (DC Lakki) has passed order dated
07.08.2019 in continuation to the impugned order of

SMBR, Whereby, the petitioner has been revert from his

- post and in compliance, the respondent No.4 relieved
. the petmoner from his post and at tlus stage the order
+. of DC Lakki may also be suspended.



4)

5

6)

That the suspension of order of DC Lakki are as much
necessary as those of impugned order of SMBR. If
orders are not suspended the appeal in hand would

become infrucous and justice would not be served.

That appellant is having a good prima-facie case in his

favour and is also sanguine about its success.

That balance of convenience also lies in favour of

appellant.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the impugned

. order of SMBR dated 03.05.2019 and subsequent order
_dated 07.08.2019 of Deputy Commissioner Lakki (made
during pendency of departmental appeal) may kindly

be suspended till the disposal of the instant appeal.

Ap ellant -
R gt
- Through //7 /l/L‘/\
| Mqﬂammegdkm:/‘kl()m'eshi
Advocate . ¢
Supreme Court of Pakistan



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKH TUNKHWA SERVIC'E
TRIB UNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2019
SATAAT Al .eoiovveeeivsieesa e s Appellant

- VERSUS o
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others .,...Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I,‘ Sardar Ali S/0 Gulzam R/o Wanda Kotana, Tehsil &
District Lakki Marwat Presently Girdawar Circle Titter Khel,
-A .Gulij an Tehsil & District‘ Lakki Marwat (Appellant) do hereby
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the Application
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief
‘and nothing material has been concealed from this hon’ble

Tribunal.

/”JZF‘?’)

. Deponent
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2019 |

Sardar Ah ......................... Cerraea. eervereeaneaa, Appellant

VERSUS

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others .,...Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES -

APPELLANT

Sardar Ali S/o Gulzam

R/0 Wanda Kotana, Tehsil & Dlstnct Lakki Marwat
Presently Girdawar Circle Titter Khel, Gulijan
Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat

RESPONDENTS

1.

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through its Chief
Secretary, Peshawar.

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

Secretary Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.

Additional Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat.

Appellant
> 7 é/.—“/ LA

Muhammad T /anq Qureshi
Advocate |
Supreme Court Mstan
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Sy

' cwn Judge .
daurang-H Disit Lakld, rmi200000/- has been patd to thie defendant No. 1. That sutt of the

1

]

N

Qr....,.'..lS- ‘o
. 114._09.2018 2 K

. counsel present L

L e et
A zt-l‘"“. Rt ‘q "‘ '.

t'
"IN THE COURT OE MUHAMMAQ FARQOQ AHMAD
CIVI'L JUDGE NAUR!A NG-‘tI. LAKKI MARWAT

| ?
P

' " (Mst Islam ‘Bibi VS Sardar Ah elc) - R :
' 20

(\(ﬁ@;ﬁ L 5

‘Plaintiffs. and defendants through attorney a!ongwntlr

1 .

» .
¢ H

The couns,els requested for requisitioning case file ﬁxed

on 02.10. 2018. File requ1srttoned :

An apphcatton for - dlsposal of the suit on basis of .

compromlse ‘was ﬁled wlnch is placed on ﬁle as EX-PA Joint -

'statement @-f the parttes vqas recorded ovexleaf CNIC No.. 11201- :

Whﬂe thatJof spec1a1 attorney for- defendants namely Sh'\uf Ullah' 3
KhanlsEX-PC S o -

; ) Both the parttes have alleged in the appllcatlon and Jomt
sta.tement that compromlse has been affected between the parttes

N ! :
wherem the suit property is given to plamtltf wheneof consldet atlon of

E plalntlff be decreed to the mstant of Mutatlon No. 3976.
I?erusal of the pldsnt would feveal that the pltuntlffs have_
'. S

L "

a1 ;

34‘75715 3 of the spectal attomey far. p}amttff No Lto22is EX-PB S

A e Y ‘ N

got the mstant suit! for canceilatton of Mutation No. 3976 in respeet of R

- property in KhatajNo 872 bearmg Khasra No. 500; 501, 02 Qma

- :
. 351tuated in Mozza Gandl Omar Chlkar Tehsil Naurang, Distt Lakkl

: 'Marwat and subsequent Mutatlon No. 4016 4020, 4021 and 4053"

Lakki Manvat,

£ .
PR R



complet;on and compllatlon . Cath

Keepmg m view the _|omt statement of the parties the.

mstant suxt is: hereby decreed m favour of the plamtlff to the extent of ..

the mutatlon No. 3976 whlch shall deemed as cancelled henceforth =

whereas Sl.llt of the plamtlffs to the extent of Mutation No 4016

4020 4021 and 4053 is dlsmlssed

The cancellatlon of mutatlon No. 3976 and transfet to be

pléintiffs 'thet'eof shall have no affect on -the property given to the

mosque (Mas_ud Sardar Ali, Lakkl Marwat)

FJle of the court be con51gned to lecord room after its.

L3

: A‘n'nounced—. o o
..34,09.2018° - '

R OQAHMAD)

le.udge Naurang-ll = .-
T o Lnkkl Marwat

| CT SR g

Naurang.u QizltrLakki LTy

.
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Keeping in view the _]Oll’lt statement of the parties the instant suit. le'r“/ {

o hereby dgcreed in favour of the plamtlff to the extent of the mutation No 3976 . \\

. =
which shall deemed as cance[led henceforth whereas suit of the plamtlffs to the

extent of Mutation No. 4016 4020 4021 and 4053 is dismissed.

<

The ’cancellation of mutation No. 3976 and transfer to be plaintiffs

thereof shall have no affect on the property given to the mosque (Maspd ‘Sardar

Ah Lakkl Marwat) L S
':‘ ‘ :‘ . » ,1\'
- . . H . . & -
o u"t.;} ,
PV («*Mh;"lu ' ’ =y UWslfa ‘ ' R
L \ | A4/ _ Koo/ ¢ Nl 1
\ { I L/:L‘-rlfs.'&'('ﬂ'. S‘aa/_—- . J-j&/);/l‘—l 2
"3?/—'; s . .at/l_y.y‘/('/ . R Eag’/_'{ ' .»t)!-_:‘.’:v/(‘d' 3
N N N s P a
:} 5 SR ' / ‘ 35 5 |
Za] | . S |Besl] w7
'_!ﬁd/!?c..:.)wﬁfcﬁ?"x;_/cé,f 2519 Ji- /‘f/o(. /4 C/L«C/l
/ AR WA
STy
"i;‘:‘,' ! ‘lz‘::'.;
\‘f‘)' . /
‘w{\, et
. n.;\..ﬁi"/ ,
L a’
,udy‘nl'“‘ 7 \
{ No (,g‘wo District & €3
€opyind Lot N
S geatch Fee, B : O .
o | Gryent Fee Dm0 ~ 0 N
o Ty € CT 205 -
apleted 08 570" s o f ' L
Conv C [l : :
| @or elivered 00 (I e >
"' . : RIAE]

T ’ "\,)_‘p/./ NS L . /'/ s v,



v i o e - 4o e & ]

R AN
- H)ﬁk
- COV!’ZRNMI:.% KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
" «BOARD OF REVENUE

No. Ad:IV/Ing/Inamullah /0 Sultan/Sharifulia/L.M
RS Dawd/r/ 1122017 “'T

dThe Deputy Commissinner, ) c
FEEY Lakki Marwa,

I

LY INQUIRY AGAINST Mit SHARIFULLAN $/0 FEROZ KHAN
.}«,-* (LATE) EX: SHO WO GANDI UMAR CHAKAR TEHSIL SARA}
AINAY ‘M E

AN A

Y
i
-
-yt
e

1
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Nl B i NG, DISTRICT | ARWAY .
B ;';"::- H - . .- ’ i
AP N i v - . '
ng" s i'i.?, R o .
ﬁ}' oyt ’a_._df, + 1 am directed to refer to the subject and 1o eaclose a copy of a complaint

3T
“

namullsh S/0 Sultan Sikandar Kotka Ghulam Qadir Dakhli Haji Abad Tehsil

R Aagtiuet i S INHRSIETIP
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L 1g
R s

st g uts 5 5 Ext SHO R/O Gandi Umar Chakar Tehsil Sarai Naurang, District Lakki Manwvat (copy encloscd).
5 o e TS U RN TI N ot .
'§i f-r!f: %, 7 lamtherefore, dirccted to Fequest you lo inquire into the matter and furnish report
R ,;"’ TP "~
T

K ' L . - . - )
0. this Department within o week time positively for onward submission to the Compctent
TS : ;

Seral Naurany, District Lakki Morwat & Others, against Mz, Sharifullah S/0 Feroz Khan (Latc)
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.%ENQUIRY REPORT IN COMPLAINT OF INAM ULLAH VERSUS

Pl »

.,

1¢‘Deputy Commissioner,
kii Marwat.

L S sy

¢ 3

,SHARIF ULLAH AND RE_VENUE FIELD S‘TAFF. PATWAR HALQA
GUNI?I UMER CHIKAR TEHSIL NAURANG DISTT LAKKI MARWAT.

