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f) BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
, TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR :
NeBY s |

L]

Raj Wah Ex. Patwari Halqga Regi Lalma S/0 Imdad Khan R/O
Qanday Sadozai , Hazar Khuwam :

mmeeennes ------(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar at Civil Secretarlat Peshawar.

Al

- 2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Senior Member Board
of Revenue Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C1v1l Secretariat Peshawar.

3. Commissioner, Peshawar DivisionDivision, Peshawar
4. Deputy 'Commissioner, Peshawar.
5. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar

6.,Ass1stant Comm1sswner (AC) Hassan Khel Peshawar Dristrict
Peshawar

B '(Respondents).

iR}

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES\“TRIBUNAI_. 4
ACT 1974, AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 21/06/2023 , By -
RESPONDENT No.4, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED AND, -
IMPUGNED APPELLATE ORDER, BY RESPONDENT NO.3, DATED
02/09/2023 COMMUNICATED ON_ 16/10/2023, WHEREBY THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED BY
THE _APPELLATE - AUTHORITY IN CLASSICALLY CURSORY AND
WHIMSICAL MANNER. - IR -

Respectfully Sheweth: _

1. . That the appellant was appointed as Patwari on 28-12-2012
and since then he was performing to the best of his abilities.
During the entire period he remained as Halga Patwari , no

?




%  complaint what so ever has ever been received to any office
against him. :

2. That on 17/05/2023, the Assistant Commissioner, Peshawar
City, allegedly upon receipt of different public complaints,
visited the Office of the Appellant, regarding inspection of
official record. On the basis of some anomaly found in the office
of the Petitioner, he formulates as many as 12 allegations
against the petitioner and forwarded the same to the
Additional Deputy Commissioner/ Respondent NO.5 for
initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the Appellant.
(Cppy of the Inspection Report is _annexe{‘d as Annexure “ A”)

3. That on 15.06.2023 ~ the Addl: Deputy
Commissioner/Respondent NO.05 issued a show cause notice to
the Appellant and the same was rightly replied but despite that
inquiry Officer has shown absent the appellant from the
departmental proceedings. In the inquiry report, the inquiry
officer charged the appellant and suggested imposition of major
penalty under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (E-& D) Rules, 2011. on
the above said recommendation the worth DC imposed a major
penalty of removal from service vide impugned order dated
21/06/2023 / along with fact finding inquiry report to the

Appellant. (Copy of the show cause is annexed as Annexure “
B») .

4. That on 21/06/2023, the Appellant was dismissed from service,

- on the basis of so called fact finding inquiry /probe, and without
holding a full-fledged inquiry, as required under the Law, by
Respondent No.4, upon anonymous Complaint (Copy of the
impugned dismissal order is Annexure “C”). '

5. That feeling aggrieved from impugned Dismissal Order from
Service, the appellant preferred departmental appeal on
20.07.2023 but the same was rejected by the Respondent No. 3
without any cogent _reason, however, the same was
communicated to the Appellant’ on 13/10/2023.Hence this
Appeal inter alias on the following grounds. (Copies of
Departmental Appeal are as Annexure “D” and Appeal
Rejection Order “E”). ‘

Grounds:

A. That both the impugnéd orders are ﬂlégal without jurisdiction
and based on malafide intentions that has caused stigma on the
professional career of the Appellant.




That the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan gives the
right of fair trial. In the instant case the right to have fair Trial

has been badly violated by the Respondents, hence, both the
1mpugned orders can not be sustained in the eyes of law.

That MaJor penalty cannot be awarded in the absence of

Formal Inquiry. In the instant case upon the Fact Finding so
called inquiry/probe by the Respondents, the impugned orders
have been passed which is not tenable in the eyes of Law.

That both the impugned Orders are passed in haste and in
arbitrary manner, hence liable to be struck down forthwith.

That in the instant manner even the fact finding so called
inquiry has been conducted against the law and rules.

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance law and
rules on the subject.

That the appellant has been discriminated, hence not been
dealt in accordance with law and Constitution.

That impugned orders are against the gist of Article 10-A
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

That no complaints whatsoever have been shown/shared/
confronted with the appellant in the entlre due course of so
called inquiry.
l

That in view of the statement given'by Appellant, it was pivotal
under the law that his statement should have been examined
by dispensing with the inquiry the inquiry officer/respondents
has. violated the fundamental right of the Appellant, hence at
this ground alone, both the 1mpugned orders are liable to be set-
aside.

“It is, important to mention that no impugned orders
- would have bee‘h issued if the Inquiry Officer had bothered to
| have looked in to the Court record as said by the Appellant in
the due course of so called inquiry” . (Copy of Court Record is
Annexed as Annexure “F’)

That as per dictum of superior Courts, all the orders made with
reasons, the instant Appeal departmental Appeal has been
rejected without any cogent reasons, such orders are not
sustainable in the eyes of law, hence the Removal order of the




granted under the circumstances.

S

Respondents is unwarranted -against the fact and law on the
subject and is not sustamable at all.

. That any opportunity of personal hearing was not given to the

appellant to defend and clear his position, and without any
fault the appellant was removed from service. Therefore, the
impugned removal orders are not only one sided and illegal,
unlawful, void ab-initio but is also against the law as well as
against the natural justice.

That the impugned dismissal order is unlawful, illegal and
liable to be set-aside because the Respondents utterly violated
the service law,; rules, regulations and policy of the Government
for ClVll servants while passmg the 1mpugned removal order.

That the impugned dlsmlssal order is the Vlolatlon of the
fundamental rights of the appellant, which is guaranteed and
protected by the constitutional of Islamic Republic of Pakistan .

1973.

That any other ground not raised here may graciously be

‘allowed to raises at the .time of arguments.

It 1s, therefore most ‘humbly prayed that on the
acceptance of instant appeal both the impugned orders may
please be set-aside and the Appellant may please be
reinstated in to service with all back and consequential
benefits. Any other remedy deems fit may also please be

{'?"\\,j viaey ! (} { /f/ )

Appellant

Muha é‘(ﬂ;

: WNJ\.«

\

Through

: -/
Humera Gul Shm
Advocates, ngh Court
| Peshawar
Dated:
NOTE: - '

|

No such like appeal for the same appellant, upon the same subject
|
matter has earlier been filed by me, prior to the instant one,

before this Hon'ble Tribunal. . | \\wwy -

Advocate. .




N\

,—?f - BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES |
. TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

/12023
Raj Wali
VS

Govefnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa an(_i others

" AFFIDAVIT

I, Raj Wali, Ex. Patwari Halqa Regi Lalma S/O Imdad Khan R/O
Qanday Sadozai , Hazar Khuwani Peshawar, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare that all the contents of the
accompanied appeal are true and correct to the best of my
‘knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or
Wlthheld from thls Hon’ble Tribunal. = .

G\ﬂb Wfd(r /szcu

 DEPONENT
© 17301-7811701-1
. 0315-9838208




» BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
'  SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2023

‘Raj Wah Ex Patwarl Halqa Reg1 Lalma S/O Imdad Khan R/O
‘Qanday Sadozai , Hazar Khuwani

- VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

| ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
* APPELLANT | .
l
Raj Wali, Ex. Patwar1 Halqa Regi Lalma S/O Imdad Khan R/Q
Qanday Sadoza1 , Hazar Khuwanl

RESPONDENTS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
. Chief Secretary-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
at Civil Secretarxat Peshawar :

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Senior Member Board of. Revenue, Khyber
- Pakhtunkhwa, ClVll Secretariat Peshawar '

3. Commissioner, Peshawar . DlVlSlOI].DlViSiOIl,
Peshawar :

4. Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar..

- 5. Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar
6. Assistant 'Commissioner (AC) Hassan
- Peshawar. Drisfrict Peshawar

: : : . ‘\U’&Q{ G
. - _' S Appellani// /
- Through -
- Muhag ..\:= g Adeel Butt _{,,_,\,f‘-'?'