040
[

i:,f:;?;Rchrcnce your order dated 11.10:2017 i 2bove cited case,

a

v

payIment of remaining amount decided-after Eid Ul Azha.
pAlter.affecting: the: said sale deed, tae complainan: on ue

.-
- ] N
f

‘After going thrbugh the complaint-of Mr Inam Uilah son of Sultan
I Naurang District

arwat, dtatements of the complainant, Sharif Ullah respondent,
fogfy * . . .

fAhmad the then Patwari Halga Gun

ry report is subinitted as undér:-

di Lnr Chikar and available

st

WL .o ns el | L . . S
mplainant;inam Ullah who is neither vendee nor vendor in the land
SRR s T S— -_—
gtin.question stated that:- -

w&.4He has~purchused a piece of land from: Mi Shanif Ullah S/O Feroz’
ZS N Khan m

3 "«' r“.'

an- measuring 26 Kanal situated in'Mouza Gundi Umer Chikar at
ithe. rate .of: Rs!

635000/- per Kanal on 26.08.2007 and paid Rs

:‘?2{?",125000/- on the ‘spot in the presence of Mr. Alamgir. Jalil Khan and

‘-%‘ ; jll"?_n_suamr Ulla.ﬁl’_l":R/O Gundi Umer Chikar, the

relinbie witnesses and

If help basis

i pggixircd‘.&jpo_ut_ the ‘area’of the land regarding Khaia %o. 872 Khasra
{iN0.:500,5071 & 502
in)the ‘revenue record carried . out by Mr Sharif Ullah

collaboration-‘of revenue officials whereas the détual land is 10712

and found that there iz s6me additonyalternation ;
with closed

:
.

Gu

JEHEQundiiUmer. Chikar and-is-the

Sk ALt

i

HER A

; ”‘fg;, iﬁa;‘i{’Qb}th of Additional Session 'Jucigc-[ll Lakks, copy of wiii
: ". % ?‘!.&%V’-’e- :7,‘ oo . . . Lol s .
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@nﬂin the revenue record but some one has tem red the record by
‘lincrease of some figure WEWWWQSM upto 62

JKanal 3 Marla, . - . o T T
He'further stated. that he has checked the record in the office of
i:;'icha.nungq:wherein,_Field' Book, Jamabandi Kiwat Bandobast for
ﬂ’c‘;yeér' 1991;9? ‘shox_virjg thc,ai'.ca' of the saiq Khasra No as 62 Kanal

e ————y s e e

/
3iMarla'ete.. ..
o'nder;t Sharif Ullah 'son of Feroz Khan stated on oath regarding
87 500,501 & 502 measuring 62 Kanal 3 Marla

le:

an'legal attorney of Mr, Surdur Ali $/0 Mir Abbas Khan R/O .

¢ land in questien and this respect |

nder trial in the
ch is placed on

” . . -

N
’

p

-

{ *

. . only.owner of the said land as evident '\ :“" o
;j}{x;gxp;.j*‘;;cygnuc record Jamabadni for the. year “311-12 but the i "

plainant’ Inam Ullah hag illegally occupicd/possession the said . ¢ :
‘“‘}g‘r)’\td?’andi has no concern withh th .

'_mt.:yih_sgvé-‘ﬁl'c'd & complainy U/S 3 (2) Blepal | ssession Act 2005 in
%&h&c&urt«bt Session Judge Takki and is-prcs:cntly un

A
s
r
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: thus he worked in the same Halqga for about cver six montn whﬂn.

“now retired and he has really on the sarne record worked further and on
_ the demand of land owners in the prcscncc of rchablc witnesses entered
thc mutanoxg__tlos. 397] Sechat-c- Waldiyat, . 3972 Sclmt-c-Na_mc, 3973

" accordance with available revenue record of Jamabandi for the year

. © 2011-12 and after Partal by Girdawar attested by Revenue Officer

conccmcd Bajalsa-e-Aam on 11.4.2017, Neither he tempered the record

"nor any changes made therein in the revenue record. He further stated

_ that the complainant Inam Ullah is third party and is neither co-sharer

in the same Khata and- vendee nor vendor in the same Khasra Numbers.

“Sharif Ullah affected at their own wvillage and have never come to the

on their persohal grudges between each other which is evident from.their
‘cases presernitly under trial in the courts. He stated that he is innocent
a;xd has hardly worked as additional charge for few months.

'9 %
= et on rcumaeni ‘ W?‘ Afm Shat PM‘. s
0. 08 2016 thc charge ‘Was assigrec t [m ﬁe‘fm & Mguk F‘W kAR

‘to his.charge, the Jamabandi 2011- 12.of the same Halga was ha.nee\.'
tover for Computer Sca.nmng by the u‘zcn Parwari Halga Mr Ainan Shan .

"'", ‘The sule deed between the complainant Inam Ullah and rcspondcnt"

Sehat-c-Namc, 3974, 3975 inheritance, 3976 sale mutation strictly in -

" Patwar Halqa for verification of the said record before their sale deed and )
"Vnclthcr requested for entrance of mutation of the sale deed under -
'.idtsputc. The complaint of the complaint is baseless, malafide and based:

: After -above discussion, the undersigned came to the conclusion
'that:- S

'I’hcrc exist somc land d.lsputcs between the parncs v
: The then Patwari Halga has worked in the same Halqa with addmonal
chargc for few months. : '

The Patwari concerned has: relied over thc cxxstmg avaxlablc record for .

: " the year 1991-92 and 2011-12 whxch was handed over for: computcr
r'wanmng prior-tb his charge.

..Complainant has affécted a privgatc sale deed with the reSpo;‘ldents’
" without any' prior checking of revenue record with the Revenue Ficld
."Staff and no mutanon has been entered by the Patwari concerned uptil
‘now.

Complamant is found a t.hlrd party

' . ’ . )
. “ \
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A P @ BETTER COPY

OFFICE OF THE ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER-I LAKKI MARWAT

No.11953/ Dated Lakki Marwat, the /12/2017
To:- The Deputy Commissioner,
Lakki Marwat. '

Subject: ENQUIRY REPORT IN COMPLAINT OF INAM ULLAH VERSUS
SHARIY ULLAH AND REVENUE FIELD STAYF PATWAR HALQA
GUNDI UMER CHIKAR TEHSIL NAURANG DISTT LAKKI MJARWAT.

Memo:-
. Reférence your order dated 11.10.2017 in above cited case.

After going through the compliant of Mr. Inam Ullah son of Sultan Sikander
R/O Kotha Ghulam Qadir Dakhli Hajiabad Tehsil Naurang District Lakki Marwat,
statements of the complainant, Sharif Ulllah respondent, Mr. Ishfaq Ahmad the then
Patwari Halga Gundi Umr Chikar and avallable record, enquiry report is submitted as
‘under:-

1. Complainant Inam Ullah who is neither vendee nor vendor in the land in
question stated that:-

a. He has purchased a piece of land from Mr. Sharif Ullah' S/O Feroz Khan
. measuring 26 Kanal situated in Mouza Gundi Umer Chikar at the rate of
Rs.65000/- per Kanal on 26.08.2007 and paid Rs.125000/- on the spot in the
presence of Mr. Alamgir, Jalil Khan and Sami ULlah R/O Gundi Umer Chikar,
the reliable witnesses and payment of remaining amount decided after Eid Ul
Azha,

L .7 b- Alfter affecting the said sale deed, the complainant on self help basis
- enquired.about the area of the land regarding Khata No.872 Khasra No.500,
501 & 502 and found that there is some addition/alternation in the revenue
. ./+ . - record carried out by Mr. Sharif Ullah with closed collaboration of revenue
L " officials whereas the actual land is 10/12 Kanal in the revenue record but
, - .. - some one has tempered theTécord by increase of some figure in Karaman
" .. - "+ thentheland increased upto 62’ Kanal 3 Marla.

‘ ' .c. He further stated that he has checked the record in the office of District
Kanungo wherein Field Book, Jamabandi Kiwat Bandobast for the year 1991-

92 showing the area of the said Khasra No as 62 Kanal 3 Marla etc.

b

S— Respondént Sharif Ullah son of Feroz Khan stated on oath regarding Khata No.872
Khasra Nos.800, 501 & 602 measuring 62 Kanal 3 Marla that:-

a. Heis anlegal attorney of Mr. Sardar Ali 5/0O Mir Abbas Khan R/O Gundi Umer
Chikar and is the only owner of the said land as evident from revenue record
Jamabandi for the year.2011-12 but the complainant Inam Ullah has illegally

) occupied/possession the said land and has no concern with the land in

T question and this respect they have filed a complaint U/S 3 ( 2) Illegal

Possession Act, 2005 in the court of Session Judge Lakki and is presently

under trial in the court of Additional Session Judge-III LAKKI, copy of which is

placed on file.