\. \}) \i
O

Advocates High Court

. Peshawar
-~ Dated: -




.
&
o~
/‘} K
¢ -ty
DR -\-n.. "~ ‘- OFFICE or 'I‘HD . A J'/—\\\:i
e ASS!STANT cOoM oo N4 )
e M Gler 7
s B 0010212304, 091 '32‘5510§;3R PESHAWAR CITY -1.);\..‘;!.@«
__’_____._—; < ; “
10040 Jae "‘-l’“““““‘“f‘“}ﬂ_’vmyjl.cnm >
No 2 e LS Il.corr .
Dared Peshawar the 47/n5/202) N
Taw Bh o N . '
. : l’hc Adiditional Depuyy Comissione G,
Peshawar. : l
R UM—J-JLLJLL&LLQLM_,XM—A
o . (_KHANA RE
_,,MA.L&
1 ) .
s submirted that the ““d'-l"b“kd vigited Patway I'\hnnzn Reg Lalma
odae 17-05-202 - )
A 023 W 268 Al upun veceipe of different public Lumpl.um-. The Panwar R
I hana was foand dmcd and Panwari namely Me Rajwali, was nnt plL‘\Lnt Fle was
conmcted on telephone uphi which he arpived and offered Jame CXCUSCS for his
absence. ’ ' - ‘
The revenue cecord of the Panvac Khand was checked amel following
Jdiscrepancies Weve found: ’
0} A parlel nuneion peghster was found i he Papwar Khana used ‘
foor eering [k nmeens and ro evade gm-ummcnt Lases.
(i) Murtations were found eniered without aumbering the same.
(i Some arresteed mugations (PArd Sackar alon adAth s pecnipts) were
R 1 1
faund lying i thy Panwdt Khana, while the same should have
" been dcposiwd in office of Omu. Kanunge o1 ecotdd.
(i) Mluiation Registet No. 113 was scrutinized and nb»«.rv ed that
- cofcemed rphsildas Jid not 'mc\x some, mutations
™ Some nmt:idom were I'mmd having thumb 1mp ressions of
|11rnc~/wnn ssus bt without signururcs of the Panwatk .md
withertt muranons maabes and date.
L empty pages were _-l'numl which were wrn off from the
S fation Rq,hm‘, .o
f)lluml < unp ol l\.uh relsitdar Pabhlal was recovered from the
Putvsy, [ YL
[GLY agn2- 2027 0 peferency af pested auations weee entererd
i the regiiet ' .
S 1 fores arion QU
Fwn mu:.uiuws we lmuul with lm,,ul'mut.umn‘ aumber d
s 1 s\llll‘\lllln “LN‘-‘\.[ MM (IR . ’ .
. N
i 1
.
' CamSey
1 N

e

TSR
Tea e
PR A -
e e atbiien




ﬂ"
N
P23 : '
."
¢
X .
# -
r:'.' ) (y Varliel Chisdavearh  $enn Wopinter Wt glann el with
) menanplete envien. '
iy O pantiion |1.!|\l‘l\ wie - fnuan! Iy anel condinon st
T impivesinns W il et pothing PRI she worve
(siy  CPR of VIR 1 weeelps af bewdd of peeoit 23005 awed AL Wit
i
ot avalahle.
Un»uumm(rul' the aboye nlim=£1|'.uu‘i|m/\'in|~.u'um:‘, i1 bz aulininted ll_u:\!
Patwatt M Rapwah e suspended ity ‘el disciplewry puu;ucslm;.;v winler’
L Rajles 2011 000 alair by nitiaed agrahinat i .
. . /v'
/(‘ b’}' . (/9/"/
© Andatant siraaioner
Peshia\§re Civy
cC 1y Cowmint Arasar Ledlaaswar Diviton —
: o . ,'f1 ‘h—b‘uf-vnnkf ?lw .
. —-— . . . . .
/'3'.) Depi (o hranss  Perbeosd®) .
. - v ~s
- "
-‘
l
\
1
N
\
S

e

AT

g r—




G

N
}, -
, . .
THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, I’ES}IAWAI
Tol: 091-9212301-02, Fax: 091-9212303, giocpashawar
’ 7
No. 3 7.3 /OC(P)/OK Oa
To
Mr. Ra) wall,
Patwari {under suspepston), .
{the then Patwarl Haiga Regi Lalma), Peshawar
Subject: HO SE NO
Memo:

éAUSE NOTICE” alongwith

Enclosed please find herewith 2 coples of “SHOW
d and the\other copy be

copy of Enquiry Report with the direction that one copy may be retaine

signed as a token of recelpt and returned to this office forrecord

Encls:(As above)
| " ADDITIONAL DEPU h
PESHAWAR
ndst: No. and Date Even:

Copy to the PS to Deputy Commissioner, Pesha
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"\, SHAH FAHAD; Deputy Commissioner Peshawar, a

1

) B vy ’ \59/ Ve —

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE | |

'f'(i:) ' ‘That consequent upon the completion of in

: '(iiA) on gomg through the findings and recam

S As a resu!t thereof I, as Ccm
- 'upon you the ppnalty of dismissal from service under rule 4(b)(
“You are, thereof, required to s

~ “beimposed upon you and alsa intimate whether

' lf no reply to this notfce is receiv
*,-of its delivery, it shall be presun
' case an ex-parte action shall be taken against your,

s competent autharity, unr*m the Khyber

. Pakhtunkhwa Govt, SerVants Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011, do hereby Charge vau, nr.

Lo -Ra] Walt Patwari (under suspens:on] {the then Patwarx Halga Regr) as followrs: *

quiry conducted against you by thﬂ

inquiry officer/Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel Pashawar for which vou

were given opportunity of hearing.

mendatrom of the inquiry officer the

material on record and other connected papers including your defence hafare

“the inquiry officer,

lam satlsﬁed that you have commlt

tled the following acts/amissions specified
inrule 3 of the said rules:

o '_(d) "Ih'ef’ficieht ,
{e) Guilty of misconduct; !
- {f) Guilty of corruptlon

petent authority, have tentatlvefy decided to impose
vl of the sajd ruie<
how cause as to why the aforesaid penatty should not
you desire to be heard in person.

ed within seven days ot not more H'nn fifteen days

ned that you have no d@fence to put in and in thet

A capy of fmdlngs of the inquiry officer is enclosad.

//< (
FIITINA l)

{(SHAH FAHAD)  ~ I
DEPUTY '1"0!\/]1\4!55]0[\![‘ ﬁ
(Competent Authority) ﬁ
E

3 / /23
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THE DEPUTY (‘OMMIS‘S]()NI‘ Ryt .snmw,m // 7;}
el 091.9212301 02, Fax: 091-9212303, E’ior m.,hnw..r )

ecstacs sedesvnpnan

OL\ /0C{P)/DK . Dated; 21-Junc-2023
ORDER: ’

WHEREAS, Mr, R'ajwali Patwari Regl Lalma was pracccded under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Govt. Servant (Effeciency & Discipline0 Rules 2011 and was placed under suspension vide order
No.279/DC(P}/DK dated 17-05-2023 upon the Inspectlon of Assistant Commissioner City
Peshawar to the Patwar Khana Regl Lalma who submitted ‘his report vide No.1217/AC City

dated 17-05-2023 polnting out glaring irregular}t}es,s and Addl Assi.,tnat Commssioner
(Umvers:ty Town) Peshawar was appolinted as enqulry ofﬂcer

AND WHEREAS, the AAC(UnIverity Town]/enquiryfofficer reported in her enquiry report
vide No.1342/AAC(Town) dated 23-05-2023 that the accused official was found in irregulaties
and involved in corruption and corrupt-practices, mesponsible and inefficient and liable to be
proceeded under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011 and recommended
dismissal of the accused official. :

AND WHEREAS, a detail/formal enquiry was ordered under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt.
Servant (E&D) Rules 2011 and Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel was appointed as enquiry
officer vide order No.318/DC{P)/DK dated 26-05-2023 and proper statement of ai!egalons and
charge sheet were served upon the accused official.

AND WHEREAS, AC Hassan Khel/enquiry officer| submitted his enquiruy report vide
“No.647/AC(HK) dated 08-06-2023, wherein it was stated that the accused official was found
guilty of misappropriating a government property under his control and also guilty of keeping

- loose mutations pages and other irregularities and recommended for imposing major penalty
under Rule 4(1){b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Gowt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011.
. T ' i
AND WHEREAS, the accused official was served upon a Show Cause Notice vide letter

No.372/DC{P)/DK dated 15- 06-2023 who did not submitted his reply wuthm the stipulated

period. !

NOW THEREFORE keeping in view the fi f"ndmgs/fecommeqdatlons of the inquiry ofﬁcer

non-reply of Show Cause Notice, and other clrcumstances and in exercise of the powers’

conferred under Rule-04(1)(b)(iv) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants {Efficiency and
Discipline) Rules 2011, I, Shah Fahad, Deputy Commissioner Peshawar, as competent

authority, hereby impose a major penalty of Dismissal from service upon Mr. Raj Wali Patwari

with immediate effect.