DAFaizon DATAMattar CamesiSarder Ali Batter ovins dect



. @ BETTER COPY

Mr. Ishfaq Patwari Halga Moza Gundi Umer Chikar stated on oath that on
recruitment of  Mr. Afnan Shah Patwari on 10.08.2016, the charge was
assigned to him being adjacent Patwari and handed over to Mr. Habib Ur
Rehan Patwari Halga Pasani on 25.02.2017, thus he worked in the same Halqa
for about over six month while prior to his charge, the Jamabandi 2011-12 of
the same Halga was handed over for Computer Scanning by the then Patwari
Halga Mr. Afnan Shah now retired and ﬁ'e_HaTs"?eally on the same record
worked further and on the demand of land owners in the presence of reliable
witnesses entered the mutation Nos. 3971 Sehat-e-Waldiyat, 3972 Sehat-e-
Name, 3973 Sehat-e-Name, 3974, 3975 inheritance, 3976 sale mutation strictly
in accordance with available revenue record of Jamabandi for the year 2011-
12 and after Partal by Girdawar attested by Revenue Officer concerned
Bajalsa-e-Aam on 11.4.2017. Neither he tempered the record nor any
changes made therein in the revenue record. He further stated that the
complainant Inam Ullah is third party and is neither co-sharer in the same
Khata and vendee nior vendor in the same Khasra Numbers. The sale deed
between the complainant Inam Ullah and respondent Sharif Ullah affected at
their own village and have never come to the Patwar Halqa for verification of
the said record before their sale deed and neither requested for entrance of
mutation of the sale deed under dispute. The complaint of the complainant is
baseless, malafide and based on their personal grudges between each other
which is evident from their cases presently under trial in the courts. He stated
that he is innocent and has hardly worked as additional charge for few
months.

After above discussion, the undersigned came to the conclusion

that:-

—
.

There exist some land dispute between the parties.

The then Patwari Halga has worked in the same Halga with additional charge
for few months.

The Patwari concerned has relied over the existing available record for the
year 1991-92 and 2011-12 which was handed over for computer scanning

, bprior to his charge.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Complainant has affected a private sale deed with the respondents without any
prior checking of revenue record with the Revenue Field Staff and no mutation
has been entered by the Patwari concerned uptil now.

2. Complainant is found a third party.

3. However, complainant if so desire may be directed to seek his remedy in civil
court of competent jurisdiction.

D:\Foizen DATAYRattec ConieyiSardar Ali atine Cowias. docy

Submitted for further orders as deemed apprépriéié pléase.'
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Al inguity in tonnection with compluitt 0f Mr. inanwliah S$/Q Sultan

‘ Gikandur rfo Kotka Ghuiar Qudir Daknti Haji Abad Tahsil Sarai Naurang District Lakd
Marwat & others was conducted tarough sdditonx! Assistan: Comimissioner and a ¢-.

1
of the said inquiry har ben received from Additiona: Dopury Commissiones

,.
L3
X

’,

- "',

'-‘ Rt !l,'f - ) .

S T XN Marwat.

o ER N hd M

W I PRIyl ' L. _ : .
7 53 l‘ * e o The inquiry. officer nas reported the conciusion of the complaini L. ..o .
s»‘.~'21~',1 ' . . . o
B : '_' : exist some 1218 disputes hetweer the panties. The then Patwari Halge has worksd in L
170 - . : .. ) . ' R .
-“;ﬂ ! sunte Halgn with sddizional charge fur few months. The Putwari concerned hes relicd
TRE > . . . . .
D 2’;‘ " over the existing availabic record for scanning pricr o his charge.
3 : k
k«» 1\; ‘ ] .
i}fi i The inquiry officer hus farther secommended that:
S o .
ﬁ?iif'

o “;;3‘1 1. Complainary hus affected a private sale deed witis ine resondents

;vf';. . withott any prior checking of Teveru: tesord with the Reverue
f;agg?;“ Field Saff and no muntion has been 2nicicd by the Putwesi
{;,,,;: concerncd uptil nov/. .o
275 .*'] . 2. Complainant is found a third party.

piient 1] 3. However, complainant if so desive may be circered 1o seek his
féif A ,: remedy in civil court of comperent jurisdiciion.
e B , .
: i X1 The outcome of inquiry in te sub)(d‘ complaint is submitted for fuithes
phdia L
éﬂ : deem appropriate, piease. - (/“'“"\ )
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/ - | S Z/i - BETTER COPY

' INQUIRY BY ASSISTANT SECRETARY BOARD OF REVENUE

An inquiry in connection with comﬁlaint of Mr. Tnamullah S/o Sultan
Sikandar 1/0 Kotka Ghulam Qadir Dakhli Haji Abad Tehsil Sarai Naurang District Lakki A‘
Marwat & others was cbnducted through Additional Assistant Commissioner and .c.opy ‘
of the said inquiry has been received from Additional Deputy Commissioner, Lakki
Marwat. - - |

" The inquiry officer has réported the conclusion of the complaint that there

exist some land dispute between the partieé. The then Patwari Halga has worked in the

same Halqga with additional charge for few months. The Patwari concerned has relied

—— N —_—

over the existing available record for scanning prior to his charge.

The inquiry officer has furtlrer recommended that:

i
CDC/omplainant has affected a private sale deed with the respondents
without any prior checking of revenue record with the Revenue
Field Staff and no mutation has been entered by the Patwari
concerned uptil now.
@ Complainant is.found a third party.
3. However, complainant if so desire may be directed to seek his
remedy in civil court of competent jurisdiction.-

The outcome of inquiry in the subject complaint is submitted for further

orders deem appropriate, please.

I ’

Sd/-
Supdt: Admn
 Asstt: Secy: (Admn)
..I(f_-a;gixg_e_c_i,_vlﬁmwﬁlé\the same case.
Sd/-

AS (A)

0:\Faizon DATAMal s Canias\Sardor Ali 3aifer Cosinndocx



(SehatNam) and Mutations No, 3974 and 3975|l

'\ “";‘,’ .L_' Ahv\—fﬂ Kg
‘ - OFFICE OF THE
DEPU iTY COMM\SSIONER

LAKKI MARWAT {KHYBER PRKH TUNKHWA) Ph.# 0969~ 538332 Fax # 0269-
Enmail: dt.iakkimarwai'rnhotn1-|il.t-nm I-1cnhook www facebook, com/detakidr
No. /4] IDCILMIHC(Rev)/T 14 Dated o u} I/

» . N

OFFICE ORDER,

Consequent'updn the power un+ef section 172 (2) (iv) of Land Revenue Act,

it is hereby ordered by the.undersigned that pecessary correction be made in revenue v

. : . B L ) .
vide Khata No. 872 Khasra No. 500, 501 &7 5¢2 Mouza G:u'.r,!i"LJmer_Chu’km \ru.vr@ i has

iC-U"Iu via an inguiry conducted by Assrstant té Commissioner (Rev) Bannu that the riscoy

tempered'm terms of area as to wrong!y/ fratdutently enter.tne total area 62 Kanal 02
agamst the correct’ totai area of 12 Kanal 03 tprlas. -

itis further ordered lhat as or mqu“irv report the mu-tafions No. 397.)., 347,

(mheril'nnr_g Yol stand cancelled with imm

effect. ST : -
' District Coiloctor
o o \{ LallL!fMarwat
Even No & Date. . S D !«’;;C COVLECT
"~ Copy forwarded to the: : - LAREHCE Ly

‘Naik Tehsildar Lakld Rarwat for nany

xlry complianc

i s per law,
2. District Kanungo Lakki Marwat for sirmiflar action,

Deput\/ Commr suonu
District Collector
. _ Lakki Marwat.
BYSTRICT T TECT
LAKER l'lw\‘.‘»’.’hi

R - Scanned by -




A S f ) . BETTER COPY

OFFICE OF THE

 DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

LAKKI MARWAT (KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA) Ph # 0969-538332 Fax # 0969-538333

Email: dclakkimarwat@hotmail.com Facebook: www.facebook.com/dclakkimaywat

No.110/DC/LM/HC(Rev)/F.14 Dated 09/01/2018

~ OFFICE ORDER

Consequent upon the power under section 172 ( 2) (iv) of Land Revenue
Act, 1967, it is hereby ordered by the undersigned that necessary correction be made
" in revenue record vide Khata No.872 Khasra No.500, 501 and 502 Mouza Gandi Umer
Chieker where it has been found via an inquiry conducted by Assistant to
Commissioner (Rev) Bannu that the record was tempered in terms of area as”to
' W'rongljr/fraudulently enter the total area 62 Kanal 03 Marlas against the correct total
area of 12 Kanal 03 Marlas.
' It is further ordered that as per inquiry report the mutations No.3971, 3972
3973 (Sehat Nam) and Mutations No.3974 and 3975 (inheritance) also stand cancelled

with immediate effect.

Sd/-
Deputy Commissioner/
. District Collector
- Lakki Marwat.
EvenNo & Date. . ,
Copy forwarded to the: _
1. Naib Tehsildar Lakki Marwat for necessary compliance as per law.
2. District Kanungo Lakki Marwat for similar action. ‘

Sd/-

ﬁE_g‘TE@ | . Deputy Commissioner/

District Collector
Lakki Marwat.

D Foizun DATARattar Camtns\Sandor AR Batter Lomies.dan


mailto:dclaltkimarwat@hotmail.com
http://www.facebook.com/dclakki
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Rules 2011, to the undersigne

/% departmental representative.
S Mdo

o |
g«:mﬁﬁkv ~ AGAINST = TEHSILDAR SHER BAHDUR, ' | o
'GIRDAWAR SARDAR ALIL AND PATWARI ISHFAQ OF Al
DISTRICT ™ LAKKI MARWAT  AND FURTHER 7 <
CANCELLATION OF FAKE INITQALAT. /

The instant enquiry waél'entrusted under Khyber

t Servaﬁts (Efficiency & Discipline)
d with the approval of Senior
r No. Estt; V/PE/DIK/Sher .

“to look into the issues

Pakhtun_khwa Governmen

Member Board of Revenue vide lette
Bahadur/35271-73, dated 22.10.2018

involved in the subject case. (Annexure-A).

The charges leveled against the accused are as under: -
|. That the Patwari fraudulently entered the area of khasra No-..
500, 501, 502 in the revenue record of Mouza Gandi-Umar
© Chikar as 62 kanals and 3 marlas against the correct ared of
'12 kanals. and 3 marlas. The same Was not checked by him

.with revenue record.

: A )

That the patwari changed title of the 1and khata No. 872
" Khasra No. 500, 501, and 502 in the Revenue Record of
" Mouza Gandi Umer Chikar through mutation No. 3971,
3972 and 3973 without justification. Title of the land in

' respect of Mr. Gul Mast and Muhammad Ali was substituted
ely Mir:Mast and

* with Mr. Sar Mast and his successors naim . ‘
L _ ﬁ_ e,

(&)

Mamal. - - -
ompared the area of khasra No. 500, 501 '

3. That the Girdawar ¢
d of Mouza Gandi Umar Chikar as

and 502 in revenue recor

| ‘ :
) S |
| / (t\ 62 kanals 3 marlas against the correct arca of 12 kanals and
; o )’* - 3 marlas. : : : : -
- i
& |

4. That the Tehsildér blindly attested the said mutation NO-.~
3971, 3972 and 3973 without justification and: comparing
with the revenue record. : : o

L e

PROCEEDINGS

" On 26102018, letter was issued to the District

Collector. Lakki Marwat to inform the accused revenue officials to

attend the office of the undersign

ed on 02.11:2018, alongwith-a E
On. the date fixed, the.-accused

Girdawar and Halga parwari attended the office alongwi%h -

rtmental representative. The accused Naib Tehsildar did not

depa
Waziristan. However,

attend the office as he was posted in South

he attended the office on 12.11.2018. The accused offjcial

submitted their written statement and they were questioned aswe




“ o
BN

»The Naib Tehsildar namely Sher Bahdar stated in his

'Written statement that he was posted as Naib Tehsildar Sarai o

Nourang in. November 2014, to September 2017. The Periodical .

record of rights was prepared in the year 2011-12, and the said e ¢
mutations were entered from the said Perlodrcal record of rights for

the year 2011-12. He further stated that he has no fault, as it is the

responsibility of. Glrdawar Circle to tally the mutation with revenue '
record 'and the revenue officer has just to attest the mutation aﬁer N | 3 _
exammatlon in Jalsai Aam . Even during attestation of mutation no

eomplamt was received. (Copv of reply is at annexure -B).

| The Girdawar Circle Mr. Sardar Ali stated that during
his posting Mr. Ashfaq .Abm'ad, the then Patwari Halqa Umer
Chikar presented mutations No. 3971 reg'arding Sehat Waidiyet ,'
from Gul Mast as Mir Mast, Mu;ation No. 3972 regarding Sehat-e-
Nam from Sher Mast as Mir Mz.tst,‘Mutation No. 3973 Sehat-e-
Narh from Sher Mast as Mamal on 06.03.2017, and I have
compared. the area of khata No. 872 bearing khasra Nos. 500. 501

and 502 examining the available record - just from khewat |
Bandubast 1992-93 and Jamabandl Zer-e-Kar for the year 2011-12} -
and correctly verified the area as 62 kanals and 3 marlas only as
per my responsibility provxded in Land Revenue Act, 1967. The

‘Girdawar Circle has further stated that th¢ complainant namely

A P ST

Inamullah son of Sultan Bahdur Khan is & third party having no m\---«

concern with the said property as he is neither a vendee nor vendor

. but has some personal grudges with the land owners due to which
b - ' L ' b
they filed complaints :against their opponent parties including

. M _ revenue field staff, (Copy of reply is at annexure-C).
: " The patwari halga Ashfaq Ahmad stated that he was
posted as patwar halqa Gundi Khan Khel during the year 2016 and S

the additional charge of Mouza Gandi Umer Chlkar was- also‘

entrusted to him as additjonal .charge on' 10. 08 20!6 due to.

retlrement of Mr. Afnan Shah patwan, ‘and worked. there %n y for a
: w period of snx months. No change in area has been made but prfor to :
3 : é\ my postmg the available record revea]ed that in k;}yat Bandobabt

P 0 1992-93, field book, Jamabandi 1995-96, "007 08, 2001- i2




Zer-e kar and computer Scannmg copy of khasra No. 500, 501 and
502 having total area of 62 kanals and 3 marlas. He further stated
that on 11.02. 2017 Mr. Yousaf Khan son of Nawab Khan attended

my ' office accompamed by : witness namcly Alamgir Khan for
correctness of names. I entered his statement in Roznamcha vxde
No. 193, 194 and 195 on 11 02.2017, and after documentary
evidence: prepared Sehat-e-Nam mutation No. 3971, 3972 and 3973
on the same day and put forward before the Girdawar Circle who R _ . '
examined the same and then attested by the reyenue officer in |

Jalsa-e-Aam on 1 1.04.20.17. (Copy of reply is at annexure-D).
FINDINGS. , K ' . | .o e v

{. The mutation No. 3971, 3972, and 3973 were instituted by ~
patari from Zer-e-kar Jamabandi and attested without any
legal justification and any“past reference. The entries made-

, by the patwari is quite astonishing and without any legal
' footmg o

2,"'The kiwat Bandobast 1992-93, Field Bood, Jamabandl
1995-96, 2007-08. and Zer-e‘-I\ar Jamabandi, 2011-12
reveals that the sa:d land is 62 kanals and 3 marlas, while

CR the actual area was 12 kanals and 3 marlas beforﬁw /
o - Operations, but someone is ‘definitely involved in this illegal /

gime. All. the revenue field staff. who was Tnvolved in
~ atfestation of these mutation are responsible for this 1llega\
story. '

(\/ 3. The Girdwar Circle is required to tally the entered mutation .
with the revenue ‘record, ,which he did and completed his
legal responsibility, but it is alse the re.»ponsnblhty of the
Girdawar to see whether all the proceedings is in accordance S
~ with law / rules, but that has not been done by the concemed o ‘
Girdawar: : ' Y.
4, The revenue officer attested the said mutations in Jalsa-e- o

b A_.Mﬂ r Aam. - Title of the land in respect of Mr. Gul Mast and

: _ . Muhammad Ali was substituted with Mr. Sar Mast and his :
) - successors namely Mir Mast and. Mamal, therefore it was

: . " necessary for the! revenue officer to get approval from the - .
~ - ‘ Deputy Commissioner concerned but he failed, which shows .

his negligence and in-éfficiency on the part of revenue
officer. ‘

. The actual area as per previous revenue record before is 12
kanals and 3 marlas, but was wrongly entered as 62 kanals
and 3 marals. The title of the land in respect of  Mr. Gul,«f“‘fi?;;,,
Mast and Muhammad Ali was substitiited with Mr. Sar Mast*
and his successors namely Mir Mast and Mamak without
'approval of the District collector.

Py e
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6. Officg,order dated 09.01 .201‘8 of the Deputy Commissioner
Lakki Marwat reveals  that necessary correction has. been
o ‘ ‘ordered, by the Deputy Commissioner in khata No. 872
- - - khasra Nos. 500, 501 and 302. Mutation No..3971, 3972 and’
B : 3973 have also heen cancelled and as such it is sufficient to
"prove that the p_roceedin s were th'in accordance with law
and rules.. o B : ’

7. Another name AZiZ Muhammad /O Tila Muhammad Khan
*was also there in revenue recqrd and his iame was removed
_without bringing .the matter into the notice of - higher '
“authority. As there is no other criteria to bring'a name to’
record without mutation or & registered deed, sO it needs
another inquiry on the part of the District Administratiop as
to why, if necessary {0 their stance, a stranger, Was inserted
in record. : ' :

v e Y T

8. Anti-corruption establishment has also taken notice of the
same as the complainant party provided the report of FSL,
wherein it has been reported ' that cutting / overwriting i
there and the ared has been changed.(Annexure-E).
 Although the inquiry 1 still with the same agency but it also
' shows prima facie that who are interested in this game.