PESHAWAR

o
DEPUTY ommnssnomsﬁ’l
Endst: No, arld Date Even: : n-§- R3

. 220,
Mt} - Commissioner Peshawar Division, Peshawar,

(il) Addl. Deputy Commissioner (G), Peshawar,
- (i) Assistant Commissioner City Peshawar,
(iv)  Accounts Officer of DC office for nacessary actlon,
(v)  Mr. Ra) Wall, Ex-Patwarl,
' DEPUT COMMISSIO ER
PESHAWAR

21-€-33
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DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL UNDER RULE 17 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
GOVERNMENT SERVANTS (EFFICIENCY AND DISCIPLINE) RULES 2011 FOR
SETTING ASIDE TIIE MAJOR PENALTY IMPOSED UNDER RULE 4(13) OF THE RULES

181D OF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE.

Subject:-

Respecied Sir,

That the applicant is law abiding citizen of Pakistan whereas served as Patwari in Revenue and
Estate’ Department Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ‘Th’i:;"ASsisfzihtiCc’irﬁ'rﬁissionen {(AC)
-Hassan“Khel,*Péshawar: wvisited-the-office: of ! ‘the iappellant. 6n17.05.2023 inabsence ‘of - the
appellant: Suchivisitiofsthe mcntwned -AC was mot:schediiléd b anthorizéd! b the .competent
- authoritywhile:. he*wasy.cxcrclsmglabusmg hls powersion: some Funknown:complaint. It is

e mrfre=ie

pertinent to mention here that anonymous complaint cannot be cntertained in any manner.

That the mentioned AC had submitted his report before the Deputy Commissioner (DC)
Peshawar and in compliance of the report put me under suspension and nominated the Assistant

~

<94 Commissioner Zainab Naqvi as an Inquiry Officer.

On 23.05.2023 the Inquiry Committce issucd show cause nolice to the appellant and the same

was rightly replied but despite that the inquiry officer has shown absent the appellant from the
departmental proceedings. In the Inquiry Report, charged the appellant formally and suggested in
possession of Major Penalty under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011.
On the above said recommendation the worthy DC imposed a Major Pcnalty of Removal from

Service vide impugned order dated 21.06.2023.

The procedure which was followed during this process was unlawful as the appellant bears
spotless career while performing his official duty that even now while imposing him under a
Major Penalty not a smgle complamant becn brought against the appeliant to Held me for any

liability.

. Needless to mention here that at the time of inspection, the appcllant was not cven in his office
but was busy in Peshawar Development Authorily (PDA) office regarding his official duty. The
inquiry committee ignored this important and crucial aspect of the case and jumped to

conclusions which caused great miscarriage of justice.

-

That nothing has been found in the shape of mutation register in e\lra position, how it can be
presumed that a fake register be deemed to be evade Gevernment taxes but it is just a

presumpfive manner and being a planted allegation.

That nothing has been shown as to what Kind of fiszenduct has been commitied or
responsibility has not been fulfilled by the appellant, ‘
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That the appellant is innocent and has nol involved in any walawiul sict, corruption and corrupted

.practices whatsoever, but the warthy Inquiry Officer mala lidely held fiable arid charge sheeted

me, -

EThe‘:;‘a'PPi:'llrj'nt%‘alsg.iis!{ggj}h&ﬁg&IiBL‘»E%?..!’;%QCrson;_xj3{,he_a_;in'g';-;mﬁ‘y:fﬂlscg_bciegis{,c_njgas during the whole

3 e o

process of inquiry [ was condenin unheard,

It is therefore. most humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant departmental appeal and review
under Rule 17 of Khyber Pkhtunkhwa (Efficiency.and Discipline) Rules 2011 the impugned
order No.395/DC(p)DK dated 21.06.2023 for Removal from Service may kindly be sel aside
and the appellant may be vestored to his original possession.

THan ing/yu

S

li/s.Jqu q 7
£ A - ‘ \JD

Patwari Halga
Regi Lalma, Peshawar.-
Cell#0315-9838208

yod3
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X, 7 F A IN THE COURT OF |
4 R ' COMMISSIONER PESHAWAR DIVISION
B : .~ PESHAWAR
- APPBAL NO: /2023 : N o

' DATE OF INSTITUTION: 19.07,2023 : , ,
DATE OF DECISION: 02.11.2023 _ . |
-.—-——_F“ﬁ_‘——‘h_— . |

Raj Wali, ex;Pat\\'ari District Peshawar................................ - (Appellant)

VERSUS ' , ' : ,
Deputy Commissioner Peshawar................... e et e e e e nnns (Respondent) :
ORDER