9. : According to the third party the real owners of the land are
- " missing and are not traced, so this was also.a reason for all
- the accused officials and beneficiaries and it is also to be
| * inquired if it is so then if no one is- there, then the District
3 " Collector being custodian of record and public property
' . should decide the fate of the said property. o

RECOMMENDATIONS:
| In view of the above, it is éuggested that paﬁwaﬁ and

FieIWd pivotal role in the-said gMe

liable to major punishment while Naib Tehsildar. should 'be- given

...._-____.._-_.._-___.-_-—.-

minor punishment for his careless conduct. As discussed above
Deputy Commissioner should hold an inguiry as m_e_ntio'ned above
in the findings regarding {nsertion and reinoval of name from the .

~ record and property, owned by untraceable persons.

(Fakhruz Zaman) - . B
Member-i1 / Inquiry Officer- .-

' ewe o
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TAms

.”ﬁ < GOVERNMENT OF KITYBER PAXHTUNKHWA
!

_n . BOARD OF REVENUE
' “ REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT
Peshawar dated the 03/0572019
QRDER, : .
No. ]Estt:V/PF)Sﬁer B‘ahadur/DIiKhan/ ' o Wlll_‘,l{l,/\g Mr. Sardar Ali Kanungo

Circle ‘Serai Naurang District Lakki Marwat was procecded against under the Khyber
. Pakhtunkhwa Government .Scrvant (Eftrcxcncy& Dascn.plmc) Rules, 2011 for the charges

mentioned in the charge sheet. .
' ot

. JAND. WI,IDREAS Mr, F akbr-uz-Zaman Mempber - 11 Boayd, of Revenue. wﬁs appointed as

[nquu'y Officer to pnobe into 1hc charges Icvcled ag*unsl the xard official and submn {inding /

ICconum.ndauon

e

AND; WIII‘RI]AS, the. Inqun'y Ofﬁcer aﬁcr hdvmg examine the charges evidence produced
bciou, him and statemcnt of '1ccuscd of ﬁcml eubmllted l‘IlH report whereby the charg g,es. agamst
the accuscd oiﬁcnal sland provcd : ‘ o
AAND J\’IIERDAS 1 Dr Fakhre: Alam Scmor Member Board of” 1evenuc after hawng
‘anmmcd lhe chargcs evndcncc produced slatement of accused official, ﬁndmg of Inqu,u
Olhccr and after. pcrsonal hcaimg of the . wccused coneur with the recommendation of -the
Inquizy Officer. . _ o

NOW Hl] IRIE F()Rl',,. I as Compctcm Aulhonty in cxcreise ‘of powans contcncd by’

~ Rule-14 of Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa (JOVCI nment Scwam (Efliciency and Discipline) Rulcs 2011 '

'imposc magm pcmhy oi rcduchon to lowcr post pay scaic for a period of 03 three years undur
e r——
v Rulc 4 (l)(b)(l) of’ lhc ruics 1b1d upon Ml Sdrdar Ali K'mung,o (,uclc Selal Naumng, Dtstuct

Lakk. Aar wal w1lh unmcd 1a{c cffect
: Yo

sd/-

' o S - Lo Scaior Member. -

qumwwmmnww@mmwmssAO

Copy forwardcd (o the: -

. Commissiencr: Bannu - Division - Bannu - with . reference to his  letter -
 No. 2284-85/PO/Ger-I)'f: /1 8. dated 04 0s. 2018.
2. Deputy Cdmmlsswncr Lakki Marwat
3. District AcconintsOfficer Lakki- Marwat,
4. PSto: Scmor~Mcmbcn Bo'\rd of Rcvcnuc
- 5. Official conccrned :
76 I’usondl Tiies
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'. BEFORE THE CHIEF SECRETARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL/REPRESENTATION No. /2019

SUBJECT: REDUCTION TO LOWER POST PAY SCALE FOR A PER:OD

PRAYER:

OF THREE_YEARS' VIDE ORDER NO ESTT V/PF/SHER
BAHDAR/D.I.KHAN/18335- 40 DATED 03. O:s 2019 OF SMBR

ON ACCEPTANCE or ___INSTANT
APPEAL/REPRESENTATION, AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER

DATED 03.05.2019 MAY KINDLY BE_ SKET - ASIDE OR

ANNULLED AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE RE-

" INSTATED _IN__HIS OWN__PREVIOUS POSITION

INCUMBENCY OF GIRDAWAR CIRCLE IN BISTRICT
LAKKI MARWAT WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

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

(1) Tha, the appellant was posted as Girdawar Circle Baist Khel during the year
2017. . " h

»;\

(2)That, the Patwari Halga of Moza Gandi Umar Cheekar namely Isifaqg

produced to the appellant mutation No. 3971 regarding Sehet Waldiyat from

Gul Mast as to Mir Mast, Mutation No. 3972 regarding Sehet-e- Nam from
\\f\ Shermast as to Mir Mast and Mutation No. 3973 Sehet-e- Nam irom
5‘1 Muhammad Ali as to Mamal on dated 06.03.2017. The appellant’ comp ared

and scanned the record and area of Khata No. 872 within the me'mmb of

column No. 3 authority. The appellant gone through all the relevant record

of Revenue including Kheot for the year 1992-93 till Jamabandi Zer Kaar

(for the year 2011-12). The appellant correctly rarified the area as 62 Kanal

03 Marlas in the column No. 03 of the mutations mentioned above, and that




G)

was the sole resnon_sibility of the appellant as rested upon the appellant by

the lew.

(3)That the change in title of the said khatas / record / dlscrepancy has caused -
the appellant a major penalty of reduction of lower post / scale for three year
which cannot be justified in any way. The appellant has been pumshed for

wrong doing of the Patwari Halga.

(4)That; as well as change of title by the Patwari Halqa is concerned, the

record remained under the custody of Patwari Halqa and these mutations
were entered by the Patwari Halga on the request of the applicants duly

authentlcated by reliable witnesses and on objection regardmg change of

.., title for my sansfactlon the Patwari Halqa produced Shajr-e—Nasb of these

appllcants / land owner of another Mouza Manjiwala, presented to the
' concer-nec_l Revenue Ofﬁcer in Jalsa-e-Aam and were attested by the then
| _Revenue Officer namely Sher Bahadar Naib Tehsildar and this responsibility
rest with Revenue Officer concerned in Khana No. 09 6f the Mfltanons as

' lprov1ded in Land Revenue Act.

(5) That, the complainant namely Inam Ullah son of Sultan, Bahadar Khan etc

Ay

N

.\\\. ‘,.\

N
B

sons’ of Ghulam Qadir are third parry havmg no concern ‘with the’ bald
property as they are neather vendee nor vendor but have some. personal :
grudges with the land owners due to which they filed such nature of
complaints against the1r opponent parues mcludmg revenue field staff for,

sum hand—sum

(6)That these complamts have already enquired by the AAC-I and  AAC
(Revenue) Lakki and Assistant Secretary (Stamp) Board of Revenue
reSpectwely and filed.

"~ (7)That, the inquiry was not fair and biased, wherein the appellant has beén

condemned unheard. No formalities and requirements of the 1nqu1r} liave

been observed by the inquiry officer. The appellant has not been given




- T o
B .
=

| @. -

opportunity to cross examine the witness. The appeliant has not been heard

* In person,

(8)Tiv‘na|:,E personal hearing, being mandatory, was not afforeded to the appellant

what to speak of providing him opportunity of self defense.

(9) That, appellant being employee, was not amenable to any penal action, so the

e impugned orders are biased on ulterior motive.

It is, humbly prayed that the impugned order No.Estt:V/PF/Sher
Bahdarﬂ).].l(lmn/l 8335-40 dated 03.05.2019 of SMBR may kindly rescinded
‘and appellant may kindly be reinstated on his own previous position, without
any further agony. The complainant may kindly be fined in order to

compensate the appellant.

Dated: 14.05.2019. R J@/L:fﬁ -
Appellant )
Sardar Ali -
Girdawar Cirle Halga mouza Baist Khel
Now ADK Lakki Marwat
,\;\
NG
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BEFORE THE SECRETARY BOARD OF REVENUE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL/REPRESENTATION No. /2019

SUBJECT: REDUCTION TO LOWER POST PAY SCALE FOR A PERIOD

OF THREE YEARS VIDE ORDER NO. ESTT:V/PF/SHER
BAHDAR/D.LKHAN/18335-40 DATED 03.05.2019 OF SMBR

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF. INSTANT
APPEAL/REPRESENTATION, AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER
BDATED 03.05.2019 MAY XKINDLY BE SET ASIDE OR

ANNULLED AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE .RE;_ '

| INSTATED IN __HIS OWN__ PREVIQUS POSITION
' ' INCUMBENCY _OF GIRDAWAR CIRCLE IN DISTRICT
LAKKI MARWAT WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS. ‘ |

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

(1) That, the appellant was posted as Girdawar Circle Baist Khel during the year
2017. o -

e (2)That, ‘the Patwari Halqa of Moza Gandi Umar Cheekar namely Ishfaq
' p_roduce.d to the appeliant mutation No. 3971 regarding Sehet Waldiyat from
Gul Mast as to Mir Mast, Mutation No. 3972 regarding Sehet-e- Nam frofn
Shermast as to Mir Mast and Mutation No. 3973 Sehet-e- Nam from

X
\.

Yy Muhammad Ali as to Mamal on dated 06.03.2017. The appellant compared

| \%}and scanned the record and area of Khata No. 872 withiin the meaﬁing of

column No. 3 authority. The appellant gone through all t}z,w relevant record

of Revenue including Kheot for the year 1992-93 #I1 T afpabandi Zer Kaar

(for the year 2011-12). The appellant correctly rarified the area as 62 Kanal

03 Marlas in the column No. 03 of the mutatidns mentioned above, and that

-

e
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was the sole responsibility of the appellant as rested upon the appellant by
the law. ' o

(3) That, the change in title of the said khatas / record / discrepancy has caused
the appellant a major penalty of reduction of lower post'/ scale for three year

which cannot be justified in any way. The appellant has been punished for

wrong doing of the Patwari Halqa.

(4)That, as well as change of title by the Patwari Halqa is concemed the . ~

record 1en1'uned under the custody of Patwari Halqa and; these mutations

were. entered by the Patwari Halga on the request of the applicants duly
authenticated by reliable witnesses and on objection, 1ega1d1ng change of
title for my satisfaction, the Patwari IIalqa produced Shaﬂ -e-Nasb of these
apphcants / land owner of another Mouza. Manjiwala, presented to the
concerned Revenue Officer in J alsa-e—Aam and wer: attested by the then
Revenue Officer namely Sher Bahadar Naib Tehsﬂda;‘ and this respons1b1hty
rest with Revenue Officer concerned in Khana No. 09 of the Mutations as

provided in.I.f,and Revenue Act.

(5)That, the complainant namely Inam Ullah son of Sultan, Bahadar Khan ete
N

X sons of Ghulam Qadir are third party having no concern w1th the said

\ "\ property as they are. neither vendee nor vendor but have some' personal

RN grudges with the land owners® due to which they filed -such nature of

complaints against their oppoﬁent parties 1nclud1ng revenue field staff for
sum hand-sum. S

‘('6) That, these complaints have already enquired by the AAC—I and AAC
(Revenue) Lakki and Assistant Secwtary (Stamp) Board of Revenue

1especuvely and filed. | . o \\

T

(7) That, the inquiry was not fair and biased, wherein' the dppellanf has begn— .

- condemned unheard. No formalities and requx:rements of the 1nqu1ry have

been observed by the mquu'y officer. The appellant hEIIS not been given




e STee

o £ opportunity to cross examine the witness. The appellant has not been heard

in person.

(8) That, personal Ehearing, being maridatory, was not afforeded to the appellant

what to speak of prdvid.ing him opportunity of self defense.

) That, appellant being employee, was not amenable torany penal action, so the

impugned orders are biased on ulterior motive.

It is, lmmbly pmved that the impugned order No Estt V/PF/Sher
Bandar/D.I.Khan/18335-40 dated 03.05.2019 of SMBR may kmdly rescmded

and appellant may kindly be reinstated on his own previous posztzon, wzthout
any further agony. The complainant may kmdly be f ned in order to' |

e compensate the appellant. //

Dated: 14.05.2019. . Va @/’Z '
| o - Am@:nt/f’ 1
e o : Sardar Ali -
o ' e Girdawar Cirle Halqa mouza Baist Khel
" Now ADK Lakki Marwat.

TS
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SUBIECT: REDUCTION TO LOW

Y AKX

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- BOARD OF REVENUE -
'REVENUE & ESTATE DEP ARTMENT
No. Estt:V/Sher Bahadur/DIK/ 2874 ¢
Peshawar dated the 3@ 107/2019.

Mr. Sardar Ali, ,
Lix - Girdawar Circle Halga Mouza Baist Khel
now Additional Distiict Kanungo Lakki Marwat.

Deputy Commissioner,
1,akki Marwat, ‘
ER POST PAY SCAL
TIIREL YEARS VIDE ORDER  NO. - E.S'I'T:V/PF/SHER

BAITADUR/MDIKIIANI 8335-40 DATED. 03.05,2019 OF SMBR

Your Departmental appeal dated 14.05.2019 has. been exai

l%y /\p.pcl late Authority.

£ FOR A PERIOD OF .

mined and filed -
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Dated 90 -0 /ZO(ﬁ .

VAKALAT NAMA | re

No._ [048  j0ja .

IN THE COURT OF __ K+ p NV ﬂ‘;b@m@ § chove

Smdm AR ____ (Appellant)
: . , (Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS '

@ewmk M%‘J : (Respohdent)
| | (Defendant)
I/, gfuo\ay @Aﬁ

Do hereby appoint. and constitute SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI, 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°engagée/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on
my/our costs. T

I/We authorize the éaid 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.

(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
Advocate High Court Peshawar.

Cell: (0306-5109438)



BEFORL THE KITYBER PAKTTTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

‘Service Appeal No. 1098/2019 _
Sardar AL S PP

Versus

l'he Chiel Sceretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others.....................

INDILEX
S No. © Description of documents
i (fpmmcms T
2. | Alfidavit
5. Copy 0i1nquh§ rcpbri‘h

4. Copy of charge shecet

A

Copy ol show cause notice

0. Copy of reply

| (Annexure - A)

(Anncxure - )

| (Annexure - D)

........... Appetlant

AN

ooeen.ReSpondent

Annexure

~ (Annexure - B)

Assistant Secretary (Lit- IT)
Board of Revenue KPK
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BEFORE THE KITYBER PAKITTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
oy
| v ~
Serviee Appeal No: 1098/2019. 4
SAEAE N e e e Appel lant
_ VERSUS
The Chief Scercetary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others........... e, Respondents

PARAWISE COMMEN'l-'S ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 1,2 & 3 ARE AS UNDER

RESPECTYFULLY SHEWETH.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1. That the appeliant has got no cause of action or Jocus standi.

.

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

3. That appellant is estopped by his own conduct to institute the instant appeal.

o~

I. That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS
I Pertains to record.
\/f 2. Ineoreet. The Girdawar Circle is required to tally the entered mutation with the revenue record which he did

and cr‘n‘npiclcd his Jepal responsibility. but it is also the responsibility of the Girdawar to sce whether all the

sroceedings s inaccordance with law/ rules, but that has not been done by the concerned appellant.

Correct 1o the extent that on the basis of last cnquiry, major penalty of reduction to lower post pay scale for a
period of 03 three years was lmposcd upon the appellant being the 1csp0nslblc official (Copy of enquiry

report is at Annexure ~ A,

/ 4. Incorrect. All the relevant papers i.c jamabandi mutation and decrees of the courts have been examined by

the Iriguiry OfTicer, but the appellant has not proved his innocence therefore the Inquiry Officer in his report,
recommcnded major penalty o be imposed upon the appellant.

5. ncorrect. The ligh Cowrt has lacks jurisdiction to entertain writ petition in presence of Article 2012 of the
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

GROUNDS.

A Incorrect. The Revenue Oflicer concerned was also held responsible by the Inquiry Officer and accordingly
he was also awarded minor penalty ol withholding of one (01) increment for a period of two (02) years
rechac:ion of I\)\\u post pay scale for a period of (03) three years A .

B Incorrect. i nqunc have been conducted agamsl the appeliant under (he provision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Govermment Servant (1:fliciency & I_)tsmplme) Rules 2011

-

SOACTNMENT L a0

=3
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Conrect Lo the extent of complainant as a third party but lie pointed out the wrong doing of Patwari as well as

p Y U ; : 5

the appellant on the basis of which enquiry was conduicted against all the responsible oflicers / officials and

were awarded penalties under (igsKhiyber, Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline)

. . ~
Rules 2011 according to their responsibilitics.
“Incorrect. Pertains to record.
Incorrect. Proper charge sheet was served upon the appellant (Annexure - B3). On receipt of report of Inquiry

Oflicer, show cause notice was served upon him (Annexure - C) and was heard by the Competent
Authority on 04.04.2019, but his reply before the Competent Authority was not found satisfactory and was
awarded major penalty of reduction to lower post pay scale for a period of three (03) years. |
Incorrect. ‘The appellant’ was — given proper opportunity of hearing by the Inquiry Officer as well as
Caimptent Authority (Copy of reply submitted before the appellant is'at (Annexure - D).

Incorrect. ‘-l’cna]l_v was imposed by the Competent Authority on the basis of recommendation of the Inquiry
Ollicer which is just fair and according to Jaw / ules.

Respondent will also seck permission to submit additional grounds at the time of argumennts.

Keeping in view the above, the appeal of the appellant is devoid of force may be dismissed with

COsLS.

Respondent No. 1,2&3

SACOMMENTS, 308




ENQUIRY AGAINST TEHSILDAR SHER BAHDUR,
GIRDAWAR SARDAR ALI AND PATWARI ISHFAQ OF
DISTRICT LAKKI MARWAT  AND FURTHER
CANCELLATION OF FAKE INITQALAT

’L.’