This order will dispose off the instant departmental appeal filed by the above
named appellant against the Deputy Commissioner Peshawar order bearing No. 396/DC
(P)/DK dated 21.06.2023, whereby he was awarded major penalty of dismissal from service
under section-4(1)(b)(iv) of Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Gover.nment Servants (Efficiency &

Discipline) Rules, 2011, - : | )

\ Facts of the case are that on 17.05.2023, on various complaints, the. Assistant

Commissioner City Peshawar made surprise visit of the Patwar halga Regi Lalma and glaring |

cre found including keeping a parallel register of mutation as well as parallel -
Girdawari register ang recovery of official stamp of NT Tehkal as

irregularities

missioner City Peshawar. Assistant
6.05.2023 was appointed to conduct formal
Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khekl/Inquiry Officer

and statements were recorded.

As per inquiry report

*Tehsildar City, who was




“ unauthorized to attest mutations of Patwar Halqa Regi-Lalma, Moreover, the appellant should

¥ have dismissed the mutation no. 9974 being an illegal entry, but he did not do so and

ultimately involved in an illegal actién and in pursuance of mle-4[d] of KP Government Servant
Conduct Rules 1987" found guilty of mxsappropnatlng a government property under his

control.. It ig cry'atal clear that a Patwan is the custod:an of revenue record of his Pamar halqa
“and is rcspons:blc for its safe custody and good condition ag required under Rule- 3 6 of the
LEM. The appellant was found guilty of keeping loose pages of the rnutations register which
have been used for replacing the original ‘mutations in the regxsfer He was also held"

~

rcspons1bl¢. for not mamtammg /updating the Fard issuance/fee regzster. As pomted out the

pert-e-sarkar . of some of the mutations do not bear signature of the RO which shows

inelficiency and negligcncc on the parl of the appellant. The It;quiry Ofﬁcer thus recommended
the appellant for procecdxng agamst him under Rule 4(b) of KP Govemment Servants (E&D})
‘Rules-2011. On the recommendations of the Inquiry Officer, the competent authonty awarded

major penalty of “removal from service” upon the appel}am under Rule-4(1)(B){IV} of l\hyber
Pakhtunkhwa Govemment Servams (E&D) Rules-2011.

‘The appeilant in his departmemal appeal has ﬂat]y denicd the allegatxons and

stated that the visit by the AC City was unauthorized and the complaints were anonymous and

that anonymous complamts can not be cntertzuned - That he was kept unaware of the

- departmental procccdmgs and that the whole procedure was unlawful. That no a single

complaint has been made against him. That at the time of inspection the appellant was not

present in Patwar Khana a.nd was on official duty in PDA That no extra mutation regxster has

been found and no m:sconduct has been committed by the appellant. That the appeliant is

mnoccnt and not involved in any unlawful act, corrupnon or any sort of corrupt pracnces

Thus he prayed for setting asxde the 1mpugned Order dated 21.06 2023 and re-instatement i in

service.’

A
Appellant present in person and heard. Para-msc comments received from the

Deputy Commlssmner Pcshawar also perused. Pemsal of the record & ‘comments reveals that

the appellant is found mvolved in commzttmg glare 1rregu1armes as reported/ pointed out by

B
'




i wthe Assistant Commlssxoner City during hss mspectzon on 17.05.2023 ancl prow.d in the

) ~inquiry report conducted by the Ass:stant Commissioner Hassan Khel Dunng personal

‘hearing before this appellant court, the arguments adVanced by the appellant were not
convincing, '

Hence keeping in view the above l‘acts the appeai in hand stands dismissed and
the ‘mPUgned order bearing No 396/DC (P)/DK dated 21. 06 2023 of the Deputy Comrmssxoner

Peshawar is upheld. File be consngned to GRR after necessary comp:latlon

coM ssjrz

* PESHAWAR DIVISION PESHAWAR

N

ANNOUNCED,
02.09.2023
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BEF? 3% THE COUTT OF CIVIL FL LGE, PESHAV AR 33 o

-

. Jehandad Khan and chers‘.’.,‘ .A\fs..... PDAjand others

APPLICATION 'UNDER ' ORDER- =
RULE-10(2)  CPC  READ 'WITH
SECTION 151 CPC. FOR: THE ~ - .~ = o
CBELETION F OF NAME =~ OF . - , g
DEFENDANT NQ.10 LE. DIRECTOR S ' '

GENERAL PDA FR()M THE PANEL 1

OF DEFL’NDANTS

Respuﬁulh Shcwuth

.

LT lml il]l. 'lbovc cwul sult is pmdmg n this Honoumblu
Court whic i fixed for toda‘ Lo 21 06/;_0"1 '

to

That aitu pemsmg the plaint, it 1ev<,als ‘that no u.hcl“’-‘
x\lmtaoever has bc,en sowrht ﬁom dpfendtmt No.10.

T30 That in view of thb sald fauts the detchdani No 10 15 noi-‘ .
now necessary part) I Lhe nstant” ‘:Lilt i : e o B

4. iLatthis llon’bia Court Under Ord. | {uk, l()(”). dwith _ P
Section 151 CPC hias. got the dmple p{mu to delete the - o
name of dufcndant No 10 from array of defcndaxm '

: : b !
. It xs, then efore, most humbiy pmyed th.u the name.
- of the defendant No 10 may kindly bL deleted from the’
“panel of ddendants in the uptmnu} eivil suit.. '

o AppllcdnUDefcnddnﬂ\'o ll)/ / . ' > o s
Through ... . - | 75 e TR
TR S Ay TESTEN
T Muhammad F urqan Yousam: o
Ddl{.._.‘,(.i() 202! - i Advocate, High Laum s .k ' i




. ORDER
011172022

Page No. 1

. .BEFORE THE COURT OF MISS KHKULA
' B cm L JUDGE-XX, PESHAWAR.

Sun No ~n3/l OF 2021
JAHAN DAD Vs AZAM KHAN

Plelnnff No 3m person and on behalf of the rest of
'the plam‘uﬁs as specml artomey and defenda'mt No 2 in. |
k person and on behalt of r¢ 57 of ‘the' deiend:::"'ts as sp;ecxa'l
" attorney along wnh counsel present.

Submltted an apphcatmn for early hearmg to record: .

. ' Jemt statement 1egardmg compromlse effected between

pames to thc suit.. Case hle reqmsmoned Chenﬂe be.

' _brought in the Court s dlmy and cause list.

Counsel for plamnff sated at the bar that plamuff No
.Ql has dled and submuted hst of legal helrs ot plamtlff : '
:.‘Nol Placed on ﬁle Mohamr lS duected o enter the
©. BRSS of legal heu.-. uf plamtlff No.. in the panel Cu
plamnﬁ‘s thh red ink pen. Power of attorney on behalf of
~.. plaintiffs™ and another power of anomey on behalf of .-
.detendants submmed Placed on file. Compromxse deed ’-
_submltted 1he same plaeed on ﬁle Furthumme, a jOll‘ll
‘statemem is recorded by Sherbaz S/0 leaz Almad

,’_(plamnff No 3 hlmself and attorney for. rest of piamuffs)

' -,"and Zlkrlya [\han S/O Bakhnyar Ahmad Khan (defendant

E O U SN

o——— .

At




R ' ' S C Page No. 2

No 2 hrmself and attomey for rest of the defendants)'

wherem they exh1b1ted specral power 4 of attorncy on behalf ‘

‘ of plamtntfs is exhlbued as E‘{-PA specral power of

‘ 4ltorney of. attomey on bcm.r of defendam; as E}.—PB

compromrse deed as Ex-PC copy of CNIC of plamuff No

-3 (specral attomey on. behalf of rest of the plamnffs) as’

Ex-PD and copy ol CNIC of defenddnt No’) (special

I)F"

: morney on behalt of the rest of the ¢ efendants) as Ex-PE

recorded statement mennomng that

. compromnse deed has been effected between pames 10 the

lhev Jomtly

' sunt.for th_e reasons mentroned rherem and requestegl for
the dispos&il oti'i‘rls.t'dm.{suil: a.ccording[y.‘

- in the ll},ht of thc above, since the pa, {ies have settled

1he drspute wrth each other in the shape of Ex:PC,
'..\*J 0@““ . - .
° therefore, the court consrders that mstam suit needs not to
be proceeded further hence, dlSpOSLd of as per Ex—PC and
in the light of Jomt statement mumoned above
No order as to'co'sts -
s F lie be consngned to the record room after 1ts

complenou and compr!atron

o -Announced -
. o . 012022 -

Khkula - '
Civil Judge-XX. -
* Peshawar™. "~

(o B 795"
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