1.

o

The instant cnqulry was entrusted under Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & D1.§01p line)
Rules 2011, to the undersigned with the approval of Senior
Member Board of Revenue vide letter No. Estt:V/PF/fDIK/Sher
Bahadur/35271-73, dated 22.10.2018 to look into the issues

involved in the subject case. (Annexure-A).

The chargcs leveled against the accused are as under: -

That the Patwari fraudulently entered the area of khasra No.
500. 501, 502 in the revenue record of Mouza Gandi Umar
(,hllxar as 62 kanals and 3 marlas against the correct arca of
12 kanals and 3 marlas. The same was not checked by him
with revenue record.

That the patwari changed title of the land khata No. 872
Khasra No. 500, 501, and 502 in the Revenue Record of
Moiiza Gandi Umer Chilkar through mutation No. 3971,
3972 and 3973 without justification. Title of the. land in
respect of Mr. Gul Mast and Muhammad Ali was substituted
with Mr. Sar Mast and his successors namely Mir Mast and
Mamal. '

_ That the Girdawar compared the area of khasra No. 500, 501

and 502 in revenue record of Mouza Gandi Umar Chikar as
62 kanals 3 marlas against the correct area of 12 kanals and
3 marlas.

That the Tehsildar blindly attested the said mutation No.
3971, 3972 and 3973 without justification and comparing
with the revenue record. :

PROCEEDINGS

-

On 26.10.2018, letter was issued to the District

Collector, Lakki Marwat to inform the accused revenuce officials to
attend the office of the undersigned on 02.11.2018, alongwith a
departmental representative. On the date fixed, the accused
Girdawar and Halqa parwari attended the office alongwith
departmental representative. The accused Naib Tehsildar. did not
attend the office -as he was posted in South Waziristan. However,
he attended the office on 12.11.2018. The accused officials

submitted their written statement and they were questioned as well,



3. The Naib Tehsildar namely Sher Bahdar stated in his

written statement that he was posted as Naib Tehsildar Sarai -
Nourang 1in November 2014, to September 2017. The Periodical
record of rights was prepared in the year 2011-12, and the said
mutations were entered from the said Periodical record of rights for

the year 2011-12. He further stated that he has no fault, as it is the
responsibility of Girdawar Circle to tally the mutation with revenue ,\/

\/record and the revenue officer has just to attest the mutation after
M"’

examination in Jalsai Aam . Even during attestation of mutation no

com;glaint was received. (Copy of reply is at annexure-B).

) ot

‘L\_ ‘ The Girdawar Circle Mr. Sardar Ali stated that during
/. his posting Mr. Ashfaq Ahmad, the then Patwari Halga Umer

- Chikar presented mutations No. 3971 regarding Sehat Waldiyat
from Gul Mast as Mir Mast, Mutation No. 3972 regarding Sehat-e-
Nam from Sher Mast as Mir Mast, Mutation No. 3973 Sehat-e- -
Nam from Sher Mast as Mamal on 06.03.2017, and [ have
compared the area of khata No. 872 bearing Kkhasra Nos. 500, 501
and 502 examining the available record just from khewat
Bandubast 1992-93.and J amabandi Zer-e-Kar for the year 2011-12
and correctly verified the area as 62 kanals and 3 marlas only as
per my responsibility provided in Land Revenue Act, 1967. The
Girdawar Circle has further stated that the complainarit naiely -
Inamullah son of Sultan Bahdur Khan is a third party having no m\_—-—
concern with the said property as- he is neither a vendee nor vendor
but has some personal grudges with the land owners due to which
they filed complaints against their opponent parties including

revenue field staff. (Copy of reply is at annexure-C).

. ‘ The patwari halqa Ashfag Ahmad stated that he was
posted as patwar halqa Gundi Khan Khel during the yecn 2016, and
the additional charge of Mouza Gandi Umer Chikar was also
entrusted to him as additional. charge on 10.08.2016, due to
retirement of Mr. Afnan Shah paiwari and worked there only for a
, period of six months. No change in area has been made but prior to

my posting the available record revealed that in kiwat Bandobast

..... Annm NOD ’D(\f\': 1



Zer-e-kar and computer Scanning copy of khasra No. 500, 501 and

502 having total area of 62 kanals and 3 marlas. He further stated

that on 11.02.2017 Mr. Yousaf Khan son of Nawab Khan attended

my office accompanied by witness namely Alamgir Khan for

correctness of names. 1 entered his statement in Roznamcha vide

No. 193, 194 and 195 on 11.02.2017, and after documentary
evidence prepared Sehat-e-Nam mutation No. 3971, 3972 and 3973

on the same day and put forward before the Girdawar Circle who

examined the same and then attested by the revenue officer in

Jalsa-e-Aam on 11.04.2017. (Copy of reply is at annexure-D).

FINDINGS.

1.

]

The mutation No. 3971, 3972, and 3973 were instituted by

patari from Zer-e-kar Jamabandi and attested without any
legal justification and any past reference. The entries made
by the patwari is quite astonishing and without any legal
footing.

The kiwat Bandobast 1992-93, Field Bood, Jamabandi,

'1995-96, 2007-08. and Zer-e-Kar Jamabandi, 2011-12

reveals that the said land is 62 kanals and 3 marlas, while
the actual area was 12 kanals and 3 marlas before Settlement
Operations,_but someone is definitely.involved inthis_ illegal
game. All the revenue field staff. who was involved in
attestation of these mutation are responsible for this illegal
story. ,

. The Girdwar Circle is required to tally the entered mutation

with the revenue record, which he did and completed his
legal responsibility, but it is also the responsibility of the
Girdawar to see whether all the proceedings isin accordance
with law / rules, but that has not been done by the concerned
Girdawar. ‘

The revenue officer attested the said mutations in Jalsa-e-
Aam. Title of the land in respect of Mr. Gul Mast and
Muhammad Ali was substituted with Mr. Sar Mast and his
successors namely Mir Mast and. Mamal, therefore it was
necessary for the revenue sofficer to get approval from the
Deputy Commissioner concerned.but he failed, which shows
his negligence and in-efficiency on the part of revenue
officer. '

The actual area as per previous revenue record before is 12
kanals and 3 marlas, but was wrongly entered as 62 kanals
and 3 marals. The title of the land in respect of  Mr. Gui
Mast and Muhammad Al was substituted with Mr. Sar Mast
and his successors namely Mir Mast and Mamal without
approval of the District collector.

o



6. Office order dated 09.01.2018 of the Deputy Commissioner
Lakki Marwat reveals that necessary correction has been
ordered by the Deputy Commissioner in khata No. 872
khasra Nos. 500, 501 and 502. Mutation No. 3971, 3972 and
3973 have also been cancelled and as such it is sufficient to
prove that the proceedings were not in accordance with law
and rules. '

7. Another name Aziz Muhammad S/O Tila Muhammad Khan
was also there in revenue record and his name was removed
" without bringing the matter into the notice of higher.
authority. As there is no other criteria to bring a name to
record without mutation or a registered deed, so it needs
another inquiry on the part of the District Administration as

to why, if necessary to their stance, a stranger, was inserted
in record. :

8. Anti-corruption establishment has also taken notice of the
same as the complainant party provided the report of FSL,
wherein it has been reported that cutting / overwriting is
there and the area has been changed.(Annexure-E).
Although the inquiry is still with the same agency but it also
shows prima facie that who are interested in this game.

9. According to the third party the real owners of the land are
missing and are not traced, so this was also a reason for all
the accused officials and beneficiaries and it is also to be
inquired if it is so then if no one is there, then the District
Collector being custodian of record and public property:
should decide the fate of the said property. ‘

RECOMMENDATIONS:

a. ' In view of the above, it is suggested that patwari and
Field Kanungo have played pivotal role in the said game and are
liable to major punishment while Naib Tehsildaf should be given
minor punishment for his careless conduct. As discussed above
Deputy Commissioner should hold an inquiry as mentioned above
in the findings regarding insertion and removal of name from the

record and property, owned by untraceable persons.

(Fakhruz Zaman)
Member-11 / Inquiry Officer



CHARGE SHEET

I Dr. Fakhre Alam, Senior Member, Board of Revenue Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa as Competent Authority, hereby charge you Mr. Sardar Ali Girdawar as -

follow:

That you while posted as Kanungo Circle Serai Naurang District Lakki

Marwat committed the following irregularities.

a) That you compared the area of Khasra No. 500,501,502 in
the Revenue Record of Mouza Gandi Umar Chikar as 62
Kanal 3 Marlas against the correct area of 12 Kanal 3 Marlas.

b) That the Patwari changed title in the land Khata No. 872
‘Khasra No. 500,501,502 in the Revenue Record of Mouza
Gandi Umer Chikar through mutation No. 3971,3972 and
3973 without justification. Title of the land in respect of
Mr. Gul Mast S/O Sher Ahmad and his successors namely
Sher Mast and Mohammad Ali was substituted with
Mr. Sar Mast and his successors namely Mir Mast and
Mamal, but the same was not pointed out by you.

o). Your this act tantamount to misconduct and make you liable’
to be proceeded against under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011.

2. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct and in
subordination under rules - 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of
thé penalties speciﬁed in Rules 4 of the rules ibid. |
3, You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within seven days
of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer.

4, Your written defense, if any should reach the Inquiry Officer within the

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and

e

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

S. Intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

.

6. Statement of allegations is enclosed.

Senior Member



. TA TEMENT oF ALLEGA TION
a)

That he c{)mpared the areg of Khagrg No. 500
€venye Record of M

,501,502 n the
Ouza Gapgj Umar Cp; a
arlas against the Correct arey



]

GOVERNMENT OF KXTYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
: BOARD OF REVENUE '
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, D Fakhre Alam  Senior Member, Board of Revenuc
Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa, Competent /-\uthori'ty, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
(Lifficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011, do herc‘by serve show cause notice on you

Mr. Sardar Ali Kanungo Circle Serai Naurang Lakki Marwat as follow:-

[ am satisfied that you have committed the following acts of omissions /

commission:-

. a)  That you compared the arca of Khasra No. 500,501,502 in the
Revenue Record of Mouza Gandi Umar Chikar as 62 Kanal 3
Marlas against the correct area of 12 Kanal 3 Marlas.

- b)  ‘That the Patwari changed title in the land Khata No. 872
Khasra No. 500,501,502 in the Revenue Record of Mouza
Gandi Umar Chikar through mutation No. 3971,3972 and
3973 without justification. Title of the land In respect of Mr.
Gul Mast S/o Sher Ahmad and his successors namely Sher
Mast and Mohammad Ali was substituted with Mr. Sar Mast
and his successors namely Mir Mast and Mamal, but the same
was not pointed out by you. ‘

). Your these acls tanlamount 1o misconduct and make you
liable to be procceded against under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Government Scrvants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011.

2. As a result thercof, 1 as Competent _Authority have tentatively decided Lo

imposc upon you the penalty under Rule — 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

Servants (Ilficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

3 You are therefore required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty

should not be imposed upon you. Furthermore, you are directed to appear on

ol ol et 4. At 1400 PM before the undersigned for personal hearing.

4, If no reply to this Notice is received within seven (07) days of its delivery,
it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte action

shall be taken against you.

Senior'Member

No.fistt: V/PE/Sher Bahadur/DIK_ ley 66“?4:_65
Peshawar, dated 8%/03/2019
M. Sardar Ali Kanungo Circle Serai Naurang



 Subject: REPLY TO THE CHARGE SHEET.

To:- N ‘Mr Fakhar Uz Zaman,
: Member Board of Revenue-II/
Enquiry Officer

Respeeted SII‘
Reference to the Charge Sheet and Stetement of Allegdtlon
1ece1ve<} through Bill Clerk on 29.10. 2018

Parawise statement to the charge sheet is submitted as under:-

1. That while posted as Girdawar Circle during the year 2017, Mr Ashfaq
Ahmad, the then Patwari Halga Gandi-Umer Chikar presented
Mutations No. 3971 regarding Sehat Waldiyat from Gul Mast as Mir
Mast, Mutation No. 3972 regarding Sehat-e- Nam from Sher Mast as
Mir Mast, Mutation No. 3973 Sehat-e-Nam from Muhammad Ali as
Marnal on 06.03.2017 and I have compared the area of Khata'No. 872
bearing Khasra Nos. 500,501 & 502 examining the available revenue
‘record Just from Kiwat Bandubast 1992-93 and Jamabandi Zer- e-Kar
for the year 9911-12 and correctly verified the area as 62 Kanal 3
Marla in Khana No. 3 of the mutations concerned only as per niy
responsibility provided in Land Revenue Act. ' ‘

2. As well as change of title by the Patwarl Halga is concerned, the
record remained under the custody of Patwari Halga and these
rnu‘pations were entered by the.Patwari Halga on-the request of the
applicants duly authenticated by reliable witnesses:and on’objection
regarding change of title for-my: satisfaction; the Patwari:Halga
produced Shajr-e-Nasb “of ‘theses apphcan\ts/land owner: of “andther

Mouza Manjiwala, presented to the concernied. Reventie: Officer in

Jalsa-e-Aam and were attested by the then Revenue Officernamely
Shel Bahadar Naib Tehsildar and - this responelblhty rest” with
Revenue Offlcer concerned iy Khana No G -of  the Mutations as

provided in Land Revenue Act C |

Note:- It is further that:- IRY = ~ R
1. the complaints namely Inam Ullah son of: Sultan, Bahadar) Khan etc sons

of Ghulam Qadir are third pdrty:-having ‘no ‘e¢dncerniywith: the. said
property as they are neither ‘vendee nér vendor 'but have|some-personal

A gzudges with the land owners dw* to: which ‘they filed such nature of

eomplamts against their opponent pcu ties’ mcludmg revenuie ﬁeld staff for
some hand sum. - Co ‘ T P ;

2. These complamts have - already enqulred by Lhe AAG- cmd AAC

(Reverlue) Lakki and - Assistant becretcu‘y (Stamp) Board of Revenue
respectively and filed. o N T
It is prayed that I am mnocent and rnay please be exonerated from

the chargers leveled agamst me. o Lo

 However, I desire to be heard in person.

Dated 30/ 10/2018 0 oviooaiivs T Sa»daI'LAlj'
S e EkGlrdaWarClrclc

:'l cust’khel now ADI( La kki Marwat’

”

__,—at“"‘ﬂﬁ" .
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P Mr Fakhar Uz Zamari,
| Member Board of Revenu
Enquiry Officer

Subject:  REPLY TO THE CHARGE SH

Respected Sir,
Reference to the Charge *‘q
receive<jl through Bill Clerk on 29.10.20:1:

:jStéitement of Allegation

Parawise statement to the cllarge"'gﬁ'e: I ‘submitted as under:-

g the year 2017, Mr Ashfaq
mer Chikar presented
liyat from Gul Mast as Mir

1. That while posted as Girdawar Circle.d
Ahmad, the then Patwari. Halga G
Mutations No. 3971 regarding Sehat W
Mast, Mutation No. 3972 regarding - iie -Nam from Sher Mast as
Mir Mast, Mutation No. 3973 Sehét—é Nam from Muhammad Al as
Mamal on 06.03.2017 and I have compared the area of Khata'No. 872
bearlng Khasra Nos. 500,501 & 502 exXamining the available revenue
record just from Kiwat Bandubast 1992-93 and Jamabandi Zer-e-Kar
for the year 3911-12 and correctly- vé-‘rifi“'e?d' the- area as-62 Kanal 3
Marla in Khana No. 3 of the mutations concerned only as per miy
responsibility providéd in Land Revenue Act.

2. As well as change of title by the Patwari- Halga is concerned, the
record remained under the custody.of Patwari Halga and these
mugatlons were entered by the Patwari Halga on the request of the
applicants duly authenticated by reliable witnesses:and on: ‘objection
regarding change of title for" my* satisfaction; the: Patwari 1:+Halga
produced Shajr-é-Nasb -of these«applicants/land owner: of “another
Mouza Manjiwala, presented to the- coricerned. Revenue: Officér in
Jalsa-e-Aam and were attested by the then Revenue Officer narmely
Sher Bahadar Naib Tehsildar -and - this - rcSpormblhty Test” with
Revenue Officer concerned irx Khana No G of the Mutatxons as

- ' provided in Land Revenue Act e g : B
Note:- It is further that:- S Sorn S
1. the complaints namely-Inam Ullah son of Sultan Bdhadar Khan etc sons
of Ghulam Qadir are ‘third party“having ino cncerni with: the. said
property as they are neither vendee nor vendor'biit have some personal
gludg'es with the land owners duc to-which''they filed 'such nature of
complamts against their o pponem pcl.l ties’ 1nclud1ng revenue. fxeld staff for
some hand sum. S AP I
2. These complamts have alfeady “eng uired by Lhe’ AAC: T-iand * AAC
(Reverdue) Lakki and Assistant becretclry (Stamp) -Bo-ardu of--:Réi‘feniae
respectively and filed. ST o R -
It is prayed that I am 1r1n0cent and may pledse be exonerated from
the chargers Ieveled against me. . . oo A

. However, [ desire to be heard in person. =} &k~
: - ‘»l_: Loy e E /)\'\' ) ,'-‘:;“‘ vk
Dated 30/ 10/2018 el P L enSardar Al v
o - o E,x Girdawar 'Circle
" Baist 'Khel row ADK Lakki Marwat




. KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAW

AR

No B34S st paed /S /o & sop1
To ‘ ,
‘ . The Senior Member Board of Revenue,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar .
Subject: -  JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1098/2019, MR. SARDAR ALI .

I.am directed to forward herewuh a certified copy of Judgement -
dated 09 02.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for stmct compliance..

Encl: As abbve

REGISTRAR™
KHYBER PAKHTUN
SERVICE TRIBU

- PESHAWAR.

.
P ol
! RO

VKHWA
NAL




